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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Amendment to Motion 

Resumed from 25 May after the following amendment had been moved by Mr M.P. Murray -  

That the following words be added to the Address-in-Reply motion -  

and inform Your Excellency that the Legislative Assembly opposes any attempt by the 
commonwealth government to undermine and diminish the state’s right to govern, including 
the overriding of Western Australian industrial relations laws 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [10.11 am]:  I have about five minutes left in which to speak in this important 
debate.  I was going to relinquish those five minutes, but I thought I would use them to finish my speech.  I will 
make members on the opposite side of the house suffer, because that is what happens whenever I speak.  

I will summarise what I was saying earlier before this debate was adjourned.  It is most strange and probably 
unique that the government of the day has sought to amend its own Address-in-Reply motion, which is the 
message sent back to the Governor.  It is a great pity that the Governor will be forced to become involved in a 
political amendment that relates to the commonwealth government.  As has been stated by many members on 
this side of the house, the opposition believes in states’ rights, probably more so than does the government.  That 
has been proven over many years.  The last thing that members on this side of the house want is states’ rights 
eroded.   

As I said earlier, what has also been strange about this debate is the level of commitment shown by government 
members.  Only three members on the government’s side of the house have spoken in favour of the amendment.  
One has to ask: are government members committed to the amendment?  This side of the house has always been 
committed to states’ rights and has always been vocal in ensuring that commonwealth governments do not 
impinge on the rights of this Parliament.  When only three government members speak on this amendment, one 
has to seriously question whether there is true commitment to the issue or whether the government is simply 
trying to politicise the Address-in-Reply motion, which is not normally done.  If the government were serious 
about this amendment, all its backbenchers would have been given the opportunity to speak on it and prove to 
the commonwealth government their commitment to the state of Western Australia and the rights of this 
Parliament.  That has not been done.  I imagine that I am probably the last member to speak on this amendment.  
I am not aware of any other speakers, but it would be wonderful if some government members spoke on behalf 
of their electorates and told the house what is right and wrong about the possible impingement on the 
sovereignty of this Parliament.  The government chose the issue of industrial relations for its amendment.  All 
speakers on this side of the house have said that they believe that we should have both a federal and a state 
system of industrial relations for two simple reasons.  The first is that this Parliament is sancrosanct.  The second 
is that employers and employees should have a fundamental choice and absolute right to choose the system 
under which they want to employ or be employed.  That is a fundamental right.  We on this side of the house 
recognise that that will not happen if the commonwealth government usurps the powers of this Parliament.  
Employers and employees will not be given the option of either a state or a federal system.  Rather, they will 
have to work under a federal system.  The difference between members on this side of the house and members 
on the other side of the house is that we feel nervous about the federal government changing from blue to red.  
That will happen at some stage.  I pity employers and employees who have to operate under a federally based 
Labor industrial relations system.  The governing body of this Parliament is currently red, but that will come to 
an end as sure as night follows day, whether it is in four years or eight years.  Nobody governs forever.  Dictators 
come close, but this government cannot claim to be dictatorial.  As far as I am aware, the opposition supports the 
amendment, not for the reasons outlined by the government, but to retain and protect our state’s rights and the 
sovereignty of this Parliament.  

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [10.16 am]:  I suddenly felt a speech coming on.   

Mr M.P. Whitely:  That usually happens at night.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I have a commitment for one speech a week, and this is it!   

Listening to some parts of this debate on the amendment reminded me of my 1987 visit to the United States 
when I was a guest of the United States government prior to becoming a member of Parliament.  I am aware that 
several other members have had similar experiences.  I toured the United States for about five weeks.  Some of 
the itinerary of that tour was of my choosing and some of it was of the choosing of the US Foreign Service.   

It had been arranged that in Detroit I would meet a certain gentleman, whom I imagine would have been in his 
early 70s.  For many years he had been the head of the autoworkers union in Detroit.  He was a very charming 
man.  He had been through the tough union battles and strikes in the postwar period.  I asked him to reflect on 
his experiences of unionism in America.  We obviously had a philosophical difference in our points of view.  I 
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will never forget him describing American workers in the car industry in Detroit as the “me too” generation.  He 
said that when he led the union movement in Detroit, they fought for basic rights, income and safety.  People 
were poor and disadvantaged.  Indeed, there were all sorts of problems in the industry.  He said that autoworkers 
in the United States nowadays were well paid.  The real issue was whether they could afford a holiday inside or 
outside America, whether they could afford to run two or three cars, or whether they could afford a holiday 
home.  That is the “me too” generation.  The point he made was that the issues of a typical working group of 
people were different from those of workers 20 or 30 years earlier because the community had become 
prosperous and wealthy.  It is the same situation in Australia.  Many of the features of our industrial relations 
system, up until about seven or eight years ago, were antiquated and did not reflect a modern world.  Kim 
Beazley will never forget his visit to Kalgoorlie during the election that preceded the last federal election.  At a 
meeting, he talked about tax issues and the need to be fair to those on low incomes.  He said to the people 
present that they should not worry about those earning $50 000 and above.  However, the audience comprised 
mine workers, all of whom earned well above $50 000.  The blue-collar workers of Kalgoorlie are not on low 
incomes.  Workers at the mine operations in the Pilbara and on offshore gas projects, even those with relatively 
low levels of training, earn more than most members of this Parliament.  That is the reality of this change.  There 
is no longer a low-income or high-income divide along some class or occupational line.  The nature of the work 
force has changed that situation.  It is typical in a two-parent or two-adult household to have both adults 
working; it is the norm rather than the exception, and it has happened in the space of a generation.  It is 
remarkable.  Think back to our parents’ generation, and consider our generation and particularly our children’s 
generation.  The nature of work has changed with service industry jobs, tourism, aged care, casualisation, part-
time work and whatever else.  People have different preferences.  Changes have occurred in the workplace in 
income and aspirations.  

I have commented in this house before on a matter of triviality.  The hotel industry in Western Australia is the 
largest employer of single mothers, who can work when the hotel industry is busy; that is, at night, on weekends 
or whenever.  These single mothers do not want to work an eight-hour day, five days a week because they have 
responsibilities to their children; however, they can, presumably with the help of the children’s father or other 
family members, arrange part-time work in the hotel industry.  We must accommodate that arrangement.   

The previous coalition government in Western Australia led the nation in workplace agreements.  A 
philosophical debate was held.  Some of us remember the hours of the night we sat in this chamber on that 
debate.  Undoubtedly, the agreements were the leading edge of industrial relations reforms in Australia.  
Unfortunately, the previous coalition government, having had the initial spectacular success in good reform, 
went off on an ideological path that was at the extreme of that agenda, and the plot was lost.  That is the reality.  
If we had stuck to fundamental commonsense reforms, they might still have been in place to this day.   

We have always had dual systems of industrial relations in Australia.  A choice has always been available.  
Australian workplace agreements are available in the federal system, but these are not as flexible as the 
workplace agreements under the previous coalition.  Federal agreements are certainly more flexible than the 
traditional award system.  One can have a certified agreement or an award.  The Labor government in this state 
got rid of the coalition government’s workplace agreements and replaced them with employer-employee 
agreements.  Forget the philosophical debate; the end point is that they have not worked.  Two years after their 
introduction, there were only 760 such agreements.   At the same time, 60 000 Australian workplace agreements 
had been registered for employees and employers in Western Australia.  People voted with their feet and moved 
from the state to the federal system.  I do not care about the philosophy.  The industrial relations system must be 
fair and responsive and must provide stability for both employers and employees.  The system here has not 
worked.  It is all right for the government to move an amendment to say that the commonwealth must move out 
of this area and leave us alone.  However, if the playing field is vacated and a system is put in place that does not 
work and is not endorsed by either employers or employees, one can hardly bleat if people move to the other 
system and a takeover bid is made.  I do not agree with the commonwealth taking over industrial relations at all.  
However, the state is vulnerable because the system under the Labor government does not work.  If members 
opposite are genuine about retaining an effective role in industrial relations in Western Australia, they should 
swallow a little of their pride and put philosophy back in history where it belongs and put in place a modern, 
flexible industrial relations system in this state.  At a minimum, all they need to do in the first instance is provide 
parallel Australian workplace agreements at a state level.  They are available in any case.  It is not a matter of 
give or take.  It will provide a chance to retain the state-based system.  If I were in government, I would 
immediately install a parallel, mirror image of the Australian workplace agreement registered in this state under 
the Western Australian industrial relations system.  At least the state system would then have a chance of 
survival.  It would be a simple process with no winners or losers.  Maybe a bit of pride would be lost - members 
opposite should cop that - but it would work.   

There are other limitations in the state system.  A collective agreement can be made in the state.  It suits 
employers to have one agreement for all employees, and it suits employees to have the comfort of all employees 
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agreeing to certain terms and conditions.  The flexibility of individual contracts can be provided, but general 
conditions are common across a group of employees.  Nevertheless, such collective agreements can be made 
only through unions.  Less than 20 per cent of the private sector work force is unionised in Western Australia 
and the rest of Australia.  Some unions are responsible; some are not.  Many employees are not members of a 
union and do not want to be part of a union agreement.  They are part of the “me too” generation.  They believe 
they are capable, responsible and mature enough to make decisions about the conditions of their working life.  
Yes, minimum conditions must always be in place to protect against exploitation; otherwise, some employers 
will exploit workers.  That maintains our standards in the workplace in income and conditions for all parties.  
No-one disputes that.  However, if the playing field is vacated, as this Labor government has done in Western 
Australia, someone else will move in.  In this case, it is the federal government.   

I support the motion.  I have listened to this debate and heard a lot about states’ rights.  For goodness’ sake, we 
heard about states’ rights in the 1960s and 1970s ad nauseam.  Essentially, the issue was lost.  To win this debate 
and a range of other debates concerning our federal system, arguments will need to be much more sophisticated 
than simply bleating “states’ rights.”  That will not win the day.  A positive approach is required to make 
progress.   

Most members might agree that we are in a watershed period in the development and evolution, or maybe 
destruction, of our federation.  The federal government over recent years, with increasing intensity since the 
recent federal election, has moved into all areas of government - I do not say this with any joy - in a particularly 
small-minded way.  If this is the program for Australia, it is a very small agenda for this great nation.  It is up to 
Australians to change our Constitution and system of government.  It is not up to any individual, whether he be a 
Prime Minister, a caretaker or a truck driver - no individual will decide to change Australia’s system of 
government as it is up to the Australian people.  If the agenda were, for example, to reduce the number of tiers of 
government in Australia, which is a fair debating point, put it to the Australian people at a referendum.  We 
know that the Australian people will say no to change.  The examples of current activity are quite petty.  A 
debate has been held on the goods and services tax.  I have spoken on that, and I will not repeat my comments.  
Peter Costello is correct: the state did agree to review the taxes referred to in the agreement.  The state clearly 
has a capacity with its GST income, its tax increases and its windfall gains from a strong economy to deliver on 
what is effectively a moral commitment. 

Mr M.P. Whitely:  He should’ve said abolish. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I know the semantics.  I have only nine minutes.  The semantics were to review, and, yes, 
technically, the state has reviewed them.  The clear implication was that those taxes were to be abolished if 
“review” was included in the agreement.  The implication was that if the taxes could be removed, they should be 
removed.  Frankly, the state should have been big about this and come up with a program to honour that 
commitment.  However, the state government has not done so.  In this scenario, Peter Costello feels he has some 
justification for amending the GST.  I do not think he has that justification.  Equally, at the time of the agreement 
a clear commitment was made by the commonwealth that the GST would remain as determined.  Peter Costello 
has no moral basis at all for his actions, but he will have taxpayers saying, “Yes; I’m with you, Peter, against the 
state.” 

If the field is vacated, as the state government has done in industrial relations, and the government does not keep 
to the spirit of the GST agreement, even though it was made by a previous government, it opens itself up to a 
takeover.  That is the level of debate that is needed on this matter.  It is no good thumping the table about state 
rights, as happened 30 or 40 years ago.  The world and the people of Australia have moved way beyond that.  
They want states, a division of power, and a balance of power in Australia; however, they also want good 
government.  We can talk about inefficiencies and the commonwealth belting up the states and the states 
responding.  In my view, the overwhelming inefficiency in our federation is the duplication that occurs in a 
range of areas.  The overwhelming reason for that duplication has been the progressive movement of the 
commonwealth into areas previously administered by the states.  That move has been relentless and all pervasive 
in every area.  That is why this issue almost demands a referendum.  If that is the way Australia is to go, we 
should vote on it.  At the moment it is almost the death by a thousand cuts of Australia’s federation and maybe 
Australia’s potential.  The argument could degenerate into a small-minded agenda, and we could miss the big 
game.   

There are all sorts of examples, such as the goods and services tax and education.  An issue concerning flagpoles 
was raised this week.  What a joke!  What a farce!  It was an argument about who could raise flags in schools.  I 
should have brought in a souvenir from my days as Minister for Education, which is a plaque for the opening of 
a fantastic agricultural college in Denmark.  The college was primarily a state project, but the commonwealth 
contributed some money to it.  The plaque reads that the college was opened by Colin Barnett in the presence of 
agriculture minister Monty House and federal member Geoff Prosser.  It was about the fourth or fifth plaque that 
was struck for the opening of this college.  A farcical dispute occurred about who would open the college and the 
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order in which people would appear on the plaque.  It was Yes Minister personified.  The current member for 
Stirling was the school principal at the time.  He can remember all these plaques accumulating in his office until 
the final one was selected that could be nailed to the school on its opening.  It was high comedy.  However, it is 
typical of what happens.  The flagpole issue is just the same.   

The commonwealth is now providing money directly to local authorities under the Roads to Recovery program.  
Most local authorities would say that is good thing.  That is not such a problem in this state, but it is a problem 
elsewhere.  Metropolitan councils have been building endless roundabouts to try to use up their Roads to 
Recovery funding, while there is still a shortage of money in country areas to repair large distances of roads.  
The funding should be allocated where it is needed most.  Instead, there are two funding systems.  The situation 
has become farcical in Sydney and Melbourne; city roads have been repaired that do not need repair, while roads 
in country areas have continued to deteriorate.  It is a dysfunctional way in which to provide funding.   

Direct grants of $150 000 are also made to schools, with applications for that funding made by parents.  What 
will a school seriously be able to do with $150 000?  It costs about $28 million to build a modern high school.  A 
primary school probably costs $6 million to build.  An amount of $150 000 will go nowhere towards making any 
substantial alteration or improvement to a school; that money will be wasted.  Salinity programs are another 
example.  Committees are running around and planting trees that will die in 20 years.  It goes on and on.   
We need to take a positive approach in Western Australia.  I am tired of the bleating about state rights.  This 
state, and probably Queensland, has the opportunity to grasp the agenda and go forward.  I hope that the state 
government and its successors, which will hopefully be conservative governments, will grasp the agenda and 
take this state forward.  
I am conscious that a lot of people from local government have found their way into this place.   
Mr T.R. Buswell interjected.   
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I have great respect for local government.  I have not been involved in local government 
and I have no aspiration to go there.  As someone said to me yesterday, some parts of local government think 
that Australia will move towards a federal and regional system of government and that state governments will 
disappear.  That is interesting.  However, if there is an argument that three levels of government are too many 
and that one should go, the one that will go will be local government, because that is the one that can be 
abolished with the parliamentary stroke of a pen.  We could introduce a bill today, pass it through this and the 
other house, and local government would go.  I say to my colleagues and friends who have come from local 
government - 
Several members interjected. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I think it is outrageous as well.  I do not advocate or support that.  When those members 
socialise with their former colleagues in local government, they should tell them to think through that argument.  
It is right that Australia has three levels of government.  A federation is the most successful form of governance.  
However, federations need to remain modern and work efficiently.  I hope, for the future of this country and the 
state, that we will not spend the next three or six years in a small-minded battle about who does what.  Australia 
is a first world nation that ranks about fifteenth in the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development 
world.  It should be above that argument and should go forward.  Many worthwhile things are being done in 
Australia.  To me, this is a small agenda.   

Question to be Put 
On motion by Mr D.A. Templeman, resolved -  

That the question be now put. 

Amendment to Motion Resumed 
Amendment put and passed.  

Motion, as Amended 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [10.35 am]:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I congratulate you on your re-
election as not only the member for Wanneroo but also Deputy Speaker.  I am sure that you will continue the 
fine work you did over the past four years.  I also congratulate the new ministers who have been appointed to the 
Gallop government cabinet and the new members who have been elected to this house.  I congratulate and 
acknowledge my colleague the opposition Whip, the member for Roe, who, like me, has enjoyed the past five or 
so weeks of parliamentary sittings in which we have been learning our job.  It has been very interesting.  I thank 
him for his cooperation and assistance in the job that he and I must do in this place.   

My electorate of Mandurah is part of the Peel region, which is acknowledged as the fastest growing area in 
Australia.  The City of Mandurah is acknowledged as being the boom town of Australia, and as the fastest 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 26 May 2005] 

 p2457a-2473a 
Mr Rob Johnson; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr David Templeman; Ms Sue Walker; Mrs Carol Martin; Speaker 

 [5] 

growing regional city in this country.  It is important to acknowledge the absolutely critical nature of the issues 
confronting and the pressure on all levels of government in the provision of appropriate infrastructure to cater for 
the rapid growth in communities such as Mandurah and others in what are known as the lifestyle regions 
throughout Australia.  We need to provide services for not only the people who live in those areas now but also 
those who visit the area and those who will live there in the future.   
My electorate will change following the rightful passage of the one vote, one value legislation.  That legislation 
was passed after Western Australia had had an unfair electoral system for 100 years.  It is very interesting.  
Mandurah is a very good example of the inequity that occurred under the old, or current, system.  During the last 
Parliament, the Deputy Speaker represented more than 48 000 people in her electorate.  The same number of 
electors in the Mandurah area is currently represented by three members - the members for Murray, Dawesville 
and Mandurah.  One need only drive five minutes up the road from my electorate to reach the localities of 
Golden Bay and Singleton.  The people in the seat of Peel had half the voting power of the people in my 
electorate.  It was a question of equity.  The one vote, one value legislation will be very important in ensuring 
greater equity in parliamentary representation across the state.   
Mr M.P. Whitely:  Do you realise that your electorate, along with the seven smallest geographical electorates, 
would fit into a land area smaller than the area of the member for Wanneroo’s electorate?  
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  Yes, indeed; that is right.  Again, the member has highlighted inequity.  However, 
the important point is that this government introduced that legislation in this place, as it has been Labor Party 
policy for more than 100 years, which has ensured that there will now be equal opportunity in voting.   

One of the greatest things that I have attended in my four and a half years as a member of Parliament is our 
Anzac Day service.  I acknowledge the importance of the new Mandurah war memorial, which was consecrated 
early in April and saw its first Anzac Day service on 25 April this year.  More than 3 000 people attended the 
dawn service at the new war memorial and more than 5 000 attended the main service during the day.  I urge 
members in this place who have not yet seen the new Mandurah war memorial to have a look at it, because it is 
not only the newest war memorial in Australia but also one of the most striking to have been added to the 
heritage of this country in the past 20 years.  The war memorial is located on the western foreshore of Mandurah.  
It is lit at night, it is a very sacred place and it allows for tremendous contemplation and reflection.  I believe it 
will be one of the prominent places that people, particularly those who travel throughout Australia, will gravitate 
to in the future.  It is a magnificent structure.  The state and federal governments contributed to the new 
memorial, as did the Mandurah City Council.  I congratulate all those involved in this achievement, particularly 
the memorial task force that was set up.  Unfortunately, it has been a tale of much angst over the past five years.  
Mandurah had not had an official war memorial since the former memorial was decommissioned.  For five years 
there was a gap and there was a lot of internal fighting and conjecture.  However, now even those who were 
opposed to the new war memorial agree that it is a magnificent sight.   
The rail project remains one of the key critical projects.  I have spoken in this house on numerous occasions 
about the importance of that rail line.  Interestingly, during the election campaign the opposition ran the slogan, 
“We started it; we’ll finish it.”  When I doorknocked most of my electorate, particularly the new part of it, I 
found that people did not believe the Liberal Party’s commitment to the railway line.  They saw very clearly the 
history of the opposition’s commitment to public transport in general and rail in particular.  They did not buy the 
opposition’s full-page advertisements and radio ads etc.  I congratulate the new members for Dawesville and 
Murray on their elections.  I also congratulate the Australian Labor Party candidates at that election.  Lynn 
Rodgers stood for the seat of Dawesville.  Lynn is a tremendous and tireless worker within our community, and I 
acknowledge the tremendous contribution she makes and has made to our community over a decade.  She was a 
great candidate and came within just over a thousand votes of winning that seat.  It was a seat we did not expect 
to even go close to winning and Lynn did a tremendous job, as did Nuala Keating, who was the ALP candidate 
for the seat of Murray.  Nuala fought a fantastic campaign.  Again, we were hopeful of picking up that seat but 
we certainly did not feel it would happen on the night.  It almost did happen; fewer than 200 votes was the 
margin between the current member for Murray and Nuala Keating, and I congratulate both candidates.   
I also acknowledge John Cowdell, who retired on Saturday as President of the Legislative Council.  John 
Cowdell was a marvellous parliamentarian and made a tremendous contribution to the Parliament not only as a 
member for the South West Region, but also as President of the Legislative Council for the past four years.  I 
also acknowledge his long-suffering but very competent electorate officer, Margaret Duff.  Over the past 12 
years that Margaret served as John’s electorate officer, she has put up with his wonderful way of dealing with 
issues and constituents.  Margaret has always been there.  She retired along with John.  Margaret had some 
health issues in the last year of her tenure as John’s electorate officer.  Margaret, along with her former boss, 
John Cowdell, is a magnificent contributor to the ALP.  I also acknowledge my campaign manager, Rose Carnes, 
and my staff, Fran Harman and Donna Doust, who not only ensure that my office runs efficiently and effectively 
but also provided great assistance during the election campaign.   
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I will highlight a couple of key infrastructure issues that affect my electorate and the electorates of Murray and 
Dawesville.  Obviously, the Peel deviation and the rail line are critical projects.  I am very pleased that the state 
government has committed to the Peel deviation.  Of course, it has dragged the federal government kicking and 
screaming to make a contribution.  It is an important project.  Earlier today the member for Dawesville made a 
grievance about Old Coast Road.  Indeed, Fremantle Road, which becomes Old Coast Road, carries a lot of 
vehicles every day; it carries double the average number of vehicles in peak times.  It is critical that the Peel 
deviation be constructed as soon as possible.  However, it will not solve all the traffic issues that will face the 
community of Mandurah, because there is strong growth in the southern corridor, and people travel north and 
south only on Old Coast Road.  The Peel deviation is critical.  I am strongly supportive of it.  It needs to be built 
as soon as possible.  I am pleased that budget allocations have been made for it.  We need to see it put in place as 
soon as possible.   
I now turn to health issues in Mandurah and the Peel region.  As we are well aware, health is critical to us all, no 
matter what age we are.  However, I highlight to this house that my electorate and the Peel region have a greater 
number of seniors than the state average.  A growing number of young families are moving to the area, so there 
is an interesting bulge at both ends of the population demographic.  That means that we need to ensure that we 
address not only the region’s current health needs but also its future health needs.  One of my concerns, which I 
have raised with both the former and the current Minister for Health, is mental health.  Although Mandurah and 
the Peel region fall within the south metropolitan health region, there are still gaps in the provision of mental 
health services.  A much greater emphasis must be placed on services being delivered to the Peel region, and 
Mandurah in particular.  Mental health continues to grow as an issue of concern for all members in this place.  
However, some supported accommodation needs to be developed in Mandurah at the moment.  There is no 
supported accommodation for people who are discharged from the Alma Street facility or those sorts of mental 
health facilities.  No step-down facility is provided in Mandurah and the Peel region.  Some supported 
accommodation that allows people to live independently is provided through the Milligan foundation for people 
who have moved out of a crisis situation.  However, I am talking about those people in a crisis situation who 
have perhaps been hospitalised, their crisis situation has passed, but they need a step-down facility to allow them 
to continue to be supported but also to be assisted to reconnect with and fulfil their potential in our community.   

Another concern, of course, is the Peel Health Campus.  It is privately run with services contracted by the 
government to be provided by the Peel Health Campus.  The campus now caters for a large and growing 
catchment, as I said earlier.  We must ensure that the provision for growth is matched with resourcing for that 
hospital.  I am pleased that the government has made a commitment to double the hospital’s accident and 
emergency facilities.  That is a very welcome initiative from the Gallop government, as an increasing number of 
people move through that part of the service.  Like many other rural and regional communities, Mandurah has a 
problem in maintaining and increasing doctor numbers.  It has not been easy.  Many doctors have already closed 
their books and are not accepting new patients.  People moving into Mandurah are finding it difficult to be 
accepted as patients and to have a particular doctor as their family or individual doctor.  We must also ensure 
that the increase in beds continues to match the population growth, which is continuing to explode in the Peel 
region.  I therefore highlight to the house my concern about health issues and how we must do more to keep up 
with the population growth. 

One initiative I am very proud of and pleased about is the Gallop government’s major contribution to community 
health.  It is interesting to note that often in debates on health services members talk about the end product; that 
is, expensive tertiary and secondary hospitals.  However, we all know that if preventive health measures can be 
improved, many of which services are provided through adequate and effective community health centres, and 
more money is put into community health, many of the end products of diabetes, heart disease and other lifestyle 
diseases can be addressed.  I am very pleased, therefore, that this government has made a contribution to that 
area of health in Mandurah.  More than $3 million has been allocated to a new community health centre.  The 
centre is under construction and should be opened and delivering a variety of services in September.  The centre 
is critical to the provision of health services in Mandurah.  That is stage 1 of the community health facility; stage 
2 is planned and I am hopeful that appropriations will be made in future budgets to ensure stage 2 of that 
community health building is built.   

A number of members have made their maiden speeches in this place.  I was very interested to hear the member 
for Moore’s comments on Alzheimer’s disease and dementia.  I commend the member for those comments.  We 
face not only the issue of an ageing population but also the associated diseases, illnesses and health concerns 
related to ageing.  Unfortunately, in Australia, and I understand in a number of western countries, dementia - 
Alzheimer’s disease specifically - is on the increase.  The member for Moore made some very good points in his 
maiden speech about the need to approach this problem with a whole-of-government - that is, local, state and 
federal - response.  There are many seniors in the community I live in, and I personally know of many families 
or older Mandurah residents with partners who are afflicted with the early signs, and some with the unfortunate 
critical signs, of Alzheimer’s or dementia.  Those conditions create a range of issues to be faced, not only for the 
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person with dementia but also for the family.  Men and women, sons and daughters, are being faced with caring 
for a loved one who is affected by dementia and/or Alzheimer’s disease.  This is an increasing trend.  I have 
spoken with Mr Frank Schaper, the Chief Executive Officer of the Alzheimer’s Association.  Many members 
would know that his report last year highlighted the potential epidemic of this disease and the impact it will have 
on aged care services and, indeed, aged care planning into the future.  I therefore agree with the member for 
Moore that we must approach this issue in a bipartisan way, and we must start now. 

I also want to highlight two cancers, one being a male-related cancer, prostate cancer.  I have been speaking with 
a new prostate cancer support group that started in Mandurah and I have discovered that an amazing number of 
men are being diagnosed with prostate cancer.  Unfortunately, many men in the community are reluctant to take 
a prostate test or to do the things they need to do to prevent prostate cancer or ensure it is detected early.  I am 
sure the member for Roe, being a physician, would know all too readily that the earlier prostate cancer is 
detected, the better the chance of treatment and containment.  There is a need, therefore, for more support for 
research into prostate cancer.  Breast cancer remains another big cancer that affects many womenfolk.  Luckily, 
women, unlike men, are far more ready to visit their general practitioner.  Some great advancements have been 
made in breast cancer research.  The National Breast Cancer Foundation does a tremendous job in assisting that 
research.  However, those two cancers affect many families, and members of my community and I are therefore 
very conscious of the need to plan for and address those diseases.   

Of course, we know that many diseases are directly related to our lifestyles.  Only two weeks ago I had a skin 
cancer removed from my face because I was recommended to do so by the member for Dawesville.  I appreciate 
that.  He, like many skin physicians, tends to look at people’s spots and blemishes when he talks to people.  
While we were having coffee and discussing a few local issues, he very kindly said, “You know that you can get 
that thing cut off your face if you go down and see so and so?”  I therefore appreciate the member for 
Dawesville’s concern for my health.   
Ms J.A. Radisich:  Did you get a prostate test at the same time? 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  No; this was done by a skin specialist.  The skin specialist I visited in Mandurah said 
that a huge number of skin cancers, including fatal melanomas, in the Mandurah area had been diagnosed.  He 
urged that we must get the message out to more people of all age groups, although we tend to target young 
people.  I understand that the statistics indicate that the problem can be addressed if we get the message to young 
people, even parents of babies, to ensure that they do not get sunburnt in their early years.  We all know about 
the dangers of the sun.  I recall that as a child going to the farm in Narrogin and living in Northam I would not 
wear a shirt all day; the sun did not seem to have the sting in it then that it does now.  I go out in the sun now for 
only five or 10 minutes, particularly in the middle of summer, and I feel it almost immediately impacting on my 
skin.  It did not seem to do that when I was younger.  Then again, when people are young, they do lots of things 
and do not realise what is occurring.  However, we want to make sure that we have healthy young people and a 
healthy population.  If we can better educate people and support that area of health provision, I believe we will 
have a much healthier community. 

In this Address-in-Reply speech I would also like to acknowledge the commitment by the Gallop government to 
a number of key areas.  I am very proud to be part of a government that is committed to making education and 
training the major plank of its focus for the next four years.  That is absolutely critical, particularly in my area 
where a number of children in the schools come from a low education base.  At one stage the area had one of the 
lowest participation rates in tertiary education.  Low retention rates had been reached, particularly during the last 
term of the Liberal government.  I am pleased that we are rapidly improving those retention rates.  However, it 
will be the investment by the Gallop government in education and training that will make a huge difference to 
the families in my electorate and to the young people who will now be able to aspire to go not only to university 
but also to TAFE and into apprenticeship training.  They will be able to go out into the wide world in the future 
as well-trained members of the community with skills in horticulture, marine biology and hospitality.  It is 
critical that we make sure that those people are given the best possible start.  I am proud that the Gallop 
government has ensured that education and training will be a critical part of our platform during our next four 
years of government. 

I am also pleased about police numbers.  This government put 650 additional police into the system in its last 
term, and it has committed to providing over and above that number in its current term.  Unlike the previous 
government, which did not put one new police officer into the system in its last four years, there will be more 
police on the beat, and there will be a real crackdown on antisocial behaviour and a focus on law and order.  I am 
pleased.  However, I say very clearly to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services that the Peel police 
district is the growing district.  Therefore, police numbers must keep pace with the population growth.  They did 
in the first four years of the Gallop government, and I was really pleased.  There was something like a 25 per 
cent increase in police numbers in the Peel police district.  That was magnificent.  However, I want to see more 
police in Mandurah and in the Peel region because of the growing population.   
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I will finish on a health issue that concerns me greatly.  In a recent newspaper article, a comment was made by 
National Drug Research Institute research fellow Tanya Chikritzhs about the sale, marketing and cost of 
alcoholic drinks to young people.  I want to highlight a few matters.  The drinks that I am now holding and 
showing to members are being marketed at a far lower price than ever before.  I went to one of the local liquor 
stores and looked at the cost of the alcoholic drinks that, in my view, are being targeted at young people.  This 
matter was highlighted by the National Drug Research Institute. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I don’t think you’re allowed to bring those into the chamber. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  I did check with the Clerk.  I will address this issue in a grievance in the future.  
However, drinks such as mudshakes and UDLs are very cheap.  Some of these units are cheaper to buy per can 
or bottle than a can of coke.  I went to a liquor store and bought some of these alcoholic drinks, and the price 
worked out at under $2, but a can of coke ended up costing $2.  We need to look at what is being done in 
allowing the marketing of alcohol, particularly to young people.  The report of the National Drug Research 
Institute indicated that there has been a 10 per cent increase in alcohol abuse by young women, and the institute 
attributes much of that increase to the marketing of these types of alcoholic beverages. 
MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [11.05 am]:  It is a pleasure for me to be able to give an Address-in-Reply 
speech.  I will talk a little about the election in the electorate of Nedlands, and I will talk about a major issue on 
behalf of my constituents that concerns the council of the Town of Cambridge.  It is not about Perry Lakes; it is 
about Harborne Street.  I will also discuss a few other issues in the electorate. 
Firstly, when I gave my maiden speech in this house, I referred to the first woman member of Parliament in 
Western Australia, who was Edith Cowan.  I said that her seat of West Perth had been subsumed into the seat of 
Nedlands.  A few weeks ago I received an e-mail from John Cardell-Oliver, who had been overseas and came 
back and read my maiden speech.  He said that I had not made reference to his mother, who was the third woman 
to be elected to the Legislative Assembly, but the first in Australia to become a minister.  I did a bit of research 
on it, and I thought I would mention that today.  As I said, Florence Cardell-Oliver was the third woman to be 
elected to the Assembly, but the first in Australia to become a minister.  In the history of the seat of Subiaco 
from 1901 to 1989, she was its longest serving member.  That is interesting, because somebody wrote to my 
local paper and asked whether the seat of Nedlands should be renamed the seat of Subiaco in the forthcoming 
redistribution following the passing of the one vote, one value legislation.  Florence Cardell-Oliver was the 
widow of a doctor.  She unsuccessfully contested the federal seat of Fremantle against John Curtin in 1934.  In 
1936, aged 60 and supported by many politically active women, she regained the seat of Subiaco for the 
Nationalist Party, as the Liberal Party was then named.  Florence Cardell-Oliver edged out the former Nationalist 
MLA Walter Richardson by one vote, and then won the seat comfortably on his preferences.  After that close 
result, she held Subiaco by large majorities until she retired in 1956.  She must have been 80!  Subiaco was a 
seat with many far from affluent residents, and she was a very strong local representative.  She was a very 
forceful speaker.   

When I did some research recently on the Public Works Act in 1955, I saw a little snippet at the top of a page 
from the member for Subiaco.  It said something like, “Your board is as rotten as your eggs are.”  Therefore, I 
thought that she probably was a forceful speaker.  After the 1947 election, she became an honorary minister in 
the McLarty Liberal-Country Party coalition government, and at age 70 she became the oldest first-time minister 
in our state’s history.  There is hope for us all.   

From 1949 to 1953 Dame Florence was the Minister for Health, and Supply and Shipping - very demanding and 
essential portfolios at a time when Western Australia was struggling with post-war shortages, and the minister 
had to cajole the necessary shipping from the eastern states.  Florence Cardell-Oliver was an outstanding 
member for an area now entirely contained within the present seat of Nedlands.  Her career proves that age is no 
barrier to achievement.  I thought I would read that into the record on behalf of my constituent. 

In my Address-in-Reply speech I want to thank those people of Nedlands who voted me back in at the last state 
election.  It was my first general state election, which was different from the by-election in which I was elected.  
In the by-election I received 6 887 primary votes.  At the time a political journalist - her name escapes me - said 
that I held the seat with only 44 per cent of the primary vote and would need to work hard to gain the trust of the 
electorate.  I have worked very hard to do that.  In the last election I received 12 912 primary votes.  That is the 
highest number of primary votes that any member for Nedlands has ever received.   

The history of the seat of Nedlands is very interesting.  This year is Nedlands’ seventy-fifth anniversary.  The 
seat of Nedlands has had five members in its 75-year history.  The first was Hon Sir Norbett Keenan, who 
became the state’s Attorney General.  At that time in 1930 he received 1 392 primary votes.  The total number of 
people who voted was 6 174.  What I found remarkable - this would also be the case in the many other seats that 
are as old as the seat of Nedlands - is the number of people whom members of the Legislative Assembly have 
represented over the years compared with the number of people whom members of the Legislative Assembly 
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represent today.  When Sir Norbett Keenan retired in 1947, the total number of people who voted was 12 792, 
and he received 9 210 of the primary votes.  Sir Norbett Keenan was the member of Nedlands for 20 years.  He 
was beaten by Hon David Grayden, a Liberal, who was the member for Nedlands for two years.  In the year in 
which Hon David Grayden was elected, 8 650 people voted.  In the Nedlands electorate in 2005, 25 800 people 
voted.  The total number of people who were enrolled to vote was 28 575.  By comparison, when the seat of 
Nedlands was first established, the total number of people enrolled to vote was 6 174.  It is interesting that there 
is still only one member for that electorate.  I am not complaining.  That is also the case in many other 
electorates.  I do not know what facilities Sir Norbett Keenan or Sir Charles Court had when they gained the seat 
of Nedlands.  When Sir Charles Court gained the seat of Nedlands in 1953, only 8 960 people voted.  When he 
retired in 1980, only 12 775 people voted.  By comparison, double that number of people voted in the recent 
election.  Even when Hon Richard Court took office in 1983, only 14 236 people voted in the election.  When 
Hon Richard Court retired, only 20 228 people voted in the by-election.  There are over 8 000 more electors in 
Nedlands today than when Hon Richard Court retired, yet the facilities are the same as they were when Hon 
Richard Court was the member for Nedlands.  I have one electorate officer for five days a week, and one 
research officer for two days a week.  I do not think people appreciate how few staff members of Parliament 
have. 

I was particularly pleased with the primary vote in the seat of Nedlands.  People often say that Nedlands is a 
blue-ribbon seat.  Believe me, when I stood for the seat of Nedlands at the by-election, the primary vote had 
slipped to below 50 per cent because of several issues of concern in the electorate at the time.  I am very pleased 
that my constituents have put their trust in me again.  I treat the electorate of Nedlands as a marginal seat.  I am 
very devoted to my electorate.  I now have two new areas to deal with; namely, the suburb of Wembley, which 
was formerly held by the member for Churchlands, and the remainder of the suburb of West Leederville, which 
was formerly held by the member for Perth.  When I doorknocked in Wembley, people spoke very highly of the 
member for Churchlands.  It was wonderful to hear people tell me their children still had on the wall of their 
room letters that she had sent to them during the years she had been representing them.  I just wanted to put that 
on record.   
The Parliamentary Library has an interesting book that outlines the history of the number of polling booths in the 
various electorates over the years.  When Sir Charles Court first won the seat of Nedlands, there were very few 
polling booths.  I do not think there was even a polling booth for Subiaco.  I believe, after speaking to our 
political guru, Jeremy Buxton, that Nedlands was originally subsumed in the seat of Subiaco.   
I thank the people of Nedlands for re-electing me to that seat.  It was a fantastic experience on election day to 
know that 250 to 300 people were assisting me.  Most of the Curtin Division people had gone to assist members 
who were standing in marginal seats.  I pay special tribute to my staff.  Anna Carew-Reid, my research officer, 
was my right-hand man, so to speak, during my campaign.  She is absolutely invaluable.  She is absolutely 
brilliant with information technology, and she coordinated in her spare time - on the days when she was not 
working - quite a lot of the logistical matters that needed to be dealt with during the campaign.  Anna has been 
with me ever since I have been member for Nedlands.  I also thank my electorate officer, Emily White, for very 
ably fielding the calls that come into my office, which is a very demanding job.  I am back in the job I love, and I 
thank the people in my electorate for that opportunity. 

I now want to talk about the West Leederville traffic management review.  The Town of Cambridge has put out a 
report on that review.  I have attended a public meeting at West Leederville Town Hall.  Previously only a small 
part of West Leederville was in my electorate.  The primary school certainly was.  However, the whole of West 
Leederville is now in my electorate.  The whole of Wembley is now also in my electorate.  Although the review 
deals with the whole of the West Leederville area, the area that I am concerned about is Harborne Street, 
Wembley.  A large number of constituents have written to me about the recommendations in the West 
Leederville traffic management review, particularly the extension to the two-lane approaches to the traffic 
signals on Harborne Street.  Not one of the detailed letters I have received agrees with the recommendations of 
the review.  Last Sunday, because I knew I would be making my Address-in-Reply speech, I had a look at 
Gregory Street, Daglish Street and Harborne Street.  The main issues in that area are traffic safety, pedestrian 
safety, parking facilities, noise pollution and residential amenity.  Residential amenity is the biggest issue.  In 
addition to looking at those three streets, I have also done some research with the Valuer General’s Office, 
because one constituent had told me that land prices in Harborne Street have fallen as a result of the decision by 
the Town of Cambridge to channel traffic through that street over the years.  Therefore, I obtained a Valuer 
General’s report for the years 1995 and 2004 on those three streets and did an analysis of what the houses were 
worth in 1995 and what they are worth now.  In Gregory and Daglish Streets, the whole atmosphere was 
different.  One of the big issues in Harborne Street is that it has solar flare lighting, which I am told is on for 24 
hours a day.  Family members and friends who come to visit people in Harborne Street need to park on the 
verges at all sorts of angles, because it is not possible to park on the street, whereas in Gregory and Daglish 
Streets people can park on the street.   
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I looked to see whether the quality of life and the value of homes had diminished since the changes had been 
made to Harborne Street.  I also examined the Valuer General’s report.  In Daglish Street in 1995, 11 homes 
were sold.  They were all described as two-bedroom and one-bathroom houses.  The prices varied between 
$180 000 and $254 000.  In Gregory Street, four homes were sold, which were also described as being two by 
one.  The houses were built about the same time and were on blocks of approximately 650 square metres.  The 
prices for the Gregory Street houses were between $208 000 and $295 000.  In Harborne Street, 11 houses were 
sold.  One house sold for $90 000, but the rest were sold for between $157 000 and $250 000.  In 2004 two-by-
one houses do not exist; most people have three-by-one houses.  On land of approximately similar value in 
Daglish Street, houses were sold for between $375 000 and $556 000.  In Gregory Street, three-by-one houses 
sold for between $750 000 to $790 000.  In Harborne Street, three-by-one houses sold for between $330 000 and 
$530 000.  My analysis shows that, in 1995, at the upper end of the market there was a $50 000 difference 
between sales in Daglish Street and Harborne Street and a $100 000 difference between Gregory Street and 
Harborne Street.  Just 10 years later, there is a $125 000 difference between sales in Daglish Street and Harborne 
Street.  There is a $500 000 difference between sales in Gregory and Harborne Streets at the upper end of the 
market.  That is partly because people who are buying do not have the confidence to develop their houses.  It is 
also due to residential amenity.  The street may look nice when people drive along it, but it is difficult for 
residents.  When I visited on Sunday, I saw it was difficult for residents to back out of their driveways onto the 
road.  One of my residents said that the flywire on his house is stuck with grease and fumes emitted by the cars 
that drive past. 
Approximately three years ago Harborne Street had 25-metre solar flare lights installed.  My constituent says 
that night is almost as bright as day because of the lights.  The lighting runs all night and there is no relief.  Even 
the rules of the Geneva Convention prohibit the cruel and unjust use of lighting, such as leaving it on during all 
hours of darkness.  Freeway lighting around Lake Monger is shielded to protect the animals in the park.  What 
about the residents of Harborne Street?  Three years ago Harborne Street was extended into Subiaco, creating yet 
more traffic demand.  Football games at Subiaco Oval for five months of the year make sure that residents do not 
get any relief from bumper-to-bumper traffic.  Traffic is already so heavy that residents are having difficulty in 
getting out of their driveways between 8.00 and 9.15 in the morning and are at the mercy of the traffic.  The 
resident in question has been living in Harborne Street for 18 years.  During my election campaign I delivered 
newsletters in Cambridge Street, Wembley.  When I was 18 years old, I lived in a unit in Cambridge Street, 
Wembley.  I know the area fairly well.  I know how Harborne Street has developed over time.  My constituent 
stated that when he chose to live in Harborne Street, Wembley life was pleasant and normal and the traffic was 
managed very well.  There were no bottlenecks or pollution and traffic flowed through the suburb evenly.  
Traffic is now a nightmare.  As I mentioned earlier, he said that his flyscreen door visibly accumulates grease 
and tar, which requires it to be changed more frequently as it clogs.  The flowers and trees in his garden are 
coated in fuel residue and his house has more cracks in it because of more heavy vehicles using the street.  It is 
not just five-tonne trucks, it is 50-tonne heavy loaders.  The speed limit on Harborne Street is 60 kilometres an 
hour although streets on either side in Wembley vary between 40 and 50 kilometres an hour. 
The Town of Cambridge appears to be affecting the assets of people who live in Harborne Street.  We all aspire 
to own property; that is one of the great things about Western Australia.  However, it appears to be getting harder 
under this government.  Policies are being put in place that significantly affect the value and appreciation of 
homes.  The council needs to look very seriously at what it is doing to the residents in Harborne Street.  The 
vehicle load in the street is 16 000 vehicles a day compared with Gregory Street’s 1 000 a day.  My constituent 
states that his house has lost approximately $120 000 in value.  My analysis, which took me some time, is the 
same.   
Another issue I raise today concerns my constituent, Alice.  I have raised Alice’s case before.  She has 
sometimes been on a community treatment order under the Mental Health Act.  I want to complain about her 
recent treatment, particularly the callous treatment shown to her by the office of the Public Trustee.  Having 
failed to take her medication recently, a transport order was issued under the Mental Health Act.  The police 
turned up at her unit in Claremont at 10 o’clock at night with a paddy wagon to take her away.  She is a 78-year-
old woman who weighs only six stone.  As far as I know, she has never had a serious criminal conviction.  She 
may cause some chagrin when she does not take her medication.  On this occasion I understand that she had not 
taken her medication for 10 days.  I became aware that Alice was carted off in the middle of the night with her 
slippers on to the locked ward of Graylands Hospital because the agent running her unit telephoned me.  She told 
me that she found it very frightening that a woman, who appeared very lucid and intelligent and knew what was 
happening to her, could be carted off at 10 o’clock at night.  The police arrived with bolt cutters and cut the 
chain on her door to gain access.  I see Mr Acting Speaker (Mr J.R. Quigley) is looking quizzical.  This is a true 
story.  Despite that, we cannot lock up people with serious personality disorders who repeatedly rape women in 
Perth.  I will read the two statements given by the two women who work at the estate agents.  The first states - 

On Wednesday 11th May 2005 at 4.55 pm - 
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I will not give the name of the young man who is in charge of the case.  I will save him the embarrassment - 

. . . from the office of the Public Trustee contacted our office. 

He requested that we make available to the caretaker of . . . a key to the front door of Unit . . .  

. . . informed us that . . . was to be picked up that evening by the police; he was concerned that if . . . 
was not co-operative they would need to break the front door down to gain access. 

Can members believe that? 

. . . told me that . . . was to be picked up by the police as she had failed to attend a counselling session 
as required by a directive of the Mental Health Department. 

What is this man doing revealing her business in this way?  That was one woman’s statement from the agency.  
My constituent rang another woman who worked at the agency from Graylands Hospital to get her to tell me she 
was in the locked ward.  She told me she found it all very frightening.  She states - 

I received a call from . . . asking who had given her unit keys to the Mental Health Department and the 
Police.  She was very upset and advised that at 10pm they had come to the door and when she opened it 
the door was pushed in and the security chain broken.  At this stage I was unaware of what had 
happened the previous day so told . . . I would look into it. 

. . . the caretaker called into the office and said that someone from the Mental Health Dept would 
contact us to return the keys. 

I rang . . . at the Public Trust Office and told him that I was not happy with the caretaker of the block 
being involved as . . . business would become common knowledge.  I also advised that . . . was very 
upset to which he told me to hang up if she called again.   

I spoke to . . . in Graylands hospital that night to let her know that her things were safe and that I would 
have the lock/chain repaired.  She asked me to contact Sue Walker and advise her that . . . was in 
Graylands and ask her to call.   

. . .  

I went to the unit to check the unit.  I found that the chain had been broken and lights left on in the unit.  
Everything else seemed to be intact.   

I raise this matter because it is unbelievable to me.  This little lady has been forced to take drugs for years 
because she has a rocking motion, but she is a very intelligent woman.  She does not like the fact that she must 
take drugs that are affecting her.  She has had strokes.  I am told that she has a mental illness.  The fact is that our 
government passed a law that allowed a psychiatrist-ordered transport order, which means two police officers 
and a paddy wagon, to go to this little old lady’s home to pick her up.  In fact, four people went to pick her up.  
She told me she was watching, I think, the proceedings of Parliament on television.  She had her slippers on and 
was getting ready to go to bed.  There was a knock at her door.  She had not taken her medication for 10 days, 
because she is 78 and she has got to the stage at which she feels it is affecting her too badly.  The office of the 
Public Trustee seems to be conducting a vindictive campaign against this woman.  I have never met these 
women - they simply rang me out of concern - but they said that they were told that if she rang again to hang up.  
That is just not good enough.  Once again, I am calling on Nina McLaren of the office of the Public Trustee to 
have a look into this matter.  I want to know whether she is behind what seems to be - because there is more to 
this story, and I have not got time to go into it - a very vindictive campaign against this woman.  Alice tells me 
that out of her pension she is given only $40 a week.  I have yet to clarify that, and I have written to the minister, 
but it would appear that here she is in her unit in Claremont, getting only $40 a week because that is what the 
young man thinks she should be getting.   

I have made submissions before in relation to Alice, but here are two independent people, one of whom has been 
prepared to put her concerns in writing.  I cannot give the name.  What is concerning to me and what was 
concerning to the woman working in the agency is that it happens in our society.  It is happening now in our 
society as a result of the Mental Health Act, yet we seem to have difficulty with people like Mr Narkle, with 
whom we have had trouble, when it comes to locking them up.  We have difficulty thinking that we can lock up 
someone with a severe personality disorder who rapes women over three decades, but we have no difficulty in 
locking up someone who weighs six stone and has no serious criminal conviction.  She is still in Graylands 
Hospital in the locked ward.  When she does not do the right thing, Alice is usually taken away in a paddy 
wagon, but two cars were sent this time and she was asked which one she would like to go in.   

We are parliamentarians.  I understand that the Mental Health Act is coming up for review.  I believe that some 
of the realities of what is happening to the citizens of Perth need to be looked at.  The fact that people can be 
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picked up in the dead of night and carted off without any review by a court is frightening.  I note in the report of 
Dr Rowan Davidson, the Chief Psychiatrist, who reported to the Attorney General, the suggestion that it was 
almost an affront to think that someone with a disorder from which about 50 people in the state suffer could be 
picked up.  The suggestion was also made that it should be reviewed.  I raise this matter again and will be raising 
it once again with the new Minister for Justice.  So far I have had a very cold, callous response.   

Those are the few issues that I wanted to raise on behalf of my electorate.  I thank the people of Nedlands.  I 
promise once again to serve them faithfully and honestly during the next four years.   

MRS C.A. MARTIN (Kimberley) [11.37 am]:  I want to start by acknowledging some of the battlers in my 
community.  I always like to start at the top, so I will start with Kununurra.  A whole group of people in 
Kununurra have been left in the outer, I would say, simply because they live that far away and they do not get 
too many visits from too many people.  Kununurra is the youngest town in the state.  It was created around the 
need to develop the Ord irrigation scheme.  A couple of people I have been working with for the past five years 
are John and Pauline Kirby, who have been living on a property not far from town.  They have had some good 
luck in recent times.  I just wanted to congratulate them on that.  Alan Wilson has been in regular contact with 
my office over the same period.  He has also had some good news.  Most of it is to do with planning for the 
future and ensuring that they get justice in a system that has left them behind.  My congratulations to them.   

I would also like to acknowledge former shire president Mrs Barbara Johnson, who has recently resigned from 
the shire.  She has made a commitment over many years to her community.  I am pleased to say that she is not 
moving away from town.  I acknowledge Barbara and all of her hard work.  I wish her all the best for the future.  
The new shire president is a young woman called Michele Pucci.  I believe that Michele will certainly make a 
difference.  She is young, fiery and has commitment.  She has a young family and sees a wonderful future for the 
people of Kununurra.  I congratulate Michele on her successful election to shire president.  I would also like to 
acknowledge a few other shire presidents, one of whom is Lyn, who was re-elected.  Congratulations to Lyn in 
Halls Creek which is, of course, not in my electorate but pretty close.  I hope that I will get it back with one vote, 
one value.  There is, of course, the great Elisa Archer, who is the shire president of Derby, my home town.  I 
would like to congratulate her on her re-election.  She is another great woman of the Kimberley who has done a 
brilliant job.  Of course she has a vested interest in Derby.  Not only does she have five wonderful daughters, 
who all make a contribution to the community through leadership and vision; she also has the biggest mob of 
grandchildren.  She has more than I have.  Congratulations to all the shire presidents.  Broome does not have a 
female shire president, but it has a couple of female shire councillors, which is good. 

I also acknowledge Maureen Carter from Ngalingkadji.  This woman has been battling for 20 years to advance 
the health of her community.  Ngalingkadji is a testament to her hard work.  They have some wonderful 
programs in Fitzroy Crossing.  Again, Fitzroy Crossing is no longer in my electorate but it is close enough.  Of 
course, I will get it back with one vote, one value.   

My electorate has some other great women.  There is the chair of the Pastoralists and Graziers Association, Ruth 
Webb-Smith.  Ruth is a woman who has tackled so many things.  How could one not respect a woman like that?  
I include Annette Henwood from Fossil Downs, which is no longer in my electorate.  They are some amazing 
women.   

I thought I would bring to members’ attention that the rumours of the Kimberley being petticoat junction are 
true.  Of all the major government departments, the health and education departments are headed by women.  
The local member is a woman and, of course, I have told members about our shire presidents.  Petticoat junction 
does exist.  The women in my community are fiery sheilas.  People should not mess with them.  That is not a 
warning but just a piece of good advice: do not mess with the sheilas there!   

Members should be aware of some other amazing people in my community.  I refer to Wayne Bergmann, a 
Derby boy, who is now the Chief Executive Officer of the Kimberley Land Council.  He is a brilliant young 
man.  I have known him since he was so high.  As a lawyer he takes a position of responsibility and is respected 
by elders throughout our community.  His wife and children do not see much of him, but when he is home in 
Derby I get to see him.  The community of Derby feels nothing but pride for this young man.   

I also refer to the Chairman of the Kimberley Land Council, Tom Birch, who is a man of vision.  He lives in 
Wyndham, which is in my electorate.  He is doing a brilliant job dealing with the mess that is native title.  I 
acknowledge both those men.   

There is also my young uncle, Henry Councillor, who is the Chief Executive Officer of the Kimberley 
Aboriginal Medical Services Council.  He has done a brilliant job of bringing together an organisation that 
celebrates so much.  It recently celebrated the opening of the Derby Aboriginal Health Service, which was 
opened by Barry Haase about three weeks ago.  I have photos of Barry singing with Mary G.  That is another 
story.  He did a brilliant job.  Members should invite him to a karaoke night.  Congratulations to Derby, to the 
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Derby Aboriginal Health Service, to Vicky and the team and, of course, to Henry.  Without his vision we would 
never have moved forward.  Derby is the last post that has an Aboriginal health service.  Across the board, health 
in the Kimberley was a bit of a mess when we first came to office.  Hon Bob Kucera started the change that 
brought about all the good stuff.  Every hospital in my electorate has been either replaced or fully refurbished.  
New services have been put in place and existing services are getting better.  More people want to make a 
commitment to the community.  Without that minister’s vision, I do not believe we would have been able to 
move as far forward as we have.  He had misgivings initially, but with a bit of a poke he did well.  We had two 
years of heartache, but we are now getting the necessary infrastructure and services that save lives.  The 
community is feeling more comfortable simply because of the advisory committees, which comprise local 
people.  I commend the people in my electorate for taking the time to become members of those committees.  
Without them and their vision, the needs of my electorate would never be articulated.  I thank Hon Bob Kucera 
for his help in his previous role as Minister for Health.  He did a brilliant job.  Nindilingarri Cultural Health is 
still benefiting from his decisions.  I acknowledge him for that.   

I now turn to education and training.  The illiteracy rate in my electorate is 30 per cent.  We have had some 
windfalls.  Marcia Langdon bought some people into the electorate to consider an accelerated learning program, 
which has just been completed in Halls Creek.  I see that program as a way forward and will support it any way I 
possibly can.  Halls Creek is not yet in my electorate, but it will be.  The program was conducted over 10 weeks 
and from what we can gather at this stage - it is still early - it has been a success.  I recommend that we consider 
moving it forward.  The people who were left behind in the education stakes in my electorate might be able to 
catch up if we can find a program that meets their needs, which, of course, will lead to training.  At the moment, 
a person must be at certain numeracy and literacy levels before commencing training.  That is an indictment of 
the system, but we have to work within the current system.   

I am concerned about a number of issues in my electorate that will affect us head on.  The first is the demise of 
the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission.  I bring this matter to the attention of the house because it 
has always been known that without the Aboriginal industry in my region we would have real problems, 
probably to the tune of $300 million.  The community development employment program has had a major 
impact.  Ten thousand positions are available in the state, 5 000 of which are in my electorate.  Is it any wonder 
then that there is poverty in my electorate and that people are not able to progress?  We need real jobs and an 
education system that will help us.  That is what this government has been working towards.  After 10 years of 
knowing about the problems, and after being a member of Parliament for almost five, I can honestly say that we 
are seeing progress.  However, ATSIC’s demise has seen the demise of indigenous democracy in my region.  
Many people do not know what will happen next.  The Department of Indigenous Affairs is working under the 
shared responsibility agreements, which I believe are a way forward.  If done properly, they will provide a 
mechanism for development that will enhance the lives of not only the indigenous people in my community, but 
also all members of my community.  It has always been well known that when the Aboriginal community 
thrives, the whole community thrives.   
We have so much going for us in the Kimberley region.  The most important thing about being the member for 
Kimberley is being able to work with the diversity of people within that community.  It is 1 400 kilometres from 
one end of my electorate to the other.  That can be knocked back a bit if a shortcut is taken, but those roads are 
stuffed, so it is better to stick to the main roads.  Along the main road are so many wonderful people who 
contribute to their community with vision.  The only problem they have is that they are 2 000 kilometres or more 
away from the capital.  They are quite proud of their progress.   
The demise of ATSIC is very much on the agenda for the people in my electorate.  Native title is the one issue 
that will always rear its head.  A number of people have contacted my office about the way Hon Eric Ripper has 
dealt with native title.  I am pleased that some of the determinations that have been made in my electorate were 
done via consent.  That means that people got down, got heavy, got hard and got it sorted.  Hon Eric Ripper has 
brought goodwill to the native title process.  Although the process is not perfect, we are moving forward.  Today 
will be a pretty heavy day for Hon Eric Ripper because he is bringing down the budget.  However, if he does as 
well with the budget as he has done with native title, he will not have a problem.  He does what he does really 
well.  I acknowledge him and his department for the way in which they have dealt with the issue of native title.   
Another issue is Country Labor (WA), of which I am a member.  That group of amazing people - it comprises 
few women but is getting better - visits each other’s electorates.  We support each other in caucus and in our 
communities.  The wonderful thing about Country Labor is that all its members share the commonalities of the 
tyranny of distance and of being non-metropolitan members of Parliament.  You would know about this, Mr 
Acting Speaker (Mr P.W. Andrews), because you are one of our members, although we only let you in on certain 
occasions!   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  He is one of your very good members.   
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Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  He is one of the best.  I like having him as a backstop, because I usually win when he is 
eyeballing everyone.  Over the past four years, Country Labor has made four trips around the state.  Two of 
those trips have come up my way and they have made a good impression.  Of course, Peter Watson goes around 
giving out bloody pamphlets on Albany - yoo-hoo, why would someone in Fitzroy care about Albany?  All the 
visitor centres in my electorate have a little handful of pamphlets on Albany!  I tell the member that he cannot do 
that, but he does.  We also get pamphlets on Mandurah, but, anyway!   

Mr D.A. Templeman:  They are quality products.   

Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  Yes.  Those members also give hats and T-shirts to my constituents.  They go, “Yeah, we 
need a T-shirt, but where’s Mandurah, where’s Albany?”  We are a little Kimberley-centric!  We know where 
Albany is, but it is a bit cold for us.   

Mr J.H.D. Day:  Have you been to Albany?   

Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  I have been to Albany.  I met too many relations there, so I will not go again!  I do not 
think I met them all.   

Kalgoorlie was interesting.  Kalgoorlie is a lot like Derby, though bigger.  The mining industry brings people 
together.  The people who have worked in the mining industry in the Kimberley must alternate with working in 
Kalgoorlie, because a lot of them were there.   

That brings me to my last trip to Argyle, which was about four weeks ago.  I jokingly said that I would do a 
night shift with “C” panel.  I do not really like the night; I do not really like the dark!  I got roped into going 
underground as well.  I want to thank a few people, because the trip was a real eye-opener for me.  I had been 
underground before, with the Lennard Shelf project, but Argyle was a different kettle of fish.  There are 
supposed to be diamonds on the ground, but there were not, or at least I could not see any.  I did check.  I thank 
Maryanne Kelly, one of the general managers.  She looked after me for the day and made sure that I looked at 
the production side and where the company was going.  It was brilliant to see a woman in such a position.  She is 
a mining engineer.  The other person I would like to thank is Owen Freeth, who took me underground.  Perpetual 
night is not something I enjoy, but it was really interesting to see where people work.  I also thank “C” panel and 
in particular Hiko Stohl.  Hiko was my driver.  He took me in the Haulpaks and the shovels.  The only thing I did 
not go to was the drilling platform.  By the way, Hiko is one of the boys who grew up in my community.  He is a 
close family friend of my son and other family members.  These are some of the amazing people who are on-site.  
My day started at 4.00 am.  I am not a morning person at the best of times.  I promised the boys that I would stay 
with them until their shift ended.  I was “dungered” out by 1.00 am.  I could not handle it.  I did not think that I 
could continue, so they took me back to the camp.  I do not think that I could keep up with them.  I challenge 
people to keep up with me, but on this occasion I was a bit too “dungered”.  The pit was the most amazing thing.  
I do not know how people work there with the heat and noise of the huge machinery.  I now appreciate that these 
young people earn their money in these places.  The mining industry is a really hard industry.  I am very proud 
of all the Kimberley kids who have found a future in that mine.  I am very pleased with the way in which Argyle 
Diamonds has employed local people.  Most of the young people on this panel were Kimberley people.  It was 
really amazing.  The mine has recruited them, trained them and given them full-time employment.  With the 
proposal for underground mining, there is a future for these young people.  I congratulate Argyle Diamonds and 
Brendan Hammond for their vision of where the mining industry is going in my region.   

I would like to thank a couple of other people.  One is Sir Charles Court.  During a pretty hectic part of the 
election campaign, Sir Charles Court said that water should not be taken from the Kimberley, as that would stifle 
any opportunity for development in the region.  He is known as the father of regional development.  I have a lot 
of respect for that man, and even more so after he made that statement.  He is right.  Ord stage 2 is coming 
online.  I hope that the budget will reflect a commitment to that project, not that I know whether it does.  It is 
really important that we consider Ord stage 2 from the original concept and dream expressed by Sir Charles 
Court to where we are now.  There is a gap somewhere along the line that needs to be filled with a vision for the 
region and the benefits that will provide.   

I thank also Michael Hyde, who worked on my campaign as campaign manager.  Michael is a very close friend 
who lives in Fitzroy Crossing.  I thank him for his commitment and care during the election campaign.  Jodie 
and Lesley, the women who work in my office, have put up with a lot over the last little while.  I acknowledge 
them, because they are an amazing team and I appreciate them.  I thank Renee Ralph and my male child, 
William Martin, for driving me wherever I had to go and for looking after the old girl.  I thank my mother and 
my brother, Bernard, and his lady, Shannon, for coming into my office at all hours of the day and night and 
helping out.  I also thank my sister Debra and my brother-in-law Dave.  Debra Pilkington is my younger sister.  
Whenever I have needed anything, this woman has been there.  When I first got into Parliament, my son was 13.  
On 1 April this year I got off a plane and went to my son’s party.  He was 18.  All of a sudden I realised that I 
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had missed my young boy growing up into an amazing man.  I thank my sister Debra for helping with the 
development of my boy into this man, because she has been there.  I thank Peter Altham, Nunzio, Julia Barbar, 
Maria and Colin Morgan and all their kids, and Fred Murray for assisting me in all the ways in which they have.  
Whether in a big or a small way, it has helped.  I thank them.  I thank Mark Bin Baker, aka Mary G.  The work 
he has done on the stolen generation and with his committee is commendable.  I acknowledge him and 
appreciate the work he has done for our community.  I also acknowledge that it is Reconciliation Week.  It is 
now time for us to start looking for different ways forward.  I hope it goes well.   

I also congratulate all the new members of this place.  It is great that they are here with their spark of life.  Those 
guys are really cheeky, but that wears off.  I also acknowledge Hon Vincent Catania, Hon Shelley Archer and 
Hon Jon Ford, who are the Labor members for the Mining and Pastoral Region.  I acknowledge them because 
they make up the team that will watch what happens out there and will ensure that we get to where we want to 
go.  It is really important that I acknowledge them, because they will make a difference.   

I have gone through just about everybody I wished to thank, except my driver, Arnold Birch.  Arnold is a relative 
of mine who runs a fishing adventure tour business out of Kununurra.  During the election campaign, he picked 
me up and drove me to where I needed to go.  I thank him for that.  Alan Tietzel works for Argyle Diamonds.  
He and Stephanie Stonier were amazing in organising my night-shift visit to the Argyle diamond mine.  I thank 
them for that.   

Cyclone Ingrid came through and whooped us.  It damaged only three major projects.  Of course, one was the 
crocodile farm, so a couple of crocs went walkies for a couple of days.  They all came back because they got 
hungry.  The other was Diggers Rest, which caused some problems, and Faraway Bay, which was blown away.  
We needed and still need assistance when cyclones come through.  Yes, only three businesses were affected by 
that cyclone, but we need to acknowledge them.  It is important that assistance be available whenever it is 
needed.   

I thank this government for bringing on board the concept of the Broome education hostel.  It is a few years too 
late for me to use, as my son finished school last year; however, it is a great concept.  It will mean that 64 
children can stay in Broome rather than going to boarding facilities all over Australia.  Broome High School 
provides a great service; the education levels are great and the staff are committed.  It is really important for 
Broome to have those facilities so that children get a level of education to assist them to go forward and have a 
future.  I believe that the hostel and the arrangements that have been made with the Catholic Church are a recipe 
for success.  Bishop Chris Saunders has made a full commitment to the hostel.  I believe the community will 
move on.  I hope the hostel will have enough room for 100 kids in the near future. 

I will talk a little about my electorate.  It is 280 000 square kilometres and, although not easy to service, it is still 
serviced.  The people there are amazing.  The population is virtually 50-50 Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal.  
They are very interesting and very diverse in every way.  There are 8 500 kids.  I keep bringing up this matter.  
Although kids do not vote, which is fair enough, you and me - the members of this chamber - are responsible for 
the future of our children.  If we do not mention children and do not make decisions with them in mind, the 
future that we are moving towards will never be theirs.  We are the caretakers of their future and we make 
decisions that impact on them, which means that we must be more responsible in the way we make those 
decisions.  I must say that we are doing that, and doing it well, through many projects and programs that are 
taking place in my electorate.  I believe that this government has made a full commitment to my community and 
my electorate.  I receive thankyou letters from many people who say just that, because we have moved on and 
we have moved forward. 

There was a terrible tragedy in Derby a few weeks ago.  The funeral for the two young children involved was 
held last Friday.  There were 2 000 of us at that funeral and not one of us believes that we should have been there 
or that this tragedy should have happened.  We believe that it was something that happened that was outside the 
control of any government department or anybody.  It is a tragedy the likes of which is still affecting this 
community, and will affect it for many years.  However, only one person is responsible for it.  It is something 
that we must move on from and we can only do that as a collective.  The families in my community are working 
towards a healing process that will allow them to move forward.  Nobody is assigning blame to anyone except 
the perpetrator of that horrible deed.  That was something that needed to be said.  The names of the families 
cannot be used, as it is not culturally appropriate, but they have pulled together.  I ask members not to look for 
logic in tragedies like that in our community, because none exists.  More importantly, there are people in our 
community who are damaged because of it and because of the media.  The reality is that one person did a terrible 
thing.  However, it does not reflect on the services for women in Derby and it does not reflect on the family 
healing centre there.  It does not reflect on anyone.  The most important message from it is that everyone who 
works in those services did what they could and no-one among them is to blame.  It is time for the community to 
move on and not look for someone to blame, except the perpetrator.  That is what the system is there for and we 
must acknowledge that. 
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Mr R.C. Kucera:  On this national day of reconciliation, I compliment you on the fact that you bring a sense of 
leadership and a voice for the indigenous people of this state to this chamber.  As members of this thirty-seventh 
Parliament, we thank you for that.   
Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  Have I got a minute yet? 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  I think he has just taken your minute. 

The SPEAKER:  The member for Kimberley still has time left. 

Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  I just want to tell members about the barramundi I caught two weeks ago.  It was like that 
- as wide as my outstretched arms - and the bastards told me I had to throw it back!  I just want to know why that 
happens, because they said it was a certain size.   

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [12.04 pm]:  I will start my contribution to the debate on the Address-in-Reply 
by first of all congratulating you, Mr Speaker, on your reappointment as the Speaker of this chamber.  I also 
congratulate my colleagues on both sides of the house on their re-election and some colleagues on their first 
election to this austere chamber.  I am sure we will hear a lot from them all, in particular the new members.  I am 
delighted to see many new members on my side of the chamber.  They have, as have new members on the other 
side of the chamber, a great deal to offer to this chamber and to this Parliament in general. 

I also thank most sincerely the people in the electorate of Hillarys for having the faith, trust and belief in me to 
do a good job for them by re-electing me.  Hillarys is a fantastic electorate.  I refer to it as the pearl of the 
northern suburbs, which is predominantly situated ocean side.  I suggest that the heart of my electorate is the 
Hillarys marina, a wonderful facility. 

It has been interesting to hear some of the comments in this debate, particularly from Labor backbenchers who 
have spoken about the wonderful things this government has done in their electorates.  I really would love to say 
the same about my electorate but I cannot, because for the past five years virtually nothing has been spent in my 
electorate. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  Because of the local member! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, probably because I am a Liberal.  If I held a marginal Labor seat, all sorts of funds 
would have probably come my way. 

The Hillarys Primary School in my electorate is in desperate need of replacement.  An area of land in the suburb 
of Hillarys was designated for a new primary school.  In the past four years that land has been sold by the state 
Labor government.  I, as the local member, and the community, particularly the parents of the children who 
attend Hillarys Primary School, were hoping that from the funds from that sale - which were enormous because 
it is beautiful, prime residential land - some would have gone at least to upgrading the school, if not building a 
brand new school.  It is a very old school and some of the facilities are not appropriate as the best learning 
facilities for children in that area.  I put on the record that this government has a duty to spend its funds where 
there is a need, not only in marginal Labor electorates but also in Liberal members’ electorates.  I am not asking 
for a fortune.  I have not asked this government for any funds in the past five years, but I do ask it to seriously 
consider replacing Hillarys Primary School with new facilities so that the children who attend it now will get 
what they justly deserve. 

We have heard a lot in the past couple of months about the mandate that this government has to control this state.  
I congratulate the government on its re-election, but I think it got there by the skin of its teeth.  I want to give 
credit to a journalist - I will not claim the credit - who is also a very good mathematician.  His name is Joe 
Poprzeczny, commonly known as Joe Pop.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Pronounced Poprzeczny. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Poprzeczny. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You pronounced that very well. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Okay, but he is affectionately known as Joe Pop.  He wrote a very good article recently 
about the state election. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  His daughter is actually an outstanding musician. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I know.  So am I; I’m a drummer.  Mr Speaker, you laughed!  Are you entering this 
debate, Mr Speaker? 

Mr P.B. Watson:  I think you’re an outstanding musician. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Mr Speaker, I do not want to take interjections from the member for Albany because he 
never says anything kind about me; he just has a go at me. 
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I want to get back to what I was saying.  The article by Joe Pop was very interesting, as he had done a lot of 
research into the state election.  I will quote some of what he said; it will not be a lot, just some, but it is the most 
significant part.  I want members opposite to stop what they are doing and listen to this because it is relevant to 
their claim to have an enormous mandate.  The ears on the sides of members’ heads are not just painted on; they 
are actually for the purpose of listening.  It is quite a long article, but I will quote only part of it.  He refers to the 
last state election and states - 

Because of this, State Scene logged on to the commission’s comprehensive website last week and found 
that, although the Gallop Government had won 32 seats - three more than was necessary to form 
government - 

Only three more than necessary - 

its performance was nowhere near as flash as appeared by 9pm on February 26. 

That, of course, was election night - 

The next best performers were the Liberals with 18 seats.  Then came the Nationals with five and the 
two Independent Liberals, Drs Liz Constable and Janet Woollard. 

Put otherwise, if four of Labor’s 32 seats had been won by the Liberals and Drs Constable and 
Woollard had agreed to join the Coalition - a not unreasonable contention - Dr Gallop would not be in 
office. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  And if your aunty had boots - 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will give the house the facts and figures.  This is not just wishful thinking.  These are 
actual facts and figures.  The article continues - 

The best way of proceeding with this ‘what if’ exercise is to consider the four seats Labor won by the 
narrowest margins. 

They were, in order of marginality, Kingsley, Albany, Riverton and Geraldton. 

Those four seats were the most marginal seats that Labor won.  The next bit is important.  The article continues - 

In percentage terms Labor now holds Kingsley by 0.77 per cent (193 votes), Albany by 1.40 per cent 
(180 votes), Riverton by 1.72 per cent (424 votes), and Geraldton by 2.09 per cent (246 votes). 

All up that means Dr Gallop remains premier by 2.1 per cent or, put differently, by just 1,042 votes. 

That’s rather less dramatic than saying Labor has a four-seat majority. 

The 1,042 comes from halving the differences between the final or the two-party preferred votes of the 
winning Labor and losing Liberal candidates in those four seats and adding a vote to each of these half 
totals. 

It is not rocket science.  Members can understand that, I am sure.  It continues - 

Now, 1042 is a very thin margin when one realises that the number of votes counted was 1,131,256. 

Put otherwise, if 1,042 voters had instead backed the Liberal, not Labor, candidates in those four crucial 
seats, Dr Gallop would probably have now stood down as leader and even resigned from parliament, 
like his predecessor as premier, Richard Court, had done in February 2001. 

They are the facts.  Members opposite may not like it, and they will quote the number of votes that they won by.  
However, what I am saying and what Joe Pop was saying is that if half those people - 

Mr P.B. Watson:  Will you take an interjection? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, I will not.  I have already taken loads of interjections from the member; I will not 
take any more.  If half the people who voted Labor in those four marginal seats, plus one, had voted Liberal 
rather than Labor, I suggest that you, Mr Speaker, would not be in that chair today, the minister opposite would 
not be in his seat today and the member for Albany would not even be in this place.  That is the problem.  
However, they are the facts of the case.   

Mr P.B. Watson:  People can win by one vote. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I know people can win by one vote.  I was not going to accept the member for Albany’s 
interjections.  However, I am telling him that if the people in his electorate who made up half the margin that he 
won by - that was not many votes at all; in fact, it was 180 - had voted for the Liberal candidate rather than for 
him, he would not be in this place today.  That is the simple fact.  I ask the member to look at my speech in 
Hansard when he gets an opportunity and reflect on how lucky he is to be in this place.  I do not make those 
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comments to denigrate my colleagues opposite - not at all.  I just want to make the point that I do not believe 
Labor got the big mandate that it says it got.  Labor is in government by the skin of its teeth.  Members opposite 
should respect the people in their electorates who, in the opinion of those members and in the opinion of many 
other people, made the wise choice to vote for them rather than for the opposition.  They put those members in 
this place and gave the Premier the government of the day.  Members opposite should remember that the margins 
are very slim.  Therefore, when they talk about the mandate for one vote, one value and all the other 
controversial legislation that the government will bring in over the next four years, they should remember that, 
particularly those members in the marginal seats.  They should do the right thing by their electorates.  If they do 
not think the government is doing the right thing, they should do what we in the Liberal Party do and cross the 
floor.   
Mr Speaker, that is the second time you have laughed.  I get a complex when you laugh at me, Mr Speaker.  I do 
not mind if members opposite laugh at me.   
They are the facts, and I want members opposite to realise that.  I want them to realise how close they came to 
not being in this place.  They are the four marginal seats that gave Labor government.  I am sure members 
opposite have looked at the situation and realised that.  However, they probably did not realise that if half the 
people who made up the slim margins that they won by had not voted for them, they would not be in this place 
today.  We would be sitting on the other side of the chamber, and the member for Albany would not even be 
sitting on this side of the chamber.  I reckon he would be out posting those letters again.   

I have five minutes before the Speaker interrupts my Address-in-Reply speech. 

The SPEAKER:  Four minutes. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Four minutes.  The Speaker is quite right.  In the next four minutes I will say that the one 
vote, one value legislation - it is called a different name now - has been through both houses of Parliament under 
the guise of electoral reform.  The government has had its day, it has won, and that legislation is in place now.  
However, if we are to have electoral reform, let us have the full job, not just half the job.  Let us have non-
compulsory voting and what local government elections have now and what many other countries have; that is, 
the first past the post system.  I believe the preferential voting system is corrupt.  We saw examples of that in 
certain seats in the last state election.  Why must people vote for somebody whom they cannot stand and do not 
want to vote for?  However, they must do so.   

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  If we had a first past the post system, the people would vote for me anyway.  A lot of 
people do not even understand the preferential voting system.  In particular, people from abroad who become 
citizens see a lot of names, and they just pick one.  I can tell the member for Albany that a lot of ballot papers 
had a tick against my name because those people love me so much, obviously.  They certainly did not want to 
vote for the Labor candidate, they did not want to vote for the Greens (WA) and they did not want to vote for 
John Bombak under any circumstances.  Under the preferential voting system, people are forced to vote for 
parties and individuals whom they do not like and do not want to represent them in a fit.  On my ballot paper I 
must vote for certain people, and in good conscience there is no way that I could say I want to vote for them.  I 
would keep them off the ballot paper if I could.  Given the choice - 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Unfortunately, I have to because of the electoral system that we have at the moment.  I 
must vote for Greens candidates that I would not vote for in a fit if I had the choice. 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  They get elected on three per cent of the vote. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Exactly.  We see all the deals being done under a preferential voting system.  The runners 
are encouraged to sign nomination forms.  We see runners who are there only to direct preferences to the 
candidate who wants them up and running.  That is what happened in local government elections until this 
Parliament changed the Local Government Act and made the voting system first past the post.  I remember very 
well the time when people who were running in local government elections would get other people to run with 
them.  They would have all these donkey people running with them so they could get their preferences.  Those 
people did not want to stand for local elections, but they were encouraged to do that, and, very often, even 
though they were not paid any money, their election literature was paid for.  That is disgraceful.  What sort of 
democracy is that?  Surely we should be past all that.   

I say to the Minister for Electoral Affairs: do not be half pregnant; be fully pregnant.  If we are to have electoral 
reform, let us have it all the way.   

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders.  
[Continued on page 2491.] 
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