
 

 

Legislative Council 

Wednesday, 1 December 2004 

                 

THE DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash) took the Chair at 10.00 am, and read prayers. 

BILLS 
Assent 

Message from the Governor received and read notifying assent to the following Bills - 

1. Reserves (National Parks and Conservation Parks) Bill 2004. 

2. Kambalda Water and Wastewater Facilities (Transfer to Water Corporation) Bill 2004. 

AGRICULTURE PROTECTION BOARD WORKERS, COMPENSATION CLAIMS 
Statement by Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries) [10.03 am]:  I forecast a couple 
of days ago that I would provide a ministerial statement in response to question without notice 1117 asked by Hon 
George Cash.  I wish to make a statement clarifying the current position on the processing of compensation claims 
relating to 2,4,5-Trichlorophenol use by former Agriculture Protection Board workers in the Kimberley.  Since the 
release of the report of the expert medical panel and the government response to that report, a total of 35 claims have 
been received.  Fifteen of those claims relate to cancer and the remaining 20 are non-cancer claims.  I am advised that 
several additional claims are expected to be submitted.  Of the cancer claims, three have been settled, a further three 
claimants have been made offers of settlement, three claims have been denied and the remaining six are being 
processed.  For those cancer claims in which liability has been denied, there is either no evidence of employment with 
the Agriculture Protection Board or no identified exposure to 2,4,5-T.  The processing of the remaining cancer claims 
has been extended due to difficulty in obtaining relevant information from some claimants and/or their doctors.  A basic 
set of information is essential before a decision on each of these claims can be made.  Of the 20 non-cancer claims, 10 
have been denied following medical assessment of each claimant.  The medical assessments did not establish causation 
as linked to 2,4,5-T exposure.  The remaining 10 claims require medical assessment.  These assessments are now being 
either undertaken or arranged.  The range of remote location of claimants, not only within Western Australia but also 
interstate, has made assessments more difficult to organise.  This difficulty has been compounded by some claimants 
not attending agreed appointments for medical assessments.   

When medical assessment reports are available to the government insurer, RiskCover, decisions on claims will be made.  
When claim decisions have been made by RiskCover, claimants are advised in writing.  If a claim is denied, claimants 
are advised of their rights of appeal through the workers’ compensation conciliation and review process and their right 
to contact WorkCover WA for further information.  All claimants who have been medically assessed have been 
provided with a copy of their report.  In addition to this action, RiskCover has visited the Kimberley region to provide 
each claimant with the opportunity to discuss his or her claim and the appeal process.  To date no claimants who have 
had their claim denied have lodged an appeal against RiskCover’s claim decision.   

I assure all members that the Government is taking all necessary action to ensure that these claims are progressed 
expeditiously under difficult circumstances.  It is also providing a high level of information and advice after claim 
decisions have been made.  All involved remain strongly committed to resolving this situation fairly and equitably 
within established processes as soon as possible.  

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bruce Donaldson. 

SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE 
Statement by Leader of the House 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.07 am]:  In relation to the conduct of business today, it 
seems possible - other members may have come to this view - that we could complete all the business on the notice 
paper that we intend to deal with today in sufficient time for this to be our last sitting day.  Obviously that is not a 
promise, but members should be aware that there is a possibility that this could be our last sitting day.  I ask members to 
be aware of that possibility and perhaps to keep in touch with the Leader of the Opposition and me about the way we 
believe the day is progressing.  The opportunity for those members who wish to make valedictory comments may well 
arise this afternoon rather than some later day in the week.  I assure those members that the Government will do 
whatever it has to do to ensure that members are not rushed in that, but I thought it wise to make members aware of that 
possibility.   

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bruce Donaldson.  
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WATER SERVICES LICENSING TRANSFER ORDER (CARNARVON) 2004 - DISALLOWANCE 
Discharge from Notice Paper 

On motion without notice by Hon Norman Moore (Leader of the Opposition), resolved - 

That order of the day No 482, Water Services Licensing Transfer Order (Carnarvon) 2004 - Disallowance, be 
discharged from the notice paper. 

REVENUE LAWS AMENDMENT (TAX RELIEF) BILL 2004 
REVENUE LAWS AMENDMENT (TAX RELIEF) BILL (NO. 2) 2004 

Second Reading - Cognate Debate 

Resumed from 30 November. 

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan) [10.10 am]:  I will not take long to conclude my comments, for a number 
of reasons.  The first is that I notice a giant Freddo Frog has been placed on my desk, for which I am very grateful.  
However, the better news is that one is sitting on the President’s desk, and if I take too long, I get the feeling that the 
Deputy President (Hon Jon Ford) may in fact find it and eat it! 

Hon Ken Travers:  We should have made Hon Peter Foss the Deputy President.  That would speed up the debate. 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Yes, that is right.  A dozen Freddo Frogs and we would finish the business of the day. 
Yesterday I talked about the culture that has developed within this Government in the relatively short period it has been 
in office - that is, nearly four years - in which taxes and charges have been increased dramatically.  I mentioned in 
particular the premium property tax that was introduced only a matter of months after the Gallop Labor Government 
was elected to office, and the debacle that surrounded that tax.  The Government announced it.  It followed the lead of 
the New South Wales Government, which had imposed a PPT.  The Gallop Government decided that it would go along 
the same line, but it had not worked it through and did not realise that a considerable number of people in Western 
Australia who own a residential property valued in excess of $1 million would have fallen within the net of the 
proposed PPT, and that a two per cent premium would amount to $20 000 a year in tax.  Many of those people were not 
rich in cash resources and would have been unable to pay the tax had it come to fruition.  After a considerable 
community debate, the Government decided that that tax should be dropped.  However, I should make the point that the 
Government did not drop the tax because it did not believe in the tax; it always believed in the tax.  It dropped the 
premium property tax because of the effect that that tax was having within the community in the run-up to the 2001 
federal election.  Dr Gallop decided to do his backflip after he had met with the leader of the federal opposition, 
Bomber Beazley, who pointed out to Dr Gallop in no uncertain terms the electoral damage which was being caused and 
which was in fact burning the hindquarters of federal Labor candidates when the federal Labor Party was trying to focus 
on the goods and services tax. 
I also mentioned that today this Government derives in excess of $1 billion a year more in revenue than it did when it 
came to office.  There has been a dramatic increase in taxes and charges across Australia.  I mentioned last night that 
added to that is a very significant increase in the amount of goods and services tax payments that will flow to the 
Government.  When I say “increase”, I mean an increase greater than had been anticipated some years ago when the 
calculations on the GST were done.   
As I conclude, I should also make the point that Labor’s capital works budget program shows that although significant 
promises were made about annual expenditure on capital works, the expenditure goals have never been reached in any 
of the financial years that Labor has been in office.  It is a case of the Government promising the world but delivering 
only half or thereabouts of its projects and rolling over uncompleted projects to the next financial year.   

This Government has increased a considerable number of taxes in the past four years.  I will list a few of them to give 
the community a flavour of the culture concerning taxes, fees and charges that exists in the state Labor Party.  The party 
has become addicted to increasing taxes, fees and charges.  In the first financial year, 2001-02, water, sewerage and 
drainage rates increased by 3.5 per cent; compulsory third party premiums increased by two per cent; motor vehicle 
licence registration increased by five per cent; the building licence levy was increased significantly by $30; and the levy 
on parking bays in Perth’s central business district was increased from $70 to $120, which represents an increase of 
70 per cent.  That is a massive increase.  In that financial year, probate fees for estates of $100 000 or more increased 
from $145 to $500; however, because that increase does not hit everyone on a daily basis, it has gone unnoticed.  It is a 
horrendous increase.  Admittedly, the fee of $145 had been in place for a considerable time.  I am not arguing that there 
was not a need to increase it slightly to reflect consumer price index increases.  However, to increase a fee from $145 to 
$500 is unbelievable.  The Government changed the rate of payroll tax from 5.56 per cent to six per cent.  On top of 
that, it changed the threshold so that a lot of small businesses that had not previously paid payroll tax were caught by 
the payroll tax net.  There was a significant increase in the rate of land tax on property valued at more than $2.5 million.  
In the main, that mostly hit commercial properties, particularly shopping centres and small businesses that rent space in 
those centres.  Because the cost is an outgoing imposed on the businesses, the increase is reflected in increased prices 
that the shops and shopping centres charge for the services they provide. 
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There has been a considerable increase in court fees across all jurisdictions, particularly for corporations and 
individuals.  The Government attempted to increase business registration fees in March 2002.  Fortunately, the 
Legislative Council saw sense and defeated Labor’s attempt to increase those fees at that stage.  I flag that it is my 
belief that should this Government be returned to office after the next election, it will reimpose the premium property 
tax.  Business registration fees will increase dramatically because the Government will want to get to the point it wanted 
to achieve in 2002.  Double demerit points and fines for speeding were also increased in that first financial year.   

In 2002-03, water rates were again increased by 2.9 per cent.  There was an increase in public transport fares of about 
2.6 per cent, which did not include concessions.  Driver’s licence fees went up by 2.5 per cent and car licence fees went 
up by three per cent.  There was a further increase in the Perth central business district parking levy, which went up 
another $30 to $150 - a 110 per cent increase on that car parking levy since the Government had come to office.  Stamp 
duties generally increased from three to 14 per cent across the board.  We are well aware of the increase in the rate of 
stamp duty on motor vehicle licences, which was expected to raise an additional $38 million to $43 million, or 
$162 million over four years.  Of course, we well know and recognise the massive increase in stamp duty on property 
conveyances, which was expected at that time to raise an additional $57 million to $68 million per annum, or 
$250 million over a four-year period.  We also saw the introduction of a new tax, which again contradicted Dr Gallop’s 
promises prior to the last election that he would not raise taxes and charges.  It is interesting that while he said he would 
not raise taxes and charges, both the premium property tax and that new ad valorem tax on motor vehicle third party 
insurance policies were in fact new taxes.  So perhaps when Dr Gallop says that he is not going to raise taxes and 
charges, he does not include the possibility of creating new taxes to fill the void, so to speak.  In the past four years we 
have seen not only the introduction of new taxes, but also a dramatic increase in existing taxes.  The new ad valorem 
rate of eight per cent on motor vehicle third party insurance policies was expected to raise about $25 million in its first 
year, and about $105 million over a four-year period.   

In 2003-04, sewerage and drainage rates went up by 3.3 per cent, as did water rates.  Public transport fares, with the 
exclusion of concessions, went up by three per cent.  Stamp duty on conveyances increased by 15 per cent, stamp duty 
on general insurance policies went up by eight per cent to 10 per cent, and compulsory third party insurance rates went 
up by 2.8 per cent.  This is all from a Government that said it was not going to increase taxes and charges.  Driver’s 
licence fees came in for an increase of 2.8 per cent, recording fees increased by 2.9 per cent and the Perth parking levy 
went up from $150 to $180.  A person would almost think that the Government had some fixation on penalising 
anybody who parks within the Perth CBD!  From when the Labor Government came to office to today, that parking 
levy has increased unbelievably.  A change of names is normally something that would attract a fee of about $25, but 
the change of names registration fee was increased from $25 to $120 - a massive increase in anybody’s language.  The 
fee for births, deaths and marriages registration information went from $5 to $35 - a huge increase in anyone’s business.  
The combined effect of those tax increases meant an additional $400 million a year during that period.   

For 2004-05, the current financial year, the combined tax increases will bring in an additional $300 million a year.  All 
in all, they are massive increases that have allowed the Government to enjoy over a billion dollars in revenue more than 
it did when it first came to office.  I would argue that there is indisputable proof that this Government is addicted to 
increases in taxes and charges.  I would also argue that without the increased taxes and charges that have been 
forthcoming over the past three years, the Government would never have balanced its budgets.  Any talk of balanced 
budgets is directly related to the additional amount of money that the Government has been taking from taxpayers’ 
pockets.  Instead of receiving praise for allegedly balancing its budgets, the Government deserves taxpayers’ 
condemnation for ripping them off.   

The good news is that as I go around the community talking to people, there is unquestionably an undercurrent of 
dissatisfaction with the Government.  People in the community want to pay back the Gallop Government for 
significantly increasing taxes and charges over the past four years.  There is no question that taxpayers will have their 
payback time.  I believe it will come at the next state election.  One of the dangerous times in politics - we have all been 
around politics for a long time - is when there is no single issue in the community, but an undercurrent of dissent that is 
propagated by the little things that have occurred.  I am certainly not trying to describe the increases in taxes and 
charges as little things, because they have been a massive smack in the mouth for Western Australian taxpayers over the 
past four years.  The law is the law, and Western Australian taxpayers have had to pay what the Government has 
demanded.  However, the taxpayers will have their opportunity at the next state election, and it is my belief that 
taxpayers will cast their votes against the Government for a number of reasons.  One reason in particular is the 
Premier’s decision to break the promise he made prior to the last state election not to raise taxes and charges.  Within a 
few months of being elected, the Government did a backflip on that promise and introduced new taxes and charges and 
increased many existing taxes and charges.  It has continued to do that during its four-year term of office.   

The Bills that we are debating will offer some relief in the areas that I described earlier; that is, stamp duty, payroll tax 
and land tax.  However, it is too late to try to buy people’s votes at this stage of the game.  Only a few months ago, the 
Gallop Government decided, in desperation, that it would offer children free entry to the Perth Royal Show.  What the 
Government did, in fact, was pay the Royal Agricultural Society of Western Australia an amount equal to the admission 
fees for young people.  The Western Australian community is not stupid.  Of course, people accepted the offer of free 
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entry for children to the show, but they knew that that measure was no more than an inducement aimed at trying to 
cause them to forget the extensive rise in taxes and charges that have occurred over the past four years.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Was that offer made for country shows?   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I understand that it was not, and Hon Derrick Tomlinson raises a very important point.  I said 
before that the building dissent and undercurrent of dissatisfaction in the community is fuelled by a lot of little things.  
One of those things is that country Western Australia is entitled to believe that it was discriminated against.  The 
Government tried to buy off metropolitan Perth by giving children free admission to the Perth Royal Show, but that is 
the same as saying to country Western Australia, “Here’s Dr Gallop’s finger - stick it up your nose!”  People do not like 
it and take offence.   

Hon Dee Margetts:  I was a bit worried there for a second.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I am trying to be reasonably decent about this issue.  I would have assumed that they would be 
sticking it up their noses.  Some people might have thought that it might have got stuck somewhere else, such as in their 
ears - who knows.   

We support these Bills, although we do not think that they go far enough.  In the end the people of Western Australia 
have not been conned.  They know about the culture of additional taxes and charges that now exists with this 
Government.   

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [10.31 am]:  The two major parties support the Revenue Laws Amendment 
(Tax Relief) Bill 2004 and the Revenue Laws Amendment (Tax Relief) Bill (No. 2) 2004.  The Greens (WA) probably 
take a different view on taxation and expenditure.  It may seem a radical concept to some, but we believe some 
concerted effort should be made to work out what is a decent and reasonable requirement of the community for fair and 
equitable health care; to ensure free public education; to ensure the quality and protection of the environment; to ensure 
that we do what is necessary to assist industry to tackle the most important issues of the efficient use of water and water 
conservation; to tackle the most important issues of climate change; and to ensure energy conservation and efficiency.  
However, money for these measures never appears to be available and, for some reason, so many of them are left to the 
market.   

It also appears that many government decisions on revenue expenditure are based more and more these days on the 
decisions of credit rating agencies, such as Moody’s Investors Service Pty Ltd and others at the international level.  It is 
extraordinary that the democratic process and the ways in which Governments operate at a federal and state level are 
determined more and more not only by international credit rating agencies but also by international money markets.  
What is wrong with that?  The problem is that within those credit rating assessments are specific ideological 
preferences.  For example, paying nurses and teachers decent salaries to ensure that the State has those skilled 
professionals in the future apparently does not go down well with credit rating agencies.  They consider ongoing 
expenditure to be a negative.  However, capital expenditure, especially business-related expenditure, tends to be made 
hand over fist for the biggest corporate entities operating in Western Australia to enable them to invest through state 
agreement Acts.  Everybody knows the Greens (WA) view of state agreement Acts.  They appear to receive a tick from 
credit rating agencies.  Spending money hand over fist in the form of corporate welfare is good according to 
international credit rating agencies, but paying nurses a decent salary and providing suitable conditions for enough 
nurses to ensure they have job satisfaction and provide adequate health care is apparently a negative for international 
credit rating agencies.   

When we deal with issues to do with revenue laws, the driving forces are such that we need to understand where the 
pressures are coming from.  The Greens (WA) would like to see some Government at some stage having the courage to 
stand up against those pressures and to prove some of those ideological assumptions false.  For example, most of us are 
intelligent enough to know that community-based and preventative health measures are much more cost effective than 
the pointy end of emergency medicine in teaching hospitals.  That is not to say that teaching hospitals are not important, 
but providing money for community and preventative health care programs produces much more value for the health 
care dollar.  Credit rating agencies obviously do not favour those sorts of things.   

Anybody who has worked on greenhouse gas emissions in the energy industry knows that having policies and 
expending money to enable the community and industry to become more energy conscious and efficient is much more 
effective at providing jobs and expending the dollar, because it saves money in the future.  Good energy and water 
measures put Western Australia in a much better position to deal with the challenges it faces.  The Greens (WA) are 
into smart economics, not the stupid economics that are promulgated by the ideological preferences of the international 
ratings agencies and the international money market.  This Bill will, in effect, give back to people some of the taxes that 
have been increased in the past.  The Greens do not have a problem with Governments imposing taxes and charges.  
There must be a revenue source to pay nurses, to protect the environment and to introduce the measures that the 
community wants.  I am not sure whether that is where all of the revenue goes, but the Government needs sufficient 
funding to do those things.  Governments must look at things the other way around.  What do people need, what are the 
reasonable expectations for expenditure in the community, and what is the fair way to collect that revenue?   
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I will highlight one measure in this tax package that is of particular interest to the Greens; that is, the reduction in the 
marginal rate of payroll tax.  We understand the rationale for this measure.  However, the Greens believe that reductions 
in payroll tax should be linked to other positive measures in the community.  Given that Australia-wide there is a large, 
growing and perhaps critical shortage of skilled tradespeople, it would make a great deal of sense if this measure or any 
future payroll tax concession were linked to better performance by medium to large industries in the provision of 
apprenticeships; that is, skill training for the future.  Not all industries - many larger industries in the resource sector in 
Western Australia do - have a good record of providing training for apprentices.  People who do provide those skill 
services provide a good basis for the Western Australian economy in the future.  There are enormous pressures on the 
Commonwealth Government to expand the skilled migration program.  This Bill gives the State Government an 
opportunity for payroll tax reductions, but the State Government in conjunction with the Commonwealth Government 
could use the measures associated with payroll tax and potential tax reductions to link them to better performance in the 
provision of training for apprentices in the future.  I understand that a reasonable benchmark for the provision of 
apprenticeship training might be 10 per cent of staff in the areas of business in which skilled trades are very much 
lacking.  I suggest that extra benefits be given to businesses that reach that 10 per cent, such as a payroll tax exemption.  
We understand that there is already a provision in the revenue laws for wages for apprentices to be excluded in the 
calculation of payroll tax.  That is as it should be.  However, for many years the federal Government provided a 180 per 
cent or 185 per cent tax deduction for people conducting research and development or training.  I suggest currently 
there is, in effect, a 100 per cent payroll tax deduction for wages provided to apprentices.  There are other schemes of 
assistance.  I ask the minister whether the Government has considered providing an even greater level of incentive 
through the payroll tax scheme as a carrot to medium to large businesses in Western Australia to improve their 
performance in the provision of apprenticeships and proper training so that people can become skilled tradespeople in 
the future and provide householders with the services they need.  Householders are finding it more difficult and 
expensive to obtain the services of existing tradespeople, many of whom are in their late 50s or 60s and are retiring and 
getting out of the business.  Payroll tax reductions would give an incentive to medium to large businesses that may not 
be pulling their weight and would enable them to better their performance in the future in providing skilled 
tradespeople.  For those reasons, the Greens (WA) would have much preferred that this payroll tax measure was linked 
to an incentive to businesses to improve their performance in providing apprentices and skilled tradespeople.  I hope 
that in the future this Government, or any future Government, will see the benefit of linking any future reductions in 
payroll tax to the need to achieve those very important goals.  Small business is exempt from payroll tax.  However, it 
still needs assistance in providing apprenticeships.  The Greens believe that in the medium and large business sectors, 
any further reductions in payroll tax should be linked to the achievement of positive community outcomes.  That must 
include incentives that will help alleviate the critical shortage of skilled labour in Western Australia.   

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [10.40 am]:  We will be supporting the Revenue Laws Amendment (Tax 
Relief) Bill and the Revenue Laws Amendment (Tax Relief) Bill (No.2).  In saying “we”, I mean the New Country 
Party.  Last week, twice when I said “we” I was initially reported as saying One Nation.  I thought I should mention 
that, because yesterday the New Country Party was registered by the Electoral Commission, so it is now official.   

The Western Australian Government would be a fabulous business to own.  If it were available for sale, I would love to 
buy it.  What an easy way to make money - increase taxes and reduce services!  It does not need to perform.  It must be 
the easiest business in the world to run.  If we were operating in the commercial world and decided to increase prices 
and reduce the quality of our goods, we would last for only five minutes, because people would be flying out the door.  
I do not believe the bureaucrats in this place are greatly skilled in business, because when people are struggling, they 
decide to increase taxes.  However, when the drones out there wake up to what is going on, they then decide to reduce 
services; and when the drones find out that services have been reduced, they decide to increase taxes again.  They just 
keep playing that stupid game.   

On a positive note, I am pleased to note from the second reading speech that 64 000 land tax payers will be given some 
tax relief through these Bills.  However, in a State of 1.5 million people, that is not a big deal.  The second reading 
speech goes on to say that Western Australia will then have the equal third lowest payroll tax rate of all the States and 
Territories.  That is a strange way of putting it.  It is like the old saying is the glass half empty or half full.  I suppose we 
could say it also has the equal third highest rate.  It is just a play on words.   

I remember the days when the Gallop Labor Party was trying to play its cards in order to gain Government.  It said that 
there would be no increases in taxes and charges.  I remember that as clear as a bell.  It said that it would fix up the 
problem with power blackouts.  However, they have continued.  It said it would fix up the problem with water 
restrictions.  However, they have continued.  If I had to give a one-paragraph statement about the performance of the 
Gallop Labor Government, I would say it lied about no increases in taxes and charges, no reductions in services, no 
water restrictions and no power blackouts.  I cannot make out a good case for the performance of this Government.  I 
remember the premium property tax.  The Labor Party wants to pick on anyone who is successful in life and makes a 
quid by doing a few property developments or running a small business.  If Western Australia’s total population 
comprised 1.5 million drones, I do not know how they would ever make a living.  Their attempts to earn extra income 
would be stifled.  The business of government - I will call the Western Australian Government “business” for 
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illustration purposes - should take a more pragmatic approach to raising revenue rather than just increase taxes.  Surely 
it should consider alternatives.  The manager of a supermarket or the chief executive of Wesfarmers Ltd, for example, 
would seek to increase profits by selling more goods.  That might mean offering price discounts on goods to encourage 
people to buy more and, in turn, create more incremental income.  This Government has made no attempt to help the 
people who vote for it and pay its members’ wages.  The Government has sought only to punish those people.  Yet it 
hopes that in February 2005 those people will have forgotten about that punishment.  However, those people will 
remember that this has been a high-taxing Government.  It has been a disappointing Government.  
Some weeks ago I asked whether the Government was considering reducing stamp duty on the purchase of motor 
vehicles.  The Government’s response was that it would consider it in May 2005.  I guess it will look at everything in 
2005.  That was a very feeble answer.  Approximately 50 000 people work in the motor vehicle sales industry.  It is one 
of the biggest industries in the State.  I recently heard Hon George Cash refer to stamp duty.  It is almost as though he 
had read one of my press releases on the subject and quoted it extremely well.  His remarks were right on the ball.  
Western Australian residents have travelled to the eastern States to purchase a motor vehicle.  As I said the other day, 
one of our New Country Party members recently bought a Mercedes camper vehicle worth about $130 000.  He saved 
$16 000 on stamp duty by purchasing the van in Queensland.  It was cheaper for him to catch a flight there, take a three-
day holiday and drive the van back to Western Australia.  He did not save only a grand or so; he saved $16 000.  That is 
a lot of money; it is as much as some people’s annual wage.  
It seems like yesterday that Western Australian vehicle numberplates contained the words “State of Excitement”.  
People from the eastern States used to purchase vehicles in Western Australia, so numbers of vehicles went the other 
way.  Now people are travelling east to purchase vehicles.  As I have said before, stamp duty on the purchase of an 
average-priced vehicle at $35 000 is $2 012.50.  Stamp duty on the same vehicle in Queensland is $700.  What exactly 
does stamp duty involve?  When a person purchases a vehicle, he is provided with a piece of paper on which he writes 
his name, address and how much he paid for the vehicle.  Then the person behind the counter slams down a stamp that 
looks like a great big rubber mallet and metaphorically smacks the purchaser over the head with a $2 000 impost.  What 
an easy way to earn $2 000.  The same thing happens in Queensland for $700 without the use of a mallet.  Obviously, 
more expensive vehicles attract a greater amount.  The Government should be encouraging people to shop in Western 
Australia and buy Western Australian goods.  Stamp duty on motor vehicles is an easy touch.   
The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure seems to be pursuing a policy of combining low-cost housing with high-
cost housing in up-market residential areas.  I do not know whether she has a problem with people who live in affluent 
areas, but the Government seems to want to attack people whom it perceives to be successful or who have money.  
People save a bit of money in many ways earned through hard work.  The harder people work, unquestionably, the more 
is paid to the Government.  People look over their shoulder when they are doing well.  It is a wonder that the 
honourable Premier does not stand behind people saying, “You’re doing well; keep it going.  The more you get, the 
more we will get.  Don’t forget that we get half of everything you get.”  That approach does not encourage people.  This 
Bill will relieve a few people, but it is a pittance-type offering.  Most people would give a smack in the mouth to a 
person who offered this package to increase charges and then give back this and that.  Most people would walk out of 
such negotiations.  The Government is in a unique position.  Unfortunately, the Government’s attitude is that it is my 
way or the highway.   

We have experienced a booming economy, and obviously the Government will receive increased income and that 
should have been factored into its calculations.  Treasury should have been more diligent in sharing the burden with the 
taxpayer while ensuring government income.  No forethought was given.  I believe the system is too slack and too easy 
because of the attitude displayed: it is my way or the highway, Jack.  People must pay more dough or else fewer 
services will be provided.  You know what happens, Mr Deputy President.  If people do not pay, the Government places 
a writ on their house and takes it off them.   
At the end of day, the Government has done a very poor management job of the best business in Western Australia, 
which is called the WA Government.  It is very profitable and a large-income business, but ultimately inadequate 
services are offered to shareholders, who include you, Mr Deputy President, me and the rest of us in this room.  In the 
fantastic business of government, blind Freddy could have done as good a job as the Treasurer has done during the four 
years of his Government.  I will not take up the time of the Chamber any longer.  The New Country Party will support 
the measures.   
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.53 am]:  I thank all honourable members for their 
enthusiastic support for the Government’s revenue legislation.   
I start with a generality.  The theme I picked up from honourable members’ contributions was that somehow this 
Administration is seen as a high-taxing Government.   
Hon Murray Criddle:  It’s true.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Unfortunately, that is the rhetoric, but there is rhetoric and there is reality.  The only way to 
match reality with rhetoric is to look at the facts.    
Several members interjected. 
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Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am trying to help honourable members to understand those facts.  As members made certain 
comments prior to and during the budget debate, I went to the trouble of drawing up a comprehensive list of the facts; 
that is, I asked Treasury to compile those facts for me.   
Hon Murray Criddle:  Is it the same sort of result you would come to with advertisements in the media regarding the 
number of jobs you created through your rural and regional investment fund?  You say you created 3 000 jobs. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am sure the honourable member welcomes the fact that the fund - 
Hon Murray Criddle:  The answer to my question last night was that some of these jobs were by contract for a few days 
here, there and everywhere, and that there was only an odd permanent job.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Some were employed part time and some were employed full time.  I recall the answer very 
clearly. 
I am glad that Hon Murray Criddle has recognised the great success of the regional infrastructure funding program.  I 
have not compiled these facts myself; they have been compiled by an objective source - Treasury.  They are Treasury’s 
figures, not mine.  I want a question answered, and for this I address Hon Paddy Embry.  I know he is a fair and 
objective member who will understand what I am saying because he does not have an axe to grind on this matter, save 
for the need for him to represent his constituents, which I appreciate - 
Hon Murray Criddle:  I represent people who live in the regional areas, and judging by the Government’s 
advertisements, from what you said the other day and from an answer given by the Minister for State Development, you 
are stretching the truth. 
Hon KIM CHANCE:  I think the creation of 3 400 jobs is a magnificent achievement.  I am glad the member recognises 
that we have had that effect. 

I have a list of the net full-year equivalent value of the changes that have been made in successive budgets since 1993-
94.  That is calculated by taking the full-year effect of the tax change and calculating the positive tax changes - the tax 
increases - and the tax decreases and arriving at a figure that reflects the net bottom-line effect of the budget.  Everyone 
would agree that that is a fair way to approach the question of whether this Government is a high-taxing Government.  
That methodology determines what is the net effect of each budget, and it makes fascinating reading.  I will begin with 
the 1993-94 budget.  In 1993-94 the positive and negative tax changes resulted in a net effect of a tax increase of 
$128 million; the application of the same methodology for 1994-95 shows a net tax increase of $70 million; in 1995-96 
it resulted in a tax decrease of $47 million; and, similarly, in 1996-97 there was a tax decrease of $35 million. 
Hon Bruce Donaldson:  Did you say increase? 
Hon KIM CHANCE:  I said there was a net decrease.  In 1997-98 taxes increased by $72 million; in 1998-99 taxes 
increased by $229 million; and in 1999-2000 taxes increased by $21 million.  The total tax increase over those years of 
the coalition Government - 

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  Over eight years.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Yes.  The total tax increase was $438 million. 

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  Did Treasury factor in the $50 levy for the SGIO, which was made insolvent? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  These are Treasury figures. 

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  I know.  Do they include the $50 levy? 
Hon KIM CHANCE:  They include a number of tax increases.  However, the total tax increase is $438 million. 
The same methodology was applied to the years of the Gallop Government’s term of office.  In 2001-02 there was a net 
tax increase of $134 million; in 2002-03 taxes increased by $120 million; in 2003-04 taxes increased by $172 million; 
and in 2004-05 taxes decreased by $330 million.  Therefore, the net tax increase over four years was $78 million. 
Hon Murray Criddle:  With or without the GST? 
Hon KIM CHANCE:  During its eight years in office the coalition Government increased taxes by $438 million.  There 
is fact and there is rhetoric.  People refer to the Gallop Government as a high-taxing Government; let us be quite clear 
about the facts.  Is a $78 million net increase of taxation as a result of the actions taken by the Gallop Government a 
sign of a high-taxing Government?  It might be.  It depends on one’s point of view.  However, that can be compared 
with the achievement of the previous Government, which raised $438 million over double the time; that is, eight years.  
Therefore, which is the high-taxing Government?  There is a real danger that we are being confronted with a situation of 
the pot calling the kettle black.   
Hon Bruce Donaldson:  How does that relate to Treasury’s figures?   
Hon KIM CHANCE:  Those are Treasury’s figures. 
Hon Bruce Donaldson:  This year your tax receipt from Western Australians for those state taxes was $1 billion, 
compared with what it was in 2001.  How did it get those figures?   
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Hon KIM CHANCE:  That is true, but the coalition Government had similar numbers.  What I have not said, because I 
have been trying to be kind to members opposite, is that the excellent figures of the Gallop Government have been 
delivered without flogging off the State’s assets.  We have not flogged off $7 billion of assets to achieve those things.  I 
will go through one or two other things.  Despite those tax increases, the coalition managed to deliver to the State of 
Western Australia deficits in five of its eight budgets.  The Gallop Government has delivered four out of four balanced 
budgets.  That has been done on the basis that debt is lower than when Labor came to government, WA has the lowest 
unemployment rate since records have been kept in this State, and there have been no asset sales.  This Government has 
not sold off the back paddock, as the coalition did.   
I am as open to criticism of the Government’s economic performance as is anyone.  Yes, I believe that the Government 
has made mistakes.  Hon George Cash clearly pointed to one of those mistakes; that is, the political misjudgment that 
was made on the introduction of a premium property tax.  That was clearly a misjudgment.  The Government 
acknowledged that.  It said that it got it wrong.  I am not sure that I entirely agree with the interesting scenario painted 
by Hon George Cash on behalf of the Opposition, when he indicated that this was all about the federal election.  It may 
well have been.  I do not know.   
Hon Paddy Embry:  But you couldn’t publicly agree with that either, to be fair.   
Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am not sure whether it is true.  What I can say is that the Gallop Government walked away from 
the premium property tax.  The Government really did not think that this tax would be objected to.  The tax was based 
on the New South Wales model.  New South Wales had introduced a similar tax not long before.  There was a bit of a 
furore for a week or two in New South Wales, but basically everyone settled down and said that it was fair.  The 
reaction in Western Australia was quite different.  We expected opposition from people living in the western suburbs, 
but we found that opposition was coming from the aspirational voters.  Our supporters in Balga told us that this was the 
wrong thing to do, because they aspire to owning property of that nature.  It became very clear that aspirational politics 
in Western Australia is somewhat different from that in New South Wales.  The Government conceded that it had made 
a blue.  It is one thing to make a mistake and to stick with it pig-headedly and arrogantly and to barge ahead; it is 
another thing to put up one’s hands and to cop it sweet.  The Government got it wrong; the premium property tax was a 
bad call.  It was politically unsellable.   
Hon Dee Margetts:  It was a ladder in the stocking of opportunity, really.   
Hon KIM CHANCE:  Yes; it was a ladder in the stocking of opportunity.  That is beautiful.  That is what Governments 
should do.  When a Government introduces something in good faith, thinking that the Western Australian public will 
cop it, and then finds that the public will not cop it, the only politically acceptable, if not responsible, thing to do is to 
walk away from it.  That is exactly what we did.   

Hon George Cash said something that surprised me a little.  He indicated that state charges have increased the cost of 
living indices for Western Australian families.  I do not have those figures to hand.  I am relying on my memory, but 
my recollection is that the cost to families from state charges such as utility costs, bus fares and other things supplied by 
the State has in fact fallen in real terms by $264 a year.  That is because those charges, particularly power charges, have 
effectively been frozen.  As the cost of living indices have risen, the real cost effect of those important household costs 
has fallen, and I think the figure is about $264 a year.  That is not much, but what is the comparative figure under the 
coalition Government?  I think it was an increase -  
Hon Murray Criddle:  You saved a bit of money at my property the other day.  We did not have power for a couple of 
hours so that saved a bit! 
Hon KIM CHANCE:  That is the other thing that I find really strange.  Not only are we being presented with a scenario 
from members opposite that reminds me of something that was said at the time by a former Western Australian who 
was a commonwealth Minister for Finance - not the better known Peter Walsh, but John Dawkins -  
Several members interjected. 
Hon KIM CHANCE:  I think he would be very surprised to hear that.  What John Dawkins said stuck with me.  He said 
that basically what all Australians want are Scandinavian levels of service and Singaporean levels of taxation.  It is an 
expectation on all Governments that they provide services without taxation.  It has been an issue for all Australian 
Governments, whether they be coalition or Labor Governments, to try to find a balance between Scandinavian levels of 
service and Singaporean levels of taxation.  When people talk about power blackouts and say, “Goodness me, our 
power was blacked out for two hours the other day”, do they actually forget that they used to experience power cuts 
under a coalition Government as well?  I can recall a massive power blackout as a result of a storm that shut down Perth 
for seven or eight hours.   
Hon Bruce Donaldson:  A storm?  
Hon KIM CHANCE:  Yes, a storm.  Yet on that infamous day of 19 February a couple of years ago when we were able 
to meet only 95 per cent of demand - we had a minor brownout - everyone thought their throats had been cut.  In fact, it 
was not a blackout at all.   
Hon Norman Moore:  It was not caused by a storm; it was caused by your incompetence.   
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Hon KIM CHANCE:  No; it was caused by weather conditions, and the Leader of the Opposition knows that very well.  
There was an extraordinary run of days of extreme weather conditions and a lack of gas supply.  The fact is that 
although Western Power certainly made mistakes, it still met 95 per cent of demand.  It certainly was not a blackout.  
We had to turn off one or two airconditioners; it was no big deal.  However, that has nothing to do with the budget, and 
the Deputy President would be quite right if he called me to order on that matter.   
Hon Bruce Donaldson:  This is like a Hans Christian Andersen Christmas tale.   
Hon KIM CHANCE:  Members need to think hard about those figures.  If they do not accept that those figures are 
accurate, that is fine; by all means, they can challenge those figures.   
Hon Murray Criddle:  Will you table those figures?   
Hon KIM CHANCE:  Yes, I am happy to.  These figures, supplied to me by Treasury, indicate the outcome of each 
budget.  They indicate the facts.  The facts do not support the rhetoric of members opposite.  That is the problem.  If 
they think that is a Hans Christian Andersen story, they are looking at the wrong end of the fairy story because they 
have been running the fairy story.  When they are presented with the facts, they do not like them.  I cannot do much to 
help them in that; I can simply show them the facts.   
I turn now to stamp duty on cars.  It is true that in the very extensive round of tax cuts that is contained in this budget, 
stamp duty on motor vehicles was one of those issues that missed out, simply because we would love to have done it but 
we could not.  That is the limit of financial responsibility.  It seemed more important to deal with issues such as stamp 
duty on property transfers, which had experienced substantial increases.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  Do you agree that the increase was a mistake, like the premium property tax?   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  No, but I will deal with that in a moment.  We said that stamp duty charges on property transfers, 
payroll tax and land tax are the charges that we had hit the Western Australian public pretty hard on.  Our accounts are 
now running well and they are the areas in which we need to return a dividend to the Western Australian taxpayer.  We 
did not include motor vehicles.  Let us work our way through that.   

Successive Western Australian Governments have always attempted to keep our tax scales in a band that is competitive 
with those of the other States.  We have some significant advantages that make people want to invest in Western 
Australia, so we do not have to be like Queensland and Tasmania.  Western Australia does not have to be the lowest 
taxing State, because there is really no difficulty attracting investment into this State.  However, we like to keep our tax 
scales within that competitive band.  These tax reductions will keep Western Australia very firmly within that most 
competitive band.  However, we need to look specifically at stamp duty on motor vehicles and at what Western 
Australia’s position has always been.  Historically, we have always taxed motor vehicles at a rate somewhat higher than 
the average.  Tax on motor vehicles in Western Australia has always been a little higher than that in the competitive 
band.  Setting aside Queensland, which also does not have a significant motor vehicle industry, there are clear reasons 
for New South Wales, Victoria, South Australia and, to a lesser extent, Tasmania having very competitive stamp duty 
rates on motor vehicles, simply because rising motor vehicle sales have a direct effect on their economies, as they are 
motor vehicle manufacturers. 

Hon Paddy Embry:  Could it be because of their geography - they are very close to each other - or because it is easy to 
cross the border? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I guess that could be a component, but the overriding component is that they all have motor 
vehicle or motor vehicle component industries that rely heavily on local domestic sales, even though increasingly we 
are exporting motor vehicles.  However, those domestic sales are influenced by the level of state stamp duty, and that 
has a direct effect on their economies.  Western Australia has no motor vehicle industry, and has not had one for a very 
long time.  I suspect - I do not know this - that that is why stamp duty on motor vehicles in Western Australia has 
always been somewhat higher than the average. 

However, let us have another look at the dynamics of motor vehicle sales.  I recall Hon Frank Hough saying some days 
ago that he does not understand why 5 000 car dealers are not demonstrating in front of Parliament House about this 
State’s alleged uncompetitive rates of stamp duty on motor vehicles.  There is a really good reason that they are not out 
there. 

Hon Paddy Embry:  There are not 5 000 out there. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Perhaps there are not 5 000, but that is the figure he used.  However, there is a good reason that 
they are not out there; that is, they are too busy selling cars to be demonstrating in front of Parliament House.  We saw 
the figures on the rate of growth only the next day, as it happened.  It was a beautiful bit of irony.  Only the day after 
Hon Frank Hough had made that statement in this place, figures were published that indicated that the rate of increase 
of new car sales in Western Australia is seven times the national average.  It might be possible for people to buy a 
Mercedes campervan - a $150 000 vehicle - from Queensland or another State and save $16 000 on sales tax, but the 
fact is that people are not doing it in any numbers.  The rate of increase of new car sales in this State is seven times the 
Australian average.  We would like to make those taxation rates more competitive.  However, they are not crippling the 
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motor vehicle industry in Western Australia.  They do not have a substantive effect on jobs.  If we have a surplus, we 
will have the opportunity to recycle that surplus for the growth in the economy that we are seeking to achieve.  There 
have been phenomenal rates of growth in each of the years of the Gallop Government.  The rates of growth have been 
so phenomenal that when the Treasurer went in with a particular budget - I forget which one - predicated on a growth 
rate of 4.25 per cent, the Leader of the Opposition in another place said that that was crazy, it was unachievable, and we 
would not get 4.25 per cent economic growth in Western Australia.  I believe we ended up with 6.75 per cent growth 
that year, and 7.25 per cent growth the next year. 
Western Australia is enjoying a boom and, yes, the Government benefits from that boom.  That gets back to the point 
made by Hon Bruce Donaldson.  Yes, tax revenue receipts have been high because Western Australia is enjoying a 
particularly good period.  However, we should look at what has been achieved as a result of that outcome and as a result 
of the tight control that the Gallop Government placed over its spending, particularly in its first two years.  When we 
came to government the financial situation was tight.  Members opposite do not like hearing that.  The State’s AAA 
credit rating was hanging on the wire.  Standard and Poor’s made it very clear that if any lack of discipline was shown 
at all, the State’s AAA credit rating was at risk.  We were not about to let that happen.  Members opposite can be 
critical that the Government’s surplus in its first year was higher than it should have been.  It was necessary for us to 
build in a buffer of about $100 million because I do not believe that Treasury believed that the Government could 
deliver the spending restraint that it did deliver.  The previous Government’s increase in its spending ratio was 
increasing in a spectacular fashion; it was around 9.5 per cent each year. 
Hon Paddy Embry:  What was it spending it on? 
Hon KIM CHANCE:  Departmental spending.  It was the increase in costs. 

Hon Murray Criddle:  Infrastructure, roads and things like that. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  No.  I am talking about recurrent costs, not capital costs.  Capital costs are a different matter.  In 
other words, the cost of the public service. 

Hon Murray Criddle:  You didn’t say that.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Spending involves the consolidated fund budget but capital works are not involved in that 
budget; it is a separate budget.  It is a quite different matter, although one affects the other. 
I suspect that Treasury did not believe the Government could deliver the type of spending restraint it did deliver.  The 
Government has paid a political cost for that.  As Hon Murray Criddle pointed out, one of the things the Government 
did not do as a result of its assessment of the capital works budget and the consolidated fund budget was to build the 
Lancelin to Cervantes road.  It is one of the things a Government does when it exercises restraint.  However, because 
the Government exercised that restraint, the State’s books are in great shape.  On top of that, the State has had a better 
return from the Commonwealth from the additional $2 billion that the State sends to the Commonwealth every year, of 
which not all comes back.  The State Government has clawed some of that money back.  However, it is not taking all 
the credit for that because Richard Court, as the previous Government’s Treasurer, played a very big role.  He was a 
passionate advocate of that issue.  Hon Eric Ripper has been able to continue the work that Richard Court started.  We 
ought to be celebrating that we have finally been able to start clawing back some of the money.  The Government is 
celebrating that by returning the money to the Western Australian public.  The Government was not in a position to do 
that in the 2001-02 budget.  People have very short memories.  During the 2001-02 budget, the State’s AAA credit 
rating was hanging on the wire and the Government had to rein in rampant government spending, which it did.  The 
Government delivered a balanced budget out of what was a very difficult set of circumstances, including one of the 
worst droughts experienced in this State.  The Government still delivered the goods.  If people want to say that that is 
not good management by a State Government, they are free to do so.  However, they are wrong because there is not one 
objective fact that supports that point of view. 
Hon Frank Hough also objected to the principle of progressive taxation; that is, the concept that tax rates rise on a scale 
in accordance with the value of the subject of the tax, whether it is income or assets.  Progressive taxation has been an 
element of Australian governance for many years.  Hon Frank Hough did not suggest an alternative.  Perhaps the 
alternative he has in mind is the two per cent universal tax that a lady called Hanson indicated would be the answer to 
our problems.   

The bottom line is that this Government has delivered very good financial management.  It has delivered it without 
flogging off state assets; it has delivered it on the basis of lower state debt.  The tax “increases” are myths.  If they are 
balanced out at the end of the term, we find the Opposition has only $78 million to hang its campaign on.  Against that, 
it has to wear the fact that the previous Government delivered increases of $438 million over eight years.  Myths and 
reality can be surprisingly different things.  

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  You must also not forget that we reduced state debt from $8.3 billion to $4 billion. What is it 
now? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Yes, but the previous Government sold $7 billion worth of assets.  What did it do with the rest of 
the money?  That is the amazing thing.  We have actually cut state debt without selling off the State’s assets.   
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Hon Murray Criddle:  You should actually look at the assets that we built.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Those things are obviously important, and I think members opposite would be generous enough 
to say that the Gallop Government has also been a massive spender on the State’s infrastructure.  We are dealing with 
the biggest economic boom this State has seen, including during the 1960s, and we are providing the infrastructure to 
support that massive resource development on a scale that this State has never seen before.  We are certainly building 
the infrastructure, and I am glad that members opposite recognise that.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  With all due respect, that is one of the things that people complain to me about.  We are having this 
boom, but they do not actually see the capital expenditure.  They see promises about, for example, the southern railway; 
however, the main payments are yet to come.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  That is being built right now.  If the honourable member were to go to Geraldton, he would see 
the massive scale of spending there.  If the honourable member were to go to the Burrup, he would see the massive 
scale of spending there. 

Hon Murray Criddle:  Geraldton actually funded the deepening of the port by a loan, which is fully refundable.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  What is the difference between a loan, public-private partnerships or direct government funding?  
It has to be done, and it is being done.  These developments are on a massive scale.  We are talking about infrastructure 
funding, not about how that funding is achieved.  If Hon Paddy Embry looked at the capital works budget of the State of 
Victoria, he would actually find that it is slightly less than ours.  In any given year, Victoria’s capital works budget is 
slightly less than ours; it is around $3 billion.   

Hon Murray Criddle:  But you do not spend that $3 billion every year.  That is a furphy.   
Hon KIM CHANCE:  That is a red herring, to be frank.   

Hon Murray Criddle:  It’s not a red herring.  Look at your figures.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Every capital works budget in every State’s history tends to be underspent.  If the member wants 
me to say that as some massive revelation, I will say that, but everybody already knows that.  The State of Victoria, 
which has an economy three times the size of Western Australia’s - it is a huge economy - has a capital works budget 
that is slightly less than ours in most years.  How is that so?  How is Victoria, with its massive economy, able to get 
away with such a low capital works budget?  The fact is that it funds most of its capital works through public-private 
partnerships.  It does not really matter how it gets done.  The ratings agencies take PPPs into account in the same way as 
if we went out into a capital market and borrowed the money ourselves.  If there is any risk of exposure at all, that is 
something that Standard and Poor’s or the other rating agencies take into account.  What matters is not the level of the 
capital works budget but the infrastructure that is built out of the State’s resources.  The fact is that we are catering for 
this massive economic boom.  It is being done and it is being achieved very well.  Investors are literally lining up to 
come into Western Australia on the basis that this is a well-managed economy.  It is an economy that, by Australian 
standards, has moderate levels of tax, which is increasingly so as a result of the changes that have been put in place by 
the Gallop Government.  In the long term, this State can be regarded as being at the lower taxing end of Australian 
States; it is certainly not at the higher taxing end.  Above all, this is a State that has stable management, and a State in 
which the growth of government expenditure is controlled.  This State Government has a great degree of discipline.  I 
do not have the figures before me, but it would be also interesting to compare the growth of government expenditure 
over the period of the coalition Government with that of the Gallop Government.  Members will find that those 
spending issues were reined in.  This is a Government with a great deal of discipline.   
I thank all honourable members for their useful contributions to the debate.  I table the documents relating to this 
debate.   
[See paper No 2997.] 

Question put and passed. 

Bills read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Kim Chance (Leader of the House), and passed. 

LOANS (CO-OPERATIVE COMPANIES) BILL 2004 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 26 November.   

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [11.27 am]:  I am grateful for the contributions made by all 
members in the debate on the Loans (Co-operative Companies) Bill 2004.  Hon Bruce Donaldson led the debate on 
behalf of the Opposition and illustrated that he had a clear understanding of the effect of the Bill.  He also expressed his 
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appreciation for the briefing he was able to get at relatively short notice.  Hon Bruce Donaldson asked why we needed 
the Bill.  That question ought to be asked about every piece of legislation that we bring into this place.  The best way I 
can illustrate why the Bill is needed is to say that, if my memory serves me correctly, Australia has some 2 455 
producer cooperatives.  Western Australia has about 55 of those.  There may be a number of reasons for that imbalance.  
However, when we consider the nature of some of the eastern States cooperatives - I extend this to New Zealand also - 
we tend to find that they play a high-profile role in the marketing of agricultural commodities.  This is particularly so in 
the dairy industry, but not exclusively, because the sugar and rice industries are two industries I am aware of in which 
cooperatives have very significant market positions.  I will confine my comments to the dairy industry in particular.   

Cooperatives have played a role in the dairy industry through names that we all know very well, such as Dairy Farmers 
in New South Wales and the Murray Goulburn Cooperative in Victoria.  Fonterra Cooperative Group Ltd operates in 
New Zealand although it does not have the advantages under this legislation.  Nonetheless, the dairy industry is 
dominated by cooperatives.  They tend to be not only dominant in the industry but also financially strong, such that they 
have been able to see off competition from some very powerful international players.  One at the moment that has come 
into Australia with a lot of money - it had a lot of money backing it when it first came here - is a multinational Italian-
based company called Parmalat.  It came in with the objective of taking over the Queensland and northern New South 
Wales dairy industry.  Frankly, it has not done it very well.  That illustrates the strength of the competition that has been 
provided by dairy farmers Murray Goulburn Cooperative and others.  We have not seen that in Western Australia, other 
than in the grain industry in which Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd is clearly a very powerful company.  Some may be 
surprised by that comment and ask about Wesfarmers Ltd.  Of course, Wesfarmers had its genesis in agriculture, but 
these days it is a diverse industrial and mining company and has recently divested its agricultural interests to AWB Ltd.  
We have not seen the kind of corporate strength grow in our cooperative marketing structures in Western Australia vis-
a-vis those competitors in eastern Australia, I submit at least partly because Western Australian cooperatives have never 
had access to this particular market advantage. 

Hon Paddy Embry:  Do you believe that the new Western Australian farmers’ proposals have merit or are you worried 
about the potential monopoly? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  We are working very closely with Western Australian farmers on that and we have funded much 
of their work.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  You support it? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Very much so.  The difficulty in the dairy industry is that the Western Australian dairy industry is 
now dominated by a cooperative, the Fonterra Cooperative Group, which is not a Western Australian but a New 
Zealand cooperative.  Through its ownership of Peters and Brownes Foods Ltd, which is a company that has never been 
a cooperative, our industry is now dominated by Fonterra, and probably will be increasingly dominated if the corporate 
changes that are being forecast come home to roost.  Western Australian cooperatives have not been successful, at least 
in part because they have been competing on a national scale with cooperatives in the eastern States that have a 
competitive advantage over them. 

What does this Bill do?  The short answer is that it gives access to section 120(1) of the commonwealth Income Tax 
Assessment Act.  What does section 120(1) do?  It provides cooperatives with a huge free kick.  This could be an issue 
for many people.  I can understand why it could be an issue.  Perhaps now I am starting to address some of the matters 
raised by Hon Bill Stretch.  Effectively and very simply, access to section 120(1) of the Income Tax Assessment Act 
allows a taxpaying cooperative to claim the cost of its principal payments as a business deduction; in other words, it 
treats the principal payments in the same way as it treats interest payments.  That is a very significant advantage, so 
significant that Hon Bill Stretch may wish to argue that it is unfair.  If a cooperative company is working alongside 
another company in Western Australia that is not a cooperative - the old Peters and Brownes for example - and they are 
both doing the same thing, one gets a 30 per cent free kick on the capital payments but the other does not.  A significant 
competitive advantage - I am not hiding anything - will be provided to businesses as a direct result of this legislation.  
The reason the Government is prepared to provide that advantage, notwithstanding the element of bias in the legislation 
towards cooperatives, is that other Australian companies have had access to this free kick for many years.  The history 
of section 120 of the Income Tax Assessment Act is interesting.  The Government became aware of the section only 
because a few years ago the federal Treasurer wanted to repeal it.  It was not until he decided to repeal it that our 
attention was alerted to it. 

I do not often do this but I must give one businessman in Western Australia, Mr Rod Madden of United Farmers 
Cooperative, a commendation for raising the matter with me.  Mr Madden came to see me quite early in our term of 
government and asked me to look at section 120 of the Income Tax Assessment Act as it was a provision which was not 
available to businesses in Western Australia but which their competitors in the east had been using for years.  I looked 
at the section and, frankly, from what Rod had told me and from my initial observations, I was fascinated that we had 
not learnt about it before, as it provides a very significant form of assistance.  I started talking to some of my colleagues 
about it, some of whom were pretty dismissive of it.  Indeed, many said that it was funny money, not real money.  
However, the more we looked at section 120 and the more Treasury worked through the process, the more we came to 
understand that it was an unusual provision and that it was being used very successfully by eastern States companies.  I 
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do not have a clue on who inserted section 120 into commonwealth law in the first place; however, it appears to have 
achieved its aim.  If the aim of section 120 was to allow farmers or primary producers to achieve a strong market 
position, hold some of the market chain in their own hands and form some kind of vertical integration of the industry in 
the interests of producers, it has been very successful, as that is exactly what has happened to the rice, sugar and dairy 
industries and a number of other industries.   

Having arrived at the view that the operation of a scheme such as this was an aim that the Government should achieve if 
it could, we went through the process of working through whether we could make a scheme that appeared quite 
archaic - I do not know how old it is - fit into the modern management of a State’s economy.  When section 120 first 
came into the Income Tax Assessment Act, it was probably not envisaged that the State would have to deal with rating 
agencies and the kind of attention that is placed on the management of the State’s debt-to-revenue ratio.  In other words, 
we had to ensure that the scheme was constructed in such a manner that the borrowings did not reflect in the bottom line 
of the State’s debt.  I think I was asked specifically during the second reading debate how the borrowings in the scheme 
would be separated from the State’s bottom line.  The answer is that they will be separated.  If $100 million were 
borrowed for this scheme, it would be a Western Australian Treasury Corporation loan.  However, the $100 million 
would not show in the State’s debt-to-revenue ratio because one precondition of an application for a loan from the 
Treasury Corporation is that it must come with an unconditional bank guarantee.  In taking on the loan, the Treasury 
Corporation would then have an asset, which would be the loan repayable and which would be 100 per cent guaranteed 
by a bank.  Therefore, the $100 million could effectively change hands without affecting the State’s debt-to-revenue 
ratio. 

Hon Dee Margetts raised another question, which was the need for a systematic analysis and review of the impact of 
global change on WA businesses.  That is a very reasonable question.  I, too, think that we need to do that, because as 
the world trading environment changes, it is necessary to determine whether our systems of business are taking into 
account the impacts of those changes.  Hon Dee Margetts also discussed the concept of collective bargaining in produce 
markets, particularly as those arrangements influence the balance of competition in markets.  Again, that is a very 
important point to raise.  I recollect that I did say to Hon Dee Margetts at the time, by way of interjection, that that is 
exactly the process that we are attempting to go through now in the grains industry with the independent review of the 
Grains Licensing Authority.  That authority has been in place for two years now.  It has been quite controversial.  It was 
introduced as a direct result of national competition policy, and that was understood at the time.  However, it is 
necessary now, and enough time and experience has passed, for us to undertake an objective analysis of whether what 
we did was good for Western Australia or bad for Western Australia.  That is a process that I thoroughly support, and 
one that Governments in the future need to be more aware of.   

Hon Bill Stretch was concerned that the scheme might develop into the type of situation that led to WA Inc.  In fact, he 
was more specific than that, and said that his concern was about government business arrangements that blur the line 
between commerce and Government.  I thought hard about what Hon Bill Stretch said.  I think it can be resolved in this 
way.  The blurring of the line between commerce and Government, to the extent that it had a negative effect on the 
State of Western Australia, was really about guarantees given by Government to banks on behalf of commerce.  The 
blurring of the line was in the form of the indemnities that Government provided for the commercial sector.  What we 
are looking at here is the reverse of that.  Certainly there will be a WA Treasury Corporation loan to the particular 
cooperative concerned.  However, to the extent that there will be an indemnity, it will be provided in the other way than 
in the WA Inc example, because it will be provided by the commercial sector to Government.  WA Treasury 
Corporation will actually secure its loan against the assets of the cooperative that is seeking the loan.  There will 
certainly be a flow of guarantee between Government and commerce, but it will be the reverse of the flow of guarantee 
that was most commonly associated with the more negative issues about WA Inc.   

Hon Murray Criddle:  The most important thing is who will make the decision and what responsibility will that person 
have.  I understand that in this case it will be the minister.  It would be useful if that were public knowledge and were 
put on the Table in this place.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I cannot see any reason that that could not happen. 

Hon Murray Criddle:  It is not in the Bill.  There is no accountability from the minister’s point of view.   

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  There is accountability through the FAAA. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I was going to say that I would have thought the Financial Administration and Audit Act would 
have umbrella coverage of it. 

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  It does.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I would have thought also that the WA Treasury Corporation minister, Hon Nick Griffiths, would 
be directly accountable, as well as the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries.  

Hon Murray Criddle:  That is not clear in the Bill.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I will try to resolve that.  I have not had that question raised with me. 
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Hon Bruce Donaldson:  We did talk about it, and we looked at perhaps making an amendment to the Bill.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Okay.   

Hon Bill Stretch:  We would much prefer it to be tabled in the Parliament. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  So that there was transparency.   

Hon Bill Stretch:  Yes.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I will need to take advice on that matter, because I was not aware that that was an issue.  It is 
because of the reliance on the banks’ unconditional guarantee that the scheme will be able to ensure that the State’s 
financial position is not affected by this arrangement.  Put simply, when the WA Treasury Corporation made the loan, it 
would be counterbalanced precisely by the asset created by the loan receivable, which would then show on Treasury 
Corporation’s books as a counterbalancing asset.  

I am somewhat surprised by the remarks about transparency.  

Hon Murray Criddle:  I would be interested to learn the position.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Yes.  I agree with the broad concept; these issues should be transparent.  However, surely the 
standard provisions of the Financial Administration and Audit Act provide that level of transparency through not only 
one minister but also the Minister for Government Enterprises as the minister responsible for Treasury Corporation.  He 
would also be directly accountable for the loan and the asset held by Treasury Corporation.  

Hon Bill Stretch:  The line of accountability should involve more than being tabled annually against loans.  The 
statement that it does not in any way affect the State’s credit rating seems to conflict with arguments you made earlier in 
the day on the reserves Bill about any borrowing on which the Government gives some guarantee. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  This is not the same as a public-private partnership.  In a public-private partnership a liability 
always rests with government.  

Hon Bill Stretch interjected. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Yes.  I have examined this very closely because I have examined some PPP models as options for 
rebuilding the Department of Agriculture’s headquarters and for other reasons.  There is no advantage to Treasury in its 
adopting a PPP model if the standard it seeks to satisfy is the debt-to-revenue ratio.  However, for a Treasury 
Corporation loan all the corporation needs to do is counterbalance an asset of equal quality to the debt.  That would 
balance Treasury Corporation’s bottom line and would not have an effect on the State’s debt-to-revenue ratio.   

Hon Bill Stretch:  When the Government is guaranteeing a loan, it is guaranteeing a private asset.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  It is the other way around.  I was trying to make the point that the Government would not be 
guaranteeing a loan.  The lender would guarantee the loan and the loan would not be made until such time as the 
lender’s bank provided Treasury Corporation with a 100 per cent unconditional guarantee.  That then would allow it to 
say that that was the asset that offset the loan so the net effect would be nil.  

Hon Bill Stretch:  That is fine in theory but as a practical example, in the end, the Manjimup cannery cooperative came 
back to the Government for a guarantee.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Let us explore that as a hypothetical example because that is a useful way of dealing with it.   

Hon Bill Stretch:  It is a practical example of what happened.  The Government had to fork out money. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I acknowledge that that did happen.  However, let us explore that process in light of the 
advantage of this legislation.  The Manjimup cannery cooperative would approach me for the loan.  I would refer to 
Treasury Corporation, which would then ask to see the 100 per cent bank guarantee on the Manjimup cannery 
cooperative.  When that was satisfied, the loan would be approved.  Should the cooperative fall over, Treasury 
Corporation would then call in the bank’s guarantee.  The bottom line is that state taxpayers would be protected by that 
100 per cent unconditional bank guarantee.  It would not work the other way; there would be no government guarantee 
for any third party.  The bank would provide the guarantee to the Western Australian Government or Treasury 
Corporation.  

I thank honourable members for their contributions and probing questions.  I know they have worked through the fine 
detail of this legislation not only here but also in the briefing process.  The issue of transparency is a fair point.  
However, I believe that the issue is satisfied by the effects of the Financial Administration and Audit Act.  If that in 
practice does not satisfy Parliament, it is in Parliament’s hands to seek such amendment as would provide a satisfactory 
level of transparency.  A lack of transparency is certainly not something that the Government is seeking to achieve 
through this measure as it is important that everybody understands how this works for it to operate effectively.   

This measure represents a change in the way cooperatives will operate in Western Australia to bring potentially huge 
advantages.  A number of cooperative companies have already indicated to the Government that they are keen to get on 
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with this process.  I am grateful that time has been made available for us to deal with the legislation this year, and I look 
forward to this being a major part of the corporate structure of commodity marketing in Western Australia.   

Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Kim Chance (Leader of the House), and passed. 

STATE FORESTS NOS 14, 20, 21, 26, 30, 33, 35, 38, 39, 58 AND 65 
Partial Revocation of Dedication - Motion 

Resumed from 23 November on the following motion moved by Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich (Minister for Local Government 
and Regional Development) - 

That the proposal for the partial revocation of state forests Nos 14, 20, 21, 26, 30, 33, 35, 38, 39, 58 and 65 laid 
on the Table of the Legislative Council on 23 November 2004 by command of His Excellency the Governor be 
carried out. 

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan) [11.53 am]:  I indicate that the Opposition supports this motion, which 
will partially revoke certain portions of state forest.  Twelve distinct proposals are contained in the motion before the 
Chair, most of which relate to requests from relevant shires or local authorities and involve formal dedication for 
realignment or widening of existing roads.  A number of proposals have been submitted on behalf of Main Roads that, 
in the main, deal with the widening or upgrading of roads.  When roads were put within state forests many years ago, it 
was assumed that it was unnecessary to formally proclaim those roads.  However, following changes to the Land 
Administration Act of some years ago, it was found that parliamentary approval was required for any changes made; 
that is, inasmuch as those changes occur within state forest, they require Parliament’s approval. 
The Opposition has had an opportunity to consider all of the proposals in detail.  Therefore, I will not comment at great 
length about the individual proposals.  However, I will give a general outline of them so that future people who take an 
interest in the changes within these specific state forests will have some understanding of what was being proposed. 

The first proposal, which is referred to as area No 1 within the motion, proposes to excise certain lands from forest 
No 21.  The area of the excision is approximately 1.9 hectares and the land that is to be excised is located approximately 
two kilometres north of the locality of Kirup.  The area is required to formally widen a 2.5 kilometre section of the 
South Western Highway to cater for northbound and southbound overtaking lanes.  Members in this House have spoken 
on these projects in the past.  People who use that part of the South Western Highway will understand the importance of 
the road widening of that area.  The plan that has been submitted on behalf of Main Roads for area No 1 indicates that 
the area is to be excised from state forest No 21.  That is coloured red on the map.  There is to be no additional 
incorporation of any land in respect of that.  That is a net excision of area No 1. 

The second proposition deals with the upgrade of Muirs Highway.  It comprises an area of approximately 8.45 hectares 
of land.  That area of work and the area of excision is situated between the 20.4 and 23.4 state line kilometre mark on 
Muirs Highway and is shown on Main Roads’ drawing 03020396-1.  Area No 2 comprises an excision from state forest 
No 38.  Generally, it will be required to realign and widen a 3.5 kilometre section of Muirs Highway.  Main Roads has 
indicated that it is planning a major upgrade of this narrow section of Muirs Highway between Nyamup and Strachan, 
and it wants the job to commence shortly.  Although 8.54 hectares is to be excised, some existing road reserve will be 
rehabilitated and added to state forest No 38.  The area of potential gain is about 4.25 hectares.  Main Roads indicates 
that it has prepared an environmental impact assessment and an environmental management plan for the proposed 
roadworks.  A pit is incorporated also as part of the management plan to enable gravel to be taken from that area.  The 
documentation provided to the Opposition indicates that the Department of Conservation and Land Management is 
satisfied that the documents submitted by Main Roads address all the environmental impacts regarding the proposed 
works. 
The third proposal relates to state forests Nos 35 and 58 and the proposed excision of a number of small portions of 
those forests.  The purpose of the works is to enable the widening and realignment of part of Vasse Highway in an area 
south of Nyamup.  The total area required from state forest No 35 is 2.4711 hectares and the area to be excised from 
state forest No 58 is 10.7531 hectares.  There will be a partial offset in respect of this particular excision.  It has been 
found that there will be a superfluous area of road reserve with a combined area of approximately 2.6439 hectares.  That 
area will be added to the estate managed by CALM.  The documentation provided to the Opposition indicates that the 
former Lands and Forest Commission endorsed this proposal nearly 10 years ago in 1994.  The proposal was endorsed 
by the Conservation Commission of Western Australia on 13 September 2004.  Again, the documentation provides 
evidence of the proposed realignments.   
The balance of the areas nominated in this motion involve requests from various shires relating to shire roads.  Area 4 
involves the proposed excision of several portions of land from state forest No 14.  The land is required for a variety of 
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reasons: firstly, to realign part of Nanga Brook Road; secondly, to dedicate part of Nanga Brook Road; and, thirdly, to 
provide dedicated access from Nanga Brook Road to the area of land known as Murray location 183.  Item A, which is 
the realignment of part of Nanga Brook Road, comprises an area of approximately 3.24 hectares.  The land is situated 
approximately seven kilometres east of Waroona.  The alignment has already been completed.  This is really a matter of 
balancing the books, so to speak, and putting into the statute books what in fact has occurred on the ground.  Members 
will be aware that a considerable number of roads in state forests throughout Western Australia are assumed by the 
community to be on the correct alignment.  Surveys of a number of these roads have found them to not be on the correct 
alignment.  In some cases the proposals before the House today allow for the realignment of some of those roads.  That 
will not only require the taking of additional land from state forests but also enable an offset when land previously 
believed to be part of the road is returned to the state forest.  The Opposition has no objection to the Nanga Brook Road 
proposals.   
Area 5 relates to a proposed excision from state forest No 20.  A relatively small area of land, of approximately 
3 429 square metres, is involved.  The land is situated next to the southern boundary of North Greenbushes.  The land is 
required to regularise a realignment of part of the Greenbushes Grimwade Road.  Linked with this proposal is a 
proposal for 9 599 square metres of unallocated crown land to be added to state forest No 20.  Again, the map that has 
been provided indicates the area to be excised from state forest No 20, which is coloured in red.  The unallocated crown 
land that is to be added to state forest No 20 is marked in green.   
Proposal 6 deals with the provision of a dedicated access to Wellington location 1901.  The area involved is 
approximately 3 782 square metres of land, which is situated approximately four kilometres north west of the locality of 
Kirup.  The land comprises the whole of lot 300 on deposited plan 42277.  This proposal involves an excision from state 
forest No 21.  The purpose of the excision is to enable partial dedication of Boronia Road to provide formal access to 
Wellington location 1901.   
Proposal 7 deals with the provision of a dedicated access to Wellington location 2084, which is in the Newlands area.  
The area involved is 422 square metres.  The land is situated approximately six kilometres north west of Kirup and 
comprises the whole of Nelson location 6270 on deposited plan 39293.  
The land is required to dedicate part of Bickley Road and, as I said earlier, provide formal access to Wellington location 
2084.  Areas Nos 6 and 7 involve excisions from state forest No 21 and fall within the proposed forest conservation area 
identified as No 123 - known as Ryall - in the “Forest management plan 2004-13”.   
Area No 8 deals with the realignment of Oxley Road.  It is intended to be an excision from state forest No 26.  It 
comprises an area of 2 144 square metres.  The land is located approximately 16 kilometres south east of Collie and is 
required to formally realign part of Oxley Road.  The actual roadworks occurred some seven years ago in 1997.  Linked 
with this proposal, part of the existing survey for Oxley Road is to be closed and added to state forest No 26.  Therefore, 
the area to be gained as a result of that addition is 3 575 square metres.   

Area No 9 deals with a proposed excision from state forest No 30 and involves an area of 3.3646 hectares.  The land is 
located approximately four kilometres north east of Bridgetown and is required to dedicate Warner Street and therefore 
provide formal access to Nelson location 1997.  The portion of state forest No 30 involved falls within a proposed 
conservation park identified as No 137 - known as Hester west - in the “Forest management plan 2004-13”.   

Area No 10 deals with the provision of dedicated access to Nelson location 6411 and 6412.  The area of land involved is 
4 146 square metres.  The land is located approximately five kilometres west of Nannup and comprises the whole of lot 
13807 on deposited plan 40828.  This land is required to dedicate part of Bickerton Close and therefore provide formal 
access to Nelson locations 6411 and 6412.   
Area No 11, which has been put forward by way of a shire request, involves the excision of certain lands from state 
forest No 39.  The area comprises 678 square metres.  The land is situated approximately four kilometres south west of 
Pemberton and is required to formally widen part of the Pemberton-Northcliffe Road.  The area to be excised from state 
forest No 39 is marked in red on the map provided to the Opposition.   
The final proposal is for the extension of Quin Road.  This is an area for excision from state forest No 65.  It comprises 
an area of 3.8956 hectares.  The land is situated approximately 19 kilometres west of Gingin and is to be used to 
formally extend Quin Road.  The map provided to the Opposition clearly indicates the extension of Quin Road in the 
area nominated, which is, as I have said, approximately 19 kilometres west of Gingin.  The land comprises the whole of 
lot 15327 on deposited plan 39841.   
As I indicated earlier, many of the shire requests involve land that formalises the on-ground situation rather than the 
surveyed plans that are currently lodged at the titles office.  In that regard, they are making good what is, in practice, the 
reality on the ground.  In other areas, as I have explained, it requires the addition of small areas of the relevant state 
forests to enable the realignment or the widening or to provide access to other lots within that area.  As I said, the 
Opposition has had an opportunity to examine the proposals at length, and we support the proposals contained in the 
motion. 
HON CHRISTINE SHARP (South West) [12.10 pm]:  The Greens (WA) will support the revocation motion before 
the House today.  I do not intend to provide further detail of each individual state forest revocation, as Hon George Cash 
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has provided the House with the detail of each proposal.  However, I will make some general comments on the process.  
Members need to remind themselves that for many decades after the formation of the Forests Department in 1918 until 
the proclamation of the Land Administration Act, it was not necessary for Parliament to be involved in the procedure 
for taking land out of state forest solely for road purposes.  After the proclamation of the Land Administration Act in 
1998, the former Department of Land Administration advised that the longstanding practice of resuming roads from 
state forest as an administrative process, using the provisions of the Public Works Act or the Local Government Act, 
could no longer occur and that parliamentary approval would henceforth be required to excise a proposed road from 
state forest.  Therefore, since 1998 there has been a formal requirement for parliamentary approval of any clearing of 
state forest, known as revocation, for the purpose of roadworks. 

However, what we find in this package before us this morning, which deals with 11 different areas of state forest and 12 
separate revocations, is that in fact, with the exception of area No 2, which is an upgrade of Muirs Highway to the east 
of Manjimup, all the revocations have already happened.  Therefore, we find ourselves acting as a parliamentary rubber 
stamp for excisions that have already occurred.  For example, in area No 1, which relates to the widening of South 
Western Highway at Mullalyup, roadworks took place last year.  In area No 3, the widening and realignment of part of 
Vasse Highway south of Nannup actually occurred in the mid 1990s.  Therefore, as Hon George Cash explained, we are 
really commenting after the event. 

The only area that is a proposed excision from state forest on the ground is area No 2, which is the excision of 
8.45 hectares situated 20 kilometres south east of Manjimup on Muirs Highway.  I am satisfied that the road safety 
requirements of that stretch of highway are such that the proposed upgrade, which removes some of the dangerous 
bends, is justified on the grounds of road safety.  Muirs Highway, particularly the section closer to Manjimup, is a very 
dangerous section of road, and has become considerably more dangerous in recent years because of the very large 
number of blue gum plantations that have been established in the area between Manjimup and Mt Barker, particularly 
around Rocky Gully.  We are seeing in the area a significant increase in the number of road trains carting blue gum 
logs, which is in addition to the traditional users of the road.  I am therefore satisfied that there is a real case on the 
ground of road safety for the excision to take place. 

I have been given a briefing on the proposed revocations.  I have been informed that the package the House is 
considering this morning will complete the updating of the backlog of areas for which work has already been 
undertaken.  One hopes that, from this point on, it is the intention of the relevant government departments to follow the 
due process set out under the Land Administration Act and to bring forest revocations before Parliament prior to the 
excision of land and the removal of trees.  There has been a regular contempt of the parliamentary process in the sense 
that administrative processes have not been updated quickly enough to follow changes in the law.  It is clearly not a 
very satisfactory situation.  I am very pleased that, with the passage of the revocations today, we will clear that up.  I 
ask the minister to put on record the policy of the Government on future forest revocations.  I hope she will be able to 
provide an assurance that due process will be followed in future and that consultation with the Parliament will be at the 
beginning of the process and not after the fact. 

Having said that, the Greens (WA) are pleased to assist in bringing the backlog up to date and to support the 
revocations.  The upgrade of Muirs Highway is supported by a strong road safety argument.  However, when I travel 
that section of highway in future I will regret that some of the scenic beauty will be affected by the revocation, 
notwithstanding the proposed re-inclusion of another 4.25 hectares into state forest when the current road alignment is 
progressively rehabilitated.  Members will be aware that, technically speaking, to entirely recreate our native forest is a 
virtually impossible task.  That is not fully understood.  That is why any issue of revocation of state forest needs to be 
taken extremely seriously.  With those words of caution I am pleased to support the motion. 

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan - Minister for Local Government and Regional Development) 
[12.18 pm]:  The motion is clearly outlined before the House.  I thank Hon George Cash and Hon Chrissy Sharp for 
their contributions and support for the proposed revocations of portions of state forest.  I will not cover each of the 
portions of state forest at any length because Hon George Cash has done that most adequately.   

The state forest revocation motion was tabled in this House some time ago, and it proposes to partially revoke the 
dedication of 11 state forests.  There are 12 distinct proposals, which have a combined area of 67.9 hectares.  The 
revocations have been endorsed by the Conservation Commission of Western Australia, which is an independent 
vesting body for state forest and conservation reserves in WA.  Hon Christine Sharp is quite correct when she makes the 
point that this is pretty much a housekeeping exercise to formalise the roads that have been built over previous years 
and, in some cases, over previous decades.  I am sure that the House will agree that it is timely that this should be 
occurring.  The situation has arisen as a result of the changes that came into effect with the proclamation of the Land 
Administration Act in 1998 requiring that excision from state forests were required to undergo parliamentary scrutiny.  
With regard to the general comment raised by Hon Christine Sharp that the Parliament should be looking at this before 
the event rather than after the event, the Government is happy to give her an undertaking that the process, as it has 
occurred with these specific revocations, will not occur in this manner in the future.  I want to assure the House that 
from this point on it is our intent to follow due process as per the requirements of the Land Administration Act.  Having 
said that, I understand that that is the position of the Minister for the Environment, and this has already been conveyed 



8862 [COUNCIL - Wednesday, 1 December 2004] 

 

to the honourable member.  I want to reaffirm our commitment and put it on record.  Having made those comments, I 
ask that the House support the motion.   
Question put and passed. 

CONSUMER CREDIT (WESTERN AUSTRALIA) CODE REGULATIONS AMENDMENT ORDER 2004 
Motion 

Resumed from 23 November on the following motion moved by Hon Nick Griffiths (Minister for Housing and 
Works) - 

That the draft Consumer Credit (Western Australia) Code Regulations Amendment Order 2004, laid on the 
Table of the Legislative Council on Tuesday, 9 November 2004, pursuant to section 6B of the Consumer 
Credit (Western Australia) Act 1996, be approved, and the Council invite the Legislative Assembly to agree to 
a similar resolution. 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [12.23 pm]:  In the absence of the Hon 
Simon O’Brien, who would normally handle this matter, I will endeavour to respond to the motion.  I indicate that the 
Opposition supports it.  As I understand things, given the very short period I have had to look at this matter, variation to 
the regulations relating to consumer credit need to be referred to both Houses for their consideration.  It seems that we 
operate under a uniform approach in which changes to the Queensland regulations do not automatically apply to 
Western Australia, but they do to other parts of Australia.  When the Queensland regulations are to be changed, they are 
to be referred to both Houses of the Western Australian Parliament for their consideration, and the law provides that the 
regulations be referred to the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and General Purposes for its consideration.  
The recommendation of the twenty-first committee report dated November 2004 states - 

The Committee recommends that if the House is asked to approve the draft Consumer Credit (Western 
Australia) Code Regulations Amendment Order 2004, then it be approved. 

Therefore, the recommendation of the committee is that we agree to the new amendments contained in the Queensland 
legislation concerning consumer finance.  I will not go into the details of what the particular changes refer to, other than 
to say that the committee has considered the issues carefully and, as is its wont, has come forward with a 
recommendation and a report that finds the Opposition’s approval.   
HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan - Minister for Local Government and Regional Development) 
[12.26 pm]:  I thank the Opposition for its support.  In January 2003, the Ministerial Council on Consumer Affairs, a 
national body that is responsible for authorising changes to the code, approved the drafting of the regulation to amend 
the template consumer credit regulations of 1995 as set out by the 1994 Act.  Currently, section 66(1) and 66(1a) of that 
code provides that a debtor who is reasonably unable because of illness or unemployment to meet his obligations under 
a credit contract and who reasonably expects to be able to discharge his obligations if the term of the contract is 
changed can apply to a credit provider or government consumer agency for assistance to effect such a change.  
However, under the provisions of section 66(3), sections 66, 67, and 69 of the code would not apply to a credit contract 
under which the maximum amount of credit that is or may be provided is more than $125 000, or such amount as may 
be prescribed by regulations.  This amount has been prescribed since 1996 and is now well below the current average 
household borrowings.  Basically, this amendment will lift the threshold to make it a bit more realistic, as many people 
these days have borrowings far in excess of $125 000.  The new provision will prescribe the amount as being 110 per 
cent of the average loan size for the purchase of new dwellings in New South Wales.  The average loan size is defined 
as the amount set out in the publication Housing Finance, Australia, which is published quarterly by the Australian 
Bureau of Statistics.  In July 2004, the average loan size was $288 000, which appears to be more realistic.  This 
amount of borrowings is not unusual, particularly given the escalation of housing prices, and is simply more reflective 
of what is happening in the housing sector.  The change seeks to increase the dollar-ceiling threshold for the application 
of the hardship provisions of the code, as has been outlined.  This will ensure consistency in the application of the code 
for consumers who borrow more than $125 000.  Western Australian consumers are better off than consumers 
elsewhere in Australia because they can apply to the Department of Consumer and Employment Protection for 
assistance in negotiating a change in the term of a contract.  That is a result of the separate provisions that were retained 
in the Western Australian code.  In other States, consumers must seek an order from a court, which is a much more 
expensive process in trying to get justice.  With those few words, I thank the Opposition for its support.  I support the 
motion.  
Question put and passed.  
The Assembly acquainted accordingly.   

LIMITATION BILL 2004 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 10 November. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash):  There is notice of an instruction to the committee. 
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HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [12.30 pm]:  In light of the situation that has unfolded since 
I originally gave notice of the motion of instruction to the committee, I now no longer intend to proceed with the 
motion.  I believe the question before the House now is that the Bill be read a second time.   

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  I thank the Leader of the House for that.  Therefore, the question before the House is that 
the Limitation Bill 2004 be read a second time. 

Discharge of Order and Referral to Standing Committee on Legislation 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [12.31 pm]:  I move without notice -  

That the order of the day for the second reading of the Limitation Bill 2004 be discharged and the Bill be 
referred to the Standing Committee on Legislation.  

Very briefly, members will be aware that this Bill was referred to the Legislation Committee a week or so ago.  The 
Opposition put forward the suggestion to the Government that it may wish to split the Bill to enable the House to deal 
with some issues raised by the Australian Medical Association.  The Government was given time in which to consider 
that proposal; in fact, I put it to the Leader of the House on about Friday of last week.  I also indicated to him that the 
Opposition did not have the resources to do the technical work on the splitting of the Bill and that if the Government 
was prepared to go down that path, it would need to use the resources of parliamentary counsel to do the procedural 
work of splitting the Bill into two.  The splitting would be on the basis that those parts of the Bill that were of concern 
to the Australian Medical Association would be removed from the Bill and placed in a separate piece of legislation and 
the remaining parts of the legislation would be returned to the committee for its further consideration.   

The Government, by not moving the contingent motion to split the Bill when it gets to committee, obviously made the 
decision that it does not intend to go down that path; therefore, it is not the intention of the Government to split the Bill.  
My advice is that it was possible for the Government to do that.  I am also told that the Government may have the view 
that it cannot do it.  My view is that it will not do it rather than cannot do it.  We now have a situation in which the Bill 
in my view should return to the committee in its entirety for consideration.  I am sorry that the Government did not 
accept our proposition and suggestion for dealing with this matter.  The Government has chosen its course of action, 
and we must accept that. 
Clearly, only the Leader of the House can move the motion to split the Bill.  I am obviously unable to move that 
motion, which I would have supported had the leader in fact moved it.  We now have a situation in which the 
Government has to all intents and purposes rejected our suggestion that the Bill be split and, by not moving the motion, 
has not provided the House with an opportunity to do that.  We made the suggestion in good faith and the Government 
has not accepted our proposition, in which case it is our view, because of the nature of the Bill, that the Bill needs to go 
to a committee.   
Hon Peter Foss, whose opinion on legal matters I highly respect, is strongly of the view that because of the importance 
and complexity of this Bill, it should go to the Legislation Committee.  On all occasions when he makes such 
recommendations to me, I accept them.  All members should do the same.  When we consider the way in which the 
committee system has been able to scrutinise legislation over time and the significant benefits that have come from that 
process to the legislation that we now pass, members should always go down that path if they have the slightest doubt 
about a Bill.  That is the position we have taken.  That is why I move that the Bill be discharged and returned to the 
Legislation Committee.  I hope that between now and when the Parliament resumes after the election, the committee 
may have some time to do some work on it.  I indicate to the House, as I have indicated to the Australian Medical 
Association, that the moment the Parliament resumes after the election, if we should be the Government or even the 
Opposition, we will be very happy to deal with this Bill as a matter of urgency because of the issues that the Australian 
Medical Association has quite rightly raised.  I have, therefore, suggested to the Australian Medical Association that 
there may be a delay of a few months, but I assured the association that the Bill is not opposed by the Opposition.  It is, 
in fact, supported by the Opposition, but we believe very strongly that the Legislative Council must do its job properly, 
and the proper way to scrutinise a Bill of this magnitude is to refer it to the Standing Committee on Legislation.  
Therefore, in view of the fact that the Government is not prepared to split the Bill, we believe it should be referred back 
to the committee for its deliberations. 
HON JIM SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [12.35 pm]:  The Greens (WA) will support this motion.  Likewise, we would 
be unable to prevent the Bill from being passed.  It is very important legislation, dealing significantly with people’s 
rights and their corresponding responsibilities.  We believe that the issues in the legislation must be examined in some 
depth, rather than passing the Bill in the current hothouse situation that the House is in by cranking through legislation 
purely because it is getting close to the end of the sitting year.  This legislation should have arrived in this place much 
earlier to enable scrutiny by the House at the level required.  The only way it can be properly examined without causing 
further delay is for it to be referred to the committee.  It is a shame that the Bill has been struck at this time of the year, 
but it does need to be properly examined.  Therefore, although the Greens do not oppose the Bill and do not want to 
cause problems to any section of the community, we want the legislation that passes through this place to be good 
legislation, not legislation of which half works and half does not, and which would be back in this place in six months 
for repair. 
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HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [12.37 pm]:  I will not delay the House at all.  I simply 
thank the Leader of the Opposition and Hon Jim Scott for expressing their views.  The Government can anticipate the 
will of the House and I advise that, consistent with our earlier decision, we will not divide on this matter. 

It is also necessary to say that although I do not have an understanding of the fairly complicated basis of this legislation, 
I am advised that it would be a very complicated matter to separate those matters on the limitation amendments that 
concern one particular section of society from the rest of the legislation.  I am told that those matters are quite tightly 
intertwined.  On the advice I have been given, I accept that, and it is the Government’s position that it would be 
difficult.  It must also be noted that although one section of the community has been very vocal in its views about this 
legislation, obviously a Bill of this nature affects a much broader section of the community.  Therefore, simply splitting 
the Bill to achieve the ends sought by one group would not satisfy, for example, the Derby Agriculture Protection Board 
workers who may well be influenced by this decision.  The Government notes the will of the House without further 
comment. 

Question put and passed.   

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [12.40 pm]:  I move without notice -  

That the House, at its rising, adjourn to a date and time to be fixed by the President.   

Point of Order 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  My understanding is that this is the valedictory motion.  Traditionally, when the final 
adjournment is moved, the Leader of the House speaks first, followed by the Leader of the Opposition and other 
leaders, and that is followed by the valedictory speeches.  However, I am happy for that to be done the other way 
around if the Leader of the House wishes.   

Debate Resumed 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash):  Given the time, does the Leader of the House wish to commence 
debate on this motion at two o’clock?   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I think that would be a very good idea. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  The Leader of the House has invited me to leave the Chair until the ringing of the bells.  
If that be the wish of the House, that is what I shall do.   

Sitting suspended from 12.42 to 2.00 pm 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [2.00 pm]:  I take this opportunity to thank all members for 
their efforts and involvement over the past four years.  For my own part, the management of the House over the term of 
the Government has been challenging and interesting, particularly given the often competing demands that we make on 
each other and, of necessity, the demands that are made on the Leader of the House.  I have enjoyed working with 
honourable members.  I have tried to ensure that all members have had the opportunity to discharge their 
responsibilities as effectively as possible, within a Chamber that has been the centre and focus of debate during this 
term of Government.  I concede that not every member has applauded my management of the House, nonetheless I have 
sought to work on a consensual basis by taking the House forward to what has effectively been a new era - sometimes 
by evolution, sometimes by revolution.   

The way the House conducts itself now compared with the way it did when I was first elected, which does not seem 
such a long time ago, is pretty much chalk and cheese.  I first came to this place in 1992, when this House barely sat 
during the day; it was virtually a night-time House only, and all-night sittings were common if not usual.  It was a 
different place from what it is now, following the innovation of the weekly bulletin.  Not so long ago we worked out in 
which direction we were going with the day’s business by consulting a 42-page notice paper and taking a guess at what 
matters might be dealt with.  The introduction of a one-page daily bulletin seems to have made life much easier.  It was 
the will of the House to develop and adopt the sessional order, which is a very good thing.  The sessional order was not 
introduced by the Government; it actually grew out of a will by the House to improve the way it functioned.  That is 
why the sessional order has worked very well.  Although it has had detractors, the order grew from the will of the 
House and has worked very well.  On the whole, those innovations have been remarkably successful.  With 
considerable discipline, the Government 95 per cent of the time has stuck to the weekly bulletin and daily program.  I 
note that Hon Dee Margetts is not here, so I do not expect to be contradicted in that statement.  I wish the Leader of the 
House in the next session, whomever it will be, depending on the will of the people, success in emulating that 
discipline.   
I think members will agree that the adoption of the sessional order undoubtedly modernised the operation of the House 
and improved its capacity to consider both official and non-official business.  A measure of improved capacity is the 
fact that Parliament has passed this year some very large and complex Bills into law.  These included the Workers’ 
Compensation Reform Bill; the State Administrative Tribunal Bill; the State Administrative Tribunal (Conferral of 
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Jurisdiction) Amendment and Repeal Bill 2003, which comprised some 700 pages and was considered by a committee 
for around 12 months; and the Human Reproductive Technology Amendment Bill 2003, which is another example of 
the complex and controversial Bills considered.  It is true that the Government has not been able to pass all its desired 
legislative program.  However, with the patience and understanding of the House, the Government has had the 
cooperation of all parties in pursuing its legislative objectives.  I note the cooperation the House has shown towards the 
Government’s legislative aims in the past couple of weeks in particular.  It must be approaching 80 Bills that the House 
has passed this year - 

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  It’s 84 Bills. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I thank Hon Bruce Donaldson very much.  I did not know that figure; it is a significant number of 
Bills.  Even more significant was the complicated nature, sheer size and controversial nature of some of those Bills.  It 
is a remarkable achievement.   

I hope the House in the next term, after a period of reflection, will consider the merits of the sessional order and the 
benefits it brought to the Government and the Opposition.  I cannot afford to say who I think benefited most from the 
arrangement, but it is important to remember that it was adopted by agreement because it was in the interests of all 
parties.  On reflection, one of the strongest aspects of the sessional order from the Government’s viewpoint was that it 
allowed government legislation to be dealt with during the first part of the day, which made an enormous contribution 
to the way in which the House dealt with that legislation.   

Although Mr President is absent today, I place on record my thanks to the President for his efforts on behalf of the 
House during his presidency of this place.  I congratulate the President for his efforts in completing the extensions to 
our side of Parliament House, which we have looked forward to for a long time.  I also refer to the success he achieved 
in conducting the first regional sitting of this Chamber, which occurred in Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  We are almost at the 
end of the State’s 175th anniversary celebrations, and it is fitting to celebrate this place as the focus of Western 
Australia’s democracy.  The vision members have for the future is a fitting testimony to the President’s stewardship of 
the Legislative Council.  

As always, I thank Hon George Cash for his work as Chairman of Committees.  George brings to this place a level of 
calm competence, and we frequently need reminding of that requirement.  His capacity to instil that high degree of 
professionalism that he carries with him everywhere is very much appreciated.  During this thirty-sixth Parliament Hon 
George Cash has overseen some of the most challenging and difficult committee debates ever.  I congratulate the 
Chairman of Committees on his steady and sure hand on getting that job done.  I thank also the Deputy Chairmen of 
Committees for their assistance in the management of the business of the House.  They have carried out their role - 
sometimes in periods of great difficulty - with great calmness, skill and professionalism.  The evidence of that is the 
way in which the House has always been well controlled.  Sometimes the Deputy Chairmen are not too sure what to do 
next procedurally, but that is not something for which the Leader of the House will criticise them. 

I express warm thanks also to my ministerial colleagues Hon Nick Griffiths and Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich.  At the end of 
this term the Minister for Housing and Works, Hon Nick Griffiths - who is not here with us this week; he is having a 
deserved change - has probably had the carriage of more legislation than any other minister of this Parliament.  It would 
require some analysis, but it is probably fair to say that he has probably handled more Bills in four years than any other 
minister ever.  It would be an interesting statistic to find. 

Hon Ken Travers:  I would have thought that accolade would go to Hon Joe Berinson. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  It was Joe I was thinking of who may have done more.  I would like to see the figures.  It would 
be an interesting statistic.  Regardless of the result of a consideration of those statistics, nobody would deny that Hon 
Nick Griffiths has carried a huge legislative workload, as has his opposite number, Hon Peter Foss.  We have all 
enjoyed the engagement between Hon Peter Foss and Hon Nick Griffiths, even though sometimes we walk outside the 
Chamber muttering about lawyers.  Hon Nick Griffiths has worked very effectively to ensure that the Government has 
secured its legislative outcomes in a pragmatic, fair and timely fashion.  I thank Hon Nick Griffiths for his outstanding 
intellectual contribution to the Government’s legislative program over the past four years. 

I thank our newest ministerial colleague, Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, for her tireless support and assistance.  I wish her all 
the very best.  I think she has a brilliant career as a minister ahead of her.  In the very short time she has been a minister, 
she has established herself as an able minister both inside and outside the Chamber.  A measure of her effectiveness has 
been the level of excitement she is always able to arouse from the Opposition.  I am not sure how she got Hon Norman 
Moore to talk about the Kamasutra, but it got her excited as well! 

Hon Norman Moore:  It got her more excited than me!  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I thank also Hon Tom Stephens for his assistance and support.  I most certainly wish him well for 
his candidacy in the coming election.  I feel certain that the Leader of the Opposition would also be very pleased to see 
Hon Tom Stephens elected to a seat in the other place. 

Hon Norman Moore:  I am lost for words.  I could not think of anything to say. 
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Hon KIM CHANCE:  I certainly wish the Leader of the Opposition well personally.  The tactical management of the 
House has frequently been an engaging contest.  I thank the Leader of the Opposition for not only the contributions he 
has made and his leadership of the Opposition for the benefit of the Chamber, but also the advice he has been able to 
give me about how to better manage this House. 

Members will have noticed that the parliamentary secretaries have continued to wear their responsibilities well.  I am 
sure that their experience over the past four years will stand them in good stead for their future careers.  I thank them for 
taking on their difficult roles and for acquitting those roles so brilliantly.  The role of a parliamentary secretary is 
entirely thankless.  Although parliamentary secretaries are expected to do the things that ministers are expected to be 
able to do, they are not given the capacity to control the events that lead to the answers that they give, for example, to 
questions asked either during question time or when they have carriage of a Bill.  It is a difficult role and one that I have 
never experienced, having come straight to my current role from opposition.  The contribution that all the parliamentary 
secretaries have made to this place over the past four years has been extremely valuable.   

My thanks go also to Hon Ed Dermer for his meticulous and effective conduct as Whip, and to Hon Kate Doust for her 
work as his deputy.  All leaders take comfort in having an adequate numbers person or people behind them.  At the end 
of the day if the Whips do not deliver the numbers, it does not matter what we say and do in this place; we might as well 
not have done anything at all.   

I also thank all other government members for their advice, support and contributions.  The role of a government 
backbencher is difficult.  It requires a lot of tolerance and understanding, not to mention patience.  I thank them all for 
their advice and advocacy.   

My warm appreciation goes to the members of the Greens (WA) for their efforts and for making a substantial 
contribution to the life of this Chamber.  In particular I congratulate my old friend and colleague Hon Jim Scott on his 
career and his contribution to this House.  He has established a real parliamentary presence for himself.  He has made a 
mark for himself and his party both inside and outside this place, of which he can be justifiably proud.  Hon Jim Scott 
has served his party and the interests of the green movement well.  I congratulate him on that.  As most members are 
aware, Hon Jim Scott and I are twins.  We were born on the same day, we come from the same town, we went to the 
same school - 
Hon Dee Margetts:  You were swapped at birth.   
Hon KIM CHANCE:  Yes, we were swapped at birth. 
Hon Ken Travers:  So you’re really a greenie!   
Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am really a greenie.  Members can see the similarities between Hon Jim Scott’s basic line and 
my own.  I am sadly misunderstood in this place!  It seems strange, because Hon Jim Scott and I did not have anything 
much to do with one another for 20-odd years before he came to this place.  His becoming a member of this place 
seemed to be like the closing of a circle: we had been close for many years - we had farmed alongside each other and 
played football together - and then there was a gap when we barely knew that the other existed, and then we ended up 
sitting alongside each other in this House, just behind where Hon Ray Halligan now sits.  It was a strange set of ironic 
circumstances that led to that.  Thank you, Jim, for your contribution to this place.   

I acknowledge and congratulate Hon Christine Sharp for her part in making the Greens (WA) and its platform a real 
part of Western Australia’s political landscape.  I particularly congratulate her for her efforts in the south west region.  I 
know just how tough some of those issues have been for her personally.  I know that some of the issues that she has 
taken up have not been popular in some areas with everybody.  They have been controversial, leading edge and tough 
issues, and such things take a toll.  I thank Hon Christine Sharp for sticking at it.  She and I have not always agreed on 
all those issues.  The bottom line is that I have always had great respect for the way in which Hon Christine Sharp has 
brought forward issues, and for the honesty and sincerity of her views.   
I also express my thanks to the Independents.  I think I am supposed to call them Independents now.  I still think of the 
three of them as people who came into this place representing a party.  I know they have all gone their own way.  I 
thank them for their active representation of their constituencies and their often lively contributions to debates.  This 
would have been a much more boring place without these three guys.  As I have said and acknowledged, they have also 
brought a breath of fresh air to this place on occasions, and I thank them also for that.  This is an unusual House in that 
the percentage of Independents and minor party members is very large pro rata our total membership.  It has borne not 
only some unique challenges in the management of this place, but also some unique qualities.   
For the retiring members, I wish Hon Peter Foss, Hon Derrick Tomlinson and Hon Bill Stretch all the very best.  I 
acknowledge the enormous contribution that the three of them have made to public and parliamentary life, all in 
different ways and all about different aspects of society.  The three of them have made a particular and notable 
contribution.  If I may presume to speak on behalf of other Western Australians, I thank them on behalf of the Western 
Australian community.   
I express my warm appreciation and that of my fellow members in this House for the guidance and advice that has been 
provided by the Clerk of the Legislative Council and the Clerk of the Parliaments, Mr Laurie Marquet.  I thank Laurie, 
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who has ever proved a sage counsellor, even for those times when we did not agree with his counsel and perhaps 
particularly for those times when we did not agree with his counsel!  I also acknowledge the work of the Clerk’s 
assistants, Nigel Pratt and Mia Betjeman, and the Usher of the Black Rod, Malcolm Peacock.  My eternal thanks to the 
Clerk’s executive assistant, Janeen Robertson, who has worked so hard to keep the House going over the years and must 
deal with our last minute changes of mind.  I express thanks for the tireless and professional advice of the staff of the 
Chamber and of the Legislative Council Procedure Office, Chris Hunt, Peter Gale, Val Di Giusto and Grant Hitchcock.  
We welcome Grant to the Legislative Council for the first time this year.  I also thank the President’s steward, Brian 
Conn, and the President’s personal assistant, Lorraine Coogan.   

In relation to committees and their operations, members have been ably supported by a number of people whom I will 
name, but I will speak about them collectively for a moment.  This House exists in large part because of the work that is 
carried out by its committees, as should be the case for any House that claims to be a House of Review.  We can do 
things in this Chamber, and of course we do, to work through and analyse the Government’s legislation and any other 
matters that are brought before us.  In large part, it is the contribution that the committees make that really brings 
forward the value that this place adds to the parliamentary process.  Sometimes committees have been asked to do some 
extraordinary things, because as our workload increases more and more, we impose some quite extraordinary demands 
on the committees, and they just keep on delivering.  I think that is remarkable.  Those members who are more closely 
associated with the committees will understand exactly what I mean when I say that.  The workloads have been very 
severe indeed.  On behalf of the House, I thank Kerry-Jayne Braat, Rhys Brown, Kelly Campbell, Stefanie Dobro, 
David Driscoll, Johanna Edwards, Paul Grant, Lisa Hanna, Sheena Hutchison, Felicity Mackie, Jan Paniperis, Kay 
Sampson, Anne Turner, Mark Warner, Denise Wong, Anna Birmingham, Bronwyn Kerr and the articled clerks, Gary 
Cooper, Lillian Makinda, Naomi Robinson, Peta Skidmore and Tony Sullivan.  I know that all members will want to 
join me in thanking them for their excellent assistance and advice on the many committee inquiries that have been held 
in the life of this Parliament. 

There is one other member whom I have so far omitted to mention.  That, of course, is our friend and colleague Hon 
Alan Cadby.  Alan also will probably not be with us next year.  I think everybody in this place has a very soft spot in 
their heart for Alan.  He has proved to be not only a very capable bloke intellectually, but also a person whom we can 
all relate to as a very decent person and a committed member of this House.  I think perhaps the greatest thing I can say 
about Alan, given his relative youth, is that I feel sure he will again make a contribution to the Western Australian 
Parliament, in one House or the other.  I sincerely hope that is the case, because he is a person who has an enormous 
capacity to make that contribution.  He has the will to do that, and I believe that while he maintains that will, he will 
ultimately make another contribution to this place.  I sincerely hope so. 

I will go back to the committees for a moment.  I have referred to the fact that we have put some enormous demands on 
the capacity, dedication and talent of the people who work so hard to support our committees.  However, because those 
committees are out of sight, sometimes we do not quite recognise that in a timely way.  I will give an illustration of that 
for those of us who are not involved with the committees on a day-to-day basis.  I understand that in the past couple of 
weeks the committee office has facilitated the publication and tabling of no fewer than 11 committee reports.  Having 
had experience on committees before and knowing the amount of agony involved in getting one of those reports out, the 
idea of doing 11 of them collectively over a two or three-week period is quite amazing. 

Very importantly, I would also like to extend my thanks on behalf of all of us to Teena Beale, Janice Shaw and Rebecca 
Howlett for their support of the ministers in this place, and also to the other Parliamentary Services Department staff. 

My eternal thanks, as always, go to those amazing people of Hansard for carrying out what is an often thankless task of 
recording the debates in this House.  I want to record also my bewilderment that anybody is able to do the job that they 
do.  It obviously involves some spectacular skills.  I am reminded of my friend, colleague and former office mate in this 
place, Hon Tom Helm, who was inclined to be somewhat loquacious, especially late at night, when his Scouse accent 
used to come through stronger than usual.  Sometimes even he thought he was not making a whole lot of sense, but he 
said, “Those people in Hansard are just amazing, because I say all these things, and then I pick up the green dupes in the 
morning and it all makes sense.  They are just wonderful people.”  I think we all feel a bit like that from time to time. 

I extend my thanks to Andrew Gardos and the catering staff.  I will take just a moment to reflect sadly on the 
unexpected and very sad passing of our friend Marian Woods.  Marian was a woman whose warmth and helpfulness 
made our lives here so much more pleasant.  She was certainly regarded by me, as she was by a number of us here, as a 
personal friend and sometimes an adviser.  Sometimes she was an adviser when she was not asked for the advice, but 
even that was welcome as well.  She was a lovely, very intelligent lady, and one whom I miss greatly, and I know other 
members do also. 

I also thank Russell Bremner for his management of the Parliament.  I thank Russell’s staff for their support of this 
place.  I extend my best wishes to them all for the festive season.  I also thank two other miracle workers at the 
switchboard, Cathy and Marilyn, for their renowned patience and omniscient ability to answer any query at all.   

I also thank the gardeners - Charlie and his team - and Hugh for keeping the rubbish out of the corridors.  Thanks go to 
Cookie for keeping things fixed, as he does, and Peter Pascoe for answering the telephone when he is needed.  Thanks 
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go to Vince Pacecca who is usually nowhere near his telephone when he is needed, but he is always great to have 
around somewhere.  Importantly, our thanks go to Ken Craig and the security staff who, in the current climate, have 
served the Parliament diligently and discreetly.  Sadly, security has become a high-risk task in the world today.  Ken’s 
firm courtesy to members of the public projects an aura of safety and discipline.  He does that without detracting from 
the public’s quite proper sense that the Parliament is, in the final analysis, its place and that the public is entitled to be 
here. 

I finally thank one person and it may give members a hint about the author of this speech.  Any deficiencies in this 
speech can therefore be accurately ascribed.  I thank my ministerial staff, especially Daggers.  I will not read any of the 
other things he has written.  At times, my parliamentary staff work under extraordinary pressure.  I even sometimes tell 
them to do the odd thing!  They have done that with their normal sense of dignity and optimism and all the things a 
person thinks of when he thinks of Daggers.  Members are laughing!   

I have enjoyed the past four years more than members can possibly imagine.  One of the main reasons I have done so is 
the company of members.  For whatever challenges it may have involved, I respect every one of my colleagues.  The 
State has been in good hands over the past four years.  I wish everyone a safe and rewarding Christmas, a happy new 
year, and, for members on the other side of the House, I hope they have the worst possible luck at the next election. 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [2.32 pm]:  I will make a few comments 
at the close of this session, make some acknowledgments and extend thanks to people.  I will do that before making a 
few general comments about some of the issues mentioned by the Leader of the House. 

I extend my thanks to the President, Hon John Cowdell, for a job very well done over the past four years.  He is retiring 
at the end of this term.  I wish him well in his retirement.  I thank him for his impartiality, good humour and the 
significant contribution he has made to Parliament House.  The extension and improvements are very much due to his 
determination and dedication to this institution.  I thank him for his contribution to the 175th anniversary celebrations, as 
well as the many events that have been held at Parliament House.  Those events have been very enjoyable indeed and 
worthwhile in the overall context of the Western Australian Parliament as it moves beyond its 100th anniversary and 
goes forward in the history of our democracy.  I suspect there may be another occasion in the near future to farewell 
Hon John Cowdell and thank him in a different environment. 

I also thank the Chairman of Committees, Hon George Cash.  I am looking forward to him being the President in 2005.  
I suspect that that is enough said as he is highly regarded by members on both sides of the House for the magnificent 
way in which he has conducted himself as the President and in the past four years as the Chairman of Committees.  I 
thank him most sincerely for the work he does in this Chamber and for the advice and support he gives me a personal 
level.  I am very grateful for that.  I similarly thank the Deputy Chairmen of Committees for the contribution they have 
made to the smooth running of the Chamber.   

Being the opposition Whip is pretty hard because we always keep losing by one, and Hon Bruce Donaldson has been 
able to maintain that record over the past four years.  We are looking forward to the future occasion when he wins by 
one, and that would do after the next election, if we can manage to make it happen.  I thank him for his loyalty and 
support, and the way in which he has ensured that the other members of the “black hand gang” are here when they are 
supposed to be and voting when they need to be.  In that sense, I thank my colleagues most sincerely for their ongoing 
support and the conscientious way in which they have gone about doing their job in this Chamber over the past four 
years.  Going from being a member of a Government to a member of the Opposition is not pleasant, and most of us on 
this side of the House have had to do that.  Rearranging one’s thinking from being, hopefully, a member in a positive 
Government to a member in a negative Opposition is not all that easy.  However, I thank my colleagues for the 
tremendous amount of work they have done in making sure that we have done our job properly as an Opposition with 
the legislation and the other things that happen in this Chamber.   

In respect of our honorary member of the “black hand gang” Hon Murray Criddle, we are now in coalition so we are on 
the same team.  Murray has looked after his party very well.  He has never had disputes in his party and he seems to win 
all the time, which is something we would all look forward to happening to us, I suspect.   

I also thank the Leader of the House for his comments today; I appreciate them very much.  I have enjoyed the way in 
which he and I have been able to discuss and resolve issues in what I think is a sensible and mature way.  This is a place 
in which we spend most of our life arguing about things.  However, it is important to be able to agree on things and 
work together to make sure that the Chamber itself works properly.  At the end of the day, our obligation is to make 
sure that the Parliament works, and that the legislation that comes out of this sausage machine is good legislation for the 
people of Western Australia.  People often forget that our job is to make law.  If the law is no good, the community 
suffers, and it is our job to make it as good as we can.   

As the Leader of the House said, Hon Nick Griffiths handled an enormous amount of legislation.  I have enormous 
regard for Hon Nick Griffiths, and I congratulate him on the way in which he has handled his role in this House and the 
enormous amount of work he has done on behalf of the Government.  I think the Leader of the House was probably 
right when he said that Hon Nick Griffiths may well have handled more legislation than anybody else.  Hon Peter Foss 
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is probably in the same category because they both worked on the same Bills.  Hon Nick Griffiths is to be congratulated 
on the work he has done.   

I hope that the new minister, Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, joins her predecessor Hon Tom Stephens as being one of the 
shortest serving ministers in the Legislative Council.  I think Hon Tom Stephens served for about four or five weeks the 
first time around.  I hope that Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich is not a minister after the next election, but she is learning, and she 
will be an interesting person if she remains in the job.  How terribly sorry I am that Hon Tom Stephens is not still here - 
that comment has a big exclamation mark after it.   

Hon Louise Pratt:  Sarcasm doesn’t come out well with you.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I know it does not.  Everybody knows that Hon Tom Stephens and I had our disagreements, 
but on many occasions we agreed on a lot of things.  In a funny sort of way, we had a friendship that was a bit unusual, 
but it was able to survive the 20 or so years that we have been adversaries in this Chamber.  Obviously, I do not wish 
him well in the next election, and we will see what happens with that particular seat.   

The Leader of the House mentioned John Dagostino.  John is a very professional operator.  He has always been very 
courteous to me, and provided a very important link between my office and the office of the Leader of the House.  I 
thank him most sincerely for that.   

It is a great idea having parliamentary secretaries.  Having been a minister in this Chamber trying to handle a third of all 
the legislation, it is hard work, and my former ministerial colleagues will attest to that.  Having three or four 
parliamentary secretaries takes an enormous load off ministers in handling legislation, and after the election I suspect 
there will be three or four parliamentary secretaries regardless of who the Government might be at that time.   

It is difficult being a backbencher in Government, and I acknowledge the work that all the government members have 
done, particularly on committees and things of that nature.   

The Greens (WA) members have made a very conscientious contribution to the Chamber.  They add a new dimension 
to the sorts of arguments we have in here.  It is certainly a change from the days when the Chamber comprised only 
Labor, Liberal and a couple of National Party members, and when debates were fairly predictable.  Debates are now 
unpredictable because of some of the views of our Independent and Greens (WA) colleagues.  Perhaps the spectrum of 
debate in this House has broadened as a result of Greens and former One Nation members - they are now Independents - 
being members of this Chamber.  The Independent members of this Chamber - Frank, Paddy and John - work 
extraordinarily hard in their electorates.  I would not be the slightest bit surprised if we see them back again after the 
next election.  If working in one’s electorate counts for being re-elected, they have every prospect of being here next 
year.   

Hon Alan Cadby is an Independent member of this Chamber these days.  I do not want to be critical of my party, but 
one of the biggest mistakes it has made in recent times was not re-endorsing Hon Alan Cadby, whose capacity I admire 
tremendously.  We have become good friends, and I was absolutely devastated when the party decided that he would 
not be one of us at the next election.  However, maybe he will attach himself to another party and finish up back in the 
Chamber.  I would not be unhappy about that, so long as it does not happen at the Liberal Party’s expense.   

I now refer to the Clerk, the honourable Laurie Marquet.  He could be considered an honourable member, because he 
been here long enough and he has made more political decisions than most of us!  Perhaps we could call him 
“honourable”; he could take the title away with him when he retires in 30 years!  I have always appreciated the support, 
advice and help he has given me over the years.  He is a real servant of the House, which is so important to him.  I know 
at times that the things we do and the suggestions we put forward do not meet with his satisfaction.  However, he is a 
Rock of Gibraltar and ensures that the House continues to do what it is designed to do.  He often brings us back to the 
reality of what this House is about.  Long may Laurie continue to be a servant of this Chamber.   

Laurie has three good assistants who are learning the ropes very well.  In fact, they are doing an extraordinarily good 
job.  Of course, I refer to Nigel, Mia and Malcolm.  I thank them most sincerely for their ongoing contributions.  
Whenever Laurie moves on, I know that the House will still be in good hands.  I thank them for that.   

I thank the Chamber staff - Chris, Peter, Brian and Grant - for the good-natured and enthusiastic way in which they look 
after our every interest.  When we press our buttons, they always rush across the Chamber to meet our every needs.  I 
thank them again for the way in which they look after us all.  

Janeen Robertson does extraordinary things for this Chamber.  She is a very efficient and capable young lady.  I thank 
her most sincerely.  I ran into Val Di Giusto the other day in the Legislative Council Procedures Office.  I think it must 
have been Tuesday morning.  She said, “This seems like groundhog day.  Here we go again; we are doing exactly the 
same thing this week as we did last week.”  She was embarrassed when she said that, because she is not supposed to say 
that sort of thing to members of Parliament.  That is Val, and I thank her for the work she does.  I also thank Teena 
Beale, whom I have known for some time.  She used to work with me when I was Leader of the House.  I thank Janice 
and Rebecca, who are highly efficient and competent young ladies.  They do a tremendous amount of work on behalf of 
the Government and all members of the Chamber.   
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The Leader of the House mentioned the Legislative Council committee staff.  He read out their names, so I will not do 
that.  However, I cannot believe how many committee staff there are.  Without in any way reflecting on the committee 
system, I can recall a time when one person looked after committees.  In fact, one of the Leader of the House’s 
predecessors, Joe Berinson, got rid of the person we had because the Legislative Council was not doing what the 
Government wanted it to do.  In punishing the Legislative Council, the committee system finished up with no staff at 
all.  However, when the Leader of the House read from the list today, I realised how much things have changed.  I am 
sure that things will not change back again.  Having been on a committee during the past couple of years, I am 
overwhelmed at how capable the system has become compared with what it used to be like when we did not have any 
staff and when it was hard to get things done.  The capacity of the committee office is quite extraordinary, and that is 
reflected in the quality of its investigations, inquiries and reports.  I thank the committee staff and congratulate them on 
a job well done.   

I thank Ken Craig and security.  Things have changed around here.  I lost my parking space because of a change in 
security, which meant I could not park my car in front of the House.  However, the gardens look fantastic.  I thank the 
gardening staff for the work that they do.  It is sad that we need the level of security that is now becoming necessary, 
but I guess that is the way in which the world is headed.  I share the leader’s view about Hansard.  How its staff turn 
some of our ramblings into prose is beyond me, but they seem to do it on a regular basis, and very well indeed.  The 
dining room staff are always supportive and very helpful.  The dining room provides an excellent service.  I am one of 
those who use it regularly.  I wish more members did.  One of these days we might find that the service has gone 
because it is not being used enough.  We all knew Marian Woods and we have all had a little to say about Marian’s life.  
The dining room is a sadder place as a result of her passing.  We all think back with a great deal of pleasure and the 
relationship we were able to develop with her.  Cathy and Marilyn, the telephonists in the post office, do brilliant work.  
They provide a great service to members.  Tony, Enid and Georgia in my office all work very hard.  They are all loyal 
and do a good job for the Opposition.  I appreciate them very much indeed.   

I will quickly comment on the retiring members of whom I am aware.  Some members will be retiring but do not know 
about it yet!  However, some do know about it and I will quickly comment on those.  I suspect that the time will come 
when we can talk about their contributions in greater detail.  Hon Bill Stretch has been here for a very long time.  He is 
a very wise person.  Whenever Bill makes any suggestion to me about anything, I take it on board absolutely, because 
Bill is a person with a lot of experience of a lot of issues.  His very wise counsel is so appreciated by all his colleagues. 

I am sorry that Hon Peter Foss is leaving Parliament.  We should have tried a little harder to encourage him to take a 
different course of action for his future.  Peter is quite a special member.  He has a brilliant intellect and understanding 
of the law - not just the law but everything one can think of.  Peter Foss is one of the few people I know who knows 
everything about everything.  I am not even being facetious; it is a fact.  It does not matter what issue or subject one 
raises, Peter knows all about it.  He can tell us 10 times more about the subject than we know.  That is just the nature of 
the man.  He has an extraordinary memory and intellect.  He will be very sadly missed in this Chamber.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson, who is Peter’s close friend, is of a similar ilk.  He is another extraordinary parliamentarian 
who has taken on the job of being a member in a way that has seen him make a magnificent contribution to this 
Chamber, its inquiries, its research and its legislation, particularly in the field of education.  Hon Derrick Tomlinson did 
some work for me when I was Minister for Education.  He turned out some brilliant work.  I thank him most sincerely 
for that.  I will have a chance further down the track to say more about his contribution.  I have also mentioned Hon 
Alan Cadby, who I sincerely hope will be here next time. 

Hon Jim Scott and I have not always agreed on things; in fact, I cannot think of many things that we have agreed upon.  
One thing I will probably agree with him on is that I hope he wins the seat of Fremantle, because I do not have much 
enthusiasm for his main opponent.  I do wish him well.  I want to make the point in all sincerity that the views that he 
holds are views that were not expressed in this Chamber before he came here.  As I said earlier, he has added a much 
broader dimension to the issues that we talk about in here.  Although I find some of his views quite extraordinary, they 
are genuinely held and believed.  Our Chamber is made far more interesting when we hear a wide variety of views.  I 
was thinking about country Western Australia when the Leader of the House was talking about Hon Jim Scott and their 
common ancestry in Doodlakine.  It was crossing my mind that Doodlakine, for some strange reason, seems to have 
produced a whole range of people on the left of political persuasion, such as the Leader of the House, Hon Jim Scott - 

Hon Jim Scott:  Frank Hough! 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Hon Frank Hough will probably muck up my analogy.  Doodlakine has produced the former 
finance minister Peter Walsh.  They are all Doodlakine people.  Not very far down the road from Doodlakine is a little 
place called Bullfinch.  A number of people have come out of Bullfinch, including former Senator Crichton-Browne, 
me and a young fellow standing for the seat of Murchison-Eyre named Colin Brand, who I think has an outside chance 
of winning the seat.  He is another Bullfinch boy.  However, we are all on the other side of the political spectrum.  I do 
not know what happens between Doodlakine and Bullfinch, but it is something significant. 

Hon Kim Chance:  We had a few Nationals and Country Party members in earlier years. 
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Hon NORMAN MOORE:  That is good to know.  There are a couple of lefties in Bullfinch but they never got 
anywhere. 

I wish Hon Chrissy Sharp well.  She has been a passionate advocate for her causes and her electorate.  I know it has 
been a pretty tough couple of years and I acknowledge the contribution she has made.  Although we have not always 
agreed on issues, there is no questioning her sincerity and her passion for what she does.  I wish her well in the future. 

The contribution of Hon John Cowdell, who as I said earlier is leaving, has been very significant.  I mentioned on a 
previous occasion that when he was working for the Labor Party as assistant secretary he was very helpful to my 
parents-in-law and I want him to know that I greatly appreciated that help. 

Finally, I thank the library staff for the tremendous support and assistance they provide to members in their brand new 
lodgings.  Although some members would have liked the Legislative Council to stay there, I think it is a beautiful 
library of which we should be very proud. 

I will comment on a couple of broader issues before I sit down.  The Leader of the House talked about the sessional 
orders and the way in which this House currently operates.  It is indeed a different place from what it was in 1992; it is a 
vastly different place from what it was in 1977.  Whether or not it is better is a matter of opinion, but its role is quite 
different now.  The sessional orders have brought home something to me that is interesting in a sense.  This year the 
Legislative Council has passed 84 Bills, the most number of Bills passed in one year since 1994.  That occurred without 
any late-night or all-night sitting.  It is now 1 December - not 24 December - and we have been able to conduct our 
business in a mature and sensible way, without putting extraordinary pressure on people with all-night sittings.  We 
have managed to pass 84 Bills, which is the second highest number of Bills passed in one year in the past 10 years.  
Whether that is a good thing for the public is another question.  The number of Bills that Parliament passes does not 
mean that we are doing a good job or a bad job; it just indicates that that is the number of Bills we have passed.  
However, we can compare the number of Bills passed in each year.  It is not a question of productivity or what is good 
for the community; it is a question of being able to conduct the business of the House without having the pressures that 
the standing orders imposed on us.  Therefore, we find ourselves in an interesting scenario today, winding up on 1 
December with the passage of that number of Bills having been achieved.  The jury is probably out on the sessional 
orders and it is for whoever comes back after the election to decide what we do in the future; however, I think they have 
operated quite successfully. 

One thing that we should bear in mind is that there are new pressures on this Chamber that have come about by the 
requirement for us to be even more scrupulous in our scrutiny of Bills.  The other day I had to refer to the State 
Administrative Tribunal Bill and remind some members that 468 amendments had been made to it after a Legislative 
Council committee had considered it.  That demonstrated that the Bill needed fixing.  Lots of other Bills need fixing.  
We might as well not be here if we are not prepared to accept that the role of this place is to fix Bills.  I therefore make 
the point to the Government, whomever it might be in the Legislative Assembly, that it should not treat the Legislative 
Council as a crash-repair outfit, as Hon George Cash described us the other day.  We are not here to fix everybody’s 
mess - or we probably are here to fix everybody’s mess.  It would be better if we did not have to do that, but that is the 
way the system has developed.  The Legislative Assembly does not spend a lot of time on the detail of Bills and leaves 
it to the Legislative Council to fix things after the crash.  Therefore, that is our job, but it is not exciting and it is not 
riveting for the media, which is really only interested in arguments and members’ outrageous comments.  The media is 
not much interested in the committee work that goes on in this Chamber or that a Bill goes out of this place better than 
when it arrived.  It is not exciting stuff.  I wish the media would acknowledge occasionally that this Chamber has been 
doing an enormous amount of work over a long period to produce better law, which is what we do for a living.  I leave 
that as a comment about where we are going as a Chamber.  I do not think we will go back to the old days.  I think that 
increasingly this Chamber will have more and more responsibility foisted upon it as more and more complicated 
legislation comes through this place and as the role of this Chamber as a House of Review becomes more firmly 
entrenched in the political world of Western Australia.   

I again thank everyone for the work they have done this year and wish everyone a very pleasant Christmas and new year 
period.  I look forward to a new Government after the election.  However, before that we will have a contest - one that 
will be conducted in the proper manner and one that we will all find rewarding - that will lead to a very good outcome 
for Western Australia.   

HON CHRISTINE SHARP (South West) [2.56 pm]:  I am a bit disappointed, because I had hoped that I would be on 
my feet this afternoon to knock off the oath to the Queen.  However, what happens in this place is always unpredictable.  
It is funny that for many days, and probably for most of us for many weeks, we are really keen to finish so that we can 
get out of here, but when we get to the final afternoon we think “Yes, but”, because all kinds of feelings arise when we 
actually have the opportunity to stand back from it all and thank each another and realise what we have achieved 
together for the benefit of the community of Western Australia.  I will be taking a bit of a risk this afternoon because I 
am assuming that there will be an opportunity in the early months of the new year to make a proper valedictory speech 
about my contribution to this place.  The reason I will take that risk is that I feel too close to it all at the moment, and I 
want to stand back and put some distance between my valedictory speech and the hurly-burly of the past five sitting 
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weeks.  Therefore, instead of making a valedictory speech at this stage, I want to take this opportunity, on behalf of my 
colleagues in the Greens (WA), both those who are here and those who are not here, to wish all members seasons 
greetings.  I also want to pass on our goodwill towards all our colleagues in this place, with whom we have worked in a 
multiplicity of ways to do what we believe is good work on behalf of the community of Western Australia.   

Although he is not in the Chamber at this time, I begin by acknowledging the President of the Legislative Council, Hon 
John Cowdell, for the incredible work that he has done on behalf of all members to commemorate the centenary of this 
building.  The President has created some special opportunities to make all members aware of the significance of that 
date.  I am sure all members remember that magic moment when we were all in this Chamber, and instead of listening 
to one another as we are today we had a choir around us in the public gallery.  That was one of the incredible and 
special moments that the President, with his flair and artistry, created, together with other officers of the Parliament, to 
help us commemorate the centenary of this building.  I thank the President for that.  I thank him also for his impartiality 
in the Chair.   

I thank also Hon Kim Chance for his ongoing kindness and generosity to the other members of the Greens (WA) and 
me, and, indeed, to all members of this place.  Hon Kim Chance is always approachable about everything and is always 
honest about everything, and we appreciate that.   

I also thank the Leader of the Opposition with whom I have always enjoyed working.  I want to return the compliment 
to him, because although we have different values on a range of things, I have always regarded him as a person of 
integrity who always acts according to his principles.  That is something that we can all look up to.   

I also thank Laurie Marquet, the Clerk of the Parliaments.  Words fail me to describe, certainly on the public record, the 
role that he plays in assisting all members.  Whenever I have knocked on his door he has been available to provide 
advice to me.  He does the same for all of us.  The way he provides loyalty to every single member is extraordinary and 
fundamental to the affairs of the Legislative Council.  I acknowledge his contribution and I thank him for that.  I also 
thank the Clerk Assistants, Nigel, Malcolm and Mia, for all the incredible work they do to keep us all functioning.  We 
might seem to be taking them for granted much of the time but we notice and really appreciate their professionalism and 
competence and thank them very much for that.  I must not forget Janeen Robertson, whose office is off the corridor.  
We all know that this place would not function without her.  She does an excellent job for all of us.   

As the chair of a standing committee I particularly note the Legislative Committee office staff.  As the Leader of the 
House said, 11 reports have been tabled in this place in the past two or three weeks.  That is a remarkable achievement.  
Hats off to Kelly Campbell and the other staff at the committee office.  They all work together as a team moving from 
one inquiry to another to ensure that the content of the reports is in accordance with what members request.  They 
always make sure that, on the day, the reports are in the Chamber ready for tabling.  Every single report contains an 
extraordinary level of authority and quality of prose.  We can say sincerely that our committee reports are of a very high 
standard indeed.  The committee staff should be very proud of that.  

I also want to thank the Chamber staff, Chris, Peter, Grant and Brian, who keep the Chamber functioning and make us 
really feel supported.  That makes a difference.  When people we meet ask us what we do for a living they step back 
when we tell them we are politicians.  They say that they do not know how we put up with being a politician because of 
the agro and shouting that goes on all the time.  Some of us do that and some of us do not.  One of the ironies is that 
when we step outside the debate and past the front benches, we see what an incredibly friendly, helpful and supportive 
place we work in.   

I thank the individual members of staff in the Chamber, the administrative staff who handle questions, the bar staff and 
people in the dining room, including Romeo, Vince and Steve, who has my cup of tea waiting for me every afternoon at 
about 28 minutes past four.  That has enabled me to drink two cups of tea and ask a question.  I also thank Shane and a 
range of other staff.  I thank Ken Craig for the eternal wisdom that he brings to bear on just about every protest that I 
have had anything to do with outside this place.  Ken has made an extraordinary contribution to the democratic 
processes of this Parliament by simply making it a really good place at which to hold a protest.  He has made protesters 
feel welcome and supported in their contribution to that democratic process.  

I will miss acknowledging many people because I did not make a thorough list before coming into the Chamber.  I 
thank in particular our telephonists, Cathy and Marilyn.  They perform a particularly supportive job in this place.  Their 
intuition is nothing short of extra-sensory for knowing where we all are, what we are doing, how to put callers in touch 
with us and in assisting us in that networking process.  I will take a punt that I will have an opportunity before 21 May 
next year to properly acknowledge contributions of members who will not be sitting after that date.  Therefore, I will 
save my comments for people such as Hon Peter Foss, Hon Derrick Tomlinson and others until that occasion arises, and 
my comments about how I have fitted into the whole scheme of things in the past two terms.   

However, I cannot sit down without commenting about someone whom I know will not be here if we do sit again in the 
autumn, and that is my colleague Hon Jim Scott, who is taking a risk, in that as soon as the election is called he will no 
longer represent the South Metropolitan Region because he has ideas of bigger things in other places.  We wish him all 
the best.  Jim was never one to lack a new idea, a new place to go and a new way to represent all the things that we 
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Greens think are so important.  I can imagine what it must have been like before I got here when Jim was here on his 
own representing the - was it the spokesperson for the meaning of life? 

Hon Jim Scott:  Shadow minister for the meaning of life. 

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  Jim, it has been awesome to get to know you.  We were just remembering at lunchtime how 
we appropriately met in the depths of the jarrah forest.  That is when Jim and I first met.  It has been an absolute 
pleasure to work with him.  He is so easygoing. 

Hon Kim Chance:  How kind of you not to mention that Jim was driving the bulldozer at the time! 

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  That was a bit earlier, and it was more towards your neck of the woods.  We did not let him 
do that down south.  He is such an easygoing person that it staggers me, because he is a Scorpio like I am.  I am the one 
who is always getting passionate about things; he is always easygoing, supportive and open.  All members know that he 
is a thoroughly likeable bloke.  He is remarkably competent and I can think of any number of things that he has got 
happening in this place.  For example, the Alcoa inquiry - thank you, Jim Scott; the inquiry into the Swan Valley 
reserves - thank you, Jim Scott.  They are just a couple of examples of how Jim has been ahead of the action on so many 
occasions and has made a really proactive and positive contribution towards ensuring that this Chamber is on the ball.  
Thank you, Jim.  

I thank everybody.  We have had our moments, but we all know that we are working with extraordinarily decent people.  
I am really proud to have been associated with such a fine bunch of human beings.  I wish everybody a merry 
Christmas.   

HON MURRAY CRIDDLE (Agricultural) [3.08 pm]:  I will not list all those people who have been mentioned, but I 
am sure they will understand that they have my thanks nonetheless.  Firstly, I have respected the contribution by the 
Leader of the House.  I understand that the Government is here to govern and he has done that in a way that has 
represented the people.  We had a bit of a tete-a-tete this afternoon about the results thereof.  Obviously, as we go into 
the election we will find out our strengths and weaknesses.  I have known the Leader of the House for a long, long time; 
we have had a good relationship and it certainly has not diminished.  I thank him for that fellowship.  I also want to 
reflect on Hon Nick Griffiths.  As a minister he has done a power of work and he has represented the Government very 
well.  We are yet to find out how good is the new Minister for Local Government and Regional Development or where 
she stands on issues, but I suppose we will see in the future whether she is given another opportunity.  I have respected 
her contribution.  
Hon Kim Chance:  She apologises for her absence.  She will be here later, but she’s attending a funeral.  
Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  It will be good to see her back.  

Hon Tom Stephens and I had some differences over time.  He is an unusual character, and he was in this place for many 
years and made his contribution to the best of his ability.  I think he is respected in his electorate.   
Being the sole member of the National Party in this place has been a challenge in the first three and a half years of this 
Parliament and has involved an enormous amount of work.  Certainly, the opportunities to speak have been many and 
varied, and I have learnt a lot going through a wider range of legislation than I would have dreamt about at an earlier 
stage of my time here.  I have enjoyed that experience.  
About six months ago, the National Party and Liberal Party went into coalition.  Throughout the entire four years of this 
Parliament, I have had an understanding with the Leader of the Opposition and his colleagues, who are now my 
colleagues.  I thank them very much for their understanding and friendship over that time.  I remember well the red 
wine we had in Subiaco when we talked about coalitions.  That may have been the start of it, and could have been the 
finish of it!  
Hon Norman Moore:  I can’t remember any of it!  
Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  It was a very good evening.  Some of the results are here to be seen.  I thank Hon Norman 
Moore for that contribution.  He has made an enormous contribution to Western Australia over the many years he has 
been in Parliament.   
Hon John Cowdell has been very fair and carried out his duties as President very well this year.  A testament to his 
abilities has been the way the 175th centenary of Western Australia and the Parliament House centenary celebrations 
have proceeded.  Also, the additions to the Parliament House building have been most welcome.   
Hon George Cash has done very well in his job as Chairman of Committees.  He is a well-respected former President, 
and his talents are recognised by everybody.   
I now refer to the Independents and the Greens (WA) members.  This House has changed enormously in my 11 years 
here.  The contributions of the Independents and the Greens have led to a more fulfilling debate.  Although sometimes 
we may not agree with them, the State and other members have benefited from hearing their input.   

I thank the staff of this House.  I refer to those inside this House and those outside who deal with questions and 
administration.  I will never know how Hansard makes my speeches look so good, and I thank the Hansard staff for 
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their work.  Staff in the dining room and the bar do a wonderful job.  I rely heavily on the dining room as I am a long 
way from home, and I certainly make use of it; the food there is very good.  We all recognise the loss of Marian Woods.  
Anyone who attended her funeral service would realise the enormous respect people have for Marian’s contribution.  
The library staff and gardeners carry out their jobs extremely well.  I also thank the Clerks for the work they do, which 
is well appreciated.  The girls at the switchboard make us feel very much at home and certainly ensure that our 
messages get through.   
I now touch on the committees of the House.  Hon Barry House is the Chairman of the Standing Committee on Public 
Administration and Finance, on which I sit.  The varied party members on that committee, and the varied opinions that 
arise, makes it very difficult at times to reach a final outcome without too much dissension.  Barry has done his job very 
well.  I thank him for that work, and the other members of the committee for the time they put into considering the 
various issues.   
I refer now to the members who are leaving.  Hon Bill Stretch has a lot of commonsense and takes a practical approach 
to many things.  He has done that over many years.  We will miss that approach to a lot of legislation.  He makes a great 
contribution.  I have known Hon Peter Foss for many years; we knew each other at school, for those members who did 
not know.  Hon Peter Foss’s intellect and contribution to legal matters is beneficial.  I probably have to ask him when I 
will need to sow the seeds for our crops next year because he has such a wide understanding of all things.  We did not 
do too well this year.  The crops experienced some frost and did not do very well. 
Hon Peter Foss:  You should have asked me! 
Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I should have!  All members respect that he has a broad knowledge of many things.  Hon 
Derrick Tomlinson’s contribution to Parliament has been enormous.  I respect his point of view every time he stands up 
and makes a contribution.  He has an enormous amount of understanding of issues and is respected for the way he 
presents his arguments.  Members certainly have benefited from the points of view on legislation of Hon Chrissy Sharp 
and Hon Jim Scott.  They know that I do not always agree with them.  However, we have had many opportunities to 
talk about different issues.  Although we do not always agree, we have gotten on pretty well over time.  Everybody will 
miss Hon Alan Cadby.  He has been a good contributor.  He always has a smile on his face.  I thank him for his 
contribution to this place, albeit his time here has been very short. 
I wish all members a happy Christmas and a good new year.  It will be interesting to see what is the outcome of the 
election.  Obviously I hope to be on the other side of the Chamber rather than on this side of the Chamber when we 
return.  Whatever contributions we make in the future, I am sure we will put our best foot forward in the best interests 
of the State of Western Australia. 
HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [3.16 pm]:  I also will not refer to the long list of people I need to thank; that has 
been more than adequately covered.  However, I will thank the people who I might otherwise forget.  I thank all the 
parliamentary staff from those who work in the Chamber to those who work in the committee offices in Hay Street.  I 
thank the security, dining room and gardening staff.  First impressions are very important.  Whoever comes to 
Parliament, whether it be members or visitors, must walk through the gardens and the grounds, which are always kept in 
first-class condition.  Members owe everything to the Hansard reporters.  I was told a funny story about an ex-member 
of Parliament who said in a loud voice that he was not here for the benefit of the Hansard reporters.  I have certainly 
been very careful to not upset the Hansard staff in any way.  I thank them for the little changes that they have made.  
What I meant to say was very obvious but sometimes I have said something that sounded negative that I meant to be a 
positive.  Hansard has been very understanding and helpful in that regard.  I thank also the Clerk, Laurie Marquet, his 
staff and the library staff. 
I especially thank all members in the Chamber.  That might sound a bit funny.  I begin with the President, Hon John 
Cowdell, and also Hon George Cash.  I have probably sought advice from those two members more than any other.  
The advice I have received from all members on each occasion has been impartial.  It is a shame that the public is not 
aware of the good work that is done in Parliament through cooperation.  Hon George Cash was the first member I 
approached to find out about this place when I had been asked to speak on behalf of the three then One Nation 
members.  Unlike most members - although Hon Jim Scott probably experienced this - we came into this place without 
any political experience or background and we had no party members from which to seek advice.  I guess that our 
blunderings, or certainly mine, would have made that quite obvious.  I was advised to see Hon George Cash.  An 
appointment was arranged.  Hon George Cash asked me, among other things, how long I planned to speak in my 
inaugural speech.  I asked him how long he would recommend.  He said a minimum of 20 to 25 minutes.  I said, 
“Blank, blank, that is a long time.  I’ve never made a speech of more than five minutes.  I don’t think that I could.”  His 
advice was very firm that if I did not speak for a lot longer than that, I would not be dealt with kindly in this place.  He 
did not go into detail.  I spent 10 years in a boarding school, so I felt that it was advice that I needed to take, and I did.  
It took a long time to learn that I could speak for more than five minutes.  It is to the regret of my family and friends 
that I can now never say anything in less than five minutes!  Thank you, George, but you have left my friends and 
family with a burden.   
We have certainly changed a few things in this place.  I take members back to the swearing-in ceremony, which was 
followed in the next week or so by our inaugural speeches.  Probably no-one in this Chamber has experienced the sort 



 [COUNCIL - Wednesday, 1 December 2004] 8875 

 

of welcoming committee that was in the public gallery for the members of One Nation.  Those people provided a rowdy 
welcoming for us.  Is “welcoming” the right word?  I know that all members understand what I mean.  We did not 
expect to be very well received.  I am sure that most members of this place thought that we would have two heads.  I 
guess we lacked some confidence then, because I now know that members do not believe what they read in the 
newspapers, as I do not.  However, it was with great trepidation that I commenced my time in this Chamber.   

Members probably would not know, but prior to coming into this Chamber I suffered from the worst stutter that 
members would have ever heard.  The interesting thing was that I would never know when it would start.  I have been 
here for nearly four years.  Members might have noticed that I do not ask many questions in question time.  That is 
because we must read the questions.  That is when I have real difficulty.  It has probably been easier for me than for 
some other members to adjust to not reading speeches.  If I had to read my speeches, it would bring this place into 
chaos.  I have never heard anyone with a worse stutter than mine.   

I remind members that the reason the five Greens (WA) members and the three of us were elected to this Chamber was 
that there was fairly significant dissatisfaction among people in our electorates.  Some of the expectations or opinions of 
those people were probably false, but a lot were not.  It will be an interesting election.  If some of us disappear, I ask 
that members not forget what brought us here in the first place.  If the next Government governs well and can improve 
the image that people have of the parliamentary process, which is vital, there probably will not be the need for minority 
parties and Independents.  My two colleagues and I are very optimistic that we will be back to annoy some members 
next year.  We look forward to the election with relish.  I wish all members, staff, security officers and everyone the 
happiness and holiness of Christmas, and a safe new year.  

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan) [3.24 pm]:  Before the valedictory speeches commence, on behalf of the 
President, Hon John Cowdell, who, unfortunately, is not able to be with us this afternoon due to a parliamentary 
commitment outside the House, I firstly thank the Leader of the House, the Leader of the Opposition and other members 
for their generous comments.  Members will be aware that, thankfully - I was going to say regrettably - members of the 
staff cannot speak in this place and are not able to convey their appreciation of the very generous comments that have 
been made about them.  I and the Deputy Chairmen of Committees concur very enthusiastically with the accolades that 
have been paid to our President, Hon John Cowdell.  There is no doubt that Hon John Cowdell has carried out the duties 
of President of the Legislative Council with great dignity and aplomb.  He has been responsible for gaining considerable 
funds for the continued refurbishment of the Parliament, and of course has been the driving force behind the centenary 
celebrations that this Parliament has been conducting and enjoying during this year.   

From my point of view - I also speak on behalf of the President - I thank the Deputy Chairmen of Committees for the 
tremendous work they have done during the year.  Hon Jon Ford, Hon Adele Farina, Hon Kate Doust, Hon Simon 
O’Brien and Hon Barry House have conducted themselves in a very proper manner in the Chair.  Those members who 
have not had the experience of sitting in the Chair during a heated committee debate will not fully understand the 
amount of patience that is sometimes needed to restrain oneself from making comments on the speeches of various 
members.   

The President spoke to me yesterday afternoon and asked me to make special comment about our officers of the 
Legislative Council, and in particular Laurie Marquet, who, as we all know, is the leader of the Clerk’s party in the 
Legislative Council.  Laurie’s guidance, support and procedural knowledge are without question above that of all others 
in similar positions to that which he holds in Australia.  Both the President and I recognise the fact that he is the longest 
serving Clerk in Australia, and we congratulate him for his service to the Parliament of Western Australia.   

Members:  Hear, hear!   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Both the President and I thank Malcolm Peacock, Nigel Pratt and Mia Betjeman for their 
continued support and the very professional way in which they carry out their duties.  As the Leader of the Opposition 
has said, we know that when in due course - that is, in 30 years or so - the Clerk decides to retire, the Legislative 
Council will be in firm professional hands.   

I also take the opportunity of enthusiastically supporting and, indeed, congratulating the members of our staff at the 
committee office.  As members will be aware, the committee office is managed by Mia Betjeman.  The quality and 
quantity of the work that is produced by that office is second to none.  I am proud to be able to tell members of 
Parliaments from around the world when they visit Western Australia or when I visit them that they should log onto the 
Internet site of the Legislative Council, go to the committee section of that site and look at the quality of the reports that 
our committees have produced over a period.  I know that members would like to think that they are the brains behind 
all those committee reports, and I am sure that they make a significant contribution.  However, the professionalism of 
our committee officers is second to none and in that regard I thank them for the work they have done.  The Leader of 
the House mentioned that 11 reports had been tabled in this House in recent times.  During this thirty-sixth Parliament 
we have appointed eight committees, including four standing committees, one joint committee and three select 
committees.  In all, the committee office has prepared and finalised 87 reports that have been tabled in this House, and 
that has totalled in the vicinity of 5 330 pages of written material.  I think that is pretty impressive in anyone’s language. 
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We thank the other officers of the Legislative Council in Chris Hunt, Peter Gale, Brian Conn and Grant Hitchcock for 
the very professional way in which they have served the members of this House.  As the Leader of the Opposition said, 
we have only to press a button and they will attend to the needs of members of Parliament.  On occasions when I have 
had guests up here and they have asked me what the buttons that are located under members’ desks are for, I have said, 
“Well, that is so that we can invite an attendant to get something for us.”  The reaction has been, “Well, you’re a bit 
lazy.  Why don’t you get it yourself?”  We can imagine what would happen if 34 members in this place were all 
fighting to get an Act of Parliament or whatever.  It just would not work.  We are very grateful for the work that those 
officers do and the manner in which they discharge their responsibilities. 

Outside the Chamber, Val Di Giusto, Teena Beale, Janice Shaw, Rebecca Howlett and Janeen Robertson all carry out 
their duties in a very professional and friendly way.  That is one of the signatures of officers who are attached to the 
Legislative Council.  They are in fact a happy group of people, and that obviously makes the life of a member of 
Parliament much easier. 

Both the President and I thank Lorraine Coogan, the President’s personal assistant, who has now served two Presidents, 
for the work she has done in a very professional manner.  She is always smiling, and we obviously hope that that will 
continue. 

The President also asked me to make special mention of the Leader of the House, the ministers and the parliamentary 
secretaries for the courtesies they have extended to the Chair over the past four years.  That also applies, of course, to 
the Leader of the Opposition and the leaders of the other parties within this House. 

Comment has been made about the Greens (WA).  I want to endorse those comments.  I was in this place when there 
were no Greens, and I was here when Hon Jim Scott first commenced his service in the Legislative Council and was the 
leader of his party and responsible for every portfolio matter that came before the House.  There is no question in my 
mind that the increase in the number of Greens within the Legislative Council has added to the debates that we have had 
in this place.  There is no doubt that the presence, the comments and the general policies of the Greens have added to 
the democratic process.  I am quite sure that not only the Legislative Council but also democracy in Western Australia 
have gained as a result of having the Greens as members of this place.  I should qualify what I say by saying that I do 
not necessarily agree with all their policies.  In fact, I read some of their policies the other day, and I must say I did not 
agree with any of them.  However, democracy has grown as a result of the fact that they have been members of this 
place, and we appreciate the magnificent contributions they have made. 

The same goes for the Independents in Hon Paddy Embry, Hon John Fischer, Hon Frank Hough and Hon Alan Cadby.  
As Independents, they have made a substantial contribution to the running of the Parliament and to the substance of the 
debates that we have had.  In that regard, it is interesting to note that when a member is not bound by a particular party 
policy, it seems to me - I am speaking from my experience in the Chair - that a member is able to be more frank and 
open in the matters that he raises.  I believe that is very important.  In fact, if we look back 50 years in the Legislative 
Council, even though there was a party system, members were not bound to it as forcefully as they are today, and there 
is an argument for saying that debate was much better, if we relate that to the output of the place on behalf of the 
community. 

I give special thanks to Michel Crouche and the finance team.  I thank everyone in the Hansard team.  I also thank 
Russell Bremner and the staff in the Parliamentary Services Department.  I extend my thanks to Judy and the library 
team.  I thank Rolf Goff and the IT team.  I thank Vince, Peter and Dan from Building Services.  I thank Ken Craig and 
all the security staff, and also the parliamentary refreshment department led by Enno.  I thank Andrew and the dining 
room team, and the staff in the bar.  I thank the kitchen team, and I give special thanks to Claude, George and Mark.  I 
thank the switchboard ladies: Marilyn, Cathy and Rosalie.  I thank the gardening staff, who were led by Charlie until a 
couple of months ago but who are now led by Dave.  I also thank all of the President’s staff. 

Ladies and gentleman, on behalf of the President, I thank everyone for the courtesies they have extended to the Chair - 
to the President, to me and to the other Deputy Presidents - during this year.  On behalf of the President, I extend best 
wishes to all for a very happy and safe Christmas, and we look forward to seeing everyone in 2005.   

HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan) [3.34 pm]:  After having spent 16 years in Parliament it is a daunting task to 
try to summarise it in 45 minutes.  I tried setting out dot points but my speech came to eight pages.  That seemed to be a 
bit ambitious.  I then thought that I could go to the other extreme and use the title of the book by Douglas Adams, So 
Long, and Thanks for All the Fish.  Until recently, a person could not say thanks for the fish in Parliament House!  I will 
try to extend a few thanks but I will moderate them a bit because of all the thanks that have already been given by the 
previous speakers.   

First of all, I thank my family because I do not know how they have put up with things.  I say that not just in reference 
to my family but for all members of Parliament.  How do our families put up with things?  I thank my wife in particular.  
She has felt the pain of every criticism that I did not.  She was woken at six o’clock in the morning and rung at nine 
o’clock at night just as much as I was.  She winced when she read the newspapers.  Luckily we do not have a television 
so she did not see the television news.  Families feel the pain much more than members do.  She has had to take 
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telephone calls from people who seemed to think that she was paid by the State to answer the telephone and be my 
home secretary.  It is extraordinary how many demands are made even by one’s political party on wives because once a 
member is elected, the party believes the wife should turn up to everything.  It will ask where she is if she is not there.  I 
thank Jonica.  Without her support there is no way I could have got through my career in Parliament.  Many people 
have thought that it might have been a good thing if she had not given me that support!  She did not want me in 
Parliament from the beginning and has maintained that attitude consistently!  I also thank my four children, Paul, 
Thomas, Sally and Sam.  They have had it tough as well.  For the eight years I was a minister they were at school.  
Whenever I was mentioned in a newspaper - it did not matter whether it was favourably or unfavourably - they copped 
it from everyone at school.  That is not easy for children.  I thank them for their support and endurance.  My youngest 
son has recently got himself a job in a mine, of which I am very proud.  He was told by the person who hired him was 
that one of the reasons he was hired was he did not try to use his father to obtain the job.  I also thank my late mother, 
my sister and my extended family. 
I also thank my friends, particularly Terry O’Connor.  He was my principal at Mallesons Stephen Jaques - Stone James 
as it was - and it is due to him that I am in this place.  I had lunch with Terry one day when he was at the Bar and I was 
berating him about the Liberal Party - of which he was a member - for not having done anything about WA Inc.  He 
said that the big problem was that the party did not have a lawyer in the upper House.  He said, “How about you?”  I 
foolishly said yes.  That is why I ended up here - as a result of foolishly going to lunch with Terry O’Connor. 
I also thank my friends and neighbours who helped me get elected in my first election.  It is amazing how many people 
get dragooned into helping, irrespective of their political persuasions.  If they are a friend or relative, they are 
dragooned to help.  I also thank my colleagues, particularly Hon Derrick Tomlinson.  People say that a person does not 
make friends in politics.  However, I have.  He and I are on the same ticket.  It is notoriously a terrible position in which 
to be but we have been good mates.  It does not matter who is No 1 or No 2.  It has been a real privilege to have known 
Derrick.  He is a man of great ability and has been a wonderful colleague. 
I have really enjoyed serving on the Legislation Committee.  I will doom Hon Jon Ford’s political career by saying that 
I have a great deal of respect for him and his ability.  He can take pride in the fact that a lot of the legislation the 
Government wanted to get through would not have got through save for his diplomatic efforts in ensuring that I was not 
as extreme as I might otherwise have been!  I congratulate him on the very good task he has done for the Government as 
chair of the committee.  I also thank the other members of the committee.  I have served on the committee twice: during 
my first four years in Parliament and my last four.  It has always been one of the most satisfying committees to be on 
because one really does feel that one is a legislator.  It is a most enjoyable experience.  I thank Hon Bill Stretch, Hon 
Kate Doust and Hon Giz Watson. 
I also thank Hon Richard Court because he was a very loyal Premier for many years.  He always looked after his 
ministers.  He showed his qualities of leadership, which were very important.  More importantly, when we were a new 
ministry and did not have many experienced ministers, he had the knowledge of what it took to be a proper ministry.  It 
is a very important thing when starting out as a new Cabinet to know what is proper and what is not proper.  Luckily, he 
had a very good tutor in his father.  If a person grows up with a father who is a league footballer, he is likely to be a 
good footballer.  In the same way, if a person’s father has been a good Premier, he is also likely to be a good Premier.   

I would like to thank all the past and present members of this House.  I will only mention some of them because there 
are far too many to mention.  I thank Hon Norman Moore as our leader.  He has been an excellent leader.  He turned us 
into a team and has made our time together most enjoyable.  From our side of the House, we are a team, and it has been 
wonderful to work together.  It is very easy to fight the enemy, but a person does not like to fight his friends.  Due to 
Hon Norman Moore’s leadership, we have not been fighting each other, and we have got on extremely well.  During his 
time as Leader of the House, and it was probably one of his finest moments, he managed to keep this House from 
dissolving in the way the other House did during the abortion debate.  Notwithstanding that Hon Norman Moore did not 
actually happen to agree with what was being passed by the House, he kept us sane, sensible and even-tempered, and 
we did not dissolve into any form of recrimination.  For everyone who participated in that debate, it was a very 
rewarding experience.  However, it would not have been rewarding had it not been for the sterling efforts of Norman, so 
I thank him very much.   
In his time as both President and since, Hon George Cash has been an ocean of calm, and a very useful person.  His 
assistance as a substitute on the Standing Committee on Legislation during the Electoral Act reference was invaluable.  
We had a wonderful time during that period, notwithstanding that we worked unbelievable hours and we worked very 
hard; it was a life and death matter so far as we were concerned.   
Despite the current President’s republican and socialist leanings, I have always felt that he is a gentlemen at heart who 
is intellectually probably more sympathetic with our side of House.  I might be wrongly assessing him, but I have 
always felt that he felt more comfortable with us.  I know he was taken away rather rapidly, and did not get a chance to 
put up the portraits at the back of the Chamber, but no doubt, on his return it will be one of the first tasks in which he 
becomes engaged.   
I would like to thank Hon Fred McKenzie.  Fred does not have to send me another letter because I am thanking him.  
He is a fantastic bloke, and the sort of parliamentarian we value.  Fred was the government Whip.  He was also a stout 
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opposition member.  I served on a select committee with him.  It was the only committee on which I served that divided 
on every vote; we would solemnly march around the table to do so.  We even had filibustering by Hon Jim Brown.  
However, we got on very well and it was fun, so we did achieve a few things.   

Of course, there are many other staff I want to thank, but I will not mention them all by name because that would take 
far too long.  With regard to the parliamentary staff, Laurie Marquet is a highly professional, very intelligent and 
knowledgeable person, but he also has character, and this place would be very dull without him.  I have enjoyed our 
friendship over the years and our intellectual legal debates; I have enjoyed all those things, even when we had stand-up 
fights from time to time.  It has always been fun and he has always been very genial.  Had it not been for Laurie, my 
time in this House over the past 16 years would have been very dull and uninteresting by comparison.  I have certainly 
learnt a lot about the workings of the House and the Parliament.  Laurie is a person who firmly believes in the 
Parliament - I am too - and we have to give credit to him for standing up for the Parliament and, more importantly, for 
the upper House, as a bicameral system is essential for democracy.  We have only to look at those places that do not 
have two Chambers to get some idea of how an unbridled Executive can behave.   

I would like to thank all the other staff in the Chamber in particular.  I will not mention everybody by name.  I have 
always been amazed by the friendliness, helpfulness and cheerfulness of everybody in Parliament.  It really is a 
marvellous place in which to work.  Everybody seems to have a smile on their faces.  I am a bit worried that Malcolm 
does not wear his wig, sword, buckled shoes and gaiters, but he always takes the admonition that he is not properly 
dressed in good heart!  I thank Nigel, Chris, Peter and, of course, Janeen Robertson, who has that thick New Zealand 
accent!  Where would we be if we could not take the piss out of Janeen from time to time?  She is a wonderfully 
cheerful person.  I do not know how she manages, because she works hours either side of those that we work.  She must 
be congratulated.  Janice, Teena and Val are fantastic, and have been a wonderful support.  Cathy and Marilyn are 
absolute darlings.  Whenever I ring Parliament House I should say who I am, but I never have to because they instantly 
know who I am, who I want to speak to and where that person is in Parliament House.  How they do that, I do not 
know.  They also seem to have a sixth sense about whom I do not want to speak to!  They are very valuable people.  I 
will miss Steve’s cups of tea.  If I am going to miss anything in this place - there is not a lot I will miss - Steve’s tea 
would be it.   

The Hansard reporters are wonderful people.  We do not get to know them very well, because they are extremely 
professional and keep members at a proper professional distance.  They are lovely people who do wonderful things with 
members’ speeches.  They are extremely sympathetic to our idiosyncrasies.  Helen Steven, in particular, has been 
extremely helpful to me over the years.  I thank all the security, dining, maintenance and, of course, finance staff, who 
are very important people indeed.   

I thank the members of what I regard as my home branch, the Swanview-Greenmount branch.  They are jewels and 
heritage items of the Liberal Party.  That branch mainly comprises ladies who joined the Liberal Party when Menzies 
formed it as young girls.  Menzies must have had a charm for young girls judging by the large number of old ladies who 
are still members and who would have been young girls at the time he formed the party.  They are the most delightful 
workers and supportive people.  No matter what strange things Derrick or I have done - we have tried their patience and 
tested their breadth of liberality enormously - they have always been hugely supportive of us.  Seeing them organise a 
function is stunning.  It is not a matter of “Shall we have a function”, it is “We are going to have a function” and 
instantly, within 10 seconds, all the tasks are portioned out and everything is done.  They always do that brilliantly.  If 
everyone was like the people at Swanview-Greenmount, the world would be an amazing place.  I thank all those in the 
Pearce and Hasluck divisions - I still regard it as Pearce - and in the Swan and Canning divisions, which have been our 
most supportive divisions.  I thank them again for their unswerving support.  Derrick and I have not been easy 
members.  We tended to cross the floor and do weird things.  We are not conventional party people and yet they never 
swerved in their loyalty.  In fact, one of the best things that ever happened was during the time before the last election 
when I was threatened with a move to be dumped.  I had to thank the person who wrote the article that prompted the 
entire group to swing behind me instantly.  There was never any possibility of my being dumped.   

I thank my personal staff.  Mary-Rose Patterson is another stalwart of the Liberal Party.  She was Bill Hassell’s 
electorate officer and when I was elected, she came and took me over.  I say that she took me over because I had no 
choice in the matter.  Mary-Rose then proceeded to organise everything.  She arranged for a series of Dad’s Army to 
attend during the WA Inc Royal Commission all day, every day and to take notes.  We knew what was happening at the 
royal commission before the Government did, because notes were being sent to me every day.  She has the most 
incredible assembly of documents on WA Inc.  We have to find the right university to give them to because in years to 
come they will make a marvellous Doctor of Philosophy thesis.  I thank Mary-Rose Patterson.   

Karry Smith is my chief of staff and now my electorate officer.  She is one of those incredibly funny people who gets 
along with everyone.  I think most people around Parliament House know her either from her time as my chief of staff 
or my electorate officer.  She has an amazing ability to scent things out.  She should have been a detective.  If there is a 
two on one side of the room and another two down the road in the middle of a haystack, she would see them both and 
find out the four.  She has an ability to put things together.  She is also a very empathetic person who, during her time as 
chief of staff, used to deal tremendously with people, such as victims or people who had been plagued by bureaucracy.  
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She would always look after them no matter how many had people turned them away.  She has been incredibly loyal 
and I would like to thank her very much indeed. 

Dr Jim Thompson of the multiple constitutions - his hobby is to collect constitutions - works in the Attorney General’s 
office.  I think he first served under Ian Medcalf, but I am not certain of that.  However, he is still there.  I think that for 
a short time Jim McGinty, the current Attorney General, did not want him, but he soon learnt the error of his ways and 
Jim is back looking after that area.  I would like to mention four other staff members - Julie, Anoutchka, Nancy and 
Jacqui - who were in my ministerial office and who served me extremely well indeed. 

Looking back on a parliamentary career, what have been the benefits of being in Parliament?  I had written a few things 
down on this.  I then attended a graduation ceremony at Hampton Senior High School where a young lawyer was 
addressing graduating students.  He said very much what I had already written, but I would like to use his words 
because I think they are very good.  He was telling the students that they should seize the chance to go overseas if it was 
ever offered to them.  I have recorded him as saying - 

It will give you the chance to see things that you would otherwise not have seen, meet people you would not 
otherwise have met and to do things that would stay with you for the rest of your life.   

If people want to look back on a parliamentary career and ask why it was worthwhile, I think I would say each of those 
things, because I have seen things I would not otherwise have seen.  I have seen the State, people and events I might 
never have touched upon, and all manner of states of life in this State.  I have seen places that are just amazing, mainly 
as Minister for the Environment.  This State has more places capable of being opened up as major tourist destinations 
than people can dream of.  I have done things that will stay with me.  I am very proud to have had the opportunity to do 
them.  In addition to those opportunities, I have had the opportunity to change the way in which our community lives.  
That has been the principal benefit that I have received as a member and as a minister.  I feel deeply privileged to have 
had the honour. 

Parliament is incomprehensible to those who are merely spectators.  When I hear political commentators commenting 
on the workings of Parliament, I often laugh.  Anybody who has been in this place has to laugh.  I have always said that 
the idea of people who try to write about Parliament without ever having been in it is like trying to give somebody a 
manual for driving a Maserati without that person ever having driven a car.  The experience of this place is so different 
from the theory.  When one reads what theoreticians have to say about it, one thinks yes, but they have missed the point.  
One of my regrets is that when we set up the Commission on Government we did not have a politician on the 
commission.  How can people write about government without having the experience of being in Parliament?  It is 
capable of being understood only from within. 

As for the disadvantages, I think I have already mentioned the effects on the members of my family.  They have had to 
put up with incredible disadvantages and the fact that members do not have a private life.  I particularly do not have a 
private life because I seem to be vaguely recognisable.  I have even had my voice recognised on the telephone when I 
have not said who I am to people I have never met before.  It means that one does not have a private life.  One cannot 
do anything without in some way being spotted and being expected to behave in a certain way.  I warn everybody that I 
do not think that I will stick to that too much once I leave this place.  I will be letting my hair down a little bit more.   

People do not regard members as having any privacy.  Privacy is not theirs.  I remember attending a party barbecue one 
Sunday morning at Bedfordale.  We turn up to these things - a barbecue breakfast at Bedfordale on Sunday morning.  
One of the party members said to me that it must be really nice to come along and relax on Sunday morning at a 
barbecue.  I was not relaxing; it was work.  The last thing I wanted to do was to go to a barbecue breakfast in 
Bedfordale! 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  With a bunch of people you didn’t necessarily know. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I did not say that, but the barbecue did not appear to me to be terribly relaxing.  That is what is 
expected of members of Parliament; they must attend party meetings.  There are party meetings once a month that 
people think are wonderful.  They have a nice long interminable party meeting and after an hour they want to hear from 
their members of Parliament.  I must say that not all people at party meetings are like that; some are very considerate 
and ask members to speak earlier and then let them go.  However, for party members that occurs once a month, but for 
me it was every night of the week.  In fact, one reason I objected to losing our night sittings was that I lost an excuse for 
not attending those meetings! 
Hon Kim Chance:  You weren’t the only one! 

Hon PETER FOSS:  Yes.  It did not mean that I had those evenings off to spend with my family; it meant that I had 
more time to spend with the party. 
Hon Kim Chance:  I still have the list of names. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  Good!   
When it comes to salary, it costs all members money to be members of Parliament, even if their salary goes up.  
However, the salary goes down for many members when they enter Parliament, and I am one of those members.  It has 
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been hard, but it has been harder on my family.  My youngest son in particular regrets the fact that he was too young to 
ever know what our family was like when it was rich!  When I was a lawyer I took my family overseas twice a year.  
That was very easily done.  Then I took a sudden massive drop in salary.  I do not think people have any idea how much 
that drop is for some members.  It was my decision and I am not complaining about it, but it is one aspect that members 
must weigh up when they try to get people to enter Parliament.  When I came to Parliament, as a backbencher I not only 
took a drop in salary but also lost 25 per cent of my salary in superannuation - or 12.5 per cent after tax.  It was 12.5 per 
cent for me then, as I had been on a reasonably high income.  I therefore suddenly found that I had no money at all, 
which came to me as a bit of a shock.  Many members of the public say that members of Parliament are overpaid or we 
are paid more than they are.  However, if we want people to enter Parliament, we must acknowledge that it is hard to 
persuade people to take the job if it results in an enormous cut in salary.  When people ask me to find another lawyer as 
my successor, I say that if somebody is going to find a lawyer it had better not be me.  If a lawyer asked me what I 
really thought about being a member of Parliament, I would have to say that he or she would be mad to come in here.  I 
therefore suggest that they find somebody who can lie to people about what it is like to be a member of Parliament, as I 
am not going to tell a lawyer that it is a good idea to come here.  I know that members from other walks of life take a 
substantial cut in pay when they come here.  That is a difficulty for us and I cannot foresee that difficulty being easily 
overcome.  I will not say that people should be offered massive amounts of money to come here.  However, members 
should bear in mind that a good Parliament is one that has a cross-section of members, not one that is made up of one 
particular kind of politician.   

In relation to the community attitude to politicians, state politicians in particular, I believe people like state 
parliamentarians because they can access them.  Many people, even state parliamentarians and state ministers, have 
given up trying to change the views of federal parliamentarians.  Federal members have enormous electorates.  Federal 
ministers are way over east with extraordinary and minutely divided portfolios.  We might as well not bother trying to 
influence them, especially when they are playing games with New South Wales and Victoria.  People consult state 
members of Parliament with many federal issues because they know they can access them and put pressure on them.  
One problem about that is that they then also criticise us.  We are under an enormous microscope and we receive far 
more criticism and analysis than federal members do.  How often is a federal member or minister, apart from the Prime 
Minister, the Treasurer and the Leader of the Opposition, mentioned in the newspapers?  I suggest very little.  There is 
very little personal analysis of federal members.  That puts pressure on us.  I believe there will be an increasing drain of 
people to the federal Parliament.  Many people enter federal Parliament because it is an easier Parliament to be in, apart 
from Western Australian members, who have to fly east all the time.  That is, therefore, a bit of a worry.   

I will try to give members a summary of what I have tried to do in the time I have been in this Parliament.  I have tried 
to be a parliamentarian first and foremost.  I had some trouble with Hon John Halden when as a minister I moved that 
we should set up a process to ensure that disallowance motions came before the House, because the lack of such a 
process was the one failure in the ability of the Parliament to control delegated legislation.  I put up that proposition as a 
member of the Government, but Hon John Halden opposed it.  I found it awfully difficult to try to explain to him that I 
was doing that because of my belief as a parliamentarian that the Parliament should have that control.  I have always 
believed in the control of the Parliament.  I believe in the Parliament itself.   

One of the things that surprised me when I first came into the Parliament was how little parliamentarians know about 
the Parliament.  They confuse the Executive and the Parliament.  There is massive misunderstanding among us 
parliamentarians of what we do.  If we need to do anything - I say this as much to the Clerks as anyone else - we must 
give members of Parliament a much more rigorous explanation of not just the procedures of the Parliament but also of 
who we are as parliamentarians and where we sit in relation to the Executive.  Parliamentarians need to do a bit of 
constitutional history.  I studied constitutional law because I had to study it as part of my law degree.  Parliamentarians 
need to learn how the Parliament has gained its powers.  They need to learn why we have annual appropriations.  They 
need to learn about all the struggles that have taken place between the Crown and the Parliament over the years.  They 
need to learn why many of the traditions of the Parliament that people may not regard as being very important are 
vitally important, because they have been worked out over hundreds of years by a very hard process - a process by 
which people go hammer and tongs at each other and then swap sides and go hammer and tongs at each other again.  
The processes of the Parliament have been worked out not by accident but by constant test.  I believe that when we cast 
aside those processes lightly, we often cast aside a very valuable part of the role of this Parliament.  We often do that 
through sheer ignorance.  I do not think it is an ignorance for which we can hold members responsible, because once we 
get in here we are at it straightaway.  The little lull that we get after an election does not give us much of a chance to 
learn those things that we need to learn.   

As a minister I followed certain precepts.  I tried to find long-term solutions and plan ahead.  For this purpose I also 
built certain physical and administrative structures.  That highlights another problem in our system.  There is no reward 
for Governments that indulge in long-term solutions.  For a start, it may take 20 years for the rewards to come home.  
Secondly, such a Government has nothing to show the public, which wants short-term gratification.  Another problem is 
what happens when there is a change of Government and the next Government does not share the same vision for the 
future.  We need to find some way of making sure there is continuity in what Governments do.  I am proud of a number 
of the changes in thinking that I managed to institute.  I instituted the Aboriginal cyclic offending program.  When I 
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went from being Minister for Health to being Minister for Justice, I suddenly realised that it was all just different 
aspects of the same problem.  Justice is merely a representation of the failures in education, housing, training and 
employment.  All those failures show up in justice, but by then it is too late to change things effectively.  The reason I 
set up the Aboriginal cyclic offending program was to try to work with Aboriginal people in the early stages of life in a 
cooperative way to address the next generation and the generations after that.  That program is still in place, but I do not 
think it is being pushed as vigorously as it should be.  The first start program was a more general program across the 
whole of government.  It is aimed to trying to address the fact that most people are doomed to a bad future if certain 
things happen in the first five years of their life.  I also tried to set up a few mid-term solutions, such as the Drug Court, 
the Family Violence Court, and the supervised release to drug programs, the legislation for which is just coming 
through.  I also tried to set up a new licensing system for Aboriginals in remote communities, which I understand is 
ongoing.  It is important that we deal with that, because the lack of licences among Aboriginals is a big problem.  I also 
set up the first work camps.  They are very important, and I am very proud that work camps have gone from strength to 
strength.  I wanted to implement full employment and education in prisons, and I am disappointed that when the prison 
numbers fell the levels of employment and education did not go up.  I also instituted the T3 program.  I instituted the 
reform of the Law Reform Commission.  We had two major reviews - the review of the civil and criminal jurisdiction, 
and the review of Aboriginal traditional law.  Those are very important areas for the future of Western Australia.  In fair 
trading, I brought the Trade Practices Act back as state law; however, no-one has used it yet.  In health, I got the doctors 
to do a study that I am really proud of, but again it has fallen by the wayside.  It was called a clinical-outcome study.  A 
huge number of doctors gave their time without charging a fee to identify the major health problems facing Western 
Australia and how they could be most simply and directly addressed.  It is all there as a blueprint for the future and it 
must be resurrected and used.  

I also tried to implement policies that would ensure some of those processes would continue, and that included the 
development of some physical structures.  I think I built more hospitals than any other minister, and they were the Peel 
Health Campus at Mandurah, the Joondalup Health Campus, the first whole-of-life cost-assessment hospital at 
Northam, Bunbury Health Campus and Dongara and Kalbarri multi-function health centres.  I started the Pemberton 
Hospital and the York-Dalwallinu aged-care unit.  Hospitals had not been built for a long time.  I am proud of the fact 
that I was responsible for building them.  I thank the Leader of the House for his support when I was Minister for 
Health.  I regret that after I lost the portfolio that support was not properly used by my successor.  That cooperative 
approach to health was very important.  

My achievements in the arts included the establishment of the King Street Arts Centre, the Rechabites Hall, the 
Geraldton Museum, the Fremantle Maritime Museum and the Perth Museum linkage.   

I am also very proud of the infill sewerage program.  I was involved in the program when I was Minister for the 
Environment and carried it through as Minister for Water Resources.  Other structural achievements are the Dwellingup 
Wood Centre, the Walpole Treetop Walk and the Bibbulmun Track.  I tackled the Bibbulmun Track as Minister for both 
the Environment and Justice, and that was very handy because much of the track was developed by people on prison 
work camps.  That is another example of the benefits of work camps.  I was minister responsible for rebuilding 
Casuarina, Hakea, Acacia and Wooroloo Prisons and Bandyup Women’s Prison and for building the new block at 
Karnet and for adopting the Nyandi concept.  Also during my time as Minister for Justice, the Government embarked on 
a 20-year program for the replacement of courts because nothing had been done to improve them.  Work was done on 
the Hall’s Creek, South Hedland, Busselton, Rockingham and Fremantle Justice Centres, the Central Law Courts and 
Hakea video court.  I hope that building program continues.  

I thank Dr Peter Brennan, the former Commissioner for Health.  I regret that he was moved by my successor; that was a 
great error.  I also acknowledge Paul Solomon, who was the only man who knew where the money was in health.  He 
was probably as difficult to understand as Max Evans, but he knew where the money was, in the same way as Max 
Evans did.  It was a singular mistake to get rid of him.  A person with whom I did not always see eye-to-eye but who 
was very good value was Dr Andrew Penman.  He made a very good contribution to public health.  

I also acknowledge Dr Martyn Forrest and Dr Chris Whittaker in the then Department of Fair Trading.  I am proud to 
say that I set Dr Margaret Seares on her administrative career by attracting her to the arts.  She went on to become head 
of the Arts Council of Australia and is now Deputy Vice-Chancellor at the University of Western Australia.  Dr Lyn 
Allen did a fantastic job in the library and I am pleased to see that Alan Dodge is still there.   

I also acknowledge Dr Jim Gill and my dear friend Dr Syd Shea.  I am sure my comments will provoke some skin 
crawling to my left.  However, he was a good bloke and a very loyal public servant, who achieved a tremendous 
amount, and I thank him.  He developed a very good team around him of competent people.  I enjoyed my time with 
Syd and we had a good time together.  I thank also Jim Sharp, Keiran McNamara, Dr John Byrne, Alan Walker and Dr 
Neville Marchant.  Dr Mike McCall, who also helped in the Department of Health when we got rid of some of the 
problems in health, also helped me in the Department of Justice when his help was needed.  I acknowledge also Richard 
Foster and Dr Bob Fitzgerald.  We called Bob Bosun Bob Backstay because at one time he turned up at a conference 
wearing a shirt with horizontal stripes.  With his red hair and red beard, all that was missing was the parrot!  Other 
people I want to mention are Tim Connolly, Jim Fisher and Jim Shilo, prison officers who were perhaps not the most 
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gentle of people but the most interesting as members of the old school of prison officers.  I also acknowledge Camis 
Smith, a wonderful bloke, who was the first director of Aboriginal policy and services and Glynis Sibosado, AO, Chair 
of the Aboriginal Justice Advisory Council.  If Glynis had received her honour before knighthoods in Australia were 
abolished, she would have been made a Dame, a title that suited her very much.  We called her Dame Glynis, and she 
was very pleased to be addressed in that way.  

I did not always see eye-to-eye with Chief Justice Hon David Malcolm.  At one stage I called him the shadow Attorney 
General.  However, he is a very good Chief Justice.  We reached an accommodation and worked very well together.  I 
have often said how much I admired former Chief Judge Hon Kevin Hammond.  Another friend to whom I would like 
to pay tribute is the late Graham Delaney, who was a senior crown solicitor.  He was generally known around the place 
as Junkyard Dog.  Thank you, Graham.  I miss you very much.   

I cannot go through all of the matters I have listed; I have another six pages to go through.  I may have to table them. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  These are just your introductory remarks. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  You will have to come back in May. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I will.  I share the wishes of Hon Chrissy Sharp, because I would like to come back in May and 
make another valedictory speech. 

I would like to deal with some of the “no regrets” that I have.  I do not regret having chosen the upper House.  I am an 
upper House person; I think I was before I came here; I definitely am since I have been here.  I am a firm believer in the 
upper House and I am a firm believer in what it can contribute to the Parliament.  Even though people asked whether I 
have ever had leadership aspirations, I did not.  I would hate to be Premier of this State - I cannot think of a worse job - 
and I would probably have to leave the upper House to do so and that would make it even worse. 

I do not regret being controversial, or colourful, as I think I was described the other day.  I enjoyed that.  I felt that a lot 
of what my job was was to find the mouldiest, oldest problem that had been growing mouldy for 20 years and nobody 
had dared to fix it.  Closing Sunset Hospital was one of those.  Sunset had been described in the Department of Health 
files for 30 years as the most disgraceful establishment that we had, but nobody dared touch it because it was a holy 
cow.  I closed it.  Most people probably did not notice that it happened, because we planned it pretty well, but it was 
good to do because it was a mouldy oldie.  As a minister, one cannot let mouldy oldies stay there; one must get them 
going.  The first thing one finds when one starts dealing with a mouldy oldie is that all the people who have given up 
and gone to sleep complaining about it immediately start blaming the minister for nothing having happened for the 
previous 30 years.  I do not regret that. 

I now refer to being colourful.  I am known for being an Aida, Artrage, Andy Warhol and appearing in a picture with 
four, I think, transvestites.  My ties, braces and lapel pins are all good fun.  One must not regard oneself as being too 
grand.  Once one starts taking oneself too seriously one is on a rocky road to ruin.  One must occasionally look at 
oneself in a far more mundane way. 

Hon Jim Scott interjected. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  My haka is, yes.  That was very early in my career.  That was very funny because I was still a 
partner at Mallesons Stephen Jaques - the senior litigation partner.  I was asked to the psycho-geriatric ward at the 
Armadale hospital.  Three of us were invited - Derrick, Fred Tubby and me - to this very strange event.  The first part 
was performed by the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints Perth International Dance Troupe.  If that sounds like 
a whole lot of Mormons in grass skirts, that is exactly what it was.  It was very strange.  They did the haka very well.  A 
little lady in a puce suit was sitting immediately in front of us and when they did their haka and the final bit and stuck 
their tongues out they went blah, blah, blah to this little lady in the puce suit.  She was sitting there with her wine glass 
in her right hand and, interestingly enough, she went vertically up in the air and came back down again and there 
appeared to be no mechanical basis by which she was able to transport herself up and down, and she did not spill a drop.  
We started laughing, although we realised we should not be, but we had the smiles taken off our faces when three 
volunteers were called for the haka.  Fred, Derrick and I knew exactly who the three volunteers were going to be and, 
sure enough, we were named.  That did get rid of the desire to laugh.  We found out later that the lady who went straight 
up in the air had just got back from having a quadruple bypass. 

I do not regret purchasing art and patronising the arts.  I think, more than any other minister, I worked at supporting the 
arts, because the most important thing for anybody who is involved in the arts is to be appreciated.  I think that works 
for practically every single area one can talk about.  People do like to be appreciated, and I worked hard at going and 
seeing every single event.  I did not just turn up at the opera or the ballet; I went to student productions and everything.  
I think that is important.  I bought art.  I got a budget put in for buying art.  I am disgusted that Hon Sheila McHale, 
supposedly the Minister for Culture and the Arts, went and sold it.  I understand she sold it for 10 times what I bought it 
for, which indicates my good taste.  However, the reality is that the Minister for the Arts should buy Western Australian 
art, patronise the arts and show off the arts in the office.  Interestingly, the art I purchased saved the office about 
$400 000 in a refit because that is how much it would have cost to make that office look good.  When I arrived, the 
office looked appalling. 
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I do not regret having been in Parliament despite all the disadvantages I have talked about.  I now outline my regrets.   

I wish I had known when I first started all the things about Parliament I now know.  How much more would we all have 
achieved if we were as wise when we started as we are at the end of our careers?  I regret that I did not get to use the 
confiscation laws against the WA Inc figures.  I drafted that legislation with those people in mind.  I intended to get 
Alan Bond’s money from him, even if I had to do so every time he brought it into Western Australia.  It was offensive 
that many people from the WA Inc era kept the money they acquired.  I am disappointed that the Government has not 
used the unexplained wealth provisions, which are a powerful weapon.  I regret the impact of my time in Parliament on 
my family and the way it was unfairly painful on them.   

I regret the trend to professional politicians who come to Parliament without real-life experience.  The Parliament must 
comprise people from every walk of life who come here having lived life and having experienced life.  Without that, 
members do not contribute much.  While here, members become increasingly remote from the public.  To start off 
without any idea of living an ordinary life, running a business or being an employee or without knowing what is 
happening in the State, one does not bring much to Parliament.  Members must also try to have some independence 
from this place.  Members must not be dependent on their party.  When young people ring me and say they have done 
politics at university and they want to go to Parliament and they ask what they should do, I tell them to go and work 
somewhere for 25 years.  I would hate to see someone straight out of university with a politics degree playing politics in 
this place.  It would be good for no-one. 

I am disappointed in government by and for media release.  That is one of the things I came to Parliament to stop.  We 
all too often go for popularity.  I know it makes sense that if the popular option is not chosen, government could be lost.  
However, it should not be popularity at the expense of getting things right.  First, decide what is right, and, second, plan 
the media release.  We were bad as a Government in that we decided what was right, and then planned the media 
release.  If I have a criticism of this Government, it plans the media release and then decides what is right.  It cannot be 
done in that order.  I am sad to see that happening, and I am sad that to some extent we have fallen behind that trend.  
Some guts must be shown every now and again and we must say that something will not happen; we must put some 
backbone into the system.  I hope that is done.  I would be sad if we were all to become members who spend their entire 
lives working for one party or another, who have never experienced life and cannot afford to leave the party.  A member 
should not come to Parliament unless he or she can afford to say to the party, “Stick it!  I can make a living out there, 
and I’m going back to make it.”  I say to any politician who perhaps believes he could not leave the party to be 
independent, leave now before becoming totally caught.  If a member becomes dependent on the Parliament, he or she 
will never serve it well.   

I hope I have served the Parliament well.  I have enjoyed my time here.  It is an immense privilege.  I have no regrets 
whatsoever about having made that decision.  It is a privilege to serve one’s State, to have some influence on its future 
and to meet so many wonderful people from all walks of life.  No-one else but a parliamentarian can freely walk into a 
factory and say, “What are you up to here?  Unless the member says, “I’m your local member of Parliament,” people 
would react by saying, “What are you doing in here?”  People think a member of Parliament is doing his or her job by 
having a sticky beak.  It is wonderful: one can be a sticky beak all over the State as a member of Parliament.  I 
appreciate what a privilege it is to meet so many different people.  During my time in the legal profession I met only a 
limited cross-section of people.  I met mainly lawyers during my leisure time, and I met either people who were in 
trouble or people in commerce the rest of the time.  In politics I have met the lot.  It has been a fantastic experience and 
I thank everybody for it. 

I thank all my colleagues.  This is a good House.  Occasionally we get a bit loud and shout at each other but I regard all 
members as my friends.  I will miss them but I will not miss this place.  It is with a great feeling of light-headedness and 
relief that I look forward to not being here.  As I said, I will not miss the place but I will miss the people.  The members 
and parliamentary staff are wonderful people.  It has been a privilege to be a member of Parliament.  I thank everyone 
very much. 

[Applause.] 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash):  I call Hon Derrick Tomlinson as the next speaker.  However, before 
he commences I advise members that we are not stopping for an afternoon tea break.  Cups of tea are available from the 
corridor if members care to get their own. 

HON DERRICK TOMLINSON (East Metropolitan) [4.20 pm]:  I invite all members to go and have a cup of tea! 

I was reluctant to make a valedictory speech because I was under the impression that it was similar to a funeral oration, 
which I thought was premature in my case.  I know with confidence that I will be dead, but I know with equal 
confidence not yet.  Because I was under the misapprehension that a valedictory speech was a funeral oration I thought 
it was inappropriate to make such an oration.  However, I checked the definition of “valedictory speech” in the Oxford 
Dictionary and found that it is in fact a speech of thanks and farewell.  I was still somewhat apprehensive to give the 
speech because I thought that if I made it, it might be followed by an unfortunate electoral accident in which the 
Government was returned.  If the Government is returned, it will mean that we will return to Parliament before 21 May 
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to deal with some legislation before the composition of the upper House changes.  However, I am confident that that 
will not happen and that today is my last day in this Chamber.  Therefore, I will say thanks and goodbye to many 
people. 

Like my colleague, Hon Peter Foss, I too feel very privileged to have been a member of this place.  It is a privilege.  I 
have met many people, I have been many places and I have done many things that I would never have conceived 
possible.  Many people have supported me.  I thank everybody associated with the Parliament and everybody associated 
with the Liberal Party who had the confidence in me to put me here.  They were not always confident that I should be 
returned, but I am retiring at the time of my own choosing. 

I want to single out some people for thanks and for special mention, many of whom have been mentioned already.  
These people have been very important to me in the 16 years that I have been a member of this House and I want to 
thank them.  I start, of course, with members of this Chamber.  I thank the President, Hon John Cowdell.  Members 
have already referred to the great job he has done as the President.  The Parliament has been refurbished under his 
stewardship more than at any other time.  Hon George Cash commenced the process as the previous President, and Hon 
John Cowdell has continued it with considerable, increased momentum.   
The Parliamentary Library stands out for me as the single most important achievement of Hon John Cowdell’s 
stewardship of the redevelopment of Parliament House.  I sincerely hope that in the next Parliament the vision that he 
has and that others share of not necessarily rebuilding but extending the Parliament so that it is a much more 
comfortable place in which to work for those who work here every day is realised.   
I have served under three Presidents.  Although I have a great deal of respect for Hon John Cowdell, I do not think that 
we always saw eye to eye politically when we were on opposite sides of the Chamber.  I have a great deal of respect for 
the work he is doing as President, but the person who stands out as by far the superior President is Hon George Cash.  I 
hope that the fates conspire to restore him to the presidency after May 2005.   

Then, of course, there is Laurie Marquet - friend, confidant, political tactician and master of parliamentary procedures.  
As with everybody in this Chamber, there have been times when the Clerk has invited me into his chamber and to sit 
down on one of his nicotine-sodden sofas to discuss fine points of legislation or parliamentary procedure and very often 
intriguing aspects of constitutional law.  He has been very patient with me in responding to my questions and reducing 
the complex to the simple.  Thank you, Laurie; I never understood a word of it!  Laurie is also very aware of his 
mortality.  I remember him saying several years ago that he must plan for his succession.  A couple of promising people 
slipped through the net, as members might recall; the blood ran away with their brains and they moved elsewhere.  
However, I now look at the Clerk Assistants and think that we have not only Laurie’s past contribution but also a future 
contribution.   
I refer first to Mia Betjeman.  When Mia first joined us, she came as senior research officer of the Standing Committee 
on Legislation.  She tried very hard to make us see reason and to do things the way that they should be done.  We 
resisted.  We told her, “We’re the members of Parliament!  We make the decisions!  You’re the servant!”  She had her 
way.  Her talent was quickly recognised and she was given the task of ordering the procedures of the committees of the 
Legislative Council.  During this Parliament I have had very little to do with the committees of the Council.  The 
committee that I chair is a committee of the Legislative Assembly.  However, I have observed that all the Council 
committees now function exactly as Mia intends them to.   
Malcolm Peacock was the clerk of the first select committee on which I served.  I was sometimes a bit embarrassed 
about correcting his grammar, because the schoolteacher was still a part of me.  As Usher of the Black Rod, Malcolm is 
distinguishing himself.  He stepped into some pretty big shoes, but he has filled them.   
I turn to Nigel Pratt.  The talent and ability of Laurie to identify and nurture talent is epitomised in these three people.  I 
worked closely with Nigel, as he was the research officer for the Select Committee on the Reserves (Reserve 43131) 
Bill 2003, which studied a very controversial Bill.  I will not reignite that controversy.  Nigel never let us make a 
statement, even in the committee, without challenging us by saying, “Where is the evidence for what you are saying?”  
Then, if we could not produce the evidence, he would produce the evidence for us and correct us if need be.  The 
committee’s report is founded upon thorough evidence.  The interpretation is the committee’s, but the forensic legal 
activities are those of Nigel.  I think that the Parliament will be well served in the future when we all pass on, provided 
that we can entice these three people to stay with us.   
I cannot leave the Chamber without acknowledging Hugh Johnson.  Hugh keeps this place tidy.  The Bar of the House 
gleams.  Every Tuesday afternoon before the House sits, Hugh polishes that Bar.  There is only one thing that gleams 
brighter than that Bar and that is Hugh’s teeth.  Hugh is an example to all of us in personal hygiene.  When he scrubs his 
teeth every afternoon about four o’clock, he really gives those gums a battering.  I think Hugh is a tremendous 
gentleman, a real gentleman.  He is humble but is a man for whom I have a great deal of respect.   
I turn now to the inestimable worth of the Hansard reporters.  When I came into this Chamber and first received these 
things that were called the “greens”, I read them and said, “Is that what I said?”  They had faithfully and accurately 
written down everything I had said and it did not make any sense whatsoever.  Now they faithfully, but not accurately, 
write down what I say and it makes sense.  It makes incredible sense; it makes more sense than I do.  It is a tribute to the 
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Hansard reporters that they can take every word a member says, all the interjections, and follow, through all those 
raucous moments, everything that is going on and produce a record for posterity.  I should not single out any of them 
because they are all absolutely brilliant and charming people, but I must refer to one, and that is Caroline.  Every time 
Caroline walks into this Chamber, she brings to my mind a person whom I love dearly - my wife.  I understand that my 
wife was brought up by her grandmother to follow the dictum that a person must never wear the same pair of shoes on 
consecutive days; they should be left for a day to air.  My wife has interpreted that to mean that a person should never 
wear the same pair of shoes in consecutive years.  That goes for every other part of her apparel.  She is a dressmaker’s 
dream.  Every day, after many hours, she presents herself so beautifully.   
Hon Paddy Embry:  How much cupboard space do you have?  
Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON:  That is one of the interesting things, because whenever we think about buying a house 
or moving house - we have moved house three or four times - she says that we need a bedroom for us and a bedroom for 
Sean, we need a spare bedroom for when mum comes up from the farm and for when my son and daughter come from 
elsewhere, and we need a sewing room.  The sewing room is in fact a wardrobe.  I love her immensely, and I could not 
be here without her.  However, the reason Caroline reminds me of Marnie is that for 16 years I have watched Caroline 
come into this Chamber, and I think in 16 years I can recall about 10 times when I have seen the same outfit before.  
She has the most magnificent dress sense, and it is one of the memories I will take away with me. 
From the Chamber to the next most important place, catering services.  Catering services have made me twice the man I 
was when I came into this place 16 years ago.  I came into this place as a skinny stripling - a mere 15 stone.  I now 
leave this place twice the man I was.  I regret only two things about the dining room.  One is that it shrank the sausage 
rolls.  Those sausage rolls of days of yore were legend.  They were a meal in themselves.  Of course, at morning tea on 
committees, we always had to have two.  I regret that.  The other thing that I regret is that the dining room staff 
persuaded the then President to buy them a vegetable shredder.  Now there is not a meal served in Parliament House 
without shredded carrots or whatever it might be sitting on it.  Please, throw away the vegetable shredder!  In the 
parliamentary dining room, I make mention of Steve, Shane and Oswaldo - I guess I should not attempt to name them.  
Marian has already been referred to.  I miss her immensely.  I think we all miss her.  The dining room is different 
without her.   
I want to name two people: Romeo Dimanlig and Vince La Galia.  Romeo is a friend.  I made a habit of bringing my 
son and wife to dinner here on a Wednesday night when the House was sitting because it was a way of us having 
contact.  We seldom share an evening meal together because that is the nature of the parliamentary life.  As Peter said, 
if we are not here in the Parliament, we are off at a meeting of one kind or another.  I think Marnie and Sean have a 
special affection for both Vince and Romeo because of the way in which they have treated them with such courtesy and 
such friendship.  I say thanks to Vince and Romeo.  I also thank Andrew Gardos.  Since Andrew has been the manager 
of the dining room, among other things the standard has risen.  That is not Andrew’s sole responsibility, because others 
have contributed to that.  However, he has brought some considerable class to the dining room.  
I also extend my thanks to Mark Winstanley in the bar.  He has saved me from alcoholism.  Mark has the uncanny 
ability of making people feel invisible.  I can stand at the bar and wait and see that Mark is concentrating assiduously on 
his figures.  He will turn, look through me, and wander off to do something else.  He will walk to the other end of the 
bar and not see me.  After a while, a person gives up.  As a consequence, I have drunk only one-third of what I would 
have drunk if it had not been for Mark! 
I extend my thanks to the telephonists, Cathy, Marilyn and Rosalie.  My experience has been that of Hon Peter Foss.  I 
pick up the phone and say hello and they say, “Yes, Mr Tomlinson.”  I have even tried disguising my voice and saying, 
“Haalloo!”  They have said, “Yes, Mr Tomlinson.”  They can anticipate me.  I say that I want to speak to - and they say, 
“Yes, I will put you through to Catherine straight away.”  They are tremendous people. 
I now turn to the Parliamentary Library.  It is a much under-used facility.  I remember a meeting of the Legislation 
Committee at which Hon Joe Berinson, a former Attorney General, appeared before the committee.  He referred to the 
criminal law report by Justice Murray.  He looked at me patiently and asked whether I had thought of going to the 
library.  Sure enough, once I was reminded of the library, I realised it was a mine of information.  If something is not 
available immediately, the library staff will find it.  For the past few months I have been preparing for retirement.  One 
of the things I will do in retirement is return to the thing I miss so much.  In academe there is the pleasure of being able 
to read, contemplate and write; to think before one acts.  In this Parliament, a person acts first and thinks afterwards.  I 
regret the lost opportunity to read and contemplate before putting words in my mouth or down on paper.  I am going 
back to that.  In preparation for that I have been looking for some very obscure manuscripts from the late nineteenth 
century.  I made a request of the Parliamentary Library and, within days, copies of the obscure manuscripts appeared on 
my desk.  The library staff are very talented and much under used.   
I extend my thanks to the committee officers.  They have already been referred to.  The committee system is the future 
of this House.  It has developed tremendously in the 15 years that I have worked in the system.  The staff we have been 
able to attract are very competent and talented.  We need to go the next step, because the committees are geographically 
and intellectually “over there”.  The only connection between “over there” and here are the reports that come to this 
House.  Regrettably, they are not given proper attention.  The House sets aside time to discuss the reports but they are 
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given only a cursory going over.  Not enough attention is given in debate to the enormous amount of work that has been 
done by the committee staff working with the committees.  We looked at changing standing orders so that the 
recommendations of a committee could be incorporated into a Bill and accepted.  That is one thing.  The committees 
have to become an integral part of the process of this House; it is what they were intended to be but it is what they are 
not.  There is a geographical and intellectual separation.  Bring the committees into the Chamber, bring them into an 
extension of the Parliament House or put them in the old Hale school building, but there will still be that intellectual 
separation unless we, as members of Parliament, change the way we do things.  We have changed.  To me it is so 
satisfying to go into a committee with people who are my political opponents, and to work cooperatively by sharing a 
connection of mind instead of the theatre of opposition that we have in this Chamber.  We produce good work in those 
committees.  Now we need to make that good work an integral part of the decision-making process.  I pay tribute to the 
Legislative Council committee staff.  As I said in this Parliament, I have been associated with only the Standing 
Committee on Legislation as a co-opted member on one occasion.  I have worked with the Joint Standing Committee on 
the Anti-Corruption Commission and the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, which is 
a Legislative Assembly committee working under Legislative Assembly standing orders with Legislative Assembly 
staff.  They are a little bit behind this Chamber in developing the committee system; however, progress is being made.  I 
pay tribute to the principal research officer of the Joint Standing Committee on the CCC, Katherine Galvin.  She is one 
of the gems that has presented itself to this Parliament.  I sincerely hope that we can keep Katherine by offering her the 
intellectual challenge that is necessary for her to continue to be satisfied.   

I reserve my last group of thanks for my parliamentary colleagues, past and present.  Like Hon Peter Foss, I too have 
enduring affection for Fred McKenzie.  I think some reference was made by Hon Paddy Embry to the loneliness of 
starting in this place, which happens even within the Liberal Party, wherein a person has people to nurture and assist 
him.  The real support I got as a new member of this place was from Fred McKenzie.  I remember presenting myself at 
one of the very first functions that I attended, which was somewhere in Bassendean, or wherever.  I was a bit shy, lost 
and uncertain.  Fred grabbed me, took me around and said “Let me introduce you to these people.”  He introduced me 
not as that something-or-other Liberal, but as his parliamentary colleague.  He was a real gentlemen.  He was a Labor 
man of the old school; he progressed from the shop floor to union steward, to union representative and to Parliament.  
He was a man of considerable principle.   

I could talk about many others, such as Hon Norman Moore.  In the days before I came into the Parliament - Norman of 
course has been in Parliament forever - when I became actively involved in the Liberal Party organisation, Norman and 
I had diametrically opposed views on a few things, and I think we still do.  I am a pinko.  However, those differences do 
not amount to a fig when we work together as parliamentary colleagues.  Even though we might have differences of 
position, I have grown to admire Norman as the Leader of the Opposition, and I will miss him.   

I refer now to Hon Peter Foss.  I think it was Senator Reg Withers who said to me many years ago, as he said to many 
other people - I assume he coined the notion - “You don’t choose your colleagues in Parliament and you don’t have 
friends.”  It is true that members do not choose their colleagues; however, I do have friends in Parliament, and one of 
my dearest friends is Hon Peter Foss.  I did not know Peter when I met him at a selection committee meeting, although I 
knew of him and had seen his name on legal opinions that the Liberal Party had received from time to time.  After an 
arduous selection committee that started at 6.00 pm and finished at 3.00 am - I think there were 13 or so candidates - I 
had the privilege of being nominated number 1 while Peter was nominated number 2.  We were confident that we would 
enter the Parliament to replace Gordon Masters and Neil Oliver.  The very next night we took Peter’s Citroën to a 
meeting of the Serpentine branch and, from that time on, I had a colleague whom I liked, admired and respected.  Now 
that we are leaving Parliament, I know that we will continue to be friends.  I thank Peter for his companionship and for 
being such a good colleague and friend for the past 15 or so years.  Unlike Peter, I do like going to branch meetings 
because at branch meetings I have a captive audience.  There is nothing like a captive audience to stimulate the ego!  I 
thank all those branch members.   

There was an occasion on which I acted out of friendship.  The other two special friends I have in Parliament are Phillip 
Pendal and Liz Constable.  I have known Liz since 1975, when I finished my masters degree.  I consulted with her 
about doing some doctoral work at Harvard University.  We then served together on the faculty of the University of 
Western Australia.  She and her husband, Ian, are my and Marnie’s close friends.  When certain political circumstances 
arose at a by-election, I chose friendship over loyalty to the party.  Some members of the party were quite rightfully and 
correctly enraged about my decision.  The state executive of the Liberal Party received a motion to expel me from the 
party.  My friends in the Liberal Party rallied and I was not expelled, although I was censured.  I then had to attempt re-
endorsement and, again, my friends rallied.  They were extremely loyal when they had no reason to be, because I had 
been disloyal to the party.  I am grateful to all those people who rallied to my support, because I was able to have a 
further 12 years of a very satisfying parliamentary career.   

The other people whom I must thank of course include Nola Smart.  Each of us depends upon our electorate officer 
when we are not in our office and at all other times.  I can function effectively only because of my electorate officer, 
Nola Smart.  She has been with me for 16 years.  Unfortunately, she will be thrown on the scrap heap when I retire.  If 
anybody wants an outstanding electorate officer, Nola Smart comes with my recommendations.  She is a typist beyond 
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comparison; she is brilliant.  She is an organiser beyond comparison.  She is a researcher beyond comparison, 
particularly since we have discovered the Internet.  She mines the Internet and produces all this stuff that I would never 
find; she is absolutely brilliant.  Above all that, she is a person whom I love dearly.  I thank Nola sincerely for her 16 
years of welcome friendship. 

Of course, I thank Marnie and Sean.  When I entered Parliament Sean was six and in the first year of primary school.  
This year he has completed his honours degree in zoology at the University of Western Australia.  Although his results 
will not be known for a few days yet, I am proud because I think he will have first class honours.  He is a tremendous 
young man.  From the time he was born I was involved in the Liberal Party organisation, which meant spending just as 
much time at party meetings as I have done as a member of Parliament.  I attended branch meetings, divisional 
meetings, state council meetings and state executive meetings for six years.  I then became a candidate, and for a year, 
because he was a little tacker, and because Marnie was so loyal to me as a candidate, we dragged him unwillingly from 
political forum to political forum.  He came to loathe politics and still loathes politics.  He has a healthy cynicism about 
the political process.  I asked him if he would follow his old man into politics.  He said that he had seen what it has 
done to me.  I love him.  I did not get to his year 7 graduation because we had a debate in this House and a pair was not 
available.  Those things hurt.  I think it hurt him, although he has never said anything.  I know it hurt me.  Without 
Marnie’s love and support this would not have been much fun, and it has been fun.  Marnie has had her career.  She has 
grown in her career, so we have separate lives which come together at meaningful times.  We will now have more 
meaningful times because I will be able to do the washing on Mondays and the shopping on Fridays, and for the next 10 
years I will be a kept man!  I thank Marnie and Sean for their tremendous support.  I thank Brett and Deanne, who is in 
Melbourne.  She is always telephoning me and giving me political advice.  She likes to organise my life.  Brett is a quiet 
observer and shares Sean’s healthy cynicism of the political process.  He is a thinker.   

Looking back on the past 16 years, what have I achieved?  I have achieved things that will forever be to my private 
satisfaction.  I am pleased with some of the things that I have done.  I do not boast about them, I do not talk about them, 
but I am deeply satisfied with what I have done and deeply, deeply grateful for the opportunity to have done them.   

Whether I have done my job well is for other people to judge, but I have done it to the best of my ability.  I regret 
nothing.  I resile from nothing that I have said or done in this place.  There were times when I was embarrassed.  There 
were two occasions in particular on which I was embarrassed about my participation in decisions of this place.  They 
will remain my private embarrassment.  They do not involve one political party or another.  They are circumstances that 
occurred.  I played my part.  I look back on them with embarrassment.  I do not regret them because I played my part 
consciously, willingly and with forethought. 

Have I changed?  Yes, I have.  I have grown older and fatter.  However, apart from that I will leave the Parliament with 
an acute awareness of the injustice that the misuse of authority can cause.  Shortly after I entered Parliament - a few 
months or perhaps a year after - Hon Barry MacKinnon invited me to be the shadow Minister for Justice or opposition 
spokesperson for justice, because Hon Peter Foss had, for private reasons, declined the invitation to be the shadow 
Attorney General.  That meant I was up against the formidable intellect of Hon Joe Berinson.  I am eternally grateful 
that Hon Peter Foss always met him intellectually in debate on matters of law.  However, on questions of justice, as the 
shadow Minister for Justice - I am sure it was the same for the Attorney General - I received all the complaints about 
injustice in the judicial system, the legal system, the Police Service and the courts.  Every criminal is unfairly treated 
and every criminal wants the shadow Attorney General - or in my case the shadow Minister for Justice - to do 
something about it.  I did something about most of them by dismissing them as unwarranted complaints.  However, one 
particular complaint came to my attention that I thought did not make sense.  A fellow had been charged with rape, but 
the forensic evidence clearly demonstrated that he could not have committed it.  Fortunately, he was not convicted.  He 
was found not guilty.  When he complained to Hon Joe Berinson and asked for some sort of ex gratia payment to cover 
the cost of defending himself, he received a letter that said that although the court had found him not guilty, that did not 
prove his innocence.  He spent the next 11 years trying to prove his innocence.  He came to me, and I thought it was 
crazy that this man had ever been charged.  After nine years, I recall ringing him and saying that I had just been told 
that Cabinet had authorised the Attorney General to write him a letter of apology and that he would receive an ex gratia 
compensation payment.  He cried on the telephone.  A couple of hours later I cried, and I said to Marnie, “I done good.”  
From that experience, I became aware that for whatever reason people in authority make their judgments, whether they 
be based on laziness, ineptitude or malice, the victims are the people who are most badly damaged.  I cried a second 
time 12 months after he had received the letter of apology, when he died of a heart attack.  I cried at his funeral for the 
waste of a life.  The Select Committee on the Reserves (Reserve 43131) Bill 2003 has just presented its report.  I was a 
member of that committee.  That is a controversial issue, and I do not want to raise controversy at this time.  However, 
that issue reinforced my acute awareness that the abuse of authority can absolutely destroy people.   

I leave the Parliament I hope a wiser man.  I leave the Parliament grateful for the opportunity to have served.  Even 
though after 20 May for many of us our paths may never cross again, I will look back on all members with affection.  
Some members have been interesting to work with.  Some members have been challenging to work with.  Many 
members have been stimulating to work with.  I thank members for that opportunity.   

[Applause.] 
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HON BILL STRETCH (South West) [5.06 pm]:  Like others who have spoken before me, I feel extremely honoured 
and grateful to the people in my electorates - I have represented two electorates - for electing me to serve in the 
Parliament of Western Australia for nearly 22 years, or for just on one-third of my life.  I will depart from my prepared 
text to comment on the closing remarks of Hon Derrick Tomlinson.  Those remarks were so heartfelt and so important 
to us all that I want to repeat them before we lose track of the message.  I say to all those members who are staying on 
in this place that our major job is to protect the small people in the community from the bureaucracy and the wheels that 
we create.  If we are not very careful, the wheels that we create grind up the small people and spit them out in little 
pieces.  It is our duty above all to protect those people, no matter what party we might belong to and what position we 
might hold.  To me that is the most important charge that is given to us.  It is not stated anywhere, but it jumps out at all 
of us in our electorate work in so many ways.  Hon Derrick Tomlinson commented on his electorate secretary, Nola.  
The same comment applies to all our electorate officers.  They are usually the front-line troops who receive these stories 
from our constituents, and from then on it is up to us to pick up the ball and run with it on their behalf.  We will not 
always win, but that is our most important charge.  I thank Hon Derrick Tomlinson for so many things.  I particularly 
thank him for reminding us of the charge and trust that is placed in us by the people in our electorates.   

My interest in political life began when, as a 15-year-old schoolboy, I wrote a rather naive letter to Melbourne’s The 
Age about the then Victorian Labor Government’s denial of a farmer’s right to cart his own produce anywhere on his 
own truck.  That would still be a bit of a familiar theme to rural members after so many years.  That was 54 years ago.  I 
therefore make the comment that restrictive legislation has long arms and a very long pedigree.   

Rather paradoxically, my parliamentary career was launched by Prime Minister Gough Whitlam.  This may sound a 
little obtuse, and it is, but the prospect that his Government would be re-elected so threatened my farming livelihood 
that I joined the Liberal Party to fight for my belief in the personal enterprise and freedoms so clearly enunciated in the 
Menzies-W.H. Anderson manifesto “We Believe”.  That manifesto was printed in Canberra on 9 November 1954, and it 
sets out many of the beliefs that Menzies and his party had for an Australian nation that was emerging from the horrors 
of World War II.  It is worth reading, and if we had more time I would highlight it, but I certainly will not do that 
tonight.  My grandfather, W.H. Stretch contested the Western Australian Legislative Assembly seat of East Kimberley 
in the 1901 election.  He was campaigning against the unfairness of the Government’s arbitrary tick line, which 
severely disadvantaged my grandfather and many of his pastoralist neighbours, and he was persuaded to stand for 
Parliament.  Despite being the son of a Church of England clergyman and brother of the Bishop of Newcastle, God was 
clearly not on his side on that polling day.  He lost the seat by one vote.  One of the total 66 votes at the ballot box was 
informal.  The sitting member, Francis Connor, was victorious and went on to serve the State in both Houses of 
Parliament for, I believe, a total of 23 years, so grandfather was beaten by a good man.  
My father stood for election against our friend, Dick Old, the member for Katanning, on a strong matter of principle and 
he was defeated by a much larger margin than his father had been, but admittedly in a somewhat more populous 
electorate.  My late elder brother sought selection as a representative of the Liberal Party in the 1960s, so I was not 
overly daunted when I was asked to stand for the supposedly unwinable seat of the then Lower Central Province in the 
Legislative Council.  The odds were definitely against me.  A very popular and very nice sitting member of the then 
Country Party, Hon Win Piesse, was the incumbent.  After six months of solid doorknocking from Walpole to Tarin 
Rock, a place near Lake Grace, with the incumbent Liberal half of the split team, Hon Sandy Lewis, we won the second 
seat in Lower Central Province in the 1983 election.  This was despite the big swing towards Brian Burke’s Labor 
Government.  
I pay tribute to Sandy Lewis and his wife, Tricia, for their encouragement, friendship and support that turned that 
overwhelming challenge into a victorious result.  I thank my wife and family, the Hearman family, which comprised a 
former Speaker of the Legislative Assembly, John Hearman, who was a member for 17 years and his extended family, 
who were quite numerous and very liberal.  They helped enormously.  The Liberal Party, both parliamentary and 
organisational wings, and scores of other kind people worked extremely hard to achieve that result.  At this very late 
stage of my career I again humbly and publicly thank all of them.  

I deliver this farewell speech in this very special building with a deep sense of gratitude and satisfaction.  Above all, I 
leave it with the confidence in the future of the parliamentary democracy in Western Australia because of my belief and 
my experience in the general nobility, purposefulness and basic commonsense of the vast majority of the people of 
Western Australia.  Despite the astonishing power of modern electronic and print media to project massive daily doses 
of information and misinformation to our homes and workplaces we, as the public recipients of this flood of words, 
pictures, and often slanted opinions, generally manage to salvage the useful and relevant facts out of it all and make the 
rational voting decisions that help to keep civilisation progressing.  I guess it is best summed up by the old adage that 
one can fool some of the people some of the time but one cannot fool all the people all the time.  At this stage, I 
acknowledge that the modern media have enormous potential to positively educate and advance the knowledge and 
wellbeing of the populace.  However, used mischievously, negatively, irresponsibly and even evilly, it has the potential 
to damage and destroy worthy individuals, organisations and institutions, including democratic Governments.  
Our Westminster style of parliamentary democracy here in WA often groans under the weight of cynical media 
comment and trite personal attacks that undermine the effectiveness and performance of our Parliament as a whole.  
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Worse still, they damage many public figures as individuals.  Perhaps, more sadly, family members and friends often 
suffer unfair and unnecessary collateral damage and hurt to their reputations and their peace of mind.  

There is a very narrow path indeed between democracy and anarchy, order and disorder.  We must all ponder at times 
where our individual responsibilities lie.  It does not matter whether we are ministers, ordinary members of Parliament, 
media people or just plain citizens: it is up to us to decide when and in which direction we place ourselves on that 
narrow path.  We need to judge, particularly in public life, every statement and position we take and to pause 
individually or collectively and remember that decision is always in our own hands as individuals.  That is one of the 
freedoms that we, as members of Parliament, should always have.  If we think a thing is totally wrong, we can vote 
against it; or, if our rules do not allow it, we can get ourselves out of it and not be here.  That is a copout, but 
unfortunately that is sometimes the way it has to be.  There is a huge responsibility on us and we have seen the damage 
that can be done when media attacks get out of hand.  One of the saddest events for me in this House was the suicide of 
Penny Easton.  The circumstances surrounding her death are a burden that lies on everybody’s shoulders.  Collectively 
it was a tragedy; individually we perhaps all ought to share a little bit of guilt.  It is a long time back in history, but that 
story needs to be remembered.  The media also need to be reminded of it, because everybody played a part, however 
small. 

This is getting a bit serious, Mr Deputy President.  In retrospect, having been elected in 1983 under the preferential 
system of voting for the old Legislative Council provinces, with staggered fixed terms, and having campaigned 
similarly in the 1987 election, I strongly believe that that system of voting delivers a fairer, more democratic and 
representative result for the people than does the current proportional voting system that is used to elect Legislative 
Councillors.  I believe that the majority must rule and that that is the way the system should be set up.  The tragedy of 
the proportional voting system is that it really delivers the power to appoint the majority of upper House members of a 
Parliament to a comparatively small handful of major political party members rather than the electorate - the people for 
whom we are actually acting.  Consequently, Legislative Councillors and candidates in Western Australia are obliged to 
focus too much of their time and effort courting the favour of 50 per cent plus one or more of their registered political 
party selectors - more commonly called powerbrokers, power blocs or factional bosses.  Under the pre-1987 preferential 
system, a candidate had to go out and convince 50 per cent or more of the voting public to support him or her, and, in 
those days, that support was extremely hard won by grassroots campaigning, mainly by doorknocking.  It was direct and 
far more personal than is the case today. 

In retrospect, I think Hon Norman Moore and I are probably the only two members present to have been elected under 
that preferential system.  I am sorry; yes, Hon Barry House was thus elected in a by-election in 1987.  However, it is a 
major change and, strangely enough, while the reform was possibly in favour of party politics, in my belief it under-
represented the people and, to a very large extent, took the vote away from them.  The option they were then given was 
to vote for the candidate of their party’s choice and not the candidate of their choice. 

Being a departing member I can say this without rancour or favour to anyone, and I say it because I believe that the 
Government of the time - a Labor Government - in 1987 actually duped and misled the people of Western Australia and 
the Parliament with those changes to the Electoral Act.  I do not know whether it realised the consequences of its 
actions, and I give it some credit by saying that it probably did not, but the changes made then were so far reaching that 
today a small group of five members dictate the legislative decisions to a Parliament totalling 91 members.  Through 
that distortion, they affect the destiny of the State of Western Australia and its citizens.  I do not reflect on members 
who were elected under that system.  That is how it is now.  We simply bear the cost of that decision made in 1987.  It 
is high time that our citizens demanded of their elected Government a rewrite of the Electoral Act that will work for the 
people’s benefit rather than against their majority interest and wellbeing.  The diversity of viewpoints is valuable and 
essential to a good system that is best expressed through the party forums.  The distorted influence now entrenched by 
legislation is dangerous, and potentially destructive to the aspirations and efforts of mainstream Australians.  This 
reform is particularly urgent in a State like ours, where much of our export-driven wealth is generated in vast areas 
remote from Perth.  We must remember that Perth holds the numerical voting strength in Western Australia.  This 
demands a wide-screen view and statesmanlike judgment from all voters to maintain the State’s progress and prosperity.  
I like to think that such changes to the Electoral Act could be made in the term of the next Government, thus returning 
real ballot box power to the people and removing undue powers from unelected party apparatchiks of any persuasion.   

Serving in Parliament is a unique experience for most people.  A new member is exposed to a huge volume of 
information, a new cross-section of the population and a new range of experiences, contacts and situations.  I think all 
members have the following experience before entering Parliament: in life outside this place, issues tend to be 
beautifully outlined; that is, they are starkly black or vividly white, and there is no grey in between.  A new member 
coming into this Parliament is exposed to an enormous amount of information.  The legislation is exposed to close 
scrutiny and extensive research is undertaken.  Information goes forward into the system, and somehow those clear lines 
of demarcation disappear and all that is left in the middle is a variety of shades of grey.  It is then that informed debate 
takes over, which results in a decision reflected in an outcome presented to the public.  Of course, people from outside 
the process who thought things were black and white and did not see the grey take a lot of convincing about the reality 
and wisdom of the decision.  That, my friends, is leadership, and that is what we all must do when facing up to 
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legislation.  It is no good thinking that people can operate from newspaper and other media reports and that the populist 
view will prevail.  The media do not give a full enough picture to the people to enable them to make balanced decisions.  
The media tend to paint the issues in black and white and do not see the information in the middle that we must deal 
with at all stages.   

I have greatly enjoyed my contact with the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association activities.  I had the honour of 
representing the Western Australian Parliament at conferences in Kiribati, Sydney, Malaysia and Zimbabwe, thereby 
meeting many interesting parliamentarians and other people from a wide range of cultural backgrounds and visiting 
many fascinating places, some of which I would like to revisit and one or two that I certainly will not revisit.  Such 
cross-cultural exchanges are most valuable in cultivating mutual understanding and goodwill between commonwealth 
countries.  I therefore urge all new members to take an interest in the CPA to gain a deeper insight into the lives and 
governance of our overseas neighbours.  Even if such members do not have the opportunity to travel, they should at 
least attend any seminars and conferences held here and read some of the publications.  As a major trading State, it is 
important for us in Western Australia to develop such ties for economic, cultural, social and security reasons.   

In my nearly 22 years in this Parliament, I have met a wide range of memorable characters.  I guess the first member I 
met who had the most impact on me was the then President of the Legislative Council, Hon Clive Griffiths, who in his 
own special way was a great help to me as a new member.  I came in here, as do many members, with little experience 
of parliamentary practice.  I admitted to him that I did not know too much about standing orders.  He thought for a 
minute and said, “Don’t let that worry you because I can assure you that not too many existing members do either, and 
of those who do know them, most tend to ignore them anyway”.  He then said, “Don’t worry mate, just say and do what 
you want to do and if you get it wrong, I will sit you down quick smart”.  That was not terribly reassuring to a new 
member but it was salutary.  I am pleased to say that later Presidents, including you, Mr Deputy President, and Hon 
John Cowdell, have been of wonderful assistance to me and to the Parliament.  They have helped to portray and uphold 
the dignity of this Parliament and most of its practices. 

A long line of people have already been thanked, so I will not go into great detail about their personalities or exploits - 
particularly their exploits.  I express my deep gratitude to Laurie Marquet and his staff, and those who work in the 
committee office for their advice, help and friendship over the years, particularly when I was a Deputy Chairman of 
Committees.  It was an enormous help to have those able people by my side for guidance, particularly at 3.00 am when 
the amendments had become a black and white haze.  That was not only invaluable and appreciated, but also absolutely 
essential.  I thank everybody. 

I pay tribute to some wonderful staff members from the past, including Les Hoft, who was a former Usher of the Black 
Rod.  He is a wonderful bloke and a great poet.  Les wrote a worthy poem about each retiring member.  His poems were 
clever and very much to the point.  They were extremely biting at times but were always extremely clever and funny.  
Ian Allnutt was a legend in this House in his own way.  He was the Usher of the Black Rod and was a Clerk before that.  
He served in both Chambers of Parliament.  He was a very good servant and a great friend of all members.  We miss 
him enormously.  He conducted all his duties with an inimitable style and distinction, and I thank Ian.  All staff in this 
House have been very attentive to us and have looked after our needs as members of Parliament and as people.  I thank 
them very much for it. 

I will refer to a few more characters from the past.  I refer firstly to the much-mentioned Fred McKenzie.  He was the 
epitome of a parliamentarian.  He was a loyal Labor man and a loyal railway man.  He told me once during a debate, 
“Make no mistake, mate, I’d like a railway station at the end of every street in Perth, so you know where I’m coming 
from”.  We appreciated his point of view.  He was a man of great humour and honour who was intensely loyal to the 
Parliament and to the system.  In the same breath I pay tribute to our own Whip at the time, Margaret McAleer.  She 
was an absolutely charming person.  She was quietly spoken, had a great intellect and was a very good representative of 
her electorate.  I think she knew the breeding of every horse and dog in her electorate and had visited most of her 
constituents.  She was a much-loved member.  Her very large funeral, which I attended with sadness, was a tribute to 
her and the respect in which she was held.  Fred and Margaret had a very special relationship as Whips.  At times I had 
to deputise for Margaret as the acting Whip.  Fred’s word was his bond.  If he gave a pair, that stood.  It did not matter 
whether the numbers went east or west.  He said that if he had to leave the Chamber and somebody else counted the 
vote, whatever Fred had said would stand.  There was never a bad moment.  Fred still often visits Parliament and 
everybody gets a welcoming smile and greeting from him.  I wish him well in his continuing retirement.  It is amazing 
how well retired members look.  I look forward to a similar massive improvement in my health when I retire! 

I will mention some of the other characters.  Fred told me last week that Des Dans was celebrating his eightieth 
birthday.  Des was tough and unyielding.  His politics were as far removed from mine as they could possibly be, but at 
times he would say such things as, “Don’t ever let them close down Fremantle wharf; that is the port for Western 
Australia.  They can play around with these other places, but Fremantle is the place.  The minute they let you take the 
live shipping out of there, mate, we’re doomed.”  Des could drop the barriers and discuss issues that crossed political 
boundaries.  Members did not realise that when they were in debate with him in here, because he would flog them to 
death at every chance he had.  However, when the chips were down and issues needed solving, they were worked out in 
the corridors or behind the Chair, which reflects the true spirit of politics.   



 [COUNCIL - Wednesday, 1 December 2004] 8891 

 

Graham MacKinnon was probably one of the most effective members of Parliament.  Bob Hetherington said that he was 
probably the most ruthless and effective political leader that he had ever seen in this House.  Again, he was tough, but 
he was an extremely valuable living link to the horrors of World War II.  As new members to this place, we were trying 
to put the war behind us.  Without being morbid and looking back too much, Graham pricked our consciences in many 
ways.  I remember that somebody once distastefully rejected a piece of food in the dining room.  Graham, who was a 
prisoner of war in Changi, looked across and said that he could not bear to see people reject food.  He said that when a 
person had looked forward to a meal of baked rat, it hurt to see someone reject good food like that!  It was a graphic 
reminder of what we are really all about in this place; our job is to defend the freedoms and the family, social and 
community values that we all share.  He reminded us that those values and freedoms were hard won and are easily lost.  
When we see people marching in the streets for various reasons, we must think pretty hard about where it will lead us.  
We look to history but we do not dwell on it overmuch.  However, we need to look back at it and to say that we have 
been there and do not want to open those doors again.  Graham was a conscience of the past.  That was valuable, and it 
certainly made quite an impact on members at the time.  He was a skilful debater and minister.  He severely chastised 
me for seeking to bringing forward a report on a drainage scheme for the Tone River many years ago.  One of the major 
arguments he used was that to drain the system would denude the waterbirds of feeding grounds across the central great 
southern region.  I asked him whether he realised that there were 365 lakes between Manjimup and Dumbleyung - one 
for each day of the year.  He said he knew that, but that his was a good argument and it had worked.  My report was 
shelved.  It is interesting now that drainage and engineering solutions to salinity are again coming forward.   
Tommy Jones was the member for Collie, or the member for coal.  He was an incredible character in the Labor Party.  
He was unfairly reputed to have only three speeches - Collie 1, Collie 2 and Collie 3 - and that they were all about coal.  
Tom was a great friend.  In those days if the Collie Shire Council wanted to hold a meeting, Tom would call everybody 
from all the parties to go to the meeting.  He said that they were all elected to represent Collie and that they should all 
sit around the table and listen.  He would say, “We’re not playing politics, mate; we’re looking after Collie.”  Sadly, 
that spirit has gone from politics.   
Some of the more current legends include Bill McNee, my old mate from the lower House.  He is an incredible person, 
who is seen as the conscience of the wheatbelt.  He has hands-on experience.  He has done it hard and tells it how it is.  
He fears neither friend nor foe.  He is as hard on his own side as he is on the other side, but when the chips are down he 
is right behind us.  Harold Macmillan had a wonderful saying about Ted Heath.  When asked about his loyalty he said, 
“I would shoot tiger with Ted Heath.”  Well, I would shoot tiger with Bill McNee.  I know that he would always be 
there when the chips were down.  Max Evans was probably one of the best financial brains to have ever been in this 
Parliament.  As Hon Peter Foss has said, he sacrificed a big salary and a career path, which was well established 
anyway, to come into this place and sort out the finances of the State.  As a practising accountant at the highest level in 
the community, he knew that what the Government and the Parliament were doing was wrong.  They were on many 
wrong tracks that were leading to financial instability, but he was prepared to come forward and sort it out.  I pay tribute 
to Max and the enormous amount of work he did.  His speeches are much easier to read than they were to listen to.  
Even though he knew exactly what he was saying, his mind was two miles ahead of his mouth and the message tended 
to get a little mixed.  I know exactly how it is because I am the same.  If people read Max’s speeches, they will realise 
what a tremendous job he did for Western Australia.  He unravelled the intricacies of what is known as WA Inc and 
pointed out the fallacies and the maladministration.  Not all the events of WA Inc were caused maliciously; it was just 
one of those times when things started off wrongly and got more wrong as they went along.   
As Hon Peter Foss has said, he also entered Parliament at great financial sacrifice to himself to try to sort out the laws, 
because the law-making and the draftsmanship of the legislation were poor.  If anything, it is worse now than it was 
then.  If we are to have more new law schools, for goodness sake, let us get some people who are dedicated to 
legislative drafting.  The quality of legislation that we are debating is very poor indeed and it reflects on people right 
down the line.  It results in a huge amount of work for our committees.  That is fine in itself, but the problem needs to 
be tackled at the source.  It is the basis of where our statute law begins, and if it starts badly, it is very difficult to patch 
up.  All Governments need to pay more attention to the initial drafting.  It will be expensive and it will require good 
brains, but it will be money well spent.  It is rather like building a house: if the foundations are not right, the structure 
will not be good.  Much of our law appears to be flimsy when it reaches this place.  Often the Standing Committee on 
Legislation has to take a Bill back to square one and rebuild the whole thing from the base up.  It is very hard to do that 
because a lot of work, money and ego have been devoted already to that legislation.  As we all know, it takes time for a 
committee to unravel all that, and it is often only partly successful.   
Like everybody else, I have been wonderfully assisted in my parliamentary electorate work by delightful, loyal and 
dedicated staff over my 22 years as a country MP.  As I said earlier, our electorate officers are our front-line soldiers.  
They are our eyes and ears in the electorate and a two-way conduit of information between the people and their 
parliamentary representatives.  The late Jim Watkins was my first electorate secretary in Wagin in the seat of Lower 
Central Province.  He and his family became good friends and were enormously supportive in helping me establish an 
office and contacts in the new district.  The boundary changes in 1989 saw Narrogin, Wagin and Kojonup fall out of my 
electorate.  Therefore, I transferred my electorate office to the delightful town of Boyup Brook.  In that town I was 
fortunate enough to take over the staff of my political mentor, or perhaps minder, the legendary Sandy Lewis, thus 



8892 [COUNCIL - Wednesday, 1 December 2004] 

 

inheriting his equally legendary secretary and electorate officer of many years, Mrs Moya Reid.  This charming and 
incredibly competent lady has been a magnificent officer, a good friend and a helper to me in my electorate work and is 
a stalwart lifetime contributor to the community of Boyup Brook in just about any field that I could mention.  Moya’s 
lunch hour is often spent ferrying old people to medical appointments or about the town, helping or visiting people and 
doing a lot of work for people who are towards the end of their life and who need comfort and someone to listen to 
them.  I thank Moya for all the work she has done not only for me but also for my community.  Bronwyn Nield is my 
research officer and relieving electorate officer in Boyup Brook.  She has worked in my office for many years and her 
competent and cheery nature has always been a great help and support.  It is always a pleasure to go into the office to 
find either or both of them there and to know that things will be up to speed and well in front of me.  I often wonder 
how those people read my mind when I am so far away, because I actually live in the country, three-quarters of an hour 
away from my electorate office.  Many members in the city are also that distance from their offices, but in some ways it 
seems to be harder in the country. 

There are many unsung heroes in and associated with this Parliament who keep it working smoothly.  It has been a great 
pleasure to work with those dedicated and loyal people.  Most of them have been mentioned before.  I just add my 
thanks to them.  Although the personnel have changed greatly over my 22 years, the commitment to excellence of all 
those people has continued, and the level of service delivered to parliamentarians has advanced steadily to its current 
high state. 

As has been said, the gardeners and maintenance staff have kept the grounds and buildings in a state of which we can all 
be proud.  It is always a pleasure to bring visitors here, and they always comment on the state of the grounds. 

The dining room, bar and kitchen staff are exceptionally talented people, led by Enno, Andrew, Mark in the bar, and 
Claude, the head chef.  They are exceptionally talented, tolerant, courteous and extremely kind people.  The danger is 
that they create such a second-home feeling that we all feel they are almost an extension of our own families.  I thank 
the present staff and all those past who have looked after me over the years.  As has been mentioned, we all miss 
Marian so much since she died so suddenly and we had a chance to say goodbye only at her funeral.  Those staff are 
fantastic people.  I know that when I bring my family, children and grandchildren up here, they keep talking about these 
wonderful people who come out with sweets and chocolates at the end of a meal.  They just think, “God, home was 
never like this!”  The staff make everyone feel so much at home. 

Like everyone else, my admiration for the Hansard staff is boundless.  I think I give them far more work than they 
deserve.  Their collective ability to work through the old very late night sittings and still translate my scrambled words, 
in particular, into eloquent speeches never ceased to amaze me.  Along with my admiration, I express my sincere 
gratitude to them all. 

As has been said, our telephonists, Marilyn, Rosalie and Cathy, and their predecessors over the years, have kept us all in 
touch cheerfully, empathetically and very efficiently.  I thank them sincerely for their service. 

What a wonderful lot Judy Ballantyne and her library staff are.  When I was researching my grandfather’s attempt to 
enter Parliament, I knew all the legend but could not pin the faces down.  It took the library staff three-quarters of an 
hour to find the actual election results in 1901.  I got the figures and a lovely little note saying “Found it!”, and they did. 

I come to the Parliamentary Services team.  I served on the old Joint House Committee and the Parliamentary Services 
Committee, as it is now, for many years.  I have a great respect for those people who keep this rather large, rambling 
and complicated building working smoothly.  As we move into an increasingly technological and complex age, they 
manage to keep apace with all that, and generally keep things working.  It is far easier to stuff things up in these days of 
high tech, but they always seem to get things back on line and working fairly quickly.  I pay tribute to and thank Russell 
Bremner and Vince Pacecca.  I also thank Peter, who is always willing to pick up a screwdriver and fix things himself if 
he cannot find the right people.  I thank Dan, Rolf and their staff for their help over the years.  I thank Michel Crouche, 
Greg, Joe and the rest of their team for keeping the House solvent, and particularly for paying our staff and even the 
members.  I thank Ken Craig and his security staff for keeping us safe in our workplace.  It is an increasing challenge, 
but they do it extremely well. 
I come to my final comments.  I have been the Secretary of the Parliamentary Liberal Party for 15 years, and have 
always had wonderful staff to support me in that task.  I inherited Yvonne Donaldson as a secretary from John 
Williams.  She is a wonderful, loyal and totally reliable lady who adapted readily to the new challenge of working with 
a country-based and resident parliamentary party secretary.  Upon Yvonne’s retirement I promoted Nikki Gardner to her 
position.  She has continued to look after the interests of members exceptionally well.  I think most people across party 
lines know Nikki.  Her personality crosses so many boundaries.  She has helped many people and has been helped in 
return.  I thank her for her continuing work.  She is a pretty special sort of person. 
I also thank my regional parliamentary colleagues, Hon Barry House and Hon Robyn McSweeney.  I believe the 
electorate is in very good hands.  I thank Barry for his leadership of our team over many years.  It is a tough electorate 
to work as it takes in a large population and a considerable cross-section of people.  It involves all the meaningful 
timber forests and coal deposits, a good part of the wine industry - not the Swan Valley - and many other special 
interests, such as the dairy industry.  They all have their special problems and present special challenges to us as 
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members.  Robyn is the newest addition to the team and has made a great impact on this House in what seems like a 
short time.  I wish them both well in carrying on the fight.  I will be in the background if I am needed.  As I tell my son, 
I will be an unpaid adviser when asked. 

I thank Hon Norman Moore for his leadership over the years.  He is a wise and talented leader and a wonderful speaker 
who can put a case forward at short notice in the most forceful and intelligent way.  I thank him for his example and 
leadership.  I have been privileged to work under many leaders.  The first was Hon Ian Medcalf, who was a very 
distinguished soldier and lawyer.  He was a quiet achiever who led the House with great distinction.  After him was 
Gordon Masters, the rather more ebullient member from the hills.  He gave us all good leadership.  Mr Deputy President 
(Hon George Cash) also did so as Leader of the House.  Hon Norman Moore has led us through more recent times with 
great distinction. 

On a more personal note, I thank my wife Margot for her support over the years.  None of us can do this job without the 
support of our family.  Margot has been a wonderful help in the hard things I have had to do.  I am glad she has had 
some of the pleasures of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association trips.  They have been some reward for her 
sacrifice.  I give thanks to our son Digby, who has taken over and run the farms while I have been away.  He will 
continue to run them when I retire.  As I said, I will be the unpaid adviser when asked.  I thank our two daughters, 
Carolyn and Erin, who have either the misfortune or foresight to be married to farmers.  They are close and handy.  I 
look forward to spending more time with them.  I have never moved from the farm; I have chosen to be a farm-based 
member of Parliament.  In many ways, I pick up more political wisdom in a shearing shed or a CBH bin than from 
briefings from parliamentary advisers and others.  I value that contact and I thank all sorts of people for the input. 

Reg Withers was quoted earlier as giving advice.  The advice he gave me was somewhat different.  He said that there is 
no such thing as a permanent enemy in politics.  I think that is worth remembering.  We all have angry times.  The one 
thing I have learnt in my 22 years in this place is to drop the word “hate” from my vocabulary.  It was never large in it 
anyway.  I now know that there is absolutely no place for the word “hate” in public life.  People can have their strong 
dislikes and all sorts of other things, but hate is responsible for so much agony and turmoil in the world that it is 
something we can all do well without.  When I hear young people in school grounds say that they hate this or that I try 
to spread my message.  There is no place for hate there or anywhere.  It is a big world, but it is getting smaller.  We 
have to live with lots of things that we did not tolerate a long time ago.  Of all places, this is where we have to set that 
example, and spread the message out into the community.  I hear young students of politics saying how they hate the 
Labor Party or they hate the Liberal Party.  There is no cause for that; we all have strong beliefs in our systems.  Some 
of us may be misguided in our personal view, but that is okay because there is always a chance to bring people around.  
We can bring people around by arguments, but we cannot bring them around by making sweeping statements and taking 
extreme views.   

I thank all members for their friendship over the years.  It has been a wonderful experience and part of my life.  I will 
leave with some regrets, but I will not miss sitting in a car and travelling over 60 000 kilometres a year, which is one of 
the reasons I am getting out of this job.  I am proud to have come into this Parliament by request, to win an unwinnable 
seat and to be leaving in my own good time.  I thank everybody through the electorate and the Parliament who have 
supported me.  The very best of luck to everyone.  I know that everyone will continue to do their best for Western 
Australia long into the future.  God bless you all.   
[Applause.]   
HON JIM SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [5.52 pm]:  First, I would like to say that it is very strange feeling standing up 
here at the moment and making this valedictory speech.  It feels like only yesterday that I arrived in this place, but it 
also feels like I have been here forever.  This job is a part of my life, and has been as far back as I can remember, but 
nowhere near as long as Hon Bill Stretch.  However, it has certainly been pretty reasonable stint.  I also want to thank 
the initial speakers including the Leader of the House, the Leader of the Opposition, Hon Murray Criddle and my 
parliamentary colleague Hon Christine Sharp for their very kind remarks previously.  When a person comes into this 
place, he mostly expects that his opposition will be tearing strips off him, but it is always lovely to hear people saying 
good things about a person, even if among all that they say there has been considerable disagreement at many levels.  
We have to remember that out of disagreement, if it is disagreement with openness, comes learning.  If we never have 
disagreement, we will never get learning.  That is an important part of what a Parliament is all about; that is, shaking 
that disagreement into new understandings and moving on.   
All those years ago or yesterday, whichever way a person wants to look at it, when I first arrived here it was because of 
one of those unexpected results that come out of elections.  Quite early in the count, I had noted that I was probably 
going to be elected because I could add up, and I knew what my preferences were.  However, the media had been 
mistakenly suggesting that people like Barry Hodge were going to get elected; almost everybody except me.  Finally, 
after two weeks of counting, I was rung by someone from the ABC who asked if I knew that I was very likely to win 
the seat.  I said that I was.  When they asked how long I had known, I said that I had known for about two weeks.  At 
that point in time, I realised just how little people understood our electoral system and the way in which the preference 
flows actually go; it was quite interesting to experience that.  Even in further elections, I discovered that some of the so-
called experts were getting it terribly wrong, and continue to do so until this day.   
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Looking back, this is the best job I have ever had.  It has been a wonderful experience and a fantastic honour to have 
served the community of the South Metropolitan Region.  My colleague Hon Christine Sharp was right when she said 
that I used to describe myself as the shadow minister for the meaning of life.  I had to deal with not only every issue, but 
also the whole of the State, because no-one else in the State had a green point of view.  I travelled from Kalgoorlie to 
the Burrup Peninsula and then to Albany.  It was quite a busy life.  Hon Paddy Embry said that when he first came to 
Parliament, it was quite a daunting and lonely experience.  It was not quite like that for me, because when I first became 
a member of Parliament, I sat next to somebody I had known all my life.  That made it less daunting.  In his speech Hon 
Peter Foss alluded to the fact that people do not really understand how this place works when they come to Parliament, 
regardless of whether they are a member of a major party.  He is correct, because I did not have a clue when I first came 
to Parliament.  It was interesting when I made my inaugural speech in this place.  I was aware that everybody was 
looking at me with curiosity and that they were wondering what words would come out of my mouth.  The same 
thought crossed my mind, because the whole process was very confusing and that confusion was not helped when 
people started explaining the rituals of Parliament.  For instance, if a member wants to approach the Chair during a 
division, he or she has to hold a piece of paper over his or her head and seek permission to approach the Chair.  I 
thought Parliament was a bit like Monty Python and that I would never understand how it worked.  I began to 
understand slowly as I saw some members approached our very able Clerk to find out how they could twist and turn the 
standing orders to get what they wanted.  I discovered that those rules were very important.  I was never greatly into the 
standing orders, so I still do not understand most of them.  I have managed to blunder my way through by osmosis.   

As previous members have said, the first thing I noticed when I became a member of Parliament was the fantastic staff.  
Without any doubt whatsoever the people who work here are some of the best people one could find anywhere.  They 
are fantastic at their jobs, no matter whether they are the Hansard staff, who are now taking down what I say and who 
will try to make my messy sentences coherent, or one of Parliament’s more eminent members, such as the Clerk of the 
House, who was described by Hon Norman Moore as an honourable member of the House.  I refer to him as Lord 
Marquet.  That is probably closer to the mark.   

I thank both able assistants sitting next to the Clerk.  Reference has been made to the committee staff, who are sitting in 
the background, Mia and Nigel.  Nigel has worked not only in the Chamber but also on committees.  I first met him 
when I was a member of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation when I received some very good 
advice from him.  Right throughout the Parliament the standard of assistance and the goodwill is fantastic, as is the huge 
workload that people carry.  In some ways it is a bit of a discredit to us, because I believe that some staff carry far too 
big a workload.  We should probably be looking at ways in which we can ensure a little more funding goes towards 
reducing some of that workload by getting staff additional help.  That applies particularly to Laurie Marquet, because I 
know that Laurie takes on so much work - I think too much for one person.  Maybe it is the only way he can operate; I 
am not sure. 

It took years for me to work out how the place runs.  I spent probably the whole of my first term working it out.  In the 
first Parliament my vote was not critical at all, because the Court Government, the Government of the day, had clear 
control in both Houses.  Although people were curious about me -  

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  I am sorry about the wistfulness.  One day it may come again.  Because my vote was not critical, it 
did not matter if I put up 1 000 amendments - none were going anywhere.  Apart from anything else, I was struggling 
with how to understand legislation, and how there were principal Acts and how something could not be put into a 
particular Bill because it was not the appropriate Bill.  It was all very difficult to learn without someone to give me 
some tutelage, although Laurie was always available if I wanted to ask him.  My problem was that I did not know at that 
time what questions to ask. 

I also put a lot of effort into my electorate because I felt the most valuable work that I could do was to represent the 
community very well.  During that period I did a lot of work on that; in fact, I got involved in everything.  I used to tout 
for business by reading the local newspapers, finding out what people’s problems were and then phoning them.  After a 
while I got involved with so many people I did not know what to do with them all.  I was being snowed under and was 
very soon overloaded.  That is when I thought about the title of shadow minister for the meaning of life!   

I have met some very helpful people in this place, particularly the person I sat next to on the other side, Reg Davies, 
who was elected shortly after me.  I turned out to be the first person from a minor party to be elected to this House.  I 
guess, however, that Reg was not from a minor party; he was an Independent former Liberal who was re-elected.  I 
slightly preceded him in the count, so I beat him to the title.  Reg was always helpful in telling me how to take shortcuts 
and get around things.  I remember on one occasion I wanted to put forward minor and major amendments to a piece of 
legislation, which was very daring for me at the time.  I had been keeping track of that argument before I became a 
member of this Parliament as it was an issue in which I was involved as an activist.  Reg had suggested that such a Bill 
had been introduced by a private member of the previous Government and he told me how to get help on it very 
quickly, as I wanted to introduce the Bill.  However, the previous mover of the Bill was by then opposed to any change 
to the legislation.  
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Hon Kim Chance:  Did it have anything to do with the Hairdressers Registration Board? 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  No, it was a Bill introduced by Hon Peter Foss.  However, Reg assured me that the new Bill would 
fix the legislation and that we would not need to control the Liberal Party in that way because it could be trusted.   
However, I had another experience recently when the Freedom of Information Amendment Bill 2004 was debated in 
this place.  My Bill, which comprised a single-clause amendment to the Freedom of Information Act, also related to a 
private member’s Bill of the member for Nollamara.  It amended a problem about which a constituent of mine had come 
to see me, and I recall that the Liberal Party in this House supported it, thankfully, with a small amendment.  The Bill 
went to the other House, where both parties agreed to the amendment, and it came back here and was agreed to by every 
member of this Chamber.  I was, therefore, more successful on that occasion because I was able to garner the numbers 
in the Opposition to support that Bill.  The system, therefore, does work.  However, it is interesting to note how 
members change from when they are in opposition to when they are in government.  That was another thing that Reg 
had told me about.  We had raised some issues about Port Kennedy with the then Government, which then went on to 
say a lot of harsh things about the issue in opposition.  When I was getting nowhere with one line of questioning on Port 
Kennedy, Reg had said to me that the only thing that changes in this place is the bums on seats.  I therefore learnt a 
lesson there: that is, it does not matter which party the Government or the Opposition belongs to, they can be fairly 
similar.  Governments do not easily accept change from either the crossbench or the Opposition, even if the changes 
were originally the Government’s idea.   
One thing I found very difficult in my earlier period in Parliament was the extremely long hours.  I discussed that with 
my colleague Hon Chrissy Sharp over dinner.  Being the only member of my party in that early period, I sat in this 
Chamber for every minute of every debate, except on one occasion when Hon Tom Helm - I think it was - spoke for 
some hours.  When the native title legislation was suddenly sprung on members in this Chamber, they had to go to their 
offices to get their notes, as they had not expected it to be brought on for debate.  I think some Greens in the Senate 
were causing some sort of trouble with native title and the Government wanted to hurry the Bill through Parliament 
before the worst happened in Canberra.  The upshot of all that was that I had time to drive to Fremantle and get my 
copious notes on the native title legislation.  When I came back into the Chamber, Tom was still going strong; in fact, 
he went on for another two hours after that.  It was an extremely interesting speech.  I cannot remember a lot of what he 
said, apart from what he said about what had happened to him when he had gone shopping in the supermarket in Port 
Hedland.   
The other problem was that as the single member of a party I was not kept in the loop, so I never knew which bit of 
legislation would be coming on next, because no-one would bother to tell me.  I would read the notice paper and bring 
in about 20 pieces of legislation, some of which I did not know a great deal about, unless they were pieces of legislation 
in which I was particularly interested; however, I certainly did have an opinion on them all.  The upshot was usually 
that I would arrive with the first 20 or 25 pieces of legislation, and we would then jump to No 46, so anything that I had 
written down about any of those pieces of legislation I had to get out from my memory; or, if it had been done by one of 
my staff members, I would have to quickly go and get hold of the legislation and swot up on it very quickly.  I am very 
pleased that things have moved on a bit from there.   
Hon Derrick Tomlinson talked about the work of committees and how it is very rewarding for members to work 
together on committees, no matter what party they are from and what differences they might have.  Members can often 
leave behind a lot of the political issues and arrive at really good reports, with the help of the wonderful staff of the 
committees, of course, and thereby provide a valuable service to the Parliament.  When I first arrived in this place, the 
committee system was quite different from what it is now.  I was not allowed to be a member of a committee at first, 
because I think people jealously wanted to hold onto their positions on committees.  In fact, I was not entitled to a vote 
that would get me onto a committee.  However, that all changed when the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated 
Legislation began to find it difficult to get a quorum.  There was a rule at that time that there had to be a National Party 
member on that committee, otherwise it would not be quorate.  However, because the National Party members could not 
always be there, the committee decided that there should be another member on the committee, and the rules were 
changed to allow another member to be appointed to the committee.  I then got onto that committee, and I stayed on it 
for some time.   
Another feature of the committee system at that time was that the party that had the numbers at the time held all the 
positions on the committees.  The chairs of all of the committee came from the winners.  It was a winner-take-all 
system.   
Hon Norman Moore:  It has not changed.  
Hon JIM SCOTT:  I think it has changed considerably.  Hon Barry House chairs a committee.  My colleague Hon 
Christine Sharp also chairs a committee.   
Hon Peter Foss:  Your party was the winner.   
Hon JIM SCOTT:  One thing that we wanted to see changed was the control of the Executive over the Parliament.  The 
people who are on the government benches should not be in control all the time.  It is not just the chairs that we are 
talking about here.  The numbers on a committee are now such that a Government can no longer get things through a 
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committee just by using its numbers.  That was a very important change; it has improved things in this place 
considerably.  During the first parliamentary session following my election, the event that stands out as most 
memorable is the debate on the workplace relations legislation.  Anyone who was here at the time will not have 
forgotten the way in which this Chamber operated.  The public gallery was packed with union members, most of whom 
I understand were, fortunately, from the Media, Entertainment and Arts Alliance.  They could sing in tune, which was 
fortunate because a huge cacophony of singing and shouting occurred during debate in committee every time one of the 
clauses was vote on.  I could not hear a word spoken by the Chairman.  I had no idea what votes were taken until 
eventually the business of the House was moved to another location.  It was a very hair-raising, exhilarating experience.   
The other important event for me towards the end of that first session was my adoption by a family of a disabled person.  
The members of that family are wonderful people.  I still regularly meet the parents, Robin and Melissa Wright.  My 
involvement with the family has increased my understanding of the difficulties suffered by families managing a 
disabled child.  It highlighted their love of their children and their huge capacity to care for a child who requires special 
treatment and care.  We as parliamentarians must understand how important it is to support those parents as much as 
possible.  They are under the hammer in many ways trying to juggle their role as carers with their capacity to earn an 
income.  It is extremely difficult for them to manage their lives.  
During my second term in this place, life changed considerably because I was joined by my colleagues Hon Giz Watson 
and Hon Chrissy Sharp.  In addition, the balance of power in the upper House changed somewhat.  Two Democrats, 
Hon Helen Hodgson and Hon Norm Kelly, were also elected to this place.  It signalled a very large change in the way 
people were voting.  People were viewing both the Senate in federal Parliament and the Legislative Council in this State 
as Houses of review.  They did not necessarily want Governments to have complete control over both Houses of 
Parliament.  During that period, one of the best debates I heard was the debate on the abortion law reform.  That 
signalled once again how well this place can operate when people are not rigidly stuck with party systems and are able 
to say what they think.  In the weeks following the federal election, it was extremely interesting to see a person from the 
Family First Party and others raise the issue of abortion law reform at a federal level.  They said, among other things, 
that they would not necessarily turn back abortion law, but ensure that good counselling was put in place so that people 
could be informed about the various choices rather than think that abortion was the only choice.  This Parliament had 
already done those things.  Following the abortion debate in this State there was a huge lift in the level of counselling, 
information and support that was made available for people considering abortions.  What those people from the Family 
First Party and others were chasing was already in place, but had not been noticed.  State Parliaments are grossly 
underestimated at times. 
During that time, I managed to get support for setting up the new Standing Committee on Environment and Public 
Affairs.  That was a very important change and I was pleased to have been involved.  In these times such committees 
are essential to the functioning of Parliaments, whether state or federal, because we all know the huge environmental 
challenges that we will face in the future.  We need good information on which to make our decisions when dealing 
with those issues. 

During the next election there was another big change.  We saw the rise of One Nation and the demise of the 
Democrats.  At the same time there was a change of Government.  I am sure I am correct in thinking that part of the 
reason for the change was based somewhat on the greening of politics in this State.  Although some people do not like 
that view, it was certainly a fact of life.  Had the Labor Party not given large commitments for the environment, I 
believe it still would have been on the opposition benches today.  Most of the community did not hate the Court 
Government.  I think people were pretty comfortable with the Court Government, but the major issue that defined the 
difference was the ecological future of this State. 
During this term there has been a huge increase in the level of work done by committees, possibly to do with the change 
in format of sittings and Monday becoming a committee day.  Whatever the cause, a massive increase has occurred in 
the work of committees.  I am currently a member of the Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs, and 
the current workload far exceeds the work performed when I first came into this place.  I was absolutely amazed at the 
amount of work that the poor committee staff had to pump through in recent times to get reports into this place in time 
for them to be valuable to members to use before Parliament prorogued.  Those people who handle money and 
timetables around here need to look at that aspect carefully.  We need to ensure that committees start work earlier on 
some issues that take a lot of research, and start to consider Bills much earlier than currently is the case.  I do not know 
whether that will require some changes to standing orders.  It would be good not to wait for Bills to come from the other 
place to start work if it is known they will require significant committee consideration.   

The other notable feature during this period has been the work on the Parliament House building, as other members 
have mentioned, and the terrific work the President and his direct staff have done to mark the centenary of this 
Building.  Like my colleagues, I was very impressed with the ceremony that we attended in the Chamber at which the 
choir sang, and the trip through history at a display on our way to the House.  I very much appreciate the addition of the 
acknowledgment of the earlier part of our history in the Aboriginal People’s Room gallery.   

I turn now to some concerns I still have about this place, and I suppose that this is a wish list I leave with members.  I 
am very concerned about the fourth estate.  Hon Bill Stretch talked about our relationship with the media.  One of the 
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worst forces holding back progress not only here but in practically every Parliament in the world is the relationship 
between politics and the media.  We must grapple with that matter and find some way to make change.  When one has a 
media that is not reporting things that should be reported, and reporting things that are trivial and focusing on the 
negatives all the time, it eventually becomes a threat to our democratic institution.  We are currently reaching that point 
in this State.  I now quote from a document by Noam Chomsky titled “Media Control”, which commences - 

. . . Let me begin by counter-posing two different conceptions of democracy.  One conception of democracy 
has it that a democratic society is one in which the public has the means to participate in some meaningful way 
in the management of their own affairs and the means of information are open and free . . .  

An alternative conception of democracy is that the public must be barred from managing of their own affairs 
and the means of information must be kept narrowly and rigidly controlled.  That may sound like an odd 
conception of democracy, but it’s important to understand that it is the prevailing perception . . . 

That is certainly a concern of mine.  Unfortunately we are helping to create that situation.  We do it in our endeavours to 
criticise each other in some respects.  Politicians fuel the types of stories that the media want to run by exaggerating the 
issues.  Hon Derrick Tomlinson mentioned the report on the reserves Bill.  I was struck by the way in which that issue 
was editorialised in The West Australian.  The paper paid absolutely no regard to the fact that the Parliament, which was 
making the decisions, had been given wrong information.  The level of dysfunction that was occurring in that 
community was hugely exaggerated to the point that this Parliament carried out an injustice against the residents of that 
community.  An injustice would have been carried out even if a problem had needed action because everyone who lived 
on that land was evicted.  The accused perpetrators were evicted along with their so-called victims.  I do not know how 
anybody with a rational mind could consider it to be a great solution to break up a community of people because they 
were supposedly dysfunctional and then place them in another location where they did not have housing or any other 
facilities.  It was extremely concerning to me that our only daily newspaper could ignore the information that was given 
to the committee.  The West Australian decided that it did not matter that people were thrown out of their homes based 
on false information.  That arose because we do not have a newspaper that reports the reality; it reports its own position.  
The newspaper takes positions on matters and then pushes those positions. 

I will say a bit more on the Chomsky paper called “Media Control” because it refers to the establishment of the Creel 
Commission in the United States and states -  

. . . [The Wilson administration] established a government propaganda commission, called the Creel 
Commission, which succeed, within six months, in turning a pacifist population into a hysterical, war-
mongering population which wanted to destroy everything German, tear the Germans limb from limb, go to 
war and save the world. 

. . .  

Among those who participated actively and enthusiastically were the progressive intellectuals, people of the 
John Dewey circle, who took great pride, as you can see from their own writings at the time, in having shown 
that what they called the “more intelligent members of the community,” namely themselves, were able to drive 
a reluctant population into a war by terrifying them and eliciting jingoist fanaticism. 

The relevance of that to the media is that the paper went on to talk about the way in which the public relations industry 
in the United States has picked up from the successes of the Creel Commission in creating the red scare and its 
aftermath.  It states -  

The public relations industry underwent a huge expansion at that time.  It succeeded for some time in creating 
almost total subordination of the public to business rule through the 1920s . . .  

We are all very aware that government is heavily reliant on PR.  More and more PR is being fed out so that the 
Government can get what it wants.  In a small town like Perth, the PR people also work for our media in one way or 
another.  They have close relationships with those people.  A very unhealthy situation is created when PR is reported 
and not the truth.  We do not seem to be lucky enough to have media that is able to properly analyse the arguments that 
occur in this place and to discuss them rationally with our community.  If we do not have that, we do not have a 
democracy.  If people do not know what is really going on and why people are doing things, the whole sense of what is 
being done is lost to them.  Come voting day people will not make decisions based on reality but on perceptions that 
have been grossly distorted by media outlets.  Unfortunately, the local media are willing participants in that process.  It 
is much cheaper and easier to accept a whole lot of information that is pumped to them from a PR machine than to 
analyse things and make proper decisions about whether what people are doing will be good for the community.  The 
media are not even presenting, as they should be, the arguments from both sides in a way that people can simply 
understand and base their decisions on.   

It is important to understand, as I said before, that the relationship that I am talking about is somewhat fuelled by us.  
We need to modify our behaviour to an extent to prevent that from happening.  Most members of this place would be 
guilty of putting a spin on something to get one over their political opponents.  They would rather do that than present 
something in a straightforward and effective way because that will not gather attention or be reported as it is not 
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dramatic enough.  We are allowing ourselves to be drawn into the maelstrom that is bringing down our repute in leaps 
and bounds.  In doing that, we are selling off our democratic institutions.  We need to take that very seriously.   

We also contribute to that in other ways.  I tried to amend legislation to set up a planning appeals tribunal.  One of the 
issues that I tried to have addressed by that legislation was the ability of communities to have a say in issues that affect 
them, such as through their proximity to a development.  We are all too readily not looking after the public interest in 
these cases.  The bureaucrats who advise us are saying that it is too hard to involve the people and hear their voice 
because it will make a lot more work and things will be more difficult.  That is a terrible mistake because we are not 
representing the people who elect us; we are electing to look after the ease of bureaucrats and the narrow vested 
interests.  We could do a lot more to ensure that the public voice, rather than the voice of a very small group of people, 
is heard in the decisions we make.   

The last issue on my wish list is for members who remain in this place to take climate change much more seriously.  I 
do not think that members of either the Government or the Opposition have really grasped the seriousness of climate 
change and what it will mean for us in the future.  Clearly, it is the most serious issue facing everybody on this planet; 
yet we carry on as though it is a myth and does not exist.  All the scientific evidence indicates that not only does it exist, 
but also it is probably worse than was thought four or five years ago, and that we must act not in 20 years, but now.  I 
remind members that the changes in our climate and the impacts on the environment that we are now seeing - water 
supplies have been cut by half - were caused by carbon dioxide that was pumped into the atmosphere 40 years ago.  
There is a 40-year lag time between when the carbon dioxide is pumped into the atmosphere and when its impact on our 
climate becomes apparent.  If we look forward 40 years, and given the current level of production of carbon dioxide and 
other greenhouse gases, we would be very negligent if we did not do something about the issue.  I urge members to get 
on the Internet and read about what is happening to the climate in Europe and other places in the world, what those 
countries are doing about it and how seriously they are taking the issue.  I know that the British Prime Minister, Tony 
Blair, has put it down as his number one issue to deal with in his next term, and that is for good reason.  We are not the 
only people suffering from the impacts of climate change; it is happening all over the world.  It will have extremely 
damaging effects on Western Australia.  I plead with members to have a good look at this issue during the 
parliamentary break and read all the current information.  It is a very serious issue and we in this State are not doing 
anywhere near enough.   

I wish to thank a number of people before I conclude my comments.  The first group of people I would like to thank are 
my family, who, as other members have said, are the people who have to put up with my doing all sorts of odd things on 
weekends and turning up late to or not attending events that are important to them.  I am lucky that I have an incredibly 
social family.  They enjoy lots and lots of things that they do themselves.  I guess we have regular meetings at home 
every now and then, rather than a family life.  However, any family must suffer when one of the members of that family 
is a member of Parliament.  Therefore, I thank my family. 

I would like to thank my staff who have helped me over the years.  I have had tremendous staff in my office.  I started 
off with Jill Walker.  Compared with her previous employment, I do not think she knew what had struck her when she 
came into my office.  She had worked for Carmen Lawrence at one stage, who was somebody who knew how the 
political system worked and was rather more organised than I was.  I was trying to find my way, and I think poor Jill 
got a terrible shock when she came to work for this person who was still working out what he was going to do.  Jill is a 
tremendously competent person.  During that time she did some wonderful work, on secondment, with the national 
forestry inquiry, which preceded all the agreements that were made all over Australia. 

Jill was followed by David Coggin, who was a tremendous person to have working for me.  He sent me to courses on 
time management and getting myself organised, because he realised straightaway what my major problem was.  David 
was a tremendous person.  He had fantastic ability and wonderful people skills.  Any office anywhere in Australia 
would have a great person if it had David helping it. 

My next two electoral officers are still with me.  Because we went to 1.4 full-time equivalents, I was able to split the 
positions in my office between two people.  Both of them were in fact activists rather than office-type people, which 
was my preference.  One of them, Lynn MacLaren, is actually here tonight.  Lynn will succeed me in my position when 
I finally give my notice.  Lynn was an activist for PACAT - People Against Cruelty in Animal Transport - when I first 
met her.  She was a person with tremendous organisational capacity, huge energy and a great grasp of politics.  She 
learnt very quickly.  I think she had a natural ability when it came to politics.  Some people seem to be born to it.  I 
believe she will be a great addition to this House, whether she takes over early next year or whether she is elected and 
comes into this place in May some time. 

There is also Mark Hingston.  He is a terrific researcher.  He has learnt very well how to put good questions together.  
With Mark, I am never quite sure whether he is working for me or I am working for him, because it seems I am working 
on his issues rather than he working on my issues.  However, it certainly keeps me very busy.  He also keeps very busy 
himself because he is always trying to find more things to become involved with.  Both Mark and Lynn have been a 
tremendous help to me.  I know for sure that Lynn will have another occupation when I leave.  I am not sure at this 
stage what Mark will be doing.   
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I also want to thank all people in this Parliament.  I believe I have thanked most people in this Chamber.  I thank the 
staff from the ministers’ office, Teena and Janice.  They have always been of great assistance whenever I have had a 
problem with questions, such as when I lose a question at the last minute and have to obtain a copy.  I thank Janeen, 
who I think is superhuman.  She is another person who is grossly overloaded with work in this place.  She does two jobs 
from what I have observed.  The attendants in this Chamber, the gardeners who keep the surroundings wonderful and 
the wonderfully friendly staff in the dining room and bar are people to whom I extend thanks.  I thank Andrew, Shane, 
Oswaldo, Romeo and the gang.  I also remember Marian.  They are all fantastic people.  They always have a smile even 
though we may make demands of them that might annoy them. 

The information technology staff are always ready to help.  On one occasion I had a problem with my computer 
connection and the IT staff fixed it.  It was discovered that I had accidentally pushed the “on” button to off.  I had not 
picked that up.  They did not swear; they just fixed it and left. 

I thank Ken Craig.  He is a tremendously friendly person and extremely diplomatic in ensuring security for this place.  
His staff are all very good people.  The library staff are absolutely brilliant.  Whenever assistance is needed from the 
library, it is never too much trouble.  If I have left out people, I am sorry because everyone in this place is like one big 
family.  I have really enjoyed my time here largely because of other people.  I have really enjoyed being a member of 
this Chamber.  It is a very special privilege for any person to not only serve the community but also be part of the 
decision-making process on many important issues and make changes that matter and will make a difference in people’s 
lives.  That is a very satisfying position for anybody to be in, while at the same time getting paid for it.  A sort of enmity 
is projected to the community about politicians.  At times some very cross arguments go on in this place, but all the 
people here are decent, and they all believe in what they are doing.  Although we have had very severe disagreements 
and differences in many cases, there are a heck of a lot of commonalities here as well.  People forget that a vast amount 
of legislation goes through this place with a few minor amendments here and there that are not of great concern to the 
Government, and usually fix up minor administrative issues.  If there were a bit more focus on the commonality, the 
community would have a much different picture.   

Finally, I would like to thank my parliamentary colleagues.  I have been absolutely blessed with the colleagues I have 
got because they are very special people.  I am part of the most dedicated team of people that I have ever been with, and 
the wonderful thing is that there are no hard or fast rules that tie us to vote in a particular direction.  However, we have 
managed to achieve consensus on issues over and over again with little to no bad will arising out of that process.  
Although a lot of people have thought that the Greens (WA) might have been a bit wishy-washy, more steel has been 
demonstrated by this group than any other party in the Parliament.  When these people are really fighting for something, 
they fight very hard indeed.  They nearly always stick to the rules perfectly - I cannot say always as I have not always 
done that.  However, my colleagues have done so with respect for the people whose views they are opposing.  The 
contribution that they have all made and the friendship and support that they have given me is invaluable.  It will be 
something that I will never forget, and I hope that it is appreciated by the rest of the Parliament.  I note that other 
members have kindly suggested that this influence has been an important one in our democracy, and I congratulate my 
colleagues on their good work and thank them very much for their support.   

One of the great things throughout this Parliament has been the adjudication of our debates.  It has always been done in 
an extremely fair manner by the President and also the current Deputy President, who was for a period the President, 
and Chairman of Committees.  I thank them very much for the way in which they have conducted the Parliament, 
because it has been made a lot easier with support from the Chair.  I thank you all.   

[Applause.]   

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 6.59 pm 

__________ 


