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fpgislative Assembly

Thursday, 16 September 1982

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

HEALTH: PENN-ROSE NURSING HOME
Report: Personal Explapation

MR HODGE (Melville) [10.47 a.m.]: 1 seek
leave of the House to make a personal expla-
nation.

Leave granted.

Mr HODGE: On Tuesday the Minister for
Health was permitied 1o make a slatement and
table the report on the Penn-Rose Nursing Home;
and agreement was reached between the Govern-
ment and the Opposition that, in due course, the
Opposition would be given an opportunity to
make a similar statement on the same subject. 1
am now using the opportunity 1o do that,

In November 1981 a motion was moved in this
Chamber by the Leader of the Opposition and
seconded by me, drawing attention to grave alle-
gations about the Penn-Rose Nursing Home, the
death of Reginald Berryman, and his treatment at
Penn-Rose. We called for a judicial inquiry into
the matter.

The Government rejected the request for a
judicial inquiry and instead ordered that the At-
torney General should investigate the matter. Ap-
parently, after considering the Attorney General's
report, the Siate Government decided it would
order a further inquiry to be conducted by the
Minister for Health. The results of the Minisier
for Health's inquiry were labled in the House on
Tuesday of this week.

As a responsc to the serious matters raised
about Penn-Rose and Mr Berryman's death, the
Minister’s report is a lotal failure. It is a super-
ficial and amateurish allempl 10 investigale a
very serious and important matter. It contains
numerous slatements and assertions which are not
supported by facts or evidence from independent
wilnesses.

The report is self-contradictory and, in many
instances, it is coniradictory page by
page—statements made on one page are contra-
dicted on the next.

Further, there are numerous examples of con-
tradictions between statements contained in the
Minister’'s report and statements made and
backed up by statutory declarations by former
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employees of Penn-Rose. | am referring to state-
ments made in an interview 10 the Daily News.

There are also many serious omissions from the
report. Many important matters raised in this
place in November last year were not dealt with
or were examined only superficially by the Minis-
ter.

The people central to the allegations, Mr and
Mrs Herron and the medical praciitioners
treating Mr Berryman, seem to have been heavily
relied upon by the Minister to rebut claims made
about Penn-Rose and the treaiment of Mr
Berryman. In the main, their statements were not
corroborated by independent witnesses and yet
they seem to be accepted by the Minister as fact.

Differences occur between unsworn statements
made to the Minister by the Herrons and Dr
Lyon and the statements by Miss Hayes and Miss
Uusimaki supporied by statutory declarations.
These differences concern crucial matters such as
when the skin on Mr Berryman’s hip first broke.

Some of the conclusions drawn by the Minister
about the adequacy and standard of medical care
and attention rendered to Mr Berryman obviously
would be wrong if the claims made by Miss
Hayes and Miss Uusimaki were correct.

Statements made by the Minister in the report
are also in conflict with the information supplied
by the Hon. Fred McKenzie, MLC, and infor-
mation given to Mr McKenzie by Midland Con-
valescent Hospital and, in turn, supplied to the
Minister for Health by Mr McKenzie.

The report leaves many important questions
unanswered. There is no satisfaclory explanation
of the claim that boxes full of pharmaceuticals
were regularly delivered 10 Penn-Rosc and admin-
istered to people other than those for whom they
were ordered. There was not even any comment
on the allegation that Mr Berryman was forced to
sleep for a period on the bathroom floor. There
was no comment on the claims of poor or rotten
food being served or residents being punished by
compulsory cold showers. There was no comment
as o why Mr Berryman was sent from Pyrion
Hospital to a lodging house when he was in such
poor health, as described in the report. There was
no comment as to why, when Mr Berryman re-
fused 10 exercise and began to develop lesions, he
was nol sent 1o a hospital or other institution with
the staff ard expertise to care for him adequately.

If Mr Berryman received professional care and
proper medical attention at Penn-Rose, as stated
by the Minister, how can it be explained that
shortly after his admission 1o Swan Districts Hos-
pital, when the Hon. Fred McKenzie saw him, he
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was described as being “covered from head to foot
in bed sores™?

There is no satisfactory explanation as to why
the Herrons kept over $1 700 of Mr Berryman's
pension payments when he resided at Pyrton for
three years. There are many other unanswered
points which require proper answers.

In his report the Minister appears 10 exonerate
the Herrons and the medical practitioners
involved, and instead reserved the only real criti-
cism for two senior officers of his own depariment
of Mental Health Services.

The report does not go into enough detail in
this arca for us to determine exactly where the
buck should stop in this regard. If the senior
officers of Mental Health Services knew of the
deficiencies in the legistation, if they knew of the
- deficiencies which were highlighted in the report,
and if they knew they did not have adequate
powers 10 deal with their jobs as required, they
had an obligation and, indeed, a responsibility 1o
inform the Minister for Health. If they failed to
do that they deserve any criticism coming to
them.

On the other hand, if they did in fact inform
the Minister and make recommendations to him
for change, and he failed 10 act, the Minister for
Health’s competence and credibility must be
called into serious question.

This matter raises the absurdity of appointing
the Minister for Health to inquire into his own
department. He may well find himself the judge,
the prosecutor, and the accused.

The Opposition rejects this document as being
unworthy and unsatisfactory. We renew our call
for a judicial inquiry and ask the Government to
do now what it should have done last November,
that is, order an immediate judicial inquiry into
the whale affair.

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE
Report: Consideration

MR SIBSON (Bunbury) [10.56 am.]: 1
move—

(1) That the consideration of the Sianding
Orders Committee Report, 1aid on the
Table of the House on 15 September
1982, and ordered 10 be printed, be
made an Order of the Day for the next
sitting of the House; and
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(2) That the House when considering 1he re-
port allow general debate as on a sub-
stantive motion and, after 1the mover’s
reply, for deliberating each proposed
new, omitted or amended Standing
Order, use Committee procedure.

Question put and passed.

DAIRY INDUSTRY AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Old (Minister
for Agriculture), and read a first time.

ROAD TRAFFIC AMENDMENT BILL (Ne. 2)
Report
Report of Committee adopted.

VETERINARY PREPARATIONS AND
ANIMAL FEEDING STUFFS AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading

MR  OLD  (Katanning—Minister for
Agriculture) [10.59 2.m.]: [ move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of 1his Bill is to amend the Veterin-
ary Preparations ard Animal Feeding Stuffs Act
1976-1981 to—

allow deregistration of products shown to
have undesirable side effects;

permit registers of products to be kept in an
approved manner;

revoke the prohibition of comparative adver-
tising and require manufacturers to substan-
liate apparently exaggerated or misleading
claims in advertising;

remove the need ta prescribe certain products
with regard to labclling and invoice require-
ments; and

replace the existing registration fee with an
application fee.

Currently there is power 0 deregister a product
on the grounds of false representation or lack of
efficiency, or failure to comply with the Act. It is
not possible to deregister a product even when un-
desirable and unexpected side effects show up
after registration.

The amendment will permit the registrar to re-
view the registration of a product a1 any time and
to deregister it if he would not have registered it
had the unacceptable side effects been known at
the time of the original application for regis-
tration.
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The register in which each product is placed is
currently kept on files, and from time to time lists
are published in the Government Gazette.

It is much more efficient to store and retrieve
this information from computer records and this
amendment will permit the Director of
Agriculture to approve this method of keeping the
registers. Except for confidential information,
such as the detailed composition of products, the
information on these registers will continue to be
available to the public.

The present Act, in section 51, requires the
Governor to prescribe those producis to which
certain packaging, labelling, and standards apply.
Prescribing lists of individual products by name
has proved to be a very cumbersome procedure.

The amendments are designed to permit regu-
lations to be made limiting the packaging,
labelling, or standards requirements of this part of
the Act, and to contain classes of product, thus
eliminating the need to list each product individu-
ally. This is administatively much more straight-
forward, as effective, and less costly.

Currently it is an offence under this Act to ad-
vertise veterinary preparations or animal feeding
stuffs “in a manner which expresses, suggests or
implies any comparison with any other product to
the detriment of either”. Western Australia is the
only State which places such a restriction on ad-
vertising.

Such a prohibition might lessen the more ag-
gressive type of advertising which compares one
product with another. However, it can be against
the interests of the public in that it Limits the in-
formation which manufacturers can make
available; for example, that one product controls
more pests than another preduct, or is more per-
sistent. National uniformity also is very desirable
in this area as many advertisements appear in
nationally circulating papers.

The amendment repeals subsection 54 (1) (a)
dealing with comparative advertising and in sec-
tion 54 (1) (b) it places some extra respansibility
on advertisers of products by requiring them to
substantiate claims made in advertisements.

Section 56 of the current Act requires the
Governor 1o prescribe those products 10 which
certain invoice information and warranties must
be provided by the seller. In practice all registered
products are subject to invoice and warranty. Sec-
tion 56 of the Act contains specific exceptions for
invoice requirements. Given this, it is unnecessary
to require the prescribing of each individual prod-
uct. The amendment repeals section 56 and makes
consequential changes to sections 57, 58, and 39.
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In present proceedings under the Act, a
certificate of registration must be produced for
each product to establish whether or not a prod-
uct is registered and who is the primary dealer.
The amendment will do away with this and per-
mit the registrar to extract the relevant infor-
mation from the computer record and issue a
certificate stating the required information. This
will then be acceptable in any proceedings.

Currently, persons applying for registration of a
product must pay a fee of $25 before registration
will be made. If an application is refused, no fee is
payable. Since the amount of work involved in
investigating and processing an application is
similar whether or not the product is finally regis-
tered, it is reasconable o charge a non-refundable
application fee rather than a registration fee. The
amendment will replace the registration fee with
an application fee.

1 commend this Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Evans.

GAS UNDERTAKINGS AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

MR P. V. JONES (Narrogin—Minister for
Fuel and Energy) [11.05 a.m.}: | move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

Members will be aware, from statements made in
the Press over the last few months, that there has
been considerable trading in the share capital of
Fremantle Gas and Coke Co. Ltd. The
Government has become very concerned that this
company could be the subject of a take-over
which could affect seriously the continuity of the
supply of gas to consumers within the company's
franchise area.

A review of the governing legisiation and the
obligations and responsibilities of gas undertakers,
thercfore, has been carried out. As a result, the
Government has decided that amendments to the
Gas Undertakings Act 1947-1978 are necessary in
order to safeguard the reticulation system, and
the interests of consumers. The supply of gas by a
gas undertaker 1o ils consumers should be
protected to the greatest extent possible, and the
powers of the Government have been
strengthened in this regard.

The Bill now laid before the House imposes a
more positive statutory duty on gas undertakers to
supply gas than that which exists at the presemt
time. A notional statutory obligation also is im-
posed in relation to the assets acquired by a gas
undertaker in the course of carrying out that
duty, to hold them lor the purposes of the {uture
discharge of that duty. The obligation to hold the
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property is reinforced by a prohibition on disposal
without the consent of the Minister.

The prohibition is broken down into two
categories. Firstly, it always applies 10 land and
interests in land vested in the gas undertaker, and
can be applied 10 specific other property of the
gas underaker. However, property used in the nor-
mal and ordinary course of the business of supply-
ing gas has been excluded. The Government be-
lieves that the imposition of these obligations and
restrictions will assist in ensuring the continuity of
gas supplies and, at the same time, act as a de-
terrrent to any person contemplating acquiring
the company for the purpose of asset stripping.

The accounting and financial provisions of the
Gas Undertakings Act are considered to be out-
dated, and can be flouted easily. Therefore a new
provision is included in the Bill which will give the
Minister an element of discretionary control over
future operations.

The Government is very conscious also of the
restrictions on the dividends that can be paid out
of profits by gas undertakers. The opportunity has
been taken to consider legislation operating in
other States and, in particular, that recently en-
acted in New South Wales. The Government has
therefore decided that some increase in the level
of dividend payable by gas undertakers is
justified; and members will observe that provision
has been made to enable a gas undertaker 10 pay
a dividend to its shareholders which is more fair
and equitable than is allowed at the present time.
However, in an endeavour to prevent these pro-
visions being flouted, a gas undertaker no longer
will be able to increase its capital without the
Minister’s approval.

The Bill also contains powers which enable the
Government to take action in the event that there
is a default in the duly to supply gas. Here, again,
the powers are in two stages. The first stage will
enable the Minister 10 make inquiry and force dis-
closure by requiring a gas undertaker to show
cawse and, if appropriate, to Turnish security to
the Treasury which might be by way of a fixed
investment deposit with the Treasury, but on
which the gas undertaker would continue to re-
ceive interest. The second stage, which can be
used independently of the first, would authorise
the Public Trustee, or some other person ap-
poinied pursuant to these new provisions, to go
into possession as a receiver and manager and, if
necessary, use the State Energy Commission as its
employee 10 carry on the business of supplying
gas. The Public Trustee is given a specific power
to seck directions from the court, and the State
Energy Commission is answerable to the court.
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The Bill provides that a vesting order made
under these amendments has to be communicated
to both Houses of Parliament, and must be rati-
fied by resolution in each House, failing which it
is deemed to be revoked. Provision is made also
for entry to the gas undertaker’s property, where
emergency measures are required to safeguard
supply, or to prevent danger or damage. The Bill
sets out the powers of the Public Trustee, or the
person appointed by the order, and provides for
revocation of the vesting order and for
indemnities.

Members will appreciate that a great amount
of research and thought, supported by legal op-
inion, is reflected in these proposed amendments,
which 1 believe will greatly ensure the continuity
of the supply of gas to consumers, and protect
them from any prejudicial effects of a possible
assel stripping operation.

I commend this Bill 1o the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bateman.

LAND AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne—Minister for
Lands) [11.11 a.m.]: | move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this Bill is to empower the
Governor to grant easements over lands of the
Crown—a broad category of land that includes
vacant Crown land, reserved land whether vested
or unvested, and land leased from the Crown for
pastoral and special purposes. The Bill also would
authorise parties acquiring the fee simple of
Crown land on terms, or holding a Crown grant in
trust, to grant easements over their land, with the
consent of the Minister for Lands.

Current methods of protection of facilities such
as drains, sewers, and pipelines, where they
traverse lands of the Crown, consist either of no-
tation of their existence on Lands Department
public plans, or creation of separate reserves or
leases. Both methods have disadvantages. Plan
marking does not afford legal tenure and provides
inadequate protection. Separate reservation or
leasing may necessilate excision or resumption
from existing reserves or leases, with consequent
discontinuities and severances in surface tenure
and use. This legislation would permit creation of
a legal right which would cause minimal disrup-
tion, and by relatively straightforward and inex-
pensive procedures.

It is anticipated that the new power would be of
immediate benefit to the State Energy Com-
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mission for the Dampier-Perth natural pas pipe-

line.

The Bill provides for the foliowing—

L. The grant by the Governor of easements

over lands of the Crown subject to notice
having been given of intention to grant
an easement, and the written consent of
persons having a recorded interest in the
land. Where consent is not forthcoming,
other normal avenues such as resump-
tion or further negotiation with the par-
ties concerned would need to be pursued.

. The recording in the appropriate regis-

ter, whether at the Titles Office or the
Lands Department, of notice of
intention to grant an easement. Such no-
tice will have effect for 12 months, and
may be withdrawn if it is ullimately de-
termined that an easement should not be
granted.

Notice is intended to inform parties
seeking to acquire an interest in land
concerned that a grant of easement is
impending. If they proceed with regis-
tration of their interest, their consent to
the grant of easement is implicit. The
consents of parties holding a recorded
interest prior to notice being given
would in the meantime have been
sought.

. Registration at the Titles Office or the

Lands Department—as appropriate—of
easements, by the parties granted the
easements.

. Cancellation by the Minister of an ease-

ment for—

(a) Breach of a condition of grant; or
{b) at the request of either of —

(i) The person granted the case-
ment;
(ii) The Under
Lands; or
(iii) A person holding an interest in
the affected land.
In the last two cases the Minister would
be required to give prior notice of
intention 1o cancel the easement 1o par-
ties benefited by the casement, and to be
satisfied after all reasonable inquiry that
the easement no longer served any pur-
pose.

Land Act easements will differ from
normal private easements, being in gross
and for the most part providing a public
utility with a right to install and main-
tain a service traversing Crown land. It

Secretary  for

10.

would be readily ascertainable when
such right is no longer required—for
example, when the service is re-
moved—and it is not considered that the
minimum period of 20 vears’ disuse
specified by the Transfer of Land Act
for removal of private easements should
apply.

. The continued existence of easements

despite changes in the essential nature of
affected land—e.g., a reserve subject to
an easement becoming Crown land then
being sold in fee simple:—the easement
will subsist. Provision is also made for
movement of registration of easements
between the Lands Department and the
Titles Office as the land tenure moves
from the operation of one Statute 1o the
other. Without such provision a new
easement would need to be granted or
negotiated each time tenure changed.

. The empowering of persons holding

Crown grants in trust, or acquiring the
fee simple of Crown land on terms, to
grant easements—whether in gross or
otherwise—over their land, subject to
the Minister’s consent. This right does
not exist al presentl. It is appropriate
that parties holding the virtual fee
simple of land should be free to nego-
tiate and grant easements over their
property, rather than the Crown.

. A requirement for the production of

duplicate instruments of title to the
Lands Department or the Titles
Office—as appropriate—for registration
of easements, with a maximum penalty
of $100 for non-compliance.

Similar requirements exist with respect
to registration of transfers and mort-
gages under both the Land Act and the
Transfer of Land Act.

. The application of Transfer of Land Act

easements provisions to Crown leases.

. The tabling of reports before Parliament

explaining the reasons for granting ease-
ments over Class “A™ reserves.
Amendment of section 149 of the Land
Act to provide for the carrying forward
of easements to the operations of the
Transfer of Land Act where freehold is
granted over affected land.

It is expected that major benefits would
accrue from the ability to grant rights in
land causing minimal interference with
other tenures and land use.

The Bill is commended to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Evans.
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LAND AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)
Second Reading

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne—Minister for
Lands) {11.i7 a.m.]: | move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The amendments to the Land Act contained in
this Bill fall into two broad categories.

The first category consists of amendments
which will permit an interim reorganisation of the
Department of Lands and Surveys to provide a
more effectively structured land administration
organisation. The second category relates o vari-
ous amendments which will sitreamline some
administrative procedures and permit more flexi-
bility in meeting public requirements.

Last year, the Public Service Board initiated a
revicw of the departmental organisation. This re-
view was aimed at determining the feasibility of
separating land administration and  sur-
vey/mapping functions and creating them as sep-
arate unils.

This review was prompted by the following fac-
tors—

Rapid technological advances affecting
survey/mapping functions and activities
which called for a reassessment of the role of
the division;

An apparent growth in the duplication of
survey/mapping activities in other depari-
ments or authorities;

Overlapping responsibilities and organis-
ational difficulties within the department
which, when coupled with outdated and
rather cumbersome legislation hindered land
administration in reacting positively and
flexibly to public requirements.

An ongoing consultant investigation into the Sur-
veyor General's division has indicated a potential
for financial savings by the introduction of new
technology subject to a redefinition of the role
and responsibilities of the division with a view to
separation from land administration.

Current progress in the development of a com-
puter based land information system has re-
inforced the need for a critical review of the role
of land administration and sarvey/mapping. It is
becoming obvious that a land management system
for Government-owned land and property will be
an early priority.

1t has become apparent that the determination
of the statutory and financial implications of a
permancnt separation of functions cannot be fi-
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nalised overnight. A final decision will be depen-
dent on the conclusion of consultant reviews; a
comprehensive review of the Land Act and associ-
ated legislation: the determination of an overall
legal charter for the Surveyor General; and an
assessment of associated cost factors.

However, the need 10 implement an improved
land administration organisation is urgent in
order to meet the growing demands for effective
management of the Crown estate. To this end, it
has been determined that it would be practical to
implement a restructured land administration or-
ganisation whilst awaiting a final decision as to
the feasibility of creating a separate sur-
vey/mapping organisation.

Relatively minor amendments to the Land Act
will enable the structure of the department to be
changed and to remove the Surveyor General’s
stalutory involvement in land administration
whilst maintaining his role in relation to survey
and mapping.

The resulting interim organisation would en-
able land administration personnel 1o be
transferred from the Surveyor General’s division
and land administration procedures to be fully re-
viewed.

The survey and mapping functions will be re-
tained as a division of the department for the time
being, but it could operate with a degree of
autonomy in respect of those functions. The div-
ision will continue 10 be serviced by departmental
support sections such as accounting, registry, and
staff office. In this way, the interim reorganis-
ation can be implemented without incurring extra
costs and with potential for the ultimate separ-
ation of survey/mapping functions in the future
should the feasibility and economics of separation
be proved.

| have indicated that it is intended 10 undertake
a comprehensive review of the Land Act in the
near future. The opportunity has been taken in
this Bill to introduce a few amendments to im-
mediately improve administrative flexibility and
streamline procedurcs. The bulk of the amend-
ments relate to sections 116 and 117 of the Act
dealing with special leases over Crown land.

The maximum lease term for special leases out-
side townsites is restricted to 21 years and it is
proposed to increase this maximum term to 50
years, at ministerial discretion, to accommodate
special projects requiring high development ex-
penditure and greater security of tenure.

The amendments also provide for automatic
conversion procedures where it is determined that
a special lease may be converted to frechotd sub-
ject to satisfactory performance of development
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conditions and payment of purchase price. This
will epable existing cumbersomz and time-con-
suming procedures, which caused complaints, 10
be modified.

In the interests of consistency and speedier re-
sponse 1o public requirements, formal approvals
to the grant of special leases and 10 the determi-
nation of upset prices and sale conditions at pub-
lic auctions will be delegated to the Minister in
lieu of the Governor.

Finally, an amendment has been introduced to
part V—section 47—dealing with conditional
purchase leases over new farm land. The initial
developmeni conditions have been amended to
reflect the changes that have occurred in farming
systems technology and the emergence of mini-
mum and zero cultivation systems.

The amendment places the emphasis on the
establishment of crops and/or pastures rather
than progressive clearing and cultivation as a
prelude to the sowing of crops or pasture.

It is stressed that the amendments outlined
must be viewed in the context of the need to com-
prehensively review the Land Act in the near
future. However, the amendments put forward at
this time—together with other amendments to be
dealt with in other Bills this session—represent an
attempt to immediately improve and streamline
land administration procedures, and as such 1
commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Evans.

ACTS AMENDMENT (RESERVES,) BILL
Second Reading

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne—Minister for
Lands) [11.24 a.m.]): [ maove—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill provides for amendments to part 111 of
the Land Act which deals with Crown reserves
and for complementary amendments to the Parks
and Reserves Act.

The purpose of the amendments is to assist the
effective conirol and management of Crown re-
serves and to generally update or streamline some
sections in the interests of administrative flexi-
bility.

Principal amendments to part Il of the Land
Act relate to the following matiers—

Enabling the Governor 1o create reserves
for any specified purpose rather than con-
tinuing 1o define and update all the multi-
plicity of required purposes within the Act,

Empowering the Governor 1o impose con-
ditions and limitations in vesting orders
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which vest the control and management of a
reserve in a board of management. These
powers include provision, where warranted,
for the submission of working plans for the
development, management, and uvse of the re-
serve land for its purpose.

Power to enable the Governor to revoke
vesting orders whereby reserves were placed
under the control of boards of management,
as required. In cases of revocation, provision
has been made for the protection of rights of
third parties such as lessees or licensees.

Authority for the Minister rather than the
Governor to accept the surrender of land
granted in trust for any public purpose.

Provides for the proclamation of reserves
classified as Class “B”. Whereas at 1the pres-
ent time the Act stipulates that reserves may
be classified Class A" by proclamation, the
Act is silent as to the means by which re-
serves shall be classified Class “B”.

in the interests of uniformity, it is pro-
posed that Class “‘B” reserves be classified by
proclamation also. The amendment validates
all previous classifications.

Additional amendments relate to the repeal of
outmoded provisions which are no longer utilised
and these contain minor consequential amend-
ments relating 10 the principal amendments.

The existing provisions of the Act which have
been confirmed as requiring that all alierations to
Class “A" reserves require submission to Parlia-
ment have been relained and a validation of pre-
vious approvals by the Governor to add additional
land to existing Class “A™ reserves has been in-
cluded.

In respect of the Parks and Reserves Act, it is
necessary to make a complementary amendmeni
to those provisions which empower a board of
management to issue licences for depasturing
stock on a reserve or for the removal of sand,
gravel, or other like material from a reserve.
Bearing in mind the possible provision of a reserve
management plan, it has been provided that prior
ministerial approval to the grant of such licences
is required.

A further amendment is proposed in the
interests of consistency in view of the Land Act
amendment which could revoke vesting orders
over reserves. This amendment will ensure that
by-laws in existence at the time of revocation will
cease 1o have effect.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motien by Mr Evans.
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LOTTERIES (CONTROL) AMENDMENT BILL
{(No. 2)

Second Reading

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe—Minister for Police
and Prisons) [11.27 a.m.]: 1 move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this Bill is to confer on the
Lotteries Commission the power 10 conduct a new
form of loitery in this State, known as an instant
lottery.

This type of lottery already is conducted with
success in Victoria, South Austratia, Tasmania,
and the Northern Territory. The New South
Wales Government intends to introduce instant
lotteries in thal Siate later this year. Instant
lotteries have been a huge success in the United
Kingdom and the United States of America.

It is expected that instant lotteries will have
some effect on traditional lotteries, but this will
be offset by additional revenue from the oper-
ations of Lotto, which is still well below its poten-
tial.

[t is emphasised that the introduction of instant
lotteries should not in any way reduce the amount
of money available for distribution by the
Lotteries Commission to charitable organisations.
To the contrary, it is expected that the amount
available will increase. This is because the for-
mula for distribution in regard to charitable or-
ganisations will not change.

After deducting 20 per cent for payment io
either the hospitat fund or the sports culture in-
stant  lottery account and payment of
administration costs, the balance of funds is
available for distribution to charitable organis-
ations.

Instant lotteries, as the name applies, will en-
able prize money to be paid immediately to suc-
cessful ticket purchasers on the presentation of
the ticket to a lotiery agent or to the Loiteries
Commission.

The purchaser of a $I instant lottery ticket
ascertains whether or not a ticket is a winning one
by scratching over an opaque panel on the ticket.

This panel reveals the amount of the prize if
the ticket is a winner. Instant prizes will range
from $2 10 $10 000.

Instant winners will write their name and ad-
dress on the reverse of a successful ticket and the
lottery agent will return those tickels ta the
Lotterics Commission.

When a specified number of winning tickets are
returned to the commission, a super draw takes
place for major prizes. Persons who win instant
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prizes have a further chance of winning these
major prizes. At present, the Lotteries Com-
mission conducts lotteries and Lotto in Western
Australia.

The total amount available for distribution by
the Lotteries Commission to charitable bodies and
the hospital fund has continued to increase.

At present, 60 per cent of all sales from
lotteries and Lotto is paid out in prize money. Of
total sales, 20 per cent is paid by the Lotteries
Commission into the hospital fund at the
Treasury Department. Eight per cent of sales is
paid to lottery and Lotto agents as commission on
sales.

After deducting administration expenses, the
remainder of the money received by the Lotteries
Commission is paid as grans to charitable argan-
isations.

The Bill now before the House amends the
Lotteries Control Act to provide that the com-
mission may conduct lotieries in order to raise
money for charitable purposes or for the purposes
of sport or cultural activities.

The Bill defines an instant lottery and gives the
Minister the right to grant the Lotteries Com-
mission a permit to conduct instant lotteries.

It provides that a percentage to be prescribed
by regulation of the total sales of instant lottery
tickets is to be divided equally for distribution to
bodies and organisations engaged in sporting or
cultural activities. Initially, 20 per cent will be
prescribed.

Provision is made for the prescribed percentage
of gross sales to be paid into an account at the
Treasury called the sports culture instant lottery
account.

The Minister responsible for the administration
of the Lotteries Commission shall cause the
money in the sports culture instant lotiery ac-
count to be divided equally and paid to the Minis-
ter for Recreation and the Minister for Cultural
Affairs.

Under the provisions of the Bill, those Minis-
ters shall distribute the money in such proportions
as they think fit amang bodies engaged in the con-
duct of sport or cultural activities. For the pur-
pose of deciding on the distribution of the money,
the Ministers may consult such persons or bodies
as they think fit.

The Bill enables the Lotteries Commission to
draw up rules for the conduct of instant lotteries.
Conduct of instant lotteries will be subject to the
supervision and scrutiny of the Auditor General.

The main advantage of instant lotteries will be
that money will be channelled into sport and cul-
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ture a1 no cost o the Government or the public by
way of taxation or charges.

It is anticipated that in the first 12 months of
operation of instant lotteries, an amount of $2.5
million will be available for distribution to sport
and culture.

I commend the Bill 1o the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Parker.

MILLSTREAM STATION ACQUISITION
BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 15 September.

MR PARKER (Fremantle) [11.33 a.m.]: When
I sought leave yesterday to continue my remarks 1
was speaking in terms of the general package
which the Government purports will solve the
problem. [ do not believe that the package is good
or is watertight. The Government would have us
believe that this overall package will achieve its
aims.

We have no opposition to the Bill as a whole
because we believe Millstream should come into
and remain under public ownership. However,
two areas cause e concern. Clause 4 of the Bill
deals with the resumption of the land and states
the purpose of the resumption is for the following
public works—

... for water supply 10 the districts of Cape
Lambert, East Intercourse Island, the Burrup
Peninsula and the Towns of Dampier,
Karratha, Wickham, Roebourne and Point
Samson, and for parks and the protection
and preservation of indigenous flora and
fauna, and the vesting of those lands . . .

The main purpose is for water supply and then for
the preservation of wildlife. Three areas could
have been added to the land to be resumed. The
first aspect which concerns me greatly is that this
is an arca of considerable importance to the Abor-
igines, and it should be included in the preser-
vation. On Tuesday, 14 Seplember 1982 in the
Legislative Counci! Mr Dowding asked a question
of the Minister for Cultural Affairs concerning
Aboriginal heritage.
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The first part of the question [ refer to reads as
follows—

(1) Is the Museum aware of claims by Ab-
original groups in the Pilbara that the
Millstream Station area, and in particu-
lar the Fortescue River, are of preat
sacred significance 10 them?

The Minister replied as follows—

() I am advised that the Millstream
Station area is known to the Museum to
contain a number of significant Aborigi-
nal sites. Investigations in 1978 located
38 sites of either ethnographic or
archaeological importance. One
protecied area has already been declared
under the Aboriginal Heritage Act as a
site of outstanding importance.

In the second part of the question the Hon. Peter
Dowding asked—

{2) Has the Minister made any represen-
tations to the Minister for Works about
this issue in relation to the proposed re-
sumption of Millstream Station, and if
so, when and what was the basis of the
representation; if not, why not?

The Minister for Cultural Affairs replied as fol-
lows—

{2) Yes. 1 forwarded comments from the
WA Museum to the Minister for Works
concerning known significant Aboriginal
sites and others not yet surveyed or as-
sessed at Millstream Station on 22 July,
1982.

The third part of the question reads—

(3) What material has been given to or
sought by the relevant Minister on this
issue from the Museum prior to the in-
itiation of the moves 1o resume Mill-
stream Station?

The answer was—

(3) None specifically, although
investigations by the Museum under the
Aboriginal Heritage Act resulted in the
declaration of the protection area
referred to in (1) above.

In answer to the fourth part of the question the
Minister said—
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(4) In respect of sites likely to be significant
under the Aboriginal Heritage Act, and
for which it is responsible, the Museum
asked for an assurance that an oppor-
tunity would be given to the Museum to
examine the area concerned prior lo any
development. By letier dated 4 August
1982, the Minister for Works confirmed
that; although it is most unlikely that
any further water development will take
place within the Millstream water re-
serve until after the year 2000, co-oper-
ation between the Museum and the Pub-
lic Works Depariment will continue and
ample opportunily Lo examine the area
prior to any future development will be
given. In addition, | understand that the
results of the Museum’s investigations
have been made available to the Abor-
iginal Lands Trust.

On the same day the Hon. Peter Dowding asked
the Minister for Water Resources, through the
Minister representing him in the Council, a
question in relation 10 whether that Minister was
aware of significant Aboriginal sites. The Minis-
ter in his answer, said—

Yes. The latest was a deputation from
the Aboriginal Lands Trust including
several Aboriginal representatives from
Roebourne which met with the Minister
for Water Resources on 31 August 1982
concerning, among other matters, poss-
ible protection of a sacred site in the re-
gion.

He also advised that senior departmental officers

were meeling with an Aboriginal group in

Roebourne on that day.

What has been revealed by those questions and
answers is that there is a very real need for a
clause to be inserted in the legislation indicating
that the land is not only to be resumed for the
purposes ol water supplies, the protection of
parks, and the preservation of flora, but also for
the purposes associated with Aboriginal rights
and their heritage. ! suggest the Minister give
consideration to this point to ascertain whether or
not it would be possible for such an amendment to
be inserted in clause 4 for that purpose.

1 know the Minister will say that the main
reason for the Bill is for the purposes of works
and water supply. However, if it is good enough
{or him 1o include provisions for the protection of
parks, fNora, and fauna, it is also good enough for
him to include a provision associated with Abor-
iginal heritage.
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Twao other areas which should have been in-
cluded in the Bill also are recreation and wurism.
It could be said that by resuming-the land for the
purpose of parks it would also cover the purposes
of recreation and tourism. There is no doubt
whatsoever that the Millsiream site is a
significant site from the poiat of view of the en-
vironment, recreation, and tourism. If it is good
enough to preserve the parks and flora, it is good
enough to preserve the area in relation to rec-
reation and tourism. |1 would like the Minister to
give consideration 1o these matters. 1 understand
my colleague, the Hon. Peter Dowding, will raise
these matters in the other place when the Bill is
presented there. However, | would appreciate it if
the Minister would give these matters consider-
ation and perhaps amend that clause before the
Bill is presented in the other place.

Another aspect of clause 4 which concerns me a
little is that which relates to section 35 of the
Public Works Act. That section is deemed not to
have, and never to have had, effect in relation to
the resumed lands, and compensation shalt be as-
sessed and may be paid accordingly. Reference is
also made to various sections of the Land Act.
Dealing with the non-effect of section 35 of the
Public Works Act, firstly it is stated that compen-
salion shall be assessed and may be paid accord-
ingly. Criteria are not given as to how that com-
pensation shall be assessed and paid accordingly.
Section 35 makes provision for different criteria,
for non-payment of compensation in some cases
and payment in cases of excess amounts of land in
other cases. However, it seems to me that it is not
clear in the Bill whether or not section 34 will
have the same effect. If section 34 holds sway
then the wording of the Bill should be reassessed
and the clause worded accordingly. 1 am not sure
of the correct legal position in relation to this
point, but if the Minister has Crown Law Depart-
ment advice I would appreciate it if he would in-
form me of the outcome. However, in its current
form this part of the Bill is ambiguous and there
is no legislative basis for the assessment of com-
pensation payable to the family from whom the
tand is resumed.

Subclause (2) provides for the non-effect of
subsection (1) of section 109, subsections (1) and
(3) of section 110, and section 140 of the Land
Act. | would like the Minister 10 explain the
reason for this action. My understanding is
thal—with the exclusicn of section 110—the
Government is not obliged 1o pay to the lessee any
compensation for the capital improvements he has
made on the property.

Mr Mensaros: And the plant and stock.
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Mr PARKER: If that is the case, I ask the
Government: On what basis is it paying the fam-
ily for plant and stock on the property because it
is taking over the tavern there?

If it fits in | would like the Minister to explain
how he sees clause 4 subclause (2) will operate in
relation to this matter. Section 140 of the Land
Act also has been deleted. From the wording of
the Bill it appears (o me that the Minister may be
avoiding payment to the family for plant, stock,
and improvements on the property. 1 would ap-
preciate the Minister’s explanation.

With reference to subclause (5) 1 have no ob-
jection to the Minister’s carrying on the business
at Millstream as a trading concern. However, [
ask whether he has made investigations as lo
whether it is possible for the State Government,
under the State Trading Concern Act, to hold a
tavern licence. 1 do not know whether it is the
Government’s intent for that to be done or
whether the licence will be sold or leased to some
other person. Perhaps the Minister could give an
indication of what is intended. I understand ac-
commodation facilities are limited at Millstream
and 1 would be interested 1o know what the
Government will do in this regard.

Having raised those concerns, 1 indicate, as 1
have said before, that the Opposition does not op-
pose the Bill. 1 will be listening with interest to
the Minister’s reply.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [11.45 a.m.]):
When station propertics were leased earlier in the
history of this State, the Government at the time
had the quaint habit of setting aside in fee simple
certain areas of land as homestead lots. The
schedule 10 this Bill highlights that fact. Perhaps
this action was taken in the past to oblige the
financial institutions, so that they could have
some lien over the buildings on the homesiead lot.
1 would have thought, as in some other cases, if
the homesiead were placed more or less centrally
within the lease, then the lease itsell would be suf-
ficient security. The station lease consists of
353000 hectares, and it is now under the pro-
visions of the Bill, to be the subject of a special re-
sumption.

Some of my earliest memories of references to
the Pilbara are comments aboul the wonderfu)
river that fowed from underground at Mill-
stream. The name “Millstream™ has always had a
little magic connecled with it. As my colleague,
the member for Fremantle, has just said, the Min-
ister did not tell us whether the property will still
be used as a recreation centre. Since the develop-
ment of the iron ore industry in the north, Mill-
stream Station has become a centre for rec-

[ASSEMBLY]

reation, and families from Dampier, Karratha,
and Wickham, find travelling to Millstream and
enjoying the facilities of the tavern and the barbe-
cue areas a pleasant day’s outing. I hope that the
amenity will not be taken away from the residents
in this remote part of our State although it ap-
pears that this will be so as the Minister did not
mention the aspect of recreation in his speech.

1 can understand the need to protect the en-
vironment, and the proposals to be taken in re-
gard to the stock. However, unless at least a lim-
ited amount of land is available for recreation,
there will be a furore in that area. Many peaple
are accustomed to enjoying the facilities at Mill-
stream.

The importance of many paris of this area to
the Aborigines has been stressed. There are so
many areas in the Pilbara which are of import-
ance to Aboriginal culture that we must try to
achieve 2 balance. Of course, preservation must
be a maximum concern, but, for instance, the
whole of the area of Depuch Island has great
significance to the Aborigines, and I am thinking
particularly of the drawings and carvings there.
All around the gorge area of the Robe River are

signs warning tourists about places which have

importance for the Aborigines, even though in
some sections the local Aborigines-have lost all
memory of the particular significance involved.

1 suggest to the Minister that he should indi-
cate clearly to us whether it is the intention to re-
tain this recreational amenity at the station or
whether it will be closed off completely and the
environment will be protected only to the extent
that it is a water reservoir. It scems from the
tenor of the Minister’s speech, and indeed, from
the contents of the Bill itself, that this is the
intention. Perhaps the Minister will be able 10 ¢x-
plain this matter fully to the House.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat—Minister for
Works) [11.51 a.m.]: 1 believe 1 will be able to
respond to the queries raised by both members. 1
thank them for generally supporting the Bill.

The member for Fremantle dealt mainly with
the Harding River dam, and | understand his
doing so because of its connection with the Mill-
stream groundwater reservoir. His first comment
was criticism that the Public Works Department,
in trying to establish which will be the next waler
resource for the West Pilbara by way of a reser-
voir, has not done a sufficiently thorough job and,
according to him, it has not chosen the best site. |
can assure the House that at least | am satisfied
this is not so.
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When the Public Works Department is con-
sidering a new water resource a great deal of re-
search takes place. Indeed, the potential of this
site was recognised before the Cliffs Robe River
lron Associales’ project was commenced. At that
time negotiatians took place with John Parker and
people from Cliffs Robe River regarding the
building of a railway, taking into consideration
the height of the water level and the statistical
possibilities of damage to the railway because of
an overflow on the spillway. It is a generally ac-
cepted principle that when water resources are
being developed, economic considerations play a
big part. Of course, all the Factors must be con-
sidered, but the cost of establishing a water re-
source is of prime importance.

Passibly the member for Fremantle sought ad-
vice on this matter. He told us that the Harding
River dam will be a shallow dam and the evapor-
ations may be much greater than with so-called
deep dams. These facts are well known to the en-
gineers in the departmeni. However, the fact is
that in the Pilbara area, nearly all potential sites
would result in shallow dams.

The member lor Fremantle criticised also the
Public Works Department’s assessment of de-
mand. I believe he was not quite correct when he
said that cetain years only were taken into con-
sideration. The department took as its main basis
the estimates of the Resources Devetopment De-
partment—estimates which 1 believe are only 18
months or two years old.

Mr Parker: They were made in 1979,

Mr MENSAROS: Well, it may be that they
are somewhat older. It is a fact that there has
been a downturn in the prospective growth of de-
mand recently. [ remind the member that this has
always been Lhe case. We cannot claim that devel-
opment continues in a straight line upwards on
any statistical illustration. It has its curves. Oc-
casionally it goes down and up again in waves; but
ultimately it goes up, on average, and develop-
ment occurs. Even if the member were right and
the present reduced growth estimates prevailed
virtually forever, all that would happen is that
certain demand quantities will occur in a few
years—perhaps one year, two years, or, at the
very masl, three years later.

From the point of view of our having a very im-
portant and necessary augmentation of the Miil-
stream underground aquifer, that does not really
matter. | do not think it would justify the posi-
ponement of the building of the dam. The mem-
ber mentioned that the dam could dry up oc-
casionally, and that it has a large evaporation
rate. That is a known fact which has not been ig-
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nored by the engineers of the Public Works De-
partment. Every dam in the Pilbara region would
have the same characteristics, hence the reason
that in both parts of the Pilbara—the east and the
west Pilbara—where higher demand was created
by the iron ore industry, the underground water
has been developed first.

It is necessary to develop surface reservoirs to
augment the underground water. If in one year no
rain falls or, because of overusage and evapor-
ation without replenishment, the dam is drying
up, Millstream can be used. Contrary to the mem-
ber’s concern, that does not create a large prob-
lem.

The SPEAKER: | prevail upon members to
reduce the level of casual conversation.

Mr MENSAROS: Thank you, Mr Speaker.

The estimated total capacity of the Millstream
underground reservoir is 600 million cubic metres.
To put that into perspective, | indicate the total
capacily of the reservoirs in the metropolilan area
is 552 million cubic metres. If we add the
Mundaring dam, which has about 70 million
cubic metres, we find that the Millstream reser-
voir has about the same total capacity as the
metropolitan reservoirs. The metropolitan usage
in absolute figures has decreased because of the
dry years, despite the fact that the population and
the number of connections have increased. The
metropolitan usage is about 160 million to 180
million cubic metres a year. The usage of the
Harding Dam and the Millstream reservoir com-
bined would be just below 10 million cubic
metres.

Mr Parker: 1 am predicting it will go up to 20
mitlion or 30 million.

Mr MENSAROS: That is so. I am glad the
member points that out, because it means he is
not as pessimistic as he seemed when he made his
criticism regarding the lesser growth.

Mr Parker: It is a question of when the growth
will occur.

Mr MENSAROS: Virwally we all have to
barrack for more growth. The situation will be
quite a safe one; and even if the worst ex-
peciations come irue, we will have plenty of water
there because abviously the surface reservoir—the
dam—will be used first. Because of evaporation
and usage from that point, if necessary the Mill-
stream underground aquifers will be used. The
water from that source will not be used totally,
and it should be replenished during following
years when the surface reservoir is used.

Mr Parker: The point is that even now, with the
usage, as you say, at about 10 million cubic



2960

metres per year, substantial damage is being
done, not to the underground aquifer, but to the
surface environment around Milistream. That is
one of the reasons for the Harding dam proposal.
If you have got a year or two years in which the
Harding dam cannot be used to augment Mill-
stream, or to replace it altogether, even at 10
million cubic litres a year, you will revert to the
current situation, which is what you are trying te
avoid. If you go to 20 million or 25 million cubic
litres a year, il will be a worse sitnation, perhaps
not for the underground aquifer as a whole, but
for the surface environment—ihe surface water
reservoirs that are at Millstream.

Mr MENSAROS: The answer to that is that in
every water supply and in every new water re-
source, we make a calculation about security.
Stauistically, one can calculate the situation. The
member and the Public Works Department know
this. In fact, the Snowy Mountains Engineering
Corporation, which is possibly one of the leaders
in the world in expertise and advice about dams,
has acknowledged that there will be years when
the dam will not be usable; but during the years it
is usable, it will be used first and either nothing or
very little will be used from the underground
aquifers. That will enable the aquifers 1o be re-
plenished virtually o their lotal capacity. When
we start to use the aquifers—and they will not be
used for a long time—they will have plenty of
water in reserve,

The next point that the member for Fremantle
raised was that the department did not 1ake into
consideration limited period figures from the
point of view of the climate and, therefore, the
statistical possibility of the dam drying up. That
is not so. it may be that those limited period fig-
ures have been shown in one of the reports; but all
the available data has been taken into consider-
ation by the department and checked by the
Snowy Mountains Engineering Corporation.

The member then dealt with the purpose of the
resumption, and said that many more purposes
should be enumerated in the Bill. There is no
necessity for this.

From the point of view of Aboriginal sacred
sites, I cannot see any problem. In fact, | daresay
that comments like his—and | am not saying this
with any ill will towards the member—cause
more trouble than we have ever had or will have.
There is no problem, and why should there be a
problem?

I have spoken to the people—not to the people
who claim to know sacred sites theoretically, but
1o mature-aged Aborigines, respectable people,
who came up 10 me and conversed with me. They
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would know the situation better than the young
fellow employed by the Museum in a theoretical
situation. The people came 1o me; we had a talk;
and [ understood perfectly that they were con-
cerned only about the fact that if there are sacred
sites, il does not matter if they will be covered by
water as long as they are treated with respect. 1
could not expect anything more from these
people; and I must say that 1 have much more re-
spect for those people than for the theoreticians
who work in the Museum with other people who
do not have any idea, who have never been there,
and who make all soris of trouble regarding Abor-
iginal sites.

The man to whom I spoke is named Long Mac,
probably because he was about 6ft. 6in. 1all. He
was not a young fellow. He really knew what his
people wanted to achieve; and he was satisfied.
The Public Works Department people spoke to
him again in Roebourne and on the site. He
showed everything that he and his people consider
to be important; and complete understanding was
achieved. I do not think there is any necessity for
argument,

1 shall turn now to recreation and tourism
which were mentioned by the members for
Welshpool and Fremantle. The area declared as a
national park shall have the same sort of rec-
reational facilities as are available in other
national parks; for example, the John Forrest
National Park. It could have restaurant and other
facilities, although as yet consideration has not
been given to the way in which the national park
will be developed.

I do not think it is necessary 1o lay down
specifically in the legislation exactly how the land
should be used. The local Aboriginal people indi-
cated that, under certain circumstances, they
would like to have an area set aside on a special
lease basis within Millstream Siation in order that
they might establish a rehabilitation centre for
Aboriginal aleoholics. That is a very commend-
able idea and { undertook that, under the circum-
stances understood and accepted by the local
people, I would be happy to iron out the legal
problems involved in establishing a special
lease—they wanted it for onty 21 years—for this
purpose. Therefore, 1 do not believe any prohib-
ition exists in that regard.

Mr Parker: You said the arca of the reserve
which would be designated a nationat park would
be available in the same way as other national
parks are. Can you tell us what proportion of the
reserve would be resumed?

Mr MENSAROS: 1 am not able to answer the
member for Fremantle's query at the moment, be-
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cause discussions must take ptace with the Minis-
ter for Lands and surveys would need to be taken.
The Public Works Department would also need to
establish a minimum and maximum area required
from the point of view of protecting the Mill-
stream aquifer.

Mr Parker: Following upon the resumption and
until these things are established, will the existing
tavern and other 1ourist facilities be closed down?

Mr MENSAROS: Not necessarily; no decision
has been made in that regard.

I turn now 1o section 35 of the Public Works
Act and the fact that sections 109, 110, and 140
of the Land Act will not apply. According to ad-
vice given to me by the Crown Law Department,
these sections would have prohibited the Govern-
ment from acquiring the station in a manner
which would enable the pastoral lease to change
hands on a commercial basis. In other words, the
sections would have prevented the Government
from resuming the pastoral lease on a walk-in-
walk-out basis, because of the exclusions con-
tained therein. By that I mean the Valuer General
would provide a value for the leasehold and free-
hold land and the Government would pay com-
pensation. However, according to advice from the
Crown Law Department, compensation would not
have been able to be paid for the stock or plant
and really the whole purpose of the Bill is to en-
able that 10 be done.

Clause 5(1) and (2) will not need 1o be used in
the current situation, but the provisions are there
to be used, if necessary. I it is desired, the stock
will be able to be disposed of through a company,
but it is more likely they will be mustered and
taken 1o the abattoir as quickly as possible. Those
steps cannot be taken now, because the approach-
ing wet season does not leave enough time. How-
ever, once Lhat is done, the stock will be removed
from the properly and the present owner will have
been compensaled.

I believe | have responded adequately to the
questions raised by members. The Bill has been
designed 1o meel the interests of the Kennedy
family from whom the leasehold land is being re-
sumed and it will also meet the Government’s re-
quirements for the future utilisation of the land.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commitiee, etc.

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

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third
reading.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat—Minister for
Works) [12.12 p.m.]: | move—

That the Bill be now read a third time.

MR SODEMAN (Pilbara) [12.13 p.m.]: As the
Minister indicated at the beginning of his second
reading speech, this Bill seeks to provide the
Government with the power to acquire the prop-
erty and assets of Millstream Station in the
Pilbara on a walk-in-walk-out basis. | rise to indi-
cate briefly to the House my support for the Bill
and to point out that 1 do not share the somewhat
guarded apprehension of the Opposition spokes-
man on the matter.

1 certainly do not intend to speak about the
mechanical aspects of the Harding River dam or
Millstream aquifer. The technical matiers have
been well covered by the Minister in his reply.

Yesterday | listened 1o the Opposition spokes-
man quote statistics which he maintained justified
the doubts he put forward. Of course, as we all
know, the same statistical base can be used to
argue the subject from differing standpoinis:
therefore, 1 was not swayed by the Opposition’s
argument yesterday.

As a member representing an arca such as the
Pilbara, 1 am disappointed that the Opposition
has seen fit to endeavour to create doubts in the
minds of the public concerning the West Pilbara
water supply.

If we look back at the buildup over recent years
to the present situation, we find the Opposition’s
stance could well be categorised as opposition
purcly for opposition’s sake in an endeavour to
convey to the public the idea that the Opposition
is well informed on the matter and has a concern
beyond that of the Government. | find this is to
an extent a vote of no confidence in the Public
Works Department officers, who as individuals
are very highly qualified and competent. [ have
been involved with them over the years and in fact
have travelled with them on foot and by four-
wheel-drive vehicle through many of the potential
water supply areas in the Pitbara.

This Bill is the culmination of many years of
hard work and research. 1 remember when it was
suggested that the Fortescue River might be
dammed. There was no obligation to do that; it
was jusi one of the possibilities. It was suggested a
dam might be built at Dogger Gorge or Gregorys
Gorge. A number of people created a great deal
of apprehension in the public mind by saying that
the Millstream area would be lost as a recreation
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and tourist location. As it turned out, if dams had
been built a1 those Jocalities that would not have
been the case. The backup of the reservoir area
would not have affected the Millstream area and
it would have remained accessible 1o the public. Tt
turned out merely to be part of an ongoing study.
[t was necessary (o dispel any doubts from the
public mind at that time that it was a hard and
fast plan when, in fact, it was just one option, one
of many options.

The proposed Harding River dam is another
option. It has evolved from an enormous amount
of study, with the Public Works Department
deciding it was the best of the options. It seems
that regardless from where additional water
supplies are drawn some people will raise queries
about it. [ see a great deal of benefit accruing to
the residents of the Pilbara and to the people of
the entire State by this particular move.

First of all, it will allow the area in question to
return Lo its natural state. A lot of criticism, even
from those on Millstream Station itself, has been
directed at the breakdown of the flora in the area
and the fact that catile have been creating
dustbowls which have affected the edges of the
pools. This move will help eliminate that problem
in time. [t will minimise the potentiai poliution of
that aquifer. So, when talking about the capacity
of the proposed Harding River dam, these con-
siderations are worth while.

This proposal will secure the location by its
being turned into a reserve for tourists and local
people and will allow them 10 use the area (o ad-
vantage; it will attract people from outside the
Pilbara 1o visit the area, as it is one of the tourist
highlights.

| am very pleased that the Minister already has
given consideration to the request by an Aborigi-
nat group in the Roebourne area to establish an
alcoholic rehabilitation cenire on part of Mill-
stream Station. They were apprehensive that they
might be precluded from doing that and I advised
them when they spoke to me that their apprehen-
sion was somcwhat premature because at the time
they were not incorporated as a body. They have
since become so and they have formulated a plan
and brought it to the Minister. He has listened
with genuine interest to what they propose and is
as impressed as | am. | hope the Government will
supporl what they want 1o do because it is a very
worthwhile cause.

With those few remarks | reiterate that | do not
have the same degree of apprehension that the
Opposition states it has. Unflortunately, to a large
extent it has been an cxercise in party politics on
the part of the Opposition rather than people poli-
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tics. | hope the member for Fremantle, the Oppo-
sition spokesman on this Bill, spends a litile more
time with the Public Works Department officers
than it appears he has done to date. T am sure
they would be more than pleased 10 convey to him
and to re-emphasise everything the Minister has
stated here today. Hopefully, any genuine doubts
he has will be dispelled. If he has any new infor-
mation he feels they should have or information
they have overlooked, he could make that
available to them.

I support the Bill.

MR PARKER (Fremantle) [12.2] p.m.]: | had
not intended to contribute to the third reading de-
bate of this Bill, but because of some of the re-
marks made by the member for Pilbara 1 feel 1
should say a few words.

The member for Pilbara suggested that the Op-
position’s opposition was opposition for oppo-
sition’s sake. As [ stated at the outset of my
speech yesterday, the Opposition supports this
Bill; it has been demonstrated clearly that we sup-
port the resumption of Millstream Siation. We
support the proposition that the station is to be
destocked and to come under Government control
and we hope that significant portions of the
station, including the arcas most visited by tour-
ists, are able to be resumed for tourist purposes.

I remind the member for Pilbara that the Min-
ister did not give an undertaking that that wiil be
the situation. He said it will be subject to review,
No guarantee was given that what the member
for Pilbara said will happen in fact will happen.

Mr Sodeman: 1 was referring to public oppo-
sition.

Mr PARKER: | assumed the member was
referring to alleged reservations 1 expressed about
the resumption of Millstream Station, which |
have not done. I have expressed reservations
about the proposed Harding River dam.

The member seems to take the view that to
query something is an inappropriate act in certain
circumstances, including these circumstances, and
that this amounts 10 a vote of no confidence in the
senior officers of the Public Works Department. |
make it clear that not only do I not have no confi-
dence in those officers, but also | am impressed
with them and their ability and knowledge. | have
a lot of confidence in their engineering skills. | am
sure they have made very serious and, as the
member said, lengthy studies of the options
available.

The member for Pilbara should understand that
does not mean they have to be 100 per cent cor-
rect. It is the obligation not onfy of the Opposition
here, but also of every member in this House and,
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I suggest, every concerned member of the public,
to question those things which appear to need
questioning. That is all we have done; it is all |
have done both here, yesterday and today, and
publicly.

I question some of the assumptions which have
led 1o the conclusions made. As the member for
Pilbara said, we can lbok at statistics and assump-
tions in a whole range of different ways. | wonder
whether some of the assumptions made by the de-
partment are the correct assumptions or whether
the logical extensions of those assumptions are the
correct logical extensions that can be made.

Thase are the issues | have raised. [ am not in
any way suggesting there was a deliberate at-
tempt 10 overlook certain questions or to delude
the public or the Opposition. [ said yesterday that
the Minister had been good enough to arrange a
meeting between officers of the PWD and Oppo-
sition members at the conclusion of which the
officers said that if we wanted further information
or to have further talks, they would be happy to
arrange it.

It is not fair to say such things simply because
the Opposition has voiced queries. It is nol as
though we have come out with vitriolic comments;
we have raised queries and said that certain mat-
ters must raise doubts in people’s minds.

Mr Sodeman: That's not what 1 was talking
about. What have bordered on vitriolic comments
are the comments in the media in the north, not
your comments here today.

Mr PARKER: My understanding of those com-
ments is not the same as the member’s, but [ am
open 10 correction.

Mr Sodeman: It was the comments in the news-
paper.

Mr PARKER: If the member can show those
to me | would be happy 1o reconsider. However,
we are to create an obligation with the develop-
ment of these water resources, a development that
will commit not only this Government, but also
future Governments and the whole of the State, to
considerable expenditure. It is an option that will
be irrevocable once it is commenced, so we must
be sure it is the correct option.

Earlier | made the point that we musi decide
whether the consumption projections are accu-
rate. That decision is relevant in the context that
it determines the urgency or otherwise of the need
to move. | am committed, and the Opposition as a
whole is committed, 10 establish an augmentation
system for the Millstream aquifer, and we are
concerned as 10 whether the correct method has
been found by the Governmenl. The role of the
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Oppaosition is to raise such concerns, as it is the
role of individual members of Parliament.

I am sure that, as a member said earlier,
further consideration will take place on these mat-
ters. But just because a group of experts have
come to a conclusion, it does not follow that the
conclusion is correct. Anyone who would like to
make even a cursory study of history would by no
means be able to say that because the experts
have come to a conclusion, that conclusion is cor-
rect. That is the proposition we are at the moment
raising with the Governmem, and therefore with
the department.

Question put and passed.

Bili read a third time and transmitted to the
Council,

ACTS AMENDMENT
(METROPOLITAN REGION TOWN
PLANNING SCHEME) BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 24 August.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park) (12.27 p.m.]:
This legislation should not delay the House for
long. It was introduced about three weeks ago,
and since that time | have raised its provisions
with the Australian Institute of Urban Studies,
the Institute of Urban Development, and the
Local Government Association. None of those
bodies could find anything in the provisions to
which objection could be made. I have closely
scrutinised the Bill, and have read the Act as
though the amendments were included. I have not
perceived anything to which objection could be
made, although I will comment on ane or two as-
pects of the Bill.

In casc members have forgotien what it is
about, ! will remind them. it will include in the
lwo Acts to which it refers a description of the
metropolitan area, and will enable delegation of
routine functions to commitices. The Bill deals
with the maintenance and management of land
reserves for parks and recreation; allows penalties
10 be provided for breaches of its regulations; and
provides for amendments to the metropolitan
region plan 1o be laid on the Table of each House,
and the renaming of the district planning com-
mittees. Several other minor amendments are in-
cluded, but [ do not think 1 need to bother the
House with those. One such amendment is merely
the correction of a printing or drafting error.

I was pleased that the Government decided to
define the metropolitan area. As most members
have learnt over the years, although we 1alk
loosely about the metropolitan area, the definition
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varies from time to time. Indeed, where could we
find a better example of those variations in di-
mensions than in the Electoral Act? Every time
the Government wants a redistribution of bound-
aries it decides for one reason or another that the
metropolitan area should be redefined. It would
be indeed dclightful to have a definition of the
metropolitan area that could be included in all
Acts of Parliament rather than to have to amend
that definitien from time to time, and, particu-
larly in regard 10 electoral matters, to amend it to
accommodate the gerrymandering the Govern-
menL perceives as necessary.

The Opposition was pleased to read in this
legislation a description of the metropolitan area.
That description will make the Acts easier to fol-
low. | have not taken the time to go over a map
with that definition in mind, but it seems to be a
fairly reasonable description and one that could
fit easily into Acts such as the Police Act and the
Electoral Act, and remain there once and for all.
If we did have to change that definition at some
time, the changed definition could apply to all
Aclts,

The delegation of routine functions o com-
mitlees worries me a bit. | appreciate it will assist
the Metropolitan Region Planning Authority in
getting many things done, but no clear definition
is available of the authority these subcommittees
can give 10 themselves, or of the authority that
can be delegated 10 them. | am sure members will
remember quite clearly the 1979 amendment to
the Act, an amendment which made the chairman
of the MRPA a full-time officer. At that time we
passed amendmenis to section 18A of the Act to
allow subcommittees 1o be appointed and auth-
ority delegated to them. Now we are asked to
amend the Act so that those subcommittees can
do certain things without referring 1o the MRPA.
We have not seen a notation of the scope of the
things those subcommitiees will be able 10 do.

Mrs Craig: They are the things the MRPA
refers.

Mr DAVIES: The subcommittees can make de-
cisions on the matters referred to them without
referring back o the MRPA, and that worries me
a bit. They will be tcld to take over 2 certain area
of responsibility, and will be able to do whatever
they want. How far can they go with such re-
sponsibility? That is what worries me.

Mrs Craig: It will be the delegation only of rou-

tine functlions with the delegation of power over
only those routine lunctions.

Mr DAVIES: | am not able to give ofthand an
exampte that would fit the bill for my argument.
Section 18A (2) states that the MRPA may, from
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time 1o time, constitute commiitees, assign names
1o those committees, alter the membership of
those commitiees, and appoint eligible persons 1o
be additional members of any committee. Section
18A (3) states that the MRPA shall appoint a
chairman of each committee, Section 18A (4)
states that a committee shall not enter into a con-
tract or other commitment or undertaking with-
out first having the express authorisation of the
MRPA, and any contract, commitment, or under-
taking without that authorisation has no effect.
Section 18A (4) is to be repealed, and subsection
{5) states that a committee appointed pursuant to
that section is answerable to the authority and
shall, as and when required (o do so, report fully
on its activities 1o the authority.

1 emphasise that we are to repeal the provision
making committees answerable to the authority so
that they can go ahead with entering into any
contracl, commitment or undertaking. In that
event a committee would not have to refer its ac-
tion to the MRPA because the committee would
have the authority to handle that action. Clause 5,
or proposed section 18A, does not state that
specific powers shall be delepated 1o committees,
and 1 have not found any provision that would en-
able that delegation. | referred even to section 11,
which establishes the offices of the MRPA, but |
could not find any specific power delegated to the
committee.

In 1979 we established the permanent position
of Chairman of the MRPA, and we provided for
subcommittees. At that time we set out that
which the subcommittees could not do, but now
we arg asked to repeal that provision. The Minis-
ter said that the amendment will make for better
working of the MRPA, and | agree with her.
Subcommittees can do certain things 1o assist the
orderly running of the authority, and in that way
would not have the time of the authority wasted.

For the life of me, [ cannot see how they are re-
stricted. That is the only thing that worries me. If
I were Chairman of the MRPA, | would be
worried that the committees might do something
which was outside the authority or would upset
me because, if this measure goes through, there
will be no restrictions whatsoever on these com-
mittees. That is the only concern 1 have in regard
to that matter.

Maintenance and management of parks and re-
serves is something that they should have power
and authority to control and there should be
penalities for breaches where people are found
guilty of doing something which is against the
best interests of the area concerned. | know that is
a strange way to say it, but it is difficult to taik
about land being damaged. Of course, trees,
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fences, and buildings on Jand that has been re-
sumed are very valuable, and presently there is no
provision for penalties. If this measure goes
through, it will provide penalties lor breaches.

In regard 10 the amendments being laid on the
Table of the House, it merely says that copies
shall be laid here, as they have always been laid
on the Table of the House; and | have no objec-
tion to that as it merely follows an existing prac-
lice.

The revising of district planning committees
has some merit. They were previously known as
A, B, C, and D, and now they will be known by
the geographical locations of south-west, north-
west, south-cast, and eastern groups. That is very
sensible because at least the direction from the
city of Perth gives one an indication of the shires
or local authorities which are involved.

1 wonder about the authority and importance
that these planning committees have because in a
recent incident the Minister took no notice what-
soever of a recommendation from a planning com-
mittee. | refer, of course, to the planning com-
mittee which is to be known as the north-west
group comprising the councils of the Cities of
Nedlands, Stirling, and Subiaco, the Towns of
Claremont, Cotiesloe, and Mosman Park, and the
Shires of Peppermint Grove and Wanneroo.

If recent indications are anything to go by, the
MRPA is paying no attention whatsoever to the
recommendations of these planning groups; and
neither is the Minister when 1t comes to her. One
would expect that these groups would speak for
the areas they represent and that they have con-
sidered matters before them and have made rec-
ommendations to the Minisier and the authority
in the hope that positive action would be taken.

If this Bill does nothing to alter or detract from
that importance of the MRPA, it does nothing to
enhance the position of the MRPA which, over
past months has fallen into disrepute, | am sorry
to say, because of the auitude which appears 1o
have been adopted by the chairman of the board
who seems to have developed into a bureaucrat in
record time. | do not say that without regard to
public utterances that have been made and com-
plaints that have reached me from people who
have had dealings with the MRPA. They 1ake the
attitude expressed right back to the chairman
himself; and 1 am very sad to see that the Minis-
ter went along with the Chairman of the MRPA
in removing from the authority one of the ap-
pointed members of group B, which is now to be
known as the north-west group. This man, Mr
Burkett, was the chairman of that group.
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I will repeat the areas involved in group B.
They are Nedlands, Stirling, Subiaco, Claremont,
Cottesloe, Mosman Park, Peppermint Grove, and
Wannerco. What did Mr Burkett say? He said
that, as a representative of those groups, he could
not go along with what was being done or the ab-
vious bias that was being expressed in regard to
the hearing of public submissions in regard to the
Servetus Street inquiry.

Mrs Craig: That is not what he said.

Mr DAVIES: He indicated he was not happy
with the way the matter was being handled and
that he was of the opinion that there would be no
change in that attitude.

Mrs Craig: He said that after the first four
days.

Mr DAVIES: Events have subsequently proved
him to be right.

Mrs Craig: They subsequently proved him not
right. You don’t know anything about it.

Mr DAVIES: I do not think so. | am certain we
will be debating the Servetus Street issue before
very long in this House. Mr Burkett was unhappy
with what was going on; and he was the voice of
the people concerned.

Mrs Craig: He was not the vaice of the group
when he said that. He did not pretend to be. He
did not say it.

Mr DAVIES: Could the Minister answer this
question: How did he get onto the authority?

Mrs Craig: We are not debating that, He made
that statement as the mayor; and he made it very
clear that he made the statement as the mayor
and not as a representative of a group of the auth-
ority. It was a private statement.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister is implying that as
the mayor of one of our biggest local government
authorities he is not entitled to an opinion,

Mrs Craig: No, | am not.
Mr DAVIES: Of course she is.
Mrs Craig: It was difficult because—

Mr DAVIES: The Minister is saying he did not
make the siatement as a representative of the
authority, but as the Mayor of Stirling. Is he not
allowed to say what he thinks as a representative
of the Stirling City Council, whether he says it as
the member for Stirling or as a member of the
planning group? He was speaking for the regions
most concerned.

The Minister should look at the Daily News of
6 July where it talks about the mayars ganging up
on the MRPA. They say it was a sham. Who were
the mayors concerned? They were McKenzie for
Fremantle, Houston for Claremont, Anderson for
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Cottesloe, Jones for Mosman Park, Burkett for
Stirling, and Diggins for Subiaco. The Minister is
not saying they are all Labor supporters out to
unseat the Government, is she?

Mr Parker: Diggins is a member of the Liberal
Party.

Mr DAVIES: Whether Mr Burkett was speak-
ing as a member of the authority of the areca he
represented or in any other capacity, he had every
right to speak in the way he did. The Government
did not like it because he would not toe the line
and would not toady to them. The Government
got rid of him. There was no agreement between
Wilkins and Burkett for him to resign from the
MRPA. He made it quite clear to Wilkins that he
did not want to remain on the Servetus Street in-
quiry for the reasons he stated; but he was also
stood down from the finance subcommittee and
from other subcommittees with which he was as-
sociated. The first thing he knew about it was
when documentation did not arrive. They did not
even have the courtesy 1o say, “We don’t want
you around any more.” This is why this Bill does
nothing to enhance the MRPA. We have had a
full-time chairman—

Mr Pearce: There is no restriction on his ex-
pressing an opinion.

Mr DAVIES: I hope the Government does not
gel this Act reprinted—although it could do with
a reprint—because next year we will be making
substantial changes to the MRPA.

Mr Rushion: You didn't do anything when you
werc in Government.

Mr DAVIES: 1 had it for 18 months and this
Government has had it for about nine years and
has left it in a mess. 1 was at the meeting of the
Locat Government Association and it was said by
the then Premier, of Mr Rushton, “This Minister
you have here is the greatest local government
Minister you have ever had.” They moved him on
a week later!

They moved him sideways. This is talking
about the greal Minister.

Mr Rushton: Upwards not sideways.

Mr DAVIES: What happened with the present

Minister last Monday at the Local Government
Association mecting?

Mr Rushton: Who did the moving?

Mr DAVIES: I will interpolate there and say
that was alter the Minister had been there for
seven or eight years.

Sitting suspended from 12.45 t0 2,17 p.m.
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Mr DAVIES: 1 note for Hansard’s sake the
Minister is not with us at this stage because she
had a prior commitment.

Mr Pearce: Perhaps she is sacking another
member of the MRPA,

Mr DAVIES: The Premier has indicated that
the debate will be adjourned when I have finished
my remarks and the Minister will reply to the de-
bate at an appropriate time.

Two matters concern me: The first is the re-
moval of the condition which states that
subcommittees appointed by the MRPA shall not
enter into a contract or other commitments or
undertakings without first obtaining the express
authorisation of the authority to do so, etc. The
Minister said 1 had nothing to fear because we
have a delegation clause and that the committee
would be delegated certain things only.

The matter is not as simple as the Minister
would have us believe because that power of del-
egation has been present since the Act was
amended in 1979. Even at that time it was
thought necessary to place a subsection in section
I8A stating thai the subcommittees could not do
certain things. Therefore, this is a matter of con-
cern because the authority can set up such com-
mittees, as it deems necessary, which can have a
continuing charter or a specific purpose. As |
have pointed out, they are restricted in what they
can do. If the Bill is passed, no restrictions will be
placed upon the subcommittees.

We might have many mini-MRPAs within the
MRPA—heaven forbid that that should ever hap-
pen because the MRPA is causing the community
enough headaches at present. | would like that
matter further enunciated by the Minister when
she replies to the debate, so that we know just
how far the committees can go with the powers
they will have once the restrictions are withdrawn.

If we can expedite the work of the MRPA by
allowing it to have certain authority, that will be
a good thing, but unfortunately the MRPA seems
10 be bogging down. Correspondence has not been
handled as expeditiously as in the past. 1 do not
know who is to blame, but it is worrying when
answers to correspendence are not received until
six to eight weeks after an inquiry. 1t dees not
help people at all, especially when they have a
particular concern. The MRPA is getting bogged
down in bureaucratic processes. This is obvious
when we consider the Servelus Street incident
and the comments of the Mayor of the City of
Stirling.

The way in which the Servetus Street situation
was handled by the Government and the Chair-
man of the MRPA was disgraceful—each seemed
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to blame the other. The Minister gave us 10
understand she does only as the MRPA asks and
the chairman gave us to understand he had
instructions from the Minister—according to
Press reports of which there were quite a few in
the past.

The MRPA comprises certain specialist people
and representatives of various local governing
authorities. Prior to the lunch suspension [ made
reference to the proposal to rename them. The
authorities each nominaie three persons for rep-
resentation on the MRPA and in each case one of
the nominees is chairman and is the person ap-
pointed to the MRPA with the exception of group
B. The chairman of group B was Mr Graham
Burkett who is the Mayor of the City of Stirling.
Mr Burketl was quoted in the Daily News of 21
July as saying that he was not convinced that
Servelus Street was the best and only option.
What is wrong with his saying that? He was a
member of a subcommittee which was listening to
appeals and at that stage he feft it necessary to
say thatl he was not convinced Servelus Street was
the only option.

Mr O’Connor: Was it in connection with his
objection 10 the six lanes—that is what he told
me?

Mr DAVIES: Six lanes is not quoted in this
article. 1 am quoting from the article which ap-
peared in the Daily News of 21 June.

Mr O’Connor:
yesierday.

Mr DAVIES: Mr Burkett is no longer a mem-
ber of the committee and I am taking umbrage at
the Government's removing him from the MRPA
and not allowing him to express his own opinion.
He is a member of a group of local authorities
which are most concerned about the western sub-
urbs road.

Mr O’Connor: Wasn't the action 1aken by the
MRPA because it considered there was a breach
of confidentiality?

M+ DAVIES: What confidence did he breach?
No-one has said what it was. Everything that he
said was available to the other members and to
anyone who attended the public hearings.

Mr O'Connor: Mr Burkett has received a letter
from the MRPA oullining the reasons.

Mr DAVIES; | spoke to Mr Burkett this morn-
ing for the first time in six months. He was in the
Parliament House dining room for lunch recently
and apari from waving 10 him 1 had no contact
with him then. 1 rang him this morning to ascer-
tain what breach of confidentiality he is alleged to
have madce.

I had discussions with him
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Mr O'Connor: That is nonsense because Mr
Burkett sent me a copy of the letter that he re-
ceived from the MRPA in which the reasons were
given to him.

Mr DAVIES: According to newspaper reporis
and what Mr Burket! told me this morning he
initially made a statement on 21 June which was
not headed **A member of the MRPA committee
of inquiry”, nor “A member of the inquiry™, but
*Mayor has doubts on Servetus plan”.

Mr O'Connor: You are now saying that he did
know the reasons.

Mr DAVIES: That is not so. 1 am telling the
Premier what Mr Burkett told me in relation to
what happened between him and the chairman of
the board. In the report on what happened there
is no suggestion of breach of confidentiality and if
the Premier is aware of any instance of a breach
of confidentiality, | would appreciate it if he could
tell me either publicly or privately. Mr Burkett is
as much confused about the confidentiality and
being charged with a breach of confideniiality on
three occasions as he could possibly be.

Mr O'Connor: How can he be if he knows it
involved three occasions?

Mr DAVIES: He does nol know. Mr Burkett
knows of two occasions on which Mr Wilkins car-
peted him. He does not know the third one.

Mr Q'Connor: | do not want to get into a dis-
pute about Mr Wilkins and Mr Burkett. | re-
ceived a letter from Mr Burkett which contained
a copy of a letter he had received lrom Mr
Wilkins and his subsequent reply.

Mr DAVIES: There is nothing in that letter 10
say he breached confidentiality. If the Premier
has not read the letter clearly, he should say so.

Mr O'Connor: I have read it, but [ happen to
read a few letters every day.

Mr DAVIES: We understand that and, there-
fore, let me say that the Premier cannot recalt any
charges of a breach of confidentiality.

Mr O’Connor: That is not correct. 1 can recall
the contents of the letter, but I would like 1o read
it apain before [ comment further.

Mr DAVIES: | hape the Premier is able to
clear up this matier.

Mr O'Connor: Have you seen the letter?

Mr DAVIES: | have not seen it. | had a dis-
cussion this morning with Mr Burkett and he read
a section of the letter to me over the phone. There
was nothing in that extract to say there were
breaches of canfidentiality. The MRPA did not
like the manner in which Mr Burkelt was acling
and the fact that he had an opinion of his own.
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Mr O’Connor: Wasn't part of it concerning the
point that he was virtually 2 member of a jury
which was deciding on certain issues and he had
advised 1the community and the Press of the
findings before they were published?

Mr DAVIES: On iwo occasions there was a de-
gree of concern, according to the chairman. One
was when Mr Burketl said he was not convinced
that Servetus Street was the best and only option.
That was one statement and he was carpeted for
that,

Mr O’Connor: While he was sitting on the com-
mittee.

Mr DAVIES: Yes, Mr Burkett said he was not
convinced. He was the Mayor of the City of
Stirling and was quoting in that capacity. The
other mayors from the local authorities con-
cerned—Mr Houston, Mr Dickens, and Mr
McKenzie—had all expressed their opinions in re-
lation to Servetus Street at various times.

Mr O'Connor; If 2 judge was sitting on a court
and decided 1o make a comment on that case be-
fore the complelion of the hearing, would that not
be a breach?

Mr DAVIES: What Mr Burkett said was said
in open hearings. The chairman of the board had
shown an absolute bias.

Mr O'Connor: | am arguing that the reasons
were given to him in a Jetter.

Mr DAVIES: There is no analogy between the
two. The Premier may say he cannot wear two
hats, but he has 1o serve two posts. His statement
was not made with any malice. He is allowed to
say, if he is not convinced certain things are hap-
pening—

Mr O’Connor: | was not saying that, and 1 did
nol imply that. What I said was that reasons were
given in conneclion with a letter, and 1 was trying
to explain from my understanding what was in the
letter.

Mr DAVIES: Mr Wilkins took umbrage on
two occasions al statements by Mr Burkett; one
was when Mr Burkett made a statement, and
another was when he said—

In the first case, | made a comment during
one of the hearings that it might be that
those people supporting the use of Brockway
Road might not all be wrong. [ was repri-
manded the next day by the chairman who
said | was not to make comments Lo any
newspaper regarding these western suburb
highway hearings. The point is that [ made
the comment at the public hearing, not to a
newspaper.
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So, those are the two occasions on which there is
supposed to have been breaches of confidentiality.
However, nothing Mr Burkett said harmed any
persan. [f the opponents of the Servetus Street
proposal thought they had a champion at the
hearing, it was quite apparent that those who sup-
ported the Servetus Street option were equally
certain they had a champion at the hearing, in the
form of the Chairman of the MRPA (Mr
Wilkins), who made unsympathetic and antagon-
istic attacks on people opposed to the Servetus
Street option.

Arising out of that, Mr Burkett is reported in
the Daily News of 7 August as saying—

Next day Mr Wilkins had me in his office
and said he had been instructed by the minis-
ter to tell me | was no longer to attend meet-
ings of the authority and was to be rep-
resented by my deputy, Cr Jock Price.

He was instructed by the Minister; that is nothing
short of blatani, base political bias.

Mr Rushton: The facts are not as you portray
them.

Mr DAVIES: They are absolutely as | portray
them. Since 2.15 p.m., 1 have been trying to get
the Premier to substantiate remarks similar to the
interjection just made by the Deputy Premier, but
the Premier was unable to do so. [ will be pleased
il the Deputy Premier could explain himself, be-
cause he was part of the Cabinet decision not to
reappoint Mr Burkett.

The vatious planning groups each submit three
names to the Government and in every case but
one the chairman of the group—the first person
nominated—was elected to the MRPA. Mr
Burkett was unanimously elected by eight votes to
nil as chairman of his planning group; his name
headed the list, but the Government chose to ig-
nore it. Obviously, the opponents of the Servelus
Street option were delighted with the stand Mr
Burkett was taking. Indeed, they had a right to be
delighted because they represented the Cities of
Stirling, Nedlands, and Subiaco, the Towns of
Claremont, Cottesloe, and Mosman Park, and the
Shires of Peppermint Grove and Wanneroo, and
alt those except the last named were against the
Servetus Street option.

Mr Burkett was the only man prepared to
speak up on the matier and, for his pains, he was
the only person not to be reappointed to the auth-
ority. The best which can be said about that is
that it is base political bias; it indicates just what
this Government stands for and explains why the
MRPA is being brought into disrepute.

If we are to believe that only those people who
are prepared to toe the line and agree with
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Government policy are to be appointed to an
authority of this nature—one of the most import-
ant authorities in Western Australia—ol course
the authority mwust lose stature accordingly,
Mayor Burkett has been replaced by the represen-
tative from Peppermint Grove. So, the man from
almost the biggest metropolitan local authority
has been replaced by a representative of the
smallest local authority, an area which has strong
Liberal Party affiliations and voting patterns.

Mr Parker: You must admit that the Shire of

Peppermint Grove has got stuck into the Minister
for Transpori recently.

Mr DAVIES: Most local authorities are getiing
stuck tnto the Government. Indeed, at a meeting
called for last Monday night by the Local
Government Association and, despite only seven
days’ notice, attended by some 43 shire presidents
and mayors, several molions were carried unani-
mously regarding a further coniemplated amend-
ment to the Town Planning and Development
Act. | hope the Premier will meet those people
and talk sensibly with them. At that meeting, an
amendment to a motion was moved calling for the
dismissal of the Minister for Local Governmem
(Mrs Craig).

Mr Nanovich: Was it not ruled out of order?
Mr Pearce: It was not ruled out of order.
Mr Nanovich: 1 was not asking you.

Mr Pearce: 1 am 1elling you the facts, and it
was nol ruled out of arder.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Nanovich: You do not know anything.

Mr Pearce: You do not know what are the
facts.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Gosnells will come to order! 11 is inappropriate for
such an outburst to occur.

Mr DAVIES: | undersiand the amendment was
not procecded with and there was some disagree-
ment with the chairman’s ruling, but that the
ruling was carried by a majority of about 3:i.
However, the dispute did not relate 1o whether
they believed the Minister for Local Government
should be dismissed, but whether the motion
should be procecded with. That is my understand-
ing of the situation; however, like the member for
Whitford, | have received only a verbal report of
the matter, so | cannot be certain on that point.

Nevertheless, it seems obvious that local
government generally has become disenchanted
with the Government. One can understand why,
when representatives of this important shire
unanimously elect a person o be chairman of its
planning group and submit his name at the head
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of its list for appointment to the MRPA, and he is
the only chairman of a local planning group not o
be appointed to the authority.

We know exactly where we stand with this
Government; its approach to this matter places it
in precisely the same position as does its attitude
to people who work in eleciorate offices not being
allowed to continue 10 work there once they be-
come endorsed candidates, particularly for the
Australian Labor Party.

Mr Clarko: It would depend upon how they did
the two jobs.

Mr Pearce: Who makes that judgment?

Mr DAVIES: The Minister for Education, on
one of his rare appearances in the House, has
shown a brilliant piece of deduction by apparently
suggesting candidates for election cannot do two
jobs at once.

Mr Clarko: I did not say that at all. What [ am
saying to you—

Mr DAVIES: [f that is the calibre of Liberal
Party candidates, we can undersiand the com-
ments of the Minister for Educalion. However,
there is nothing to suggest that is the case, par-
ticularly in regard to Mrs Pam Buchanan, to
whom the Government took such violent excep-
tion.

Mr Clarko: Was she mixing the two jobs?

Mr DAVIES: No, she was at great pains 10 sce
that she did not.

Mr Clarko: She was not doing two jobs?

Mr DAVIES: Absolutely not; if the Minister
has any evidence (o the contrary, 1 would be de-
lighted to hear it.

Mr Clarko: [ have asked you a question.

Mr DAVIES: And I have replied to the Minis-
ter.

Mr Clarko: That is not what [ hear; she is
doing both jobs. ;

Mr DAVIES: Listen to the Minister for Edu-
cation; he is like an old lady, listening 10 rumours
all over the place. Somebody whispers behind a
hand, and he believes what he hears.

Mr Clarke: That is not the only office tn which
it is happening.

Mr DAVIES: That is how members opposite
govern—on rurmours. Rumours and hearsay; that
is how members of Cabinet made their decisidgn
that no-one who was an endorsed candidate could
work in a member’s electorate office. What politi-
cal bias!

Mr Clarko: Does she go out and represent the
member at functions?
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Mr DAVIES: She has the right to do as she
likes on behalf of the member. She does not rep-
resent him during working hours. If she goes 10 a
smoke social or a PCA meeling she goes as a
parent or as part of the community. Political can-
didates are generally part of community life.

Several members interjected.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister is suggesting now,
with his curious twist of mind, that because Mrs
Buchanan takes part in community life, she is
representing the member for whom she works,
What humbug and nonsense!

Mr Clarko: She is not the only person doing
that, either.

Mr Parker: Bill Mitchell is doing it.

Mr DAVIES: | was about to move to Mr W,
W. Mitchell—the darling of the bottom-of-the-
harbour group. This is not the first job on legis-
lation that he has done when money has been
involved. | remember, when [ was the Minister for
Town Planning and we wanted to set up a land
commission, Mt Mitchell did exactly the same job
on behalf of the developers because they could see
some money going away from them. That is the
kind of interest Mr W. W. Mitchell represents;
and he is still taking money from the Government
for work done, when he is actively supporting
Government policy. But, he is allowed to do that!
He is allowed to accept the Government's
money—

Mr Clarke: Quite a different situation.

Mr DAVIES: It is not. He is now the endorsed
candidate; and one cannot be an endorsed candi-
date from five o'clock at night until nine o'clock
the next morning only. One is an endorsed candi-
date for 24 hours of the day. I does not matter
what one’s job is.

Several members interjected.

Mr DAVIES: It is a dreadful state of affairs
when the Government shows its political bias in
this manner. This is the type of thing that will kill
this Government.

Mr Parker: What about Phil Pendal? He was
the Press secretary to the Minister.

Mr Clarko: Are you going to give an example
of what he did? To be consistent with your pre-
vious query, you should give a specific example of
where he did two jobs.

Mt Pearce: In fact, he was writing speeches for
the Minister in relation to the elctorate for which
he was running.

Mr Parker: He took time off from his job as a

Press secretary to go to functions in the elector-
ate. That is what he did.

[ASSEMBLY)

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
The member for Gosnells, the member for
Fremantle, and the Minister for Education will
cease interjecting.

Mr DAVIES: If 1 remember correctly, Mr
Pendal was also announcing initiatives. They were
being announced through him as the endorsed
candidate, rather than through any of the mem-
bers for the district, or the Government itself. It
was a curious state of affairs.

Mr Clarko: Do you think that is okay? You just
said that is okay. You take il on one side, and do
not have it on the other.

Mr Pearce: We are pointing out the inconsist-
ency of your argument.

Mr DAVIES: Surely this is not the Minister for
Education, with his curious turn of rationale. |
think the Minister will regret taking us on in this
way.

We believe that people who are endorsed politi-
cal candidates should not have their employment
jeopardised through political bias. That is what
happened as far as the Government was con-
cerned, and that is what happened to Mr Burkett,
who was a member of the MRPA and was not ap-
pointed afier 31 August because the Government
did not like him as he was an endorsed Labor can-
didate.

That is the shocking, shameful position; and the
Chairman of the MRPA (Mr Wilkins) went
along with it. This is the same Mr Wilkins who
was supposed to have argued at the hearings with
opponents to the Servetus Street option.

As | say, the worst thing the Government did
was to make the job of the chairman full time, be-
cause now we find the tentacles of the MRPA
creeping into all sections of the community. Mem-
bers of the MRPA have more time than enough,
apparently, despite the fact that one does not re-
ceive many replies from them. However, they find
the time to interfere in all kinds of actions which
they should best stay out of. Perhaps the kindest
thing the Government could do would be to revert
to the position before 1979, with a part-time
Chairman of the MRPA. Things might be kept
under control, then.

On two occasions, Mr Burkett upset Mr
Wilkins, and for this he was taken off the auth-
ority.

On 7 September, Mr Cam Cheyne was quoted
in The West Australian as follows—

He had breached the confidentiality code
of the authority and had made public state-
ments about his own conclusions on a re-
gional mauer afier hearing only a small per-
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centage of submissions on the subject, Mr
Cheyne added.

Mr Burkelt spent three and a half weeks on the
sittings, and that is regarded as a small percent-
age of the hearings. it is hard 10 believe that the
Minister interjected this morning to say that Mr
Burkett made a statement after four days, yet, on
this report, the committee had been sitting for
three and a half weeks when he made his siate-
ment.

Mr Cheyne is also reporied as having said—
Mr Burkett had failed 10 meet the stan-

n

dards required of authority members “in
certain respects.”

1t is obvious that Mr Burkett was not liked. He
was a member of the Labor Party. Why does not
the Government come clean and say that?

Mr Rushton: That is your assumption again.

Mr DAVIES: That is the inference that comes
through strongly and clearly.

Mr Rushton: It is not true.

Mr DAVIES: The Government has not been
able to tell us what is the sitvation. The Premier
was unable 10 tell us just now. Mr Burkett was
involved in two incidents—two, not three, as the
Government has claimed. One related to things
that happened at a public hearing, and the other
was that Mr Burkett made a statement as the
Mayor of Stirling. Surely the mayor is allowed 1o
make comments, even if he might be wearing two
hats. On that occasion, Mr Burkett was speaking
as the planning group representative for the
authorities in the corridor through which the
Servetus Street extension would run. He knew
what the authorities wanted; he listened to the ar-
guments; and he was prepared to admit that
Servetus Street was not the only option.

We know that modifications have been made;
but it does not matter whether the Government
calls it a major road, a freeway, or whatever; it
will still have some effect, which will be discussed
in due course.

Anyway, the fact that we are now to remove
from subcommittees appointed by the MRPA the
restriclions placed on them under section 18A(4)
of the Act means that we face a great danger of
finding the subcommittees running in all direc-
tions. | want an assurance from the Government
on that before we support that part of the Bili
wholeheartedly.

As | said, the Bill does not really have very
muoch to worry about in it. It does nothing to en-
hance the power of the MRPA; probably it does
nothing to detract from it; and we are prepared to

2971

support it. However, 1 would like those assur-
ances.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Jamieson.

PRISONS AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 25 August.

MR PARKER (Fremantle) [2.48 p.m.]: The
Bill before us is a relatively minor piece of legis-
lation, and the Opposition supports it. However,
one would have expected that some of the aspects
of the Bill would have been dealt with in the legis-
lative action that took place Jast year. At the
time, we were assured by the Minister that a con-
siderable amount of thought had gone into the
preparation of the Prisons Bill, as it then
was—now the Prisons Act—when it was
introduced. In fact, a number of years of prep-
aration had gone into that legislation. However,
we now sce three problem areas which have arisen
as a result of poor drafting.

We do not have any problems with the
amending Bill, except in one area, and that is not
so much a problem as a matter for concern. How-
ever, even in that aspect, the amending Bill is de-
ficient also.

1 refer to clause 3 of the Bill which proposes to
amend section 42 of the Act. Section 42, so [ar as
it is relevant, reads as follows—

42, (1) Without prejudice to any power
otherwise conferred, a superiniendent may
authorise and direct the restraint of a pris-
oner where in his opinion such restraint is
necessary-—

{c) to prevent ihe escape of a prisoner
during his movement to or from a
prison.

The proposed amendment is to add the words “or
during his temporary absence from a prison”.

Bearing in mind the separation of powers be-
tween prison officers and police officers and other
law enforcement authorities, it seems to us that
the proposed amendment is much too broad.
There could be occasions when a prisoner’s tem-
porary absence from prison would be such that
the superintendent or other prison officers would
not have power to prevent the prisoner’s escape.
For example, in the case of a prisoner on work re-
lease, such a prisoner would not be under the con-
trol of a prison officer. A prisoner under certain
forms of escort may be under the control of a
police officer rather than a prison officer; he may
be under the control of various other officers at
the time.
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It seems ta me that the clause ought to be re-
stricied 1o circumstances in which a prisoner is
temporarily absent from a prison and under the
control of the prison and not absent from the
prison under someone else’s contrel. 1 have not
drafted an amendment because it seems a rather
simple matter 1o rectify, perhaps by adding after
the words *““or during his temporary absence from
a prison” the words “where under the control of
an officer™.

I remind the Minister that an officer is some-
one appointed in accardance with section 13 or 16
of the Act. This would mean that if a prisoner
were temporily absent from prison and under the
control of a prison officer or another officer of the
Prisons Department, the superintendent would
have power to authorise and direct his restraint,
However, if a prisoner were lemporarily absent
for some other reason, he would not fall within
the province of the superintendent 1o authorise
and direct his restraint because, as in the case of a
prisoner who has completed an escape from a
prisan, his escape becomes the prerogative of the
Police Force or other law enforcement agencies. If
a prisoner has been on wark release and at the
conclusion of the day does not return to the prison
hostel, although he has attempted to escape dur-
ing his temporary absence this would not fall
within the province of the superintendent to auth-
orise and direct his restraint; rather, it would fall
within the province of the Police Department or
other law enforcement agencies.

Having asked the Minister 1o direct his alten-
tion to that aspect of the legislation, [ conclude by
saying, with that exception, the Opposition sup-
ports the Bill.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe—Minister for Police
and Prisons) [2.53 p.m.]: | thank the member for
Fremantle for his indication of the Opposition’s
support of the Bill. Does the member intend to
move an amendment?

Mr Parker: As it is a relatively simple matier 1
thought perhaps you might be able to move it
yourself.

Mr HASSELL: Perhaps | will deal with the
matter now. | do nol agree with the point the
member has raised. Section 42 of the Act as it
stands and as it will be amended is quite ¢lear in
its reference to the prison context and ihe auth-
ority of the Prisons Department. [t begins with
the words “without prejudice 1o any power
otherwise conferred, a superintendent may auth-
orise and direct the restraint of a prisoner where
in his opinion such restraint is necessary” and
then three siluations are outlined.
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Mr Parker: That is not power conferred on
people, but conferred on the superintendent.

Mr HASSELL: It might mear power otherwise
conferred on the superintendent or power
otherwise conferred. I do not think the member
should read it as narrowly as he is; it refers to
power otherwise conferred. It is broader than the
member is saying it is.

I do not understand his reference to the work
release situation where a fellow is on work release
and not under any restraint. This is an enabling
power and does not require that the prisoner be
restrained. It is only where the superintendent
forms an opinion that the restraint is necessary
that this is needed. It applies only in such circum-
stances.

I do not think the member’s criticism of the
drafting is valid, but 1 am happy to consider his
amendment. 1 do not want to delay the Bill now
and 1 will consider his amendment before the Bill
gets 1o the other place. It is nat a matler of sub-
stance that should delay the passage of the Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, ete.

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

ROAD TRAFFIC AMENDMENT BILL
{No. 2)

Third Reading

" Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third
reading.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe—Minister for Palice
and Prisons) [2.58 p.m.]: | move—

That the Biil be now read a Lhird time.

MR CARR (Geraldton) [2.59 p.m.]: When re-
plying at the second reading stage yesterday the
Minister referred to the amount of consensus that
had emerged in this Parliament during the time
this mailer was before the Parliament and being
debated. | think 1 recall his using the word
“milestone”. In fact, during the time this Bill has
been before the House a considerable amount of
consensus between various members in the House
has been demonstrated. It was a wide-ranging and
general debate on road traffic issues and es-
pecially the issues relating to drink-driving of-
fences.

Different points of view were expressed in re-

gard to minor points and measures within the Bill,
but it was all within the overall consensus view
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that 1 support all sirong measures in regard to
road traffic laws. It was a credit to this Parlia-
ment that a consensus was reached in this matter:
but, on the other hand, no credit is due the Press
for the way it failed to report the degree of con-
sensus that has been achicved in this Parliament
on this issue.

! referred in my second reading speech to a
journalist of The West Australian who
approached me on Sunday in an endeavour to get
me 1o make some political-scoring statemenis
about the 17 road deaths and to relate that to
some policy on the blitz scheme. 1 indicated that |
was not going to be in the business of making
emotional or cheap point-scoring statements, but
it seems The West Australian wanted to convey
that impression because of the manner in which it
handled its editorial on Tuesday.

Let us look at what the Press has done in re-
gard to reporting this debate since the second
reading ook place. In a nutshell, it has done ab-
solutely nothing. Both The West Australian and
the Daily News newspapers yesterday and today
have not carried one word of reference to this de-
bate. I do not suggest that | expect to pick up The
West Australian and read a big headline saying,
“Government and  Opposition agree on
worthwhile initiative”. 1 know that is not the way
things get done in newspapers. Considering the
context of other major stories which have been
recported at this time it would have been
unreasonable to expect that sort of headline.
Nevertheless, it is important to make the point
that this Parliament has occupied itsell during
half of this week’s sitting time with the most
important issuc of the road trauma situation, and
because we have reached a level of agreement in
this place the Press simply is not interested in that
fact.

I would have thought it was a news story in
itself that this Parliament was able to reach a
consensus on such a wide-ranging, important mat-
ter. | am nol concerned for mysell in terms of my
comments being reported because | do not think
any one member’s remarks played a particularly
large role in the overall context of what did hap-
pen. A number of members on both sides estab-
lished that consensus, but it obviously was not of
any interest to the local Press. | do not know the
reason for thati—whether it was simply that the
newspapers decided il was not commercially
newsworthy 1o print good news, whether there has
been a mix-up between the journalists here and
the editors and subeditors who caused it to miss
out on seeing the light of day, or whether there is
some other conspiracy by which someone at the
newspaper does not want the public to know that
the Opposition is also in favour of strong
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measures to come to grips with the drink-driving
problem. For whatever reason it was that The
West Australian and the Daily News decided not
to interest themselves in this consensus, the result
is that the Press has failed in its responsibility.

Firstly, the Press has failed in its responsibility
to this Parliament and members of this Parlia-
ment. Members of this and other Parliaments
have a pretty poor reputation in the eyes of the
public. We are seen as being a group of fairly
pelly yahoo-type people who shout and scream at
cach other. While sometimes we may conduct
ourselves in less than an ideal fashion, ihe
impression that is given 10 the public is a grossly
exaggeraled one and the Press should give more
attention 10 the amount of time that is spent in
Parliament in reaching agreement with each
other. Something like 80 per cent of the legis-
lation that comes before this and other Parlia-
ments is agreed 10 by each side from a fairly bi-
partisan point of view. Members of this Parlia-
ment do take seriously the general reputation of
the Parliament and there is and should be a con-
cern to ensure that the workings of the Parliament
are covered in a fairer manner. When something
as important as the road 1oll comes before Parlia-
ment—and ler us not forget that the Press has
been having a lot to say about the road toll and it
has been showing photographs of mangled ve-
hicles and reports of deaths and so on, which it
considers to be newswaorthy—and there is a fairly
general consensus, I would have thought that
would be a news story.

The newspapers also have failed the public by
not reporting this situation. Since 1 have been the
spokesman for the Opposition on traffic matters, [
have had discussions with many people involved in
traffic control matters generally and one of the
points that has regularly been made to me has
been the advantage that there would be in dealing
with the road trauma situation if a consensus was
demonstrated in the Parliament and in the com-
munity between parties concerned with the need
for strong action. That is one of the reasons | have
deliberately attempted to avoid making cheap
comments in regard to the road 1otl.

[ have expressed points of view at different
times which may have differed from the Govern-
ment’s point of view, but | have placed them in
the context of a general consensus that no latitude
should be given to drink-driving offenders. If the
Daily News and The West Austrafian, are really
as concerned with the road 1ol] as they appear o
be in some of their articles, they should be aware
of the value of this consensus in its own right and
therefare the newspapers should have been
pleased 1o report that consensus 0 the com-
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munity, but unfortunately that does not seem to
be the case.

Al lunchtime 1 received a telephone call from a
journalist from a different newspaper who was
very keen to write up a story which quoted a
number of people, including me, as being critical
of the road-blitz type policy. 1 found myself in a
fairly lengthy discussion with this journalist in re-
gard to a couple of aspects of individual differ-
ences of opinion between the Government and me.
I had to be very repetitive in speaking to this
journalist to ensure that he understood the point
that the differences | was mentioning were in the
context of a general, wide-ranging agreement that
there is no scope to take a soft line on drink-
drivers.

| thought it appropriate 10 make those com-
ments to the House. | am pleased that such a con-
sensus on such a wide-ranging subject has been
reached in this matter. I am sorry that the public
have not been made aware of that in the way |
would have hoped.

Mr P. V. Jones: What you are saying is that
good news is not news!

MR NANOVICH (Whitford)(3.08 pm.]: I
commenied on the Bill during the second reading
and also indicated that I supported the Bill as it is
a very good Bill which is designed to do what the
Government has set out to do; that is, to try to
curb the road accident problem we have today.

1 agree with the member for Geraldton that the
media has done very little about this issue. The
Sunday Times of 12 September is a glaring
example. It says, “Blitz on drink driving” and
right alongside it it says, “Road toll 17",

The Bill will give the police stronger powers
and will certainly bring some social changes be-
cause of its strength. The Bill contains many edu-
cational methods which should help the situation.
There will be tougher procedures to obtain li-
cences and for those who already hold licences. It
provides for increased penalties and will allow
courts 1o impose different methods of punishment
for offenders and i1 will bring about a better em-
phasis on control, particularly in the area of
young people between 17 and 20 years of age. It
will concentrate on that age group.

[ omitted to express concern about the breath
test that is applied when a motorist is caught on
the spot by the police and is required to take a
breath test. This raises a number of complaints in
regard 1o the method the police use when a person
blows into the kit and it does not register to the
level of 0.08. Of course, the police officers at
times will not accept that and perhaps they will
have good reason. Perhaps the person has not
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taken the test correctly or has deliberately tried to
evade applying it properly. In such a case he
should be taken to the police station and made to
take the proper test on the breathalyser machine.
If he registers above the limit he could be arrested
and taken to the central police station and given a
breathalyser test.

On many occasions a driver of a vehicle is
asked 10 go direct to the central police station to
undergo a breathalyser test. 1 wonder how many
members in this Chamber know what a
breathalyser machine is like. 1 do not and I hope 1
am never put in a situation to find out. Many
people do not realise that when they are asked to
go to the central police station to undergo a
breathalyser test they have automatically been ar-
rested.

If a person has undergone a preliminary test
which has resulted in his being under the limit |
believe he ought to be allowed to drive on.

With those remarks 1 indicate my strong sup-
port of the Bill.

MR TONKIN (Morley) [3.12 p.m.]: [ reiterate
the comments made by the member for
Geraldton. The matter with which we are dealing
is important. There has been a good deal of con-
sensus in relation to this Bill, but unfortunately
matters of this kind are often trivialised because
the news media is looking for sensationalism.
When there is consensus on a Bill there tends to
be no publicity given to it at all. The same news
media that does not report it when there is a con-
sensus is the same outlet that denigrates members
of Parliament and gives the impression that we
are not doing much of a job. Perhaps such stories
are written by journalists on the job, but not used.
I noticed, however, I admit that when the member
for Geraldton was speaking there was a lack of
activity in the Press Gallery.

If the political process is to work, it must have
the respect of the people and it is up to
parliamentarians to develop that respect, but of
course we often do not do that. Whatever we are
doing here this afternoon is being observed by
only one or two members of the public. Therefore,
what we do in this place as far as the public are
aware, will be as reported in the news media. It
does not matter how we conduct ourselves in this
place if, in fact, no news gets out. When
Parliament is conducted with dignity, it appears
that that is not news. The only time we get on the
front page is when there is some lack of dignity.

[ strongly support the comments made by the
member for Geraldton who is the spokesman from
this party on these matters. I ask that the news
media do its part to show that Parliament does
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not just consist of empty-headed twits—although
1 suppose we have our share—but that it also con-
sists of people who have shown, and do show, a
great deal of responsibility towards their jobs.
This has been evidenced by the way in which the
Oppaosition has handled this matter.

1 reiterate that if such facts are not reported,
the public have no way of knowing what happens
in Parliament. | am continually assailed, as no
doubt are other members of the House, by the
comments that we never seem .to agree with one
another. 1 make the point that there is agreement
on 70 to 80 per cent of the matters coming into
this place. [ sometimes issue media releases con-
gratulating the Government on something and
none of them has seen the light of day—they have
not been printed.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: | don’t suppose you get 1o
write them very often.

Mr Old: He said 70 to 80 per cent of the time.
Several members interjected.

Mr TONKIN: The main thrust of my comment
was not to score from the Government, but to
make a different point altogether. The point of
the matter is that if we do attempt to show there
is a great deal of consensus, the news media
should reflect this. Members should bear in mind
that the sport of politician baiting is a most popu-
ar one in Australia and il it succeeds, and there is
no respect for politicians and the political process,
something will have to be put in its place. | do not
know whether the public, the news media, or
members have considered some of the alternatives
10 this process. Clearly, if this process is deni-
grated, it further fails in its job and may be
replaced.

I am not over enthusiastic about some of the re-
placements for it. [1 is nol just a guestion of when
one sees a head one kicks it, or a question of
having a bit of fun at politician baiting. It is a
question of destroying respect for the political
process; helping to ensure that people who have a
sense of dignity will not want to go into this pro-
fession, leading to an even greater lowering of
standards; and once on that downward spiral
having to think about what can be done about it.

Are we 10 have no respect for ihe political
process? [n any punitive law keeping we may have
in the sense of the Police Force or the courts, if
the majority of Australians lose respect for the
law and decided to t1ake little notice of it it would
be impossible—as it is in any socicty—for any
Police Force or system of justice to hold back the
flood-waters. It would not be possible. Therefore,
the system does depend, as any social system does,
on a great deal of consensus despite our
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difference. The conservalive party and the
Australian Labor Party agree on the main ways
in which this society should develop and the main
ways in which it should be governed.

1 make that point deliberately; in spite of the
differences, which are considerable, we agree
basicaily. That kind of attitude should be made
clear to people because once they get an erroneous
impression that there is no consensus, any society
must disintegrate. | ask whoever is responsible at
any level in the news media that they should not
always trivialise and sensationalise politics, which
as Einstein said, is more important and more dif-
ficult than physics because it touches everyone's
fives. 1 know it is often sai¢ by the media that it
gives the public what they want. That is oo
simple a cop-out, because every time the public
picks up a newspaper or watches television they
are being educated to accept something. It is not
just a question of the media catering to a taste; it
is forming a taste and developing expectations.

On several occasions | have noted that the com-
mercial television stations have said, “That may
be an important subject to you, but il we put it on
no-one will watch our channels.” Then they are
amazed when a programme like that about
System 6 which was shown on Channel 9 some
years ago has to be repeated in prime viewing
time because the demand is enormous. People are
not as stupid ar disinterested in matters of import-
ance to society as the media or politicians often
think.

People want something sober and of great im-
portance, as well as the titillation, and they will
read it or watch it or listen to it. 1 ask the news
media to take its responsibilities far more
seriously. There is no more important branch of
our saciety than the news media. It determines
what large numbers of Australians think about
many matters, including politics. That kind of

power, as we tried to tell the Government
yesterday, carries with it an awesome
responsibility.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) {3.23 p.m.]: Aithough
there has been generous support from all sections
of -the House for the Government’s attempts in
this Bill to improve the current tragic road toll
situation, 1 want 1o add my rider to that support
and say I do not think the Bill will be particutarly
effective. The Government’s move may be well
motivated, but it is difficult te believe that the
Bill addresses itself to the major problem facing
us in the high road toll, and in particular drinking
drivers. The difficulty with this aspect is the social
position that drinking plays in the community. It
is foolish to believe that drinking habits can be
changed overnight by educational processes,
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although as the shadow Minister has said, this is
the direction in which we have 1o go.

The Government has picked those most likely
to be involved in accidents while drunk or under
the influence of alcohol, and has made the situ-
ation more punitive for them. { refer to younger
drivers for whom it will be an offence 10 drive
when they have consumed almost any alcohol.

In the Minister’s reply to the second reading
debate he referred to some research which dealt
with drinking statistics and road toll statistics.
The information he gave no doubt was very accu-
rate and it was informative. But the most
interesting aspect was that the research had no
bearing on the proposition he put to the House;
that is, that if people drink more there will be
more accidents, and if they drink less there will be
fewer accidents. Nathing in the Bill will stop
people drinking, apart from that section which
deals with the small group of drivers in the pro-
bationary category.

1 was looking for evidence to indicate thal there
was a significant number of people in the pro-
bationary calegory who were involved in serious
accidents when they had a blood alcohal level of
less than 0.08, but who were clearly affected by
the combination of alcohol and inexperience. No
such statistics exist, so I think it is likely that that
provision will have no effect on the road toll. ft
may put a number of young people in gaol or they
may be fined and have their licences revoked and
their probationary period extended. I am not
oppasing that provision. 1 was not in the House at
the time, but | would have opposed it had 1 been
here. 1 cannot see thai that measure is likely to be
remarkably effective.

What serious action is the Government taking
in relation to drinking drivers? It has canvassed
the hard options and has abandoned all of them.
It has not moved to introduce random breath
testing; that option was considered and dropped.
The Government looked at the proposition of low-
ering the permissible alcohol level—

Mr Rushian: Does the Labor Party support
random breath testing?

Mr PEARCE: | am not in a position to make a
pronauncement on that matter because it is not
before the House.

Mr Herzfeld: What is your personal view?

Mr PEARCE: | am not opposed to it. 1 do not
necessarily speak for the party in saying that. The
shadow Minister has said we are not adopting a
party position on this Bill and that members are
entitled 10 speak their minds,

Mr Herzfeld: It is a rare occasion.
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Mr PEARCE: The member for Mundaring will
vote down the line with the Minister as he always
does.

Mr Rushton: He got it right on every Bill.

Mr PEARCE: The membes for Mundaring just
happens ta agree every time with the Minister. He
has the right 1o express his personal opinion, but
he never exercises it. Rights which are not exer-
cised are eventually lost.

Mr Old: What did Bartholomacus think of it?

Mr PEARCE: 1 have not discussed it with him.
If the Minister wishes to do so, [ will give him Mr
Bartholomaeus’ telephone number.

It is all very well for the Government to ask
about my attitude. If Ministers wish to change
places with me so that I am able to implement the
hard options, I am prepared to do so. | am pre-
pared 10 take the decisions the Minister for
Transport has opted out of taking. There is an
election around the corner and the Government
doesn’t want to upset Loo many people.

Mr Rushton: That is not a responsible attitude.
You do not speak for the party and yet you are
willing to make the decisions.

Mr PEARCE: It seems unreasonable to de-
mand to know in advance my attitude towards a
proposition the Government is not prepared to
bring before the Chamber.

Mr Rushton: We have made our decision.

Mr PEARCE: A decision not to deal with these
matters.

Mr Herzfeld: We have rejected it.

Mr PEARCE: That is right. The Government
has taken the soft option and put it forward as a
solution to the road toll.

Mr Herzfeld: If you had integrity and believed
in random breath testing you should have
introduced an amendment.

Mr PEARCE: How can I introduce an amend-
ment when that aspect is not covered in the Bill?
Does not the member for Mundaring know the
Standing Orders? One is not entitled to move all
sorts of amendments because an Act is being
amended.

Mr Clarko: You could introduce a private
member’s Bill,

Mr Tonkin: They have a lot of success.

Mr PEARCE: That option is available and 1
have five or six such Bills before the House at
present. None of them has ever been successful.

Mr Tonkin: That is more than the Minister for
Education has introduced.

Mr Clarko: I brought in one.
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Mr Rushton: The real test is the result. We
have had better success without random breath
testing than has any other State.

Several members interjected.

Mr Tonkin: There is nothing to smile at and be
pleased about—not if you believe in the
Westminster system.

Mr Clarko: | was not smiling.

Mr PEARCE: | am not seeking, at the third
reading stage, to redraft the Bill. 1 am saying that
the efforts of the Government 1o reduce the road
toll are commendable and they have received the
support of all sections of the House, including me.
I voted for the second reading.

However, | am saying that the Bill is a cos-
metic one—the Governmeni has discarded the
hard options and gone for the soft options. It is
not likely 10 be successful. 1 have poinled to the
hard options that are available and these should
have had more consideration. If the Government
had taken the action I believe it should have
taken, it would have put these options before the
House—even if uapalatable—and given the mem-
bers a chance to vole on them.

Mr Rushton: 1 am just saying we have been
more successful in Western Australia with what
we are doing than has been any other State. So
why g0 to things that will not work? We have the
facts and figures.

Mr PEARCE: What sort of facts and figures
does the Minister base that on? The Minister has
not given the authority on which he has based
that amazing assertion.

Mr Rushton: [t is nol an assertion, it is based
on facts.

Mr PEARCE: What facts?

Mr Rushton: Facts that are available to you,
through statistics.

Mr PEARCE: Clearly they are not available to
me through the Minister.

Mr Rushton: 1 am not responsible for them.

Mr PEARCE: If we compare the road toll stat-
istics of Perth and other Eastern States capitals,
we must take account of different traffic densities
and a whole range of other factors.

Mr Herzfeld: Those statistics are available,
Mr Rushton: Why not produce them?
Mr Tonkin: You are the one making the claim.

Mr PEARCE: | am perfectly prepared to seek
leave to continue my remarks at a later stage in
order 10 let the Minister go away to obtain these
facts and figures.

Mr Rushton: They are not relevant.
(99
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Mr PEARCE: The Minister is not taking up
my offer, and [ am not surprised at that. It would
take the unsuspecting members of his department
a lengthy period 1o search for facts and figures
that do not exist in the form the Minister claims
they do. Sooner or later this House will have to
come to terms with some of the hard options in
regard to drinking and driving. 1 believe one of
the hardest options we will have to canvass will be
to support a lowering of the alcohol content of
beer in Western Australia,

Mr Herzfeld: You will be telling us next you
don’t want to [egalise pot any more.

Mr PEARCE: 1 would certainly not be in
favour—

Mr Herzfeld: The new image!

Mr PEARCE: —of legislation which would en-
able people 1o drive motor cars while under the in-
fluence of marihuana. For exactly the same
reasons, | am not in favour of allowing people to
drive while they are under the influence of al-
cohol, but T am not, in this instance, being hyp-
ocritical as is the member for Mundaring. 1 do
not believe that people should drive motorcars
while under the influence of alcohol, but | am not
saying people ought not to drink. | have admitted
in this place before that I certainly do have a
drink, but I make every effort not to drive when [
may be likely to'become at odds with the law or
with safety.

| have never smoked or used marihuana in my
life, but because it is a drug the chemical struc-
ture and cffects of which are similar to those of
alcohol, 1 say it is hypocritical 1o aitempt to send
people to goal for smoking marihuana. That is my
personal apinion; it is not the opinion of my party.

Mr Herzfeld: You do scek to have it legalised?

Mr PEARCE: | think it aught to be legalised,
but I will uphold my party’s decision on that
question when the time comes.

Mr Herzfeld: You would have to do what you
are told.

Mr PEARCE: 1t is not that |1 would have to do
as | am told, but that subject is not relevant to the
matter we are discussing.

Sooner or later we will have to come 1o grips
with some of the hard options, including the
reduction of alcohol levels in drinks. We will have
10 attempt to change the habits and patterns of
our society. When we are prepared o deal with
those, when such matters are included in legis-
lation, we may find that the road toll will fall.

I would like to make cone final point about
police blitzes. Every three or four months, in a
great blaze of publicity, we are told that there will
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be a traffic blitz. Il seems to me that the chief
aim of such a blitz is to arrest drivers, and the
blitzes are totally ineffective in reducing the road
toll. It has long been recognised by the traffic
officers that a blitz is really a body count—the
officers must make arrests. Therefare, the officers
set themselves up where they are most likely to
catch people who are committing traffic offences.
A police officer can set himself up 100 yards or so
from a sign indicating a reduced speed limit. He
will then catch people who may not slow down
quickly enough.

Quite clearly the traffic officers do caich people
who are breaking the law, but they do not catch
the ones who are really creating the risks on the
road.

It seems to me to be rather foolish to announce
that a blitz is to take place, but it is even more
foolish to announce that a traffic blitz is ending.
When one picks up a newspaper and reads that a
traffic blitz is ending at 12.15 p.m. that day, what
is that but an invitation 1o drivers to revert to
careless habits, il that is the way they drive? An
analogy to this situation would be to let burglars
know that they will be arrested untii Monday
afternoon, and then they can go back to business
as normal. That does not seem to be a particularly
intelligent way to go about law enforcement in
this State. We must influence drivers to drive in a
more responsible way than they do at present.

I intend to vote for the third reading of the Bill,
but | will be doing so with less optimism than has
the Minister that my “Yes” vote will be saving
any lives.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe—Minister for Police
and Prisons) [3.37 p.m.]: | do not really think I
have any matters on which 1o respond in respect
of the comments of the member for Geraldton
and the member for Morley, both of whom were
really directing their remarks 1o the media and
the media’s coverage of the debate in this House.
I was in turn disappointed at the electronic media
response to the debate because T thought it missed
the essence of the point 1 had sought to make. Be
that as it may, that matter is not within my
province.

So far as the member for Whitford is con-
cerned, he added to the comments he made during
the second reading debate. | thank him for those
remarks. In general it is my understanding that
where a preliminary test is taken by a police
officer and that test does not resull in a recording
of 0.08 on the digital readout preliminary test
machine, or it does not result in a change of
colour in the crystals in the older type machine,
the motorist is not, and cannol be, required to
take the breathalyser test. The member for
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Whitford tells me that in some cases where there
is a suspicion thai the 1est has nol been taken
properly or that the motorist has obstructed the
test, the offender is still required to take the test.
That is fair enough. I am aware of his concern
about some of those mattters, and I will have
them checked,

1 now come 1o the remarks of the member for
Gosnells. He must be seen as a disappoiniment to
his own party, and an embarrassment to the Op-
position spokesman on this matter. He really
demonstrated the fact that there is a fairly deep
division, as | had gathered, in the Australian
Labor Party about these measures. Whereas the
spokesman for the Opposition was saying that we
have random breath testing and we should not be
semantic in suggesting that we do not have it, the
member for Gosnells says we should be facing up
10 the issue of random breath testing and other
hard options.

The member for Gosnells criticised the Govern-
ment and the police for their actions in dealing
with the road toll. At the same time he seemed to
dispute the statistically established fact that
currently we have the lowest number of deaths
per 10 000 vehicles on the roads of any State of
Australia, because he wanted to introduce stat-
istics relating to other factors such as the density
of traffic, ete.

Be that as it may, I want to make one point in
relation to this matter, because the member for
Gosnells really touched again an the issue I raised
yesterday and that is, in dealing with one of the
key provisions in this package of legislation, there
seems to be a lack of preparedness on the part of
the Opposition to pul its weight behind the pro-
hibition on probationary drivers from having any
detectable level of alcohol in their blood.

[ did not purport to produce the article 1
referred to yesterday as a means of providing di-
rect support for that particular prapoesition. I pro-
duced that article as a demonstration of the
proven link between alcohol and accidents in the
younger age group.

Mr Pearce: | did not dispute that, you know. [
agree with that.

Mr HASSELL: Of course, the central provision
of our legislation relating to probationary drivers
affects a high proporiion of younger drivers, be-
cause statistically they comprise the bulk of pro-
bationary drivers.

The member for Gosnells and other members
opposite cannot have it both ways. They cannot
say that they support these measures and then go
out into the arena and, by implication, suggest
they did not support them previously, they do not
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support them now, or they regard them as dis-
criminating against young people. Members op-
posile must be prepared 1o say, “Yes; we support
them, because they are good measures™ or, “No;
we do not support them, because we do not like
them”. To do anything less than that is to be less
than straightforward in what members opposite
themselves acknowledge to be a debate on a very
important issue. Most members opposite gave that
acknowledgment and commitment.

It is a pity the member for Gosnells has come
in at this very late stage of the debate and raised
a whole range of new issues and criticisms which
were not supported by his colleagues and which
do little more than indicaie his ignorance of the
subject.

Mr Pearce: 1 shall indicate your ignorance of
what | said, because [ said that 1 will support
these issucs, but | pointed out I did not think they
would be very effective. That is a perfectly logical
proposition which you have atiempted to exclude
in what is calted the “fallacy of the excluded
middle” in what you said just then.

Mr HASSELL: The member for Gosnells’ re-
marks must have been no less than an embarrass-
ment 0 the spokesman for the Opposition.

Mr Carr: That is not true. 1 made it very clear
on Tuesday that there were a whole range of dif-
feren, single items in the Bill and the package
and a range of different views existed. What the
member for Gosnells has said is quite within the
context of that. A number of members on this side
strongly supported that particular measure. The
member for Gosnells has expressed some reser-
vations about it. ! said | had some reservation
about it also, so what is 50 special about that?

Mr HASSELL: The member for Gosnells
raised all sorts of new issues. He cut right across
the whole debate and lowered the tone of the ap-
proach which had been adopted.

Mr Carr: That is just not true.
Mr Pearce: 1 reject that,

Mr HASSELL: Of course the member for
Gosnells rejects that, because he loves to get on
his feet and 1alk and that is what he has done on
this occasion. He has contributed nothing 1o what
his colleagues bave acknowledged is an important
debate on an important issue and, as to his re-
marks about the Government or the House having
to face up to the tough issue of random breath
testing and the lowering of the alcohalic content
of drinks, those issues have been faced up to by
the Government. As the Deputy Premier said by
way of interjection, we have made our decisions
on those issues and, on more than one occasion,
not just in this debate, but also elsewhere, the Op-
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position spokesman has said the Opposition sup-
ports the Government’s decisions on those issues.
Presumably that is something on which the com-
munily can rely and it is not something which can
simply be denied in the spirit of a moment of con-
venience, because the member for Gosnells wants
10 have a chat.
Mr Pearce: You can’t have it both ways.

The ACTING SPEAKING (Mr Crane):
Order!

Mr Pearce: You criticised me for—
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Pearce: You can't win!

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member
for Gosnells will not win if he interjects while |
am on my feet.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the
Council.

BILLS (6): ASSENT
Message from the Governor received and read
notiflying assent 10 the following Bills—
1. Supreme Court Amendment Bill (No. 2).
2. Administration Amendment Bill.

3.  Workers’ Compensation Supplementation
Fund Amendment Bill.

4. Carnarvon Banana [ndustry
(Compensation Trust Fund) Amend-
ment Bill.

5.  Western Australian Meat Indusiry Auth-
ority Amendment Bill (No. 2).

6. Consumer Affairs Amendment Biil
{No. 2).
MINE WORKERS' RELIEF AMENDMENT
BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 25 August.

MR L. F. TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie) [3.47 p.m.}: In
an endeavour to continue the 70 to 80 per cent
support average for Bills coming before the
House, as mentioned by the members for Morley
and Geraldton carlier today, I indicate the Oppo-
sition supports the Bill.

This Bill seeks to ensure the early winding up
of the mine workers’ relief fund. In September
1976 the Mine Workers' Relief Board agreed
unanimously that, because its role had been taken
over by various factors such as increased social se-
curity benefits, and the fact that the benefits
available through the mine workers' relief fund
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had been eroded by time, it was no longer necess-
ary 10 maintain the functions of the board.

It might be said the majority of beneficiaries of
the mine workers’ relief fund at that time agreed
the fund should be wound up and lump sums paid.
As a result of that decision, in 1980 a Bill was
introduced into the House which put into effect
the decisions of the committee set up to advise the
Government on Lhe various ways in which the
mine workers’ relief fund could be wound up.

Principally that commitice suggested to the
Government the fund should be wound up over a
period of three years three months, and the ben-
eficiaries should be offered a lump-sum
redemption of their fortnightly entitlements and a
share of any surplus of the fund at the time of
winding up. When that legislation came before
the House, it received the support of the Oppo-
sition.

The need for the Bill under discussion goes
back to last year when the Workers’ Compen-
sation Bill was introduced and passed by the Par-
liament. That legislation enabled silicotic miners
in receipt of a pension at 65 years of age or over
to claim a lump-sum redemption amount up to a
maximum of $20 000.

I understand that in September 1981 the Sec-
retary of the Mine Workers’ Relief Board wrote
to the Government and suggested that, as the
Workers' Compensation Act had passed through
the 'Parliament, difficulties might occur in
winding up the mine workers’ relief fund, because
the fund pay out could not be made in relation to
beneficiaries of the lump-sum redemption under
the Warkers’ Compensation Act which in fact
worked off that lump sum.

In a letter dated 4 September 1981 the sec-
retary of the board wrote 10 the Superintendent of
the Mine Workers' Relief Fund. In part it
states—

If workers accept this lump sum and are
curreni contributors to the Mine Workers’
Relief Fund, they would be eligible to claim
benefits from this Fund.

There is, however, a hindrance 10 their
being granted benefits from the Fund im-
mediately. Contained in Sections 48, 53 (2)
and 56A there is a requirement that where
the workers’ compensation claim has been fi-
nalised by payment of a lump sum, the re-
cipient is not entitled to benefits from the
Fund until effluxion of the period in respect

of which the lump sum payment was made.
The Government was advised in Sepiember 198
of this position. It is a little disturbing that we
have had 1o wait until now for this legislation to
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come before the House. The amounts to be paid
as a result have been cited by the Minister.

The Bill deletes provision for contributions by
prospectors and brings prospectors into line with
others in the industry. As far as 1 can determine,
the 1981 annual report of the Mine Workers’' Re-
lief fund indicated only three prospectors contrib-
uted to the fund at that time; therefore the Oppo-
sition does not raise any concern in regard to that
matter.

The 1981 annual report of the fund highlighted
some points. The total value of the fund increased
by 17 per cent to $2.7 million; income increased
by 15 per cent to $557 000; expenditure by three
per cent to $146 000; and the surptus by 20 per
cent to $411000. That sort of report would be
welcomed by any Government, irrespective of its
political complexion.

I spoke to some members of the board presently
working on the fund, and they indicated to me
their suppart of this legislation, and for that
reason the Opposition supports the Biil.

MR P. V. JONES (Narrogin—Minister for
Mines) [3.53 p.m.]: I thank the member and the
Opposition as a whole for their support of the Bill,
The only point 1 make is that the member men-
tioned a 1976 report ta the Government. My ad-
vice was that the report was given to the Govern-
ment in 1978,

Mr . F. Taylor: I read 1976, and saw in there
also the year 1978, so | went back 1o the Hansard
report, and it mentioned 1976,

Mr P. V. JONES: In my second reading speech
I referred to 1978.

Mr L. F. Taylor: 1 believe it was 1976.

Mr P. V. JONES: | commend the Bill to the
House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.

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

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.

BILLS (2} RETURNED
t. Road Traffic Amendment Bill.

2. Western Australian Institute of Tech-
nology Amendment Bill.

Bills returped {rom the Council withoui
amendment,

House adjourned at 4.38 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

ADVISORY BODIES
Membership

1328. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Indus-

trial, Commercial and Regional Develop-
ment:

(1) In respect of the following bodies—

{a) Industrial Lands Development
Authority;

(b) the technology review group;
(c) the Perth Mint;

(d) advisory committee on industrial
development (Kwinana);

(e) inventions advisory committee—

(i) Who are the people who com-
prise the membership of such
bodies;

(ii) what is the occupational back-
ground of each member;

(iii) what is the term of appoint-
ment Lo each body and when
was each member appointed;

(iv) on how many occasions did the
bodies meet during the last
financial year; and

{v) what is the amount and basis
of payment of financial allow-
ances to members of each
body?

(2) What other departments, statutory cor-
porations, regulatory bodies, quasi-
Jjudicial bodies, trustees and advisory
commitiees are responsible to him as
Minister for Industrial, Commercial and
Regional Development, the North West,
and Tourism?

Mr MacKINNON replied:

(1) (a) Industrial Lands Development
Authority—

(i) R.J. Fisher,
R. F. Boylen,
1. D. Carr,
C. C. Cheyne,
B. L. O’Halloran,
F. B. N. Hodges.

(ii) Director, Department of Indus-
trial, Commercial and Re-
gional Development;

Deputy Under Treasurer;
Town Planning Commissioner;
Retired,

Under Secretary for Lands;
Secretary and Manager, Indus-
trial Lands Development Auth-
ority,;

respectively.

(iii) Ex officio: October 1981]:
3 years: September 1972 and
reappointed;
ex afficio: December 1972;
indefinite: Febreary 1981;
ex officio: September 1979;
ex officio; May 1979;
respectively.

(iv) 13.

(v) Mr Cheyne rececives the stan-
dard Public Service allowance
for attendance on authority
business, which is currently at
the rate of $72 per full day and
$48 per half day. No other
member is in receipt of any
cmolument in respect of his
membership.

(b) Technology review group—

(i) S. Morgan,
J. Harris,
Dr D. Watts,
Prof J. Wager,
G. Aves,
L. Smith,
L. Marsh,
D. Moore,
I. Court,
D. Timms,
A. Kingsley.
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{ii) General Manager, Westralian
Forest Industries Ltd.;
Company  Director, John
Harris and Associates;
Director, WAIT;

Associate Professor Mechan-
ical Engineering UWA,;
Assistant  Director, Depart-
ment for Community Welfare;
Assistant Under Secretary, De-
partment of Labour and Indus-
try;

Acting Director, Department
of Science and Technology;
Chief  Executive  Officer,
Government Computing
Centre;

Secretary, Municipal Officers’
Association;

Managing Director, P. C.
Timms and Co.;

Deputy Director, Department
of Industrial, Commercial and
Regional Development;
respectively.

(iii} Technology review group was
appointed in July 1981 for a
period of three years after
which its ongoing role is to be
reviewed,

Individual members were ap-
pointed as follows:—-

December 1981,
December 1981;
July 1981;

July 1981;

July 1981;

July 1981;
September 1981;
July 1981;
August 1982;
July 1981;

July 198i;
respectively.

(iv) 14.

{v) 31 818 was paid in fees.

Fees are paid to those mem-
bers who are not employed by
Government (State or Federal)
funded bodies. Current rates of
payment are $64 to the chair-
man and $48 to members for
attendance.

(<)

{d)

(e}

Perth Mint.

The Perth Mint is responsible to the
Minister for Mines, Fuel and
Energy, and Resources Develop-
ment.

Advisory committee on industrial
development (Kwinana),

The advisory committee established
under the Industrial Development
(Kwinana Area) Act is effectively
defunct and has not met in recent
years.

Under the provisions of the Act, the
advisory commitiee comprises the
Surveyor General, the Director of
the Department of Industrial Devel-
opment, a member of the Town
Planning Board, and a representa-
tive of the Chamber of Manufac-
turers.

Inventions advisory committee—

(i} W. F. Prendergast,
E. McDonald,
A. Mitchell,
J. Miller,
P. Kalmund,
E. Krause,
Prof A. Morkel,
P. Mahoney.

{ii) Science graduate and private
tutor;
architect and businessman;
inventor and technician, Sec-
retary, WA  Branch of
Enventors Association;
Assistant Director, Wesfi,
mechanical engineer, Public
Works Department;
Technical Director, Westralian
Equipment Pty. Ltd;
Professor of Management, De-
partmeni  of Management,
University of W.A_;
Assistant Director Department
of Industrial, Commercial and
Repional Development;
respectively.
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(iii) 24 August 1981,
26 March 1879,
26 March 1979,
26 March 1979,
5 September 1980,
26 March 1979,
8 September 1981,
11 April 1981.

All members are appointed for
a period of three years.

(iv) 4.

(v) No payment is made to mem-
bers.

{2) Small Business Advisory Service Ltd;
WA Film Council,
Western Australian Overseas Project
Authority;
-Finance review committee;
Middle east study group;
Consuliative committee on WA products
and services;
Kimberley regional development com-

mittee;
Pilbara regional development com-
mittee;
Gascoyne regional development com-
mittee;

Geraldton mid-west regional develop-
meni committee;

Central eastern regional development
committee;

Eastern goldfields—Esperance regional
development committee;

Central south regional development
commitiee;

Great Southern regional development
commitlec;

South-wesl regional development com-
mitlee.

Woestern Ausiralian Department of
Tourism;

Western Australian Tourist Advisory
Council.

Office of North West—

(i) Camballin irrigation area— depart-
mental advisory committee;
(ii) national communications satellite—
State advisory committee;
(iii) Coastal surveillance—Departmental
advisory committee;
(iv) Zone taxation matters—Siate ad-
visory comimittee;
(v) Northern Australia development
council—Stale representatives;
{(vi) Wittenoom—departmental advisory
committee.
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1350. This question was postponed.

ABATTOIR: ROBB JETTY
Profit or Loss

1372, Mr EVANS, 10 the Minister for
Agriculture:

{1) What has been the leve!l of profit or loss
incurred by Robb Jetty abattoirs in each
year since the management was taken
over by the WA Meat Commission?

{2) What was the level of profit or loss in-
curred by Robb Jetty abattoirs in each
of the three years prior to its manage-
ment being taken over by the WA Meat
Commission?

(3) (a) Has he called for a report on the
Robb Jetty meatworks financial
position and projected viability;

(b) if “Yes" to (a), when is it expected
that this report be available;

(c) will he table a copy of this report in
the Legislative Assembly, and if
not, why not?

Mr OLD replied:

(1) 1976-77 $ 11 368 profit

1977-78 $792 366 loss

1978-79 $380 648 loss

197%9-80 $160 995 profit

1980-81 $ 50 291 profit

1981-82 Not yet tabled in the

House.

(2) 1973-74 $416 200 loss

1974-75 $109 892 loss

1975-76 $269 062 loss.

(3) (a) Yes;
(b) October 1982;
(c) when the report is available it will

be studied and the necessary action
will be determined at that time.

BUILDING INDUSTRY
Reflective Glass Cladding
1375. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Local
Government;

(1) Have inquiries being made inio the vse
of reflective glass cladding on building
been finalised?

(2) If so, with whai result?
(3) If not, when will the matter be finalised?
Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) Yes.
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(2) and (3) Crown Law has been asked to
prepare amendments to the Uniform
Building By-Laws 10 require specific ap-
proval 1o the exterior use of reflective
glass in building construction and for
that approval to be withheld if adverse
effects are likely.

ROADS
Jarrah Road and Kent Street

1376. Mr DAVIES, to the
Agriculture:

Minister for

(1) Referring to guestion 2208 of 1981 re-
garding Jarrah Road and Kent Street,
has a decision yet been reached on a
likely new exit road from the depart-
ment’s property?

(2) If so, what is the decision?

Mr OLD replied:

(1} The Minister for Urban Development
and Town Planning has rejected the pro-
posal 1o cul-de-sac Jarrah Road and a
new exit road is no longer desirable.

(2) Not applicable.

TRAFFIC
Mili Point Road and Orrong Road

1377. Mr DAVIES, to the
Transport:

Minister for

(1) Does the Main Roads Department have
any figures for traffic ftow in any part
of—

(a) Mill Point Road, South Perth;
(b) Orrong Road (Rivervale-Kewdale)?

{2) If so, what are the latest figures
available?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) Yes,

{2) Details are as follows—
Average
weekday
24-hour

flow

{a) Mill Point Rd west of
Mends St Aug 1982 19 442
Mill Point Rd west of
Douglas Ave Aug 1982 17312
Mill Point Rd east of
Douglas Ave Aug 1982 12 458
{b) Orrong Rd Kewdale rail-
way crossing Feb 1982 11317
Orrong Rd east of
Alexander St Sept 1979 19620
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Orrong Rd west of

Alexander St Sept 1979 15370

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY AND
GAS

Accounts: Participating Banks

1378. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Fue! and
Energy:

(1) What charge is made by participating
banks for handling payments of State
Energy Commission accounts?

(2) What proportion of accounts are paid
through banks?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) Charges vary between
average approximately 61c.
(2) Approximately 49 per cent.

banks, but

AUSTRALIA POST
Water Accounts

1379. Mr DAVIES, 1o the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) What charge is raised by Australia Post
for handling payments of
WaterAuthority accounts by the public?

(2) What proportion of accounts are paid
through post offices?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) The charge by Australia Post is
renegotiated annually and for 1982-83 is
64¢ per receipt issued plus Ilc if the
payment is made by cheque.

(2) The proportion of accounts received
through Australia Post for 1980-81 was
25 per cent and for 1981-82 34 per cent.
For July-August 1982 approximately 41
per cent of accounts were paid through
Australia Post.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Press Secretaries and Public Relations Officers
1380. Mr PARKER, to the Premier:

Referring to my question 1092 of
1982 relating to Press and public re-
lations employees in Government de-
partments, is he naw in a posilion to pro-
vide me with a reply?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
The initial question asked by the mem-

ber, referred 10 the employment of any
new Press secretaries, public relations
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officers, public relations consultants and
firms by Governmem departments and
instrumentalities.

To answer the question satisfactorily, all
departments and instrumentalities have
had to be circularised, and it is hoped
that in the next few days all the replies
will be in; following which the answers
will be provided to the various questions
represented.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
MTT: Sackings

138t. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) (a) With regard to the 1wo senior em-
ployees of the MTT who were
forced to resign at the end of April,
have either of the employees been
re-employed by the trust; and

(b) if so, in what position and on what
conditions?

(2) (a) Has the MTT reached a settlement
with either of the employees; and

(b) il so, what are the terms and con-
ditions of such settlemeni?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) (a) and (b) Two MTT officers did re-
sign their positions at the end of
April. One was subsequently re-em-
ployed in his former position, sub-
ject Lo a review of his performance
in Ociober 1982.

(2} (a) and (b} An agrecment has been
made beiwecen the MTT and the
other employee to the satisfaction
of both parties; one of the con-
ditions being that unless otherwise
agreed between the parties no pub-
lic statement would be made in re-
gard to the details of the agree-
ment.

In these circumstiances | do not pro-
pose Lo breach the confidence which
the parties wish to observe.

GAMBLING: TWO-UP
Raid: Cost and Responsibility
1382. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Police
and Prisons:

{1) Who was responsible for the decision 1o
mount the raid on the Kalgoorlie bush
two-up on Friday, 3 September 19827

(2)

(3)

C)

Why was the raid carried out by 12
police officers from Perth rather than
using members of the Kalgoorlie force?
Why were members of the Kalgoorlie
force not made aware of the raid until
the last minute?

What was the cost of the operation?

HASSELL replied:

The Opposition has attacked the raid in
a number of ways. It ought to be pre-
pared to say that this law should not be
enforced, or say how the law be
changed.

The member suggested a change of the
law affecting two-up but this was not
supported by his colleagues.

Vague reference to a review of the law is
hardly sufficient 10 dispel the suspicion
that the ALP, if ever in government,
would give a political direction to the
Commissioner of Police not to enforce
the law.

The Opposition spokesman and the Op-
position cannot avoid the difficulty of
making a commitment on all issuves
simply by suggesting that if, by any
chance, they were in government, they
would review the position.

The Commissioner of Police advises—

(1} The Commissioner of Police.

{2) The raid was a combined operation
between police personnel in Perth
and Kalgoorlie.

(3) Personnel in Kalgoorlie were made
aware of the raid in sufficient time
to discharge efficiently their alloi-
ted duties.

(4) It is not policy to disclose police op-
erational costs.

FISHERIES
Trout

Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Water

)

(2)

Resources:

Has he or the Meitropolilan Water
Authority received representations from
the WA Trout and Freshwater Angling
Association or other bodies or persons
advocating some degree of access to
water supply dams for the purpose of
trout breeding and for fishing?

If “Yes”, from whom have these rep-
resentations been received 2and when?

(3) What has been his or the authority’s re-

sponse, and why?
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(4) Do other—

(a) States;

(b) countries;
permit this form of activity in their
water supply dams?

(5) (a) If “Yes” 10 (4), have any studies
been done showing the effects on
quality of water supply and health
considerations as a result of that ac-
cess; and

(b) if so; what are the results?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) Yes.

(2} From the WA Trout and Freshwater
Angling Association in 1981, 1976, and
earlier, a Mr P. E. Boggin in 1981, and
Mr R. Lenanton, Senior Research
Officer, WA  Marine  Research
Laboratories in 1980.

{3) The requests have been refused. The ac-
tivities arc contrary to the authority’s
by-laws relating to pollution of caich-
ments. Where public water supplies are
fully treated some water supply
authorities permit limited trout breeding
and fishing. The cost of providing and
operating such water treatment plants is
high and would add considerably to the
charges 10 be borne by the authority’s
customers.

(4) (a) and (b) There are instances where
such aclivity is permitted.

(5) (a) 1 am unaware of any studies carried
oul in this country relevant to trout
breeding and/or fishing in public
water supply dams that rely only on
disinfection by chlorination to meet
National Health and Medical Re-
search Council criteria for desirable
quality for drinking water in Aus-
tralia;

(b) mnot applicable.

FISHERIES

Trout

1384. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for

Water Resources:

(1) Has the WA Trout and Freshwater
Angling Association made approaches to
the Metropolitan Water Authority re-
questing access to the upper reaches of
reservoirs?

(2) If *“Yes”, is the Metropolitan Water
Authority prepared to grant access for
the purposes of freshwater fishing?

(3) H“No” 10 (2), why not?
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Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) Yes.

{2) No.

{3) The authority relies on disinfection by

chlorination to meet criteria for desir-
able quality for drinking water in Aus-
tralia specified by the National Health
and Medical Research Council.
Fishing and related human activity on or
near the water storages could introduce
additional bacteriological or other pol-
tution requiring full treatment facilities.
Such water treatment facilities are
costly to provide and operate and would
result in higher charges for the auth-
ority’s customers.

GOVERNMENT PEPARTMENTS AND
" INSTRUMENTALITIES

Telegrams

1385. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for

Fuel and Energy:

(1) Further to question 1171 of 1982 con-
cerning the cost of sending telegrams to
Government departments and his state-
ment that he was anxious to ensure that
the Government’s instruction was cor-
rectly received by the departments, and
was not subject to any misinterpretation,
is he aware that—

{a) a number of telegrams were not re-
ceived by departments until the
morning after the blackout and
after the State Energy Commission
dispute was aver;

(b) a number of telegrams were re-
ceived by post?

(2) Does he still concede that spending
&2 600 on telegrams was the most effec-
tive method of advising Government em-
ployees to economise on power during
the dispute?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) and (2) | am not aware of the Leader of
the Opposition’s allegation. If the cir-
cumstances are as he suggests, then it is
more of a commentary on the inef-
ficiency of Telecom than on the good
intentions of the State Energy Com-
mission.

In similar circumnstances the SEC will
apain take action 1o advise Government
departments and instrumentalities.
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EDUCATION: SCHOOL BUS
Pingelly- Wandering

1386. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1} Has he received an application froam the
Kulila Association for a subsidy for the
bus service they operate for Aboriginal
schoolchildren from Wandering to
Pingelly each school day?

(2) What action does he intend to take on
this matter?

Mr CLARKO replied:

{l) Yes.
{(2) A letier has been written to the associ-
ation offering assistance.

Z0O0OLOGICAL GARDENS
Conditions: Improvement
1387. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Lands:

What plans does the Government have
to improve the conditions under which
elephants, tigers and monkeys are kept
at the Zoo?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

The elephant will be relocated in a new
enclosure in accord with the zoo's
redevelopment plan adopted in 1974,

The tigers’ new enclosure has been de-
signed and construction awaits the suc-
cess of the “Great Cats’ Appeal™.

The working designs for the re-housing
of the monkeys are complete and are ex-
pecied to go to tender within weeks.

1388. This question was postponed.

MINERAL SANDS
Forrest and Minninup

1389. Mr BARNETT, 1o the Minister for Con-
servation and the Environment:

(1) Is he aware that Cable Sands Pty. Lud.,
is planning 10 commence sand mining
operations soon at  Minninup near
Bunbury and at Forrest near Stratham?

(2) What are the estimated reserves of min-
eral sands at each of these sites?

(3) How long will the sand mining process
take at each of these sites?

{4) 1s he aware that similar operations in
New South Wales and Queensland have
led to degradation of the coastal en-
vironmenl and that there was wide-
sprecad public opposition to further
mining at Myall Lakes anrd Frazer
Istand?

(5) Arc adequate precautions being taken to
ensure that blowouts do not occur in the
sand mined dunes at Minninup and
Forrest?

(6) Can he give any examples of the suc-
cessful rehabilitation of coastal dunes
which have been mined for mineral
sands in Western Australia?

(7} (a) Is he aware that in previous sand
mining operations in the Wonnerup
area significant amounts of radioac-
tive tailings were left behind;

(b) which company or companies were
involved in sand mining at
Wonnerup?

(8) What action is being taken to decon-
taminate this area?
(%) Who is paying the costs of this decon-
tamination procedure?
(10} Who is responsible for the cleanup and
for ensuring that the area is safe?
(11) Will he make available 10 me the resuit
of the radiation survey in the Wonnerup
area?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

{1) 1 am aware that Cable Sands Pty. Ltd.,
is planning to commence sand mining
operations al Minninup in 1983-84.

(2) Not known.

(3) | understand sand mining wili take place
at Minninup for approximately three
years.

(4} T am not aware that the sand mining op-
eration at Minninup is similar to oper-
ations in New South Wales and
Queensland as the Minninup operation
will nat adversely affect primary dunes.

(5) Yes.

(6) No, there are no previous examples of
mining of this sort having been carried
out in this State. The EPA has rec-
ommended conditions of mining which
will ensure that the rchabilitation pro-
gramme proposed for the Minninup op-
cration will be carefully and successfully
carried out,

{(7) to (11) Should be referred to the Minis-
ter for Health.
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WATER RESOURCES: SALINITY
Levels

1390. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) Is he aware of an answer to question
4584 of the House of Representatives
given by the Federal Minister for Health,

Mr Carlton, in which he reveals—
[ 3

(a) that the level of total dissolved
solids in the drinking water of Perth
is by far the highest of any capital
city;

(b) that the level of sodium in the
drinking water of Perth is exceeded
only by Adelaide, and exceeds by a
factor greater than 10, the levels in
Melbourne, Hobart, Darwin and
Canberra?

(2) What are the reasons for these high
levels?

(3) Are the high levels of the Perth supply
onc of the subjects of investigation by
the National Health and Medical Re-
search Council working party on sodium
in the Austrahian diet?

(4) Has he or the Metropolilan Water
Authority had an input into this inquiry,
and if so, what?

(5) Is his department concerned by the im-
plication in part {4} {a) (ii) and (b) (i)
of the Federal Minister's answer that
there is cause for concern at Lhe levels in
Perth’s water supply on public health
grounds?

(6) If “Yes”, what does he intend to do
about it?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) (a) It is incorrect to state that the
answer given by the Federal Minis-
ter for Health reveals that the level
of *“total dissolved solids™ in the
drinking water of Perth is by far the
highest of any capital city;

(b) yes.

1391.

(2)

(3

4)

)

(6)

The salt content of rain in the Perth re-
gion is high in comparison to that for
most other paris of Australia. Evapo-
transpiration losses of water from catch-
ment areas and groundwater aquifers
are also high. Consequently, the total
dissolved solids in the rain become con-
centrated in the water in rivers and
aquifers to levels above those in water
sources used by most other Australian
capital cities. Nevertheless, water sup-
plied by the Metropolitan Water Auth-
ority is below the long term objective of
500 milligrams per litre of total dis-
solved solids recommended by the
National Health and Medical Research
Council and the Australian Water Re-
sources Council guidelines “Desirable
Quality for Drinking Water in Aus-
tralia”.

It is understood that the National
Health and Medical Research Council
working party in studying the available
data on the sodium content of drinking
water in Australia did look at data from
the Perth metropolitan supply.

No. I am aware however that an officer
of the Public Health Department, who is
a member of the NH and MRC has seen
a draft report of the working party
which was supplied in confidence for
committee purposes only.

The Government considers that the Fed-
eral Minister’s answer in part (4) (a)
(ii) and (b} (ii) to question 4584 does
not imply a cause for concern on public
health grounds at the levels of total dis-
solved solids and sodium in Perth’s
water supply.

Not applicable.

WATER RESOURCES: SALINITY

Levels

Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Health;

(1}

Is he aware of an answer to question
4584 in the House of Representatives
given by the Federal Minister for
Health, Mr Carlton, in which he re-
veals—

{a) that the level of total dissolved
solids in the drinking water of Perth
is by far the highest of any capital
city;
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(b) that the level of sodium in the
drinking water of Perth is exceeded
only by Adelaide, and exceeds, by a
factor greater than 10, the levels in
Melbourne, Hobart, Darwin and
Canberra?

{2) What are the reasons for these high
levels?

(3) Are the high levels of the Perth supply
one of the subjects of investigation by
the National Health and Medical Re-
search Council working party on sodium
in the Australian die1?

(4) Has he or the Public Health Depart-
ment had any—

(a) input into; or
(b) feedback from,

this inquiry, and if so, what is it?

Is the Public Health Department con-
cerned by the implication in part (4) {(a)
(ii) and (b) (ii) of the Federal Minister’s
answer, that there is cause for concern
al the levels in Perth’s water supply on
public health grounds?

(6) If “Yes™ 10 (5), what does he intend to

do about i1?

Mr YOUNG replied:
{1} 10 (6) See answer to question 1390.

(5

S

COMMUNITY WELFARE
Emergency Reliel

1392. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Com-

munity Welfare:

(1) Has he received a letier from the Rever-
end J. D. Moody on behalf of the
Fremantle emergency relief committee
concerning an apparent change in the
policy of the Department of Community
Welfare on its inlerpretation, concerning
emergency relief provided by the depart-
ment?

(2) Have there been any changes to—

(a) policy;
(b} interpretation of policy,
by the department in recent months?

(3) IF*Yes” 1o (2)—

(a) what have been the changes; and

(b) at whose instigation have they been
made?

(4) If “No” 1o (2), to what does he attribute
the perceived reductions in—

(a) the quantity of emergency relief;

(b) the types of circumstances in which
any emergency relief will be
granted?

{5) Is the Minister, or the department, or
the Government, prepared to assist the
Fremantle emergency reliel committee
in its work?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

(1} Yes.

(2) (a) and (b) No.

(3) (a)and (b) Not applicable.

(4) (a) There has been no reduction in the
quantity of emergency relief. (In
August 1982 my department paid
out $76 016 in emergency relief,
compared with $43 863 in August
1981. In July 1982 the figure was
$68 170 compared with $46 681 in
July 1981);
(b) there is no reduction in the types of

circumstances the guidelines remain
the same.

(5) Yes, the department is prepared to assist
cases referred by the Fremantle emerg-
ency relief committee and other appro-
priate referral agencies provided the in-
formation is accurate and they fall
within the guidelines.

WATER RESQOURCES
Radioactive Materials

1393. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Are Western Australian town water
supplies monitored for radioactive ma-
terials?

(2) If so, how often?

(3) Will he provide me with a table of the
maximum permissible levels of radioac-
tive isotopes in Western Australian
drinking water?

{4) If not, why not?

{5) Will he provide me with the most recent
results of tests on the radioactive content
of Western Australian town water
supplies?

(6) If not, why not?

(7) Is he aware of whether any of the maxi-
mum permissible levels of radioactivity
are regularly exceeded in any Western
Australian town water supplies?
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(8) In his reply 10 question 1160 of 1982, he
stated that the maximum permissible
level of radium in drinking water was
0.4 becquerel per litre: in view of the
acute radiotoxicity of radium can he ex-
plain why this level is four times higher
than that acceptable to the United
States public health service?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) Monitoring of radioactive substances in
water supplies is normally carried out
only when there is a reason for doing so,
but the Radiological Council has re-
cently requestied the Public Works De-
partment to underiake such monitoring
and it is understood that this programme
is about to commence,

(2) Not applicable.

{3) These are given in schedule 11 of the
radioactive substances Act regulations.
These are soon to be replaced by a new
schedule in the radiation safety Act
regukations which are atl present being
drafted. The purpose of the regulations
and schedule is 1o limit the release of
radioactive substances to the environ-
ment from man’s activities. It does not
control the occurrence of naturally pres-
ent radioactive substances.

(4) to (7) Not applicable.

(8) 1did not say that the maximum permiss-
ible leve! of radium in drinking water
was 0.4 becquerel per litre. | said that
the National Health and Medical Re-
search Council’s desirable quality for
drinking water in Australia is 0.4
becquerel per litre for radium. 1 under-
stand this figure was arrived at after
careful consideration by the National
Health and Medical Research Council
and the Australian Water Resources
Council and 1 cannot explain at this
time why this might be different from
the US public health service figure.

I share the member’s concern about the
toxicity of radium but would remind
him, as 1 did in my answer to question
1256, that radium is universally present
in the environment. It commonly occurs
at low levels in water supplies through-
out the world and is continually and
unavoidably ingested by human beings
from water and food stuffs. All human
beings contain a small quantity of
radium in their bodies. The guestion of
toxicity only arises if a person ingests
quantities well in excess of rec-
ommended levels for a long period of
time and accumulates a2 toxic quantity in
his body.

MINERAL SANDS
Minninup

1394, Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Mines:

(1) Is he aware that Cable Sands Pty. Ltd.,
has applied for a lease to mine mineral
sands al Wellington locations 394 and
637 at Minninup?

{2) Will he provide me with an estimate of
the size of the mineral sands deposit at
Minninup?

(3) How long are the mining operations at
Minninup expected to last?

(4) Who will be responsible for the long
term care and restoration of the areca
once mining operations cease?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) T understand that the company has
made an application to the Shire of
Capel for a licence under the extractive
industry by-laws of the Local Govern-
ment Act.

The properties concerned are pre-1899
titles, with minerals to owner, and there-
fore do not come within the jurisdiction
of the Mining Act.

(2) 1 am advised that it is approximately
116 000 tonnes.

(3) If a licence is granted, it is estimated
that operations would last for four to
five years.

(4) Provision will be made for this if and
when any licence under the Local
Government Act is issued, and other ap-
provals given.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
HEALTH: CHEMICAL INDUSTRIES

(KWINANA) PTY. LTD.
Employces: Tests

494, Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Health:

In answer to question 1273 (1) on
Tuesday, the Minister agreed that
workers at  Chemical Industries
(Kwinana) Pty. Ltd., had exceeded ac-
ceplable levels of 2.4-D. However parl
(3) of the question asked whether those
workers who had shown excessive levels
were still being employed by Chemicai
industries (Kwinana) Pty. Ltd., and this
part of the question was not answered in
any way by the Minister. | ask,—

(1) Are those warkers still employed?

(2) He agreed that a worker had shown
excessive levels of 2,4,5-T after
testing and claimed that worker was
still employed by Chemical Indus-
tries {(Kwinana) Pty. Ltd.
As this worker saw me in my office
nearly a month age and told me he
had been sacked, and he has not
been re-employed by Chemical In-
dustries (Kwinana) Piy. Ltd., will
the Minister revise his answer?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(N

(2)

It had been drawn to my attention that
part (3) of the question to which the
member referred had not been typed
into the answer 1 handed in. When that
was drawn to my attention by the Clerks
I asked for a check to be made. { do not
have the result of that check as yet, so |
apologise to the member.

The answer | gave was based on infor-
mation obtained from the company, and
if that information was not correct [
certainly apologise to the member. | was
not aware this worker had been dis-
missed by the company until the mem-
ber informed me of that a short lime
ago.

WASTE DISPOSAL

Waste Water Treatment Plant: Subiaco

495, Mr COURT, 10 the Minister for Waler Re-
sources:

In 1930 the Government announced a
programme for modernisation and

redevelopment of the Subiaco waste
water treatment plant, and 1 ask—

(i) What progress has becen made to
date?

(2) What further action is intended?

(3) When will the works be completed?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) The design consultant of the Metropoli-

tan Water Authority has been appointed
as overall co-ordinator of this praject
and has reported that the work is pro-
ceeding to programme. Ninety per cent
of the concept design and approximately
30 per cent of the detailed design has
been completed, along with nine per cent
of the actual construction. This initial
construction inctudes the provision of
extra  sludge  digestion facilities,
currently being commissioned, and mod-
ernised chlorination facilities. As a re-
sult of part of the work already carried
out, the odour problems previously as-
sociated with this plant have been elim-
inated.

{2) Construction work is about to commence

on new inlet facilities and as detailed de-
sign work is completed this will be fol-
lowed by the modernisation of aeration
tanks, secondary clarifiers and all their
associated equipment.

(3} It is expecied that these works will be

completed in mid-1986.

ROAD
Nicholson Road

496. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Transport:

During the sitting of Federal Parliament
taday, Parliament was advised that
massive road funding grants would be
made possible by the bi-centennial road
programme funding. The distribution to
local governments will be 21 per cent
this year and 46 per cent next year, over
and above the normal road funding
grants. | ask—

{1) In view of this good news will the
Minister make sure necessary funds
are made available to upgrade
Nicholsen Road, Canning Vale,
through to Forrestdale? Nicholson
Road, Canning Vale, has become a
very busy and hazardous road.

(2) If the Minister cannot do that, why
not?
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Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) and (2) As part of the Federal Budget,

which was announced a few weeks ago,
the Federal Minister for Transport gave
general details of the Australian bicen-
tennial road development trust fund
which included an allocation for local
roads as well as other categories. The
State is still waiting for details as 10 how
this ABRD programme will operate in
respect of local authorities other than
that all of the funds will be applied to
bicentennial projects.

When these details are received, local
authorities will be invited to submit
projecis for consideration and inclusion
in the programme, and the local
authorities responsible for Nicholson
Road will be able to submit a project for
upgrading this road.

$3.7 million of that amount will be spent
on Westrail.

We sece this change as a tax measure, as
well as control going to the Common-
wealth. However, consideration will be
given to the road mentioned by the
member—I know it well myself—and
when we know the administrative strat-
egy of the Commonwealth 1 will be able
1o give a definite answer.

INCOME TAX: AVOIDANCE
Escort Agency

497. Mr HERZFELD, to the Premier:

Has the Premier’s attention been drawn
to two articles in this evening’s Daily
News? The first is on page 1 of the issue
and has the heading, “Labor: Lawyer
big in vice”.

When these details are received we will
have to make determinations as to how
these funds will be allocated. The West-

Several members interjected.
Mr Bryce: A conspiracy, or a stuff-up.
Mr HERZFELD: The article refers to com-

ern Australian Government has been op-
posed to the increased levy. We believe
it should come out of the present allo-
cation of fuel tax. It is essential that
some funds be found for roads, and as
we all know the Commonwealth contri-
bution has been declining in recent
years. This year we received a 7.1 per
cent increcase on the previous year and
when we consider inflation is something
like 15 per cent for building roads, it can
be seen that we are going backwards.

We are concerned about and object to
the fact that the Commonwealth will
have control over where these funds will
go. My understanding is it will insist
upon crecting signs on the local, arterial,
and national highways.

We have made some progress in that
formerly, only national highways were
under the control of the Commonwealth,
but under this programme the Common-
wealth will have contral right through to
local roads.

The Premier and other Ministers are
making strenuous efforts to resist the
change introduced by the Common-
wealth which relates to the exemption
system on [fuel levy and links it with a
rebate system. Funds to the value of 512
million will Mlow to the Commonwealth,
and we cstimate that something like

menls made by the member for Yilgarn-
Dundas in this House fast night and
states in part as follows—

He said Mr Bercove’s mother,
two sisters, a sister-in-law and his
wife were heavily involved in the
agencies, which had been operating
since 1974,

On the second page under the heading, “

‘Garbage’—Bercove”, it was reported as
follows—

Mr Bercove was particolarly
angry at allegations by Mr Grill
that Mr Bercove's mather, two sis-
ters and his brother-in-law were
involved in the escort agency
business.

“How would you feel if some-
body said that about your mother?”
he said.

“Besides being the most glaring
deficiency in that absolutely vile
garbage, it’s wrong.

Several members interjected.
Mr HERZFELD: To continue—

My mother died three years ago.

Mr Parker: 1t was her mother, not his

mother.

Mr HERZFELD: [s this the type of ap-

proach which led the Premier 1o sponsor
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the motion last night which said in
part—

...and calls on parliamentarians to
relrain from making or publishing
assertions under parliamentary
privileges against individuals who
may be innocent, in the interests of
providing those prosecuted with a
fair trial.

The motion was passed by the Parliament,
but was rejected by the Opposition.

Mr O’CONNOR replied:

The motion moved last night was an ef-
fort to being some responsibility back to
a number of members in this House, es-
pecially in regard to the abuse of parlia-
mentary privilege.

Mr Davies: Nonsense!

Mr O'CONNOR: 1 have read the issues re-
ported in the Press and believe it is de-
grading to this House for members to
make such allegations.

Mr Grill: It was misreported. it was her
mother, not his mother; it is as simple as
that.

Several members interjected.

Mr O'CONNOR: The member would know
more about the Bercove allegations than
we because Mr Bercove was 2 member
of the Labor Party. If members refer to
a newspaper article of 11 December
1975 they will note that Mr Grill’s name
is listed beside Mr Bercove's name,
along with a number of Labor Party
lawyers.

Mr Pearce: It goes 1o show we are not fearful
of investigations of the Labor Party
people.

Mr Old: What logic!

Mr Young: That was a punchy one!

Mr O’CONNOR: | hope members in this
House and in the Federal sphere will
show more responsibility. Abuse of par-
liamentary privilege has become much
more prevalent. It is not 10 the credit of ~
Parliament and does no justice to the in-
dividuals involved. All people involved in
these issues must act more responsibly.
The reason for the motion lLast night was
to attempt 1o bring some responsibility
back to this place.

POLICE
Langford Incident

498. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Police

and Prisons:

My question relates to a riot which oc-
curred in Langford last week between
the local “Rocks” and *“‘Skinheads™
which had the effect of one person being
left partially blind.

Mr Herzfeld: Did you 1ake part?

Mr PEARCE: That is the response of the
member for Mundaring who was calling
for responsibility a few moments ago. |
am asking a question which relates to a
constituent of mine being leflt partially
blinded and the member for Mundaring
seems to think it is a matter for some
flippancy; however, | am not surprised
at his attitude. I ask: Can the Minister
tell me what action has been taken to as-
sist these people and to prosecute those
persons who caused a woman to be par-
tially blinded? This incident has caused
apprehension and fear in Langford be-
cause there have been threats of a re-
prisal this weekend. What action has
been taken to protect from any reprisal
the owners of the house where the riot
occurred?

Mr HASSELL replied:

Extensive inquiries have been made and
are continuing. Fourteen suspects have
been interviewed by the police but the
incident was not described as a riot by
the police. [ believe the victim has suf-
fered a serious injury, but it is not
known to have caused blindness. It is
just a matter of what is known to the
police.

The police have not received any com-
plaints about any threatened reprisal.

COMMUNITY WELFARE
Emergency Relief

499, Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for Com-

munity Wellare:

(1) Is the Minister aware of a pamphlet
titled “Welfare Bureaucrat Stops Pay-
ments to Severely Disadvantaped Famil-
ies”"?
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Relief is provided over a wide
range of circumstances but is
most frequently applied to des-
titute persons or families who
are temporarily incapable of
providing for their day-to-day
suslenance.

Where destitute families are
faced with eviction or energy
disconnection and have been
unable to obtlain assistance
from other agencies, the de-
partment will consider pay-
ment on a discretionary basis
in instances where there are
severe health problems which
present grave risk to the fam-
ily’s well-being, should eviction
or disconnection of energy
ensuc.

(2) Can he advise—

{a) which public servant is referred to
and is his salary in excess of
$45 000;

{b) whether a decision has been made
or is being considered 1o change the
guidelines relating 1o the provision
of emergency relief money;

{c) further details of the cases referred
Lo in this pamphlet?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

| thank the member for some notice of
the question, the answer to which is as
follows—

(1) Yes, | am aware of this pamphlet
which 1 can only describe 2s scurri-
tous, untruthful in many parts and
possibly libellous 10 three officers of
the Department for Community
Welfare.

(2) {(a) The pamphlet uses the term
“Assistant Director” implying
there is only one such person
holding this position in the de-
partment. In fact therc are
three. They are—

Assistant  director-- Field

Continuous special needs pay-
ments can be provided where
pensioners and other low-in-
come families without suf-
ficient cash reserves, have
extraordinary recurring ex-
penses such as cost of special
dicts or excessive energy ac-

Assistant director— Institutions

Assistant director— Support
Services

counis to maintain life support
implements,

Both the State Housing Com-

mission and the State Energy
Commission have their own
procedures for dealing with
people who are unable to pay
their accounts and have
already indicated they are

I can assume only that the assistant
director—support services is the
officer referred t0.

The officer’s salary is below that
stated in the pamphlet

(b) The current guidelines for the

provision of emergency relief
money have been in force since
October 1980, They have not
been altered and neither is any
consideration being given to
any change in them.

They are outlined in my
answer to question 1326 on
Tuesday, 14 September asked
by the member for Dianella.
For the information of the
member they are as follows—

Emergency financial relief is
payable by the department on
a discretionary basis in accord-
ance with the provision of the
Welfare and . Assistance Act
1961.

(c}

willing to negotiate with clients
in this regard.

Because of this, the Depart-
ment for Community Wellare
has a policy of declining to
provide emergency reliel for
account payments to other
State departments except in
exceptional circumstances.

Although [ do not propose to
mention the names of the
people concerned in my reply,
details of the cases referred to
in the pamphlet are as fol-
lows—

(i) A family which asked for
$80 to prevent the elec-
tricity being disconnected.
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This refers 10 a family
which was recently the
subject of investigation by
the Parliamentary Com-
missioner for Administrat-
ive Investigations.
Contrary to the state-
ments by the TLC social
welfare office that the
husband required refriger-
ation for his insulin, ad-
vice from his wife was
that he had not been on
such medication for sev-
eral months. She also indi-
cated she is quite willing
to reduce her account with
the SEC by regular instal-
ments.

A copy of a letter written
by the Parliamentary
Commisstoner for Admin-
istrative [nvestigations
about this matter is pro-
vided for the member’s in-
formation.

{ii) A family which lives in
the country and which re-
quested $20 from the De-
partment for Community
Welfare for petrol 10 visit
their seriously ill child in
hospital.

Mr Bryce: The Minister is abusing question
time.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! [ do not want 10 in-
hibit the Minister from providing the in-
formation he desires to put to the
House, but from my observation the
answer appears still to be fairly lengthy.
May I suggest that he hands in the
answer.

Mr SHALDERS: There is only half a page
remaining.

Mr Bryce; What a rort.

Mr Clarko: He reads quickly.

Mr Bryce: But not very clearly.

Mr SHALDERS: To return to the answer—

The facts of this case in
reality are that the De-
partment for Community
Welfare provided this
family which lives in
Narragin, with petrol and

(iii)

(iv)
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food assistance as fol-
lows—
6 April 1982—$20 for
petrol
13 May 1982—514.25 for
petrol
29 July 1982—8%15 for
food.

The department refused to
provide assistance recently
as PMH advised that the
child would be returned to
Narrogin on the next
available Royal Flying
Doctor Service flight.

The TLC rejected this ad-
vice and arranged for $20
credit at a Narrogin
garage.

The family subsequently
came 1o Perth, collected
the child, and the depart-
ment assisted them with
$40 from head office on 2
September 1982, to allow
them to  return )
Narrogin and buy food.

This refers to an unem-
ployed couple who say
they have very serious
medical problems and who
requested $10 to help pay
for essential medication
and $100 to clear rent ar-
rears in order to prevent
eviction.

The family concerned is
one where the wife is an
asthmatic.

The department assisted
with 37 to allow her to
purchase Ventolin spray
on | September 1982.

A submission from TLC
seeking $110 towards
SHC rental arrears, was
refused as the situation
could not be considered as
an emergency following
SHC advice that there
was no threat of eviction.
The family also was as-
sisted with $40 for food on
17 August 1982,

A family with severe
health problems living in
grossly overcrowded con-
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ditions which has been re-
fused assistance to help
rental arrears.

Officers of the department
cannot identify this case.

1 say again that the conients of the
pamphlet are scurrilous in the extreme.

ABORIGINES
Parkeston

Mr I. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Community Welfare:

This should require only a one word
answer, The Minister may be aware that
40 or more Aboriginal people have
moved into the Parkeston complex near
Kalgoorlie. | have been informed that
Telecom has advised it will be unable 1o
provide a telephone until 24 September.
In view of the issues of safety and com-
passion involved will the Minister have
his department examine the matter and
bring pressure to bear on Telecom 1o
have the ielephone put on as soon as is
humanly possible?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

I am not aware of the case the member
mentions. | would have thought that as
this involves assistance from Telecom,
he would have been secking the assist-
ance of the Federal member for
Kalgoorlie.

Mr L. F. Taylor: | am asking you as Minister
for Community Welfare. Your depart-
ment is involved.

Mr SHALDERS: As it seems that the mem-
ber has absolutely no faith in the Feder-
al representative [ will undertake to
have the matier examined to see if as-
sistance can be provided.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Tonkin: That is absolutely disgraceful.

The SPEAKER: The member for Morley
and the Depuly Leader of the Oppo-
sition continued (o interject while 1 was
trying to restore order, | would ask them
to have respect for the Chair.

Mr Tonkin: We have none for the Minister.

502. Mr

WATER RESOURCES: DAMS
Storage

Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

As tolal storage in the Metropolitan
Water Auwthority’s dams has now
dropped below that at the corresponding
time last year, could he advise whether
water restrictions are possible in the
metropolitan area during the coming
summer?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

Although total rainfall this year is very
similar 10 that received last year, there
have been no periads of intense rain for
two or three days at a time, which is
necessary for optimum run-off into the

dams. Adequate rainfall of high
intensity could still fall during
September.

Irrespective of the amount of rain and
inflow between now and the end of this
winter, however, there is already suf-
ficient water in storage which, combined
with the use of groundwater resources,
will preclude any need fer restrictions to
be considered.

SUGAR INDUSTRY: ORD RIVER
Comments of Deputy Prime Minister

BRIDGE, 1o the
Agriculture:

Minister for

1 refer to an article which appears in
today’s Daily News under the heading
“Sugar Plan a Risk”, in which the
Deputy Prime Minister is reported as
having said that the Western Australian
Government would be taking an enor-
mous risk if it went ahead with a sugar
industry in the Ord. Would he be pre-
pared to make a comment on that state-
ment?

Mr OLD replied:

f am well aware of the question and
answer in the Federal Parliament this
morning. It is disturbing that Mr
Anthony is presumptuous encugh to
make the comment that we can expect
no help from the Commonwealth. There
is an old saying which, to paraphrase, is,
“Blessed is he who expecteth
nothing”"—and that is ws. Verily we
should be satisfied!
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We have not asked the Commonwealth
for anything except moral support in en-
abling us to get a sugar industry going
on the Ord. Mr Anthony gives the
impression that we are asking the Feder-
al Government to put in money. All we
are asking the Federal Government to
do is to give us the same support—no
more and no less—as it gives to the
Queensland industry.

[ assure the House that we will continue
to push for the industry on the Ord. De-
spite the comments of Mr Anthony, we
will continue to negotiate with the Prime
Minister and the Federal Government in
an endeavour either to have wus
integrated within the Queensland indus-
try, or at least have an export licence
issued for an industry on the Ord.

It is a matter of opinion at this stage
whether it is foolish 10 enter inlo that in-
dustry. Historically, the world sugar
prices have fluctuated violently between
peaks and troughs. However, when one
takes a line through the graph, at all
times it has been a very stable industry.

Four years ago we heard talk of doom
when supar troughed; people said the in-
dustry would never again be viable. Two
years later it boomed. We believe it will
do so again. If it does not, it will be an
historic first, because sugar has never
yet failed to recover.

We will continue to pursue the matter.

BANK CHARGES AND DIESEL FUEL TAX
Federal Liberal Members: Mceetings with Premier
503. Mr DAVIES, ta the Premier:

Earlier this year he rececived approbation
for calling together Federal Liberal
members of Parliament to impress upon
them the Government’s feelings in re-
gard 10 financial matters, with the hope
that the Federal members would carry
the message to Canberra. Has he had
any meetings with Federal Liberal Party
members since then, particularly on the
matter of charges on bank accounts and
cheques, and also in regard 10 the diesel
fuet tax?

Mr O'CONNOR replicd:

1 have nol had a full meeting with the
members since the last one.
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Mr Davies: You are lucky.
Mr Pearce: That seems a reasonable prop-

osition.

Mr Bryce: A bit of a waste of time.

Mr O'CONNOR:

[ have had discussions
with individual members since the com-
bined meeting with the members. We
had agreed to have such meetings three
of four times a year. When a matter of
mutual interest or concern to the State
comes up, I will be talking with some of
the senior Ministers involved, and the
members' meetings will be held.

HOUSING: BUILDING SOCIETIES

Foreclosures

504. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Housing:

For comparative purposes, could he pro-
vide the number of foreclosures effected
on morigage loans by the major perma-
nent building societies over the past
three financial years?

Mr Wilson: Dorothy Dix!
Mr SHALDERS replied:

In 1979-80 there were 34} foreclosures;
in 1980-81, 325 foreclosures; and in
1981-82, 296 foreclasures only. That is
rather surprising in view of the fact that
rising interest rates have caused prob-
lems far home buyers; but I believe it
demonstrates the great degree of re-
sponsibility on the part of building
societies to the matter of foreclosures.

EDUCATION: STUDENT GUILDS

Fees
505. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
{1) Is he vet prepared to announce to the

)

House or the State the decision already
made by the Cabinet in regard to the
further legislation or action on fces
charged by guilds of undergraduates and
student guilds, or administrative fees
charged by universities and tertiary
institutions and passed on to those or-
ganisations?

If he is not prepared to make an an-

nouncement of that decision now, would - -

he agree with the proposition that this
decision has been withheld deliberately
until after the election of the President
of the Guild of Undergraduates of the
University of Western Australia, which
is due to take place shortly?
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Mr CLARKO replicd:

(1) and (2) In regard 10 the second part of
the question, certainly there has been no
atternpt by me or the Government to
take any action on this matter relating (1) and (2) 1 was invited officially to go. At
1o the presidential election. Otherwise, this stage, I believe there is sufficient
as | have said before, the matter is under work—
active consideration.

(2) If so, who will represent us and for how
long will he be away?

Mr O’'CONNOR replied:

Mr Davies: We will give you a pair.

Mr O'CONNOR: —io do here. 1 decided
not 1o go so [ can be here where 1 should
be.

HOUSING: BUILDING SOCIETIES
Foreclosures

506. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Housing:
Following his answer to a question GOVERNMENT HOUSE

asked by the member for Nedlands with Swimming Pool

respect to foreclosures on building so- 508, Mr PEARCE, 1o the Treasurer:
iet 1 1 ask—
cicty mortgages, | ask (1) In relation to the swimming pool which

(1) Can he conlirm, in respect of the
annual figures that he presented in
his answer, that jn fact the number
ol foreclosures for the first six
months of 1982 shows a marked in-

has been built at Government House at
a cost of $26 000, does he believe that is
a reasonable price for what appears to
be a fairly expensive type of swimming
pool?

crease on the number of foreclos-
ures for the 12 months of 1981, and
that the foreclosure figures for July
and Augist of 1982 show that the
upsurge in foreclosures in 1982 is a
continuing trend?

(2) If he can confirm that, can he com-
ment on this upsurge as against the
fact that  housing  assistance
measures at both State and Federal
Government levels appear to have
had no cffect on the increasing fore-
closure figures in the first eight
months of 19827

Mr SHALDERS replied:

(1) and (2) | cannot confirm those figures
because, unfortunately, the only infor- ROADS
mation | have with me in the House is Fuel Tax
the year-by-year figures. However, 1 will .
undertake to obtain a breakdown of the SO9.TMr D{:‘VIES‘ o the Minister for
figures in the way requested by the ransport:
member, and provide him with the infor-
mation for which he has asked.

{2) Is he in a pasition to indicate why the
Governor’s swimming pool costs more
that anybody else’s?

Mr O’CONNOR replied:

(1) and (2) [ believe that the pool has been
construcied on low tand, and some prob-
lems with underground water were
involved.

Mr L. F. Taylor: Put an underground one in.

Mr O’CONNOR: I have not seen the pool. If
the member wants any further detail, |
will be quite happy to obtain it for him.

1 preface my question by saying that [
understand that by a decision of the
Commonwealth Government the peopie
of Australia will give themselves a bi-
RECREATION: COMMONWEALTH centennial birthday present by paying
GAMES extra fuel tax in order to have an
improved road system, a system in need
of improvement after 200 years of
mostly Liberal Party government. | ask:
Has he had any advice from the Com-
monwealth authorities as to how this
State will benefit from the proposal?

Government: Representation

507. Mr DAVIES, 10 the Premier:

(1) Will the Government of Western Aus-
tralia be represented officially at the
opening of the Commonwealth Games?
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Mr RUSHTON replied:

[ have indicated previously 10 the mem-
ber for Canning the broad outline of
what is happening. [ have written to the
Federal Minister for Transport for de-
1ails. 1 have received booklets from the
Federal authorities which are really just
“glossies”.

Mr Davies: To make it feel better.

Mr RUSHTON: [ do not want to detract
from the fact that good things will be
done, but the taxpayers will pay for
them through levies on fuel. I would
have preferred the Federal Government
put back into this area the fuel taxes
already collected. For a long time we
have been pressing the Commonwealth
10 keep up its proportion of funds for
roads. This will happen now; there will
be a calch-up plus an additionai sum.
However, this could have been done in
another way. We are secking urgently
the details of the proposal to allow us to
negotiaie with the other parties involved,
such as local government, so that we
may augment their proposals this year
and increase our Own  programme
relative to the funds we receive.

RAILWAYS: FREIGHT
Joint Venture: Collapse

510. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Transport:

Is it a fact that the Total West joint ven-
ture is on the verge of financial collapse
and that, when it does collapse, the
Government intends to dispose of assets
belonging to this Stale at bargain base-
ment prices 1o friends of the Liberal
Party?
Mr RUSHTON replicd:

Obviously the member for Ascot is being
facetious, as are many Opposition mem-
bers with the questions they ask from
time to time, which are obviously put in
their minds by the media with scurrilous
requests for information.

Bryce: It has nothing to do with the
media.

Mr RUSHTON: [ have no knowledge that
Total West has a financial problem.
From time to time adjustments will be
made and there will be rationalisation of
services. As 1 said plainly recently, maay

Mr
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of the services for the carriage of freight
are more extensive than were expected,
so adjustments will be required; ad-
justments of freight rates will be made.
from time to time.

Mr Bryce: What aboul the assets?

Mr RUSHTON: However, in a competitive
atmosphere, this is only natural and to
be expected.

As for the assets, the member is
indicating that if what the Opposition
wants to take place happens, and Total
West fails—

Bryce: That is nov so. We want 10 see
what you will do with the assets of the
people.

Mr RUSHTON: The member is saying his
parly has a vested interest in Total
West's failing.

Mr Bryce: Do we?

Mr RUSHTON: That is what members op-
posite indicate all the time. In the
hypothetical case the member has
raised, obviously the assets will be
within that company structure and the
position would be a lot better than it
would be had the venture not been
started.

Mr

RAILWAYS: FREIGHT
Joint Venture: Close of Operations

Mr McIVER, to the
Transport:

Minister for

(1) Is it a fact that Total West will close its
operations at the end of October?

Mr Rushton: At Northam, or where?

Mr McIVER: Throughout Western Aus-
tralia. Ta continue—

(2) Is he aware that Total West is not meet-
ing its {inancial commitments with
agenls it has appointed in country
centres?

{3) Is he aware that towns such as
Norseman have a food shortage because
of the nan-delivery of foodstuffs?

{4) Wauld he please let me know in. writing -

the answers 1o the question 1 have
raised,

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) to (4) The simple answer is “No”. |
would be interested if the member would
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let me have the source of his infor-
mation. As 1 said to the member for
Ascot, this sort of question is quite scur-
rilous,

Mr Mclver: It is not scurrilous. It will put off
19 employees and those seconded from
the railways have gone back. | am con-
stantly receiving letters about this.

Mr RUSHTON: The other day | was asked
a question by members of the media
whether Total West was facing bank-
ruptcy, because they had heard that
Westrail had been required to pay the
salaries for the people of Toial West.

Mr Meclver: Agents in country areas are not
getting paid. It cannot even send out an
account for July because of the total
mess it has got itself into.

Mr RUSHTON: Such an assertion is totalty
unfounded. As for payments to agents,

[ASSEMBLY]

at the beginning the computer which
Tota! West hired from Westrail did not
function as it should have and there
were the odd cases of agents not being
paid on time. These faults have been at-
tended to. If the member knows of
any—

Mr Mclver: Twenty-one.

Mr RUSHTON: —he should let me know. It
is passing strange he has not presented
them to me.

As far as I am aware, deliveries are get-
ting through to Norseman.

Mr Mclver: The shelves in the shops are
emply. You cannot buy a tin of fruit or
camp pie.

Mr RUSHTON: It is quite obvious that the
member’s presentation is false, but | will
give him a reply next week.



