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OIL REFINERY (KWINANA) AGREEMENT AMENDMENT BILL 2016 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.41 pm]: Before we were interrupted by 
the lunchbreak I was talking about the contribution of Margaret Feilman to the township of Kwinana and the 
importance she placed on the Kwinana community having a green aspect as a direct exchange or compensation 
for living so close to heavy industry. At that stage, the heavy industry was simply the construction site for the 
future BP refinery. As a member of the Cockburn said, Margaret Feilman was a member of the garden design 
school of thought in town planning, which gave birth to the suburbs of Medina and Calista. One can drive 
through those areas and see the architecture that was king at the time. As the member for Cannington pointed 
out, there was a requirement on BP to construct a whole range of houses in the local area and to accommodate its 
senior staff in Medina, and that gave birth to an area that was referred to locally as “Snob’s Hill”. “Snob’s Hill” 
is a part of Medina that has some of the most deplorable brick architecture that could ever be summoned; there 
are hacienda-style houses and some other rather nasty-looking buildings, which — 

Mr J.M. Francis: It’s not actually called “Snob’s Hill”? 

Mr R.H. COOK: No, it is not called “Snob’s Hill”; that is how it was referred to by people in the community 
because the houses were bigger. The normal Medina house is a fibro cottage and these houses were brick, so that 
is why they stood out! Some of them had swimming pools; one of them, owned by a former member for 
Cockburn, the late Clive Hughes, even had a tennis court! It was so flash; it must have stood out amongst all the 
other houses! 

Mr J.M. Francis: Is that where you live? 

Mr R.H. COOK: No, I am in a much flasher part of town, called Wellard! Do not worry about that! I live on the 
train line, in the new “Snob’s Hill”! 

I have completely lost my train of thought now! 

Some of them had swimming pools and tennis courts; they were the flash residences. As I said, the late 
Clive Hughes lived in one of those homes when it was part of Medina. 

Shortly after the town was gazetted it was necessary to put in place a roads board, but at that time there were 
only a few hundred people there. It was put under what was, I guess, a precursor to the metropolitan region 
scheme. A guy called Harry McGuigan was the commissioner for the township. Today there are places in 
Medina like Harry McGuigan Park, which is a landmark in the area. 

The Oil Refinery (Kwinana) Agreement Act 1952 was essentially the precursor of the construction and 
development of the township of Kwinana. As I said, it gave birth to the original suburbs of Medina and Calista, 
and ultimately to later suburbs such as Parmelia, Orelia and so on, around the area of Kwinana. When the 
construction workforce came into the community, there was an incredible influx of people from all around the 
world, with all kinds of skills, migrating to Australia to work on the construction site. The township of Kwinana 
was at that time very isolated; it took two hours by public transport to travel the 40 kilometres to Perth. From 
that point of view, it was a very isolated community. Towards the end of 1954 and the beginning of 1955, there 
was something like 30 different nationalities living within this one township. That resulted in one of the most 
vibrant and independent communities in the region, because they all had to get along. Because travelling outside 
the community took a lot of effort, they ended up working with each other, celebrating their culture through all 
manner of festivals, events, balls, dances and so on, to create the community of Kwinana. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: They had a good soccer team! 

Mr R.H. COOK: Yes, they would have had a great soccer team! 

There was a tennis club, a footy club, women’s groups and parents’ groups, and they agitated for different 
services. There was a cinema in Kwinana and eventually a hospital, Calista hospital. Members on this side will 
note that the federal member for Brand, Hon Madeleine King, MP, was born in 1973 in the Calista hospital in 
Kwinana. It is a dinky little building, and I cannot imagine the Department of Health tolerating such a small 
facility as a maternity hospital today. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Fibro. 

Mr R.H. COOK: It was certainly a fibro cottage, I can assure the member that much! 

The township of Kwinana came about as a result of the Oil Refinery (Kwinana) Agreement Act 1952. In the very 
early days of construction from 1952 onwards, there was the slow growth of the Medina community in this 
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incredibly vibrant part of the area. I remember doorknocking an old bloke in Medina once; I knocked on the door 
and said “G’day”, and we were exchanging small talk. He was a fairly aged fellow, and I said, “So, you’ve been 
here a long time? You’re one of the original folk in Kwinana?” He said, “Oh, no, no, no. I’m a newcomer, young 
fellow. I didn’t get here till ’58!” Such is the nature of the Kwinana community that it has such great pride in its 
origins, about the way the community has grown, and about the role it now plays in one of the most important 
industrial areas for the Western Australian economy. The industrial strip plays an incredibly important part in 
our economy, and since the enacting of the Oil Refinery (Kwinana) Agreement Act 1952, the Kwinana industrial 
strip now generates a combined annual output valued at $15.7 billion per annum and it directly employs 
4 800 people. An important aspect of this is that 64 per cent of the people who are employed in the industrial 
strip live locally. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [2.49 pm]: I rise to indicate my support for 
the Oil Refinery (Kwinana) Agreement Amendment Bill 2016. BP has spoken to me about this issue and 
explained that it was getting in early to secure an extension to the agreement act so that the issue could be put to 
bed and it could plan its operational future for the long term based upon a secure agreement and legislative base. 

The Oil Refinery (Kwinana) Agreement Act came into effect in the 1950s. The act underpinned the 
establishment of the BP refinery in Kwinana, which is on the edge of my electorate. I think it is technically in the 
member for Kwinana’s electorate, but it is on the edge of my electorate and a large number of my constituents 
work at the refinery. Historically, the BP refinery was opened in 1955 on the large site. I have done a number of 
tours of the site. Historically, it employed over 1 000 and perhaps up to 2 000 people. These days, its 
employment numbers are down to 450 staff and 350 contractors, even though its output is significantly greater 
than its output was when it was first established. I remember seeing photos when I was a local government 
councillor in Rockingham of the initial sod turning, which I think was undertaken by Sir Ross McLarty back in 
about 1953 when the refinery construction began. The refinery opened in 1955, when Bert Hawke was the 
Premier of Western Australia. The refinery opening signified that BP, a multinational British company, saw 
Western Australia as a place that was going to grow and that required a local refinery. 

In my view, the extension and the underpinning of this state agreement is important for Western Australia for 
a number of reasons. In other states, refineries are closing. In my understanding, all the refineries in New South 
Wales have closed and that is a state with a much larger population than Western Australia. The Port Stanvac 
refinery that was south of Adelaide has closed as well. Both South Australia and New South Wales no longer have 
a refining capacity for oil and oil-based products to meet the needs of their populations. Both states either import 
from other states or from overseas. The big refining capacity these days in our region is actually in Singapore. 
Refining capacity in Singapore extends back to the pre–Second World War days. An interesting point of history is 
that the refinery in Singapore was shelled by the British in 1942 to stop it falling into enemy hands. Singapore has 
a large refining capacity these days, which, of course, means that we are in competition with Singaporean refiners. 
We are in competition with refiners in Victoria as well. I am pleased that BP has seen the wisdom of retaining 
refining capacity in the western half of this continent. That means we will have some self-sufficiency when it comes 
to oil-based products in the long term. This is good for not only our mining industry but also consumers and 
customers. This agreement is also good for jobs in the Rockingham–Kwinana area. 

As I said, a large number of my constituents work at the refinery. Historically, large numbers of people came to 
Australia from Britain in the late 1950s and 1960s—the “£10 migrants”, as they were sometimes known. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: The £10 tourists! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The £10 tourists—yes; that is it. Those British people came out, often escaping 
unemployment and a lack of opportunities for themselves and their children. They left Britain and boarded 
a boat—I admire them for their bravery, to be honest—paid £10, arrived in Western Australia and made a life for 
themselves. They often moved to Rockingham and Kwinana, so much so that in the early days, when I first 
moved to Rockingham 26 years ago, it was a far more British-born city than it is today. Back in the 1960s and 
1970s, more than half the people who lived in Rockingham were British born. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: My brother was one actually. He came over here in 1963 and he helped build the 
Snowy Mountains project. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Did he? 

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you; through the Chair. It is very interesting. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is interesting. I am getting far more information out of this than I did out of question 
time, Mr Speaker! I am learning far more, because in question time we do not get any answers to any questions 
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that we raise. I am not even asking any questions and I am getting far more information from the member for 
Cockburn and the member for Hillarys. The Parliament is learning something. 

The member for Cockburn and the member for Hillarys’ brothers both came to Australia in search of a better life 
and found one. Lots of people in my constituency were of that ilk and their children or their grandchildren, who 
are Australian born are now the more predominant people living within my electorate. The population of my 
electorate is probably 15 per cent to 20 per cent British born these days as opposed to the more than 50 per cent 
it was historically. 

These days, the refinery still provides significant employment; that is 800 people when direct employees and 
contractors are taken into account. The refinery does not employ the large number of apprentices that it once did, 
which I am sad about, but I am pleased that it is remaining in place and that it still provides some industrially 
based employment locally. The refinery provides us with a refining capacity locally, so we are not solely reliant 
upon imports. If there is any issue internationally in which there is a difficulty in acquiring refined product from 
overseas, at least we have a refining capacity here in Western Australia; that is a good thing. 

I welcome BP and, on the record, I want to thank BP and Des Gillen, the CEO of BP’s local operations. I want to 
thank BP for its confidence in Western Australia. As I said, there has been a closure of refineries in New South 
Wales and South Australia. There is still a refining capacity in Melbourne and there are still refineries on both 
the north and south sides of the entrance to the Brisbane River in Queensland, but we are now down to about half 
the refineries that we had in this country 10 or 15 years ago. However, this refinery will remain in 
Western Australia. According to this agreement act, it is a 30-year agreement, so I hope that capacity remains 
here for the long haul so that those jobs that have provided blue-collar workers and their families with 
opportunities in life will remain in Western Australia for the long term. 

I note that this bill is the ratification of an agreement. It is an amendment to the original agreement but it has 
a variation agreement contained within it. On page 13 it is signed off on by the Premier and the directors of BP. 
Therefore, it is an agreement, which is a contract. The contract is then placed into an act of Parliament that gives 
it extra authority, I suppose one could say. It gives certainty for businesses that have elected to continue to invest 
in Western Australia. The state agreement act process and the agreements ratified by state agreement acts are 
important for underpinning investment certainty in Western Australia. I urge people to note, perhaps with a sense 
of irony, that here we are today, passing an amendment to an existing state agreement act to underpin certainty 
for business investment in Western Australia. In light of the current debate being promoted by senior members 
of the government that these agreements should not continue as they have been signed historically, I think it is 
interesting that today we are backing this one, whereas senior members of the government are wanting to rip up 
existing agreements between investors in Western Australia and the state government. Three cabinet ministers 
want to rip up agreements. By implication, the government is allowing cabinet ministers to say that agreements 
between investors in Western Australia and the state are to be ripped up. 

It is my view and the Labor opposition’s view that when an agreement is reached and a contract is signed by the 
Premier and an investor in this state, that agreement should remain in place and both sides should adhere to the 
document that has been signed. Rogue cabinet members should not be advocating the destruction of those 
agreements, because all that will do is drive investment and, therefore, jobs away from Western Australia. 

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: One would have thought that cabinet solidarity and the authority of the Premier would 
have some weight in this state, but apparently it no longer does, at least under the existing government. 

BP has decided to invest on the basis of the terms in the Oil Refinery (Kwinana) Agreement Amendment Bill 2016. 
Imagine if after this bill is passed by Parliament, based upon an agreement with the state, a bunch of ministers 
then went out and said, “We are going to change that and lift whatever fees, charges or taxes are imposed on BP 
unilaterally.” Imagine that that happened. The amazing thing is it is happening in Western Australia. Currently, 
members of the cabinet, and by implication the Premier and the Liberal Party, are allowing that to happen. It is 
happening in Western Australia today. That is a very disturbing development for those who care about 
investment and jobs in our state. WA has always been reliant, as it is in this agreement, on overseas investment 
to create jobs and opportunities. We do not have the capital in this state or this nation to make sure that that 
investment can occur, so we need to attract overseas investment. The signals being sent by the Liberal–National 
government to overseas investors in our state, by the unilateral destruction of state agreements acts—which are 
contracts signed between the Premier and investors—is wrong. Labor makes it plain: we do not agree with what 
the Liberal–National government is doing. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: It is not the Liberal–National government at all. It’s National Party policy, and you know that 
very well. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: They are the Leader of the House’s cabinet colleagues. 
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Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Either the Liberal Party has the authority to control the National Party or it has a secret 
arrangement with the National Party for after the election, but it is sending ructions and signals around the world, 
as business tells me regularly, that that is very unhelpful for Western Australia, and the Liberal Party is allowing 
that to happen. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: It’s a National Party election statement. It’s not Liberal Party policy. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: If the Liberal Party is elected to government at the next election, the Liberal Party will 
depend upon National Party votes. The Liberal Party will not win in its own right—that is for sure and certain. 

Ms R. Saffioti: Maybe they’re on the way up. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I heard the Premier the other day boasting about the worst polling figures for any Premier 
in the history of polling. 

Mr F.M. Logan: It’s on the way back. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Who sang The Only Way Is Up? 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Rick Astley? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The member for Cannington knows! 

Mr F.M. Logan: How the hell does he know? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Somehow he knows. 

All I can say today is that I am pleased this agreement is being ratified, and I hope it holds. However, I do not 
have confidence in the Liberal–National government to adhere to the agreement. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: You can’t trust them. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We cannot trust them to adhere to state agreements. Anyone who believes in the certainty 
of investment and sanctity of contract, and in an agreement between an international company, signed and 
ratified by Parliament, should be very concerned about what has been going on in Western Australia. 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for State Development) [3.04 pm] — in reply: I thank all 
members for their contributions and I note their strong support for the Oil Refinery (Kwinana) Agreement 
Amendment Bill 2016. I will comment about a few of the points made by members. In fact, the lead speaker for 
the opposition, the member for Cannington, did a very good presentation of representing the main elements of 
the bill. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: I’m going to go briefly into consideration in detail. I need to ask a couple of questions. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Thanks for letting me know so I will speak a little quicker. 

I will sum up some of the points members made. The member for Cannington did not ask any question that 
required me to follow up, and I do not think he said anything that I disagree with. The main point he made was 
about the agreement expiration being extended to 2050. I will read in to the record the other points he made. 
Basically, schedule 3 attaches the variation agreement, which will extend the term of the state agreement to 
2050. That will allow the state government to charge the gross rental value on parts of the property that are not to 
do with the processing, such as site administration facilities and maintenance workshops. It brings in conformity 
with other state agreement acts. As old state agreements come up for renewal, we will require local participation 
plans and local content reports to be produced regularly. That has been incorporated and BP was happy to do 
that. I have some data on that point. Most members who contributed to the second reading debate suggested that 
BP already provides a fair bit of local content. The member for Cockburn certainly raised that matter. He is right. 
I have before me the 2015 report that shows that BP’s total spend on third party suppliers was $218 million, 
$205 million of which was spent on Australian suppliers. That is basically a 94 per cent total spend, which is 
outstanding, I have to say. That is a pretty good contribution. 

The member for Willagee also pointed out, and I agree with him, the importance of the Kwinana refinery—he is 
not in the chamber at the moment. He spoke about defence requirements and how it is useful for 
Western Australia to have its own facility. He also mentioned our international commitment, which is based on 
a commonwealth arrangement. It is certainly true that the facility goes a long way in providing Australia’s 
national energy security commitment and whether we meet that. I do not know whether that matter is classified. 
I have been told it is not classified, but I do not know whether we are allowed to reveal it. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: We’re supposed to have 45 days’ supply, and I think we have about 18. 
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Mr W.R. MARMION: Without Kwinana, that figure would be less, I have to say. It is terrific that is there. 
I understand that a year or two ago there was some nervousness about the refinery’s continued operation. The 
government was delighted after meeting with BP that it has given the facility a big tick and its performance has 
received a good worldwide rating. 

BP recognises the importance of being a good corporate citizen and also the need for safety in its operations. 
When I was working for the Minister for Health in the early 1990s, we would meet with BP regularly, believe it 
or not. At that time it did a safety exercise that involved an explosion in its facility. BP wanted it to be realistic, 
so BP rang the then Minister for Health’s office as part of that engagement and I, as the chief of staff, offered to 
fill in for the Minister for Health. As part of that realistic, practical demonstration of a possible explosion at 
Kwinana, they wanted to ring the minister’s office. I took the call on a weekend. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: You had to work on the weekend! 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I did, indeed. BP knows about the importance of its facility and safety, because it is in 
a zone in which there are highly skilled — 

Ms R. Saffioti: It is a wonder you remember it. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Sorry? That is what you have to do when you work for a minister. 

They are highly skilled jobs, and it is a dangerous area in which to work. 

It was very good to learn about the history — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Members! The minister has the call. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I cannot hear what they are saying. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: It does not matter; you are speaking to me. That is fine. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I know that the development of some of the early state agreement acts in 
Western Australia involved companies such as BP, which is a heavily English based company, so a lot of the 
early migrants to Western Australia, particularly in the 1950s, obviously with BP, were English. The 
Laporte Industrial Factory Agreement Act 1961 dealt with another English company that set up in Australind. 
The majority of its employees were also from England. Therefore, a large percentage of the population of 
Bunbury at that time was English. Indeed, all those people have done very well in Western Australia. Getting 
back to Kwinana, I went to university in the Kwinana area with a number of people who lived in Medina, so 
I visited Medina a lot because they had pretty good parties down there. They were very good soccer players. One 
of the chaps I knew ended up captaining the Australian soccer team—his name was David Jones. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Do members know David Jones? 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Megan Gale comes from Kwinana. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Megan Gale was also at uni some years behind me. 

David Jones’ boys did not follow in his footsteps. They took up Australian Rules football and I think they ended 
up playing for Claremont. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Tell the story about how you joined the Liberal Party. That’s a good one! 

Mr W.R. MARMION: It is a good one, is it not? I will not tell it today. 

I thank everyone for their contribution and I commend the bill to the house. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave denied to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Consideration in Detail 
Clauses 1 to 6 put and passed. 
Clause 7: Schedule 3 inserted — 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I just want to take the minister to page 7, “Local industry participation plan”. I wonder 
whether the minister could outline the improvements in the participation plan compared with the existing 
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arrangements. Could the minister also tell me what the additional reporting requirements are under this provision 
compared with the original agreement? 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Previously there were no requirements to do any reporting or to provide any plans on 
that particular instance. The wording here is a duplication of what is in current acts. As I mentioned in my 
second reading reply, when a state agreement comes back to be renewed, these are the standard conditions that 
are sought to be put in by agreement with the proponent. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Firstly, the minister is saying that these are superior to the existing words. 
Mr W.R. Marmion: There were not any other words. They did not have to do anything. There were none. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, so this is superior to the existing words. The legislation now provides a greater 
extent of local industry participation. It is the government’s policy objective to achieve that in these state 
agreements and this is the mechanism that it is using to do that, which is very good. Can the minister please draw 
my attention to the reporting arrangements so I can make some observations about them? 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Page 11 of the bill, at schedule 3, clause 2(3)(g)(yb)(iii) states — 

The Company shall in respect of developments the subject or to be the subject (as the case may be) of 
proposals submitted under clause 5(x) submit a report to the Minister at quarterly intervals from the 
date on which it gives notice under clause 5(x) until commissioning of the developments the subject of 
the proposals approved pursuant to clause 5(x) and thereafter as requested by the Minister from time to 
time, concerning its implementation of the provisions … 

And the clause goes on. That is the requirement to report at quarterly intervals. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: There is nothing in there that says these reports cannot be made public. Is it the 
government’s intention to make the reports public? 
Mr W.R. MARMION: I thank the member for the question. They are confidential; however, I am advised that 
from time to time State Development releases aggregated information so that particular proponents are not 
identified. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Rather than going back into a brief third reading contribution, I will stick to the standing 
orders but expand a bit to make the point that firstly, changing state agreements by agreement is good, and this 
demonstrates that state agreements can be modernised without using the capricious powers of the Parliament to 
unilaterally make those changes. I draw attention to the fact that the minister’s cabinet colleague, the Leader of 
the National Party, yesterday at the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia held up our plan 
for jobs and argued that the only way that the plan could be implemented in respect of state agreements is by 
unilateral change to agreements. I am just making the point here, rather than making it in the third reading 
debate, that the minister has very helpfully set out a template for the Labor Party to follow to improve these local 
content provisions in these large state agreements. The integrity of the agreement process can be maintained and 
the sovereign risk removed just by negotiating these changes. As the minister explained, this is the government’s 
template for local industry participation, so if an incoming Labor government had an updated and more thorough 
local industry participation policy, we could also implement it through this sort of process by negotiation. 
Part of the Skilled Local Jobs Bill that was debated in the last Parliament dealt with the question of public 
reporting of the outcomes of local industry participation. I remember that the argument by the minister at the 
time, who of course was the Premier, was that if these reports were made public, there would be a lower outcome 
for them. The Labor Party does not accept that; we think that having public reporting is an important part of 
accountability. I make the point that there is nothing in the government’s preferred clause to be inserted that 
specifically states that the report that is given by the company to the minister cannot be made public. Of course, 
this clause does not state that it has to be made public and the minister has explained that the current government 
reports in an aggregate way from time to time through the department. But I make the point that even without 
any change to this agreement, for example, a future government of any persuasion could make these industry 
participation reports public. 
I want to reassure the investment community in Western Australia that the Labor Party can implement its plan 
for jobs without unilaterally varying any state agreement act. I particularly draw that to the attention of the 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia, because it was at a function organised by the 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry that the Leader of the National Party made his incorrect claim yesterday, 
and I will probably send the Hansard to the Chamber of Commerce and Industry for it to distribute to its 
members. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: How was the Leader of the National Party received at that function? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Quite well, apparently. I was not in attendance. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: I thought he was sliced up and served on a platter. 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I would have expected that, given that he is undermining investment security in 
Western Australia. But, apparently, he was well received, and good on him. He is entitled to go along and spruik 
his wares. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: I think Deidre Willmott chewed him up and spat him out. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I understand that she was very robust in her introductory remarks, but the room was 
supportive of him. I make the point that the Labor Party is not going to be as reckless as the National Party. We 
will not be reckless with the future of this state. The state needs a fresh approach. I am sure that you, 
Madam Acting Speaker (Ms J.M. Freeman), would agree with me on that issue. We can have a fresh approach 
without undermining our economic prosperity. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I will make a comment on that. This is a good example of negotiation. Indeed, I forgot 
to congratulate my Department of State Development. As members can imagine, BP Australia did not just roll 
over to have these clauses included; it was done by negotiation. Obviously, as members can tell by the fact that it 
was signed by both parties as part of schedule 3, agreement was eventually reached. BP will now be provided 
with the certainty to go ahead with the investment of $80 million. Indeed, although BP was probably never in 
danger of not providing local content, the state government can now have some certainty that it will have 
visibility of BP’s content and that it will report on a quarterly basis. It is an example of what can be achieved by 
negotiation and agreement. It is my view and, I think, everybody’s view, except for a minority of people, that 
this is the only way it should happen. 

Clause put and passed. 

Title put and passed. 
Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr W.R. Marmion (Minister for State Development), and transmitted to 
the Council. 
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