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GOVERNMENT PORTFOLIO MANAGEMENT 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling):  I received today within the prescribed time a letter from the member for 
Vasse.  I originally received a letter from the member for Vasse in such broad terms that it was almost pointless 
as an issue.  I sent it back to be corrected.  The letter still is in exceptionally broad terms.  I point out to the 
member that this is a restricted debate and that MPIs are raised so that members of the house can get specific 
information.  To have an MPI as broad as the one we are about to debate is almost pointless, because the 
government does not know what area members of the opposition want to talk about. 

I today received within the prescribed time a letter from the member for Vasse in the following terms -  

That this house condemns the Gallop government for its inability to effectively manage for all Western 
Australians in the portfolios of: Industrial Relations; Local Government; Environment; Justice; and 
Planning. 

The matter appears to me to be in order.  If at least five members will stand in support of it being discussed, the 
matter can proceed. 

[At least five members rose in their places.] 

The SPEAKER:  The matter shall proceed. 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse) [2.50 pm]:  Thank you for your guidance, Mr Speaker.  I move - 

That this house condemns the Gallop government for its inability to effectively manage for all Western 
Australians in the portfolios of: Industrial Relations; Local Government; Environment; Justice; and 
Planning. 

As you may have gathered from the nature of the MPI, Mr Speaker, a number of opposition members will speak 
today to highlight what we perceive to be some of the concerns about the failings of this government.  We have 
had an insight this week not only into the failings of the government to govern for all Western Australians but 
also to govern itself and to insist on the standards that it proudly boasts to the community about upholding.  I 
suspect that there is a lot more water to flow under the bridge.  What has really struck me this week has been the 
emergence on the government benches of the A team and the B team.  If a government member is in the A team, 
he or she is pretty safe from any form of punishment or sanction if he or she behaves outside of the Premier’s 
code of conduct.  However, if like the member for Yokine, he or she is in the B team, he or she is pretty quickly 
moved on for any transgression.  I suggest that a parking ticket would have seen the member for Yokine make a 
similar trip. 

I will move on and take up a point raised by the Minister for State Development.  He must have read the front 
page of The West Australian today and realised that the Premier is on shaky ground.  He has upped the ante in 
the chamber.  He went red in the face; he broke out of his normal, dull, boring monotone and got a bit excited.  I 
think he thought there could be a bit of a go here and that he would run his flag up the mast.  I might say that he 
did a lot better job than the member for Perth.  However, he referred to the appointment of Clive Brown to BHP.  
I am very interested in Clive Brown’s move to BHP.  I have just received a copy of the report from the 
ministerial inquiry.  I am always intrigued that if we scratch away long enough at something in the government, 
things will fall into place.  This was a ministerial inquiry into a very serious matter - some deaths that sadly 
occurred last year in the Pilbara on some BHP plants.  This inquiry impacted on BHP and it was commissioned 
by Clive Brown, who, all of a sudden, is working at BHP!  Funnily enough, the person who conducted the 
inquiry, a chap called Mark Ritter, was recently appointed by the Minister for Consumer and Employment 
Protection as the President of the Western Australian Industrial Relations Commission.  I wonder what will fall 
out when we scratch the surface of this little cloud.  The things that have occurred on the government side this 
week have given opposition members a reason to have a scratch.  When we see a bump on the smooth exterior of 
the Premier, we will give it a scratch, because it will generally ooze, and it is awful, and the truth will come out 
and the public of Western Australia will start to see the government for what it is. 
I will now refer to the government’s failings in industrial relations.  The failings there are so many, because we 
in Western Australia have Australia’s worst state-based industrial relations system and worst state minister for 
industrial relations.  I had trouble picking which failing I would focus on.  I felt like a person who had walked 
out of the desert and was confronted with a buffet of failings. 

Mr F.M. Logan:  What a joke! 
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  The only joke in this chamber, my friend, is the minister’s shirt, and I am glad he has it 
covered up.  I have a wonderful video of the Minister for Housing and Works.  It must have been taken some 
time in the lead-up to the 2001 election when the Prime Minister came to WA to open the Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry building in East Perth, which is a beautiful building.  There was a group of unruly 
unionists protesting in front of the building protesting.  Apparently, across the road, with a cap pulled down over 
his eyes and his sunglasses on, because he was a Labor candidate, was the Minister for Housing and Works!  He 
was probably saying, “Come on boys, get up there; I’m right behind you”, but he was on the other side of the 
road, hiding behind a lamp post, because he did not want to be ashamed and acknowledged. 

Mr F.M. Logan:  Will you take an interjection? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  No, I do not have time; I only have five minutes.  I have that video of that creepy little 
man sneaking around back there. 

I will move on from that creepy little man, Mr Speaker, and talk about Joe McDonald.  I want to ask the minister 
the same question that he was asked last week: why does his government still allow Joe McDonald access to 
Western Australian building sites?  He is still going onto building sites.  Six weeks after he was found guilty of 
assault, he still has access to Western Australian building sites,  access that he has enjoyed during the total time 
of this government.  I would be very interested to see what would happen if an employer had been found guilty 
of bashing a worker, as opposed to a trade unionist who was found guilty of bashing a boss.  I bet the minister 
would have been up there every day pointing his finger and admonishing that boss, and indeed all employers, for 
being so nasty and for exploiting their work forces by going around and bashing them.  That is what Joe 
McDonald did, and the minister has let him stay on Western Australian building sites. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  The minister has not made one public comment.  I have listened, I have waited and he 
has said nothing.  The silence has condemned him, because by his silence he has endorsed Joe McDonald’s 
actions. 

I will tell members a bit about Joe McDonald.  I am going to take another minute because I am the first speaker.  
If members read the Cole inquiry report, they would see that Joe McDonald fills that report.  Of course, he was 
found guilty of assault, but I want to read from this report.  Joe McDonald admires a chap by the name of Craig 
Johnston.  Members may have heard of Craig Johnston: he was a Victorian union official.  Craig Johnston and 
his friends donned balaclavas and stormed into a Skilled Engineering Ltd work site in Victoria; they smashed the 
place up with hammers, they sprayed a pregnant woman with a fire extinguisher, they took photographs of the 
managers and they said things like, “We know where you live”; “We’ve taken your photo” and “You’re a dead 
man.”  That is Craig Johnston - a fine upstanding trade unionist!  He served time in jail for that.  I notice that the 
Minister for Housing and Works has suddenly gone quiet when I highlight some of these extremes defended by 
some of the people the minister supports.  Joe McDonald said that this fellow Craig Johnston “deserves a medal” 
and that he is a “hero of the working class and should be treated as one”.  This government defends people like 
that and refuses to take action against them. 

When I look at the words “weak”, “ineffectual” and “lap-dog”, I think of the Minister for Consumer and 
Employment Protection, because he has failed the people of Western Australia on every one of those counts.  
The minister represents an industrial relations system that has and will continue to be a failure. 

MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury) [2.59 pm]:  Mr Speaker, I want to refer to the area of local government. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  This is a tag team, is it? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  We have a great tag team.  What can I say?  Just look at us!   

I wish to refer to the Town of Cambridge and Perry Lakes and what has transpired there.  As far as I am 
concerned, it is just another land grab by this government in Western Australia.  The shareholders of the Town of 
Cambridge are its people.  Land will be taken off the town to construct state sporting facilities at the AK 
Reserve.  Those facilities will spill out over the AK Reserve to the Town of Nedlands, which has not even been 
consulted to date. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Why does the member for Albany not try to rip land off the people of Albany and see 
how he goes?  The en globo land is estimated to be worth $100 million and is to be subdivided.  The previous 
tenderer, Multiplex, estimated the gross value of the sales to be $189 million.  After all the expenses and the 
construction of facilities etc is taken into account, Multiplex estimated that the net sales to the Town of 
Cambridge would reap between $111 million and $113 million.  Further, the Minister for Planning and 
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Infrastructure gave us more documents showing net returns to the Town of Cambridge of between $67 million 
and $100 million.  One of those documents was from the Valuer General and included a 30 per cent contingency 
in the cost of the facilities.  We have been told that the Town of Cambridge will receive at least $50 million.  
After all the projections of estimated revenue from the project, nobody but nobody has ever bothered to agree to 
give the Town of Cambridge a minimum of $50 million.  The lowest estimated return is $67 million, which 
includes a 30 per cent contingency.  The government has taken the land from the town and subdivided it 
however it wanted to and has taken away all the local laws relating to the Town of Cambridge that were passed 
by its council.  Those laws were made after consultation with the local people.  The government has done that 
and it will construct buildings on the site.  We do not even know what the size of those buildings will be.  
Whatever money is left over will be handed back to the Town of Cambridge.  We do not know what impact the 
project will have.  The previous Minister for Sport and Recreation has said that other groups have talked to him.  
How will that change the shape of the building?  We do not know the limits.  What will be the return to the 
Town of Cambridge?  I do not know.  Nobody knows.  That is not great accountability for the Town of 
Cambridge. 

We have been told that the Town of Cambridge does not know what it is doing, that it changes its mind, that the 
government has no faith in it to deliver the project and that it is a divided council.  I want to know when the 
council changed its mind.  Was it just after the last council election at which time the former councillor Graham 
Burkett had to resign?  Did that have anything to do with the changing of the composition of the council and 
therefore the government stepping in and taking control of the project?  Did it happen then?  That is what I want 
to know.  The Town of Cambridge wants to build the facility and have control of its own assets.  This 
government is taking assets from the council to build the facilities.  The council has no say in it, it has nothing to 
do with it and it has no representation or control over it.  The Town of Cambridge wants to use and keep control 
of its own assets.  It wants to build these facilities and yet it is not allowed to.  Where is the accountability in 
that?  The government wants to take land off people. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  Ask the ratepayers what they want. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Why does the member for Albany not ask the ratepayers?  The government is taking 
land off the town and is using other people’s assets to build the project that the government wants, and then it 
wants to hand back whatever money is left over.  I thought that property rights still meant something in this 
country and that property owners still had rights.  Obviously, that is not the case at all.  This is not Russia. 

MS K. HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [3.04 pm]:  I raise the issue of the Swan River.  All members know the 
importance of the river to the state.  The Minister for the Environment told us during the estimates committee 
hearings that she had given a priority to the Swan and Canning Rivers.  Indeed, the minister is reported in The 
West Australian of Monday, 9 May to have said that - 

. . . the Swan River was her “top priority” but she also planned to wait for results of the five-year Swan-
Canning clean-up program, due mid-year, before asking Treasurer Eric Ripper for more money. 

That is interesting because I understand that the report has been sitting on the minister’s desk for months now.  It 
is almost November.  I have put a question on notice to the minister that asks whether she has asked the 
Treasurer for more money and, if not, why not, and when she will be prepared to table the report.  I understand 
that people have been seeking that report through freedom of information but that it has not been made available.  
If the minister is fair dinkum about getting more money from the Treasurer to do something about our river 
system, she should make good on her word.  That report must be tabled in the chamber.  I will give the minister 
the benefit of the doubt regarding the questions on notice and will wait until I see the answer she provides.  We 
will certainly hound her to see when she will make that report available to the public.  People are concerned 
about the river system.  As the weather warms up - we are all looking forward to that - more people will use the 
river systems. 

I raise another issue as a consequence of a media statement the minister released a couple of weeks ago in which 
she stated that the Department of Conservation and Land Management personnel are being moved from the 
south west to the north west via a good neighbourhood policy.  That is all well and good.  However, my research 
shows that the south west region of Western Australia was recently nominated as one of the world’s worst 25 hot 
spots in which biodiversity is under serious threat.  CALM personnel are being taken out of the south west and 
are being put in the north west, yet the south west has been deemed as one of 25 hot spots in the world that are 
under threat.  Some of the other regions with a similar status are the Indo-Chinese subregions of Borneo and 
west Ecuador.  That indicates to me that the minister has got this wrong.  It is all very well and good to say that 
we have a good neighbourhood policy and to shift personnel; however, we should put resources into the agency 
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to make sure that the personnel are in the regions and that they are not simply taken out of the south west, which 
has been deemed a biodiversity hot spot. 

There are many similar issues under the environment portfolio, such as the management of the Gnangara mound.  
A number of questions have been put to the Premier in his responsibility as the Minister for Water Resources and 
to the Minister Assisting the Minister for Water Resources and the Minister for the Environment, whose 
department oversees the management of water.  There is a serious problem with regard to the Gnangara mound.  
Everybody is putting it down to climate change, which is a big issue that I will speak about more in this place.  A 
serious issue of mismanagement arises with the Gnangara mound.  The minister must thoroughly ensure that the 
water resource is managed appropriately so that soils in that area do not become more acidic.  I will be watching 
with great interest to see whether the minister is managing the Gnangara mound properly, because water is a 
critical issue for the state. 

MR M.J. COWPER (Murray) [3.10 pm]:  In speaking on this motion I have to say that not only is this 
government an absolute shambles but also the court system in Western Australia is an absolute shambles, 
because it is a reflection of the way in which this government is operating.  I need go no further than my own 
electorate and the courthouse in Mandurah to find an example of what is happening in the court system in this 
state.  As of yesterday, 18 October, any case that is listed for hearing in the Mandurah courthouse will not be 
able to be heard until at least the second week of August 2006.  Yesterday police prosecutors urgently requested 
of the Clerk of Courts in Mandurah that they be given a list of the court hearing dates, because it is expected that 
before Christmas the court will start to list cases that will not be able to be heard until 2007.  That sorry situation 
is not confined to Mandurah.  It is also the case further down the coast in Bunbury.  I particularly want to 
mention the case of a 14-year-old Bunbury girl who was the victim of a sexual assault.  The people of Bunbury 
will not be pleased to know that by the time that case gets to court, it will have taken four years.  The 
consequence is that this young girl has had to suffer the tumultuous experience of having this hang over her head 
for nearly four years, because she has not been able to get her day in court.  By the time this case eventually gets 
to court, she will be 18 years of age.  That is an absolute disgrace and an indictment on the justice system.  This 
situation needs to be fixed, and I call on the government to fix it.   

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [3.12 pm]:  I also want to raise some concerns 
about the Gallop government’s inability to effectively manage its portfolios for all Western Australians.  Justice 
is one of the portfolios mentioned in the motion moved by the member for Vasse.  I am particularly concerned 
about the justice of the decision handed down this morning by the Australian Competition and Consumer 
Commission that Woolworths will be allowed to take over certain Action Supermarkets Pty Ltd stores in 
Western Australia.  All Western Australians should condemn that decision.  It is a disgrace.  Once again, the 
ACCC has shown that it is unworthy of the funding that it is given.  The ACCC is on the other side of the 
country.  Admittedly, it was put in place by the conservative side of politics.  However, the decisions that it 
makes in no way reflect what Western Australians are trying to achieve.  The ACCC managed to find some 
mettle when it got stuck into the 256 dairy farmers in Western Australia who were trying to negotiate a contract 
with the suppliers and said that would not be possible.  However, when it comes to Woolworths taking over 
certain Action Supermarkets stores in Western Australia, the ACCC has said that will be allowed.  The Gallop 
Labor government should not be absolved from criticism in this matter.  Graeme Samuel, the Chairman of the 
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission, said on radio this morning that the submission that had been 
put forward by the state to oppose that takeover was not strong enough.  A bipartisan committee had been 
formed to deal with this matter, and it had worked very hard to put that submission to the ACCC.  Therefore, I 
am very disappointed that its submission was not considered to be strong enough.  I call on every member of this 
Parliament to take an active role in condemning that decision by the ACCC so that we will achieve an outcome 
that will benefit Western Australia.  We made the very strong point in the referendum on trading hours that we 
wanted three tiers of competition in the supermarket industry in Western Australia.  However, today the ACCC 
has taken that away from us.  It is yet another chink in the federalism argument that the ACCC is making these 
types of decisions. 

I turn now the environment, which is another portfolio listed in the motion.  The report last week that the 
Department of Environment has adopted a triage approach to the river systems in the wheatbelt region was very 
concerning to me and I am sure all Western Australians.  People who live in the metropolitan area and are 
concerned about the health of the Swan River, as we all are, need to understand that the Swan is linked to the 
Yilgarn and Lockhart systems that begin near Southern Cross and end near Dumbleyung.  The health of that salt 
river network is totally linked to the Swan and Canning Rivers in the metropolitan area.  If we do not get it right 
up country, the Swan will continue to suffer the damage that is already occurring far too regularly.  The fact that 
the Department of Environment has made the statement that some of these salt rivers have been damaged beyond 
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repair sends very much the wrong message.  There are many different ways in which we can work with the salt 
river network to deliver a good outcome for Western Australia.  The Department of Environment needs to 
change its language, if nothing else, and take some action on those rivers, so that all Western Australians will 
know that it is delivering a benefit for the taxpayers’ money that is put into it.  I do not have time today to go 
into some of the plans that have been put forward by the National Party on this matter; however, I am sure that 
opportunity will arise at another time in this Parliament. 

I turn now to power.  During the debate on the disaggregation of Western Power, when we argued about 
amendments to provide off-peak power to areas outside the south west interconnected system, the Minister for 
Energy made it very clear that he would ensure that that option was available.  However, he put in the rider 
“where it was practicable to do so”.  I was prepared to accept that rider, because I took it to mean that in some 
very small isolated communities that are being run by diesel generators, the opportunity for off-peak power may 
not be made available.  However, in a press release put out by the Minister for Energy last week, he said that he 
could not guarantee that off-peak power would be made available for all regional customers.  That might mean 
that people in Esperance, for example, would be denied the opportunity to gain access to an off-peak power 
tariff.  Off-peak tariffs provide a substantial benefit to businesses that use a lot of power and are able to operate 
at times when the power load is not as high as it is during peak-load times.  I believe the minister is being tricky.  
The minister is very misguided in his response to this issue.  If we are to grow the regions and the economy of 
this state, all Western Australians should be able to access off-peak tariffs.  The minister made all the right 
noises during the debate so that he could garner the support of the opposition parties.  However, as soon as the 
debate had finished, he said he did not think he could do what he had said he would do.  That certainly does not 
engender any faith in negotiations with the minister.  The minister needs to understand that when these types of 
decisions are made by him on issues such as this, the National Party can do nothing other than condemn the 
Gallop government for its inability to effectively manage for all Western Australians the portfolios for which it is 
responsible.   

MR J.H.D. DAY (Darling Range) [3.17 pm]:  This motion refers to mismanagement by the Gallop Labor 
government.  There are many examples of mismanagement in the planning and infrastructure and transport 
portfolios, for which I am the opposition spokesperson.  I raised one of those examples today during question 
time.  That is the AusLink transport funding agreement between the state and the commonwealth.  This state has 
not as yet signed that agreement.  This agreement is worth $619 million over five years.  About $500 million in 
round figures is still outstanding to be paid to Western Australia.  However, until that agreement is signed, none 
of those funds will flow to this state.  An amount of $96 million is due this year.  However, if the agreement is 
not signed, those funds will not be forthcoming from the commonwealth.  We therefore need some explanation 
from the government about how it will provide the much-needed funding for road projects on Great Eastern 
Highway, Great Northern Highway and the Peel deviation, because if the government does not manage to find 
that $96 million this year, those projects will either not go ahead or come to a complete stop if they happen to be 
under way at the moment.  The minister has said that she will wait until a federal Labor government is elected.  
Well, she will be waiting a very long time, I suspect.  At the very least the minister needs to give the house some 
explanation about when she will sign that agreement. 

The second issue is road transport in the southern metropolitan area and the urgent need for stage 8 of Roe 
Highway to be constructed.  It is pleasing that stage 7 is now being constructed.  However, Roe stage 8 needs to 
be constructed through to Fremantle.  The Fremantle eastern bypass also needs to be constructed.  That road 
reservation should never have been deleted by this government.  That was an act of absolute planning vandalism.  
In doing that this government has managed to throw out over 40 years of long-term planning by governments in 
this state from both sides of politics.  I understand that today the member for Riverton put out a media statement 
criticising the federal government for the amount of road funding that it makes available to Western Australia.  
That is nothing more than an attempt by him to divert attention from that act of planning vandalism in which he 
and the government of which he is a member have been involved in deleting that road reservation.  A community 
meeting was organised in the Willetton-Murdoch area on Tuesday, which was attended by the member for 
Murdoch; the federal Minister for Local Government, Territories and Roads, Jim Lloyd; the federal member for 
Tangney, Dennis Jensen; and me.  Members of the community are in absolute consternation about the impact on 
Leach Highway and South Street as a result of the government’s failure to go ahead with these much-needed 
projects.   

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection) [3.20 pm]:  It is not 
often that we get to the end of a week of Parliament and the opposition runs up the white flag.  It has just 
surrendered!  This was a week in which big issues were raised in the Parliament.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  You just sent all your ministers away.   
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Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  Your ministers don’t have the guts to be here.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  That’s right.  You’re the only one prepared to take us on.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The rabble have just surrendered; they have put up the white flag! They made promises 
about what they would do, but when the Leader of the Opposition suddenly got feet of clay and was found to 
have broken the law, they could not even think of a matter of public interest.  They decided that a number of 
issues were bubbling away, so they got six members to stand for five minutes each to ramble on about something 
in which they may or may not be interested and to touch on some of the important issues affecting the state.   

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan interjected.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, member for Leschenault! 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  We hear the shouts of members opposite who are trying to somehow cover up their 
surrender at the end of the parliamentary week.  They have surrendered.  They have realised that they have 
nothing to offer the people of this state.  They cannot even mount a debate on a matter of public interest.  
Clearly, they have given up.  That is not to say that they did not touch on a range of important issues that we 
would like to debate, but they could not mount a debate by focusing on one or two issues and developing an 
argument.  They gave up.  They surrendered.   

It is interesting to note that in condemning the Gallop government’s inability to effectively manage the state, 
they did not mention the record low unemployment rate of 4.1 per cent, the huge job growth, the record high 
level of productivity, the fantastic economic growth, and our budget surpluses.  The economy is going 
marvellously, but they said the government could not manage.   

The absolute bankruptcy of the opposition is reflected in the fact that it could not even mount a subject for a 
matter of public interest.  Members opposite want to scamper out of this place at the end of this week.  They 
have realised that their leader is a man who has feet of clay.  The Leader of the Opposition thinks he can avoid 
the facts and throw mud wherever he likes, but when it comes to his own responsibilities, he is not interested.  
The drink-driving issue is one example of that.  He told the public that he had not had a drink before he went to 
the pub on the occasion in question.  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition said that he was in the pub for five 
hours before he drove, but that is just what the Deputy Leader of the Opposition said - he might not have been 
telling the truth.  The member for Vasse then had to correct the record; he had to say that although the Leader of 
the Opposition said that he did not have a drink before going to the pub, he did have a glass of wine in the 
presence of the member for Vasse. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  Or two.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Or two.  The Leader of the Opposition simply does not deal with the truth.  I believed the 
member for Vasse when he said that the Leader of the Opposition had had a drink, although the Leader of the 
Opposition said that he had not had one.  The Leader of the Opposition then had to acknowledge that he did have 
a drink or two before going to the pub when he had told the press that he had not had a drink.   

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The requirement on members of Parliament to declare their financial interests was raised.  
This side of the house has set very high standards, and things that should have been done were not done.  
However, it was not an issue of ministers not declaring their pecuniary interests as required under the Members 
of Parliament (Financial Interests) Act.  They did declare their interests.  However, the Leader of the Opposition 
does not believe that he must comply with that requirement.   

[Quorum formed.]   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I am pointing out how bankrupt the opposition is and how it is flying the white flag this 
week because the Leader of the Opposition has been caught out.  The Leader of the Opposition thought he could 
make assertions about government members by raising pecuniary interest issues but he did not worry about his 
own interests.  We found that the Leader of the Opposition had sought to hide his shareholdings through a 
holding company.  As the Attorney General has indicated, and as most members understand, members must 
declare their trading in shares even if that is done through a company.  The Leader of the Opposition thinks that 
he can get off by making wild statements.  One thing he said yesterday was that other members of Parliament 
have used the device of a holding company to trade in shares.  Not only has he been found out but also he has 
slurred other members of Parliament by saying that they have treated the act with the same disregard that he has 
shown, and that they think they can simply avoid the clear obligations of members of Parliament by trading 
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through a holding company.  Members opposite understand what has happened.  The Leader of the Opposition 
has been caught out not just on the serious matter of driving after drinking and then fibbing about the number of 
drinks he had but also on a range of other issues on which he has made statements.  Members opposite are 
starting to realise the liability of the Leader of the Opposition.  He comes in here and raises issues without 
thinking through the consequences.  Those consequences are coming back to hurt his members.  He has hurt the 
opposition by making statements about government members when he has failed to fulfil his own basic 
obligation to disclose his financial interests.   

In the gladbag of matters raised by members opposite were some things that we would clearly like to debate; 
however, they were not raised in a way that could be answered in any detail.  One example was an issue raised 
by the member for Vasse.  Contrary to his assertion, I, as minister, have not supported criminal action or people 
who have behaved in quite improper ways, whether that be Craig Johnston or Joe McDonald.  Members on this 
side of the house have not supported the actions of those people when those actions have clearly disregarded the 
rights of others or have been a clear and blatant breach of the laws of this state.  Action was taken under this 
government.  Two actions are afoot on right of entry matters involving Joe McDonald.  They will go through the 
proper process.  His right of entry will be determined by the appropriate authority.  
Mr T.R. Buswell:  Do you support a suspension or revocation?   
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  My understanding is that - 
Mr T.R. Buswell:  No; what do you support? 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  If someone breaches the trust placed in him regarding right of entry, it is open for that 
right of entry to be withdrawn.  Action is being taken to that effect.  It must be based on the evidence.  The 
member indicated that there has been a delay.  Clearly, I do not like delays in the system.  However, when it is a 
matter of following the proper process so that the matter can be properly determined, there will sometimes be 
delays in the system.   
We could go through the range of issues alluded to by members opposite.  The redevelopment of Perry Lakes is 
clearly a matter of continuing debate.  The government is clearly committed to providing world-class athletics, 
basketball and rugby facilities by overcoming the obstacles that have been put in the way of its doing that.  
Issues with the Swan River and Gnangara mound are very important, and again we are happy to debate those 
issues.  However, for members of the opposition to simply throw around such important matters in a three or 
four-minute contribution does no justice to the issues or to the members who have raised them.   
It is similar with court operations and Australian Competition and Consumer Commission decisions, which have 
not been included in the motion.  The member for Merredin raised a federal matter and did not allude in any way 
to state administration.  In response to that issue, the ACCC must act in accordance with the Trade Practices Act.  
We have been trying to get the federal government to amend the Trade Practices Act.  The ACCC can make a 
judgment based only on that act.  We would hope that, in the antitrust legislation in the states, there would be set 
limits on the amount of the market that large companies can dominate.  However, that does not exist. 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  Do you support that notion?   
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Yes, I support it. 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  So why don’t we do it at a state level?   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Because we cannot.   

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  You can.   
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  No, we cannot; it is the Trade Practices Act.   
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  You can. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Perhaps the member should get some basic advice on the Constitution.  Under the laws of 
this state, federal law overrides state law.  Whenever we legislate in these areas, we must conform to the Trade 
Practices Act, or the legislation will be of no effect.   
Clearly, transport issues are very important.  Members opposite have not been serious enough about these issues 
to present a case in a coherent manner.  This motion simply indicates that they have run out of issues and have 
nothing to say, except to go over a range of areas with such a smattering of bits and pieces that they could not 
even present a case.  Clearly, we reject the motion before the house.   

MS J.A. RADISICH (Swan Hills) [3.31 pm]:  Madam Deputy Speaker -  
Several members interjected. 
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Ms J.A. RADISICH:  It is an honour for me to have such a fan club on the other side of the house!   

Several members interjected. 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I take it where I can get it!  That is part of the reason I will participate in the debate on the 
matter of public interest today.  These issues have been raised by my colleague the good member for Vasse.  He 
is one of my committeemen, as members will know.  He always provides me with a great deal of fodder for 
debate, controversy and dialogue between us.  I thought that, as he has laid it on the table, it is up to me to rise to 
the challenge today, enter into the debate and put him straight on a few matters.   

It is interesting that the member for Vasse wants to have a go at the Gallop government on the basis of its 
industrial relations policy, but what about the Howard government’s industrial relations policy?  Let us talk 
about WorkChoices.  There are no work choices under the Howard government’s policy.  It is about sacking 
choices and low wages choices.  There are many choices, but none for employees, only for employers.  I am sure 
that many members will be familiar with the crikey.com.au web site.  I am not a subscriber; maybe I need to get 
on the web site.  Today someone forwarded to me a very interesting article that I believe is on the crikey web 
site.  It is a report allegedly from an employee of the WorkChoices hotline call centre in Dixon, Canberra.  The 
employee has outlined a very interesting set of circumstances with the propositions that the staff at the call centre 
are being forced -  
Mr T.R. Buswell:  Have you been to lesspaynoway.com?  Have a look at that one.  It’s a pearler.  
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I will get to that.  The staff at this call centre are obliged to give misleading responses to 
the callers who ring to ask about WorkChoices.   
Mr T.R. Buswell:  Lesspaynoway.com. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I call the member for Vasse to order for the third time.  He should not test my 
patience.   
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I will quote one very interesting paragraph from the article that has been sent to me in this 
e-mail, which I am sure members can read if they hop on line.  It states -  

I had a caller on Thursday asking about the 38-hour week.  The answers on this question are entirely 
soothing, and give little inkling that the maximum hours will be 38 ANNUALISED hours and therefore 
there will be no overtime.  She hung up entirely reassured when the outcome will in fact be a dramatic 
change to what she expects.  

That is the basis of the information that the WorkChoices hotline people are forced to tell callers.  That is a 
disgrace.  People are calling the hotline and are basically finding out how they can sack people and how they can 
employ young people on junior rates of pay so that they do not have to pay them adult rates when they turn 21 
years of age.  It goes from bad to worse.  The member for Vasse talks about the “Less Pay.  No Way!” campaign.  
At least the Gallop government supports the campaign, because that campaign supports working people.  That is 
what the member for Vasse professes from time to time, when he is not chumming up to his friends at the big 
end of town.  Frankly, the member for Vasse needs to take a good, hard look at himself.  He has roots in 
organisations that involved working people.  Now all he is interested in is decimating the pay and conditions of 
working people.  I think that is a disgrace.  The member for Vasse should be ashamed of himself.   
Mr R.F. Johnson:  I think you’re a frontrunner.   
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  How are my odds?   
Mr R.F. Johnson:  Pretty good.  My money is on you.   
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  The grab bag of propositions that the opposition has put forward today is absolutely 
ludicrous.  Clearly members opposite have no idea.  They have not been participating in the parliamentary 
processes and have not been monitoring government closely enough since we were elected to office in 2001.  
Clearly they have no understanding of the great breadth of achievements, initiatives and improvements that we 
have made in the state of Western Australia in the areas of industrial relations, local government, environment, 
justice and planning.  Let us talk about planning for a few moments.   

Several members interjected.  

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  You should be the new minister for planning.   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I represent an outer metropolitan area and planning is one of the key issues in the 
electorate.  I am not so good with maps, but luckily a lot of good assistance is available through the department 
and the minister’s office.   
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We have depoliticised the planning process, so that it is not a case of people being mates with the minister so 
that they can subdivide their property.  We now have a proper process whereby people can have an unbiased, 
depoliticised approach to planning in this state.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure should be 
commended for that, unlike the minister in the previous Liberal government, who lost his seat in the 2001 
election and who signed development approvals after he was no longer a minister.  Can members tell me how 
that is acceptable?  Absolutely not.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  And had a park named after him by the City of Melville to boot.   
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  It gets better!  We all know who he is working for now!   
Mr R.F. Johnson:  Who? 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Members opposite should study the Hansard.  Perhaps the member for Riverton will take 
over from where I have left off, because he has a little more background -  
Several members interjected.  
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  This is great fun!   

We have strengthened environmental protections and we have funded the environment department properly.  We 
are undertaking the most significant investigation into the justice system that has ever happened in this state.  As 
for local government, the minister is taking fine care of that portfolio as well.   
Mr R.F. Johnson:  Did you say that justice was going well?   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  The member can refer to the Hansard.   

I think I have succinctly outlined the arguments for why this motion must be voted against if a division is called.  
On that note, I think the member for Riverton is itching to contribute to the debate.   

MR A.D. McRAE (Riverton - Parliamentary Secretary) [3.38 pm]:  I do not think I can add too much to the 
points made by the member for Swan Hills.  However, she left open a couple of areas that I will enlarge upon a 
bit.  One issue was the performance of members opposite.  I noted with some interest the embarrassment of the 
member for Carine when the boys behind her acted in such a sexist and ribald way to everything our member 
spoke about.  It was nothing but embarrassing.  It was absolutely boys’ toys stuff, and members opposite should 
be ashamed.  Every one of them was on camera.  Those five or six members should have a look at the camera 
recording of their performance this afternoon.  If they do, they will hang their heads in shame.  The only woman 
who was present on their side of the chamber at the time was embarrassed and ashamed of their performance, 
and so too should each one of them be.  It was a disgrace; an absolute disgrace.  It is ridiculous for The West 
Australian to suggest that there is even an inkling of sexism in the Labor Party, when we know that there is 
rampant boyhood on the other side of the house that has lost all its capacity to hold an argument for more than 
five minutes.  They are displaying all the normal things we expect from boys.  It is very clear that they have 
failed to understand some of the basic changes that have occurred in our society, forged not as part of the Gallop 
Labor government, but as part of a society that engages in social progress and reform.  Members opposite are a 
bunch of dinosaurs.  They are being left in the wake, but good luck to them.  I hope they enjoy themselves when 
they are down at the club with the boys egging each other on, convincing each other that they have the way 
forward and all the numbers, and are doing well.  I tell them right now that they are so far behind that it does not 
matter.  I watched the performance of every one of them today.  They should be ashamed of themselves. 
Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  I thank the member for his interjection because he has brought me back to the other point 
that is very important. 
I issued a press release yesterday referring to the federal member for Tangney, Dr Dennis Jensen.  He was 
elected to the federal Parliament to represent his electorate and the people of Western Australia about one year 
ago. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  A very intelligent man. 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  The member for Hillarys says that he is a very intelligent man.  In his first speech to 
Parliament, Dr Dennis Jensen said that any suggestion that there was scientific evidence for global warming or 
climate change was claptrap.  That was the inaugural speech of Dr Dennis Jensen, member for Tangney, the 
person that the member for Darling Range wants to hang his hat on today.  He has a doctorate in physics, but 
stood in the federal Parliament and said there was no such thing as climate change and that uranium mining was 
a good thing - that being a dump for spent uranium is a good plan for Western Australia!  If the member for 
Darling Range wants to stand up to represent that, he is welcome!  He can join the five boys on the back bench 
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who want to stay in the nineteenth century.  Members opposite will stay on their side of the chamber for a very 
long time. 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I take it that the federal member is a Liberal member. 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  Yes.  He is a Liberal member of Parliament. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members on my left! 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  They are embarrassed.  The federal member for Tangney disgracefully held a “public” 
meeting to select invitees only.  He said today that it is a public meeting but on Monday it was for select invitees 
only.  He just happened to invite a couple of my campaign workers thinking that they were on his side. 
Mr J.H.D. Day:  I bet they would not get up and express your point of view. 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  They would not; they would be concerned about their own security if they stood in front of 
some of the cabal of your lot!  Their purpose in attending was to listen to the bulldust that the member opposite’s 
lot was spreading.  One of the truths that members opposite, the Leader of the Opposition and the former 
opposition spokesperson on transport during the last term have not admitted to relates to Roe Highway.  By the 
way, who is the transport spokesman now?  For how many years was there no construction of Roe Highway - not 
one metre built?  For how many years was it stalled and the people who lived in William Street, Beckenham had 
Roe Highway traffic emptying down their suburban street?  Just tell us how many years!  Members opposite 
should be honest for once and put on the record how many years the people in William Street, Beckenham were 
left with trucks pouring down their suburban street?  Does anyone opposite want to offer the truth to the people 
of Western Australia? 
Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  If the member for Darling Range does not want to offer the answer and tell the truth, he 
should remember that his side raised this debate.  He should tell the truth about the number of years.  How many 
years were members opposite in government?  For the record, let me remind the chamber that the former 
Liberal-National Party coalition was in government for eight years.   
Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members for Darling Range and Yokine!  There is a speaker on his feet and, 
trust me, it is not either of you two! 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  Either that or they are legless!   
Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  Listen, sunshine!  The member is not prepared to honestly answer how long the people of 
Beckenham had to endure the traffic from Roe Highway being diverted along their suburban street while 
members opposite were in charge.  He is not even prepared to answer that.  Why should we be prepared to 
believe that members opposite will be honest about anything else?  Members opposite are a charade; no-one 
believes them.  No wonder they have all given up today; no wonder they all folded over like a pack of cards!  
They knew that they had a hollow victory.  The member for Yokine sits in this chamber, and I tell members that 
I have had telephone calls to my office saying that he is a man of honesty and integrity; he is a man who 
deserves better things from the rabble opposite.  The public has told me that they want him to stay in Parliament.  
I absolutely endorse that.  I think the member has been fantastic in the way he has handled himself at a very 
difficult time. 
The member for Darling Range has failed to understand what the people of my electorate said at the last election.  
He still thinks that it was an aberration that I won my seat in 2001. 
Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  No.  The member is telling lies again.  Members opposite fail to understand that I won in 
2001 because of industrial relations changes that the Court-Kierath government wreaked on the community of 
Western Australia.  They punished Graham Kierath with a 10 per cent swing.  That is why I am in this 
Parliament.  I sustained my position by serving the people of Riverton to the best of my ability, and I will 
continue to do so.  The reason that members opposite failed is that they will still not acknowledge that for eight 
years when they were in government not one metre of Roe Highway was built.  They left the people of William 
Street, Beckenham enduring the situation, and now they are trying to pretend that they have concerns for the 
people in and around Leach Highway and South Street.  They had to endure that for the eight years that members 
opposite were in power and did nothing.   
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Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  When did the member opposite say anything about those people?  He is a sham and a failure; 
he is hollow and pathetic.  He should be quiet. 
In 2001 the Gallop Labor government restarted the project.  In the space of five years we have built stage 4 to the 
Kenwick link, stage 5 to Nicholson Road and stage 6 to South Street.  Stage 7 will open and connect to the 
Kwinana Freeway in less than six months. 
Mr T.R. Sprigg:  Keep going! 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  The member for Murdoch might like to know that, at that time, the traffic on South Street 
will be reduced by more than one-third of its current level.  It is not a promise or a line on a map; it is not the 
never-never.  It is a constructed and paid-for program that we have built, when the mob opposite failed.  When 
will members opposite be honest about it?  When will they own up to the people?  When will they say that they 
made a mistake?  They have not admitted their mistake about the sale of Westrail Freight.  They will not put up 
their hands and say that they made a mistake, and that if they had the chance again they would do it differently.  
They are not honest enough to do that.  They are not honest enough to say that they have failed on Roe Highway; 
they are not honest enough to say that they have failed on industrial relations; they are not honest enough to say 
that there were declining retention rates in education; they are not honest enough to tell people about the failure 
in training and agricultural development; and they are not honest enough to acknowledge that WA’s economy 
was going into recession when this side of politics came to government.  When members opposite take a step 
backwards and see the fruits of their labour and where they have been prepared to make practical and real 
change; and when they are able to take people with them and listen to their communities, they will achieve some 
credibility.  Until that day, they will sit on the benches of the other side of the house.  They will be the boys who 
embarrass the female members of Parliament and who fail to convince people that they have an alternative plan 
or can make any real change in social progress.  I address my comments to the opposition spokesperson on 
transport and the member whose electorate adjoins my electorate.  In the six-month lead-up to the last election, 
all I heard was that the Liberal Party would build Roe Highway stage 8 and the Fremantle eastern bypass in its 
next term of government.  Does the member for Darling Range agree that that was his party’s commitment? 
Mr J.H.D. Day:  We will certainly reinstate -  
Mr A.D. McRAE:  That was not the promise - the member should be honest!  Does he want me to get the 
printed version of that promise?  He should tell the truth and stop telling lies.  The Liberal Party said that it 
would build Roe Highway stage 8 and the FEB in its next term of government.   

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Riverton said that my colleague has been telling lies.  He just admitted 
that that is what he said.  I ask him to withdraw.  
Mr A.D. McRAE:  I withdraw.  What I meant to say -  
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Madam Deputy Speaker, members do not qualify a withdrawal of a remark.  He either 
withdraws -  
Mr A.D. McRAE:  I unequivocally withdrew.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Riverton did not.  I ask that you, Madam Deputy Speaker, direct the 
member for Riverton to withdraw.   
Mr A.D. McRAE:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I unequivocally withdraw the allegation that the member opposite 
has been telling lies.   
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Thank you; that is what I heard. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  What members opposite are failing to do is to tell the truth.  The point is this: the Liberal 
Party told the people of Murdoch and Riverton that it would build Roe Highway stage 8 and the FEB in its next 
term of government.  That was its written, gilded and rock-solid promise.  When the then Leader of the 
Opposition, the member for Cottesloe, made his famous announcement about the funding for all the promises 
that had been made months before, how much did the Liberal Party estimate that Roe Highway stage 8 and the 
Fremantle eastern bypass would cost?  It said that they would cost $20 million.  What a joke!  The Liberal Party 
was not telling the truth then and it is not telling the truth now.  

MR G. SNOOK (Moore) [3.55 pm]:  What an interesting week we have had.  There have been job application 
speeches from one side of the government benches and job application speeches from the other!  There has been 
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more ducking and weaving on the part of members opposite than I have ever seen in my life.  I have seen foxes 
under a spotlight that could not duck and weave as well as some of the members on the other side of the house 
who have been ducking and weaving this week.   

When the Premier of this state set the standards, he set high standards.  He wanted everyone to accede to, stand 
for and believe in those standards.  What is the point of having Clayton’s standards - the standards that we have 
when we do not have any standards?  If standards are set, they must be kept.  That is what I call credibility and 
integrity.   

A government member interjected.   

Mr G. SNOOK:  I do not want to refer to the past or to the historical lesson that we continually get from 
members opposite.  Some time ago, this Parliament established financial disclosure rules for members of local 
government.  However, similar rules do not apply in this chamber.  Ministers are prepared to get stuck into local 
government members even though local governments are democratically elected.  Indeed, they exist in the 
electorate of every member of this house.   
Question put and a division taken with the following result -   

Ayes (17) 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr B.J. Grylls Mr G. Snook Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr T.R. Buswell Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr T.R. Sprigg Dr G.G. Jacobs (Teller) 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr R.F. Johnson Dr S.C. Thomas  
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr J.E. McGrath Mr T.K. Waldron  
Mr J.H.D. Day Mr A.J. Simpson Ms S.E. Walker  

Noes (24) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr J.N. Hyde Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.C. Kobelke Ms S.M. McHale Ms J.A. Radisich 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr R.C. Kucera Mr A.D. McRae Mr E.S. Ripper 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr F.M. Logan Mrs C.A. Martin Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Dr G.I. Gallop Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Mr M.P. Murray Mr P.B. Watson 
Mrs J. Hughes Mr J.A. McGinty Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr M.P. Whitely (Teller) 

            

Pairs 

 Mr D.T. Redman Mr J.J.M. Bowler 
 Mr G.A. Woodhams Mr T.G. Stephens 
 Mr M.W. Trenorden Mr S.R. Hill 
 Mr P.D. Omodei Mr D.A. Templeman 
 Mr C.J. Barnett Mr N.R. Marlborough 
 Dr K.D. Hames Mr J.R. Quigley 

Question thus negatived. 
 


