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No, we do not buy from S.A. All our
Potatoes come up marked "Clean Dela-
ware Potatoes Sound" packed by the
marketing board of Western Australia.
Sometimes they are marked Grade 1.

For this type of Potato the price
could be a little lower.

Are green Potatoes safe to eat, be-
cause we have been getting quite a few
of these too.

That has been framed as a question to me
which T have not been able to answer. Pos-
sibly some of the experts could advise me.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You can cut the
skin off and take the green off.

The Hon. W. B. WITHERS: Thank you.
The next letter, also from Broomie, con-
tains the following comment:-

Grading of potatoes is non existent
and they sometimes range from 1 oz. to
1* lbs. each-greater uniformity if not
too costly would help. Quality could be
described as fair with only a small
percentage of rot-however they area of
very poor "crisping" quality.

Price we know is governed by the
board-but freight on them is a killer.

The Hon. 3. L. Hunt: What are the dates
of those letters?

The Hon. W. R. WIHERS: The 16th
August, 1971, the 17th August, 1971, the
4th August, 1971, the 30th July, 1971, and
the 3rd August, 1971. 1 wrote to various
people throughout the electorate and asked
for their comments on potatoes.

The next letter is from Halls Creek and
reads as follows:-

Potatoes have always been a prob-
lem but to compensate I have main-
tained a fairly high price and low
stock.

I buy at about 5ic lb. Perth and sell
at 15c lb. Halls. Buying price is fairly
constant at 5c and quality is usually
pretty good except from now on when
the heat starts to affect them. Landed
at Halls they would be between 9-10c
lb. At times when the ships have
been late I have had potatoes from
Geoff Warnock (S.A. spuds) but I sup-
pose only about 15 bags all told.

Cooler Potatoes are no good up here
as they go black inside once taken out
of refrigeration. Over the wet we just
don't eat potatoes. Hope this is some-
thing to help you.

I have merely quoted from the letters. I
do not know enough about the Potato in-
dustry to make any further comment
except to say that I have had complaints--
particularly from Broome-about the qual-
ity of potatoes. I feel that if we can
improve the industry in this State, possibly
we might be able to convince some of the
people in the north-who are at present
buying South Australian potatoes-that

they should buy Western Australian pota-
toes. of course, that is Providing the
transport system can lower freight charges
and deliver the potatoes in a better con-
dition.

Debate adjourned, on motion by The
Hon. L. A. Logan.

House adjourned at 9.32 Pim.

Wednesday, the 18th August, 1971

The SPEAKER (Mr. Toams) took the
Chair at 4.30 Pm., and read prayers.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY
Acknowledgment of Presentation to

Lieutenant-Governor and Administrator
THE SPEAKER (Mr. Tows): I desire

to announce that, accompanied by the
member for Mirrabooka (Mr. A. R. Ton-
kin), the member for Boulder-Dundas
(Mr. Hartrey), and the member for Darl-
ing Range (Mr. Thompson), I waited upon
His Excellency the Liieutenant-Governor
and Administrator and presented the
Address-In-Reply to the Speech of His
Excellency the Governor in opening Par-
liament. His Excellency the Lieutenant-
Governor and Administrator has been
pleased to reply in the following terms:-

Mr, Speaker and Members of the
Legislative Assembly,

I thank you for your expressions of
loyalty to Her Most Gracious Majesty
The Queen, and for Your Address-in-
Reply to the Speech with which His
Excellency the Governor opened Par-
liament.

QUESTIONS (42): ON NOTICE
1. ROAD) MAINTENANCE

TAX
Non-payment: Imprisonment

Mr. O'CONNOR. to the Premier:
How many persons have been
gaoled for non-payment of road
maintenance tax in Western
Australia since its inception?

Mr. J. T1. TONKIN replied:
in reply to the member for Mt.
Lawley-

Mr. O'Connor: I1 cannot hear you.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: It does not mat-

ter whether you hear the first bit
or not.

Sir David Brand: Don't let's get at
cross purposes so early!.

Mr. Graham: It's usually knock-off
time!
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Mr J. T. TONKIN: The answer to
the question is as follows-
Nineteen operators resident in
Western Australia were committed
to prison on road maintenance
charges, but, with the exception
of two, were released before serv-
ing sentence imposed.

2. ROAD MAINTENANCE
TAX

Interstate Hauliers: Payments 1969-70
Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Premier:
(1) What amount of road mainten-

ance tax was collected from inter-
state hauliers. for the year ended
30th June, 1910?

(2) What was the amount of tax due
but not collected from interstate
hauliers for the year ended 30th
June, 1970?

Mr. J, T. TONKIN replied:
(1) $212,644.
(2) Where operators fail to submit

returns it is not possible to ascer-
tain how much Is payable.

3. ROAD MAINTENANCE
TAX

Replacement
Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Premier:

Has he Indicated that he intended
to implement a charge to replace
road maintenance charge prior to
12th August, 1971; if so, will he
advise details?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
I clearly recall having done so
but am unable to give details as
requested.

4. COMMERCIAL VEHICLES
Increased License Fees

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Premier:
How many vehicles will have to
pay additional license fees follow-
Ing abolition of road tax in the
following categories-
(a) up to four tons;
(b) from four tons up to and in-

cluding eight tons;
(c) over eight tons?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(a) Up to four tons aggregate-

40.0 00 (approximately).
(b) Prom four tons up to and in-

cluding eight tons aggregate-
18.00 0 (approximately).

(c) Over eight tons aggregate--
7,000 (approximately),

5. ROAD MAINTENANCE TAX
Prosecutions

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister re-
presenting the Minister for Transport:
(1) How many persons were involved

In the 1,343 prosecutions launched
by the Road and Air Transport
Commission in the last 12 months?

(2) Who is handling Court work for
the department in connection
with road maintenance charges?

Mr. MAY replied:
(1) 284.
(2) Muir Williams Nicholson & Co.

6. FARMERS

Vehicle License Fees
Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister re-
presenting the Minister for Police':

What vehicle license concessions
apply to farmers' vehicles?

Mr. MAY replied:
Concessions specifically applying
to farmers' vehicles are-
(i) Vehicle (other than a trac-

tor) not used on the road
otherwise than in passing
from one portion of the farm
or holding to another portion
of the farm or holding-free
license.

(ii) Tractor (other than a prime
mover)-$4.00.

(III) One vehicle (other than a
motor car or tractor) not less
than 30 cwt. tare-one-half
fee.

7. ROAD MAINTENANCE TAX
Abolition: Retrenchments in Trans port

Department
Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister re-
presenting the Minister for Transport:

How many employees will no
longer be required by the Trans-
port Department following aboli-
tion of the road maintenance
charge?

Mr. MAY replied:

Of a total of 58 employees engag-
ed in administering the Road
Maintenance (Contribution) Act,
ten have resigned to take other
employment. With the exception
of some half-dozen who may be
absorbed in other work at the
Transport Commission the re-
mainder will become surplus upon
abolition of the Act.
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8. ROADS
Persons Employed

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Works:

Approximately how many Persons
are employed annually per one
million dollars expended on West-
ern Australian roads?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
About 64 persons.

9. COMMERCIAL VEHICLES
Current License Fees

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Premier:
What are current license fees pay-
able in respect of vehicles listed
in the schedule quoted in his intro-

N'ehlice
TDatsun 1utility.
Holden utility_.
l'oLkswagen iniroi-
Maiden panel van -

Dodge utility (lieavy)
Datsun truckl (2 ton)-
Datsun truck (ALI'II
Bedford truck (nwediuin)
Bedford truck (lic~wier)
Ford truck
Foden 6 whee tip track
Foclen 8 whecel tip truck

Present
Tare 12 cwt.
Tare 25 cwt,
Tfare 23 ewt.
Tare 26 cut.
'fare 34-7.5 Cwt.
Tare 30 cwt.
Trare 53 cwt.
Tare 52 cwti.
Tare 72 ewt.
'Fare 91 cut.
Tare 14-2 ewt.0
Ta're 160 cwt.*

ductory speech on the Bill to
repeal the road maintenance
charge?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:

Exceeding
cwt .
0
5

10
15
20
'25
so

Tar,
Not yeceeding

ewt.

'5

25
30
.1'

Fee
1'rP,eit vroposed

811-00
$1 G-01M)
310i-0D
827-00
835-.00

$40-00
840-00

S ['-00
$123 -OD
520 Ou

I-l 01)

$40-00D

There is some difference in tares
of different makes and types of
vehicles in relation to aggregate
weights, and it is not possible to
make a direct comparison. How-
ever, the following is set out as
examples for the purposes of com-
parison.

Proposed
S16-00
829-00
$29-00
$34-'00
S40-00
$5000
$88.00
$88-0O

8132,00
$174-00
8138-00
9153 '00

*Concession of 5000 has keen applied as sruject to road mnaintenance contribution.

Ta re 12 ewt.
Tan- 2. cwvt
Tare 23 ewt.
Tare 20C ru-%%t.
'rare 34 -75 cwt.
Agrg. 711G ewt.
Apg. 1323 cwt,
Agg. 99) ewt.
Agg. 1774 cwt.
Agg. 2501 rwt.
Agg. '350 cwt.
Aga. -440 cwt.

919-00
335-00
$35-00
$40-Oil
$46 -00
$67-00

8L29-00
$9340

S2 18-00
$343-00
8588-00
$782-00l

10. COMMERCIAL VEHICLES
Third Party Insurance Premiums
Mr O'CONNOR, to the Premier:
(1) What third party insurance is

payable on the vehicles listed In
the schedule quoted in his intro-
ductory speech of the Bill to re-
peal road maintenance tax?

t2 'What is the total amount payable
on the above vehicles including
third party insurance and license
fees?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) Third Party Insurance $

Premium .... 31.80
Surcharge .. .. 2.00
Stamp Duty .--- .25

Total ... 34.05

(2) The total amount is the above
amount added to the scale of fees
quoted.

11. YOUTH EDUCATION
OFFICER

North-eastern Suburbs
Mr. A. R. TONKIN. to the Minister
for Education:

in view of the fact that the whole
of the north-eastern suburbs do
not have a single youth education

officer, will he give consideration
to the appointment of such an
officer in that area?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
This is at present under consider-
ation and the department hopes
to make an appointment from the
beginning of third term.

12. AIR POLLUTION
Bureau of Meteorology Warnings
Mr. A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Health:
(1) Does the Governent. intend to

ask the Bureau of Meteorology to
introduce a system of daily air
pollution warnings?

(2) If "Yes" what form will the warn-
ings take?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) At the last meeting of the Air

Pollution Control Council It was
agreed that the offer by the Com-
monwealth Bureau of Meteorology
to introduce a system of daily air
pollution warnings be accepted in
principle.

(2) The system details are to be
worked out by the council's
Scientific Advisory Committee in
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conjunction with the bureau's
*officers. The meeting at which

these will be discussed Is sched-
uled to take place on Friday, 20th
August, 1971.

13. SCHOOLS
Grade 1 Classes

Mr. A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Education:

Will be endeavour to ensure that
all grade 1 classes at least will
have fewer than 40 children at
the commencement of the 1972
school year?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
The Department has consistently
sought to reduce the size of
classes as staff, accommodation
and finance become available.
Although the department is not
able to give a guarantee that all
grade 1 classes will have fewer
than 40 children as from the
commencement of the 1972 school
year, it will continue Its efforts
towards this end.

14. POLICE OFFICERS
Resignation and Reappointment

Mr. A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Police:
(1) Is it the policy of the Police De-

partment that members of the
police force who resign are not
eligible for re-employment?

(2) If "Yes" what is the reason for
adherence to this Policy?

Mr. MAY replied:
(1) and (2) Re-enlistment of a re-

stricted category of ex-members
of the Police force is under con-
sideration by the Commissioner of
Police, and an evaluation of the
effects of the proposal is current-
ly being undertaken.

15. PUBLIC HEALTH LABORATORIES
AND CORONER'S COURT

New Buildings
Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What is the latest planning as to

the siting of the proposed new
Public Health laboratories and
Coroner's Court, etc.?

(2) If possible, would he state the
anticipated starting and comple-
tion dates?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) The public health laboratories will

be sited adjacent to the Sir
Charles Oairdner Hospital. There
are no plans for building a new
coroner's court.

I might add that the Coroner's
Department does not come under
my department, but we ascer-
tained this from the correct sec-
tion.

(2) In relation to the public health
laboratories, dates cannot be giv-
en until the loan programme Is
decided.

10. ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL
Administrator

Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What was the date for commence-

ment of duty of the present
Administrator of Royal Perth
Hospital. Mr. Driscoll?

(2) What was the retiring date of the
previous Administrator, Mr. Grif-
fiths, from Royal Perth Hospital?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) 5th February, 1968.
(2) 9th Februray, 1908.

17. INDUSTRIAL COMPLEX

Oeraldton
Sir DAVID BRAND, to the Minister
for Industrial Development:
(1) Has he seen a copy of the

Gertildton Guardian of 10th
August, 1971, which on the front
page stated that Oeraldton is very
much in the running to attract
a proposed $1,000 million com-
plex?

(2) Has anything been said to him
to encourage such a belief?

(3) Would he consider the existence
of a commercial gas field at Don-
gnra to be a factor in attracting
any such an industry as referred
to in the Geraldton Guardian?

Mr. GRAHAM replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) This could be a factor, but the

Point is emphasised that the de-
cision as to where such an indus-
try would be established would be
made by the company.

18. GOLDMINING INDUSTRY
Effect of Gold Price Increase

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Mines:

Does or could the upward trend
of the price of gold on the world
commodity markets have any
bearing on the Western Austra-
lian gold mining industry?

Mr. MAY replied:
An upward trend of the price of
gold on the world commodity
markets could have a bearing on
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the Western Australian gold min-
ing industry. However, to confer
any real benefit on gold mining
companies the increase would
have to be very substantial.

19. WATER SUPPLIES
Rates: Basis of Assessment

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) How were the new valuations for

the Purpose of water, etc., rates
assessment arrived at in cases of
properties in the same suburb anid
district where there has been no
improvement, change of tenancy
or any other changing factor since
the last valuation?

(2) Has there been a proportionate
increase added to the value where
circumstances were equal, or has
each individual property been
valued on various grounds?

Mr. JTAMIESON replied:
(1) Evidence of rentals and sales in

each district is collated and an-
alysed and these provide the basis
for valuing individual properties
in accordance with the principles
provided in the board's controlling
legislation.

(2) Each property Is valued on an
individual basis.

20. RURAL RECONSTRUCTION
SCHEME

Applications Not Viable
Mr. NALDER, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

As In answer to question 31 of
5th August, part (4) (c), he stated
that 86 farmers' applications had
been rejected, will he advise of
the 65 at that date not viaible-
(1) How many were in the South

West Land Division?
(2) How many were in the Pas-

toral area?
(3) How many properties were-

(a) under 1,000 acres in size;
(b) above 1,000 acres and

under 2,000 acres;
(c) above 2,000 acres

under 3,000 acres;
(d) above 3,000 acres

under 4,000 acres;
(e) above 4.000 acres

under 5,000 acres;
(f) above 6,000 acres

under 10,000 acres;
(g) above 10,000 acr

size?

21.

and

and

and

and

~s in

(4) H-ow many of the applicants
considered by the committee
as not viable have appealed
against the decision either in
writing or verbally-
(a) to the Minister;
(b) to the committee or any

member of the committee
or members of the office
staff ?

(5) Has he or the committee re-
viewed the applications men-
tioned in (4) and, if so, what
has been the result?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) 65 in the Agricultural areas.

There is no separation into
farmers in the South-West
Land Division and farmers
outside this division.

(2) No applications from Pastor-
alists were included in the
65.

(3) Not available. Although this
information could be extract-
ed from individual files, it
would necessitate taking staff
from the urgent task of pro-
cessing- applications.

(4) 20 of the 65 considered not
viable have appealed verbally
or in writing to the Minister.
the authority or its staff. All
have been requested to appeal
In writing if relevant new
information is available.

(5) Eight of the appeals received
in writing have been review-
ed by the authority to date.
There has been no change in
any decision for these.

ICWINANA-BALQA POWER
LINE

Peak Loads and Voltage Drop
Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Electricity:
(1) What peak loads does the State

Electricity Commission anticipate
at the northern terminal, Balga,
in 1975, 1980, 1985?

(2) What would be the voltage drop
in a 132 kV transmission line
using conductors of maximum
capacity now available from
Kwinana to the northern terminal
for loads of 100 MW. 200 MW,
500 MW?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) Anticipating beyond the Year 1975

would be a very dangerous cal-
culated guess but as far as can
be ascertained the commission
estimates that in the Year 1975
the peak load will be 425 MW.
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(2) 100 MW-14.6 kV volt drop.
200 MW-32.2 kV volt drop.
500 MW-92.0 kV volt drop.
I might add that it is diffcult to
compile the answers to (2) because
although we are dealing with
conductors of maximum capacity
they could be constructed entirely
different and, in consequence, they
would not all be in accord with
the answers. Subject to this fact,
these answers are given.

ABATTOIR

Establishment: Trades and Labor
Council

Mr. COURT, to the Minister for Agri-
culture:
(1) To what stage have negotiations

proceeded in respect of the pro-
ject announced in The West Aus-
tralian, Monday, 9th August, 1971,
under the heading "T.L.C. may be
partner in abattoir" in which it
was stated that T.L.C. and U.P.
G.A. are hoping to establish a
jointly controlled abattoir in a
WVestern Australian country cen-
tie?

(2) Is it proposed that there be Gov-
ernment finance involved in the
venture?

(3) When are the studies which are
being undertaken by the Depart-
ment of Industrial Development
likely to be completed?

(4) Can he indicate the channels
through which the meat is going
to be sold to the consumer in view
of the reference to the fact that
it is proposed to eliminate the
"middle man" although In another
part of the statement it refers to
the fact that the meat would be
sold by butchers who were willing
to sell at a6 "reduced price" and
reference is also made to T.L.C.
and U.PXG.A. leasing their own
outlets which presumably means
leasing retail shops and conduct-
ing them as such?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) The premises in the country

centre concerned were inspected
by a senior representative of
abattoir management. He ad-
vised that it would be completely
uneconomical to convert these for
abattoir use.

(0At this stage, the involvement of
Governmnent finance has not been
discussed.

(3) Answered by (1).
(4) No. This question should be re-

ferred to the organisations con-
erned.

23. RURAL RECONSTRUCTION
SCHEME

Applications Rejected
Mr. W. A. MANNING, to the Minister
for Agriculture:
(1) How many applications under the

rural reconstruction scheme have
been rejected to date because they
are not considered a viable pro-
position?

(2) How many of these are wool-
growers?

(3) Would a lifting of the average
price for wool make some of them
viable?

(4) If so, will the authority reconsider
such applications?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) 134.
(2) A large proportion. No classi-

fication of applicants has been
made.' Definition of a woolgrow-
er would be diffiult.

(3) Yes.
(4) The authority will reconsider any

application for which new rele-
vant information can be submit-
ted.

24. QUAIRADING AND BROOKTON
SCHOOLS

Bristol Fabricated Classrooms

Mr. GAYFER, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is it proposed to pull down or

shift the Bristol fabricated class-
rooms at Quairadlng and Brook-
ton?

(2) If so, when?
(3) If not, is it proposed that air

conditioning or at least ceiling
fans will be installed before sum-
mer?

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

25. WHOLE MILK
So ids-not-lat Testing Scheme

Mr. RIJNCIMAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

In view of the continuing problem
of low solids-not-fat milk quality
and the genuine desire of whole-
milk farmers to improve stand-
ards, will he give consideration to
the Department of Agriculture
asisting to provide a solids-not-
f at testing scheme for all com-
mercial herds?
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Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
Solids-not-fat testing of milk of
commercial herds has been under
consideration for some time but
has not been implemented be-
cause of the high cost and the
complexity of on farm interpre-
tation of results. Alternate
methods of overcoming the solids-
not-fat problem in commercial
herds is the subject of a series of
seminars being conducted at pres-
ent in whole milk producing areas
by the Department of Agriculture.

26. MILK
Price

Mr. RUNCIMAN, to) the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Who determines the price of milk

-the Government or the milk
board?

(2) Has the milk board made any
submission for an increase in the
price of milk to the Government?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) The Milk Board, subject to sect-

ion 28 of the Milk Act.
(2) No further submission has been.

made since the board decision of
14th December, 1970.

27. WHOLE MILK
Quotas: Negotiability

Mr. RUNCIMAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Has he received any submission
from the Farmers' Union or the
milk board to hold a referendum
of all wholemilk producers on the
negotiability of milk quotas?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
The Farmers' Union made a sub-
mission early in June, which is at
present under consideration.

28. POLICE CONDUCT
A.L.P. Requests for Inquiry

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Police:
(1) Does he agree our police force

carries out its duties with credit
to themselves and our State?

(2) Does he agree our policemen car-
ried out their duties during the
recent Springbok rugby tour with
credit to themselves and our
State?

(3) How many requests for an inquiry
into the conduct of our police
force have been received from the
State Executive of the Australian
Labor Party since-
(a) 1st July. 1970;
(b) 20th February, 1971?

(4) What has been the decision on
each request?

Mr. MAY replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) (a) Nil,

(b) Nil.
(4) Answered by (3).

29. PUBLIC WORKS
DEPARTMENT

School Maintenance: Retrenchments
Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) For how many schools have

renovations and repairs been de-
ferred or cancelled since 20th
February, 1971?

(2) Have any tradesmen or non-
tradesmen in this maintenance
section been retrenched?

(3) if "Yes" how many?
(4) If "No" on what work are these

maintenance tradesmen and non-
tradesmen now employed?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) During the weeks following 20th

February, 1971, repairs and reno-
vations to seven schools in
the Perth-Fremantle metropoliltan
area, as defined by the architec-
tural division of the Public Works
Departmnent, were deferred.

(2) No.
(3) Answered by (2).
(4) Sufficient repairs and renovations

work on schools and other Gov'-
erment buildings is continuing
in the metropolitan area to en-
sure that the present mainten-
ance work force is gainfully em-
ployed.

30. ROAD MAINTENANCE TAX
Government Commercial Vehicles:

Payments
Mr. WILLIAMS, to the Minister re-
presenting the Minister for Transport:
(1) What amount of road mnainten-

ance tax was paid by the Western
Australian Government Railways
in years 1968-69 to 1970-71 inclu-
sive?

(2) Does Government pay for licens-
ing of vehicles?

(3) if so, to whom?
(4) Under the proposed new scale of

licenses for commnercial vehicles,
which is to be implemented next
year, what license fees will Gov-
ernment vehicles pay, in particu-
lar W.A.G.R. vehicles?

(5) If these vehicles are to be exempt,
what are reasons for exemption?
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Mr. MAY replied:
(1) 1968-69-$56,059.52

1969-70-$51,431.37
1970-'71-$56,625.75

(2) No.
(3) Answered by (2).
(4) Nil.
(5) The Crown is exempted from pay-

ment of license fees.

31. ROAD MAINTENANCE TAX
Aboliton: Replacement of Revenue

Sir DAVID BRAND, to the Premier:
Now that he has introduced a
Bill to repeal the Road Mainten-
ance (Contribution) Act, when
will he indicate to the House the
date on which he will outline the
measures through which he pro-
poses to raise the necessary funds
to replace the loss of road main-
tenance tax finance?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
The details of the measures to be
employed to raise necessary funds
to replace the loss of road main-
tenance tax finances have already
been explained to the House.
A new schedule will require to be
Issued to replace the existing
schedule of licensing fees and an
amendment to the Traffic Act will
be introduced this session.

32. WATER SUPPLIES
Dardanup

Mr. I1. W. MANNING, to the Minister
for Water Supplies:

What progress is being made with
the provision of a town water
scheme for Dardanup, and when
can completion of the scheme be
expected?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
One production bore has been
drilled and tested as satisfactory.
Design of the scheme is in hand.
Construction of the scheme will
depend on the availability of fin-
ance, at present under considera-
tion for the 1972-73 financial
year.

33. HEALTH
La Grange Mission: Aboriginal Children

Dr. DADOtIR, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Has his attention been drawn to

an article in the Medical Journal
of Australia of 7th August, 1971,
which states that in April, 1907.
four Aboriginal children, on
admission to La Grange mission
in the Kimberley, were found to

be suffering from enlargement of
the liver and spleen and periodic
attacks of fever?

(2) Since it is suggested in the article
that a possible cause of the ill-
ness in those children is a parasite
carried by dogs, should this not
be a matter of grave concern to
the Public Health Department?

(3) Is it a fact that the illness from
which those children were suffer-
ing and, according to my informa-
tion are still suffering, has not yet
been diagnosed after four years?

(4) Has the Commissioner of Public
Health ever considered the advis-
ability of sending a team of appro-
priate specialists to the mission
to study the disease?

(5) Will he consider giving instruction
that this be done now?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) Not prior to this question.
(2) The parasite suggested In the

article has not been found in man
in Western Australia and is not a
likely cause of the condition de-
scribed.

(3) No specific diagnosis has been
made. The children are now ap-
parently normal and healthy.

(4) and (5) They have been very
adequately investigated.

34. TOWN PLANNING
Swan and Mundaring Shires: Schemes

Mr. MOILER, to the Minister for
Town Planning:

With reference to the most recent
district zoning schemes forwarded
to the town planning authority
from the respective shires of
Swan and Mundaring-
(1) Does he anticipate the town

Planning authority request-
ing or directing any major
changes to either of the zon-
ing schemes presented for
their approval?

(2) If "No" what is the reason for
the delay by the town plan-
ning authority in returning
these schemes to the respec-
tive shires?

(3) Does he agree that the zon-
ing schemes were compiled by
persons qualified and/or cap-
able of compiling suitable
zoning schemes?

Mr. GRAHAM replied:
(1) (a) The Shire of Mundar-

Ing's scheme map Is in
Principle acceptable but
the Town Planning
Board has noted that the
scheme text does not
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comply with the Town
Planning regulations 1967
and It has been referred
back to the council fol-
lowing consultation at
offier level.

(b) In the ease of Swan
Shire, detailed examina-
tion will begin shortly
and until the Town Plan-
ing Board has reported to
me I am unable to an-
ticipate whether or not
changes will be neces-
sary.

(2) See (1) (a) above. It will be
appreciated that more than
a cursory examination must
be made of planning scheme
documents which have taken
councils up to seven years to
prepare.

(3) It is not for me to comment
on the qualifications and
capabilities of the persons pre-
paring a scheme, but for the
local authority to determine
whether or not a person it
engages is so qualified and
capable of fulfilling its re-
quirements.

CROSSWALK
Walter Road, MorleY

Mr. A. Rt. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Police:

Although the warrant for pedes-
trian and vehicular traffic in
Walter Road, Morley (from Wel-
lington Street to Grand Promen-
ade) has not been Met, due to
dispersal of Pedestrian traffic, will
the Minister, having regard for
the long stretch of hazardous road,
recommend the installation of a
pedestrian crossing at a suitable
place, such as near Coode Street?

Mr. MAY replied:
The Minister for Police has sup-
plied the following answer-No. If
the warrant which Is based on
the pedestrian and vehicular con-
flict has not been met I am not
prepared to approved the installa-
tion of a pedestrian crossing.

ABATTOIRS
Meat inspectors: Training Course

Mr. McPHARLIN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) As it appears that there Is going

to be a shortage of meat inspec-_
tors at both Midland Junction and
Robb Jetty, which may restrict
the throughput, why is it that
there was not a continuation of

the meat inspectors' course im-
mediately after the first course
was completed earlier this year?

(2) Will he give an assurance that
these courses will be continued
until the shortage is overcome?

(3) Is it possible to obtain inspectors
fromn the Eastern States to pro-
vide enough to allow the new
chains at Midland to operate at
full capacity when they come into
Production in September?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) 38 inspectors qualified in the first

course. In view of this intake the
Commonwealth needed to assess
their need for further inspectors
before the second course was com-
menced. Despite representations
to the Commonwealth the time
taken with this assessment de-
layed the commencement of the
course.

(2) Yes.
(3) Urgent representations have al-

ready been made to Department
of Primary Industry, Canberra, to
seek additional inspectors.

37. TOWN PLANNING
Scheme No. 4: Kelmscott Subdivision

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Town Planning:

Referring to Metropolitan Town
Planning Authority Scheme No. 4
Kelmscott subdivision-
(1) When did the scheme begin?
(2) What acreage is involved?
(3) How much has Treasury

found for this subdivision to
date?

(4) Have any blocks been sold?
(5) If so-

(a) how many;
(b) what was the average

price;
(c) what was the recovery to

Treasury?
(6) Have any blocks been sold

to-
(a) the State Housing Com-

mission;
(b) War Service Homes?

(7) If so, how many have been
sold to each aind at what
average price?

(8) When subdivision is com-
Pleted-
(a) how many blocks will be

available;
(b) in what stages and time

will the remajning bl.cksj
be available for sale?
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(9) How many blocks have been
developed to date?

(10) When will Third Avenue be
restored to through traffic?

(11) on whose authority was Third
Avenue closed to traffic?

Mr. GRAHAM replied:
(1) In May, 1969, the metropoli-

tan Region Planning Auth-
ority recommended that an
improvement plan for an area
of Kelmscott be prepared.
The Governor in Council gave
approval on l0th June, 1969.

(2) About 490 acres.
(3) The Metropolitan Region

Planning Authority obtained
a loan of $774,000 for the first
stage of development of which
$609,593.59 has been drawn up
to 17th August, 1971.

(4) and (5) (a) and (b) See
answers to (6) and (7).

(5) (c) Nil to date.
(6) (a) and (b) Yes, subject to

contract requiring title to the
lots by October, 1971.

(7) (a) State Housing Commis-
sion-27.

(b) War service homes-20.
Of these, 46 blocks were
priced at $3,250 each
and one was priced at
$3,450.

(8) (a) 346 lots on completion of
first stage in August,
1971.

(b) Completion of the full
plan will result in 1,647
lots being created, but
the programme for the
development of subse-
quent stages will be deter-
mined in the light of
future demand.

(9) 360 lots, which include four-
teen retained by owners.

(10) Part of Third Avenue has
been realigned to join with
Westerfield Road as it is de-
signed to route fast-moving
and heavy through-traffic out
of a living area.. Temporary
closure of part of Third
Avenue was effected by the
local authority to enable the
contractor to finish the rele-
vant roadworks. It Is not in-
tended to reopen this section
as traffic and access are
otherwise adequately provided
f or.

(11) By the local authority as
required under the provisions
of the improvement plan.

38. RAILWAYS

Road Bus Service: Perthl-Hopetotn
Mr. W. 0. YOUNG, to the Minister
for Railways:

Is it the intention of the Rail-
ways Department to discontinue
the :oad bus service to Hopetoun
leaving Perth at 8.00 a.m. on
Tuesdays?

Mr. BERTRAM replied:
No.

39. WATER SUJPPLIES
Helena River Darn, Water Catchmnent

Areas, and Consumption
Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) What is the anticipated cost of

treating water from the pipehead
dam on the Helena River?

(2) What is the maximum holding
capacity of the pipehead darn on
the Helena River?

(3) How much money has been spent
to date by the Metropolitan Water
Board in the purchase of proper-
ties, buildings and other improve-
ments on water catchment areas
under their control?

(4) What was the total quantity of
water supplied by the Metropoli-
tan Water Board to their con-
sumers during each of the last
three years?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) Water from the pipehead dam

on the Helena River will not be
separately treated but pumped
into Mundaring Weir and treated
along with all water pumped
from No, 1 Pump Station.

(2) 29 million gallons.
(3) The expenditure by the board on

purchase of land is not recorded
so as to make readily available
the amount relating to properties
on water catchment areas.

(4) Not all properties in the Metro-
politan Water Supply area, are
metered so the actual amount of
water supplied to consumers is
not available. The quantity of
water supplied from board sources
during the past three years is-

1968-69-28,014.86 million gal-
lons.

1969-70-31,819.83 million gal-
lons.

1970-71-32,572.59 million gal-
lons.

These figures include losses in
pipelines, evaporation from reser-
voirs and water use within the
system itself.
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40. EDUCATION
Kalamunda High School

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Have Lenders been called for the

provision of four new science
classrooms at Kalamunda High
School; if not. when will tenders
be called?

(2) Will all necessary facilities be
available at Kalamunda High
School to cater for fourth year
students from the start of the
1972 school year?

Mr. J, T. TONKIN replied:,
(1) It is anticipated that tenders will

be called within the next fort-
night.

(2) Facilities are expected to be suf-
ficient but some use of demount-
able classrooms may be necessary
Permanent additions to cater for
a full upper school will be pro-
vided in the 1972-73 building
programme.

41. ARMCO RESOURCES PTY.
LTD.

Paid Up Capital
Mr. O'CONNOR. to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

Does he know and, if so, will he
advise the paid up capital of
Armc Resources Pty. Ltd. in-
(a) Western Australia;
(b) Australia?

Mr. GRAHAM replied:
The paid up capital of Armeo
Resources Pty. Ltd. is not known.
The company is not registered In
Western Australia under the
Companies Act.

42. KINDERGARTEN
ASSOCIATION

Application for Financial Assistance
Mr. RUSHTON. to the Minister for
Education:

Referring to answers given to
question 21 on 5th August and
question 3 on 11th August, con-
cerning financial assistance to the
kindergarten association-
(1) Does this imply the kinder-

garten association application
was not considered to be
soundly based?

(2) Is it considered parents should
make an increased contribu-
tion?

(3) If "Yes" to what extent?
(4) If "No" how can the associa-

tion manage without in-
creased Government help?

(5) Will he consider another ap-
plication by the association
for the purpose of including
increased growth in this
year's budget?

(6) If not, why not?
(7) If (5) is "No", when will a

new approach by the associa-
tion be acceptable?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) It is considered that the ap-

plication was ill-timed in that
it came immediately after a
very substantial increase in
the Government grant. This
increase had come about as
a- result of an amended
formula to operate from 1st
January, 1971, which had
been agreed upon as the re-
sult of consultation between
the Education Department,
Treasury and Kindergarten
Association.

(2) to (4) The level of parent
contribution on which the
Government grant is based
was fixed by agreement during
the discussion with the Kin-
dergarten Association men-
tioned above.

(5) to (7) Since the new formula
has operated only from the
beginning of 1971 a further
application at this stage
would seem singularly in-
appropriate, particularly since
the formula includes growth
factors which make provision
for variations in teachers'
salaries and other cost in-
creases.

QUESTIONS (6): WITHOUT NOTICE
1. STATE SHIPPING SERVICE

Funds for Replacements

Mr. J1. T. TONKIN (Premier): Mr.
Speaker, at yesterday's sitting
the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion was precluded from putting
a question on the notice paper
because of the efluxion of time,
and I undertook to supply the
answer to a question he asked
without notice. I have it here
today. The question was as fol-
lows:-

Would he give details of the
projects costing $5,000,000?
Which projects would he have
cancelled?

The reply is:
The details sought are to be-
found in the reply given to
question 13, Tuesday. the 6th
October, 1970. Most of the
projects listed should not have
had a higher priority than
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the requirements of the State
Shipping Service. Many of
these would not have been
undertaken and some would
been deferred.

2. ABATTOIR
Establishment: Inspection

Mr. COURT, to the Minister for
Agriculture :

I desire to seek clarification from
the minister for Agriculture about
part of his answer to question 22
and I would like to thank the
Premier for the information he
just gave me.
Part 1 of the question was
answered as follows: The premises
in the country centre concerned
were inspected by a senior rep-
resentative of abattoir manage-
ment. Does that mean a senior
representative of the Midland
Junction Abattoir Board or was
it some other inspector within the
department?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
I can see no harm in divulging the
namne of the actual person involved
in the inspection.

Mr. Court: I do not want to know his
name, just where he came from.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: The General Mana-
ger of the W.A. Meat Export
Works-one of the most qualified
men in the meat industry.

3. ROAD MAINTENANCE TAX
Abolition: Replacement of Revenue
Sir DAVID BRAND, to the Premier:

In the reply he gave me to ques-
tion 31 he referred to a new
schedule which would replace the
existing schedule of licensing fees.
Do I take it that the list of license
fees which he read to the House
is the final schedule or will there
be a new schedule with new
figures?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:.
No, that is the schedule.

4. CIGARETTES
Curtailment of Supply

Mr. HARMAN, to the Minister for
Consumer Protection:

Is it a fact that some wholesalers
are refusing to supply retailers
with cigarettes pending clarifica-
tion of increased prices to be
charged as a result of increases
announced in the Federal Budget?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
The honourable member was good
enough to mention this question
to me beforehand. It is a fact

that I have had one complaint
from the Consumer Action Move-
ment which came from a retailer
who allegedly was refused an
order he had made on one of the
cigarette wholesalers, which firm
later stated it could fill part of the
order but not all because its stocks
were depleted. The matter was
taken up by the Secretary of the
Consumer Action Movement who
was told the same story and when
she asked to speak to the manager
he merely asked her to put her
complaint in writing.
This, of course, is one of the
results of price increases an-
nounced in this manner and it
has happened before over the
years. We are all aware of the
result of such announcements
and there is no action that we as
a State Government can take to
prevent the increases being
passed on immediately to the
public, or to ensure that supplies
are not withheld unnecessarily.
We would appeal, of course, to
both the wholesale and retail
suppliers to be fair in their atti-
tude to the public and to pass on
only the increases that have been
passed on to those concerned.
The Consumer Action Movement
has taken the matter up on a
Federal level, I understand, to see
whether some firm date can be
made as to when the increases will
apply.

5. RURAL RECONSTRUCTION
SCHEME

Applications not Viable
Mr. NALDER, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Further to the answer he gave to
part (3) of question 20 on the
notice Paper today, in which he
indicates that the information is
not available, I would urge the
Minister to make it available be-
cause it is very important. In the
question I asked what were the
figures in regard to the amount
of land in each application. In
my view it would require an officer
to look at only 65 applications and
the information should be easily
obtained.
I therefore ask the Minister to
make the information available as
early as Possible because it Is vital.

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
I will undertake to have this in-
formation made available. Even
though there will be difficulty in-
volved, I will certainly let the hon-
ourable member have a copy of
the information.

799
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a. CIGARETTES

curtailment a, SupplY
Mr. QAYFER, to the Minister for
Consumer Protection:

My question is relevant to the
answer he just gave to the ques-
tion without notice asked by the
member for Maylands.
As he knows this case very well,
could he inform the Chamber
whether, in fact, the retailer was
asking the wholesaler for an
abnormal quantity of cigarettes
to purchase-whether he was,
perhaps, asking for a 12-months'
supply, or some ridiculous amount
which he wished to pass on to the
public at a later date?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
As the case was reported to me,
the retailer orders every Wednes-
day and as today is Wednesday
it was a normal order.

FREARMS AND GUNS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on
motion by Mr. May (Minister for Mines).
read a first time.

BILLS (6): TmIRD READING

1. Offenders Probation and Parole Act
Amendment Bill.

2. Administration Act Amendment Bill.

3. Property Law Act Amendment Bill.

4. Wills Act Amendment Bill.
Bills read a third time, an motions

by Mr. Bertram (Attorney-General).,
and transmitted to the Council .

5. Industrial Arbitration Act Amend-
ment Bill.

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

6. State Electricity Commission Act
Amendment Bill.

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr. Jamieson (Minister for Elec-
tricity), and transmitted to the
Council.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MARiNE
ACT AMENDMENT BELL

Introduction and First Reading

Bill Introduced, on motion by Mr.
Jamnieson (minister for Works), and read
a first time.

MINING ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Standing Orders Suspension
MR., MAY (Clontarf-Minlster for Mines)

[5.10 P.l.] I move--
That so much of the Standing

orders be suspended as Is necessary to
enable a Bill for "An Act to amend
the Mining Act, 1904-1970" to be in-
troduced, without notice, and passed
through all its stages In one sitting.

SIR DAVID BRAND (Oreenough-
Leader of the Opposition) [5.11 p.m.]: As
people will no doubt know, in the future
the subject with which the Bill that will
follow the passing of this motion deals will
certainly be of a controversial nature, as
it has been for a number of years. In
regard to the suspension of Standing
Orders, the Premier has approached me
to explain that the Government desires to
expedite the passage of a Bill to amend
the Mining Act, which has been found to
be necessary as a result of certain problems
which have arisen. Hie asked whether
we would agree at least to facilitate the
expedition of the passage of the legislation
through the House.

Having had some experience as a Gov-
ernment, and having regard to the pro-
blems, we decided that at least the Opposi-
tion-I might add here that the Premier
had already spoken to the Leader of the
Country Party-should facilitate the
passage of the Bill, bearing in mind that
we are to hear its contents and that any
debate that is necessary and any action
the Opposition cares to take will be taken.
At least this motion will permit the Gov-
ernment to put forward its arguments and
tell us why it is so urgent and so necessary
to put the Bill through all stages in such a
short time.

I do not think I can add anything
further, except to say that this is private
members' day and, as we have already
heard about private members' day officially
and unofficia~ly, I would remind the Pre-
mier that the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion has on the notice Paper a notice of
motion, No. 4, dealing with "Town Plan-
ning, Corridor Plan." He would agree to
the postponement of this motion today In
order to allow the Opposition to look at
the legislation that will be introduced, pro-
vided the Premier agrees to our request
that this motion be brought on as early
as Possible after lunch an Thursday, the
19th August.

Mr. Tonkin: You mean Item 4 of the
notices of motion?

Sir DAVID BRAND: Yes, Item 4 is the
motion I am referring to. This is in regard
to the corridor plan. I want to make it
clear that I am referring to item 4. If the
Premier agrees to my suggestion we are
happy to allow this motion to proceed.
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MRt. NALDER (Katanning) [6.13 p.m.]:
As has been mentioned by the Leader of
the Opposition, it is true that the Premier
approached me and explained why he felt
it was necessary to take this action to
suspend Standing Orders. The Country
Party is quite prepared to allow the motion
to proceed and when the details of the
Bill are outlined to the House we will be
in a position to contribute to the debate,
if necessary, and vote accordingly.

MR. J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Premier)
[5.14 p.m.]: I express to the Leader ofth
Opposition and to the leader of the Countr
Party the Government's appreciation fr
this co-operation. It is a very importan
matter and we would not have soughtth
relaxation of Standing Orders to Permt it
to be discussed had it not been urgent.

I readily assure the Leader of the Op-
Position that the Government is quite
prepared to agree to his move to postpone
item No. 4 on today's notice paper. I
undertake that this item will be brought
on for debate tomorrow afternoon, as he
so desires.

Question put and passed.

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr. May

(Minister for Mines), and read a first time.

Second Reading
The SPEAKER: Before the Minister

moves the second reading of the Bill I
wish to announce that there was no dis-
sentient voice to the motion for the sus-
pension of Standing Orders.

MR. MAY (Clontarf-Milster for
Mines) [5.18 p.m.]: I move-

'That the Bill be now read a second
time.

The Bill before members is for the purpose
of amending the Mining Act, 1904-70, in
order that inter alia effect may be given
to thre Government's decision of the 26th
June, 1971, to provide for the orderly
and planned development of the iron ore
resources of the Pilbara, ensure long life
to existing projects, make maximum use of
existing and planned infrastructure, and
ensure that iron ore is available for the
establishment of a major steel industry
in Western Australia. In addition, the
proposed legislation enables the State to
plan and co-ordinate development of iron
ore resources throughout the State.

The Government's decision of the 26th
June, 1971, followed its consideration of
recommendations made by a committee set
up by Cabinet. This decision appeared
to be generally accepted. However, diffi-
culties arose which have resulted in liti-
gation. the course of which could very
easily extend over many years and thereby
effectively bring the Government's de-
velopment Plans to a standstill.

It would be intolerable to allow such
a situation to exist. The development of
Western Australia's iron ore resources
must not be delayed or retarded; this is
paramount in the Government's considera-
tion. The State must be able to guide and
control this development, not only in thre
first instance for the benefit of the people
of Western Australia as a whole, but to
uphold the high reputation already estab-
lished on the international scene.

There must be no uncertainty or doubt
in the minds of representatives of com-
panies with which the State negotiates, as
to allow this state of affairs to develop
would not only be prejudicial to the in-
terests of Western Australia but would
seriously reflect on our image abroad.

In its consideration of the committee's
recommendations, the Government had
regard to claims made. It did not arrive
at its present conclusions until an ex-
haustive check was made of reports sub-
mitted to the Mines Department on work
purported to have been carried out on cer-
tain temporary reserves.

To allow the proving options entered
into by companies, such as Texas Gulf
Sulphur and M.L.M.-Goldsworthy, to con-
tinue unhindered so that real proving
work could proceed, new rights of occu-
pancy were offered and have now been
granted in respect of reserves known
freely as Rhodes Ridge, Mcamney's Mons-
ter, and Western Ridge. This action con-
firmed the Government's announced in-
tention of the 26th June, 1971.

1 Would interpolate here to point out
that the new rights of occupancy were
granted yesterday by Executive Council.
This was the first opportunity the Gov-
ernment had to accede to the request
which was made to it, and the terms were
accepted unconditionally on the 6th
August. Yesterday presented the first op-
portunity for the relevant documents to be
signed.

Mr. Court: Will you make available to
us the conditions, because they are per-
tinent to the consideration of the Bill by
the Opposition?

Mr. MAY: Yes. They are the conditions
in relation to McCamey's Monster and the
others. We will make them available.

It is just as necessary to confirm the
Government's announced intention of the
same date that new rights of occupancy
would not be granted in respect of other
reserves until such time as the require-
nment, from time to time, of many other
companies and organlsations-submissions
from whom are at Present before the corn-
rnittee-have been thoroughly examined.
It is essential that long life be given to
existing projects otherwise the State will
be faced with the spectacle of ghost towns
and unproductive ports and railways.
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It is unfortunate that there has been
some opposition to the Government's stated
objectives. The Government indicated be-
fore it came into office that it did not in-
tend to confiscate temporary reserves where
bona fide rights could be satisfactorily
established. There has been no departure
from this stated intention.

The Government has, in f act, gone
further; it has granted new rights in
recognition of work carried out on certain
reserves during a period of time after
rights of occupancy had legally expired.
Such action was taken because it was
considered to be a realistic, practical
approach to development of our iron ore
resources.

It is quite untenable that development
be now held up, that undue delay to the
development of our iron ore resources be
passively permitted to proceed, and that
the future of the State be jeopardised.

Par these reasons, the proposed legisla-
tion places control of temporary reserves
back in the Government's hands so that
it can properly achieve its stated objects
of longevity to operating and near-operat-
ing projects, maximum utilisation of exist-
ing and planned infrastructure, and the
establishment of a major steel industry in
Western Australia. In addition, we must
be unfettered in our current negotiations
with Armco, and other major companies
concerned.

It is my intention, through the speech I
am making, to give some indication to
members of the reasons for the various
clauses in the Bill. Dealing specifically
with the provisions outlined in the Bill they
seek to achieve the following:-

Clause 3, subolause (1): This pro-
vision enables the Minister to certify
that a person to whom a right of
occupancy was granted before the 15th
August, 1971, has failed to satisfy the
Minister that payable quantities of
iron ore had been discovered prior to
the expiration of the right of oc-
cupancy. The effect of such a certifi-
cate is that a person to whom the
right of occupancy was granted or a
transferee or assignee of such person
is not entitled to negotiate for a
mining tenement over Such land or
to take up and occupy such land by
virtue of a miner's right. The minis-
ter's determination is final and no
cause of action may result.

Mr. Court: Can you explain the signifi-
cance of the words "by virtue of a miner's
right"?

Mr. MAY: A miner's right gives a person
the right to go onto temporary reserves or
other mining tenements; this is a. means
to identify him as being a legitimate pros-
pector or someone who is exploring for
minerals. A miner's right will be explained
more fully in the Committee stage, In all

probability. It is a document which is
issued to a prospector and gives authority
for him to explore on mining tenements.

Mr. Court: I appreciate that. I was
trying to facilitate the consideration of the
matter as to why there is special reference
to a miner's right in that subclause. is it
because you are fearful of certain areas
being pegged?

Mr. MAY: Action has been taken by
certain people to ensure that they are able
to obtain an area in the Pilbara and, in
our opinion, this action will be detrimen-
tal to the organised development of that
region. To continue-

Subalause (2): This subclause, to-
gether with subelause (4), makes clear
that rights of occupancy granted prior
to the 15th August, 1971, expire on
the dates expressed by the Government
at the time of the grant or the re-
newal.

Subclause (5);- This subolause pre-
vents persons obtaining mining tene-
ments or other rights in respect of
iron ore over land reserved from oc-
cupation under section 275 except in
accordance with the terms and con-
ditions of the right of occupancy, un-
less the consent of the Minister is
obtained.

Subelause (6): This subelause
exempts from the Bill agreements rati-
fied by Parliament or to be ratified by
Parliament in the future.

The issue before the House is a very im-
portant one. The Government has sought
permission to introduce the measure with-
out notice, and for it to pass through
all stages in order to have the legislation
in operation as early as possible. We feel
that the whole development of the Pilbara
region is tied up as a result of the litiga-
tion now before the court. If this action
were to go on the proceedings could con-
tinue for two or three years, and that
would have a detrimental effect on such
development and also cause concern to
interests, both overseas and within Aius-
tralia, which at the moment are negotiat-
ing with the Government on the develop-
ment of the Pilbara area. To overcome
such an unsatisfactory position we think
it is necessary for the matter to be brought
before the House.

Mr. Court: is it possible for you to make
available to us, without a lot of difficulty,
a list of other temporary reserves that
might be dealt with by the Minister under
the special powers, additional to those
set out in the schedule?

Mr. MAY: There will he no trouble in
that regard.

Debate adjourned until a later stage of
the sitting, on motion by Mr. Court
(Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

(Continued on page 827)
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MOTOR VEHICLES, TRACTORS, AND
MACHINERY: AGREEMENTS

Inquiry by Select Committee: Motion
MR. MePHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) (5.28

p.m.): I move-
That a Select Committee be ap-

pointed to inquire into all aspects of
hire purchase and similar agreements
relating to motor vehicles, tractors and
machinery.

The question of making a decision on
whether or not I consider this matter
important enough to bring before the House
and to ask for the appointment of a
Select Committee is not one of recent
origin. It is something which has been
of concern to me over a number of years,
and I refer to instances where people have
become entangled with hire-purchase com-
Panies and other credit providers. Several
cases which came to my notice recently
influenced rue to make a decision to move
in the direction that I have.

I note that in the policy speech delivered
by the Leader of the Labor Party at the
last election, reference was made to the
offer of some protection to consumers; but
I still think the appointment of a Select
Committee for the purpose of inquiring
into agreements covering motor vehicles,
tractors, and machinery is desirable, be-
cause at present many of the people
involved in such agreements are in diffi-
culties. The sort of investigation I am
proposing will induce the people who are
affected to come forward: as I am sure
they are prepared to give evidence before
a Select Committee whereas they may not
be prepared to take action through solici-
tors, or other similar action.

During the course of my speech I hope
I can convince members that there is a
need for the appointment of the Select
Committee for which I have moved. I
intend to present may case in three parts.
I might also point out, at this stage, that
my move has no political motive.

I[ believe it Is necessary for us to look
into what is going on in the field of
instalment credit, and I refer to a com-
ment made by the member for Boulder-
Dundas when he made his maiden speech
in this House. The member for Boulder-
D:undas referred to hire-purchase and in-
sutrance companies and the possibility of
people being robbed under hire-purchase
agreements and chattel mortgage. He im-
plied that these measures should be out-
lawed.

Several cases have been brought to my
notice, and those cases have Proved to me
that some form of inquiry is necessary.
I intend, first of all, to mention specific
cases; and, secondly. I will refer to the
result of the practices of the various com-
panies and the enormous profits which have
been published in various reports. Thirdly,

I will present some of the findings sub-
mitted by the Law Council of Australia
which met in July of this year.

In referring to specific cases, I do not
intend to name any particular companies
or any particular persons, because I be-
lieve that Dire purchase, as it is operated
at the present time, seems to involve all
companies. For that reason I do not think
any company should be singled out. Per-
haps some companies adopt a little less
repu table practice than others. I think
that is a fair statement but, as I have
already said, I do not intend to name any
particular person or company.

Hire-purchase, of course, has been a very
important integral part of instalment
credit over a great number of years. I
suppose that everyone, at some time or
other, has taken advantage of the facilities
provided. As long as a person meets his
instalments, he will not run into trouble.
However, when that person falls down on
his payments the trouble starts.

I will mention a case which occurred
after the drought of 1969 when a farmer
had purchased a tractor. Because of the
drought the farmer could not meet his
commitments,

Mr. Nalder: Was it a new tractor?
Mr. McPHARLIN: No, it was a second-

hand tractor. The farmer who could not
meet his commitments went to the finance
company through which he purchased the
machine and asked whether the company
was prepared to grant a variation agree-
ment. After some discussion the company
agreed to do so but only after a cash
payment. The farmer owed $1,447.13, and
before the company would agree to the
variation agreement he had to pay an
amount of $203 in cash. That works out
at the rate of 14 per cent. interest.

It has to be borne in mind that the
farmer was in a difficult position. He did
not have any money with which to carry
on and yet the company demanded that
he pay an amount of $203 in cash before
it would vary the Purchase agreement.

Another case was brought to my notice,
again after the drought of 1969. The
interest rate shown on the agreement was
15.5 per cent. The farmer concerned was
buying a second-hand machine, and he
also had to ask for a variation of the agree-
ment for a further 12 months. The com-
pany agreed to the variation, but it required
a cash settlement of $280. The farmer was
embarrassed and found it most difficult to
find the money, but he eventually paid the
$280 and the agreement was extended for
a further 12 months.

Mr. Nalder: Were those two farmers In-
volved with the same firm?

Mr. MePHARLIN: In this case the two
farmers were involved with the same firm.
A third ease was brought to my notice
where a farmer purchased a motor vehicle,
and got into similar trouble. He owed
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only $1,302, and he asked for a variation
of the agreement. The company agreed,
provided he made a cash payment of $325
which would bring his balance down to
$977. The charges for the variation were
$199.40, which works out to almost 20
per cent. interest.

Mr. Bertram: H-ow much of that amount
of $199.40 was stamp duty?

Mr. MePHARLIN: The account just
shows term charges for variation. The
account is not dissected; it just shows the
total amount. I made further inquiries
regarding these agreements. I had assumed
from the start that these were all hire-
purchase agreements but when I examined
the agreements further I found that they
were headed "credit purchase" agreements.

I inquired as to the difference between
the two types of agreements. I under-
stand that both types of agreement have
to be registered under the Bills of Sale
Act. The hire-purchase agreement has to
comply with the Hire-Purchase Act, but
with the credit-purchase agreement owner-
ship is transferred to the buyer, assigned
back and mortgaged to the finance com-
pany, and does not have to comply with
that Act. There is no legislation in force
to control credit-purchase agreements so
the conditions of the agreements are left
to the integrity and the attitude of the
companies involved. Those companies can
charge any interest rate and vary the con-
ditions to suit their own needs. It is this
sort of thing which has prompted me to
bring the situation to the notice of this
House.

Another case concerns a young man who
purchased a motorcar. The matter of sales
of second-hand motorcars was discussed
by the Law Council of Australia which
devoted 50 Pages of its report to
credit sales, or instalment credit. A
considerable Part of the report was
devoted to motorcar sales. The young
man to whom I have referred purchased a
second-hand car from a car saleyard. The
car was valued at $1,300. and a deposit of
$50 was paid. The balance owing was
$1,250, but when the agreement was written
up the deposit shown was $449.

Mr. Bertram: Was this a hire-Purchase
agreement?

Mr. McPHARLIN: This was a credit-
purchase agreement. A fictitious amount
wss shown as a deposit, and I am given to
understand that this is going on all the
time. Under section 32 of the Hire-Pur-
chase Act it is an offence to Include a
fictitious amount on an agreement, and
persons 'nvolved are liable to prosecution.
However, the agreement was written up
and with insurance, term charges, and so
on the total wvas $1,618. No interest charge
wa shown, but the term charges amounted
to $611 for the term of the credit purchase.

If a person cannot meet a payment on
the due date, and defaults, a penalty rate
is imposed. Under the Hire-Purchase Act.

I understand the rate imposed is 8 per
cent. on overdue payments. That rate
is written on the back of one of the credit-
purchase agreements which I have in my
Possession, so the company concerned must
have decided that 8 per cent. was a fair
rate. That agreement concerned a tractor
purchased by a farmer. However, the
agreement covering the motorcar purchased
by the young man showed a rate of 12 per
cent. So, there again, it is shown that
the companies can please themselves what
they do. The young man who purchased
the motorcar could not continue his pay-
ments after only four weeks.

Mr. Bertram: He took the car back vo-
luntarily?

Mr. McPHARLIN: Yes, he took the car
back voluntarily. Within a short time the
car was resold for $850. The cash value
of the car was $1,300 but after a period
of only four weeks It was resold for $850.
Under the terms of the agreement, and
allowing for rebates of insurance and term
charges, the young man now has to pay
an amount or $519.

Mr. Lapham: I can quote better cases
than that.

Mr. MCPHARLIN: I am aware of that
fact, and I know of a number of cases
which are even worse than the one I am
mentioning.

Mr. Bertram: This practice has been
going on for years.

Mr. McPHARLIN: I know it has been
going on for years, and I will deal with
that point in a moment. Returning to the
matter of fictitious deposits: The Sunday
Independent of the 18th April, of this year,
carried an article condemning this prac-
tice. The article stated that the Austra-
lian Finance Conference-representing
Australia's biggest hire-purchase financiers
-condemned "Jacked up" deals.

The 16 member companies of the Aus-
tralian Finance Conference-is of which
operate in Western Australia-together
finance '77 per cent. of all instalment
purchases throughout the nation. Because
no minimum deposit is set by legislation
in Western Australia, there exists a
gentleman's agreement within most of the
industry which lays down an unofficial
figure. However, the price of a car can
be jacked up and the buyer and the dealer
can sign an agreement which, as reported
in the Sunday Independent, is highly un-
ethical. However, once the contract is
passed to the finance company the dealer
and the buyer have put themselves outside
the law.

The buyer and the seller are open to
civil action for fraudulent misrepresenta-
tion. I will comment further on that
Point later when I refer to reports made
by the Law Council of Australia. Section
32 of tl'e Hire-Purchase Act makes a
transaction illegal when a fictitious de-
posit is shown.
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I made some inquiries of a legal prac-
titioner regarding this point and he in-
formed me that his shelves were full of
such cases. People are carrying out this
practice every day even though it is
illegal. If action Is taken that does not
make the deal invalid. Because the con-
tract has been signed, the deal is still
valid. Even though one might prosecute
and get a finding against the dealer for
doing this, it does not make the deal in-
valid, so the man who signed the contract
is still liable.

Mr. Bertram: Do you say section 32
relates to hire purchase and not to credit
purchase?

Mr. McPHARLIN: Both.
Mr. Bertram: You say section 32 belongs

to both?
Mr. McPHARLIN: According to the ad-

vice I have been given, the dealer can still
be prosecuted for misrepresentation-for
putting a fictitious amount in the con-
tract.

Mr. Bertram: That is not a breach of
section 32.

Mr. McPHARLIN: No. but it is still mis-
representation.

Mr. Hartrey: Between whom does the
misrepresentation take place?

Mr. McPHARLIN: It is between the
dealer and the hirer. They are misrepre-
senting the facts to the finance company.
Until the finance company gets the deal,
it does not know what went on.

Mr. Bertram: But it has a rough idea.
Mr. McPHARLIN: I am inclined to

agree.
Recently I spoke to a dealer in the

country about the matter of instalment
credit, hire-purchase deals, and credit-
purchase deals. This man has been deal-
ing with instalment credit for a consider-
able time. He has come to know most of
the people in his area and has sold many
motorcars and items of machinery to
farmers throughout the area. On one
occasion he agreed to full recourse on a
particular machine. The farmer could
not pay and returned the machine. I am
not quite sure whether the machine was
repossessed or returned, but the fact was
that the farmer could not continue to pay
for the machine. The company decided it
wanted full recourse, so the dealer had
to pay. He knew the farmer personally,
and he said to me, "It is futile for me to
prosecute the man because he hasn't any
money anyway." He is now left holding
the baby. He will not prosecute because
it would be useless to do so.

The point I am making is that some
companies, at least, seem to adopt the
ruthless attitude that they will get their
pound of flesh irrespective of the con-
sequences. That is what happened in the
case I have just mentioned.

Mr. Bertram: It is a bit tough to say
that in this case, is It not? The dealer
knew what he was going in for. He knew
the risk involved and he entered into a
contract.

Mr. McPHARLIN: Let me take this mat-
ter further. I have also had it reported
to me-I do not know the names of the
People concerned-that four years ago
a dealer was accepting full recourse from
a finance company; some of his deals have
since gone bad and he is now being
threatened with prosecution-four years
later.

Mr. O'Connor: That has been the case
for many years.

Mr. MePHARLIN: I know it has, but it
should not be condoned. The fact is that
hire-purchase companies--the credit pro-
viders-are adopting that attitude.

Mr. Bertram: When you say "prose-
cuted," do you mean sued?

Mr. MePHARLIN: Yes.
Mr. Hartrey: A prosecution for a simple

offence must be commenced within six
months.

Mr. O'Connor: It Is virtually a guarantee.
Mr. Bertram: The honourable member

is not speaking of criminal prosecution:
he is speaking of civil recourse by the
financier against the dealer.

Mr. McPHARLIN: That is right.
Mr. Bertram: But surely the dealer had

his eyes wide open, and so did the lender.
I do not quite see the point.

Mr. MePHARLIN: The point I am mak-
ing is that in many instances finance comn-
panies--the credit providers--are ruthless
in demanding that accounts be finalised.

Let me go a little further. I think the
tremendous profits finance companies have
been making illustrate the point, Perhaps
one might say, "Flair enough; they should
not give an inch: they should not give at
all in this matter." But when one sees
the tremendous profits these companies are
making one might assume that some
leniency would be given here or there to
certain clients, depending on the circum-
stances and how much they owe.

A man may not go out of business vol-
untarily. If he is forced out and takes
up another occupation he may not be
able to meet the demands for payment.
The dealer to whom I referred went to
see his legal adviser, who said to him.
"You have just got to pay it, and that is
all about it." He is in a d.!sperate situa-
tion.

Just two days ago I was told of the case
of a farmer who could not continue his
Payments and took a machine back three
years ago. The machine is probably now
on the scrapheap but the man is com-
mitted to Paying for it.
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Reverting to the profits that have been
made by finance companies, in The West
Australian of the 27th July the profits of
various credit Providers were shown. One
company had lifted its profits by 31.3 per
cent. compared with the profits made last
year. Its profits have increased by that
amount in the last 12 months. The net
profits of that company had increased
from $5,000,000 last year to $7,000,000 up
to the 30th June of this year.

Mr. O'Connor: What was the capital out-
lay involved?

Mr. MoPHARLIN: I have not gone into
that. Another company lifted its profits
by 40.5 per cent. in one year. As I see
it, those are tremendous increases in pro-
fits.

Mr. O'Neil: If profits are increased from
$1 to $2, that is an increase of 100 per
cent. The percentage increase has to be
related to the capital invested, not just a
figure taken out of the air.

Mr. McPHARLTN: I think there should
be some revision of interest rates.

Mr. Hartrey: They are extortionate.

Mr. McPHARLIN: In June of last year
my colleague, the member for Roe, and I
made some inquiries from the Secretary
of the W.A. Division of the Australian
Finance Conference. We asked whether
that conference controlled interest rates
for member companies. The reply was-

Conference does not have a charter
to discuss matters of Individual rate
policies with its member companies.

The companies are therefore left to their
own devices. They can go ahead and fix
interest rates to suit themselves.

We also inquired as to the matter of
payment before a variation agreement was
entered into. The reply from the Aus-
tralian Finance Conference on that Point
was-

.,when a customer seeks an exten-
sion of a loan (particularly a loan
which involves single annual repay-
ments over a period of years) the
customer is requested to make some
payment in reduction of principal as
a gesture of good faith.

I think this is a matter that should be
looked at because If a man had money he
would not be asking for an extension of
the term. Yet the finance companies say
some payment should be made as a gesture
of good faith.

Mr. Bertram: You are saying you want
price fixing of interest.

Mr. McPHARLIN: Let me finish. I have
a list of matters which I think should be
looked into.

In The West Australian of the 29th
June it was reported that this State's hire-
purchase debt was the highest in Australia.
The report went on to say-

Figures released today showed that
consumer credit debts in W.A. were
$35 per head above the national aver-
age.

The figures given of the debts per head
of Population in the various States were:
Western Australia $195, New South Wales
$16, Victoria $144, Queensland $165, South
Australia $149, and Tasmania $144.

On the 3rd July-three days after the
report I have just quoted from appeared-
the Chairman of the W.A. Division of the
Australian Finance Conference wrote a
letter to The West Australian in which
he said-

May I draw your attention to an
erroneous impression given by the
heading "H.P. debt the highest In
W.A." on a news item which appeared
in your issue of June 29?

The figures quoted were balances
outstanding on instalment credit for
retail sales, and not on hire-purchase
transactions alone.

That is probably correct, but the point Is
that the instalment credit totals were given
and they showed that Western Australia
was ahead of the other States. It appears
that the gentleman was sensitive about the
matter but he made no comment on the
high interest rates which applied.

The Law Council of Australia held its
16th legal convention In Melbourne be-
tween the 7th and the 30th July of this
Year. During that time Papers relating
to consumer credit were presented to the
council. The papers on that subject com-
prised 50 pages and covered all aspects
of the matter-hire-purchase agreements,
credit purchase, and all types of instal-
ment credits, including revolving credit
system and credit cards.

Mr. Bertram: The council recognised the
problem.

Mr. MOPHARLIN: The council recognised
that there was a need for the whole system
to be examined. Certain recommendations
were made in the council's publication
which, without doubt, gives the council's
reasons for its recommendations and pro-
yes that there is a need for investigation.
The council says the present system is not
satisfactory. It made reference to the re-
Port submitted by the Law School of the
University of Adelaide, a copy of which I
have here. That report contains 142 pages.
The Law School of the University of
Adelaide made a three-year study of the
subject. The report was Presented to the
Standing Committee of State and Com-
monwealth Attorneys-General in Adelaide
in 1969. The inquiries commenced in 1966.
It is therefore obvious that the systems
which are operating have been unsatisfac-
tory for a number of years.
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I think it is evident from the report that
there is no easy solution to this problem;
otherwise it would probably have been ap-
plied. The fact that it took the committee
three years to make its recommendations--

Mr. Bertram: Is that the Rogerson
report?

Mr. McPHARLtN: The report is entitled
The Law Relating to Consumter Credit and
Moneylending, and it was published by the
Law School of the University of Adelaide.

Mr. Q'Neil: I think it is coloquially call-
ed "the Rogerson report."

Mr. MePHARLIN: The report was pre-
sented to the Attorneys-General. It could
be the Rogerson report but it does not
say so. It is quite evident that the
authors of the report realised the need
for close examination of this matter. They
say that legislation should be introduced.

The Law Society held a conference in
Melbourne this year, during which fre-
quent references were made to the report
that had been submitted to the Attorneys-
General. 1 think that illustrates that there
is definitely a need for some examination
and legislation in regard to this matter.
The whole subject of consumer credit
transactions was examined by the Law
Council, and many criticisms, suggestions,
and recommendations have been made in
the council's report, which contains 50
pages.

I think a Select Committee should sit
down and examine this type of report In
order to decide what can and cannot be
implemented. The Law Council gave con-
sideration to minimum deposits, rate dis-
closures, and misrepresentation, and every
aspect of consumer credit laws has been
dealt with.

Anybody who reads this report would
say that the committee was strongly in-
fluenced by a sense of justice and fair play
in regard to consumer transactions, Of
course, as I have said before, our present
system does not give the consumer the
protection and justice to which he should
be entitled.

I turn now to minimum deposits, and
this is a question which played a consider-
able part in the discussions of the com-
mittee and also in the report of the
Law School of the Adelaide University
presented to the Standing Committee of
State and Commonwealth Attorneys-Gen-
eral. A considerable number of inquiries
were made to ascertain whether or not
it is desirable to introduce a law to the
effect that minimum deposits should not
be required for consumer credit purchases.
Four of the six States of Australia require
minimum deposits for hire-purchase agree-
ments. Western Australia has no such
requirement. There are arguments for
and against this requirement, but I
think we could say that if a minimum
deposit was required we would tend to

minimise the risk involved in the purchaser
meeting his commitments. The purchaser
would be committed to lower repayments,
and I think that is a logical reason for
the introduction of minimum deposits. It
a purchaser was required to pay 30 per
cent. of the purchase price of the com-
modity, he would be less likely to fall down
on his commitments than would be the
case if he paid only up to $50 as a deposit
and Paid the balance over an extenlded
period.

Mr. Burke: That would be 30 per cent.
of the retail price?

Mr. McPHARLIN:4 The negotiated price,
If, for example, the commodity was a used
car, the Price would be negotiated and the
Purchaser would be required to pay 30 per
cent. of that price.

Mr. Bertram: isn't that already opera-
tive? Is not that the reason you get these
figures in the deposits-because the
financier says, "We want that much."

Mr. MePHARLIN: That is exactly what
happcns. Deposits are j acked up by the
dealers and fictitious amounts are shown.

Mr. Bertram: If the figures are cooked,
the purchaser is back to where he Is at
the moment, because he still would niot
be paying a minimum deposit.

Mr. MePHARLIN: That is so; as I have
said, there are arguments for and against.
However, if the law was enforced more
strongly these difficulties could be over-
come. I understand the Commonwealth
Bank has a system of hire purchase in
which it demands at least 25 per cent, of
the price of a new vehicle before it will
advance the money. A person who wishes
to purchase a secondhand car with finance
from that bank is required to raise 50 per
cent, of the price. If he cannot raise It
the bank will not have a bar of him.

Mr. Hartrey: And thereby does him a
great service!1

Mr. MePHARLIN: That is quite true.
There are ways around this sort of thing;
even if a minimum deposit was required
the seller could jack up the deposit and
get around the law in that way.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member

for Mt. Marshall will address the Chair.
Mansard is experiencing difficulty in pick-
ing up the interjections.

Mr. MePHARLIN: I am sorry, Mr.
Speaker, I thought interjections would be
quite helpful if Mansard was able to
hear them. In the case of these ficti-
tious deposits, it is easy for the motor
vehicle salesman to Jack up the deposits,
and he knows he is evading the law. But
the credit providers say they are not aware
that the law is being evaded. I have phoned
the offices of three or four credit providers
in recent months and they said they did
not like this sort of thing going on and
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they are unaware it is occurring. Of course
I have some doubts about that. I think
some of them probably do know what is
going on. The committee report states that
even though there have been prosecutions
against people breaching the minimal
deposit provisions of the legislation in
other States, for various reasons very few
of those prosecutions have been successful.

Mr. Bertram:. There has been no attempt
to enforce the Hire-Purchase Act of 1959.
I think you will find that not one convic-
tion has been recorded in Western Aus-
tralia. I base that on answers I received
to questions asked in the last Parliament.

Mr. MePHARLIN: The matter of interest
rates is discussed at some length in this
report and one of the objectionable prac-
tices which the committee says should be
forbidden is that of money lenders paying
wholesalers and their employees a com-
mission for business introduced. This
practice is not disclosed to the consumer.
He probably thinks he is receiving disin-
terested, independent advice in regard to
his loan but, in fact, he is being steered
towards a lender who is rewarding the
dealer for doing so. The credit providers
are paying commissions to the dealers and
I do not think that should be done. In
many deals the interest rate is not dis-
closed and the committee recommends that
it should.

The committee said there is no area in
which the acquisition of defective goods
without legal redress has impinged upon
consumers more than in the used-car
market. I think we all endorse that. The
committee also said that our car-conscious
community has its honest and efficient
used-car suppliers, but I say they are diffi-
cult to locate. It has its counterparts as well
and the caveat emptor approach is singu-
larly inappropriate. It recommended that
dealers should be required to provide dis-
closure of defects before they enter Into a
contract for sale.

Mr. Bertram: The committee seems to
have drawn some very detailed conclusions.
Do you agree with them?

Mr. MePHARLIN: Yes.

Mr. Bertram: Of course, the committee
was composed of experts.

Mr. McPHARLIN: Yes, they are all legal
Practitioners and they probably have much
experience in this field.

Another practice the committee suggested
should be prohibited is the compounding
of interest. I feel interest should not be
compounded and purchasers should not be
charged interest on default interest. if a
purchaser becomes sick or unemployed and
cannot continue with his payments he
should be protected by legislation so that
the credit provider does not receive a
windfall under the penalty provisions of

the contract. That is another recom-
mendation of the committee which I feel
should be considered under the heading of"extensions for hardship."

Mr. Bertram: Could not these matters
be legislated for rather than looked at?
What we want is action, The committee
has provided the remedy, and I think you
agree with it.

Mr. McPHARLIN: The committee also
commented extensively on misleading ad-
vertising. This has been the practice for
quite some time and I think it should be
an offence for a supplier to cause the pub-
lication of an advertisement relating to
such goods and services or credit contain-
ing any assertion, representation, or state-
ment that is Inaccurate, untrue, deceptive,
or misleading. The committee thoroughly
investigated this aspect and suggested
criminal penalties should be imposed for
this practice. The committee was com-
posed of experts and they have made their
submissions in a comprehensive report.

I think that if we appointed a Select
Committee many people would be prepared
to come forward and give evidence. Those
people would not normally go to solicitors
because of the cost involved. I feel many
practices would be disclosed that we prob-
ably only hear about at the moment and
about which we would not be in a position
to verify.

Mr. Bertram: One would expect that
the people who made that lengthy report
with which you agree would have made
their report based on the facts of which
they were aware, and that, in fact, they
already have before them what you are
seeking.

Mr. MePHARLIN: I would imagine that
legal practitioners in all States would
know that these malpractices have been
employed.

Mr. Bertram: They are painfully aware
of the whole set-up.

Mr. McPRARLIN: There are many fields
of investigation for a Select Committee.
Two of these fields are maximum interest
rates--at the present time there is no pro-
vision for maximum Interest rates in West-
ern Australia--and the disclosure of in-
terest rates in dollars and cents so that the
purchaser knows exactly what is happen-
ing. At the moment that is not being done
in all cases, although it occurs in some.
Other fields are the prohibiting of comi-
pound interest, and legislation for credit
purchases. I think the member for
Boulder-Dundas described credit purchases
as chattel mortgages. Extensions for
hardship, and misleading advertising are
other matters that should be inquired into
very closely. Variation or deferment Is
another matter which I think should be
investigated. I also Include the fields of
misrepresentation and minimum deposits.
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These are all fields in which I believe
more evidence should be provided and they
should be investigated in order to find
remedies. The Law Council has recom-
mended legislation in regard to certain of
these matters and even though I know
legislation for consumer Protection is to be
introduced in this Parliament I feel a
Select Committee would assist by provid-
ing various Points of arguments which may
be beneficial to all concerned in an effort
to present legislation. I think the appoint-
ment of a Select Committee to inquire into
the fields I have mentioned could result
in nothing but good. I believe there is
room for such an investigation.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Bertram (Attorney-General).

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.36 p.m.

GARDEN ISLAND
Public Access: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 11th August,
on the following motion by Mr. Rushton:-

That in the opinion of this House
there should be a joint study by ap-
propriate Commonwealth and State
officials to report and recommend on
the Practicability of Public access to
parts of Garden Island for recreational
Purposes without security risk or in-
hibiting the development of the Stirl-
ing naval facilities.

Ma. H. Di. EVANS (Warren-Minister
for Lands) [7.36 p.m.]: A week ago the
member for flale gave a very informative
dissertation on the necessity for recrea-
tional land to be made available because
of the increasing demands of modern-day
living. The pressures of city dwelling
which he described cannot be denied, and
I feel sure no-one would dispute the points
he made in this regard. The honourable
member drew attention to the very dire
need for people to be given the oppor-
tunity to enjoy leisure time in the increas-
ing tempo of our ordinary every-day life.
As a Government I do not think we would
dispute this: as a matter of fact we are
very conscious of this need and, accord-
ingly, we support the member for Dale in
his submission.

In his specific reference to Garden
Island the honourable member outlined the
htstorical aspects of the development of
Garden Island, and he also dwelt at some
length on the descriptive attributes of the
area. The motives he displayed in moving
as he did could, I feel, arouse no animosity
from any quarter at all. I certainly cannot
find any exception to the motion as he
explained it. Garden Island contains an
area of 3,026 acres. It is held in fee simple
in the name of the Commonwealth of
Australia, having been compulsorily ac-
quired for defence purposes in the years
1915 and 1918. With the exception of

several small reserves and the strip of fore-
shore between the high and low-water
mark, Garden Island was, at the time of
its acquisition, already freehold and was
the subject of 53 certificates of title.

It is probably the tide level differentia-
tion which aroused the curiosity of the
member for Dale, particularly in connec-
tion with the disparity in the acreage of
Garden Island. According to old records,
Garden Island, comprising Cockburn Sound
Location 9, was granted to Sir James
Stirling, but it was not enrolled in the
Registry of Deeds.

When the island was brought under
the operation of the Transfer of Land
Act in 1880, the registered proprietor
was Alexander William Thorold Grant
Thorold of Lincolnshire, England. It was
transferred on various occasions between
1886 and 1896. after which it became the
property of Stephen Henry Parker, a bar-
rister.

A subdivision of some 411 acres of the
southern portion of the island was made.
but all interests were compulsorily acquired
by the Commonwealth.

I come now to the more modern aspect;
a point that is probably of some great
significance and relevance when we come
to examine the matter of the possibility
of negotiation with the Commonwealth at
a later stage.

In 1962 the Commonwealth Government
offered 2,552 acres of the island to the
State for a sum of $920,000. The purpose
of this would have been for general de-
velopmnent and residential subdivision. Had
the land been reserved as an "A"-class
reserve the sum total would have been
$450,000.

The State made a counter-offer, offer-
ing the Commonwealth $99,533, but at this
stage negotiations were abruptly halted
and the Commonwealth withdrew all offers
and retained the island at the request
of the Navy.

The Commonwealth Department of the
Interior has suitably endorsed its papqers
to the effect that should, at any future
date, there be land at Garden Island either
part or in total wvhich is surplus to Com-
monwealth requirements the first offer
should be made to the State. This is
the situation as it exists at the moment;
the situation with which we are con-
f ronted.

The terms of the motion moved by the
honourable member require a Joint study
by appropriate Commonwealth and State
officials, after which he goes on to out-
line the purpose, which is to report and
recommend on the practicability of public
access to parts of Garden Island for re-
creational purposes without security risk
or inhibiting the development of the Stirl-
ing naval facilities.
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To get this proposition in its true per-
spective and to indicate that this situation
has not merely arisen without action being
considered or indeed taken, I feel it might
be appropriate to inform the House of
what has transpired In this matter.

A search of the files reveals that contact
has been made with the Commonwealth
on a number of occasions. In November,
1970. the then Premier wrote to the Prime
Minister and referred to the recently an-
nounced decision to develop naval support
facilities on Garden Island. At that time,
because all the land on Garden island was
a recreational area, a proposal was put
forward suggesting that the Common-
wealth transfer to the State a section of
Woodman Point, and a request was made
that a senior officer be appointed to confer
with State officers. on this very aspect.

As I have said, this was in November,
1970. Despite a reminder in May, 1971,
however, no progress was made. The lapse
of time is, perhaps, understandable having
regard for the activity during this period.

In July, 1971, the Under-Secretary of the
Premier's Department forwarded to the
Commonwealth Director of Works a copy
of a letter received from Environment
2000 urging that the Commonwealth be
persuaded to allocate a significant portion
of Garden Island for non-naval purposes,
including an area for wildlife.

This is rather significant. Furthermore,
a request was made seeking an area for
mnodern recreational purposes. When the
Director of Works was asked to comment
he suggested the letter be referred to the
Prime Minister's Department, but pointed
out that the Minister for Defence had
stated that Garden Island would be closed
to the public. He went on to say, however,
that an area would be set aside, un-

disturbed, for the protection of wildlife.
This would be located at the northern part
of the island and would be adequate to
safeguard the Tamar species which Is in-
digenous to that locality.

On the 26th July the Premier sent a copy
of the letter from Environment 2000 to
the Prime Minister with, of course, the
appropriate elaborating comment, and so
the matter was taken up at that level. The
Fremantle Port Authority reports that the
Cockburn Sound Conservation Committee
on which the authority is represented-as
my colleague would know-wrote on this
matter, in December, 1970, to the Minister
for the Navy, and this was, of course, a
concurrent approach. In his reply, dated
the 29th April, 1971, the Minister said-

After very careful consideration it
has been decided that upon comple-
tion of the Facility, which is not ex-
pected before December 1975, general
Public access to the Island would not
be practicable. However, limited

access under Navy control to certain
areas will be permitted. These deci-
sions have been taken having in mind
public safety, security requirements,
the need to safeguard the limited and
vulnerable single cover vegetation and
to preserve as far as possible the
natural environment.

That, I think, indicates the relationship
between the State and Commonwealth and
the degree of contact which had been
established and maintained.

I feel, too, that I should point out the
attitude of and the activities engaged in
by the Fremantle Port Authority in this
regard. Close contact had been kept be-
tween the authority and the Common-
wealth and the plans for long-term deve-
lopment of Cockburn Sound as a deep-
water, commercial port were prepared by
the authority as far back as 1966. it is
also to be noted that this Plan envisaged
the acquisition of a portion of Garden
Island; but, of course, In 1969 the Com-
monwealth decided on its port facilities
to be established at Garden Island with
the consequence that the Fremantle Port
Authority had to readjust and reconsider
its original planning and development.
Accordingly, as I Pointed out, it maintained
a further contact with the Commonwealth.

So, while we have this matter fully
documented to indicate what the position
is at the present time, in summary we
could say that the Commonwealth has full
control over the situation. It does have
the powers appertaining to all aspects of
action which could possibly be taken and
so virtually in the vernacular, and to use
comen parlance, the ball Is In its court.

Although we are dependent upon the
Commonwealth decision as to what should
transpire at Garden Island, I feel that
having full regard for the value of that
place-and I feel sure that a member fairly
close to that area might have a word to
say on this very subject-

Mr. Fletcher: He will.

Mr. H. D). EVANS: His intimate
knowledge of the subject I will leave to
him to reveal. As I was saying, having
full regard for the value of the area under
question, we at the same time realise the
situation as it exists, and accordingly we
can see no objection to the motion moved
by the member for Dale. I feel that per-
haps the correct procedure would be for
an approach to be made by the Premier
to the Prime Minister suggesting that a
committee of the composition which has
been outlined be considered. Although
previous approaches have been made, I can
see no harm being done nor do I think
anything would be lost by aL further ap-
proach of this kind from the State: and
with those remarks and to that extent I
support the member for Dale's motion.
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MR. FLETCHER (Fremantle) [7.51
p.m.]: 1, too, support the motion which
I will read to the House to refresh the
memories of members concerning it. It
reads--

That in the opinion of this House
there should be a joint study by ap-
propriate Commonwealth and State
officials to report and recommend on
the practicability of public access to
parts of Garden Island for recrea-
tional Purposes without security risk
or inhibiting the development of the
Stirling naval facilities.

In my 12 years' experience in Parliament
I cannot recall a previous occasion when
a motion initiated from the Opposition
benches-on which I spent those 12 years
-was not amended, emasculated, or
otherwise defeated by the then Govern-
ment's numbers. However, as a member of
this Government, I will extend support to
this motion to demonstrate that when merit
exists, support is forthcoming. I regret
that this was not my experience in the
past.

Mr. W. A. Manning: This motion is
certainly meritorious.

Mr. FLETCHER: Exactly, and many
meritorious motions were moved when we
were on that side, but they were rejected
by the then Government.

Goverment members: Hear, hear!
Mr. FLETCHER: So, initially, I am

drawing attention to that fact, even
though I might draw some crabs in the
process.

The SPEAKER: You are not drawing
crabs now: you're supposed to be speaking.

Mr. Nalder: Make sure they are not
under-sized!

Several members interjected.
Mr. FLETCHER: I am very grateful for

the background given by the Minister in
respect of what this progressive Govern-
menit has already done to retrieve the
situation which has concerned the mem-
ber for Dale, and, presumably, others on
that side of the House.

Although I saw the member for Dale
taking some notes, I am sure he will ad-
mit that the Premier has been well and
truly on the ball in getting in touch with
the Commonwealth authorities in an
endeavour to achieve the very objective
outlined by the member for Dale-and
I Join with him in that laudible
objective.

The situation could, I admit, cause
embarrassment to the member for Prve-
mantle because he has a considerable
number of constituents who enjoy week-
ends and holidays at Garden Island; and
he wants those weekends and holidays
to continue. The East Fremantle Yacht
Club and the Swan Yacht Club have
hundreds of members who own hundreds

of craft and on weekends and holiday
Periods these hundreds of craft proceed
to Garden Island for the enjoyment af-
forded holiday makers there, and I want
that enjoyment to continue.

I am concerned that what industry has
not grabbed in the Cockburn Sound area,
a branch of the services could grab.
Industry monopolises a big proportion
of our coastline in the Kwinana beach
area, although a portion of it was
snatched back by our very capable Deputy
Premier and Minister for Industrial
Development. Some acres have bEen re-
allocated to the local authority, much
to its joy.

Plenty of room is available in that
locality for ship repair and service faci-
lities and for buildings required by the
Navy, but such services should be limited
because living accommodation for Navy
personnel is already available at H.M.A.S.
Leeuwin.

The Navy facilities at Garden Island,
Sydney, I have seen for myself on many
occasions both as a civilian and when I
was in that particular service. They oc-
cupy an area which is only a fraction
of our 3,026 acre Garden Island. There-
fore, the presence of the Navy at our
Garden Island is no excuse for excluding
the public from the remaining area.

I remind those members who visited
Exmouth Gulf with the then Minister
for Industrial Development of the fact
that before they could enter the area oc-
cupied by the U.S. Navy they had to obtain
written permission from officials of a
foreign power. This causes me concern
and will continue to do so. I do not want
to see another portion of our Western
Australian coastline denied to the people
of this State in the manner that the area
at Exmouth Gulf was denied to parlia-
mentarians unless they had a pass. I
do not want a repetition of that situation.

Mr. O'Connor: This would happen in
any country in the world surely?

Mr. FLETCHER: If the ex-Minister
wants to defend such a situation, it is his
prerogative to do so, but I am saying I
do not for one moment want a repetition
of that experience. I do not believe that
the defence situation requires the area
envisaged at Garden Island. That is the
point I want to stress.

Mr. Bickerton: Would you agree that a
casino on Garden Island would be an
advantage?

Mr. FLETCHER: I am not interested
in a casino on Garden Island, but I am
interested enough not to want a repeti-
tion of the situation I have explained.
Just because there is a very low frequency
radio transmitter at Exmouth Gulf, the
community at large-including representa-
tives of this State-are not permitted
into the area without a pass.
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I want to know why the Navy requires
this huge area of land at Garden Island.
Is there to be another Holly Loch estab-
lished there? For the sake of those who
do not know, Holly Loch is an area in
the United Kingdom where missile-bear-
Ing submarines are located and serviced. I
do not want that on our coastline.

I do not want the Commonwealth to
establish an additional target as a con-
sequence of that sort of activity. A target
already exists in that area in the industry
which is established there. Already too
many eggs are in the one basket and an-other huge egg would be added if the
facilities to which I have referred were to
be established in that locality. One missile
would destroy all the industry and the
island facilities in the Cockburn Sound
area, plus Fremnantle and the suburbs In
the vicinity. Therefore, why create an
additional target in that locality? I :hope
that answers the interjection of the mem-
ber for Mt. Lawley.

Mr. Bickerton: Would Western Australia
be very much worse off than Fremantle?

Mr. FLETCHER: I will ignore that inter-
jection. The honourable member is try-
ing to be provocative, because he hopes to
score off me by doing so.

Mr. Nalder: Does he want the facilities
taken up to Port Hedland?

Mr. FLETCHER: My support in the past
for the establishment of ship repair and
docking facilities on Garden Island has
been predominantly with a merchant ship-
ping bias. Such facilities would bring
benefit to unionists because of the work
provided and would economically benefit
Fremantle---ships' chandlers, providors,
butchers, bakers, barbers, haberdashers,
other dashers, and non-dashers alike.

I am all for the benefits which ship
repair facilities would bring. Navy ships
could be serviced and moored In the sound.
I have no objection to this, but I have
objection to what type of hardware Is likely
to be stored on Garden Island.

The Minister made reference to the fact
that the area from Woodman Point, includ-
ing what is known as the magazine area,
could be offered by the Commonwealth to
the State as an alternative area to Garden
Island. The magazine area contains ex-
plosives which are associated with mining
and quarrying. I do not know whether
other kinds of shells or other explosives
are stored there. If the explosives were
removed from the magazine area it is
asserted the area could be made available
for recreation purposes.

To come back to my original comments,
I do not want bombs, shells, Polaris, or
other missiles on the island. The members
undertaking the Commonwealth-State
study suggested by the member for Dale
could be asked to recommend somebody

else's doorstep on which to Place this type
of hardware to which I have alluded. As
member for Fremantle. I do not want it
on my doorstep. I am suspicious that the
Public, including my constituents and
others with boats, could be excluded from
the Island for some unstated and dubious
reason.

Mr! Gayfer: Put it up at Laneelin.
Mr. FLETCHER: It may even be a

nefarious reason, I suggest to this House.
The motion merits support. The suggested
study might reveal the Commonwealth's
motives in respect of Garden Island.

As I have said previously, the Navy
dominated my life during the war years.
It told me where I would go and I object
to that service doing the same thing in
Peacetime.

Mr. Lapham: And you went.
Mr. FLETCHER: On that theme, let me

say that when on watch I was In charge
of the engine room. A great deal of Navy
nonsense went on up on deck. Everybody
was bossing everybody else about, but I
was removed from this.

Mr. Gayfer: You have had your share of
nonsense.

Mr. FLETCHER: -and In this capacity
I took everybody on deck for a ride.

Mr. Cook: Did you!

Mr. FLETCHER: Let me say that I ob-
ject to the Navy telling me, or the com-
munity at large, that people can be ex-
cluded from that island. Not only the
member for Fremantle but those whom
he represents and those whom every other
member In this Chamber represents should
have access to Garden Island. This is
why I support the motion moved by the
member for Dale.

Members of the East Fremantle Yacht
Club. the Swan Yacht Club, and others
go to Garden Island and I would
be remiss in my obligations to them
if I did not do my best to ensure
that they continue to do so. The Navy
can fence and guard any area allocated
to it in consequence of arrangements ar-
rived at between Commonwealth and
State officials. The Navy can control its
wharves and mooring facilities. Navy
personnel can carry bayonets if this
affords them any satisfaction, but only
inside their own fences and not outside.
For example, they do this in Sydney.

Mr. O'Connor: Are you opposed to all
defence along this coast?

Mr. FLETCHER: Why is the member for
Mt. Lawley trying to be provocative? I
am opposed to what I have said I1 am op-
posed to in respect of Garden Island! I
object to what goes on at Exmouth Gulf.
because Western Australia is likely to be-
come a target. If there were no activity
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at Exmouth Gulf we would not automatic-
ally become a target In consequence of its
presence. I do not want to see another
target created.

Mr. O'Connor: It Is nonsense to me.
Mr. FLETCHER: The Navy can earn

their keep in the manner I have mentioned
and draw on the hundreds of millions of
dollars which have been made available for
defence in recent times. I do not know of
any particular enemy against whom we
should defend ourselves. Perhaps the
member for Mt. Lawley may be able to
pick one out from the hysterical nonsense
that has gone on for years to justify the
hundreds of millions spent in allegedly
protecting the country and this State. As
I say, I do not know of one particular
enemy against whom we should at present
protect ourselves.

The Navy has a smaller area in Sydney
than the one contemplated in Western
Australia. This State is sufficiently
dominated by the Commonwealth without
the Navy moving into an island playground.
It is Commonwealth territory, admittedly.
but subject to arrangements made by the
Minister.

Mr. McPharlin: What priorities do you
give the defence programme?

Mr. FLETCHER: I suggest that the
member for Mt. Marshall should ask mue
that In the passage outside.

Mr. O'Connor: With or without boxing
gloves?

Mr. FLETCHER: Amateur and other
fishermen fish adjacent to the Island. Are
they to be confronted anywhere off the
island's coast by Navy patrol boats and
told to keep their distance? The sug-
gested joint study should ensure that this
is not the case.

Service personnel push citizens around
in countries less fortunate than Australia.
I will do what I can to see that they do
not do It in Western Australia. There Is
no Possible reason or excuse for this, even
If the member for Mt. Lawley or the mem-
ber for Mt. Marshall thinks there Is.

I support the motion to ensure that
Navy and merchant shipping requirements
are kept to a minimumn on the island; to
ensure public access by small craft; to en-
sure public access across the causeway
through a corridor of fenced areas, if
necessary; and to ensure that the public
will have access to a recreational area of
up to 2,000 of the 3.000-odd acres of the
Island.

I have already said that the Garden
Island facilities in Sydney are quite small.
I do not know the exact area, but perhaps
it is 50 acres. Why the Navy wants the
whole arca of the 3,026 acres in West~in
Australia is beyond me. The Navy could
have an area adequate to its requirements
but not the whole of the island.

Mr. Clayfer: Do you know what the
Navy's requirements are?

Mr. FLETCHER: This is why I believe
negotiations with the Commonwealth are
so necessary. Ship repair and other facili-
ties will, of necessity, be on the sheltered
side of the island. Do members know
where that is?

Mr. O'Connor: The lee.
Mr. PLETCHER: Yes, it will be on the

side nearest the mainland. There are miles
of beautiful coastline on the western side.
Is this to be denied to us and to those
whom we represent? From that area it is
possible to look out to sea, forget the main-
land and all one's worries and problems.
People can enjoy the atmosphere because
in looking out to sea the nearest land is
South Africa. That is a provocative area
and perhaps I should not have made re-
ference to it.

Mr. Bickerton: You cannot see South
Africa.

Mr. FLETCHER: I will settle for an area
nearer than South Africa, Amsterdam
Island is approximately midway between
South Africa and Western Australia.

Mr. O'Connor: You are getting off the
darker side of the argument.

Mr. FLETCHER: Amsterdam Island is aL
dot on the map. Let the Navy put its War
equipment there if it wishes. Only the
sea birds will be disturbed.

Mr. Gayfer: Do we own it?
Mr. FLETCHER: No we do not. Let

the Navy argue it out with whoever does
own it Instead of possibly putting arma-
ments on Garden Island. This is what I
take exception to.

Public right of access will be an assur-
ance of the island's use for peaceful pur-
poses. If the Navy does not intend to use
the island for peaceful purposes, denial of
public access will demonstrate this like-
lihood. This is what I am concerned about.

The magazine area to which I have re-
ferred is no suitable alternative. It is
between Woodman Point sewage outlet and
the Anchorage Butchers abattoir. This
is at consolation prize indeed. I hope
members were listening to the details of
the salubrious area offered to us as an
alternative to Garden Island. I repeat that
on the north there Is an abattoir and on
the south Woodman Point and a sewage
outlet.

Members may have heard of the promised
development which may take place in this
area. It Is only a promise. It is said that
there will be high rise accommodation and
other holiday facilities. I cannot imagine
people coming from all parts of the world
to look down at the chimney stack of
the Anchorage butchery. I cannot imagine
people even wanting to have a holidy in
that locality.
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I will settle for the reality of Garden
island as distinct from the locality which
is the suggested alternative. At least at
Garden Island people can dive Into the
surf and surface without being anointed
with a variety of specimens from the ad-
jacent abattoir or the sewage drain. The
nature of those specimens members can
imagine for themselves. My choice is the
retention of Garden Island, the clean surf,
the sun, the sand, the fishing, and the
fun for young and old. Our areas of
recreation are progressively being denied
to us. A halt has to be called somewhere.
Priorities have to be established. I have
already stated what I consider the priorities
are. I come down on the side of Garden
Island being used for peaceful purposes.
An area can be allocated for the servic-
ing of ships, both merchant and Navy, but
there should be none of the obnoxious
hardware to which I have referred. I do
not want to see Garden Island used for
other than Peaceful purposes.

This is my reason for supporting the
motion. I want to ensure that the public
has access to the island and the right to
enter it to enjoy the facilities, I point out
to members that thousands of dollars have
been spent privately to provide hoiday
camps, housing and other facilities on the
island. These facilities will be automatic-
ally bulldozed and denied to the public if
the Commonwealth had its way. Con-
s c;uently it is extremely desirable that
there should be continued discussions at
State and Federal levels to ensure that
these facilities are not denied the People
whom I represent and the people whom
other members in this House represent. I
support the motion.

MR. O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley) [8.15
p.m.]: Mr. Speaker, the lack of numbers
on this side of the House is only tem-
porary. I hope that following the next
election there will be even more than there
will be later on this evening.

I rise to support the motion of the
member for Dale. I think it is of im-
portance to every elector in this State. I
was also grateful for the comments of
the Minister and the history he detailed
to US in connection with Garden Island.
I think the area around Garden Island
is probably one of the greatest tourist
resorts in this State. Certainly it is for
people in the metropolitan area. In
many ways it would be a great loss to
them if they were excluded froma this
area. I have been to many functions at
Rocklngham, such as the Golden Sands
exhibition. There- are many boats
anchored around Garden Island and people
from many parts of the State, and par-
ticularly from the metropolitan area, take
the opportunity to enjoy their weekends
there.

I realise with the naval base coming to
the area there is a security risk and it
would be necessary to take some action

to make sure that security is not breached.
Unlike the member for Fremantle, I wel-
come the base in an area such as Garden
Island. I would have been extremely dis-
appointed, as I am sure many people in
Western Australia, would have been, had
this base been established in Queens-
land, New South Wales, or one of the
other States. Certainly at one stage there
was a great possibility of this happening.
I find it very difficult to understand how
a memnber can rise in this House and
indicat3 his displeasure at a base being
established here when I believe it Is to
the financial advantage of the people of
this State.

Regarding the comments that were
made about Exmouth Gulf, I1 have had
the opportunity to visit there on a num-
ber of occasions and I have gone into the
base area and had a look at the equip-
ment. I am quite sure that many mem-
bers of this H-ouse have had the same
opportunity. With a coastline such as
we have in Western Australia of some-
thing like 4,000 miles, I believe it is neces-
sary for us to strive for as much security
as possible along this coastline. There-
fore, I am not concerned about the base
at Exmouth Gulf and I welcome the one
coming to Garden island. I wish to dis-
sociate myself from the comments of the
member for Fremantle in this regard.
However, I do wish to say I believe the
motion put forward by the member for
Dale, and supported generally by members
of the Government, Is a very good one.
It seeks a joint study by the Common-
wealth and State in the interests of the
people of this State. The People should
be able to enjoy the areas around Rock-
ingham, Garden Island, and Rottnest
Island, as they have done for many years.
I am pleased to see the Government is
not opposed to this aind I offer my sup-
port to the motion.

MR. HUSHTON (Dale) r8.1 p.m.i):
Firstly. I hasten to express appreciation
to the Minister who indicqted his Govern-
ment's support of this motion. I also
wish to thaink the mrember for Fremantle
and the member for Mt. Lawley for speak-
ing in support of it. I would have been
sufficiently happy with only the Minister's
indication of the Government's support.

I believe this Is a motion which can be
readily supported by the 51 members in
this House, and I am indeed grateful for
the attitude that has been taken. From
the comments made it Is quite obvious
there Is a necessity for this motion-not
to detract from the Government's Inten-
tion but to focus attention on the need for
research and negotiations. I think the
member for Fremantle was very clear on
that point; I do not need to give it extra
emphasis.
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If I might just briefly refer to the
comments of the Minister, I was also
happy at his disclosure of the actions
from the Government. I think we
were all particularly interested in his
comments. He restated the part the
Fremantle Fort Authority Played in
this matter and we do know of its in-
terest in port facilities. In moving the
motion I am emphasising the other side
-the necessity to think about the reserves
and the other interests on Garden Island.
I would hasten to acknowledge the great
interest that Western Australia has In
this naval facility and I understand
another substantial amount has been set
aside for this in the Budget this year.

Mr. Davies: How hopeful are you of
getting the Commonwealth to agree to
this type of inquiry?

Mr. RUSHTON: I am not the one doing
it. I hope now the Premier will initiate-
or continue if the Minister likes to put
it that way-to take this up with the
Federal Government, and I hope the 51
members here will give him their backing.
This would show that Western Australia
is saying unanimously, "We want this to
take place." I would be hopeful of get-
ting results with our submission.

Mr. Davies: Is your party approaching
the Federal Government independently?

Mr. RUTSHTON: I suggested in my add-
ress that the Premier may consider it
desirable to have representatives from the
two parties on this side of the House. I
would be very happy to be associated with
it.

Mr. Davies: They have been singularly
disinterested so far.

Mr. RUSHTON: Pardon?

Mr. Davies: The Commonwealth has
been singularly disinterested.

Mr. RUSHTON: In my original address
I did point out that there will be a review
of the Garden Island project by the public
works committee. I would hope that our
negotiations and research can be com-
pleted before this review takes place and
the Premier would be well on the way to
getting a decision. The public will have
an opportunity to go before this body and
express its views. With the State interes-
ted as it is, it is of the utmost Importance
that we give the Government represent-
atives, the Opportunity to take a direct
interest, to carry out the research and then
talk openly with the naval interest to see
what can be dine to ensure the best results
for everyone.

If I might just revert to the comments
of the Minister, he mentioned that the
Fremantle Port Authority had to re-
negotiate or readjust its facilities in
1969 to the intended naval requirements.
I did notice and I read from the re-
port that the Fremantle Port Authority
hopes to place its views before the public

works committee. I did make the point
that I thought this was essential to the
Fremantle Port Authority as the area is
within its jurisdiction.

People who live just up the beach from
this area also have a great interest be-
cause of their residential involvement.
They are living in this environment and
raising their families there. They are
directly interested in what takes place in
Mangles Bay. The Minister made the
Point that a civil naval facility could be
established at Careening Bay where the
feasibility study has been made. This is
just an aside but it is the sort of thing
which could be looked at. I make these
comments because the Minister said that
the Fremantle Port Authority is giving
very close attention to this situation.

The Minister mentioned that the ball
was in the Commonwealth's court. We
have acknowledged it is legally within its
jurisdiction. However, we could say that
we are all Commonwealth citizens and
we are all State citizens; we have a par-
ticular interest in the State and we want
to negotiate with the Commonwealth to
obtain the best possible result on this pro-
ject.

The Navy has a direct interest and we
acknowledge that interest, but as with the
Fremantle Port Authority, if all the nego-
tiations are left to that good body we may
end up with a result different from what
we desire. I amn suggesting that all these
interests should be emphasised now.

The Minister did suggest, and I appre-
ciate his suggestion, that the Premier will
negotiate with the Prime Minister. I
support this action, but if the Premier
feels it would be an advantage in nego-
tiations after this research has taken
place, that a joint delegation of the mem-
ber for Fremantle, the Premier, and my-
self should meet the Prime Minister, I
would be very happy with this arrange-
ment. It may be desirable that a repre-
sentative from our friends In the Country
Party attends also. I would be very happy
to be associated with such a move and
I would hope advantages would accrue
to this State.

I have acknowledged the contribution
of the member for Fremantle and thanked
him for it. He has stated that in his 12
years' experience in this House this is the
first time a motion has been accepted from
the opposition unamended. It is nice to
have a first. As I said before, I appreciate
his acceptance of this motion. I endea-
voured to present it in such a way that it
could be received by all nmembers. There-
fore I am indeed gratified.

The member for Fremantle mentioned
that he is interested in Garden Island be-
caus2 of its association with his electorate.
I am well aware of that because I have
received many letters and phone calls from
People whose residences are in the elec-
torate of the member for Fremantle. Those
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People mentioned-and I would not doubt the People of our State. But one must
this-that something like 20,000 to 30,000
People visit Garden Island each Year,
which indicates that people do take a
major interest in the island. I mentionied
this aspect when I introduced the motion.

The member for Fremantle also
expressed the thought that there is room
on Garden Island for more than Just the
naval facilities. This is the basis of my
proposal: to investigate the best use of
Garden Island.

Mr. Fletcher: There is room for naval
facilities, merchant marine facilities, and
recreational facilities on the island. The
Navy has no excuse for being difficult
about this. That is the point I endea-
voured to express, but it was misunder-
stood.

The SPEAKR: The member for Fre-
mantle has already made one speech. The
member for Dale will continue.

Mr. RUSHTON: I think the submission
of the member for Fremantle was quite
clear, and I accept the point he made.
He mentioned the west shore and, despite
what he said, I believe this area will be
of great value if it is available to the
Public in the future. I do not want to
see a casino or any development of that
nature on the island. I wish to see the
natural environment retained for the
benefit of the Public whilst at the same
time respecting and securing the future
of the proposed naval establishment.

Mr. Bickerton: They might be interested
in greyhound racing.

Mr. RUJSHTON: I can assure the
honourable member I would not want to
see that type of development. The mem-
ber for Fremantle spoke at length regard-
ing what he would not like to see
developed on the Island. I feel this aspect
will be cleared up by a joint study and
this motion Provides an opportunity to
investigate developments in detail. Often
remarks have been made that Garden
Island, Sydney, contains a smaller area
of land than is the case with our island;
but I am aware that, at Sydney the naval
facilities are limited and other associated
facilities must be developed in other ways.

The member for Fremantle also men-
tioned swapping Woodman Point, but I
would not like to be involved in that
aspect. I regard the Garden Island issue
as being different from that involved in
Woodman Point and I have my reserva-
tions regarding the latter site. However,
I do not wish to become involved in that
issue at the moment.

I express the concern that there has
not been a great deal of comment in re-
lation to recreation needs. I originally de-
veloped the thought of the need for
recreation facilities as it applies to the
metropolitan area. I did so to emphasise
what part Garden Island could play in
the Provision of recreation facilities for

admit that Garden Island is separated
from the main issue of recreation because
the island will not be fully available to
the public. If the causeway had been built
and no naval establishment developed on
the island, the island would have been
available to many thousands of people.
However, we know that the recreational
development of the island is to be inhibited,
and I would like to see a joint study high-
lighting different interests in this regard.

I wish again to mention the interests
which need to be considered in any study
of the island, On the northern end of
the island the C.S.I.R.O. Is carrying out
a research programme and I understand
that the people from the electorate of
the member for Fremantle who visit the
island assist the research programme
wherever possible. There is also a pro-
posal for an underwater museum between
Garden Island and Carnac Island: or. at
least. I understand the Department of
Fisheries and Fauna has thoughts in that
regard. Then we have the interests of the
people who have been travelling to the
island for up to '70 years, and many have
established homes during the last 40 years.

The people who have built homes on
the island have established first-class toilet
arrangements, and they have also installed
reticulated water supplies. We must also
consider the interests of The Western
Australian Historical Society (Inc). These
are matters upon which I touched briefly
during my original address.

Garden Island has a long history dating
back to our earliest settlers. Of course,
its history of settlement does niot date
back as far as some of our other places
which were visited by People such as
Dirk Hartog, but to my understanding
Garden Island was our earliest settlement.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You are a long way
from Garden Island when you refer to
Dirk Hartog.

Mr. RUJSHTON: I briefly ran up to
Dirk Hartog Island to indicate that he
visited us but did not stop and plant a
garden as did Governor Stirling, thereby
giving Garden Island its name. I do not
know what kind of vegetables he planted,
or the pedigree of the one or two domestic
animals he had.

1 wish to mention again that the island
has dear memories for me as a result of
my association with a member of the Z
Force which was stationed on the island
during the war. So the interests of those
who hold memories of the island near and
dear to them must be protected. We must
also look after the interests of the holiday-
makers and campers who have established
themselves In the northern and southern
parts of the island. Then we also have
the day visitors, and it has been estimated
that up to 30,000 people visit Garden
Island throughout the year. It has been
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put to me that on some days up to 1.000
people visit the island, and sometimes a
few hundred craft are anchored there.

I feel that Western Australians accept
the necessity for the establishment of a
naval facility in this State. In fact, many
have urged its early establishment and I
am certainly not disparaging it.

Only last evening people said to me that
it is extremely rare for families living in
the Rockingham-Safety Bay area not to
make a trip to the island at least once a
year with their families in order to have
a picnic, They regard it as an ideal picnic
spot. When it is considered that the
island has an area in excess of 3,000 acres,
there is much that can be done with it.

I have no intention of prolonging my
reply to the debate on this motion. I
have already expressed my appreciation to
the Minister, and through himn to the Gov-
ernment, to the member for Fremantle,
and to the member for Mt. Lawley. I
think that any member who had a violent
objection to the motion would have ex-
pressed it by now, and I therefore hope
all 51 members of this House will support
it. I will conclude this discussion on the
note that should the Premier consider it
an advantage to present the opinion of
this House to the Commonwealth he might
invite some People, other than members
of his own party, to join such a deputa-
tion if this is considered to be desirable.

I appreciate the way those members who
have spoken have taken part in the debate
and the manner in which the motion has
been accepted.

Question put and passed.

WARDEN'S COURT
Prospecting Areas 1237 to 1240: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 11th August,
on the following motion by Mr. W. G.
Young:-

That this House considers applica-
tions made in respect of Prospecting
Areas 1237, 1238, 1239 and 1240
situated near the junction of the Su-
setta and Fitzgerald Rivers should be
listed for hearing in the Warden's
Court as soon as possible, and regrets
the action of the Premier in withdraw-
ing the hearing listed for the period
21st July to 25th July, 1971.

MR. GAYFER (Avon) [8.37 p.m.]: I do
not know what is going on in the House at
present, but it would seem to me that we
are endeavouring to fill in time. I1 rise to
carry on the debate on the motion moved
by the member for Roe in that prospecting
areas 1237, 1238, 1239 and 1240 situated
near the junction of the Susetta and Fitz-
gerald Rivers should be listed for hearing
in the Warden's Court as soon as Possible,
and that he regrets the action of the Pre-
mier in withdrawing the hearing listed for
the period from the 21st July to the 25th
July, 1971.

(30)

At the outset I congratulate my col-
league, the member for Roe, on the manner
In which he outlined his case, and I also
pay a tribute to the Minister for Mines
who, I think, gave one of the best minis-
terial replies I have heard In this House
for many years. I think each and every
one of us was very appreciative of the
manner in which he replied and his dis-
closure of certain papers. I think he rose
quite a deal in the estimation of those
in this House who may previously have
doubted his ability as Minister for Mines,
but at this point I hasten to add that
never at any time have I doubted his
ability as a Minister.

Whilst we appreciate the points he did
raise, the Minister has not quite convinced
me that the applications for these pro-
specting areas could not be relisted in the
Warden's Court, at least when the com-
pany so desires. Also, when the matter
is brought back to the Warden's Court
for consideration, the mining company
should at least be given permission to
enter upon the 6,000 acres of country near
the junction of the Susetta and Fitzgerald
Rivers to prospect and test drill, the area
with a view to ascertaining whether the
project could be proceeded with or whether
the whole matter should be abandoned to
enable the company to prospect other
areas.

As the Minister stated, in putting the
matter before the environmental protec-
tion committee, Dr. O'Brien has said
there were three relevant courses of ac-
tion which could be followed in order to
have the area looked at. Those three
courses of action were as follows-

(I) set up an extensive personal
expedition to inspect the area
in question, accompanied by per-
sonnel expert in botany, micro-
biology, geology, hydrology, fauna,
tourism and the like,

(ii) seek for and analyse all new and
hitherto unpublished, updated
information on the matter, and

(III) examine the files of the Depart-
ment of Environmental Protec-
tion at this date, plus relevant
public documents, and thereupon
submit a report.

The Minister has decided to take the third
course. If the first course were to be
followed, virtually a regiment of depart-
mental officers would need to be sent to
the area at terrific cost when actually
it has not been proven by a company
to see whether or not it is interested in
the area.

The motion brought forward by the
member for Roe seeks only to allow the
company to go in and prove the area,
and it would only require a month to test
drill it. The company only wants to drill



[ASSEMvBLY.)

to a depth of some 30 feet and having
done so it will then be aware of the condi-
tions that could be expected to get some
value from the mining operation.

I have a distinct advantage over the
Minister for Mines inasmuch as I acon-
panied the member for Roe when he
visited the area and, in fact, drove in a
four-wheel drive vehicle over it. I was
accompanied by a representative of the
mining company and also by a resident
of the town of Jerramungup. In addition,
I interviewed shire council members on the
spot and spoke with many others, and I
am convinced that if this area of 6,000
acres could be explored, and if there is
any possibility of finding coal in such
quantities and of such a type that the
company imagines is there, I am sure that
such a discovery would inject a great deal
of confidence into the people residing in
the area. Even the disclosure of the fact
that coal was there in proven quantities
would give new life to the people who at
present are not sure of the future of this
area,

The town of Jerramungup would not be
the only town that would benefit from the
disclosure that something may be possible
or that something may happen. Albany
would be another centre that would bene-
fit because the ore mined must be shipped
from the Port of Albany. There is no
other Port to which it could be transported.
The mining company has sent a letter to
us stating that the ore would be in a
treated condition when carted through
Jerramungup and this, in itself, would be
the means of setting up a small industry.

The member for Roe quite rightly -said
that it is expected that. initially. 30 or 40
men would be engaged to treat the coal;
and these men would have to be housed
in the town of Jerramung.up. Likewise, he
said that if these people were required,
the farmers would have a chance to earn
a living in a diversified interest right
at their back door. This would give the
farmers added confidence-they would be
able to help out by working in the mining
industry on actual work in the field or
they would be able to use their trucks on
a contract basis. This would give them
added confidence for their future.

The whole question revolves around a
small issue. A four-wheel drive vehicle
could have driven through this virtually
denuded area, and a few test holes could
have been spudded in to discover what lay
underneath. By so doing we could have
ascertained whether this area is the fourth
place In the world where montan wax
of this grade is found. The three other
areas are in regions that are not access-
ible to most of the world. I understand
that two of these areas are located behind
the Iron Curtain, and the remaining one
is In Canada.

Ths area at the junction of the Susetta
and Fitzgerald Rivers is strategically
placed, and the company concerned is
assured it has market inducement from
all over the world for this product.

Mr. Cook: That is not strictly correct.
Montan wax is being mined in many
countries, but the main deposits exist in
the places you have mentioned.

Mr. GAYFER: If the member for
Albany were to delve into the quality of
the product he would find that the quality
comparable with the Quality found in this
area in the south-west exists in only three
other regions in the world.

Mr. H. D. Evans: What is the percent-
age of the ruontan wax found in the Fitz-
gerald River area?

Mr. GTAYFER: We are not too sure.
I suggest that we get some of it out and
examine it. The samples which were
brought into this Chamber were taken off
the surface, and the samples have been
halved. In fact, the Minister for Mines
has agreed to have the samples assayed.

We will not know what lies underneath
the ground unless we put down test holes.
We have our suspicions of what lies uander-
neath, and all we want to do is to extract
some samples to prove our point.

'f he hearing of the applications in the
Warden's Court was withdrawn by the
Premier, We are now waiting for an
authority to be set up under legislation
for the purpose of environmental protec-
tion. Furthermore, we will have to wait
until due consideration has been given to
the new Mining Act and to the findings of
a committee of inquiry. After all that has
been done the enthusiasm which the min-
ing ccmp~any now has might have waned,
and the company might not be interested.

After having inspected this area at the
junction of the Susetta and Fitzgerald
Rivers I must back up what the member
for Roe has said in relation to the beauty
and to the apparent use of this reserve.
I believe that on the north-western side of
the State there are hundreds of thousands
of acres of land like the land in the
reserve. For the life of me I cannot see
why all the reserve should he retained.
I think that last year the member for
Albany mentioned the beautiful Qualup-
bell to be found on the reserve. As a matter
of fact I intended to bring similar wild-
flowers into this Chamber; these were
found not at the reserve but ini the pad-
docks of farmers, and they arc much better
than those found on the reserve. Royal
Makes, just as good as those found on the
reserve, grow in the neighbouring farmland
which has been cultivated and ploughed.

The area we inspected, stretching from
the rabbit proof fence to the junction of
the Susetta and Fitzgerald Rivers, was
indeed a barren wilderness. As far as a
tourist attraction or scenery is concerned,
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this area is lacking. I would point out
that on leaving the area arnd moving to
the east and to the south one can see
magnificent stretches of country which, I
think, should be preserved for the very
reasons mentioned in the past not only
by the member for Albany but others who
have surveyed this region.

Mr. Cock: Do you want to oppose mining
in that area?

?jly. GAYFE R: We cannot oppose mining
in that area, because mining leases have
been granted.

Mr. Cook: The right to mine has been
granted, but what about the areas that
have been pegged?

Mr. GAYFER: The areas that have been
pegged can be prospected, because the
right was granted before the areas were
turned into a reserve. I am referring to
the area west of the original line, where
interest lies in the 6,000 acres. No harm
would be caused by permitting a vehicle,
and two men and a geologist to spud in
a few boles to examine what lies under-
neath. I hasten to add that after those
operations have taken place no-one will
be able to see where the area has been
disturbed. The hands-off attitude is a very
commendable one, and I am aware of what
the member for Albany has tried to raise
by interjection, but if in the centre of
King's Park there was a mineral which
could be mined, and it was a cure for
some disease like cancer, I wonder whether
we would adopt the hands-off attitude.

Mr, A. R. Tonkin: What disease would
you be able to cure by mining in the
Fitzgerald River area?

Mr. GAYFER: I have told the honour-
able member what benefit would accrue.
'The mining operations there would en-
gender confidence in the south-west por-
tion of the State. If the honourable
member were to go down there he would
know about the position.

Mr. flTartrey interjected.
Mr. GAYFER: The honourable member

.said that the disease we would cure is
"Tonkinitis." if in the centre of King's
Park such a mineral existed, we would
not adopt a hands-off attitude. I am sure
that we would all agree to have the de-
posit examined, If the deposit is proven
then the terms and conditions to be Im-
pos~ed to bring the area back to its former
state, after the mining operations, will
have to be determined; and the value of
the mineral wilt have to be measured
against the value of environmental pro-
tection.

That is virtually what Is required in the
Susetta and Fitzgerald Rivers area. We
should permit the mining company to go
Into the area and ascertain whether the
coal seam that bears such a great quant-
ity of montan wax is extensive. If it is

not, then no harm is caused. The com-
pany is fully aware that the environmental
protection authority-after Dr. O'Brien
has made a decision on this matter-will
require that certain salient features be
restored and the area reafforested. I
should not use the word "reafforested"
because there are no forests in that region.
However, by the time the director is fin-
ished he might insist on the planting of a
forest, and possibly wildflowers, to make
the area a worthy tourist attraction.

The area which the company wishes to
test drill contains no river systems which
would be interrupted, and for the life of
me I see no reason for any delay. I can-
not see why we should wait until the en-
vironmental committee is established and
the new mining legislation is introduced.
I understand that that legislation is to be
a virtual rewrite of the law. In the interim
time marches on and I feel sure the
company will get cold feet and the mon tan
wax will remain in the area undisturbed
forever and a day.

As I said before, I appreciate the man-
ner in which the Minister answered the
member for Roe, but I cannot agree with
his contention that the matter cannot be
submitted to the Warden's Court for an
immediate decision. The officers at the
court realise this is an exceptional matter
and the warden could consider it and the
Minister should then give the company
the power to explore its lease. I support
the motion,

MIL. W. A, MANNING Narrogin)
[8.57 p.m.]: For a number of reasons I
wish to support the motion moved by the
member for Roe. First of all I would like
to say that I wonder how long we can
expect a mining company which is inter-
ested in the montan wax in the area to
sit back and mark time. Naturally this
delay is costing the company money while
we beat about the bush.

Mr. Davies: They will sit back as long
as there is a bob in it.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: Is the Minister
interested in any industry? What is he
complaining about?

Mr. Gayfer: We want industry for a
country town. That is what we are after.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: Surely the
Minister is interested in an industry for
the country, especially In an area which
the Government has stated is in need of
help; that is, Albany. However, that is
not the line of my thoughts.

I would like to give the background to
the area with which we are dealing. It
comprises 604,000 acres, which is a lot of
land. It is 604 King's Parks side by side,
and in anyone's language, that is an area
which is really worth while because of its
magnitude. The area required by the
company is 8,000 acres so there would still
be 598 King's Parks left if this area was
set aside for the mining of the wax.

819
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It is our responsibility to ensure that
due consideration is given to the mining
of this wax for which a market exists.
Because of the suggestion that mining will
be carried out in the Fitzgerald River Re-
serve some people have objected. I am as
interested as anyone in conservation, but
I would suggest that conservation just for
the sake of conservation, when nothing
exists to conserve, is foolish; and in order
to ascertain the Position, in company with
the member for Roe and the member for
Avon, I recently visited the area. We
went through Jerramungup. eastward and
then southward, and the country contain-
ed nothing of interest except in the middle
of the reserve.

In order to Protect its interests the
company has Pegged 48,000 acres, although
it does not require that amount, but it
has not been given the opportunity to
negotiate.

Certain organisations - governmental
and otherwise-have protested about the
alienation or leasing of any part of the
reserve, but when they were asked to dis-
cuss the matter they refused to do so. A
conference was to be held in order that
the various viewpoints might be presented,
but the reply given to the request was
that "if we do not intend to concede any-
thing, what is the use of conferring?" I
think this is a very difficult and obstruc-
tive attitude.

The Government had a good foundation
for the opinion revealed by the Minister
for Mines who I am sorry is not here while
we are talking on the subject.

A member: He has just arrived.
Mr. W. A. MANNING: He is here now.

but only just.
A Government member: He Is all there.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I think the mat-
ter should be reconsidered. Last year the
previous Government Introduced what was
called a mark-time Bill for environmental
Protection. This Government has seen fit
not to Proclaim that legislation, but in-
tends to wait for a better measure. it
seems to me we would be a lot better off
working temporarily under the legislation
submitted last Year than to wait for a
new Act. At the moment we have nothing
whatever.

The Government has decided that it
will not permit this matter to be dealt
with In the Warden's Court although it
had been scheduled and the company had
arranged to bring witnesses from the
Eastern States. The hearing was post-
poned at very short notice. I believe the
situation should be reconsidered and the
case should be permitted to go before the
Warden's Court and this, of course, is the
basis of the motion. It Is simply a request
that this be done. The case could then
be heard and perhaps an opportunity
given to the company to test the reserve.

I do not think members opposite realise
that the company cannot do anything at
the Present time. It has no way of prov-
ing the reserve and all the difficulties sug-
gested may never eventuate because we
do not know whether the testing the com-
pany desires to undertake if given per-
mission will prove fruitful or fruitless.
The company has been deprived of the
opportunity to ascertain this.

In order to avoid too much waste of time
the company should be given permission
to explore.

Those who have been opposed to the
granting of any mining lease in the re-
serve have made some very wild state-
ments. They have said that if permission
were given to this company, it would open
the way to the granting of other mining
leases. Surely anyone with any sense would
know that because one lease is granted
it does not necessarily follow that others
must be granted. Each application is
dealt with on its merits.

Those opposed to the leases also said
that it is inevitable that a town and port
would be constructed. This was another
of the wild statements made. Imagine
constructing a port at Bremner Bay for
the export of 10,000 tons a year! This
is ridiculous, but these are the statements
being made. It has been said that be-
cause a town and a port would be estab-
lished Albany would be deprived of the
shipments. These statements are so per-
fectly ridiculous that we wonder how they
can be made.

Mr. Gayfer: It should be remembered
the company wants to disturb only 46
acres a year.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: That is right.
Each year an area of 46 acres only Is
to be disturbed. As I have said, any dis-
turbance would deprive no-one of any-
thing worth while.

I have already mentioned that when
we went to inspect the area the member
for Avon, the member for Roe, and I went
in from the east and north and camne out
in a southerly direction where the country
was entirely different. I agree that if the
company wanted to mine some of the
beautiful country in the south I would be
Opposed to the Idea. It appears that many
of those who opposed this scheme have
not even been to the area and yet they
are obstructing what could be a nice little
industry employing roughly about 40
people, which would be very worth while.
A treatment plant would not be necessary
in the reserve. This could be established
over the boundary and the raw material
transported to it for treatment.

It is most desirable that inquiries should
continue in order that we shall know the
worth of the deposit. The subject has
been covered fairly well by previous speak-
ers, but I have added the weight of my
argument because what I have said is the
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true position. I hope the Government will
avoid further delay and encourage the
establishment of an industry where it
would be very welcome.

As Is known, some farmers in the area
have suffered in recent times, and there
is no reason for employment not to be
Provided now that an industry is possible.
I appeal to the Government to give the
matter further consideration and to
change its opinion so that the applications
can come before the warden's court.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Nalder.

KWINANA-BALGA POWER LINE
Delay Pending Survey: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 11th August,
on the following motion by Mr. Thomp-
son:

That, in the opinion of this House,
no decision should be made on the
construction of the high voltage power
lines from Ewinana to Balga until a
survey by the proposed Environmental
Protection Council or a competent
independent authority has been sub-
mitted to the Government, and laid
on the Table of the House.

MR. JAMIESON (Belmont-Minister
for Electricity) [9.07 p.m.]: I1 would first
like to indicate to the House that I oppose
this motion, and for some very good reas-
ons. Perhaps some of the reasons have
been best explained by the speakers from
the Country Party who have just been
dealing with another motion wherein those
members pointed out the great difficulties
which would accrue If all matters had to
receive the approval of some department
which is not yet in existence.

I would like to draw the attention of the
House to the requirements of the State
Electricity Commission Act. Paragraph
(d) of section 27 sets out very clearly the
responsibilities of the commission to carry
out investigations into the safest, most
economical, and most effective means of
promoting, establishing, extending, and
improving works for the generation, trans-
mission, distribution, supply, and use of
electricity or other power throughout the
State, particularly for industrial, manu-
facturing, and rural purposes, and making
cheap electricity or other power available
to consumers in the country districts of
the State.

The commission faces many problems in
living up to the requirements of the Act.
If we place a further impost on the com-
mission by imposing certain restrictions so
that, in the long run, it will be faced with
additional expense, then everybody-In-
cluding those living in country districts-
will have to pay for that impost.

We can all have our own personal views
on desecration of the environment, and
with all due respect to some of the con-
stituents of the member for Darling Range

-and their houses--I think those people
are desecrating the environment by build-
ing houses of a colour which does not
harmonise with the normal colours of the
Darling scarp, and makes it look a shock-
ing mess. Those people are complaining
that their view will be despoiled by the
erection of the power lines.

Those people who are living in glass
houses should look around to see what
they, themselves, are doing to the Darling
scarp. They should examine their own
situation before getting too excited about
what somebody else might do. The mem-
ber for Darling Range has stated he be-
ieves the State Electricity Commission Act
was never intended to cope with the con-
struction of power lines of the magnitude
of those at Present Proposed. He also
said there was no requirement in the Act
for the State Electricity Commission to
take into consideration matters affecting
the environment. He advances this argu-
ment as a reason for a review of what is
proposed.

It is true the State Electricity Commis-
sion Act does not specifically require the
commission to take environmental matters
into consideration but it is equally true
that the commission does, in fact, pay con-
siderable attention to this matter. The
surveyors who recently were engaged on
detailed investigation of the alternative
routes which have been proposed were
specifically Instructed to keep the matter
of aesthetics continually in mind, together
with the avoidance of interference with
any dwellings and other major structures.

It must be emphasised that there are
other factors besides those of aesthetics
and the effect on the environment to be
taken into account in the location of
transmission lines of this nature, and it is
believed that the commission adequately
appreciates the weight which must be
given to all these important factors.

In connection with the amount of dam-
age to natural vegetation which could re-
sult from the construction of the power
lines, it must be pointed out that the
foothills route is very largely cleared of
natural vegetation and this no doubt was
one of the factors that inifluenced the
Metropolitan Region Planning Authority
in its suggestion that this route should be
followed.

In respect of the valleys route, should
this be chosen, the commission has under-
taken to keep the amount of clearing down
to the absolute minimum. In many in-
stances the lines will fly over the natural
vegetation without disturbance and there
is no intention that there will be a con-
tinuous swathe of clearing as has been
suggested in some quarters.

I would like to comment on the petitions
which have been presented. I think it
is highly relevant that the member for
Darling Range has himself pointed out
that the great bulk of the signatures have
come from people who are not resident
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in the area. The member for Darling
Range has drawn inference that this in-
dlicates a li;h degree of interest by people
resident cutslde the affected areas and.
whifle thais r'night be the case, it is perhaps

rer likely that as is common in such
petitions, theic has been a stirring up of
inte~czt among people who are not pro-
pcrly informed on the issue. It is my view,
as already inoicated by the Premier in
t he House, that it is not necessary to refer
this matter to the environmental protec-
tion council. The State Electricity Com-
mission, un er its Act, is empowered to
cairyI. Gut such works.

It has already been stated that the corn-
mi~sion Nvas constituted to relieve the Goy-
ermcnnt of the detaiped running of a large
public utility, and the're is provision under
the Act for appeal where there is any dis-
agreement with its Proposals.

The commission is, of course, subject to
myself as Minister and hence responsible
to the Qoverrment for its actions. The
memb er for Darling Range has said that
he "fails to see where any proper pro-
cedures are contained within the State
Electricity Comrni-sin Act when you i-e-
late it to the ,wotection of environment."
Mr. Speaker, a I have said before, there
is no specif c et ei ence in the State Elec-
tricity Commission Act to protection of
the environment; but this is only one of
the factors vrhich the commission wvill take
into account and there are Provisions for
alppsl against its Proposals.

The memabe' r for Darling Range has dealt
with the matter of aesthetics and the
opinions of myself and Mr. Gillies. There
are many similar high voltage transmis-
sion lines constructed throughout the
world. At the Present time there is no
prospect of an alternative method within
the economic grasp of this State or, in
fact, of most of the electricity undertak-
ings throughout the world. It must be
accepted that transmission lines are neces-
sary for the transmission of electric power.
It is true that our city has not reached
the same degree of development as some
cities, but this gives us the opportunity
to plan for the future. This Is one of
the reasons for the transmission lines
which the State Electricity Commission
has planned. The lines are making pro-
vision for the future. The duplication
which is intended will Provide the neces-
sary security and the detailed design of
the lines provides for Progressive upgrad-
ing so that the future needs of the metro-
politan area and, indeed, the State, will be
met for many years to come.

Unless this Provision is made now, it will
be very difficult indeed to cope with the
Problem of electricity supply in the future,
because even at this stage of our develop-
ment we have found many barriers to the
ideal straighat line between the two ter-
minal Points, Reference to the map of
the metropolitan area will show the areas

of intense development where it would be
highly impracticable to run lines of this
nature; the river which forms a natural
barrier, the airports, and the hills them-
selves.

The Group D Committee of the Metro-
politan Region Planning Authority had had
referred to it the number of routes that
have been considered-the member for
Darling Range has made the point that the
Blouse has been informed that only two
routes have been seriously considered, This
is true, but it is equally true that in arriving
at the two alternatives other Possible routes
have been examined up to the point where
they have had to be disczrded. There is
notlhig unusual in this but I would com-
ment on the four routes which the member
folr Darling Range has mentioned in his
speech.

rirstiy, the coastal plain route: The
coastd route was the first natural choice
of the State Electricity Commission be-
cause it was the shortest, but early in the
investigation the Department of Civil
Aviation made it Quite clea r that the line
could not nass close to the airport because
of the hei-ht restrictions applying to the
fli~ht nibs, and also the prospective inter-
ferce to the navigational aids and com-
rnuv~lcaticns which are an essential part
of airport operation. I will comment later
on th- apparent conflict between the con-
ern over aeronautical communications
and navigational aids and the commission's
staitement that television and radio recep-
tiona will not normally be interfered with.
This is a point also raised by the member
for Darling Range. The objections of the
Department of Civil Aviation were the
malior cause of the abandonment of further
ccns94deration of this route.

Secondly, the escarpment route: At this
time, by negotiation with the shires, the
commission actively investigated the route
which has come to be known as the escarp-
meat route. There had, of course, beeni
liaison between the commission and the
Town Planning Board and the Metropoli-
tan fle ion Planning Authority on this
matter. Through these bodies the Metro-
politan Group D District Planning Com-
mittee became involved and in March,
1970. the committee was addressed on this
matt-r by an officer of the commission.

Thirdly, the foothills route: I am in-
formed that the foothills route evolved in
the Metropolitan Region Planning Auth-
ority as a result of discussions with the
Group D District Planning Committee, and
also the technical committee of the Metro-
politan Region Planning Authority.

Fourthly, the eastern route: In January,
1971, the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority requested the attendance of the
commission's offiers at a meeting to be
attended by representatives of each local
government authority which would be
affected by the alternative routes then
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under consideration; that is, the foothills
and the escarpment routes. At that meet-
ing it was suggested that the more east-
erly route also be examined. This route
was chosen by the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority and is possibly the
route referred to by the member for Darl-
ing Range as following a very devious line.
The Metropolitan Region Planning Auth-
ority doubtless had very good reasons for
the diversions which it showed. The
diversions would be necessary to keep the
route out of the public view as much as
possible, which would be the principal
reason for its preference as an alternative
to the foothills and escarpment routes. It
is estimated that this route would cost
approximately $4,000,000 more than the
foothills route. in view of this serious
financial disadvantage, the route was not
further considered and the commission put
in hand detailed surveys of the foothills
and the escarpment alternatives, Thus it
is true to say only two routes have been
considered in detail, but in arriving at
these two routes, four have been considered.

I am aware that the Guildford Gram-
mar School authorities are concerned about
the crossing of their playing fields by one
of the power lines. This is necessary be-
cause of the severe restriction in available
routes caused by intense areas of develop-
ment along Great Eastern Highway.

I mnight mention here that I was to have
received a deputation from the Guildford
Grammar School Board led by the member
for Swan. Because of this motion and my
respect for the responsibilities of the House
in that I could not anticipate the result
of the motion, it was necessary for me to
cancel the meeting at this stage.

Also, the honourable member moving
the motion requested urgently that I see
a deputation in respect of the effects of
the route through the foothills. I had to
reply to this also-that it would be be-
yond the bounds of respect for the House
at this stage as I am not able to antici-
pate the decision of the House. although
I very clearly know my own intentions.
However, I would like to make it known
that while this motion is before the House
it would be quite improper in my opinion
for me to meet a deputation: the House
might adopt a different attitude alto-
gether.

Part of the concern expressed by the
school authority relates to the possibility
of interference with radio, television, and
equipment In the school's laboratory. The
member for Darling Range has quoted a
paper, presumably that by J. L. W. Har-
vey, which was delivered at the Workshop
on Radio Interference held in the Univers-
ity of New South Wales on the 17th
February, 1970. The member for Darling
Range said that this paper "stated quite
categorically that this radio and television
interference was a problem aind that these

lines are causing difficulty in the Eastern
States." I now quote from a summary
of the paper as follows:-

The paper discussed radio frequency
interference (r.f.i. from transmission
lines and stations, dealing in the first
place with rnf~i. from extra high volt-
age (e.h.v.) lines where the predom-
inant cause is corona discharge from
lines under normal operating condit-
ions.

Anybody having experience with corona
discharge would realise this has very
limited area and scope and it is only
activity caused by the ionisation of gas
particles immediately adjacent to highly
charged electrical conductors. If it is not
high voltage, at least it must be very high
frequency. The report con tinues-

Typical values of r.f.i. from line cor-
ona and from discrete point sources
are given, with the means available
in the design stage for controlling the
rSf.i. Interference from causes other
than surface corona under normal
conditions is also discussed. This is
due generally to localised discharges
at points of high potential gradient.
These discharges occur on lines of all
voltages but most commonly on the
much greater lengths of lines operat-
ing below e.h.v. The treatment is to
locate the point of discharge and
apply corrective measures.

Members will have noticed if they have
driven their motor vehicles with the radio
on, when they get to the end of a length
of high tension main, the interference in-
creases. It Is due to the tailing off and
the straining of the circuit characteristics
that this happens. The report continues-

Reference is made to the character-
istics of r.f. noise from power systems
and to cases where special co-ordina-
tion measures are required with the
radio services of other authorities.

It is true to say that this paper recognises
the possibility of radio interference from
electricity power systems, but it is im-
portant to note that these discharges are
said to occur on lines of all voltages and
most commonly on the much greater
lengths of lines operating below extra
high voltage. It must be emphasised that
the lines which we are considering are
extra high voltage lines.

The paper discussed In detail the possi-
bilities of interference being caused, and
the cures. In the conclusion it is stated
thus-

Generally the problems of interfer-
ence from Power lines can be diverted
into two classes:
(a) Radio frequency interference

from surface corona on lines and
fittings under normal operating
conditions, generally, from lines
operating from voltages above ap-
proximately 100 kV.
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(b) Radio frequency interference
from causes other than surface
corona under normal operating
conditions, which may affect lines
at all voltage but most commonly
lines operating at voltage below
approximately 100 kV.

Treatment in case (a) is normally ft
matter of line design. In case (b)
interference is usually due to some
abnormal position which can be cor-
rected.

Therefore, members will see that in the
opinion of the authority the member for
Darling Range quoted, it is considered
that these can be corrected by line design
or, if some abnormal situation arises, it
can be corrected after examination.

It is important to note that lines which
are operating at voltages similar to those
already in use in the State can cause such
interference If they are not properly de-
signed and maintained. It is perhaps
even more important to note that trouble
is more c-ommon with low voltage than
with high voltage, and particularly with
extra high voltages.

It would appear that the member for
Darling flange has drawn an incorrect
inference from this paper and his state-
ment that the commission and myself have
not been entirely accurate in stating that
there will be no Interference of this nature
is not correct. I would point out that
neither the commission nor myself stated
that there would be no interference. We
had both stated that under normal condi-
tions there would be no Interference and
that if any interference does occur It can
and will be corrected.

I would now refer to the objection of
the Department of Civil Aviation to the
transmission lines on the score of their
possible interference with navigational and
communication aids as applied to aircraft
operations. While it can be said that the
situation In respect of domestic radio and
television reception is satisfactory under
normal circumstances, it would be quite
wrong to accept a condition where there
was any prospect of even occasional Inter-
ference with these highly important
navigational and communication aids as
applied to aircraft operation.

For instance, if malfunction of the line
occurred for a brief period it might not
affect anyone except to cause television
sets to gyrate in some peculiar manner, but
if an aeroplane were relying upon a flight
path indicator and such a situation occur-
red, then, of course, the danger to the
lives of the Passengers on board the aero-
plane would be of paramount concern and
the Department of Civil Aviation would be
Quite justifi;ed in objecting strongly to any
such situation should It arise.

'The member for Darling Range has
made reference to an article which ap-
peared in the National Trust of New South
Wales Bulletin and to the activities of a

group of people known as the Escarpment
Protection Committee. The views of such
people are respected but It must be re-
cognised that their point of view is direct-
ed towards any interference with the
environment. Any development, any struc-
ture, or any public work must Interfere
in some measure with the environment.

I think we would all be aware that
probably the people who desecrate the
environment most would be the farmers
in the community, but we do not deny
their right to pursue their fanning
activities for the purpose of earning a
living. The natural environment must be
destroyed when millions of acres are de-
nutted of vegetation.

The building of roads, the clearing of
land for farms and orchards, the build-
ing of houses, shops, amenities, etc., all
interfere with the environment but they
are accepted as being necessary to provide
homes, means of transport, and so on for
members of the community. Power trans-
mission is another of these activities which
must be Provided. I can assure the House
that full weight will be given to aesthetic
and environmental matters when making
a decision and choosing between the alter-
native routes which are being considered.

Referring now to the more technical
part of the honourable member's proposi-
tion and the advice he has received from
Mr. E. Winship, I would point out that
the S.E.C. is charged with the respon-
sibility of providing as reliable a supply
of electric power as is economically prac-
ticable. I have been assured by the com-
mission that it would not be prepared to
rely on a single link when considering
the amount of power which has to be
transmitted. I am Informed that if a
single link were to be provided, loss of
this link would cause the system to be-
come unstable with risk of system shut
down, This is a risk which the comm is-
sion is not prepared to build into its
system. I should explain that a double
circuit line constructed on a single row
of towers is considered as a single link
from the risk point of view. I think Mr.
Winship, with his extensive knowledge as a
power authority and engineer from Great
Britain, would have an abundant realisa-
tion of this situation.

As I was saying, this is a risk which the
commission is not prepared to build into
its system. On the contrary, two separate
tovier lines Properly installed In the one
reservation are not subject to simultaneous
outaqe from the one event and hence
would provide the system security which
is necessary.

It is Quite true to say that if only one
line were to be constructed there would be
substantial savinigs, but the commission
and the Government are not prepared to
adopt this course of action.
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The commission's forward planning in-
dicates that to continue electrical supplies
to the suburbs north of the river, and to
places as far away as Northampton in the
north and Koolyanobbing in the east, It is
necessary to build these transmission
lines.

The commission has the choice of build-
ing many lines of moderate capacity or
very few of considerable capacity. The
inability to obtain a large number of
routes involving an almost continuous
building programme has led to the decis-
ion to build two high capacity lines which
will meet the requirements for at least 20
Years. and so set up a sound backbone
system to serve future generations.

The system, as well as being adequate,
must be within the capacity of the Gov-
ernment and the commission to finance.
Any degree of refinement can be built into
a system, but if it is beyond the capacity
of the community to pay for it, it has to
be abandoned. On this score members will
recall all our planning for the future,
even the ideas relating to the P.R.T.S.
transport report are all based upon the
capacity of the community to pay. If we
go beyond this point we certainly get into
a state of either bankrupting the Govern-
muent or denuding the public of finance
and causing prices to rise to an exorbitant
degree.

The commission in its planning endeav-
ours to come up with Proposals that will
be adequate, reasonably acceptable, and
within Its capacity to finance. The motion
is that some body other than the com-
mission should determine how the com-
mission does that for which it was set up.

The reason given Is that the commis-
sion's Act was never intended to cope with
the construction of power lines. The
commission's Act is not an old one-having
been passed in 1946 at which time the
art and science of electrical transzission
had advanced well past its Infancy. Steel
tower transmission lines were on the draw-
ing board in Western Australia in 1944
and were in use in Victoria and this is the
type envisaged for our metropolitan area
"horseshoe." Steel tower lines at 330,000
volts were in operation when the Act was
drafted. It Is unrealistic to suggest that
when the commission's Act was written
high voltage power lines of the type now
under consideration were not envisaged.

Environment has for many years been
a condition to be satisfied In all new
works. in recent times some people have
realised this aspect of major works
and they have jumped on the bandwagon
in an attempt to advance this require-
ment from one of many to that of the
governing criteria. If they are successful,
our standard of living will cease to exist
and we will return to nature. Specialist
authorities without the responsibility to

get a Job done can place impossible con-
ditions on the "workhorses" of the com-
munity such as the State Electricity Com-
mission.

Much of what the honourable member
has had to say deals with the alleged
public interest in power line construction
and the possible unsightliness of an as-
sumed construction. At this time it is
not known where it is intended to put the
lines nor how they will look against the
countryside. Until these decisions are
ma-de, there is little purpose in consider-
ing objections, and until practical alterna-
tives can be presented we must follow the
well defined path of experience to avoid
collapses of our electrical system which
were too frequent in the late 1940s.

Public petitions are often suspect. In
this case I understand that canvassing
took place in city hotels, drive-in theatres,

adon the road when motorists were
flagged to a stop to add their names.
Suc~h actions do not savour of spontan-
eity, but do considerable credit to the
efforts of a small band of zealous people
assisted by school children.

A major work already timetabled into
a generating plant ins tallation programme
cannot be held up pending legislation not
yet tabled, and whose contents may have
no bearing on the matter. Such delay
could result in the electrical collapse of
the metropolitan electricity system. The
State Electricity Commission is charged,
In general terms, with the responsibility
of ensuring that the community's electric-
al needs are met, and to carry out this
responsibility it must have powers. The
building of transmission works are part
of those powers, and the Act permits local
authorities, which might consider them-
selves to be injured by the actions of the
commission, to appeal to the Minister.

I have received several groups of people
in my office who have complained about
the environment being affected by this
power line and about the unsightiness of
the pylons. In this regard I have the
good fortune to occupy an office -which is
located within four and a hailf miles of
the largest pylons that have been built in
this State. They follow the Roe Free-
way, along Riverton, across the river, and
to the back of East Victoria Park. These
pylons are 8D feet high, but from my
office they cannot be seen except when
the light conditions are favourable. I
have pointed this out to a number of the
people who have complained about the
power line in question.

The same situation will arise if the
Power line is established on the more
westerly of the two rout-es, although the
exact route has not yet been determined.
Some people preume that the more west-
erly of the two routes would be the less
costly one, but again this matter has not
yet been determined. The alternative
route under consideration passes over a
considerable amount of Crown land, and
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this route will not require the same num-
ber of easements and land resumptions
that the more westerly route requires.

,rhe proposed Pylons will be 140 feet in
height. We have all read the letters deal-
ing with this subject which have appeared
in the Press, but I was rather impressed
with one which appeared this morning.
The writer said that if a double row of
pylons was to be built, they should be
built in tandem. As far as I have been
led to believe, that is the proposal.

The effect on the environment will be
reduced as much as possible. A few
people will be affected by the power line,
but that possibly is their bad luck. How-
ever, I do not blame them for complaining.
When moves are made in certain direc-
tions, adverse effects are often felt. In
these cases some people are disadvantaged,
whilst others are advantaged.

In rcgard to the power lines and pylons
which have been built throughout the
State, in many cases some people who
thought they would be affected used
devious methods to reroute the lines to
their own advantage. Not long ago it was
intended to establish a new power line
over farming land, but it seemed that
every farm affected had an airstrip or a
potential airstrip in an area not renowned
for aerial agriculture. This forced the
S.E.C. to consider alternative routes, but
finally one property owner was asked
whether he had an airstrip or a potential
airstrip on his property. The reply was in
the negative. The next thing that hap-
pened was that the line was established
across his paddocks, right in front of the
windows of his house. That is the situa-
tion which often arises. Many of the
people affected had no intention of estab-
lishing an airstrip on their properties, but
they claimed they did have the intention
to prevent the Power flie from being estab-
lished across their properties.

In respect of this question I have had
the luck of purity. Members opposite who
were in the last Parliament will remember
when the question of erecting the power
line across the Swan River was before the
House. At that time I said that I could
not see it would detrimentally affect the
environment or the Swan River. Indeed,
I have been proven to be correct, despite
the claim by the mayor of East Fremantle
that many People still objected. What was
objected to then and still objected to is
the establishment of the Power line along
the streets of East Fremantle, and not so
much the establishment of the pylons
which carry the line across the river.
When the division on the motion was
taken, members opposite will recall that
I voted with the then Government. I
would remind them of that occasion,

From time to time Incidents like this
occur, and they should be judged on the
circumstances existing at the time, and
not so much on whether we favour a move
in one district or another.

I have already mentioned that the
largest pylons in this State can be seen
with difficulty from my office. I have also
had the experience of having a section of
this power line built over residences in my
electorate. Not on any occasion do I re-
call hearing a complaint that the line
caused interference to radio or television
reception, looked unsightly, or damaged
property.

Mr. Thompson: I suggest you contest
the Darling Range seat as the next Labor
candidate.

Mr. JAMIESON: I would not be that
silly.

Mr'. Bickerton: Let the member for Darl-
ing Range contest the Fremnantle seat as
a Liberal in the next election.

Mr. JAI IESON: People can be upset
by ,theeevents, and invariably their
natural line of thought is focussed on some-
thing that has taken place. The group
of people who have raised opposition to
the routing of the Kwinana-Balga power
line have become very emotionally charged;
but with the pylons established at five
to the mile they will be located far apart
and will interfere with very few people.
They will be established sufficiently far
from the metropolitan area. If the line is
established along the more westerly of the
two routes it will upset some people, and
if it is established along the second route
it will upset others. Whichever way we
go, we face the situation that the power
line must be built to serve the needs of
the people.

Recently when I was in Queensland I
took particular notice of the power lines
around the countryside, and what I Saw
savoured of progress. If we want progress
in the future then we have to put up with
the problems that arise.

I see nothing wrong with the pylons;
in fact I see something majestic about
them. However, beauty is in the eye of
the beholder, and mny eye beholds little
beauty in the majestic homes occupied
by some of the people who are objecting
to the establishment of the power line
along the escarpment. The S.E.C. is aware
of its responsibilities. It has responsible
officers who try to do the best they pos-
sibly can for the public. They have
served the people well, and they have pro-
vided reasonably cheap Power. They have
been able to keep up with the require-
ments for electricity, despite the few
problems which arose just before the Pre-
vious Minister for Electricity surrendered
his portfolio. Other than that we have
had a fairly good run from the State
Electricity Commission in recent years.

I must point out that when appeals
come forward and there are no satisfac-
tory alternatives, I do not redirect the
route from one person's property over an-
other person's property. The people as a6
whole have to share the responsibility.
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Many of the People who are living at
the back of the Newburn district settled
there a few years ago thinking they would
not be disturbed. They settled there for
peace and quietness. Today they find rail-
way shunting taking place, backwards and
forwards all night.

Nothing very much can be done about it.
Some rural people have had to shift be-
cause of the disturbance to their poultry
activities; but again, this is one of the
penalties we nius pay for continued de-
velopment in the metropolitan area. it has
been suggested that we adopt other
methods, such as underground cables.
However, such a system for high voltage
lines has not been adopted in any shape
or form in Australia with the exception, I
understand, of certain connections which
run from the underground power stations
in the Snowy Mountains hydro scheme to
take th2 cables to the towers above
the mountains. Any members who
have seen that scheme or the one In
Tasmania will know that the lines are not
unsightly, but they must be kept orderly.
The only complaint I have ever heard and
which I have explained to the commission
several times was that one row of towers
had become rusty and in an unkempt con-
dition. However, that was several years
ago, and that row has been renovated and
is now in a good state.

The smaller type of power linies in the
mietropolitan area cause a great deal of
concern to local authorities particularly
when a row is erected on each side of the
street. These are very objectionable.
Nothing is worse than a forest of poles all
over the place and if we can transfer our
power from one place to another in reason-
ably large doses so that we do not have
to erect these poles everywhere, we will
achieve something worth while.

Unfortunately so far we have not been
able to supply power from the north of the
city. Who knows what will transpire in
the future? Some limited coal has been
found in the Eneabba area and if it is
proved that the deposit is sufficient to
supply a power station, or the natural gas
is found to be economical enough to supply
a powver station north of the city, this will
help the situation, but it will not solve
the problem. The grid system will still
have to be tied together with very big
conductors in the form of the power lines
proposed.

We should continue to support the State
Electricity Commission and allow it to per-
form the duty for which it was established.
It has proved to be very efficient and I
hope it will continue in this fashion having
due regard for the problems of as many
citizens as possible and for the environ-
mental or aesthetic aspect involved. Hav-
ing studied the commission's activities in
a number of small substations like the one
at South Perth, I am sure that the com-
mission will act in a responsible manner.

With regard to the substation at South
Perth, the residents Prefer the substation
rather than neighbours next door to them
because the substation is a darned sight
quieter and far better kept. In view of
the Past activities of the commission I feel
we have no cause for fear and IL oppose the
motion.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr. T.
D. Evans (Treasurer).

MININ'G ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of
the sitting.

MR. COIJ'tT (Nedlands-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [9.54 P.m.]: The Min-
ister has explained this Bill has been
introduced by arrangement with the Oppo-
sition which Permitted the suspension of
Standing Orders because of a degree of
urgency as far as State interests are con-
cerned, During the debate on the motion
for the suspension of Standing Orders my
leader explained that we were prepared to
co-operate to permit the suspension, and
he also made it clear that we could not
at that stage commit ourselves on the
contents of the Bill because we had not
seen the measure. Wvie could only conjec-
ture as to what would be the Government's
objectives. We have now seen the Bill and
it has been a very hurried glance that we
have had.

Members will appreciate that when we
get a Bill of this magnitude-not in the
number of words, but in importance-a
number of interests must be reconciled. I
think the Government would agree that
basically the Bill attempts to achieve a
certain purpose by using a type of machin-
ery that most British Parliaments abhor.
They do their best to avoid it. I admit
that Governments of all colours have, from
time to time, found it necessary to resort
to this type of legislation to deal with a
special situation which has developed and,
inI the opinion Of the Government of the
day, is dangerous to the best interests of
the State.

I accept in good faith that the Govern-
mnent, just as much as the Opposition,
would be anxious to avoid this situation, so
we start the debate on this Hill on the basis
that the Government genuinely is in a
situation of some urgency and feels a
degree of concern for the State's best in-
terests.

However I want to make the point at
the start that we would like to register
the fact that we on this side of the House
do not go along with the principle that
is set out in subsection (3) of proposed
new section 277A. How we can overcome
this is open to some very serious discus-
sion if the Objective of the Government is
to be achieved. We in the Opposition, in
the limited time available to us, have been
exploring a number of alternatives so that
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the problems besetting the Government can
be overcome, but without going as far
as the particular subsection proposes in its
present form.

I have had the opportunity to confer
with the Minister concerned and to in-
dicate to him privately the type of alterna-
tives we have in mind to get his
reaction to them. He, of course, has been
very co-operative in the matter, as is to
be expected. Therefore I want to devote
most of my comments to discussing ways
and means whereby this situation can be
handled, and I hope the Government, to-
gether with the Opposition, can evolve
something which will be acceptable to
Parliament; that is, to both Houses.

I think the Government would have
helped its case considerably had it come
out quite frankly and said at the start
that it had, as a result of its rather bitter
experience, decided there was no alterna-
tive but to follow the Policy which was
laid down by the previous Government.
It is as well to recall some of the history
of this.

Prior to the election a cry went up from
certain gentlemen who had a vested in-
terest, that there was no Pilbara plan; and
this cry was taken up by the then Leader
of the Opposition who is now the Premier.
He took up a number of other cries from
these people-the criticism of the Robe
project, his reference to the Ludwig plan,
and one or two other matters--and his
words were ever so familiar.

However, we have had a lot of experience
with this situation and we tried to counsel
the Government as discreetly as we could
that it would do well to have a look at
what we had done and, if necessary, at
least have a conference with us of an un-
official nature to get some of the back-
ground. But the Government, not un-
naturally, as Is the wont of Governments
in my experience, did not see fit to follow
this course and now it finds itself face
to face with the very situation we said we
had experienced and we felt it would
experience.

I think the Government would have
done itself much more good and would
have at least placed itself and the Op-
position on an even footing in starting
to discuss this matter had it quite frankly
said it was committed to go on with this
type of programme and that this could
not be achieved unless some legislative
protection of this kind was available.

The first few pages of the Minister's
speech Indicate that this started from the
decision made on the 26th June. I be-
lieve this is where the Government made
a tactical error because that indication
is not appreciated by certain people on this
side of the House. My own point of view
is that I could not care less, but some
people do feel strongly about the matter.

This pattern was laid out and clearly
enunciated right from the start when the
first iron ore agreement was completed and
the first legislation was brought forward. It
would be remiss of me if I did not make
this point in fairness to those who sit with
me on this side of the House. We were
very conscious of the plan on which we
were working.

Mr.
Leader
minute

Bickerton: I think the Deputy
of the Opposition is enjoying every
of this.

Mr. COURT: I am not, really, because
this State would have been much better
served had the Government not become
involved in its promises to these two
gentlemen, and started to sing their songs
to their tunes-actually using their phrases.

When the Government took over it
could have started on the basis of some-
thing which had been established and
something which only had to be nurtured
to be brought to a successful conclusion.
While speaking, the Minister referred to
the fact that the Government indicated,
before It came into office, that It did not
intend to confiscate temporary reserves
where bona fitde rights could be satisfactor-
ily established. The Minister then went
on to say there was no departure from this
stated Intention.

I do not know that anyone who under-
stands the true situation could ever say
that the previous Government Intended to
confiscate temporary reserves where a
proper legal interest was established. On
the contrary, if we made a mistake at all
it was because we showed far too much
tolerance with these characters in trying
to get them to sit down and negotiate
something which was satisfactory. I
speak with some experience in this Matter,
as do some of my colleagues, because every
time we tried to sit down with those two
gentlemen to do something sensible In
respect of the Pilbara, area, they backed
away because they wanted to do it their
way.

They wanted complete control of the
areas, to develop them in any way they
wished. We could not surrender any part
of the area without a degree of co-ordina-
tion in respect of the valuable deposits
which exist in the Pilbara region. It is
interesting to note that none of the
experienced companies objected to this
type of discussion, or this type of negotia-
tion and arrangement. In every case the
other companies were prepared to enter
into more stringent commitments ahead
of the times set out in their agreements.

No-one objected to sitting around a
table and working out something which
wvas in the best long-term interests of the
State. They accepted that responsibility.
as sensible people. What was good for
the State was, in fact, good for them.
Such planning would not be as profitah1
in the immediate future Years, but S
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least it would be in the interests of all
concerned when measured in terms of
generations and, perhaps, a couple of
hundred years.

Having said that, I return to the con-
tents of the Dill. The Government would
be battlng to convince any deep thinker
on this matter that it had not set out
either to confiscate or abrogate-and I
syinpathise with the Government's pre-
dicament and its problem of phrasing it
in any other way-becaluse the words it
has used either mean the confiscation or
abrogation-or both, if there is a clis-
tinction-as distinct from the previous
Government's idea of very patiently try-
ing to negotiate.

We endeavoured to explain to the two
gentlemen that sooner or later the State
must win. No properly elected Govern-
mnent, unless that Government was com-
pletely irresponsible, could afford to sur-
render its responsibility to develop areas in
accordance with the Policy which would
achieve optimum results. We just did
not want a short and gay iife for the
Pilbara. We desired to get away from
the old system of mining which prevailed
In the early days of goldinining in this
country: take the best and leave the rest.
As is known, once that method is used
there is no Father Christmas to come
along to look after the dregs.

The Government now appears to have
set its course, which was the course we
had already set. The Government is try-
ing to create an atmosphere that this is
something new, that it has set a course
to bring about an increase in the produc-
tion of iron ore, to co-ordinate, develop,
and give a long life to the Pilbara area.

We, on this side of the House, are corn-
muitted to such a policy so the Govern-
ment does not have to argue on that
point. We laid the pattern and we believe
we are responsible for it; we do not in
any way at all surrender our desire to
see this development. In fact, we are
more than ever convinced, having watched
the events of the last few weeks, that
what we were trying to do was correct.

I think it is about time for us to try
to get the area into its correct perspec-
tive. For some reason or other, the Press
of Australia-particularly the Eastern
States' Press, not so much the local Press
-set out to devclop an atmosphere
amounting to a "feud." However, it is
the first time I have heard of a one-sided
feud, if such an event is possible. If such
a feud is possible, then it was created.

However, this atmosphere was generated
with a purpose and the present Govern-
ment is just starting to feel the cold blast
of it. It was very professionally done and
I think it is time we laid bare the
tie facto status of these two gentlemen in
the Pilbara region. One gets the impres-
sion that they are the Pilbara, and every-

thing has occurred as a result of them.
In point of fact, the situation is nothing
of the sort.

The Goldsworthy project started the
development as a result of Government
initiative in calling tenders at a time when
there was an embargo on the export of
iron ore. That approach developed into
agreements with 'Hamersley, Mount New-
man, Robe, and Deep Dale. They were
the agreements we regarded as the pioneer
agreements because they were negotiated
roughly at about the same time, and in
an atmosphere of uncertainty of iron ore
sales internationally.

It is interesting to note that in only
one of those areas were Hancock and
Wright involved, and that was Hamersley.
Mount Newman does not know how lucky
it was to have a man like Stan Hilditch,
who was one of the great prospectors
of our ime. He was a man of modesty
with no ambition to push Governments
about. He did his job, made a deal, and
retired from the scene. That was his way
of life. I think he has made a tremend-
ous contribution to the Pilbara and that
contribution has not been acknowledged
by enough people. We negotiated origin-
ally with Amax. We also negotiated with
companies such as C.S.R. and, later, B.H.P.,
and as a result we had the Mount New-
man project.

So the story goes on. There is cer-
tainly an aura around these two men.
A false "folk lore" has almost been built
up around them,. and it is time somebody
burst the balloon. A lot of wonderful
work has been done in the area by others
and it will be continued in the future. I
will refer to some of the decisions made by
the Government. We on this side of
the House believe that this Government
has made some wrong decisions so far
us the future of the Pilbara. is concerned.

This does not in any way alter the fact
that the Government is comumitted pub-
licly to go on with the type of programme
we had, but it is as well to explain why
we think these were bad decisions. For
instance, we would never have made a
decision to let the MeCamey's Monster,
Western Ridge, and Rhodes Ridge deposits
as new temporary reserves go to these
people without tidying up the whole of the
problem. This was our intention which
was clearly stated, as the Minister would
find on the files if he cared to look which,
indeed, he seems reluctant to do.

The fact is we felt the best way to
handle this problem was to deal with it
as a total one. There is a good reason
for this; namely, our objective after many
years of negotiating abroad-four years
to be Precise-was to finish up with a
major steel export complex on the east
coast and the west coast, using the re-
sources of both east and west to the best
national advantage. It took some selling.
This is what the Deputy Premier called
a "grandiose idea" when he was in Japan,
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but it was no grandiose idea; it was
simply plain hard work. The first time
there was a very cold response to it in
Germany, North America, Britain, and
Japan. It was not until 1968 that the
thaw started to set in and in that year
the Japanese set up a very high level
technical group. From that point on-
ward we started to make some real pro-
gress.

We believe that a large tonnage export
steel project will only get off the ground
in the east and west of Australia if there
is access to ore and coal on a basis which
Is very competitive. Let me hasten to
add, it will be successful only if it is big
enough in scale.

It will not even stand the raw material
export type of price, because we have other
factors working against us in Australia.
However, given scale and given a very
sensible attitude within Australia and the
availability of ore at a good price, we can
have what will be of tremendous value to
Australia.

We are talking about an industry
which, by 1985 if it is nurtured in
the proper political climate, will be worth
$5,000,000,000 per year and will generate
more than the whole of Australia's export
income at the present time. This Is no
pipe dream or grandiose scheme, but plain
hard facts. If it is properly nurtured that
will be the position.

One of the ingredients to get this pro-
perly established, in our opinion, was to
make sure that McCamey's and the Western
Ridge deposits 'were mined by negotiation
as part of the Mt. Newman complex.
Geographically and in every other way
they are so well located. 'This would
not cut anyone out. There would be no
confiscation but sensible negotiation, unless
someone should be so hungry as to want
everything. In such a case we were not
prepared to go along with them. By this
means we believed that Western Australia
-and this is the key to Western Australian
steel-would have a great steel industry
and New South Wales, and later Queens-
land, would be catered for from other
deposits in the Pilbara, but only if negoti-
ations were on the basis of complete co-
ordination and integration.

The Government has surrendered this
great advantage of having all these areas
under its control-as we left them for the
present Government-and now has virtually
handed one over for separate negotiation
and with temporary reserve conditions
which, of course, could present some pro-
blems for the Government when it comes
to negotiation of actual proposals.

Mr. Bickerton: I do not want to interrupt
your chain of thought, but who placed the
two people to whom you refer in such a
powerful position in the first place? Who
gave the temporary reserves? Why were

they allotted if in the mind of the Govern-
ment at the time there was the thought
that they would not carry out the obliga-
tions?

Mr. COURT: Let me view that in proper
Perspective. They do not have many of
the areas, because they were issued to other
People. I remind the member for Pilbara,
whose knowledge is probably as good as
any other member in this House on this
subject, that at the time of the great
Wittenoorn closure of the asbestos mine,
a terrific campaign was launched by these
people.

Sir David Brand: I'll say!
Mr. COURT: There were to be Australian

iron ore projects and all sorts of things.
Mr. Bickerton: You went along with this.

This is what I cannot understand.
Mr. COURT: Members have heard the

rest. They were going to reopen Witte-
noons.

Mr. Taylor: Build an oil refinery.
Mr. COURT: Yes, build an oil refinery,

and all sorts of things. Pressure came on
the Government of the day, and I would
be quite remiss if I did not say there was
pressure from certain sections on the other
side of politics as well as from sections on
our own side. They were given some areas.
Members know what happened there. They
came up with the first Hanwrlght agree-
ment and none of these things were done.
The only way the Hanwright agreement
was redeemed was by the Government ne-
gotiating a new Hanwright agreement.
This suited the Government's convenience
at the time because of the integration of
Paraburdoc and Tom Price ore. TOM Price
was low in phosphorous; Paraburdoo was
high. We did not want to lose too much
time in integrating the deposits. This is
the predicament that confronted the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. Bickerton: I realise this, but your
agreement with Hanwright, as far as the
Wittenoom areas are concerned, was not
much over three weeks after a Bill, piloted
by you and supported by myself and others
in the Opposition, went through this House.
It was renegotiated privately between
Hamersley Iron and the Hanwright group
with your blessing.

Mr. COURT: I am telling the honourable
member this. They made all these promises
and the ag-reement was entered into in
good faith by the Government and the
Parliament. They did niot honour any of
the promises, but I never heard members
of the Opposition or the Press screaming
blue murder and saying that these people
had not honoured their promises. The
then Governmient got that one out of a
mess. It sat around the table and got
Hamnersley Iron to take over the terms of
the Hanwrtght agreement and from it
camne the Paraburdoo development as well
as the Mt. Bruce agreement. At that time
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it suited us, because the Paraburdoo de-
posits were higher in phosphorous than
those at Tom Price and amalgamation was
the ideal exercise in the best interests of
the State.

Mr. Bickerton: Why did you not take
back the temporary reserves?

Mr. COURT: They were granted under
a ratifying agreement. It was done by
virtue of an Act of Parliament.

Air. Bickerton: Yes, the ones to which
you refer, but not all of them.

Mr. COURT: Consequently we turned
around and negotiated and we got more
far-reaching conditions out of Hameraley
than Hanwright. There were other areas
in the names of many people and had we
chopped them off at the socks there would
have been screams from all over the coun-
try that we were being tough on fellows
like Nicholas and Rhodes.

Mr. Bickerton: There would have been
no screams from me.

Mr. COURT: The honourable member
is one of the few who would have stuck
with us.

Mr. May: Are we not going to come in
for some screams now?

Mr. COURT: The Minister will find that
we are being more helpful than he thinks.
The point about this is that these people
were allowed to proceed as a matter of
good sense by the Government of the day.
We appreciated their situation that they
could not all get off the ground at the
one time. This is probably where we did
ourselves a disservice; namely, by trying
to be decent. However, we were dealing
with people who do not understand that
sort of thing. The Government has found
this out. I almost heard the Deputy
Premier screaming his head off, "They
cannot do that to me," or words to that
effect, We had a quiet chuckle over here
and, as I have said, we have heard this
so often. If it were not so serious from
the State's point of view it would have
its humour.

Mr. Bickerton: You should not have put
the present Government in that position.

Mr. COURT: We should not have put
the present Government in, full stop!

Mr. Bickerton: You didn't.
Mr. May: The present Government put

you out.
Mr. O'Neil: The Deputy Premier is being

very careful.
Mr. Graham: I did not hear from the

Deputy Leader of the Opposition whether
he agreed or disagreed with my observation
which he quoted.

Mr. COURT: I said that we felt for
you. We have been through it so often,
but no-one would believe us. They said,
"This is just Charlie or David or some-
body being nasty."

Mr. Bickerton: You did not do anything
about it.

Mr. COURT: We were trying to do the
right thing but these people did not want
to do the right thing.

Mr. Bickerton: You have taken all the
afternoon to come around to our way of
thinking.

Mr. O'Neil: Don't be too sure of the
way of thinking.

Mr. COURT: Let me make the point
to the member for Pilbara that if we do
support this Bill, it will be with great
pangs of conscience on the part of some
people. This has nothing to do with
Hancock and Wright. but is another
principle altogether which I want to deal
with.

Let me say that we have to look at the
Bill in two ways. 'The first is in the light
of the cold, hard, practical facts that
confront the Government, and the second
is on the basis of some of the decisions
of conscience that have to be made by
some members.

I presume there are people on the other
side who feel very strongly about proposed
new subsection (3). No member of Parlia-
ment in his right mind would take sub-
section (3) lightly. That does not mean
some of us do not accept that there are
emergencies when such a provision must be
used. Thank goodness they do not occur
very often. I hope when we get this one out
of the way the Government will not have
occasion to use it again.

Mr. Graham: I think what you said is
absolutely right. This has not given any
great pleasure to the Government. It is
sheer necessity that has caused the Bill to
come forward.

Mr. COURT: We are approaching it in
that way. As I said earlier, we accept in
good faith that the Government has done
this under great stress and in an emerg-
ency, but we realise there are people on
this side, as well as on the other side, who
have pangs of conscience about Proposed
new subsection (3), regardless of what we
think of these two characters. That is an-
other matter altogether. Some of us have
to be careful to divorce ourselves from the
two situations.

Mr. O'Neil: The Sunday Independent
will be free next Sunday, I understand.

Mr. Graham: We will buy them all up.
Mr. COURT: It might be the first issue

in which Mr. Court has not been the
villain.

Mr. Graham: Thank you very much. He
may be sharing his glory with others.

Mr. May: I might have stones thrown on
my roof.

Mr. COURT: If the Minister had had my
experience, he would get much worse than
that from these characters. They just do
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not know when to stop. It is most unfor-
tunate that they have developed this de
jacto situation-

Mr. Bickerton: I could not agree with
you more.

Mr. COURT: The member for Pilbara
and I agree on quite a few things. The only
problem is we do not agree about the side
he sits on.

Mr. Graham: However regrettable the
circumstance, I do not think we should
take advantage of it to say what we think
about these people in a derogatory sense.

Mr. COURT: Let us be quite frank about
it. If the Government were over this side
-1 have seen it in action on Hills like this
one-this place would be in a turmoil. The
industrial arbitration Bill situation would
be just kids' stuff. But we adopt a slightly
more responsible attitude and we are not
here to take political tricks.

Mr. Bickerton: You have not got the
numbers.

Mr. COURT: I have seen people on the
other side misbehaving violently when
they did not have anything like the nium-
bers. I take the honourable member's mind
back to the industrial arbitration
shemozzle.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition had better
address the Chair.

Mr. COURT: We also got our Bill
through on that occasion and later got a
record majority from the people!

The other Point I want to raise is that I
think it is very Ill-advised of the Govern-
ment, on the eve of introducing this Bill,
literally to taunt the Opposition by sub-
mitting to Executive Council the tempor-
ary reserves in respect of Mcamney's Mon-
ster, Western Ridge, and Rhodes Ridge.
The Government should at least have had
the Bill adopted here before the matter
went to that stage. I believe the Govern-
ment has made an error. It has lost a
tremendous amount of bargaining power,
on behalf of the people of this country,
as regards achieving this dual steel com-
plex in east and west.

Mr. Graham: That was merely giving
effect to the 26th June undertaking to the
world.

Mr. COURT: It is all very well for the
Deputy Premier to Pose as the big, strong
character in this matter. The fact is that
the other People have not honoured their
part of the proposition of the 26th June,
and these deals have to go two ways. The
Government has writs on its hands and
Is asking us to get it out of this mess.

Mr. May: Whose mess?
Mr. Bickerton: What are You going to

do-vote for it or against it?
Mr. O'Neil: Does it matter in this House?

Mr. Graham: The brutal majority at the
other end.

Mr. O'Neil: The whips have been crack-
ing rather substantially since you have
been in Government with no majority.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. COURT: If the Government were

on the other side a certain amount of
conscience would be allowed in this matter,
but I imagine the whips have been busy
and everybody has been corralled into a
tight little box. When the votes on this Bill
are taken, they will all be sitting there,
even if they are gnashing their teeth and
biting their nails about new subsection (3).

1, personally, will not be opposing the
Hill because 1 acknowledge the Predica-
ment of the Government. I want it to be
clear that I only support the Bill because I
believe it is in the interests of the State
to allow the Government of the day to have
control of these measures so that at least
we have a sporting chance of achieving
some degree of integration and co-ordin-
ation in order to derive the maximum
benefit out of this area. However, I want
to ask the Government to go along with
some amendments to this Bill. It will be
appreciated that we have not been able
to put amendments on the notice paper
for a Bill we have not seen.

For instance, I believe the certificate
that the Minister is committed to signing
under the provisions of the proposed new
section 2'77A could, with advantage to all
concerned-and also, for that matter, to
protect the good name of the Minister-be
tabled in this Parliament together with
explanatory notes as to why he made his
decision. At the same time, I think this
should come under the same provisions as
the regulations. The Government could
say, "That would introduce a degree of
uncertainty into the matter; it allows the
Parliament to make a decision on this
matter, even though we believe we have
made the right decision and the final
decision." But at least our suggested course
of action would get away from the problem
that must be bugging the Government.

If my guess Is any good, the Govern-
ment's main concern is that these People
will resort to litigation and every trick in
the book, If they can, and it will develop
not only over weeks but over months and
even years unless the Parliament inter-
venes. I imagine the Government's decision
was a difficult one. It might have had to
decide whether it would allow some litiga-
tion to take place, and, if it finished up
with an unmanageable situation, whether
It would come to Parliament and ask
Parliament to reverse the court's decision.
I think that would have been an even
more embarrassing situation.

I believe the Government has done the
right thing in the circumstances by com-
ing to the Parliament and saying, "We
have a Problem and the only way it can be
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resolved In order to give a clear Indication
to all parties concerned as to where we
are going is to have this matter cleared
up once and for all."

others on this side might have other
ideas but I am not suggesting that we
should take away proposed new subsection
(3) when it has been designed to avoid a
situation where this unpredictable question
of litigation goes on and on. At least under
one proposal the Parties concerned would
have the satisfaction of knowing that the
Minister's reasons had been tabled. If the
Rouse felt strongly enough about it, it
could say, "Those reasons are Inadequate
and the certificate is therefore disallowed."
That is one amendment.

The other amendment-which I suggest
is desirable and which would again give
confidence to the public as well as to the
Parliament-is to limit the life of the Bill
to a date of, say, the 31st October of this
year. Some might ask: What happens on
the 31st October? Does the whole thing
revive? It does not revive because under
such an amendment the problem would
have been extinguished. There could not
be a tougher provision than the one con-
tained in new subsection (3), and if a new
problem arose it would be of the Govern-
ment's own creation.

Mr. May: We will give consideration to
that one.

Mr. COURT: I also have in mind that
about that time the Government will no
doubt be talking to the Parliament about
its new mining Act. I Imagine the Gov-
ernment would want to present that mea-
sure to Parliament this year. It would
have to provide transitional clauses, but If
the Government found by the 31st October
that there was still some unseen danger.
it would have ample time to come to the
Parliament before It rises and present a
Bill for the extension or variation of the
provisions that Parliament has agreed to.

These are the two main amendments
which I would suggest. I think they are
reasonable ones and I think the Govern-
ment will see fIt to go along with the Op-
position in assisting some of our people,
especially those who may have very strong
feelings in favour of the Pilbara plan. They
may have very strong feelings against the
people who do not want to see it develop
according to the plan, but nevertheless
they might have a conscience in respect of
clause 3. If we could have a safeguard of
the kind envisaged in this amendment, it
may help these people who have a real pro-
blemn. I do not challenge the sincerity of
their beliefs, and I would like to see some-
thing done to make it easier for them to be
able to support this Bill and so assist the
Government in the interests of the State
to get the Bill through.

There is one further provision that I
should refer to, and that is the reference
to a "miner's right" in one of the clauses.

I raised this point by way of interjection
when the Minister was introducing the Bill.
The Minister explained that there was a
possibility that the whole object of the
exercise could be circumvented because of
action being taken in respect of certain
areas. I have bad a very good look at this
and I can see the strength of his argument.
I believe if we are going to do it at all
we must do it completely, otherwise one
would have the tall wagging the dog.

Mr. May: This actually happened prior
to the present litigation.

Mr. COURT: I understand the Minister's
explanation. I think it should be recorded
on behalf of the Opposition that we have
had a look at this particular point. it may
be later queried by people studying the
debates that we did not mention It. How-
ever, the Minister has supplied me with
details of some of the proceedings, and this
has enabled me to explain the Position to
my own people as to why this particular
clause is necessary in this particular form.

Might I just conclude by saying that I
personally will be supporting the Bill and
seeking these amendments. I hope the
Government can give us an assurance on
these amendments so that even if we can-
not get them in this Place because of the
lack of time and drafting, at least we will
be able to get the Goverrnent's support
for them in another place.

I would like again to make the point that
I believe when the Goverrnent entered
into a firm commitment in respect of the
temporary reserves known as Rhodes
Ridge, MeCamey's Monster, and Western
Ridge, it made a bad tactical error. How-
ever, it has been done and it is causing the
Opposition concern. We feel that unless
the Government is very strong in its nego-
tiations when Proposals are eventually put
forward, we could have imperilled our
chances of having steel complexes for ex-
Port on the west coast of Western Aus-
tralia. I support the Bill subject to those
qualifications concerning amendments.

MR. GRAYDEN (South Perth) (10.34
P.M.]: After listening intently to the
speech made by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, I want to say I am diametri-
cally opposed to virtually everything he has
said. For about three-quarters of an hour
we have listened to what was largely a6
condemnation of Hancock and Wright.
Hancock and Wright are not here to de-
fend themselves. We are not in a position
to hear their side of the argument. Some
of the statements that have been made
were actually libellous. When members

refer to these people and say they do not
understand the meaning of decency, and
they are referred to as "these two char-
acters." members are Putting it in a way
that is intended to malign. I repeat, these
statements are made under privilege and
we have no chance at all of hearing any
sort of rebuttal by Mr. Hancock or Mr.
Wright.

833
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I would like to say at the very outset
I do not know these two people. I was
going to say I do not know them at all,
but I should say I do not know them very

wl.I think I did meet Mr. Hancock
on one occasion when we were mining in
the Pilbara area in about 1950. 1 did see
him the other day at Parliament House,
but I have never had any association with
him. I want to make that point because it
might be thought that I have some par-
ticular reason for speaking on his behalf.

I said earlier that I find myself dia-
metrically opposed to virtually everything
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition said.
I cannot emphasise that statement too
much. As far as I am concerned, there is
one place and one place only for the Bill
that has been introduced, and that is in the
rubbish bin. Probably the rubbish bin
would be too good for it. I think it is an
infamous Bill in every respect. To my
mind it is the most infamous Bill that has
ever been introduced in this State Parliat-
ment. I would go so far as to say that
there would not be another Parliament in
Australia which would have legislation of
this kind on its Statute book.

Mr. May: Are you supporting or oppos-
ing this Bill?

Mr. GRAYDEN: There would not be a
single Parliament in Australia which would
have legislation of this kind on its Statute
book. It is socialistic to the nth degree.
It is the sort of legislation to be seen in
other countries of the world-certainly not
in any Australian Parliament.

As far as being socialistic, this Bill
makes the bank nationalisation legislation
which was introduced in the Federal Par-
liament many years ago look like the crea-
tion of some right wing Liberal, because
this Bill is a Bill to legalise confiscation
without compensation. This is the be-all
and end-all of the Hill; that is what the
Bill is all about.

Mr. Graham: It is the opposite to that.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It is to enable confisca-
tion on a gargantuan scale by a Govern-
ment-

Mr. Graham: Where is that dictionary?
Mr. GRAYDEN: -without compensa-

tion. I am not going to suggest that the
Government will not compensate the
people concerned; it might compensate
them up to a point, but the Bill gives the
Government the power to confiscate these
incredibly rich iron-ore deposits without
having to compensate the individuals con-
cerned. We have seen a lot of this happen
throughout the world in the last few years.
We have seen it in the Republic of South
America, and in Africa. I would like to
quote the first paragraph of an article
which appeared in the Mining Journal re-
cently. It states--

Peru has been taking a number of
far-ranging legislative measures in
recent times to tighten its grip on the

mining sector. This was certainly
most evident in the new mining law
which Was passed earlier this Year.

The article continues and deals with the
nationalisation of overseas mining com-
panies in that country.

Let us refer to Zambia. There is an
article about Zambia in the Mining Journal.
It reads as follows:-

On August 11, President Kaunda of
Zambia announced measures by which
the government was to take 01 per
cent, interest in copper mines of Roan
Selection Trust and Zambian Anglo
American.

And so we go on to another article deal-
ing with the confiscation of overseas min-
ing interests. This time it is Bolivia and
we read this in the first paragraph of an
article, again in the Mining Journal-

The new Bolivian military govern-
ment nationalised the Bolivian Gulf
Oil Company last Friday.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I do not think
there is anything in this Bill dealing with
nationalisation.

Mr. GRAYDEN: What I am saying, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, is that these countries
throughout the world have confiscated
mining interests in recent times. We can
read on further and go to the Congo or to
Sierra Leone.

Mr. Bickerton; Just before we go too
far into the Congo, what interests have
been confiscated by these people? What
are the interests that this Bill will con-
fiscate?

Mr. GRAYDEN: This Hill, as the mem-
ber for Pilbara knows very well, will con-
fiscate the temporary reserves which
rightly belong to Hancock and Wright.

Mr. Bickerton: No, you are wrong.
Mr. GRAYDEN:

very easiily and
and Wright will
courts of Australia
f action and to the
one. There will be
all.

I can establish this
I think Hancock

establish it in the
to the member's satis-
satisfaction of every-
no doubt about it at

Mr. IHartrey: Read Section 276 of the
Act.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I know that particular
section backwards, and also section 277.

Mr. Jamieson: Well, say it backwards.
Mr. GRAYDEN: The Point is that this is

a Bill to confiscate reserves without com-
pensation and it is on a par with what
is happening in the countries to which
I have referred, where they have suc-
ceeded in destroying the confidence of the
world in their economies and their Gov-
ernents. Overseas mining companies
will not invest in such countries now;
they are pulling out of them. Yet here
in Western Australia a Bill is introduced
which goes beyond what has been done
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in those countries because we intend to
confiscate reserves and make absolutely
no Provision for compensation. It is sim-
ply as silly as that. As I go along I will
demonstrate how impracticable it is.

In this ease we are to confiscate from
Hancock and Wright-that is, two Aus-
tralians-deposits which are rightfully
theirs and we are to give them to a com-
pany which is 100 per cent. foreign owned.
That is precisely what we are doing. The
company to which we are giving the de-
Posits-Armco-is. of course, a company
which has already more than sufficient
access to steel under a partnership agree-
ment signed last November with R.T.Z.
(owners of Hamersley), August Thyssen,
and Kaiser Steel. The Government intends
to do this on the Pretext that Armico will
build a small mill in this State-a mill
which will produce only 100,000 tons
annually. That is indeed a small mill.

The deposits are to be given to Armica
even though Hancock and Wright were
dealing with those very people quite a long
time ago. When Hancock and Wright
were dealing with Armica, that company
offered to build a steel mill to produce
1,000,000 tons of steel in a year. That is
contained in some letters I have here. One
of the letters was written, on the 9th
September, 1970, by Armica to the then
Minister for Industrial Development and
the relevant portion reads--

We also appreciate the Premier's
statement regarding the sensible co-
operation between Western Australia,
Queensland, and New South W~ales.
As we discussed with you on our trip
from Venezuela, we are willing to
make an early commitment for an
initial steel installation with the pro-
vision that if it is practical and
economically feasible, it will expand
as rapidly as Possible to a 1,000,000
ton per year Plant in the Northern
part of the state.

Mr. Court: I have already told you that
they refused to confirm that. They would
not go beyond 100.000 tons.

Mr. GRAYDEN: That letter was writ-
ten by the President of Armica to the then
Minister for Industrial Development on
the 9th September, 1970, and that is
what the company had to say.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: This has
nothing to do with the Bill.

Mr. GIRAYDEN: Mr. Deputy Speaker,
I cannot see that it has nothing to do
with the Bill. I am saying that this
Bill provides for the confiscation of de-
posits from Hancock and Wright in order
that the deposits may be given to Arnico.
That is the simple fact. In another
letter as recent as the 12th May the
same company wrote to the present Min-
ister for Mines and said it was prepared
to build a plant to produce only 100,000
tons.

I want to make the point that this is
the type of people we are dealing with.
I mentioned earlier that we heard a long
condemnation of Hancock and Wright
from the Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
and we are about to make a decision
which will grievously affect those people;
and yet none of us in this House has had
the opportunity to hear precisely what
Hancock and Wright intended to do with
the deposits.

Mr. May: You would be the only person
in Western Australia who has not heard.

Mr. GRAYDEN: We have heard nothing
about what they were going to do with
the deposits,

Mr. May: Do you know where Texas
Gulf comes from?

Mr. GRAYDEN: What has that to do
with it?

Mr. May: The fact is that Hancock
and Wright and Texas Gulf have an op-
tion agreement; and you are talking
about overseas companies!

Mr. GRAYDEN: I cannot see the point
of the Minister's remarks. I want to say
that we have not heard from the Minis-
ter for Mines what Hancock and Wright
were Prepared to do. Nor did we hear
it from the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion who indicated that he intends to
support the Bill. Hancock and Wright
have been granted McCamey's Monster.
Western Ridge, and Rhodes Ridge, and all
those areas are high in phosphorus.
What will they do with them?

Mr. May: You don't know what you are
talking about.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Those are the state-
mi nts.

Mr. May: That does not make them
right. You said. "All those areas."

Mr. GRAYDEN: Yes, I did. Obviously
there may be some places which are lower
in Phosphorus than others but, gener-
ally speaking, the three deposits are high
in Phosphorus. Does the Minister deny
that?

Mr. May: Not all of them.
Mr. O'Connor: Which one is not?
Mr. May: Mcamey's Monster.
Mr. GRAYDEN: I will have to accept

that.
Mr. May: I am not saying there is no

Phosphorous; I am saying the Phosphorous
Content is not as high as it is in the
others.

Mr. GRAYDEN: My original statement
still stands: they are relatively high in
phosphorus.

Mr. May: Do you know what is the opti-
mum amount of phosphorus required by
the Japanese?

Mr. ORAYDEN: No.
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Mr. May: Well how do you know what
is high in phosphorus and what is low?
Haven't you checked this?

Mr. GRAYDEN: What is the Minister
saying?

Mr. May; You have been talking about
this for months.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The situation regarding
phosphorus changes from time to time
and I am not in a position to know what
the Japanese require at present. I would
ask the Minister for Mines to inform the
House when he replies to the debate.

The point I am making is that the three
deposits which have been granted to Han-
cock and Wright by the present Govern-
ment are relatively high in phosphorus.
I have to accept Hancock and Wright's
word for this. They said that they re-
quire the Angela deposits because not only
are they very rich in hematite deposits,
but they are also relatively low in phos-
phorus. We have been talking about
the Integration of iron ore in the Pilbara.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has
been talking about it and so has the Min-
ister for Mines. But the integration of
ore is not something new; it goes back to
the days of King Solomon's mines and be-
yond. Every mine in the world ever
since mining began has adopted the prin-
ciple of the integration of ore.

The persons in control of mines are not
so stupid that they simply mine the rich-
est ore in the deposit so that the rest is
useless. This policy of integration has
been in use on the Golden Mile ever since
mining commenced in that area; yet we
talk about the integration of ore in the
Filbara as though it is something new. I
repeat: it is as old as mining itself.

Let me return to the point I was mak-
ing. Hancock and Wright said they re-
quired the Angela deposits in order to be
able to do something with the other three
deposits. I take it that they do not wish
merely to export the ore. They are in a
position to negotiate with overseas com-
panies and to build a steel mill if required.
They were the first to negotiate with
Armco a long time ago and they are in
a position to negotiate with many other
companies. In addition, Hancock and
Wright are talking in terms of forming
an Australian company to do precisely the
same thing or, if not, to build a steel mill
to process the ore. If that is the situa-
tion, why are we talking in terms of taking
the temporary reserves from Hancock and
Wright and giving them to an overseas
company?

Even at this stage 1 think the previous
Government made a great mistake when
it handed cut these tLcmporary reserves
as freely as it did. It was a disastrous
policy and I cannot imagine who made
the decision. Nevertheless, It was made.
About 1933 a ban was placed on the export

of iron ore and this continued until it was
eventually lifted some years ago. Through-
out the period the ban was in operation
prospectors from all over Australia were
reporting discoveries of iron ore to the
Mines Department, but no-one in that de-
partnment made any attempt to collate the
information and, as a result, when the
ban on the export of iron ore was lifted
the Mines Department did not have the
vaguest idea that those deposits existed.

However, the department had carried
out a great deal of work at Mt. Golds-
worthy and members may recall that
applications were called throughout the
world for companies to work these de-
Posits. The development of those iron
ore deposits was a copy book exercise. it
meant that firms throughout the world
applied for permission to work them and
the Mines Department was able to select
the company which it considered would
do the best job in the circumstances.

However, no attempt was made to pur-
sue the policy which made the develop-
ment of the Mt. Goldsworthy deposits a
copy book exercise. The logical thing to
do would be to turn to B.H.P., which com-
pany was developing 160,000,000 tons or
so of hematite ore at Yampi Sound, right
on the water's edge. Further, these are
waters which can accommodate a ship of
a capacity of 300,000 tons. If that had
been done B.H.P. would have had an
opportunity to export iron ore overseas
and I am certain it would have moved
rapidly down to the Pilbara area and we
would have had an iron ore industry
wholly owned by Australians and a great
shipping fleet also owned by Australians
which could have transported that iron
ore to various ports throughout the world.

In stead o2f continuing the policy which
resulted In the copy book exercise being
embarked upon to develop the Mt. Golds-
worthy iron ore deposits the State was
thrown open and applications were in-
vited for temporary reserves. In the cir-
cumstances the present situation had to
happen. I now ask: How did people like
Mr. Hancock and Mr. Wright manage to
ret possession of 50 or so temporary re-
serves? The conditions applied to the
grantinq of tem-zporary reserves are extra-
ordinarily difficult. The Deputy Leader of
the Op3position made reference to Mr. Stan
Hild itch who found the Mt. Newman
deposit in 1956. but when this new policy
of Calling applications for temporary re-
serves was put into effect Mr. Hild itch
eventually approached me and I had to

o0 to the Minister for Mines and say, "If
Mr. Hilditch applied for a temporary
reserve could he be assured of being
granted one?" The reply was that the
.Minister for Mines, to the best of his
ability, would ensure that he would. Mr.
Hulditch knew that as soon as he disclosed
the whereabouts of the Mt. Newman de-
nos its and applied for a temporary reserve
somre other big company could also apply
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and, as a result, it was possible that he
could finish up with nothing. That was
the position.

However, on the contrary, no other com-
pany or Person applied for temporary re-
serves at Mt. Newman and Mr. Hilditch
ultimately was ranted the lot. Despite
this, other individuals such as Mr. Han-
cock and Mr. Wright finished up with 50
temporary reserves. Hlow did such a situa-
tion come about? I think the Mines De-
partment of Western Australia should be
condemned in regard to what happened
in respect of temporary reserves. That is
the history of temporary reserves being
granted in this area.

It has been stated that Hancock and
Wright have performed very little work
on the Angela deposits, but I have a list
of the bore holes that have been Put down
together with the assays that have been
made and this list runs into several pages.
It relates to work done by Hancock and
Wright on the Angela deposits. They
carried out that work firmly in the belief
that the Government of the day would
honour its commitments in respect of
temporary reserves, and there is a com-
mitment to be honoured in respect of them
which is just as binding as the commit-
ments relating to any other mining tene-
ment.

Mr. Hartrey: But it is not a mining
tenement: it never was.

Mr. ORAYDEN: A temporary reserve. is
a mining tenement.

Mr. Hartrey: It is not. You show me
where a temporary reserve is said to be a
mining tenement.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I will get on to that
very shortly. At the moment I wish to
quote to the House a headline which I
presume was taken from the Carnarvott
Times. This heading reads as follows:-

Applicants Being Invited to Prospect
for Iron Ore.

The article then goes on to state-
Premier Brand announced on

January 18, that the Government had
decided to again invite applications
for the right to prospect for iron ore.

This was in 1967. but the original invita-
tion to prospect for iron ore had, of course,
been issued some years before that. After
reading a newspaper article such as that,
and being aware of the position, people
who applied for temporary reserves would
do so on the basis that if they spent money
on Prospecting and complied with the
conditions that were made in regard to
the granting of temporary reserves, they
would eventually be granted some sort of
tenure.

Just let us look at what is required to
take up a temporary reserve. Anyone who
is granted one gets a piece of paper from
the mines Department which is headed,
"Conditions of Right of Occupancy of

Temporary Reserve for Iron Ore," and has
to comply with those conditions. I would
ask members to listen to some of the
conditions that apply to the granting of
a temporary reserve because they are vital
to this Bill. For Instance, one of the
conditions is-

That within 60 days of approval of
the right of occupancy appearing in
the Government Gazette, the occupant
shall mark at a corner of the boun-
dary of the Temporary Reserve a
landmark..

That condition applies to marking off. The
next condition reads-

That the occupant shall not use the
land comprised in this Reserve for any
other purpose than that of prospect-
ing for Iron Ore.

The next condition is-
That the occupant shall commence

such prospecting operations forthwith
and shall continue same to the satis-
faction of the Minister for Mines.

Other conditions are as follows:-
(4) That the rights of occupancy

will not give any rights to the occup-
ant to Prospect for any mineral other
than Iron Ore and in the event of the
discovery by the occupant of payable
mineral other than Iron Ore the Min-
:ster for Mines, may by notice, require
the occupant to apply for mining
tenements for such mineral.

(5) That the existing rights of any
prospecting area, claim, lease or auth-
orised holding, shall be preserved to
the holder thereof and shall not be
encroached on or interfered with by
the occupant of this Reserve.

(6) That the rights granted under
this authority shall be no bar to any
person desiring to acquire mining
tenements for any mineral other than
Iron Ore in the said Reserve or to any
person desiring to acquire a holding
under the Land Act, 1933, provided
the land applied for does not include
any of the occupant's workings which
may in the discretion of the Minister
for Mines be secured to the occupant
of this Reserve.

(7) Any land alienated or in the
course of alienation, and any land re-
reserved (not being Crown Land with-
in the meaning of the Mining Act.
1904) and any land registered or to
be acquired and held under the Min-
Ing Act. 1904, is excluded from this
Reserve.

(8) No transfer of this authority to
occupy will be Permitted without the
approval of the Minister for Mines
first obtained.

(9) That the Minister for Mines
may Impose further conditions as he
may from time to time consider neces-
sary.
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(10) That the Minister for Mines
may cancel the right of occupancy
upon being satisfied that the WHOLE
or ANY of the conditions for the time
being operative are not being or have
not been fulfilled.

I will repeat that condition, because here
a person has been granted a temporary
reserve subject to certain conditions, and
one of the conditions is that the Minister
for Mines may cancel the right of occu-
panty upon being satisfied that the whole
or any of the conditions for the time being
operative are not being or have not been
fulfilled.

Mr. Hartrey: The Minister can grant a
reservation at any time he likes.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Those are the condi-
tions and that person is being granted a
temporary reserve on those specific con-
ditions. The nex t condition reads as
follows:-

(12) That at the end of each
calendar year or upon surrender, ex-
piry, cancellation or albandonmnent, the
occupant shall furnish the Minister
for Mines with a complete report (in
duplicate) of all operations carried out
on this ground,.

It further states-
the rights granted under this auth-
ority shall be subject to the provisions
of the Forests Act, 1918 and the
Regulations made thereunder (as
amended from time to time).

Then comes a very relevant passage which
I will read slowly, because it shows what
is expected of the Minister-

when it is shown to the satisfaction
of the Minister for Mines that Iron
Ore has been discovered on the Reserve
in payable quantities, the Minister,
after negotiation with the occupant
regarding the mining, treatment, pro-
cessing and marketing of the ore (in-
eluding conditions as to royalties,
quantities, volume, rate, location and
methods), will (subject to the pro-
visions of any contract which the Min-
ister may require the occupant to
make with the State Government)
oiler to grant to the occupant, for the
mining of iron ore, mining tenements
under the Mining Act. 1904 and the
regulations thereunder (as amended
from time to time) on such conditions
as the minister determines and on
acceptance will (subject to the Act and
regulations) make such grants accord-
ingly. If the occupant rejects or with-
in a reasonable time (not exceeding 90
days) fails to accept the offer, the
Minister may make any similar grants
on the same or less favourable con-
ditions to any other or others, but
will not, for a period of at least two
years after the original offer is made,
grant to any other or others for the
Mining of Iron Ore from the Reserve

any similar mining tenements on more
favourable conditions without first giv-
ing to the occupant the prior right
and opportunity to accept such a grant
on those more favourable conditions.

So, wve see that it is incumbent on the
Minister to grant tenure under those con-
ditions.

Mr. May: You had better get the record
straight. It is incumbent on the person
who has been granted a temporary reserve;
it is not incumbent on the Minister, There
is no legal entitlement under the right of
occupancy.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The situation is that
this is understood,

Mr. Hartrey: You do not understand
the law very well.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I say this: the court
mi'ght think otherwise when it hears the
Case. What I amn saying is that ever since
temporary reserves have been granted they
were granted on the basis that, provided
the individual concerned complied with
the conditions relating to a temporary re-
serve, he would have the opportunity to
take out a mineral claim or obtain tenure
by some other means. He would be entitled
to what he found, Provided he had com-
plied with the conditions.

No company anywhere in the world would
have spent huge sums of money on the
exploration of temporary reserves on any
other basis. If any member of this House
thinks otherwise there is something wrong
with him, and he should check the position
in respect of temporary reserves more
closely.

It appears that ultimately this matter
will go before the court, and we may be
surprised with the result. Irrespective of
that, the Government has a moral obliga-
tion to grant to an individual, who has
complied with the conditions, tenure in
one form or another. If this situation is
not to apply then I ask: why should we
not make a start with Western Mining?
Last year I asked a, question in the House
on the extent of the temporary reserves
which had been ranted to this company,
and the answer was that it had been
allocated 3,000 square miles. This com-
pany has spent a lot of money on the
temporary reserves, as have hundreds of
smaller mining companies on their tem-
porary reserves. They would not have been
Prepared to spend that money on the un-
derstanding that some Minister for Mines
somewhere along the line would be able
to deprive them of the opportunity to take
advantage of what they found. The people
who have been granted temporary reserves
have expended the money -on the basis
that they will be granted tenure over what
they find.

in the case before us Hancock and
Wright have been singled out and the en-
tire weight of Parliament has been brought.
to bear on them, so as to legalise the
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action taken by the present Government
to deprive them of what is rightfully theirs.
Why should we single out those two? Why
should we not start on the other mining
companies? Once the provisions of this
amending Hill go into the Act they will
apply to all iron ore reserves; and what
is being done to Hancock and Wright can
then be done to any mining company.

Mr. Hartrey: Can you read the section
of the Act to which you are referring?

Mr. GRAYDEN: I do not know what
the honourable member is talking about.
I am saying that the provisions of the
Bill, if agreed to, will apply to all iron ore
temporary reserves which have been
granted under the circumstances outlined
in the Bill before a certain date. After
that date a different situation will apply.
The point I make is that irrespective of
whether or not this legislation is passed,
Hancock and Wright will have to go back
to the Government before they can do
anything with the iron ore deposits.

Mr. May: Is that not right?
Mr. GRAYDEN: of course it is, but

under the conditions of the temporary
reserves if they do not reach agreement
within 90 days the Government can offer
those temporary reserves to somebody
else.

Mr. May: They have not acted in ac-
cordance with clause 14 of the rights of
occupancy.

Mr. O'Connor: Can't the Minister get
rid of them on that basis?

Mr. May: If we did we would find our-
selves in the same trouble as your Govern-
ment was in.

Mr. ORAYDEN: The conditions under
which they are granted temporary re-
serves provide all the protection to the
Minister, but he is not prepared to wait
until the expiration of the time laid down.
He wants this Parliament to pass a Bill
which will legalise the action he has taken.

This is a Bill which will empower the
confiscation, without compensation, of
huge iron ore reserves which rightfully
belong to Hancock and Wright.

Mr. Graham: Tommy rot!
Mr. GRAYDEN: I deplore the fact that

a Minister for Mines ever permitted Han-
cock and Wright to obtain these huge
temporary reserves; but after having given
them the reserves the members of this
House have an obligation to ensure that
the law is upheld and that the rights of
these two individuals are preserved. The
position is as simple as that.

Mr. Hartrey: It is our function in
Parliament to make the laws.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Why single out Han-
cock and Wright?

The SPEAKER: The honourable member
will address the chair.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Through you, Mr.
Speaker, I ask the member for Boulder-
Dundas why he should single out Hancock
and Wright for this treatment.

The SPEAKER: They are not mentioned
in the Bill.

Mr. GRAYDEN: There have been many
references to them in this debate. The
main provision in the Hill is in clause 3
which is as follows:-

The principal Act is amended by
adding after section 277 a section as
follows-

277A. (1) Where the Minister
is satisfied-

that a person to whom a right
of occupancy granted under
this Act before the fifteenth
day of August, 1971 in respect
of land reserved under section
two hundred and seventy-six
of this Act, which right was
for a purpose of prospecting
for iron ore, has failed to
satisfy him prior to the ex-
piration of that right of oc-
cupancy that payable quanti-
ties of iron arc have been dis-
covered on such land,

the Minister may certify in writ-
ing to that effect and thereupon-

(a) that person and any trans-
feree, assignee or other per-
son claiming through him
is not entitled and is
deemed never to have been
entitled to negotiate for,
or to be off ered, any
mining tenement over such
land or to take up and oc-
cupy such land by virtue of
a miner's right: and

(b) all rights, suits, claims, de-
mands and causes of action
arising whether before or
after the commencement of
this section under or in re-
lation to such right of oc-
cupancy shall be deemed to
have been extinguished on
and from the expiration of
such right of occupancy.

What sort of clause is that? What an in-
credible Provision. Proposed new subsection
(3) reads-

(3) A certificate given by the Min-
ister Pursuant to subsection (1) of this
section shall not be liable to be chal-
lenged, appealed against, reviewed,
quashed, or called in question by any
court.

For these reasons I say that this is, with-
out question, the most infamous legislation
ever introduced and I repeat that no legis-
lation of its kind could exist In any Parlia-
ment of Australia. It behoves all members
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of this House-whether they sit on this
side or the other-to reject this Bill out
of hand.

It is a shocking piece of legislation and
is on a par with what has been introduced
in some other parts of the world, which we
deplore. Similar legislation in other coun-
tries has shocked mining companies Pre-
pared to invest in overseas propositions.
Those countries, by the introduction of this
type of legislation, have driven away over-
seas capital. If we in this Parliament pass
this type of legislation no country in the
world will have any confidence in us.

Apart from that aspect, let us reconsider
the other question; that is, that the whole
of this legislation is being directed against
two individuals. After all, they are Austra-
lians and any money they earn from these
deposits will stay in Australia, and two-
thirds of any money they earn will be Paid
to the Taxation Department. Ultimately,
of course, a huge amount will no doubt be
paid in probate from their estates. This is
where the money will go in these circum-
stances, and yet we want to confiscate their
deposits and give them to a 100 per cent.
overseas-owned company. The money
earned by that company will go out of this
country. Hancock and Wright have
stressed that one of the reasons they want
all these deposits is because they want to
float an Australian company; and yet we
are to deny them this opportunity.

I repeat that although we have heard
Hancock and Wright condemned we have
not heard from any responsible member in
this House-a member in a Position to
know-the Propositions which Hancock
and Wright have submitted in respect of
these deposits at various ties to the Gov-
ernments; that is, the present Government
and the previous Government. What are
those propositions? Surely the Minister
could have given this information.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber has five more minutes.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Surely the Deputy
Leader of the opposition could have given
this information, because Hancock and
Wright have been negotiating with both
the previous Government and the present
Government. The two of them both con-
stantly say they are prepared to negotiate.
The conditions under which they obtained
their temporary reserves stipulate they
must negotiate and Hancock and Wright
know this, because they cannot do any-
thing with the iron ore in those reserves if
they do not negotiate.

Before Hancock and Wright can estab-
lish a railway line in the Pilbara they must
obtain the approval of this Parliament, as
they must do before they can establish a
port. Therefore, they know they must
negotiate, and if they do not negotiate, ac-
cording to the terms under which they ob-
tained the temporary reserves, the Minister
can, after 9o days, band their reserves over
to other individuals.

In these circumstances, why is It that
we cannot abide by the conditions laid
down and under which Hancock and
Wright spent huge sums of money on the
development of airstrips, roads, and other
facilities? Why not abide by those condi-
tions under which they obtained the temn-
porary reserves, instead of resorting to leg-
islation of this kind?

I repeat that I have no axe to grind for
Hancock and Wright. I do not at all
appreciate the statements they have made,
and I realise the dilemma in which the
Government finds itself; but, irrespective of
that, the end does not justify the means.

We are, under this legislation, throwing
all our democratic Principles overboard
simply to achieve an end, and we do not
even know whether that end is desirable.
Of course, we do not know whether the al-
ternatives of Hancock and Wright are
desirable, but they could be preferable. it
may well be that they could be infinitely
more Preferable than the Proposals of
Armco. Yet it would appear the members
of this House are prepared to vote on leg-
islation of this magnitude without being
in Possession of the facts to which I have
referred.

In those circumstances I would ask the
Minister for Mines to seek an adjournment
in respect of this legislation and give it
considerably more thought than he has
done so far. Let us hear the facts in
respect of Hancock and Wright and what
they are prepared to do. Then, when the
matter has been given more thought, I am
sure the Minister will realise the wisdom
and necessity of negotiating with Hancock
and Wright rather than resorting to this
means of confiscating the temporary
reserves which are so rightly theirs.

MR. HARTREY (Houlder-Dundas)
[11.16 p.m.]: At this late hour of the night
I do not Propose to delay the House un-
necessarily, but I do feel it is my duty, not
only as a member supporting the Govern-
ment, but as a member of this House, to
repudiate quite a number of statements
made-no doubt in all sincerity, and cer-
tainly with great enthusiasm-by the mem-
ber for South Perth.

He began by stating that the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition had traduced
under privilege the gentlemen known as
Hancock and Wright. He then proceeded
to describe every member who proposes
to vote the way I intend to vote as a con-
fiscator. He said that we were worse than
the People in Peru or any of the other
various foreign parts with whose geography
I am not particularly familiar. He went on
to say that a right which has been given
to these men is being confiscated.

I do not know if he understands the
meaning of the expression "confiscate.", it
is unjustly to deprive a Person of a vested
right. There Is no such thing as a vested
right in a temporary reserve. I challenge
the honourable member to read the Act.
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He says he has read it many times, and
possibly he has, but with little compre-
hension.

Mr. Graham: Backwards, probably,

Mr. HARTREY: Yes, I am indebted to
the Minister for his interjection. The
member for South Perth has obviously also
interpreted it backwards.

.Mr. Court: I hope You will send a copy
of Your speech to the Premier. He does
not agree with you.

Mr. HARTREY: I do not care whether
he agrees with me or not. Section 276 of
the Mining Act reads-

The Minister-
That is, the Minister for mines for the
time being, whoever he happens to be. At
the moment it is Mr. May. To continue-

The Minister and, pending a recom-
mendation to the Minister, a warden,
may temporarily reserve any Crown
land from occupation, and the Minis-
ter may at any time cancel such
reservation:...

The Minister for Mines can reserve the
land and cancel it.

141. Orayden: Of course he can.

Mr. HARTHEY: To continue-
Provided that if such reservation is

not confirmed by the Governor within
twelve months, the land shall cease to
be reserved.

The Minister may, with the approval
of the Governor, authorise any person
to temporarily occupy any such reserve
on such terms as he may think fit..

The Minister can therefore Permit people
to occupy a reserve temporarily and be can
also cancel it whenever he thinks fit.

The member for South Perth referred to
a mining tenement, and that is defined in
the Act. The area under discussion is cer-
tainly not the subject of a mining tene-
ment. The definition of "mining tene-
ment" is as follows:-

Any land applied for, held, occupied,
used or enjoyed under a lease or appli-
cation therefor or as a claim, or any
area, water race, drain, dam or reser-
voir, any stack or accumulation of
earth containing gold or any other
mineral; or any easement taken up,
held, occupied, used or enjoyed under
or by virtue of a miner's right.

One does not get the right to occupy a
temporary reserve when one holds a
miner's right. Anyone with a miner's
right is entitled to go on to Crown land,
but the minute land is reserved it ceases to
be Crown land. The honourable member
has attempted to delude members of this
House by saying that Hancock and Wright
had a mining tenement, but he has no
comprehension of the Act.

Mr. Grayden: The member for Boulder-
Dundas obviously has no comprehension
of the Act.

Mr. HARTREY: I have no comprehen-
sion of what the member for South Perth
is talking about. We have been told that
this is extremely repugnant legislation
because it is retrospective in operation.
Section 39A of the Constitution Act of this
State is an example of such legislation.
It was the subject of litigation in 1934.
The Act was upheld by the High Court
of Australia, as published in volume 51 of
the Commonwealth Law Reports.

So do not think for one moment that
there has never been any legislation such
as this introduced into the Western Aus-
tralian Parliament. It has been intro-
duced, and embodied in the Constitution
of our State. We have also been told
that new subsection (3) is particularly ob-
noxious. It reads as follows:-

(3) A certificate given by the Min-
ister pursuant to subsection (1) of
this section shall not be liable to be
challenged, appealed against, re-
viewed, quashed, or called In question
by any court.

A section of the Workers' Compensation
Act provides that when a man is suffer-
ing from silicosis hie must be examined
by a medical board, and the decision of
that board is final, conclusive, and binding
on the worker, the employer, and any
tribunal called upon at any time to deter-
mine any matter arising under the Act.

If three doctors are authorised to come
to a conclusion which no court in Aus-
tralia can challenge, what is wrong with
this Parliament-which makes the laws
-saying that when the Minister issues a
certificate that certificate shall not be
challenged by any court in the State. If
Parliament cannot grant that authority
I would like to know who can.

It is not necessary for me to say very
much more, but I wanted my comments
to go on record. I repeat firmly and
sternly: the suggestion that 1, or any
member from either side of the House, will
vote for this Bill-and there seems to be
a substantial majority-in the belief that
it is confiscating anything or taking away
anything to which someone has a right,
either morally or legally, is wrong.

Mr. Orayden: Would the member for
Boulder-Dundas do that with other tem-
porary reserves?

Mr. HARTREY: If it was desirable. The
statement was made that Hancock and
Wright are Australians and, therefore,
entitled to special consideration. I remind
members that Ned Kelly and Dan Kelly
were both Australians but they were both
sticking up the coach. I am not going to
get off the coach Just because Hanwright
is pointing the gun at it.
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MR. R. L. YOUNG (Wembley) [11.25
p.m.]: I listened with interest to the
member for Houlder-flundas and I can
assure him, and the House, that as I am
not a mining expert I do not intend to
cross swords with him. I think he said
he had been dealing with mining matters
for a period of 33 years, but he spoke
about retrospectivity as though this was
the whole issue. There was also mention
of what was being taken away from Han-
cock and Wright, both of whom, I admit,
do not appear in the Bill.

I want to ask what underlies the Bill.
I remember that in 1965, in the Common-
wealth sphere, the Minister for Civil Avia-
tion made a regulation to amend a previous
regulation which required the Director-
General of Civil Aviation to grant licenses
to carry freight interstate, and also to
grant licenses to import aircraft. That
was the I.P.E.C. case about which many
People had quite a bit to say in the
Federal Parliament.

Up to that time the licenses had to be
granted by the Director-General of Civil
Aviation. I.P.EC. applied for a license to
carry, and was refused. The High Court
upheld an appeal and the Minister granted
the license because he had no alternative.
The license to import aircraft was refused
and an appeal to the High Court failed.
However, two of the justices of the High
Court said they agreed a case had been
established so I.P.E.C. decided to appeal
to the Privy Council.

The hearing was scheduled for the 5th
or 6th July, 1965. On the 1st July. 1965.
before the ease could be heard, the Min-
ister made such an appeal completely
hopeless by Promulgating a regulation
stating that a license did not have to
be granted by the Director-General of
Civil Aviation, but granted by the Minis-
ter for Civil Aviation. That regulation
was subsequently disallowed in the Senate
so that I.PE.C. could have a chance to
take its case to the Privy Council.

Mr. Jamieson: That was because of the
action of good Labor senators.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: It wvas Senator
Wright who crossed the floor.

Mr. Bickerton: That is not the same
Wright, is it?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: That legislation wvas
very similar to ths measure which is nowv
before us. The thng that matters here
is not what is trying to be done by the
Government in the Pilbara. It seems to
me that this Bill is designed to do only
one thing: that is, to ensure that Hancock
and Wrighlt will have no right to be heard
in a court of law on matters under dispute.

I do not intend to talk in detail about
Hancock and Wright, or about mining.
Everyone in Western Australia is interested
in the development of the Pilbara because
it is part of the development of this
State which has carried on from the work

done by previous Ministers who are now
on this side of the House. We are con-
cerned with the development of Western
Australia but I do not believe the develop-
ment of this State has to take place at
any expense and certainly not at the
expense of justice.

The member for South Perth spoke
about confiscation, as did the member for
Boulder-Dundas. They talked about the
confiscation of mining rights. This Bill
does not, in fact, confiscate anything more
important than the right to be heard in
a court of law. Hut what a confiscation
that is! These People worked within the
law up to a certain stage of negotiation,
and in good faith dealt with one Govern-
ment and then a succeeding Government.
If, after that, a person arrives at a situa-
tiont where litigation is necessary then
action should be taken.

In fact, Hancock and Wright have
arrived at that situation and have issued
a writ against the minister. This Bill has
been introduced two or three days after
the issue of the writ for one purpose
only. The sole purpose is to make sure
that the writ and any proceedings after
the writ cannot hold water in any court
of law in this country. If I were to
support this Bill on that basis, I certainly
would niot be acting in the best interests
of my own conscience; I would not be
acting in the best interests of the con-
sciences of people in my electorate; or
within the principles of the Liberal Party.

The former Government did not have
this Hill drafted. It is totally unneces-
sary and would never have been drafted
by the former Government. It seems that
tho two people to whom the members on
the other side Paid so much lip service,
and who had so much lip service paid to
thoem in return have now fallen out with
the Government which finds that it can
no more negotiate with these people than
we could. Surely this does not mean we
have to bring down a sledge-hammer like
this and do away with all the rights a
person must surely have under our system
to go before a court of law unfettered by
laws brought in at the last moment to
ensure that proceedings cannot be carried
on. That is why I do not support the
Bill and I want to make my reasons quite
clear to members on both sides of the
House.

MR. BICKERTON (Pilbara) [11.32
p.m.]: I think I should say at least a few
wvords on this subject seeing my electorate
has been bandied around the Chamber, dis-
embowelled, and all mineral wealth taken
out of it.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Confiscated?

Mr. BICKERTON: Yes, but I would Pre-
fer that word in brackets, as it is used now.
I support the Bill which I think is very
timely. Some members of the Opposition
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have said that the measure is not ethical
and is against democratic principles, and
that sort of nonsense.

Mr. R. L. Young: It is not nonsense.
Mr. BICKERTON: I hope to prove it is.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition said
that the Opposition had pangs about sup-
porting this type of measure. Yet, the very
iron ore agreements which went through
this House took many democratic rights,
so-called, from us. I refer members to sec-
tion 36 of the Interpretation Act, a copy
of which is supplied to every member in the
Acts of Parliament. So far as iron ore
agreements are concerned. section 36 of
the Intepretation Act contains the ma-
chinery for creating by-laws, orders, etc. A
procedure is very clearly laid down by
which these must be tabled in the House.
They can be disallowed, and other things
can happen. Every part of our daily legis
lation, of our daily operations, is controlled
under section 36 of the Intepretation Act.
This Provision was completely scrubbed by
the previous Government in connection
with the iron ore agreements which it in-
troduced. I invite members to read any of
the iron ore agreements. In other words, it
is not necessary under any of the agree-
ments to comply with the provisions of sec-
tion 36 of the Interpretation Act, which is
one of the fundamentals of the democracy
of this Parliament.

Mr. Grayden: Many of us were opposed
to that.

Mr. BICKCERTON: But they went
through.

Mr. Grayden: They went through, but
this one might not.

Mr. BICKERTON: My word it will. Some
who are now talking about pangs of con-
science introduced the measures; others
voted for them. Without mentioning any
names, the Leader of the Government in
another place introduced and handled one
particular Bill. Also members will find that
sections of the Mining Act, notwithstand-
ing sections of the Government Railways
Act, the Public Works Act, and other Acts
are waived. They are simply not applicable
so far as iron ore agreements are con-
cerned. Now we are discussing the situa-
tion in which the Government finds itself.
I commend the Minister for Mines for the
way he has gone about this matter.

Mr. Hartrey: Hear, hear!
Mr. Court: He has troubles with his

Premier.
Mr. BICKERTON: He has found himself

in the position where, in the interests of
Western Australia. something has to be
done which is a little drastic. He is taking
the necessary action and I commend him
for this. He is doing it even though there
is to be a complete repeal of the Act we are
now amending and a new Mining Act in-
troduced during this session. Thie life of
this measure will automatically expire on

the repeal of the Act. The Minister also
gave his reasons in his explanation to the
House.

The Purpose of the great delay this even-
ing before we got down to this matter was
brought about by ethics. The Minister re-
quires this measure to be passed in a min-
imum of time. It required the suspension of
Standing Orders to put the Bill through.
Today happens to be private members' day.
Therefore it was not ethical for the Min-
ister to move for the suspension of Stand-
ing Orders without negotiating with the
Opposition. I was not in on the negotia-
tions, but obviously they went much
further than that. The Government felt
the Opposition should be informed of the
suspension of Standing Orders for one and
only one purpose; that is. because it is pri-
vate members' day. Doubtless this led to a
great deal of negotiation. Had it been a
normal day Standing Orders could have
been suspended without negotiating with
the Opposition. I do not say this would
have happened but it could have.

Negotiations apparently wvent on for
many hours and, aS a result, we gather
from the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
who is handling this measure, that he at
least on the Opposition side supports it.
'That gives us another one.

Mr. Court: You will get a few more.
Mr. BICKERTON: It will stop us from

being even Stevens. I do not imagine for
one moment that the Minister relishes
introducing this Bill. Indeed, I know he
does not; nor would anyone on the other
side of the House. However, the stage
has been reached where this course of
action is necessary in the interests of the
State.

Mr. Hartrey: Hear, hear!
Mr. BICKERTON: To my way of think-

ing the gentlemen concerned have been
treated extremely fairly up to date. They
appear to want to be treated a little better
than that. I think the Minister's action is
quite correct and I am sure that if the
Opposition were in the same position it
would take the same course. Let us bear in
mind that all the blame does not rest with
the Government. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition was quick to seize the oppor-
tunity to say, "I told you so." However,
the same honourable member was also
responsible for many of the conditions,
leases, temporary reserves-call them what
one likes-which were issued to these
people in the first place. Perhaps if some
similar action and a firmer stand had been
taken prior to the change of Government
we might not be in the position in which
wve now are where we have to introduce
a measure of this nature.

As I know the case it is not true to say
that something is being confiscated from
these People. Nothing is being confiscated.
They had temporary reserves which ex-
pired.

Mr. Grayden: They expired all right.
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Mr. BICKERTON: It is not possible to
confiscate something that has expired. I
consider they have received generous
treatment in regard to MoCamey's Mon-
ster, Western Ridge, and Rhodes Ridge, in
addition to the fact that they will be
compensated for any work that has already
been done in any of the areas they do not
get. There Is also the matter of a royalty.
To my way of thinking it is more than a
fair go. How much do people want? How
greedy can people become?

The Government is not only responsible
to a small syndicate or a small organisa-
ton; it is responsible to the whole of the
Stato. Sooner or later it has to say.
"There is a finish." I think that is pre-
cisely what the Minister for Mines has
done after weeks of negotiation.

If these two gentlemen had done the
reasonable thing by the G-overnment and
the State, they would not have taken their
present course. They would have said,
"We nave not done too badly out of this;
let someone else have a go. 'We are up
for a royalty on something we are not go-
ing to work." They say, "We found it,"
but how many of these places did they
find? How many other people found the
places and went along to these gentlemen
and said, "As entrepreneurs, what can you
do about it?" I know that many of the
Places that have been mentioned In this
debate were discovered by other people and
these two gentlemen are acting on their
behalf. Perhaps the fewer names we use
the better, but in view of what these
gentlemen have already been given I can-
not see that they have any more right
than anyone else.

I think the Minister's action is comn-
mendable and I suggest that if anything
other than the Passage of this B3ill were
to occur it would do a considerable amount
of damage to this State, not only now but
also in the future. I support the measure.

MR. RTJSHTON (Dale) [11.42 p.m.]: I
only intend to speak very briefly on this
Bill. It is particularly interesting to hear
the points of view of various speakers.
There are a couple of matters on which I
wish to record my thoughts.

The member for Boulder-Dundas: has
upheld the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion in all he has undertaken over many
months and years, and has lost to the
Premier his last vestige of creditability,
which has been diminishing very quickly.

At this point of time it Is very interest-
ing to note the situation as it appears to
the mind of the Premier. He believed the
temporary reserves should remain with this
particular company. In The West As-
tralian of the 9th March the Premier is
reported as saying-

The Government could not have a
law that entitled people to the re-
wards of their efforts and then de-
prive them of those rewards.

The Labor Government would aim
at achieving the best possible co-
ordinated development in the Pilbara,
not only in the interest of the State
but in the interest of the developers.
But it would not override the rights
of the individual.

That makes strange reading when one
refers back to the comments of members
on the other side.

Another comment in a similar vein was
made on the 25th March, just after the
election. At this point of time it is very
difficult to be generous to the Govern-
ment which, through its inferences and
ballyhoo, has put itself into this position.
I think the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion is very generous in his remarks, when
one thinks back to the attacks he has had
to absorb over the years. I believe the
Government gained a tremendous advan-
tage at the last election from the grass-
roots discrediting that went on prior to
the election in relation to this very issue.
I ran into it frequently and it was very
hard to counteract because it was so in-
sidious and deliberate. It certainly hurt
to have the false inferences relating to
the conduct of the previous Government
spread throughout the length and breadth
of Western Australia.

This Bill is not a very happy one. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition has prof-
fered certain amendments which will do
something to make the Bill a little more
palatable but I believe if members of this
House had a free vote not very many
of them would support it except for the
implications which are involved in it.

On the 25th March, just after the elec-
tion, the following report appeared in The
West Australian:-

The Premier, Mr. Tonkin, said
yesterday that the broad objectives for
the regional development of the P11-
bara proposed by Mr. Charles Court,
the former Minister for Industrial
Devolpment, were desirable.

However, he said: "Whether they
could be achieved in the way that he
proposed-and which he has not made
clear-is another matter. I very much
doubt it."

Mr. Court had said that the pre-
vious Government never intended to
confiscate temporary reserves from the
lawful occupants.

Mr. Tonkin said: "If an occupant
of a temporary reserve was disinclined
to agree to what the Goverment wished
to do to make its plan possible, there
could be no carrying out of the plan
w ithout confiscation."

He reiterated his promise to protect
the rights, under the Mining Act, of
occupants of temporary reserves.
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He could not understand how the
former State Cabinet could approve
Mr. Court's plan in principle before
it had been committed to paper.

That is all I want to say. I just want to
place on record my contempt for the many
misstatements that have been made to the
public over a period of many months.
Since the election the Public has con-
stantly been told of intentions which have
never eventuated. On the 10th March we
had a report on the Pilbara; on the 11th
March, "Tonkin looks at the plan for
Pilbara," and so it goes on.

It is not a very happy situation. We
hope this Bill will put the record straight
as regards the creditability of the per-
formance of the previous Government in
relation to the Pilbara.

Mr. Bickerton: The Pilbara is well
looked after.

Mr. Hartrey: It is well represented, too.
Mr. RUSHTON: I suggest that all mem-

bers of this House can see very clearly that
the Premier has misinterpreted the facts
to the public. Even in the last few weeks
he has given the impression that these
people would -be protected as regards any
reserves they might hold.

Mr. Court: We were hoping he would be
here tonight to tell us his views.

Mr. RU'SHTON: His absence is very
much noticed. Credit is due to the two
Ministers who have been battling against
adds in trying to face facts and reality in
regard to the Pilbara.

At this late hour I close on this thought
-that at last much of the deception that
has been going on--

Mr, Hartrey: It Is lucky that you are
closing with that thought.

Mr. RUSHTON: The honourable, member
gave me the opportunity to make this
remark and put the record straight. I
appreciate the fact that he upheld what
had been done by the Brand Government
over such a long time.

Mr. Bickerton: We have improved on it.
Mr. RUSHTON: The misinterpretations

were given by the Premier.

MR. NALDER (Katanning) [11.50 p.m.]:
I would just like to Indicate to the House
the views of the Country Party.

First of all, I commend the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition for his very clear
and concise statement of the situation, I
think he made very clear the position which
developed over the years under the Gov-
erniment with which we were associated
-the Brand Government.

The Minister has very clearly outlined
the situation in which the Government
finds itself, and we see no reason at this
stage to defer a decision on this matter.
The Government feels that immediate
action should be taken in the interests of

the State, and on that basis we believe this
is an urgent enough measure to be given
our full support. I wanted to make clear
the position of the Country Party.

MR. MEN SAROS (Floreat) (11.51 p.m.l:
I did not wish to rise in this debate but
I think I should in view of what has been
said by various members. I support this
measure, but with very little enthusiasm
and with considerable reservations.

I see in this move a very clear indication
and admission by the Government, despite
all the criticism during the past six or nine
months; despite all these statements-some
of which could have been called slanderous
-and despite the present Government's
doing everything to discredit the Brand
Government and all its good intentions
and results; despite this sudden attitude
of laissez-faire by the Labor Party not only
as it applies at the moment but as it ap-
plied 60 or 70 years ago as was announced
by the Premier; despite denying the fact
and saying there was no Pilbara plan
existing in this respect-occasionally play-
ing with words perhaps-

The SPEAKER: Can we get to the Bill?
We are not dealing with the Pilbara plan
now; we are dealing with amendments to
the Mining Act. There has been a fair
amount of wandering away from the Bill.

Mr. MENSAROS: I am trying to point
out, Sir, what this Bill means and the only
interpretation to be placed on it. I am
saying finally, despite all these things, this
Bill is an admission by the present Gov-
ernment that the previous Government
dlid the right thing and It was endeavour-
ing to do the right thing. When we are
faced with a situation where the Para-
mount interest and responsibility of any
Government is the present and future in-
terests of the State, then, of course, there
is no alternative but to support this
measure.

There have been certain things said
that the same Situation would have arisen
If the Opposition was the Government of
the day. I doubt this because I am almost
sure that the situation would not have
arisen for the simple reason that If we
were the Government the ministers would
Probably have been able to negotiate and
arrive at a situation so that such a drastic
measure was not necessary.

As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
maid. no responsible company taking part

in this development pretended that Its
own interest is contrary to the State's
interest. I realise by supporting this mea-
sure that one can be accused, as indeed
one has been accused by previous speakers,
of giving up the principle of individual
rights, and that one is agreeing to con-
fiscating property and agrees with social-
ism. I do not think this is so except with
the possible exception of subsection (3) of
proposed new section 277A in clause (3) of
the Bill.
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it has been Pointed out and we know
very well the intention of the Act regarding
the ministerial reserves. We know also, that
even within the letter of the law, these
reserves have been abused for various
Purposes. Perhaps ther-e was such a demand
on the department that there was not
sufficient time to police it. So, mining
tenements were abused. We saw, many cases
where these were used for trafficking in-
stead of for the purpose for which they
were intended, despite the fact that the
Act as we know, was originally designed
for goidmining.

Ta say it is supporting socialism or the
talarl away of individual righbts to support
this measure is taking the matter too far.
Duing the short period I have be-cn here
I have been accused of all sorts of thinz-s.
I have been accused of ignorance, I have
been accused of being too conservative,
and of brning extreme in my liberal
princip'es. It v ,il be the day when I am
accusted of being socialistic. I think that
the term "individual rights" has to be
qualified. To illustrate this I cannot call
to my mind a better example than what
was said by Professor Arnold Toyenbee
whe~n delivering the Dyason lecture in the
milfdle 1950s. He was not a young man at
that time when he said, "When I was a
boy. if somebody had told me the time
would come when I would have to. stop at
a corner just because a red light comes on,
or if somebody were to tell me that I would
not be able to park my horse and buggy
on the Queen's Highways where I wanted
to, I would have thought that that would
be an unthinkable infringement oni my
individual right." He went on, "I accept
these things today because I realise it is
in the interests of others and therefore in
the interests of myself."

it a responsible Government takes ex-
treme measures in the present and future
interests of the State, then surely individ-
ual rights must take second place partlcu-
larly if they endanger the interests of all
the other citizens. This is the only manner
in w4hich I accept and propose to defend
individual rights, and that is the reason
I support the measure.

Mt. MAY C Clontarf-Minister for.Mines) 11.58 p.mn.]: Mr. Speaker firstly
I would like to thank all those members
who took part in the debate this evening.
I realise that some members ,Poke under
a co'rtoin amount of duress and I assure
those members it is certainly not an easy
matter for me to bring this measure to
Parliament today.

This is a very important matter, We are
taking away from a court the right to hear
this ma"tter and giving Parliament the
final say. Very careful consideration was
given to this before action was finally
taken. We now take this action because
if we did not endeavour to take control
of the iron ore situation in the Pilbara

area, then the restriction of development
in the area could go on for many, many
years.

I would like to indicate to members that
this is not a unilateral decision on the
part of the Minister for M4ines. In may of
this year, the Cabinet of Western Austra-
lia decided to appoint a committee to look
into the Iron ore sltuation. The stage had
been reached where there was stagnation
as far as the development of the area was
concerned. We know a certain amount of
drilling was going on in these temporary
reserves, but the extent of the drilling
and exploration was certainly not of the
magnitude Indicated by the member for
South Perth.

We were feed witL'0 the situation that
we had to dcvelop the Phlbara area in the
way w_- announced on the 28th June just
prior to the Deputy Premnier and myself
leavin-7 for Japan. We announced it so
that everybody would be aware of what
the Labor Government hiad decided to do
in eonn-ction with the Pilbara area. I
realise, ofi course, that the previous Govern-
ment had problems in connection with this
area. I think the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition quite adequately expressed
tonight the difficulties his Government
faced, and we also certainly have had them.
I could turn around now and say the
reason the Pilbara plan was not announced
by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
when he was in Government is because his
Government was faced with the same
problems with which we are faced.

Mr. Court: It was announced.
Mr. MAY: We asked the Deputy Leader

of the Opposition where was the plan on
mnany occasions but it wvas never indicated
to us.

Mr. Court: You have never asked me
that.

Mr. MAY: There is no trace of any plan
on any departmental files.

Mr. Court: That is completely untrue.

Mr. MAY: As I said earlier, I appreciate
the co-operation of the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition.

Mr. Court: You have never asked me
about the plan or given me an opportunity
to explain what is there. There is a com-
plete layout of it.

Mr. MAY: Surely during 12 years in Gov-
ernment the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion could have explained the situation in
Parliament because Parliament is the place
in which to explain it. But it was never
explained.

Mr. Court: Everyone operating in the
Pilbara knew exactly what was going on.
But you people fell for the catchery of the
two persons concerned.

Mr. MAY: This is a different situation
to that in which we found ourselves in
Japan because all the major companies in
Japan were most appreciative of the fact

846



[Wednesday, 18 August, 1971184

that they now know where they are going
in relation to the Pilbara area. On every
occasion whilst we were in that country,
and since our return to Western Australia,
we received letters from companies indicat-
ing their support of the Government and
their appreciation of the fact that they
can now go ahead and negotiate. I think
that is something the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition should appreciate. We did not
run down the previous Government at any
time when we were in Japan.

Shortly after our return 1 heard several
members say, "You said you were going to
carry on with the policy of the previous
Government." I agree that is true. On
every occasion we said we would not only
continue with the plan, but also we would
endeavour to generate it; and that is what
we have endeavoured to do. We had
reached the stage where we had planned
what we intended to do in the Pilbara.
One does not have to be a Deputy Leader
of the Opposition or a Deputy Premier to
know what should be done in that area.
The departmental heads know what to do;,
it is simply a matter of integrating the
deposits in the north-west.

Mr. Court: But you have to have Gov-
ernment policy and Government backing.
You are now defeating the case you made
earlier.

Mr. MAY: I would be very pleased indeed
if the Deputy Le ader of the Opposition can
show me some3 record on departmental files
to indicate that he provided a Policy for
departmental heads.

Mr. Court: You invite me to the depart-
ment and give me access to the records and
I will show you.

Mr. MAY: I will. We announced the
plan and then suddenly we were faced with
the cry from the Opposition, "This is
what we intended to do." Surely to good-
ness the Opposition could have done some-
thing between the time the last of the
temporary reserves expired in October last
year and the election. There was ample
opportunity for it to do so.

Mr. Court: You are now being most un-
fair and contrary to your nature, because
you know what you are saying is com-
pletely untrue.

Mr. MAY: I said I would give the Deputy
Leader of the opposition the opportunity
to show me the records contained in de-
partmental flies. If he does so I will be
only too pleased to look at them.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
minister will address the Chair.

Mr. Williams: You are starting to Jose
our support.

Mr. MAY: If this is not the place to in-
dicate the facts, I do not know which is,
If I thought the member for Bunbury
could contribute something towards this
debate I would take notice of him. But

unfortunately, he does not know the situa-
Lion in connection with the Pilbara area.
I think that is what we must consider-
the whole situation.

Mr, Williams: I have sufficient confi-
dence in the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
Lion to say that he knows what he is
talking about.

Mr. MAY: I agree. I think the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition has done much
for the Pilbara area, and we agree with
Lhe Policy. We are trying to generate that
policy. This is an emergency measure, We
did not discount the fact that we had
reached a situation where we could not go
on; this is a continuation of our develop-
ment plan.

Great play has been made about the
allocation to Hancock and Wright of
MeCamey's Monster, Rhodes Ridge, and
Western Ridge. That was announced on
the 26th June of this year. The reason
for it-and I would like members to under-
stand this-is that, In connection with
Rhodes Ridge, Hancock and Wright have
an option agreement with Texas Gulf. As
I mentioned earlier to the member for
South Perth-and he did not seem to ap-
preciate it-Texas Gulf is an overseas
company, and he was talking about an all-
Australian company. Hancock and Wright
have entered into an option agreement
with Texas Gulf to explore and develop
Rhodes Ridge; and we have nothing
against that.

Mr. Court: The previous Government
told Texas Gulf that the Government did
not acknowledge the agreement and any
money the company spent was spent at
its own peril.

Mr. MAY: in connection with McCamey's
Monster and Western Ridge, Hancock and
Wright had entered into an option agree-
ment with Mount Isa and Goldsworthy
Mining, and that was done prior to this
Qovernment taking office. In effect, those
people were illegally on Rhodes Ridge and
McCamey's Monster, doing work which
should not have been condoned. It is all
right to say that they were told they should
not be there, but there is no record in
writing that the companies were ever told
that.

Mr. Rushton: Your own Premier was
encouraging this.

Mr. MAY: Yes, because we knew that
the information would be of assistance to
us. Why restrict drilling in the area when
one oZ the largest drills in the State Is
on location in the area? The firm doing
the drilling would be compensated in any
case and would have nothing to lose. The
driUng could be completed and the in-
formation made known to any company
which takes over the deposits.

Mr. Court: Now you are defeating your
own story.
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Mr. MAY: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition knows quite well that Texas
Gulf and M.IM. were on those reserves
long before we became the Government.

Mr. Court: That did not make It right.
Fogarty of T.GB. and Fisher of M.I.M.
and the heads of Goldsworthy would be
able to tell You that they were told by
the Previous Government that the Gov-
ernment was not acknowledging the agree-
ment. The Government was not accepting
the Position.

Mr. MAY: As the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition knows, there was nothing in
writing. What would have been the posi-
tion had we told Texas Gulf-which has
spent many millions of dollars at Rhodes
Ridge-and M.IM., which has spent a
terrific amount of money, that they had
to finish up in those particular areas? The
People of Western Australia would have
been up in arms and so would the Opposi-
tion.

Mr. Court: I do not think the people
would shed a tear for big companies which
went there with the complete knowledge
that they did so at their own peril. in
any case, Your Government has said it
will reimburse such people.

Mr. MAY: Yes, we had to keep faith
with the existing companies.

Mr. Court: This is where You have allowed
Yourself to be led along by other People.

Mr. MAY: In this evening's newspaper
Hancock indicated that he was most de-
lighted with the situation; but I will look
forward to reading The Independent on
Sunday! The member for South Perth
said that I should explain to the House
the Position in connection with phosphorus.
He said the Government gave Hancock and
Wright McCamey's Monster, Rhodes Ridge,
and 1W.estern Ridge because they were poor-
class areas.

Mr. Orayden: No, not at all for that
reason.

Mr. MAY: The honourable member in-
dicated that they were given the areas
because they were all that was left.
Hancock and Wright have been sending
dispatches to MY office giving me 24 hours'
notice of the ultimatum, "If you do not
renewv these reserves we will do such and
such." But nothing at all could have been
done until yesterday because the Executive
Council did not meet until yesterday and
that was the first opportunity we had of
making a decision upon the matter. Every
srcond day Hancock and Wright-who,
according to the member for South Perth.
do not want McCamey's Monster and
Rhodes Ridge-have been applying to us
to grant them rights of occupancy.

Mr. Rushton: What understanding did
those people have with the Premier?

Mr. MAY: The Premier said he would
not confiscate any existing rights. The
Mines Department showed quite conclu-
sively that Hancock and Wright had no

rights because they did not carry out the
work which was required. There was no
reason that the deposits should not be
taken back, because all of them expired
on the 31st October last year.

Mr. Williams: You would have no worry
about action for damages.

Mr. MAY: We would not have had any
worry, but the honourable member can
imagine how long a court case would con-
tinue. The matter would be referred to
the Supreme Court of this State and prob-
ably would then go onto the High Court
and perhaps the Privy Council. In the
meantime two or three years would elapse
before we could continue with our devel-
opment of the north. This is the only
reason we brought this Bill to Parliament.

Mr. Orayden: I doubt whether it could
go to the Privy Council.

Mr. Jamieson: Yes, it could.
Mr. MAY: I am only trying to point

out to the House that the reason for bring-
ing the Bill here today is the urgency of
the matter. it is not because we think
that we would not win the case, but be-
cause of the procrastination that would
occur. We announced a plan for the de-
velopment of the north and since we have
stated our Policy in recent times we have
received letters saying, "We concur with
what you are doing." As far as the de-
velopment of the north is concerned, it
is only a matter of words between the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition and my-
self. In endeavouring to make sure that
we get orderly development of the Pilbara
region, I think our ideas are parallel. It
is just that the Deputy Leader of the
opposition is upset about the fact that
we have granted rights to McCamey's
Monster and Rhodes Ridge. We have to
keep faith with the other companies that
are already in the area.

Mr. Court: The other companies were
not your worry at all.

Mr. MAY: No, they were not our worry,
but I do not know how long it is since
the Deputy Leader of the opposition has
been in the north and had a look at the
development in regard to drilling, and so
on.

Mr. Court: Those companies were told
very clearly where they stood.

Mr. MAY: They were told, but nothing
appears on any file.

Mr. Court: It does.
Mr. MAY: In any court what weight

would be given to the statement that some
persons were told to do something; that
the only reason they were going to the
area was that they were given a verbal
assurance?

The only other matter I would like to
deal with relates to the comment made
by the member for South Perth when he
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mentioned confiscation without compen-
sation. That is not correct. I can assure
the honourable member that there will be
no confiscation without compensation. if
I am Permitted I will read to the House
our Press release-which obviously the
member for South Perth has not read-
because I think It will be quite interest-
ing. It reads as follows:-

That in the allocation of the rights
of occupancy to reserves the Govern-
ment would require any new holder
who developed the deposit to compen-
sate the former holders or their
nominees for exploration expenditure
to an amount approved by the Gov-
ernment and in addition a royalty of
0.25 per cent., again to be approved
by the Government, per ton of ore
shipped or sold.

That is a particularly high royalty and
we are being accused of giving them too
much.

Mr. O'Neil: What the member for
South Perth meant was that there is no
reference to these matters in the Bill.

Mr. MAY: The Bill is an emergency
measure that had to be brought to the
House. I regret that members could not
have seen the Bill earlier, but If any
genuine amendments are submitted by the
Opposition, I am prepared to agree to
them. I am prepared to co-operate with
the Opposition as much as possible. I
have made available IL copy Of my speech
notes to the Opposition, so I do not know
what else I can do. Apparently the Only
course left to me was to have invited
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition to
my office to help me overcome the difficulty.
Perhaps I should have done this.

We agree this is a difficult measure
to bring before the Parliament. I do not
like the idea of doing so because I know
members of the Opposition are not happy
with the situation. However, I am pre-
pared to move an amendment providing
that these certifications shall expire on
the 30th November of this year. We hope
to introduce a new Mining Act Amend-
ment Bill to Parliament, but to date we
have had no chance of doing so in view
on the way things have developed, because
every day of the week procrastination is
occurring in the Mines Department and
all my senior officers are trying to find
a solution to the difficulty we are ex-
periencing at the moment.

I can assure the House that when t.
Bill is introduced to place a. new Mining
Act on the Statute book I will accept any
criticism coming from the other side of
the House. and, in particular, from the
member for South Perth. Last year I
heard him criticising the former Minister
for Mines. He may have his reasons for
doing so, and I must admit that I sup-
ported him in regard to some of them.
No doubt the honourable member will

(31)

have plenty to say when the legislation
to place a new Mining Act on the Statute
book is introduced to Parliament.

If the member for South Perth has any
genuine amendments to move at that
time, I will be prepared to consider them.
We were placed In a difficult situation
and I think the introduction of this Bill
was the only remedy. When the Opposi-
tion was in Government I am sure It found
itself in the same situation, but the matter
was not brought to Parliament for solution.
Nevertheless. I tin sure that if the previous
Government had been placed in the posi-
tion that we are now in it would have acted
in a similar way by introducing a Bill such
as the one I have introduced tonight.

Mr. Mensaros: Would you have sup-
ported it?

Mr. MAY: Certainly I would have sup-
ported it. of course, it is easy for me
to say that now. In view of the circum-
stances and in view of what members of
the Opposition have said tonight, it would
have been a difficult decision to make, and
the decision will still be difficult when
the time comes to make it this evening.

Clause 3 is essential for the implementa-
tion of the Bill because without It the
Minister would have no security. If it
were not incorporated In the Bill the leg-
islation could be challenged, and the Gov-
ernment could then be faced with another
writ and something would have to be done
about it. clause 3 has been included in
the measure because a succession of writs
will be coming forward. That is the only
reason clause 3 has been incorporated.

This legislation will be In existence only
for about eight or 10 weeks because a Bill
to place a new Mining Act on the Statute
books will be introduced to the House on
the expiration of that time. If clause 3
were not in the Bill each matter would
have to go to court and the Government
would not be able to proceed with devel-
opment of the north for at least two or
three years.

Mr. Williams: What is to stop you bring-
ing in a new Mining Act now?

Mr. MAY: There are quite a few
problems connected with that, but that
is another story. This matter will
be going to court. Whilst we appre-
ciate the fact that we can win the
issue in court, we cannot have any
more procrastination if we are to get on
with the job. We have had representatives
of overseas and Australian companies in
the Mines Department office trying to
negotiate plans for the development of the
Pilbara region. How can we tell them,
"Hang on, and we will see what we can
do when a new Mining Act is passed by
Parliament"?

Mr. Williams: Eight or 10 weeks is not
two or three years.
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Mr. MAY: Whilst I hope to introduce
a Hill to place a new Mining Act on the
Statute book, it is not yet certain.

Mr. Williams: You could do It before
two or three years.

Mr. MAY: The honourable member can
imagine how long these companies would
wait to develop the Pilbara area if they
wvere relying on the passing of a new
Mining Act. Currently we are negotiating
with at least four or five such companies
in regard to a Pilbara plan. Armcn is
negotiating with a company that is cur-
rently established in the Pilbara area. It
already has the drills to take into the
area with a view to commence drilling.

Mr. Williams: Surely it has other inter-
ests in the area, and probably it would be
prepared to sit back and wait for the
introduction of a new Mining Act.

Mr. MAY: No, it would not be prepared
to do that because of its proposal to
establish a steel mill at Jervis Bay. If the
company has to wait any longer it will
jeopardise its chances to establish a steel
mill at Jervis Bay, and if the Government
waits any longer It will Jeopardise Its
chances to bring an iron and steel mill
to Western Australia.

Despite the lateness of the hour I feel
there is a need for the Bill to go through
the Committee stage.

Mr. O'Neil: Could you give us any indi-
cation of the amendment you propose to
move so that we may have some know-
ledge of it?

Mr. MAY: Yes, I am prepared to do that.
In lines 6 and '7 in clause 3 which appears
on page 2 it is my intention to delete the
words "is satisfied-that' and to substitute
the words "certifies in writing." Also,
after the word "occupancy" appearing in
ie '7 of clause 3, 1 propose to insert the
words "has been." This may be a little
difficult for members to follow.

Mr. Court: These are only drafting
amendments.

Mr. MAY: That is right. The principal
amendment that I will move will be to
clause 3 to add after the word "occupancy"
in line 34 on page 2 the words "a certifi-
cate issued under this subsection shall not
be given on or after the 30th day of Nov-
ember, 1971." We wanted to fix the date
as the 31st October, but Parliament will
be sitting until late in November and that
will give us the chance to cover the posi-
tion until the 30th November.

We went into this aspect very carefully
with our legal advisers, and they indicated
it might be advisable to leave the date as
late as possible because we might still be
debating the main Bill dealing with a new
Mining Act at the closing stages of the
sesin I have given an assurance that
that Hill will be introduced, and then
members will be given two or three weeks
to look into its provisions. No attempt will

be made to rush that legislation through,
and if it turns out that there is a likeli-
hood of its being rushed we may not pro-
ceed with it during this part of the session.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
has given notice that he will be moving
an amendment to clause 3 in the Coin-
mittee stage. In conclusion, I thank the
Leader of the Country Party for his sup-
Port. Members of that party were in a
difficult position because they were not in
Possession of all the facts, and neither
was the Leader of the Opposition.

The member for Boulder-Dundas has
clarified the Position in respect of clause
14 of the terms of occupancy. This is an
important point. I intended to read that
clause out. The member for South Perth

hsmnioned it, and the member for
Boulder-Dundas has dealt with the point
very effectively, so there is no need for
me to reiterate what he has said: that
there is not a right of tenure, but only
a right of negotiation,

Question put and passed.
Hill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. Nor-

ton) in the Chair; Mr. May (Minister for
Mines) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 and 2 put and passed.
Clause 3: section 277A added-
Mr. MAY: I move an amendment-

Page 2, lines 6 and 7-Delete the
Passage "is satisfied-that" and substi-
tute the words "certifies in writing to".

Mr. COURT: I do not oppose the amen-1 -
ment but I suggest the Minister should re-
quest the draftsman to look at this amend-
ment, because it does not appear to read
correctly. I do not think it is intended the
certificate should go to the person.

Mr. MAY: I will have a look at that
point. If necessary an amendment can be
made in another place.

Amendment put and passed.
The clause was further amended, on mo-

tions by Mr. May, as follows:-
Page 2, line 7-Insert after the

word "occupancy" the words "has
been".

Page 2, line 12-Insert after the pas-
sage "ore," the words "that such per-
son".

Page 2, line 16.-Insert after the pas-
sage "land," the passage 'then-".

Page 2, lines 17 and 18-Delete the
passage "the Minister may certify in
writing to that effect and there-
upon-"'.

Mr. MAY: I move an amendment-
Page 2, line 34-Insert after the

word "occupancy" the passage ', but a
certificate under this subsection shall
not be given on or after the thirtieth
day of November. 1971".
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Mr. Court: I presume you are moving
this amendment in lieu of my proposal?

Mr. MAY: Yes.
Mr. COURT: The Minister has moved

this amendment in lieu of our suggestion
for the introduction of a new subolause
which, if agreed to, will mean that the
Bill ceases to have effect on a certain date.
This is not an unusual provision.

I suggested in the course of my presenta-
tion in the second reading debate that we
fix the date as the 31st October. I sug-
gested that date because by that time the
Government would have progressed to the
stage where It would have drafted the Bill
dealing with the new Mining Act, and
would have introduced It in Parliament.

If it found some matters were still out-
standing, no doubt it could then submit a
short Bill. However, I gather the intention
of the Minister is to meet our abjection to
proposed new subsection (3). He did not
explain the point, but I am assuming this
is the advice he has received because ob-
viously if he does not issue a certificate
after a certain date that particular provi-
sian does not come into being and I think
it is as well members on this side under-
stand what the Minister is trying to do be-
cause one of the points I submitted on be-
half of my colleagues was that if we limit
the life of the Act it would mean that par-
ticular section would apply only for the
Immediate purpose it is sought to achieve.

The Minister did not give any reasons
that his advisers prefer it his way. Is it
because it is teared that when the legisla-
tion ceases to function there Is a chance
that the problems referred to in new sub-
section (4) will be revived?

Mr. May: That is quite correct.

Mr. COURT: If that is the reason, I
go along with it, but I would still prefer
the 31st October. The Minister has in-
cluded the 30th November because he
wants his new Bill to be Introduced and,
maybe, passed.

Mr. May: No.
Mr. WILLIAMS:, It had been my inten-

tion to move to delete subsection (3) of
proposed new section 277'!A. What effect
will this present amendment have on pro-
posed new subsection (3)? I would like
some clarification on the point because if I
am not satisfied I want to move an amend-
ment to delete proposed new subsection
(3).

Mr. Graham: If the Minister cannot give
a certificate after the 30th November, pro-
posed new subsection (3) Is inoperative.

Mr. MAY: That is quite right. This
matter was discussed with the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and I thank him
for his assistance. I realised proposed
subsection (3) would cause difficulty but it

was felt that under MY amendment it
would cease to have effect after the 30th
November, 1971. Otherwise we could have
been in the position where a further writ
would be issued and this would get away
from the whole purpose of the Bill.

Mr. Court: Why not accept the 31st Oc-
tober?

Mr. MAY: It is only a matter of a date.
What is the reason the Opposition desires
the 31st October?

Mr. Court: We felt the House would be
in session and the Government could raise
the matter if necessary.

Mr. MAY: Could we compromise and
make it the 15th November?

Mr. Graham: That could be the last day.

Mr. MAY: That is quite right. I want
as much tine as possible in connection
with the new mining legislation. If the
date included in this amendment is the
31st October we may at that stage have
only just introduced the new mining Bill.

Mr, Court: You could introduce a special
Bill to extend it. It is just that I am trying
to be helpful. Some members would feel
happier if the provision expired whilst Par-
liament was in session. If the Deputy
Premier is correct, Parliament could be out
of session by the 15th November. This
provision would expire while Parliament is
still in session if the date were the 31st
October and then the Government could
report on the result.

Mr. MAY: I have no opposition to the
suggestion. I1 merely wanted as much time
as possible. If the Opposition would be
happier with the 31st October I will agree.

Mr. Graham: There could be a difficulty
because I understand there is the possibility
that the Bill might not be ready for this
session unless wve sit late.

Mr. COURT:, The Deputy Premier has
only strengthened my argument. If this
provision expires after Parliament rises and
the mining legislation has not been dealt
with, this matter could very easily be
overlooked.

Mr. Graham: No possibility.
Mr. COURT: I move-

That the amendment be amended by
deleting the words "thirtieth day of
November" and substituting the words
"thirty-first day of October."

Amendment on the amendment put and
passed.

Amendment, as amended, put and passed.
Mr. COURT: I move an amendment-

Page 3-Insert after subsection (3)
the following new subsection to stand
as subsection (4):

(4) Every certificate given under
subsection (1) of this section
shall be laid on the Table of

851



[ASSEMBLY.]

each House of Parliament
within seven sitting days of
its being given together with
a statement by the Minister
of the reasons for the giving
of the certificate and the pro-
visions of section 36 of the
Interpretation Act 1918, relat-
ing to the disallowance of re-
gulations by either House
shall apply to all intents and
purposes as if a certificate
given under subsection (1) of
this section were a regulation
to which section 36 of the
Interpretation Act applies.

Under this Provision members would have
an opportunity to ascertain the reasons
that the Minister issued the certificate. in
other words, it will ensure the Minister will
not give the certificates capriciously,
although I am not suggesting he will.

My amendment would give a certain
amount of confidence to some people who
find new subsection (3) rather hard to
swallow. It would be desirable for the
Government to accept my amendment. I
know the Minister would object, in some
respects, because his certificates could be
subject to disallowance.

Mr. MAY: I appreciate the fact that
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is
endeavouring to co-operate1 but I cannot
see that we should accept this amend-
ment. It would be most unsatisfactory
if the Minister were to be called upon, on
each occasion that a certificate was Issued,
for it to be tabled in both Houses.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
mentioned the word capricious, and with-
out referring to that word too loosely, the
proposed amendment could be all very
well if the Government had a majority in
both Houses. However, it is obvious there
would be an obstruction somewhere along
the line.

I feel it would be remiss of me, as the
Minister, to allow this to be taken out of
my hands. The fact that the certificate
is issued Is sufficient to show that the
Minister is genuine in what he is doing.
This is not a situation I would be able to
accept, and I feel that the Opposition
would not accept such a situation if it were
in Government. At this stage I must
oppose the amendment.

Mr. HAJUTREY: With all respect to the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition I support
what the Minister has said. It seems logical
that if a certificate has been issued the
Minister is satisfied. If the certificate has
to be laid on the Table of the House, the
House could then say that the Minister is
not satisfied, and that would be absurd.

Mr. COURT: I think the member for
Boulder-Dundas is overlooking the fact
that we are dealing with an unusual sit-

uation. The Opposition has gone along
fairly well with the Government, and I
do not think the Government expected
to get this Bill through so easily. I put
my head on the chopping block by support-
ing the Bill, although I did have some
minor qualifications.

The clause, as it appears in the Bill, is
pretty hard for some people to swallow.
We have the situation that the Minister
will issue a certificate and he wilt not
have to explain to anybody. I have con-
fidence in the present Minister and I feel
he would expect his officers and other
staff to satisfy him that a certificate should
be issued.

The certificate would lie on the Table
of the House, and no action would be taken
if Parliament was quite satisfied. The
certificate would become binding with the
effiuxion of time. I do not deny that
there may be some lobbying, particularly
in a case such as this. Nevertheless, it is
not a bad idea to expose these matters
to view. The Opposition has taken a
fairly responsible attitude, and a. similar
attitude would be taken if the certificate
was challenged. If the Minister of the
day has acted in good faith, I do not
think there would be any challenge to the
certificate. If it were challenged in the
other House it would be up to that House
to move accordingly.

Mr. GRAHAM: I hope the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition will think twice about
this matter. I agree with practically every-
thirnr he has said regarding this matter
but we feel it is our duty and our respon-
sibility to pass this Bill. We exercise our
responsibility only because of the situation
with which we are faced. The whole pur-
pose of the Bill is to ensure, without any
doubt whatsoever, that there shall be no
legal challenge. Accordingly, the Minister
will know what he is doing when dealing
with those who seek to operate on iron ore
reserves. The Minister will not be Placed
in the situation of proceeding so far in
negotiations, and perhaps committing the
word of the State to some extent, only to
find that a move has been made-caprici-
ously or otherwise-to disallow something,
Everything is then in the melting Pot.
The Minister had certain reservations but
finally he acceded to what the Deputy
Leader of the opposition sought; namely,
shortening the period from the 30th Nov-
ember to the 31st October, which means
this matter of issuing certificates is
restricted to a period of some 10 weeks'
duration only until the 31st October.

Mr. Court: That is the critical period.

Mr. GRAHAM: it is the critical period
of course. Parliament Is still in session
of course. This is the critical period in
the first instance because it is in that
period that the Government. through the
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Minister, certainly hopes to be in the posi-
tion to deal in concrete fashion with those
who come to its doors. This is something
which it was proceeding with and which
it felt it was able to do until events of
recent days.

If we allow any clause or any line in
a clause to create a situation of doubt then
I suggest, however unwvittingly, we have
allowed the very thing which inspired the
Bill; namely, to prevent any semblance of
doubt whatever. Therefore, I think the
whole spirit of the Bill would be Preserved
if the honourable member did not proceed
with his amendment.

Mr. Court: Would you agree to the
amendment cut off half-way? I am not
suggesting this will be the attitude of our
brethren in another place. Perhaps we
could cut the amendment off at the word
"certificate." In other words the Minis-
ter would tell the Parliament, 'This is the
certificate I gave," and he would state the
reasons he gave.

Mr. GRAHAM: I can see no objection to
that, but I will leave it to the Mlinister to
make the determination. That amend-
ment would merely mean that Parliament
is informed and either House of the Parlia-
ment would not have the opportunity to
interfere with the matter.

It was pointed out to us by our learned
friend the member for Boulder-flundas-
I like People with hyphenated names-
that the Minister has extensive power
under the existing Mining Act and has al-
ways had it. Surely In respect of this if the
Parliament decides-if that be its Pleasure
-that it is necessary to take extreme
action for a very limited period, it is
wrong that any step should be taken that
will remove the authority from the Minis-
ter for Mines.

I concede immediately, of course, that
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition's
second thoughts will merely acquaint us
with the situation. What that will achieve
I do not know. Theoretically any member
can stand up and perform when he knows,
but I suggest that if any person feels he
has been badly done by through the deci-
sion of the Minister in issuing his certi-
ficate, such an aggrieved person would
not waste any tine in letting one or more
members of Parliament know in order that
they could do whatever was at their dis-
posal to do in the Parliament.

I think the Bill, as wve have proceeded
up to date. Is quite sufficient and there
is no real necessity for what the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition seeks to do either
in his original form or his less damaging
second form.

The CHAIRMAN: I warn the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition that he is rising
for the third time on this.

Mr. COURT: I believe, and I say this
in a spirit of co-operation, that we should
at least accept the amendment down to
the word "certificate." There is reason
for this.

Mr. T. Di. Evans: Would the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition read out the
effect of what he now proposes?

Mr. COURT: Certainly. The amendment
would read-

To insert a new subsection after
subsection (3) to stand as subsection
(41 as follows:-

(4) Every certificate given under
subsection (1) of this section
shall be laid on the Table of
each House of Parliament
within seven sitting days of
its being given together with
a statement by the Minister
of the reasons for the giving
of the certificate.

This is not the only Act under which we
would do this because, for example, when
the Department of Industrial Development
buys land, under the appropriate Act,
the Minister has to table a document in
the Parliament setting out details of the
land bought, the reasons for buying it,
and the Price Paid. No action is taken
by the Parliament on it. It Is there
for people to see and to know the land
in question, the reasons for Its being
acquired, and the amount paid. This is
not a bad thing. We are all only human
and the fact it has to be tabled does make
one a little more careful.

I suggest with respect to my learned
friend, the member for Boulder-Dundas.
that Parliament is entitled to get more
information because of proposed subsec-
tion (3). I do not know the technical
term but I think it Is something like a
prerogative writ which can be issued when
one wants to demonstrate that the Minis-
ter has not Issued a certificate or formed
an opinion conscientiously.

Mr. T. D. Evans: On reasonable grounds.

Mr. COURT: Yes, and within the terms
of his appointment as a Minister. It is
a difficult writ to win, but it is possible
to take that action if a person can demon-
strate that the Minister, capriciously or
maliciously, made a decision on a particu-
lar issue.

One of the reasons for proposed subsec-
tion (3) is to avoid this situation arising,
because it triggers off a great deal of liti-
gation. I would have been more anxious
to press for the deletion of proposed sub-
section (3) If, after consultation with the
Minister, I had not formed the opinion
that we were leaving the door open for
more and more litigation, the very thing
we are trying to stop. Because of the
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tact that this procedure will be denied,
at least until the end of October, it is
not unreasonable for the Minister to have
to table the certificates together with ex-
planations as to why he arrived at his
decision.

Mr. Hartrey: I agree.

Mr. May: I have no objection if the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition wants to
move that way.

Mr. COURT: I cannot move an amend-
ment to my own amendment.

Mr. Graham: You can withdraw.
Mr. COURT: I will seek permission to

withdraw my amendment with a view to
moving half of it.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

The CHAIRMAN: I am not sure whether
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition can
speak again. Pie has already spoken three
times.

Mr. Graham: This is a newv amendment.

Mr. COURT: I maove an amendment-
Page 3-Insert after subsection (3)

the following new subsection to stand
as subsection (4):

(4) Every certificate given under
subsection (1) of this section
shall be laid on the Table of
each House of Parliament
within seven sitting days of
its being given together with
a statement by the Minister
of the reasons for the giving
of the certificate.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, with amendments, and

the report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr.

May (Minister for Mines), and transmit-
ted to the Council.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

MR. GRAHAM (Halcatta-Deputy Pre-
mier) [1.01 anm.] I move-

That the House, at its rising ad-
adjourn until 2.15 p.m. today, the 19th
August.

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 1.02 am. (Thurs-

day).

Thursday, the 19th August, 1971

The PRESIDENT (The Hon. L. C. Diver)
took the Chair at 2.30 p.m., and read
prayers.

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE
SNOWY MOUNTAINS ENGINEERING

CORPORATTON ENABLING BILL
Request f rom Prime Minister

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH, to the
Minister for Police:

In connection with the second
reading speech he made yesterday
on the Snowy Mountains Bill and
his reference to the request which
had been received from the Prime
Minister, would he make available
for my perusal a copy of that
request?

The Hion. J. DOLAN replied:
I thank the Leader of the Opposi-
tion for giving me notice of this
question this morning. I have
procured a copy of the request
made to Sir David Brand by Mr.
Gorton, the then Prime Minister,
and it is available for the Leader
of the opposition.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Thank you.

QU ESTIONS (6): ON NOTICE
I . MILK BOARD

Albany Milk Supply
The Hon. J. M. THOMSON. to the
Leader of the House:

Will he please lay on the Table
of the House the file containing
correspondence and the document
of agreement between the Albany
Whole Milk Producers Association
and the Milk Board, relating to
their licences and quotas, prior to
and at the commencement of the
control by the Milk Hoard over the
Albany milk supply?

The Hon. W. IF. WILLESEE replied:
The Milk Board has controlled
the Albany Milk Supply since
1946 under the authority of the
Milk Act and regulations.
A treatment plant to supply pas-
teurised milk to the Albany
market was first licensed at
Albany in March, 1965. Previous-
ly raw milk was sold to Consumn-
ers, either direct from local dairy-
men licensed also as milkmen, or
from milkmen supplied by local
dairymen.


