
people euffering from rheumatoid arthritis and'other crippling diseases. It provides 
paramedical and referral assistance, lite=ture and advice. But above all, it is prov
iding comfort and eecuri ty to the sufferers in that they know that there are in the 
coIIllIIUili ty people who care and understand the depth of their misery. 

The Govemment in i te great wisdom, has increased i te support for RAFT from 85 OOO. 
to 810 OOO per year and has further recognised the need to support rheumatoid arthritis 
sufferers by pledging to provide a specialist rheumatologiet with support staff at the 
Royal Hobart Hospital. Thie could cost in excess of $64 OOO. Thie action on the 
part of the Government has the warm approval of the whole community. More is needed, 
and I will be seeking every avenue to obtain support for the unfortunate sufferers 
of this range of diseases. The people need the support as does RAFT. RAFT is in 
urgent need of another field worker. At present it has one in the north, one in the 
south and an executive officer. But the demands are such that a field officer for 
Hobart is required. I look to increased public support for the organisation but I am 
anxious to see the Government's providing, as it has done in the past, a back-stop. 

Another disease condition has engaged my mind. That is llllll tiple sclerosis. I 
have no doubt· that honourable.members are only too aware of this debilitating condition 
and of the severe and heartbreaking effects it can have on sufferers and their families. 
Mu1 tiple sclerosis is a disease of the nervous system where the nerve sheath or insulation 
becomes damaged, thus allowing interference with the normal activity of the nerve trunk. 
As the condition progresses, the patient's ability to control movement and other nervous 
activity diminishes. To· the best of rrry knowledge there is no known cause or cure for 
thfa disease and it is ruining thousanlBof lives in our country annually. In 1978, 
the Multiple Sclerosis Society and the Creek Road Cottage Centre for handic~ped people 
amalgamated, with the Multiple Sclerosis Society accepting responsibility for the whole 
organisation. The centre is staffed by two part-time occupational therapists, Qne 
co-ordinator, one aide and one bus driver. The society aims to seek out sufferers 
of the disease and provide them with the support, guidance and referral services which 
they so desperately need. So far there are 175 known cases in Tasmania, but this may 
be only the tip of the iceberg. 

Like rheumatoid arthritis, lllllltiple sclerosis preqominantly strikes at people in 
their twenties and thirties. Unfortunately we can only hope to alleviate their suffer
ing through care, guidance and paramedical assistance and with this in mind I am seeking 
to encourage the Government to continue and, indeed, step up support in this area so 
that the aim of rehabilitation of patients within the community is enhanced. I do 
actually have with me further detailed information on both RAFT and the Multiple Sclerosis 
Society and I would be delighted to discuss these with any members. I thank the House 
for its attention and I support the motion. 

Mr BESWICK (Bass) - In speakil18 in support of this motion, I would like to express 
first of all my deep appreciation of the honour which has been bestowed upon me by the 
electors of Bass in electing me to represent them in this House. I also wish to 
express my continuing and very real loyalty to Her Majesty the Queen as well as to her 
subjects in this State as I seek to carry out rrry duties as a member of this place. 

Several previous speakers have made mention of tho problem of unemployment in this 
State and of the economy as a whole. It is a very serious problem todey. I do not 
wish to speak at length about unemployment as such. I wish rather to point to its 
implications for Tasmania which are very real and very great when we consider that, in 
the last month, the figures for Tasmania from the Bureau of Statistics indicated that 
the unemployment rate in Tasmania increased from 6 per cent to 6. 7 per cent while, at 
the national level, the rate actually fell to 5.8 per cent. I believe this must be a 
matter of very real concern to this Parliament. It is not only in this particular 
instance that Tasmania has a problem in relation to unemployment. It is not only now 
that we have found ourselves with one of the highest rates of unemployment in the 
Commonwealth. In fact it is not unusual for Tasmania to have greater economic problems 
than other States. 

The question we should ask is why this must be so. 
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seems to 3Uffer from being in this position? Can we afford to 3ide-step this question 
by aimply saying that it is the result of general economic circumstances or by blaming 
the Co:mnomrealth Government fo:- its eco:iomic policies? Is it really goo:i enough for 
us to accept as inevitable the fact that this State has the slo·11est rate of economic 
grmrth, the aloweat rate of population growth and the 10·11est average personal inco!lle? 
There have been many problems related to these questiona. There are ma.n.y reports 
written about Ta3mania's economic p:-oblems and it is very pleasing to note that at least 
one of those reports, namely the Call88han Report, is receivino some action at the present 
time thro'1gh the support of the Common..,ealth Government. The question that I would 
like to ~sk in relation to this general problem is a ieeper one <igdin than that simply 
related to unemployment. Are we in this State m~ng the best use of our resources 
for the benefit of the people of this State? There are a very 111ide range of resoi.irces 
available to as in Tasmania. There is far too wide a raJ18e for me to mention them all 
so I mention but two which are of particular interest and concern to me as a new member 
of this House comino from e. largely rural background. I speak of o:i.r forests e.nd o:ir 
farms. 

There can be no doubt that our forests are one of our greatest natural resources. 
Recent developments in the woodchip industry have led e. great many thinking Tasmanians 
to wonder whether we are making best use of this resource - whether we are not giving 
our forests aw~. Many of us wondered ·as we watched the struggle which took place 
between two large companies for the takeover of Tasmanian Pulp and Forest Holdings Ltd., 
what kind of a resource this is that brought a contest which actually finished up prac-
1i.cally doubling the origine.l price which was offered. What kind of gold mine is it that 
we have given to the companies which have been provided with exclusive rights to take 
pulp wood from large concession areas? It must be a highly profitable business that 
attracts this kind of interest. It is not the profitability that is really the problem -
there is no harm in profit, What we 111W1t have regard for is whether there is sufficie.!lt 
being put back into that resource which is the base for those industries to enable it 
to be a continuing asset to this State. The evidence suggests that there are grave 
doubts whether the long-term economic value of this resource is being preserved. The 
question I raise is whether the royalty·rates being charged for this pulp wood resource 
are sufficiently high and I think that we have been provided with answers in the past 
to that question. I quote from the Everett Report on -Forestry Development: 
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•we are eatiefied that pulp wood prices are too low and further that 
they are inordinately low by relation to prices offered for eaw loge•. 

According to my info:cna.tion the ave~ royalty for eaw loge paid during the last 
year was S-4.38 per cubic metre, while the average r<>yalty for pulp wood was 98 cents for 
an equivalent amount. Again I quote from the Everett R.eport: 

1Returne to the pulp wood grower are too low to fo:an a base for a 
viable eelf-euetaining forest-growing industry•. 

I euggeet that thie ie a serious indictment of the present arrangements within thie 
industry. The Legislative Council select committee on thie same subject met a few years 
ago. 

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

When the House suspended I was speaking with reference to the royalty rates being 
paid on pulp wood timber in this State. I was about to quote from the report of the 
Legislative Council Select Committee on Forests which made this recommendation: 

1That all current legislation and agreements be reviewed to assess 
the possibility of raising certain quite uneconomic royal ties -~o 

realistic levels'. 

That call I am sure is still relevant today and I am not refe=ing simply to the 
situation 'Which exists with TPFH itself. I am not euggeeting that the company ie in 
any particularly privileged position, rather the contra.ry.!lla\Y well be the case. There 
may be other greater deficiencies in prices paid which will be revealed as time continues. 
The basic fact appears to be that we are selling our forests too cheaply. The coat of 
regeneration ie barely being covered let alone consideration being given to the value to 
our State of this great resource which has been grown over such a long period. How can 
we justify this when we consider how 10118 it will take for a new crop to be grown of this 
forest resource? Not only does this mean that the State is not recouping the revenue 
-which it could be from this resource, but it ill also hav.ing an effect on the private 
forest grower too. The low prices paid for timber from crown land has the effect of 
acting as a ceiling on the prices paid to private forest owners. So we have a double 
effect an unnecessarily large deficit in our Forestry Commission accounts and the partial 
failure on the part of private land owners to regenerate this resource, simply becauee 
there is not the incentive for them to do so. 

Another great gro:i.p of reso:i.rces which is of very real significance to this State 
are the agdcultural and pastoral indastriea. It is a well known fact that we have very 
large area~ of highly fertile soil, a temperate climate ~ell suited to a wide variety of 
crops, an·j a reliable rainfall. Such is our potential for agricultural production that 
we ca.n produce an extremely wide <a.riety of pri.mar,r products. We must also take into 
account, not only these physical reaources but also the very great hu:nan resource of the 
expertise in prod·.iction of this variety of agricultural pro:hct which has been built up 
over decades of experience. Oar wool, meat, dair°f, fruit a."!d vegetable p:oducers are 
amo:igat the most efficient .in the world. In spite of this we are not fully utilising 
these. great reso:irces which we have. They are not always used to the best advantage and, 
in fact, they are even in danger of being allowed to deteriorate in some instances. 
This is largely because of· the v~ies of the market situation for primar-.r pro·:i'.lcts. 
We can produce the goods - there is no question about that - b.It we do not always do so to 
the fullest extent of octr ability simply because there is not sufficient incentive for our 
producers to do that. 

It is true and worthy of note that some sections of our primary industry are at 
present experiencing buoyancy. For example our beef and sheep industries are benefiting 
from the very strong demand for their products on the world market. But the amount to 
which they are able to benefit is restricted by a severe limitation on stock numbers which 
results from the fact that these industries were allowed to run down over a period of 
years when they were in recession. The processed vegetable industry ie alee doing fairly 
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well at the present time and this is very largely because of the 
it by the Commonwealth Governmerit's freight equalisation scheme. 
as an outlying State, to give true acknowledgment to the worth of 
up to this time, yielded ~62 million in assistance, benefiting not 
producers but also a wide spectrum of our O·:>mmuni ty. 

support being given to 
We should not forget, 

that scheme which has, 
only the primary 

It must also be noted that there are at least three· sections of the primary industry 
which are experiencing some degree of difficulty at the present time. We should not 
delude ourselves into thinking that, just because some are receiving high prices, all 
sections of this industry, and all individuals in it, are in the very famous situation 
of never having had it so good. It is easy to draw drastically inaccurate conclusions 
from reading national figures such as the average income per fann which is p:rovided by 
the Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Even then, the comparative profitability is not 
so high really 'When we look at the trends in the ratio of prices received to prices paid 
for fann products over recent years. In spite of the uplift which has taken place in 
the last 12 months, there is still a significantly lower level in the ratio of prices 
received to prices "paid than there existed six or seven years ago. If we look more 
closely at certain industries within that sector, we will find that they are even worse 
off. I mention in particular the dairy industry although it is probably not as badly 
off as some others at this time. It typifies the trend which is having an effect upon 
our primary industries. Quoting from the Bureau of Agricultural Economics Quarterly 
Review of the rural economy: 

1Since the base period of 1960-63, prices received for dairy proqucts 
by the fanner have increased by only 64 per cent while prices paid by 
the fanner for his inputs have increased by 236 per cent•. 

Over the same period the Consumer Price Index has increased by 193 per cent and 
wages by 295 per scent. Is it any wonder that dairy fa.mere are leaving the industry? 
There has been a very marked and very worrying decline in the number of registered dairies. 
Since 1973, 'When the number was 2 748, they have declined to 1 667. Cow numbers and milk 
production have also declined although pe:r:haps not quite so markedly because, for the 
most part, up until recently, it has been the smaller producers 'Who have been leaving 
the industry. But now a new trend is developing and it is not only the smaller producers 
'Who are going out. Now that a higher price is being received for beef quite a number 
of the larger producers are leaving the dairy industry in favour of beef production. 
This decline in the dairy industl:j - ·one of our great industries for many years - is one 
which I believe should be a matter of real concern to this Parliament. 

We must consider not only the effect on the primary producers themselves, but also 
the effect on rural communities as a 'Whole, because we are reaching the st880 'Where the 
viability of manufacturers within this industry is being greatly threatened. If any of 
those manufacturers cease to produce there will be unemployment of real significance in 
the rural areas 'Where the alternatives for employment are very limited indeed. 

There is another aspect of this decline which also is a matter of real concern. 
That is the continued availability of milk for liquid consumption in our town supplies. 
The reorganisation of the orderly marketing scheme in the dairy industry - together with 
these other factors which I have mentioned - has meant that a number of farmers who 
traditionally have produced by quota for the town milk supply have left the industry and 
others are seriously contemplating leaving it. Therefore a greater reliance is being 
placed upon the traditionally manufacturing-milk producing sector to maintain the 
supply of milk to our towns and cities. The extent of this greater reliance is perhaps 
too much for them to be able to produce the milk that is required next winter. The 
matter of most immediate concern is the fact that there is a very real possibility that 
there may not be sufficient milk for liquid consumption at the lowest point of 
production next winter. 

This I would suggest, is a ludicrous state of affairs when we consider the 
productive capacity of our State as a dairy industry State. Within our primary industry 
sector dairying is one of the most important parts, which actually produces 43 per cent of 
the farm production value of all livestock products in this State. Thie is one of the two 
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beet dairy States in Australia, with the most efficient producers and the most suitable 
climate. Market milk is only 24 per cent of our total production. We must ask 
ourselves again: are we really making best use of our resources, of our ability to 
produce, when we allow a situation to develop where there is a real possibility of a 
shortage in our own State? But lest I be misunderstood, I should perhaps point out 
that it is not so much the modification of the orderly marketing scheme which has 
resulted in the present situation developing. The real and most important reason for 
it is that the financial rewards are just too low to justify people's putting in the 
hours of work required on a dairy farm. There would be no sector of the community 
which works harder, for longer hours and for lees financial reward in terms of income 
per hour than the dairy industry. Dairy farmers work these long hours partly because 
of the twice-daily milking routine but also because there is just so much work to be 
done. It is a highly labour-intensive industry which cannot afford to employ the 
labour which is required to do all the work. Any farmer can tell you that over 
recent years there has been much work left undone on his farm - much maintenance work 
that should have been done has been left undone - simply because there is just not the 
labour available nor the resources available to pay the labour to do that work. 
It is the State Government's responsibility to recognise and encourage these 
industries which are of basic importance to our economy. 

These industries, of which I have mentioned just a couple but certainly would not 
intend to restrict it to those two, have the capacity to provide the real productive 
work which is the only way of improving our economic circumstances. It is only by 
making better use of our natural and human resources that we can permanently raise the 
living standards of our people. It will not be achieved by crying to the Commonwealth 
for more money or by devising bandaid-tYJ>e relief schemes, artificial jobs, youth 
support schemes or the like. We must, of course, address ourselves to the social 
problems which accompany the problem of unemployment but the long-term solution to 
those problems is one of ensuring that we make the best possible use of the resources 
we have in this State. To do this we need inspired, constructive leadership by this 
Parliament and positive government action to encourage and support those industries 
which could give the economy a lift. Jt does not necessitate big spending by the 
Government; rather a recognition that private individuals and industry can make a 
greater contribution than governments. What we need ~o do is to encourage and support 
them in every way possible in doing just that. The role of government should be to 
do primarily those things which individuals ca.rmot do for themselves but, at the same 
time, to encourage actively and support those industries and individuals who are 
producing the goods and services upon which our economy depends. Mr Speaker, I have 
much pleasure in supporting the motion. 

Mr LOWE (Franklin - Premier) - Mr Speaker, may I at the outset restate the 
sentiments of other honourable members in their expressions of loyalty to Her Majesty 
the Queen. I am proud to associate myself with the resolution before the Chair. 
May I also convey toyou, Mr Speajcer, sir.cere coni<ratulations on the hi~h office 
which you have been elect~d. I am sure as l mentioned yesterday that you will fill that 
office with distinction and honour. May I also congratulate all the new honourable 
members on both sides of the House. To those who have made their maiden speeches over 
the last two days I would want to pay particular commendation. With no reflection on 
any former first-timers, I do not think that I have heard a better range of speeches 
collectively than we have heard from honourable members on both sides of the House. 
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