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PREMIER’S STATEMENT 
Presentation 

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee - Premier) [3.26 pm]:  It is with great delight today that I address the 
Parliament for the first time as Premier of Western Australia.  I thank members of Parliament for their 
congratulations and kind remarks, both today from the Leader of the Opposition, and over the past few weeks; I 
appreciate it very much.   

As members would be aware, last year the Legislative Assembly Procedures and Privileges Committee 
recommended that at the beginning of each year of Parliament that the Parliament has not been prorogued, all 
members be given an opportunity to make a statement to the house outlining their priorities and concerns.  That 
opportunity will come by way of responses to my statement.   

Following the unexpected resignation of the former Premier, Dr Geoff Gallop, I was honoured to be elected by 
my parliamentary colleagues to be the twenty-eighth Premier of Western Australia and was sworn in on 25 
January.  Before I talk about our government’s program and priorities for the year ahead, I want to take this 
opportunity to acknowledge the legacy of my predecessor.  Geoff Gallop served as Premier for just under five 
years, leader of the state Parliamentary Labor Party for nine years and member for Victoria Park for 20 years.  
As a member of Parliament Geoff took seriously his role of representing the people of Victoria Park.  He found 
the time and energy to engage with the local community and advance its cause in innumerable ways.  As leader 
of the Parliamentary Labor Party he set out to establish Labor as a credible alternative to Richard Court’s 
coalition government.  He put forward ideas and initiatives that the Western Australian public understood and 
embraced.  In four years he took Labor from being in an unwinnable position to being elected to government on 
10 February 2001.  His administration typified his character.  It was a serious government that governed for the 
many, not the few, and that pursued the public interest ahead of personal, private or party-political interests.  I 
honestly believe that as a state we owe Geoff Gallop a great deal.   

Geoff Gallop led a government with a successful record of reform.  We restored the state budget to a sound 
financial footing by delivering four consecutive operating surpluses, with a fifth surplus forecast for 2005-06.  
We retained the state’s AAA credit rating, and we controlled state debt without privatisation.  Importantly, even 
during the tough times of the early years of our administration, ordinary families were protected, with household 
charges increasing at a rate of, or below, the consumer price index for those five years.   

We have implemented serious legislative reform across a range of areas: school leaving age reforms, energy 
reforms and water reforms to name just a few.  In May 2005 there was the passage in this Parliament of the 
historic one vote, one value laws.  We have also enacted law reform to end discrimination based on sexuality, 
provided equal access to the Family Court of WA for de facto couples and increased the penalties for the 
perpetrators of domestic violence.  Our legislative program has created a community that is not only fairer but 
also safer.  The WA Police now has at its disposal Australia’s toughest laws targeting organised crime, as well as 
new powers to embrace DNA technology and take dangerous drivers off our streets.   

Of course during our time in government the world has experienced September 11 and the Bali bombings.  We 
have responded with unprecedented cooperation at the national level, and with new counter-terrorism laws at the 
state level that give the police special powers to stop and search, take control in terrorist situations and conduct 
covert counter-terrorism operations.  We have promised, and delivered, royal commissions into the finance 
brokers scandal and police corruption, and we have established a more powerful and better resourced corruption 
watchdog.   

In indigenous affairs, soon after we were first elected our government signed the “Statement of Commitment to a 
New and Just Relationship between the Government of Western Australia and Aboriginal Western Australians”.  
This symbolised a new partnership approach to indigenous affairs in this state.  We see this in the major 
philosophical shift in the state’s approach to native title and in having a genuine commitment to make the Native 
Title Act work.  We see this also in the way in which Western Australia is trying to tackle the issues of family 
violence and child abuse in indigenous communities. 

When it comes to recognising Geoff Gallop’s contribution, his commitment to the environment is also clear.  In 
this respect, I also acknowledge the work of the former Minister for the Environment, Dr Judy Edwards, the 
member for Maylands.  Our old-growth forests were saved from logging and 36 national parks and nature 
reserves were created.  Ningaloo Reef is now protected from inappropriate and unsustainable development.  The 
Environmental Protection Act was amended so that Western Australia now has the toughest environmental laws 
in its history. 
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The reforms have impacted on every area of government activity.  Since coming into office, spending in the 
health portfolio has increased by 52 per cent, in education by 39 per cent and in the area of community safety by 
41 per cent.  We are delivering a massive capital works program across the state, with spending on infrastructure 
topping $13.2 billion in the four years since 2001. 

I have just touched on some of the achievements of our government in the past five years; achievements that 
demonstrate the impressive contribution Geoff Gallop made to public and political life in WA.  My focus, and 
that of my ministerial team, will be to maintain the momentum.  Clearly, a major priority will be to continue 
implementing the commitments we made to the people of Western Australia at the 2005 election.    

Our agenda in education and training is to ensure that young people have the knowledge and skills they need to 
be successful participants in the modern economy.  This year is the first stage of the government’s school leaving 
age reforms, which require by law that all young people be engaged in education, training or employment until at 
least the end of the year in which they turn 16 - up from 15.  That age will be raised again to 17 in 2008.  Other 
associated reforms will be pursued and resources applied to ensure this long-overdue change is a success.  In line 
with a key election commitment, we are trialling community service programs in 10 high schools, with the aim 
that all year 11 and 12 students will be required to complete 20 hours of community service from 2007 onwards.  
We are also investing over $1 billion in our schools to improve the standard and quality of schools. 

Our government has taken control of the health system and is introducing accountability and reform to improve 
health services.  We have committed $3.7 billion to revitalise hospitals and health facilities around the state.  As 
well as implementing the massive reforms outlined in the Reid review of Western Australia’s health system, the 
government continues to give priority to improving services at emergency departments, reducing elective 
surgery waitlists, and improving mental health services. 

When I became Premier, I made the decision to retain the key economic portfolio of state development.  I did 
this because I know that a strong economy underpins the government’s ability to deliver high quality, world-
class services.  State development to me means more than the traditional focus on our brilliant resource industry.  
It means using the economic boom we are enjoying to establish and develop industries across the economy.  I 
will take this opportunity to provide the house with a quick economic snapshot of Western Australia.  Our 
economy has grown by a cumulative 23.7 per cent over four years, well above the national growth of 14 per cent.  
The future looks positive, with real domestic demand for 2005 increasing by 7.6 per cent compared with 2004, 
while the most recent quarter - December 2005 - was 10.4 per cent higher than the same quarter in 2004.  The 
state’s housing market, business investment and consumer spending are all currently making solid contributions 
to growth.  We continue to record exceptionally low levels of unemployment combined with high participation 
rates - 19 consecutive months with unemployment at or below five per cent, with the rate falling to four per cent 
in January this year.  In the modern context, that is virtually full employment, and we remain well below the 
national average of 5.3 per cent.  We have overseen the creation of more than 135 000 new jobs.  Exports from 
WA are at an all-time high, accounting for around one-third of the value of Australia’s exports.   

Mr Speaker, as well as maintaining the economic momentum, we also remain committed to the financial 
discipline and management that my colleague the Treasurer has made a hallmark of this government.  He likes to 
refer to our V8 economy.  He is right.  Just now it is a V8 with turbochargers, and we have to make the most of 
it.  We must keep creating the right conditions to allow this economic prosperity to continue and to see the 
benefits and opportunities spread among the suburbs, towns and regions throughout the state.   

Nevertheless, clearly there are challenges ahead of us.  First and foremost, we need to effectively manage our 
economic growth to ensure that Western Australia receives the full benefits from our major resource projects, as 
well as encourage a more diverse economy for the future.  For example, we want to grow the tourism industry to 
create further jobs in the regions, for young people and for indigenous people.  Furthermore, enormous 
opportunity exists for Western Australia’s emerging innovation industries, and that is why I have created a 
dedicated new portfolio of science and innovation, for which the member for Cockburn is now responsible.  This 
new focus is about diversifying the state’s economy to create high-value job-creating industries.  It is about using 
the benefits of the current resources boom to build a stronger future. 

Already this year we have announced major new research facilities.  The state government has committed 
$50 million, and the University of Western Australia has committed an equivalent amount for the construction of 
two new world-class medical and biotech research centres in Perth.  In April, I will lead the Western Australian 
delegation to the United States biotech conference and exhibition in Chicago - the first time a WA Premier has 
taken that initiative.  I do it to underline our commitment to and support for this dynamic and potentially 
enormously beneficial industry to our state.  We have brilliant innovators and researchers in our state, including 
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the current Nobel Prize winners for medicine, already linked to a worldwide industry worth hundreds of billions 
of dollars which we simply must capture a bigger part of. 

Another challenge we face is the skills shortage.  Western Australia is experiencing labour shortages, particularly 
in those skills, industries and locations that are benefiting most from the booming economy.  To address this, we 
are reforming the apprenticeship system through reduced apprenticeship terms and we are getting out to 
communities with our skills formation task force forums, the outcomes of which will help to shape further 
changes to the training system in WA.  We are starting to see some success for our efforts.  Between 2001 and 
2005 the number of apprentices and trainees in training rose to 30 000 - an increase of 60 per cent compared with 
30 per cent nationally.  In November last year the government committed an additional $31 million to this area, 
aimed at an extra 14 000 training places, plus a range of other initiatives.   

Mr Speaker, I spoke earlier about our record capital investment program.  Undoubtedly, we need to provide 
adequate levels of infrastructure to support the state’s social and economic development.  This year we are 
spending a record amount - $5.2 billion - on infrastructure around the state.  For the longer term we are 
developing a state infrastructure strategy to help identify existing and emerging infrastructure pressures 
throughout Western Australia over the next 20 years.  Furthermore, we will continue lobbying the 
commonwealth about the infrastructure costs the state bears in supporting major resource projects.  Clearly, the 
status of Western Australia’s relationship with Canberra is important, particularly in light of the new national 
reform agenda agreed at last month’s Council of Australian Governments meeting.  For these reasons, I have 
announced the opening of a Western Australia office in Canberra, which will be operational later this year. 

I now want to highlight some of the key elements of the government’s legislative program for the year ahead, 
with a particular focus on community safety, the environment, and the continuation of the government’s reform 
agenda.  Community safety remains a priority for our government.  The government will continue to progress 
through Parliament the Terrorism (Preventative Detention) Bill 2005.  The need for the bill follows from certain 
constitutional constraints, which means that the commonwealth needs the states and territories to enact 
legislation to give effect to its policies.   

As part of the government’s commitment to combat sex offenders and paedophiles, in this parliamentary session 
we will be giving priority to the passage of the Dangerous Sexual Offenders Bill and the Criminal Code 
Amendment (Cyber Predators) Bill.  The Dangerous Sexual Offenders Bill will enable the Attorney General or 
the Director of Public Prosecutions to apply to the Supreme Court for an order requiring that a prisoner who is a 
serious sex offender remain in custody beyond his sentence time, or be subject to strict supervision conditions if 
he continues to present a real risk of re-offending upon release.  The Criminal Code Amendment (Cyber 
Predators) Bill addresses the use of electronic communication, particularly the Internet, by offenders who seek to 
sexually exploit children.  Under the bill, paedophiles who expose children to indecent material or attempt to 
groom children for sexual activity will face prison terms of up to 10 years.   

The government’s anti-hoon laws came into operation in September 2004.  They are aimed at targeting the 
reckless and selfish behaviour of drivers who threaten other road users through their disregard for road rules and 
safety.  Since that time, the WA Police have impounded more than 570 vehicles.  In line with our election 
commitments, we will introduce amendments in this parliamentary session to strengthen these anti-hoon laws.  
These amendments will include tough new impoundment penalties for excessive speed and road rage, and will 
allow independent witness statements and photographic or video evidence to be used in the police investigations 
and in court.    

Last year the government commissioned the largest and most detailed inquiry that has been held into the prison 
system, chaired by Hon Dennis Mahoney.  Following the release of Hon Dennis Mahoney’s report, “The Inquiry 
into the Management of Offenders in Custody and in the Community”, the government is moving to implement 
major recommendations.  These include the establishment of two new departments as of 1 February 2006, the 
Department of Corrective Services and the Department of the Attorney General; the replacement of the Parole 
Board with the Offenders Review Board to increase transparency, improve its focus on community safety and 
ensure that the interests of victims are considered; and the introduction of a new Corrections Act, which will 
underpin a better system of assessing, classifying and managing offenders.   

I am determined to ensure that the environment remains integral to the decision-making and future prosperity of 
this state.  I therefore will be backing up our commitment with a comprehensive legislative program over the 
coming years.  The Swan River is among Western Australia’s great icons.  A priority for my government is to 
restore the health of the river so that our children will be able to enjoy its beauty and its features, as many of us 
did when we were young.  Among the priorities for the government in this session of Parliament will be to 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 7 March 2006] 

 p47b-102a 
Mr Alan Carpenter; Mr Matt Birney; Speaker; Ms Jaye Radisich; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr John Kobelke; Acting 

Speaker; Mr John D'Orazio; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan; Mr Bob Kucera; Dr Graham Jacobs; Mr 
John McGrath; Ms Dianne Guise; Mr Tony Simpson 

 [4] 

progress the Swan and Canning Rivers Management Bill, which was introduced last November.  The aim of this 
bill is to create the Swan River Park and to further protect these two icon rivers for future generations.   

In order to ensure that another of the state’s icons is protected, drafting is underway on the Rottnest Island 
Amendment Bill.  This bill will ensure greater recognition of the high conservation value of the natural area by 
creating a conservation reserve.   

The government is preparing new legislation to strengthen the management of waste in Western Australia.  This 
legislation is expected before Parliament later this year and will usher in a new era and a new approach to waste 
management in this state.  It will put WA at the forefront of waste management in this country and will provide 
the legislative basis for the introduction of a container deposit scheme in Western Australia.   

Western Australia’s biodiversity is unparalleled in Australia.  The south west of our state is one of only 34 
internationally recognised biodiversity hot spots.  Our current wildlife conservation laws are more than 50 years 
old.  We cannot maintain this richness of biodiversity with legislation essentially based on managing kangaroos 
or picking wildflowers.  This year the government will progress the development of new legislation which will 
set the framework for biodiversity conservation that meets the needs of the twenty-first century and beyond.  
This will be one of the Labor government’s great legacies for our children. 

We will introduce a biosecurity and agricultural management bill.  This bill will bring long-awaited 
improvements to biosecurity and agriculture management in Western Australia by providing a single principal 
act to control the use of agricultural and veterinary chemicals and the entry and impact of unwanted seeds, pests 
and diseases that can negatively impact upon the state’s $8 billion agriculture and food industry.  The bill will 
also repeal 16 other acts. 

Mr Speaker, I want our government to maintain its active reform agenda, to make sure we are directing our 
energies - and those of our government departments - into making things happen in this state. 

As part of our reform agenda, the passage of the Commissioner for Children and Young People Bill 2005 
remains a key element in our government’s commitment to protecting vulnerable children.  The commission will 
have responsibility for the criminal records checking function under the Working with Children (Criminal 
Record Checking) Act 2004, which is being phased in, starting this year.   

As a central part of the government’s public health policies, the government will continue to progress the 
Tobacco Products Control Bill 2005.  This bill is a fundamental step forward in tobacco reform, demonstrating 
this government’s ongoing commitment to reducing the health hazards posed by smoking.  The bill is aimed at 
reducing the availability of tobacco products to minors and reducing the influences of tobacco promotion 
generally, thereby enhancing health protection for our children and the general community.   

The government intends to introduce advance health care planning legislation into Parliament in early 2006.  The 
government believes that terminally ill people deserve the right to die with dignity and have their wishes about 
medical treatment respected.  To provide for this, reform is necessary to give people certainty when dealing with 
end of life issues; to enable terminally ill people to govern their own medical treatment and to protect those 
medical professionals who adhere to their wishes. 

The government will be introducing an information privacy bill into Parliament, in line with its election 
commitment.  The government recognises the fundamental principle that an individual’s privacy should be 
protected.  This bill will require compliance with a set of privacy principles, which address the circumstances in 
which personal information about individuals may be collected, used, disclosed, accessed and stored.   

A major reform over the coming year will be the introduction of a new mental health act that will advance the 
rights of people with mental illness, while further supporting the responsibilities of mental health clinicians to 
provide quality care.  This new and comprehensive act will implement the vast majority of recommendations 
arising out of Professor D’Arcy Holman’s review of the act.   

Finally, liquor licensing is another area the state government will reform to ensure we have modern legislation 
that reflects the lifestyle of modern Western Australians.  The government expects to introduce legislation to 
amend the state’s liquor laws this year.  An independent review, which presented a broad case for change in the 
way people buy and consume liquor in Western Australia, was released for public comment in July last year and 
an extensive process of community and industry consultation has been under way since then.  While the 
government is yet to finalise its position on the recommendations of that review and the responses gathered 
during the community consultation process, it has become increasingly evident that our liquor licensing system 
is falling behind the times and does not reflect our changing lifestyle.  The government’s priority will be to 
ensure that while new liquor licensing legislation will assist in stimulating the hospitality, entertainment and 
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tourism industries, the reform package will be balanced with measures to protect the health and safety of 
consumers and the public generally. 

The above are just some of the legislative priorities our government will be pursuing in 2006.  However, as can 
clearly be seen, the government has a comprehensive agenda for change throughout its term.   

Generally, the events of the past two months have reinforced in my mind the unpredictable nature of politics - in 
fact, of life.  We never know how long we are going to be in a particular role, and when in government we need 
to make sure that we are seen as making a positive difference while we have the chance.  It is the attitude I had 
when I entered Parliament, and it will be the attitude I have until the day I leave Parliament. 

I am privileged and honoured to be Premier and part of a government that is making things happen to help the 
ordinary and the extraordinary people of this state fulfil their ambitions and create better lives for themselves and 
their families and to help shape a more exciting future for Western Australia. 

Consideration - Motion 

On the question - 

That the Premier’s Statement be noted. 

MR M.J. BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [3.50 pm]:  I am very pleased to take part in this 
debate and to respond to the Premier’s Statement.  Before I do, I think it appropriate for me, as the Leader of the 
Opposition, to also comment on and acknowledge the contribution of the former Premier who, as the current 
Premier said, departed this Parliament in rather difficult circumstances.  It is fair to say that I had a number of 
differences about public policy with the former Premier.  However, there is no doubting his passion - 

The SPEAKER:  I apologise, Leader of the Opposition.  I need to put the question, which is that the Premier’s 
Statement be noted.  I apologise for interrupting. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Apology noted, Mr Speaker - a very rare occasion. 

As I was saying, I do not think anybody on either side of politics would doubt the passion and the compassion 
that Geoff Gallop had and brought to the office of Premier.  On behalf of the state opposition, I wish him and his 
wife, Bev, all the best for whatever the future may hold for them. 

I am indeed very pleased to place on the record my views about the priorities that I believe the government 
should have in a heap of different portfolios.  I intend to run through a number of the major portfolios and 
outline some of the priorities and perhaps some of my personal thinking about each of those portfolios.  Before I 
do that, I will say that I was looking forward to the Premier’s address.  However, I am a bit disappointed.  It 
seems to me that most of the stuff that is contained in the Premier’s address is pretty old.  In fact, most of the 
upcoming legislation to which the Premier referred has now been around for quite some time and is not new.  I 
was actually hoping that we would hear some innovative comments from the Premier about what he wanted to 
see in the future for Western Australia.  However, all we got was an endorsement of the former Gallop 
government’s so-called achievements in the area of public policy.  I may stand corrected - I will go back and 
read that statement again - but I think very little of what was said in that statement is new, and I believe that all 
members are entitled to feel a bit disappointed about that. 

As I skip through the various portfolios and give a few of my views, values and perhaps personal ideas and 
suggest some priorities, I believe it is important that I start with my own shadow portfolio of Treasury.  The tax 
increases that the people of Western Australia have suffered in one of the greatest economic booms that this state 
has ever seen are woefully disappointing.  In fact, taxation per capita has increased from about $1 514 a person 
when Labor came to power to some $2 323 now - an increase of some 53 per cent.  Of course, Labor would have 
us believe that the increase in taxation per capita is simply due to the fact that the economy has expanded.  
Although to some degree that is correct, we certainly cannot hang our hats on that. 

I would like to go over a couple of the taxation measures which Labor has introduced since coming to power and 
which I think tell a pretty desperate story.  Back in 2001-02, the Labor Party revised the land tax scale.  That 
policy decision was set to reap the government another $92 million over the forward estimates four-year period.  
The Labor Party also had another land tax policy that would reap the government another $34 million over that 
period.  In that same year, the Labor Party increased the top payroll tax rate, which was set to get the government 
another $229 million over the forward estimates period.  If that were not enough, in 2002-03 the government 
increased compulsory third-party motor vehicle insurance premiums, which was set to reap the government 
another $104.3 million.  In the same year it increased the rate of stamp duty on motor vehicles.  That measure 
was set to reap the government $163 million.  Interestingly, the Labor Party has been running around town 
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saying that the increase in property stamp duty and conveyancing was largely due to the increasing property 
market.  However, it forgets to tell people that in 2002-03, it increased conveyance duty rates to the tune of 
$251 million over the forward estimates.  If that were not enough, in 2003-04 it increased stamp duty rates on 
properties by 15 per cent, which reaped the government another $478 million worth of property stamp duties.  
All told, by way of policy decisions alone, the Labor Party has extracted another $729 million from Western 
Australian taxpayers over the four-year forward estimates period.  It also increased stamp duty in 2003-04 for 
general insurance policies from eight per cent to 10 per cent, which reaped the government another $200 million 
to $220 million. 

We hear much from the Labor Party about the tax decreases it introduced in 2004-05.  We all remember that the 
former Premier apologised profusely for having increased taxes so much.  One of the much-heralded tax 
deductions can be found in the budget papers for 2004-05, and it relates to a decrease of five per cent in stamp 
duty for properties across the rate scale.  That five per cent decrease followed a 15 per cent increase, which still 
leaves the taxpayers of Western Australia considerably out of pocket.  In that year the government also 
decreased land tax to the tune of $76 million over the forward estimates period.  That land tax pales into 
insignificance when it is considered that the government increased land tax by $126 million. 

I raise these matters for the reason that it is a tragedy to have a government that is lumbering along with no 
economic discipline whatsoever.  It is a tragedy that we have a government that is not skilled in the management 
of a business, to the point at which it cannot even come close to getting its budget surpluses right.  Every 
unanticipated budget surplus increase represents a lost opportunity for tax cuts at the beginning of the year.  The 
billion-dollar budget surpluses, which were perhaps twice as much as were expected, represent a lost opportunity 
for significant tax cuts.  I will give members my thoughts on the various taxation measures that are available 
today.  The annual spikes in land tax are out of control, to the point at which many people cannot plan their 
budgets.  Owners of a rental property cannot budget for these annual spikes in land tax.  I know of some people 
who are selling the houses they have inherited because they cannot afford the land tax spikes from year to year. 

I will inform members of how much property values have jumped in the past year in a number of suburbs.  In the 
past year the property values in Wattleup have increased by 70 per cent, in Coolbinia by 45 per cent, in Herne 
Hill by 41 per cent, and in Stirling by 41 per cent.  In Willagee, the Premier’s own electorate, they have 
increased by 15 per cent.  An increase in property values means an increase in land tax liability for rental 
properties.  There is a desperate need to consider a system whereby land tax would be capped from year to year.  
The method used to arrive at the land tax revaluations and the frequency with which assessments are conducted 
should also be reviewed.  I would like some modelling to be done on the effect of a single rate of land tax on the 
state.  The more properties people own, the higher is the rate of land tax they pay, which, of course, is a 
significant disincentive for them to get ahead. 

When Labor came to power, it was collecting $549 million in property stamp duty.  This year it is estimated to 
collect $1.48 billion in property stamp duty.  Stamp duty is fast becoming the ogre that stops first home buyers 
from buying a home, and it is certainly stopping expanding families from moving from a three-bedroom house to 
a four or five-bedroom house.  Property prices are extreme, with one of the most significant costs being stamp 
duty.  There has been a massive increase in the price of properties that have never been considered in real estate 
terms to be as expensive as some of the wealthier suburbs.  For example, a property in Forrestdale sold for 
$750 000, a property in Dianella sold for $1 million and a property in Secret Harbour sold for $800 000.  My 
point is that with that level of property price increase, property stamp duty must be looked at.  It is fair to say that 
the government is overdosing on property taxes.  The Western Australian division of the Property Council of 
Australia has estimated that 53 per cent of all taxation income received by the government comes from the 
property sector.   

When the Liberal Party was running the show, the minimum rate of payroll tax was 3.65 per cent.  The Labor 
Party put the maximum rate up to six per cent, and then brought it down to 5.5 per cent.  It then increased the 
minimum rate to 5.5 per cent.  People who were paying 3.65 per cent in payroll tax under our government now 
pay the best part of 5.5 per cent.  That could be looked at, as could the threshold that determines when payroll 
tax kicks in.  I would also like to see the payroll tax grouping provisions looked at.  A lot of people have 
approached me and said that they cannot comprehend why they have to pay payroll tax simply because they 
own, for example, a corner deli and a mining company.  The two are grouped together for the purposes of payroll 
tax.  Although some good arguments can be made in favour of that situation, I would like to see it looked at.  
Although it is important that we are mindful of tax avoiders, I believe a case could be made to look at that 
matter.   

With respect to motor vehicle taxes, the cost of running a motor vehicle in this state has spiralled out of control.  
The fact is that today fuel prices in this state can be anywhere up to $1.40 or $1.45 a litre, making motor vehicle 
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expenses almost out of reach for many Western Australians.  Although the government has difficulty in doing 
much about the fuel price, it could do a couple of things to ease the burden on motorists.  For instance, we have 
the highest rate of motor vehicle stamp duty of any state in Australia.  It is considerably higher than those found 
elsewhere.  The stamp duty on a $30 000 motor vehicle is around $1 500 in Western Australia and 
approximately $900 in New South Wales.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  Do the full comparison. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  In Victoria, the stamp duty on a $30 000 car is $1 200; in Queensland, $600; and $1 140 in 
South Australia.  Does the member for Riverton want me to keep going?  Clearly there is a problem with motor 
vehicle stamp duty.  The member for Riverton touched on the issue of motor vehicle registration.  While it is true 
that in comparative terms motor vehicle registration in this state is relatively cheap, it still costs us a fortune to 
register a car.  Does the member for Riverton know how much it costs to register a Commodore? 

Mr A.D. McRae:  Over $500. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  No, it is $466.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  You’re not including third party insurance.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Yes, I am.  The reality is that even though in comparative terms we have reasonably low 
motor vehicle registration costs, the fact is that a figure of nearly $500 is a significant annual impost on the 
average family.  Even though the government said it will give a $25 discount on motor vehicle registration, that 
measure only negates the Labor Party’s 2003 policy decision to increase motor vehicle compulsory third party 
insurance policies.  That little policy decision will reap the government about $105 million over the forward 
estimates.  The $25 discount on motor vehicle registration is worth about $112 million.  There has, therefore, 
been no real significant decrease in motor vehicle registration fees, and I believe that a case could be made for it. 

Essentially I am talking about the essentials of life: our home and our car.  They are the two items with which 
governments can and should help taxpayers.  I would not mind paying extra taxes if I could see something for 
them or if I could see where they were being spent around the place.  However, when I stop in the dead of night 
and consider what has happened to this state in the past five years, it almost breaks my heart.  I will share a 
figure with members that I am sure will make them shudder when they learn just how badly this state has been 
managed.  When the Labor Party came to power, annual expenditure on the public service was about 
$10.4 billion; that is, paying wages, buying stamps, paper, pens and what have you.  This year it is estimated that 
the government will spend $14 billion just running the public service. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  That is just nurses, just teachers, just police! 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  A minuscule amount of that has gone on nurses, teachers and police. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I am talking about almost a three and a half billion dollar increase in annual recurrent 
expenditure.  From memory - I stand to be corrected - payroll tax is only about $1.4 billion and property stamp 
duty is between $1.2 billion and $1.3 billion.  Putting together the two major taxation income earners for the 
government still does not equal the annual increase in the public sector.  I have said before and I will say again 
that nobody is actually running the business of Western Australia.  I would hate to think what would happen if 
we experienced an economic drought.  With this lot running the show, Mr Speaker, we would be in all sorts of 
trouble. 

When Labor came to power the annual expenditure on on-budget sector capital works was about $1.1 billion; 
that is, schools, police stations and hospitals, and nothing to do with corporations.  Guess what happened last 
year.  Labor spent about $1.1 billion on on-budget capital works.  There has, therefore, been no real dividend for 
the massive economic boom that we are experiencing.  Labor has employed another 18 000 public servants.  As 
my colleague the Deputy Leader of the Opposition pointed out, that is almost another 18 public servants for 
every single day that Labor has been in power. 

The goods and services tax is one of the massive contributors to this state’s finances.  Far from the state being 
rorted by the GST, as the Treasurer would have us believe, next year the state will receive an additional 
$224 million in GST payments compared with this year.  The GST is, therefore, a massive growth tax, all of 
which goes to the states.  This state has had windfalls year in, year out, yet we do not know where they have 
gone.  Amounts like $224 million have just gone up in smoke.  The GST was not intended to be a new tax; it was 
intended to replace existing taxes.  To the Labor Party’s credit, it got rid of a number of existing nuisance taxes, 
such as stamp duty on financial transactions and those sorts of items.  However, the Labor Party performed one 
of the greatest sleights of hand that I have ever seen.  A heap of taxes were listed to be abolished and replaced by 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 7 March 2006] 

 p47b-102a 
Mr Alan Carpenter; Mr Matt Birney; Speaker; Ms Jaye Radisich; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr John Kobelke; Acting 

Speaker; Mr John D'Orazio; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan; Mr Bob Kucera; Dr Graham Jacobs; Mr 
John McGrath; Ms Dianne Guise; Mr Tony Simpson 

 [8] 

the GST under the terms of the GST agreement.  Instead of abolishing those taxes, the Labor Party implemented 
a business tax review.  The business tax review committee was set up to give the government advice on where it 
should go with taxation.  It included a review of all the nuisance taxes that were intended to be abolished and 
replaced by the GST.  The kicker is that the business tax review committee was told that the review had to be 
revenue neutral.  Therefore, the Labor Party got rid of all the taxes that were intended to be replaced by the GST 
and at the same time increased a heap of other taxes so that the business tax review would be revenue neutral.  
We were therefore dealt a sleight of hand in which the Labor Party said with some credibility that it had 
abolished some taxes that were intended to be replaced by the GST, but it did not tell us that at the same time it 
had put up all these other taxes so that the whole review was revenue neutral, and the taxpayers of Western 
Australia missed out.   

I will now move on to federal affairs.  Of course, the most important issue in federal affairs is federalism.  I do 
not think I need to say too much about federalism, other than that it is a looming threat for Western Australia, 
and perhaps even for other states.  There is one great challenge that I throw down to the Premier in his capacity 
as the Minister for State Development, even though he has almost zero acts under his control.  I think the 
Premier has only the state agreement acts and that is it.  Is that the case?  I think I have seen the list.   

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I will give you a list of them later.  There are quite a lot.  How many do you think there 
are? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I think he has got rid of the Mining Act and everything that requires him to do any work.  
From what I could tell from a quick glance, all he has are the state agreement acts, and not much happens with 
state agreement acts.  We used to say that Geoff Gallop had the lightest workload of any Premier.  I think I now 
stand corrected.  The Premier has flicked off all those big acts and has kept the state agreement acts.  Big deal!   

The greatest challenge for that portfolio is the looming setting up of the Gorgon gas project.  Chevron 
Corporation and its partners are looking at spending some $11 billion setting up the Gorgon gas project, which 
will effectively encompass those areas near the North West Shelf.  That project will have about 40 trillion cubic 
feet of gas.  The North West Shelf project has about 30 TCF of gas, or thereabouts.  The Gorgon project, believe 
it or not, will be bigger than the North West Shelf.  We all know about the economic benefits of the North West 
Shelf for Western Australia.  Indeed, from memory - I might stand slightly corrected - the North West Shelf 
contributes some $600 million worth of royalties to the state every year.  The greatest challenge for the Premier 
is to extract a similar royalty-sharing deal from the commonwealth on the Gorgon project.  The commonwealth 
is saying no.  I think that the Premier and I need to speak to the commonwealth about that matter.  Just imagine if 
we had another North West Shelf project on our doorstep, contributing another $600 million.  Granted, some of 
that money would be redistributed through the Commonwealth Grants Commission, but we would get to keep a 
significant portion of it.  The North West Shelf royalty-sharing agreement came about back in the 1970s, I think, 
when Sir Charles Court did a deal with Malcolm Fraser.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  No, it was the 1980s. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  In any case, it was a deal done by Sir Charles Court with Malcolm Fraser whereby the 
commonwealth at the time agreed to share some of the royalties from the North West Shelf project, on the 
understanding that the state would be lumbered with a lot of the infrastructure needs for that project.  We must 
do a similar deal with the commonwealth on the Gorgon project.  It is important that Western Australia receive 
some benefit from these massive projects sitting on our doorstep.   

We also must fast-track the approvals process for the gas projects in the area.  Even though this project has about 
40 TCF of gas, and the North West Shelf has 30 TCF of gas - they are both massive projects - members should 
consider that Qatar has 900 TCF of gas that it is waiting to sell around the world.  The great challenge for the 
state and the Premier is to ensure that projects such as Gorgon, and perhaps Pluto, Browse and Scarborough, 
have the support of the government.  We must fast-track those projects so that the proponents can form deals 
with the Japanese, Chinese, Indians or whoever wants to buy the gas, and that those deals will stand the test of 
time when the Qataris finally come on board and start trying to flog their gas. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Are you saying that we simultaneously negotiate royalties arranged with the 
commonwealth and fast-track the projects? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Yes, absolutely.  Why not?  What is the problem with that? 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I live in the real world, my friend. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  What is the problem with doing that?  The Premier can negotiate with the commonwealth. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Those negotiations with the commonwealth have been going on for several years. 
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Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Did the Premier raise it at the last meeting? 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Of course I raised it. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  What did the Premier say to the Prime Minister? 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I raised with the Prime Minister exactly the line that you have just put. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Will the Premier continue to raise it? 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  It is an issue that we will continue to pursue, but your commonwealth colleagues are 
absolutely steadfast in their opposition to any such concept.  If we waited around for them to agree to that, that 
project would never take off.  That is the problem. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I am not saying that we should wait for that agreement.  The Premier might have 
misunderstood me.   

Several members interjected.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  In any case, we need to fast-track those projects so that we can solidify those relationships 
with the international gas buyers because they are so important.   

I turn now to industrial relations.  It is true that the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union is holding 
the state to ransom.  It is also true that the CFMEU forms the greatest threat to the state’s economic boom that is 
ever likely to come about.  I am talking about people like Joe McDonald, who indulges in absolute thuggery on 
union work sites.  He should be thrown off every work site in Western Australia.  If this government were not 
owned wholly and solely by its one shareholder, the CFMEU, it would see Mr McDonald off the work sites.  I 
am very surprised that the government has not done it yet.  We have to stand firm and ensure that the 
government’s capital works program is allowed to proceed unhindered and uninterrupted by CFMEU 
heavyweights who are interested only in flexing their muscles.  I might add that the enterprise bargaining 
agreement of the CFMEU is an interesting document to read.  I will go through a couple of its items.  It has a 
$23.80 fare and travel allowance, which is payable even if a person is on his rostered day off!  A person does not 
have to be sick to take his 10 sick days each year.  It also provides for about 26 rostered days off each year.  The 
provision that really upsets me is that employers are forced to apply union-negotiated wages and conditions to 
the rest of the non-unionised work force.  Effectively, if a person is a really good worker - someone who comes 
in early and goes home late and who works his guts out all day long - he cannot be paid any more than the union 
person working alongside him.  There can be no reward for excellence under the EBA.  That is something that 
should concern the government greatly. 

I will speak about mines and resources.  One of the looming threats for the mining and resources industry is the 
ports.  Every port in Western Australia is at the crossroads: it does not matter whether it is BHP Billiton trying to 
expand its Port Hedland operations, Rio Tinto trying to expand its Dampier operations or Geraldton trying to 
facilitate the export of iron ore, as there are a few good iron ore prospects around that area.  The port of 
Fremantle is fast coming to crisis point.  It is only a matter of time before there are serious problems at the port 
of Fremantle.  It is my view that we should look seriously at utilising Cockburn to take some of the pressure off 
the port of Fremantle.  The Cockburn industrial area is moving ahead.  There are some major projects there, not 
the least of which is operated by the HIsmelt Corporation.  HIsmelt exports its upgraded iron ore from Cockburn.  
It is only a matter of time, I hope, before HIsmelt goes to stage 2, by which time we will need to have a good, 
long, hard think about the system in place in the Cockburn port.  Bunbury is also at the crossroads.  There is 
some talk about Griffin Coal exporting coal from Bunbury.  The company has worked out how to dry its coal to 
the point that it can be exported.  I know that the company is under pressure concerning woodchips and other 
things.  Albany has a looming problem with woodchips and iron ore.  Esperance is probably one of the only 
ports in the state that looks like it has things under control.  There is a chicken and egg problem with ports.  Ports 
first need to get a business case, borrow money, and then go ahead and undertake expansion.  I recognise that it 
is not always practical for a company to come up with a plan to mine and export prior to the development of a 
port.  That needs to be looked at reasonably quickly. 

I turn to rail in the north west.  BHP Billiton and Rio Tinto have pretty much got a monopoly on the rail system.  
I know that the Fortescue Metals Group is trying to edge its way onto the BHP Billiton rail.  The reality is that 
that will only ever be good for the Mindi Mindi project, which is a very small project.  If it happens to get the 
Cloud Break and other major iron ore projects up and running, it will need another railway line.  As far as I am 
concerned, I do not see a problem with providing that railway line for the company if it can prove that it can get 
the project up and running. 
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The environment continues to be a concern to a whole lot of people for a whole lot of reasons.  At one end of the 
spectrum there are people who are, perhaps, overly concerned about the environment and would love to close 
down industry at every opportunity.   

At the other end of the spectrum, industry is trying to coexist with the environment, make a living and employ 
Western Australians.  My view is that the pendulum has swung too far in favour of those people who are 
antibusiness and anti-industry.  The environmental land clearing regulations are a prime example of that.  
Drillers have told me that they cannot even drive over a weed in their drill rig for fear of falling foul of some of 
the regulations.  We need to swing the pendulum back slowly and sensibly, not to the point at which it would 
have a serious significant detrimental effect on the environment but to the point at which we get rid of some of 
the madness that has crept into the environmental argument. 

Outcomes-based education continues to be of major concern to Western Australian schoolkids, teachers and 
parents.  A couple of principles need to be washed across the outcomes-based education argument.  First, it is 
important that teachers be provided with a solid syllabus.  I know of schoolteachers who work on the Internet 
until 11.00 pm searching for a lesson to teach the kids the next day.  My concern with outcomes-based education 
is that we will leave teachers to their own devices far too often.  We must give teachers teaching material.  We 
cannot leave them with the onerous task of developing teaching programs across the curriculum spectrum; it 
must be done for them. 

Another principle that needs to wash across the education system is that of reward for excellence and 
competition.  The whole idea of dumbing down classes so that everybody achieves pretty much the same level or 
same accreditation is simply wrong; it does not promote excellence or competition.  There should be a 
competitive analysis across the class, across the school and across the state for all schoolchildren on a regular 
basis.  I know that to some degree it does happen, but I am concerned that the philosophy behind this latest push 
is such that everybody will achieve the same level no matter what, and I certainly would not agree with that.  In 
addition, report cards must be easy for parents to understand.  The one to eight level system under outcomes-
based education is not easy to understand and parents are scratching their heads.  We need to address the system. 

An issue that I shall be looking into this year and one about which I have great concern is violence in schools.  I 
know of a significant number of parents who are beside themselves with frustration every time their child comes 
home with a black eye, bruise or story about how he was bashed or assaulted at school.  One parent told me that 
her child had missed 50 school days last year because, no matter what she did, she could not convince him to go 
to school.  That must stop.  We must adopt a firm approach to those students - it is only a very small minority - 
who are intent on disrupting the learning process of others.  We must get those violent kids out of the schools 
and away from those kids who want to learn. 

On a philosophical basis, I have always held the view, and I continue to hold the view, that we need a greater 
focus on personal development in our schools.  I am talking about teaching kids to look people in the eye when 
they are speaking, to speak confidently, to walk confidently, to dress for all circumstances, to defuse volatile 
situations, to hold a conversation and to listen genuinely.  All these attributes are recipes for success in future 
life.  As a former employer of some 14 years, I used to get continually frustrated at the long line of kids waiting 
at my door for a job interview who really had no idea how to look people in the eye, speak confidently, walk, 
talk and dress.  It got to the point at which I said that the first kid who came in with a pair of pants on instead of 
shorts would get the job.  We teach our kids some of that in our school system, but the message is clearly not 
getting through.   

School truancy is another matter that the government should be looking at as a matter of urgency.  School 
truancy has a number of ripple effects throughout the community; it leads to an increase in home burglary, 
antisocial behaviour in the central business district, shop burglary and whatever.  Of course, the greatest losers as 
a result of school truancy are the students themselves who do not have the opportunity to learn. 

In the portfolio of transport, I am becoming increasingly concerned about the blowouts in some of the major 
projects.  The rail project was listed at $1.2 billion when Labor got its hands on it.  It is now at $1.563 billion!  
We now know that there are further claims in the system for $241 million.  All up, we are talking about an actual 
and/or potential blow-out of more than $500 million on one project.  The government would never again have to 
fund another primary school or police station if it could just get that blow-out under control. 

The Peel deviation is another case in point.  That project has blown out from $340-odd million to $450-odd 
million - a blow-out of about $110 million.  I know the government will tell us that the economy is overheated, 
that labour costs have gone up and that it could not be helped.  However, a great little line appeared in the 
newspaper some months ago when the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure said that half of the $100 million 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 7 March 2006] 

 p47b-102a 
Mr Alan Carpenter; Mr Matt Birney; Speaker; Ms Jaye Radisich; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr John Kobelke; Acting 

Speaker; Mr John D'Orazio; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan; Mr Bob Kucera; Dr Graham Jacobs; Mr 
John McGrath; Ms Dianne Guise; Mr Tony Simpson 

 [11] 

blow-out was attributable to an increase in the economy and the other half was attributable to - wait for it - more 
detailed planning now having been done.  That tells me that members of the Labor Party were so desperate that 
they were falling over themselves to announce these major projects and that they had not done the detailed 
planning that was required before formulating their budget.  Why on earth would they commit to a $340 million 
project and actually put it into their budget papers without having done the detailed planning?  That is an 
indictment of the minister herself. 

There are a number of priority roads around the state and I would like to mention a couple.  Of course, this list is 
not in any way exhaustive.  The Great Eastern Highway from Belmont to the Perth airport really needs a serious 
upgrade.  It is dangerous, it is narrow and, perhaps importantly, it is the entry statement to Perth.  It is the first 
road that visitors to Perth see when they are travelling from the airport into the city.  That highway is in the 
Deputy Premier and Treasurer’s electorate, or at least a large part of it is, yet we cannot get him to fund it.  When 
I asked him a question last year, he was not interested at all and basically thumbed his nose at his own electorate. 

The proposed outback highway from Laverton through to Queensland should not be underestimated as a major 
source of tourism in this state.  Even though there is a partnership between the feds and the state, I think the state 
could do a lot more than it currently has done to get that outback highway up and running.  The Roe 7 highway 
is about to be completed, but of course there is no sign of Roe 8 being built.  There is certainly no sign of the 
Fremantle eastern bypass being built.  I mentioned earlier that the port system, particularly the Fremantle port, is 
at a crossroads.  Fremantle is perhaps even close to crisis point, or at least it will be in a few years.  It is so 
important that there be decent access in and out of Fremantle port, and the only way to do that is to go on with 
the Roe Highway, build Roe 8 and build the Fremantle eastern bypass.  Sadly, people are buying houses along 
the route of the Fremantle eastern bypass, and if that is to go through, it looks as though some of that land will 
have to be resumed. 

The Lancelin to Cervantes road in my friend the member for Moore’s electorate is a priority road.  I know the 
member for Moore holds that view and he frequently discharges that view to me in a very forthright manner.  
Indeed, I addressed the people in Cervantes on this very issue, and it was put to me, and I agree, that the Brand 
Highway is a deathtrap waiting to happen.  If we could get that Lancelin to Cervantes road up and running, we 
could keep the commercial vehicles perhaps on the Brand Highway and get some of the more pedestrian 
vehicles, if I can call them that - the tourists and the mums and dads - onto that Lancelin to Cervantes road, 
which would be a good thing. 

The importance of the road linking the goldfields with the Pilbara should also not be underestimated.  I am 
talking about the Wiluna north road; some people call it the Wiluna to Meekatharra road.  There are varying 
views as to whether it should go from Wiluna or Neds Creek to Meekatharra, but a road linking the goldfields to 
the Pilbara has the potential to open up the goldfields as a major transport hub in Western Australia.  A lot of the 
rail freight from the east gets unloaded in Perth and is then trucked to the Pilbara.  If we had a decent road from 
Wiluna north, we could unload freight in the goldfields and truck it to the Pilbara, which would take a lot of 
pressure off the central business district and also some of the northern roads.  Middle Swan Road in the Swan 
Valley is another road that needs some attention.  

Ms J.A. Radisich:  How are you going to twist that around? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is the member for Swan Hills giving that road any attention?  I am not talking about just 
driving over it every day to get to work.  Is the member actually doing anything to get Middle Swan Road 
upgraded? 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  I am more than happy to talk at length about Middle Swan Road. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The government has been promising to upgrade Middle Swan Road.  Two major roads - 
Reid Highway and Roe Highway - are on either side of this tiny road, and that is causing all sorts of problems.  If 
we had in that area a member who was effective and had some influence over the establishment, that road would 
have been upgraded by now. 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  How long do you think it takes to upgrade a road that goes across a bridge over the river, and 
for which we need to get environmental and heritage approvals and all the rest of it? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  There we have it - every excuse under the sun!   

I want to move on to one more road.  The highway between Busselton and Margaret River, and perhaps even on 
to Augusta, is a significant problem.  The south west of this state is booming.  All of a sudden the secret is out.  
Whereas previously only Western Australians knew about the south west of the state, now both international and 
eastern states tourists are well and truly aware of its existence.  I am pleased to say the south west of this state is 
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booming, and people are heading there in droves, which is a good thing.  Both the highway between Busselton 
and Margaret River, and Caves Road, which runs parallel with the highway, need to be upgraded in recognition 
of the fact that the south west is one of the jewels in the crown of Western Australia when it comes to tourism.  I 
fear that someone will die on one of those roads in the not too distant future.  I have driven along those roads, 
and they are of real concern to me.  If the south west of this state were just a sleepy hollow, as it may have been 
many years ago before my friend the member for Vasse became the president of the Shire of Busselton, perhaps 
we could get away with it.  However, that is no longer the case.   

I turn now to water resources.  As I have said, and as I will continue to say, desalination should be an option of 
last resort.  If we are to go down the path of desalination, we should think about building a desalination plant in 
Esperance to supply water to the goldfields.  That would free up about 10, or perhaps even 11, gigalitres a year 
from the Perth water scheme.  That would make more sense than building a massive 45-gigalitre a year 
desalination plant in Perth.  I am not yet convinced that the south west Yarragadee can be tapped without 
harming the environment, or that sufficient modelling has been done on that matter.  It is interesting that the 
Labor Party has made a commitment to desalination, and perhaps also to drawing water from the Yarragadee, but 
at the same time it has forked out $5 million for a study into the feasibility of bringing water to Perth from the 
north.  That tells me that the Labor Party is not serious about bringing water from the north.  This is nothing but 
a bit of froth and bubble that the government put up before the last election.  The Labor Party wants people to 
think it is a big picture, big vision-type party.  If the government were really serious about water resources, it 
would hold off on making these major decisions until the report has been completed.  The Water Corporation has 
already prepared reports outlining a host of options that collectively will solve some of Perth’s water problems.  
However, that work has been put to one side.  It was certainly put to one side by the former Premier - dare I 
speak ill of him - because he wanted to show people that he was a big picture, big vision-type person by building 
a desalination plant.  The government should be looking at the use of grey water, at catchment thinning and at 
ground water sources.  While it is true that some parts of the Gnangara water mound have become stressed, it is 
equally true that many parts of the Gnangara water mound are not stressed.  I believe it is possible to take more 
water from the Gnangara water mound.  The government should be looking also at the proposal that has been put 
to it by Agrotech about the possible desalination of the water in Wellington Dam.  That would release a massive 
amount of water for the system.   

We should be looking at waste water recycling for commercial and perhaps even local government purposes, and 
other surface water options, rather than applying this big bang theory.  If a big-bang approach is necessary, the 
government might look at areas to the north, where it can hopefully be done in an environmentally sustainable 
fashion.  Interestingly, Western Australians are still experiencing water restrictions.  When these restrictions 
were implemented in late 2001 or early 2002, the total dam storage was about 150 gigalitres.  Dam storage is 
now about 250 gigalitres.  We are not even close to the crisis point we had back in 2001-02 when water 
restrictions were implemented.  Water restrictions are not necessarily forever in this state, and the government 
really should be looking at them on a year-by-year basis, with a view to alleviating some of the pain being faced 
by Western Australian taxpayers.  I am not saying that the water restrictions should be lifted immediately, but 
the government did not actually implement them until dam storage was down to 150 gigalitres.  The levels are 
now at 250 gigalitres, and the matter should be revisited.   

The government is proposing a reasonably major shake-up of the health system.  The hospital proposed for 
Murdoch, with 1 100 beds, will be a health factory rather than a hospital.  Eleven hundred beds is too many for a 
hospital.  It will be a case of patients taking a number and hoping staff can get to them in due course.  The 
closure of Royal Perth Hospital will also be seen as a problem in due course.  Royal Perth Hospital services a 
particular part of the City of Perth.  If the services are shifted from Royal Perth Hospital to Murdoch, and 
Princess Margaret Hospital for Children is moved to the site of Royal Perth Hospital, almost nothing will be 
achieved.  There is a good case for bringing Princess Margaret Hospital for Children and King Edward Memorial 
Hospital together in the one location.  This could possibly be done on the site of Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital.  
It makes sense to have a maternity hospital linked to a children’s hospital.  If Royal Perth Hospital is not good 
enough for mainstream health services, what makes it good enough as a site for the relocation of the children’s 
hospital? 

The waiting list to get on the waiting list is also an interesting statistic.  We used to talk about the waiting list for 
treatment; now we talk about the waiting list to get on the waiting list.  As at 19 October 2005, some 31 000 
people were on the waiting list to get on the waiting list.  It is really quite extraordinary, and must be dealt with 
as a matter of urgency.  Some of the patients on the waiting list to get on the waiting list might have cancer or 
some other terminal disease that is eating away at them every day they sit on the waiting list to get on the waiting 
list.  It will be to the great shame of this government in years to come if that issue is not addressed.   
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We should also be looking at dental services in regional areas, where it can take three or four months, and in 
some cases up to six months, to get an appointment to see a dentist.  That should be addressed quickly.  
Although the patient assisted travel scheme operates reasonably successfully, we need to look at the amount of 
money that is spent on that scheme, particularly taking into account increases in vehicle and accommodation 
costs.  Cancer services are another area that we should be concentrating on.  To the government’s credit, it has 
done a bit in this area.  St John of God Health Care’s cancer centre will be a wonderful addition, but we should 
not take our eye off the ball in this area.  Ultimately, I would like to see Western Australia match the number and 
quality of cancer services available in Victoria.   

The Silver Chain Nursing Association is another area that needs considerably more government support.  I spent 
a day with the Silver Chain people, driving from household to household.  It is wonderful to see the look on the 
faces of clients when the Silver Chain nurse arrives; they are in need of not only medical attention, but also some 
kind of social interaction.  The Silver Chain nurse is not just a nurse, but also a friend and companion to people 
who are housebound and have very little opportunity to socialise with anybody else.   

On the issue of tourism, it is my view that Western Australia should become a tourism icon and be recognised as 
the tourism destination of choice around the world.  We have some of the best natural assets in Western 
Australia in comparative terms.  We have the very best beaches in the world in the electorate of my friend the 
member for Roe.  Esperance, which is in my own backyard, has exquisite beaches.  Broome is wonderful and the 
goldfields region is absolutely unique, as is the south west.  The list goes on.  I think we are spending about 
$55 million to $56 million a year on tourism.  It is the sort of portfolio that we have to put a bit of money into 
but, sadly, for quite some time nobody has taken the issue seriously.  We need to give international tourists 
something to do when they are here.  We need to offer them some local destinations.   

The Swan River is our trademark, our birthmark, and it should be recognised as such.  The Premier has started to 
talk about the Swan River.  I have been doing it for 12 months in the same way that I was talking about the 
approvals process for 12 months.  It is good to see that he listens, picks things up and acts on them.  I 
congratulate him for that.  We need to fast-track the proposed development from the Barrack Street jetty across 
to the Narrows Bridge.  This development involves boardwalks, cafes, restaurants and all those sorts of things.  
The Barrack Street jetty precinct proposed development may well become the jewel in the crown for the City of 
Perth.  It will certainly become the destination of choice for national and international tourists when they visit 
Perth.   

We need to give all the help we can to the Western Australian Turf Club in its quest to develop Belmont Park as 
a river boardwalk development.  Dare I say it, we need to give all the help we can to Burswood International 
Resort Casino in its quest to spend, believe it or not, $600 million building a tourism icon on the banks of the 
Swan River where the Burswood Casino is now.  I will say that figure again - $600 million.  Just to put it in 
perspective, the new hotel that Burswood built on its existing site last year - the Hospitality Inn - cost about 
$50 million.  It is a lovely hotel, about four-star or four-and-a-half-star, and very well appointed.  When James 
Packer says he is prepared to invest $600 million on a development down there that will ultimately be one of the 
best, if not the best, tourist attraction in this hemisphere, we need to say, “Please, come on and do it.”  I know 
that people lament the fact that he is James Packer and he is rich, saying, “He’s already got a lot of money, why 
does he need any more?”  However, we need to think about what he can do for us in Perth.  We need some of 
those developments to attract and retain tourists in this state. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  And what about the price that he’s asking? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The answer is no.  There are things that the government can do.  It can fast-track the 
planning approval system.  It can give Burswood boating access.  Burswood does not have boating access at the 
moment.  It can look at rerouting infrastructure, like an access road, and a whole host of other things.  We need 
to welcome that development with open arms.  Ultimately, I would like to think that we will have enough 
development on the river to maintain and sustain a ferry system that does a bit more than just go across the river.  
If we could have a ferry system that ran from Barrack Street to Burswood to East Perth to Belmont and back 
again, we would be on the right track.   

Rottnest Island continues to be our tourism icon here in Western Australia.  Prior to the last election the member 
for Hillarys proposed that we should have some more accommodation on Rottnest, perhaps some four-star or 
four-and-a-half-star accommodation.  I absolutely and thoroughly support that call.  We need to withstand the 
cries from the minority that would have us staying in tents when we go over to Rottnest. 

When it comes to tourism, the Swan Valley is the next big thing.  The Swan Valley is the next Margaret River of 
Western Australia; with its chocolate factories, wineries, breweries and giftware industry, it has the right 
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ingredients.  However, lots of things need to be done in the Swan Valley.  We need to seriously consider 
installing underground power on West Swan Road, which has the potential to be the major focal point of the 
Swan Valley.  However, it is marred by unsightly overhead powerlines.  Does the member for Swan Hills 
support me in that?   

Ms J.A. Radisich:  You need to do a whole lot better if that’s the best you can come up with to sell the Swan 
Valley. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  So the member for Swan Hills does not support that.  Effectively, from Sandalford up, the 
river needs to be cleaned up.  Some issues are affecting that area of the river, and we need to think about them 
seriously.  The government should recognise that the streetscape in the Swan Valley also needs to be upgraded.  
Rather than be associated with two long roads, it needs a focal point.   

With the downfall of Bali, Broome now has the potential to replace it as a popular tourist destination.  I hope the 
government will seriously consider that.  The government needs to work with local councils in suburban and 
regional areas to undertake major streetscape overhauls across the state so that whenever national or international 
tourists visit towns such as Broome, Augusta or the goldfields, they go away with the impression that the whole 
state is wonderful.  Regardless of whether they visited Busselton, Geraldton, Kalgoorlie, Albany or Carnarvon, 
we want people to feel that the towns were wonderful and that they want to tell their friends about them.  A good 
tourism policy is the best small business policy that any government can develop.  Tourists come here with lots 
of money to spend and they generally spend it in the small business sector.  With tourism comes an increase in 
population, but the great thing about that is that it is only a temporary increase in population.  It brings all the 
advantages of a population increase but none of the disadvantages; for instance, a good tourism industry creates 
a vibrant small business sector.  It provides increased economic activity and, when the economies of scale kick 
in, it creates an opportunity to build bigger and better community facilities.  A temporary increase in population 
attributable to the tourism industry leads to an increased tax take, and that results in an opportunity to attract 
bigger and better events.  However, it does not bring the usual pressures that arise from a population boom, such 
as pressure to build more schools, to provide more welfare payments and to provide public housing, and pressure 
on elective-surgery waiting lists.  A good tourism policy can underwrite the success of the state because, as I 
said, it brings all the advantages of population increases without any of the disadvantages.   

In the area of justice it is worth noting that there are loopholes in the “three strikes and you’re in” home burglary 
laws.  In fact, some home burglars have been convicted of their eighth, ninth or tenth home burglary and have 
still not received a term of incarceration.  We should be closing those loopholes and expanding that legislation to 
include commercial burglaries and community facilities.  Mandatory sentencing for people who seriously assault 
a police officer will eventually become a reality in this state.  I have been talking about it now for the best part of 
two years.  Indeed, it was written into the Liberal Party’s policy prior to the last election.  Almost every time I 
address the Western Australian Police Union I put the issue back on the table.  Elected members of Parliament - 
politicians - should be standing shoulder to shoulder with the WA Police in the fight against crime.  We should 
provide police officers with the legislative protection and back up that they so desperately need.  We should be 
standing right there with them.  The best thing we can do is send a serious message to those would-be cop 
bashers that if they assault a cop, they will go to jail.  I am sickened every time I see an injured police officer 
lying on a trolley being ushered into an ambulance.  Policing is the foundation stone of every lawful, democratic 
society.  If people chip away at that foundation stone, they chip away at society.  That is why it is very important 
for us to be able to protect our police.  If we cannot do that, what are we here for?   

I call on the government to seriously consider implementing a mandatory term of detention for anybody who 
seriously bashes a police officer.  There is currently a gap in the system because assault occasioning bodily harm 
involves somebody who causes discomfort to a police officer.  I do not propose that they should be jailed under a 
mandatory system.  Assault occasioning grievous bodily harm involves somebody who causes an injury to a 
police officer that threatens his life or leaves him with a permanent disability.  I certainly propose that anybody 
convicted of assault occasioning grievous bodily harm to a police officer be locked up.  I do not make any 
apologies for that.  I go further to suggest that we should implement a new category of assault on a police 
officer; that is, assault occasioning serious bodily harm.  Such an offence should attract a one-year minimum 
mandatory jail term.  By assault occasioning serious bodily harm, I am talking about a police officer who is 
assaulted and suffers a black eye, which is not a permanent or life-threatening injury, but, nonetheless, is a 
serious injury.  Perhaps the injury results in a knocked out tooth, which, again, is not life threatening but is still a 
serious matter.  Anybody who deliberately and wilfully lines up a police officer and attempts to strike him in a 
serious way should and would go to jail if we were running the show.   
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I have a few other thoughts about the justice system that some members will find interesting.  It is unfortunate 
that within the prison system we find people who have committed relatively minor offences mixing with serious 
and dangerous criminals.  It is wrong that a person who has been convicted of drink-driving on a number of 
occasions or a single mother who has defrauded the commonwealth has gone to jail.  Of course, both offences 
are serious matters.  However, I would not want to put those people alongside somebody who has broken into 
my house, stolen my car, committed a serious assault or committed a rape or murder.  All we do by allowing 
people convicted of a lesser matter to mix with serious and dangerous criminals is to turn people who will 
probably commit only one crime in their life into hardened criminals.   

The other day I was speaking to a criminal lawyer and what he told me was absolutely appalling; I could not get 
it out of my mind.  He told me a story about an accountant.  I am not sure what crime he committed; however, I 
think he had rorted a particular system or something to the effect of tax avoidance.  He went to jail, and he was 
raped by three men.  That offence was never reported and no-one was punished for it.  That fellow who had 
probably committed only one crime in his life has now become a shadow of his former self.  It is very important 
that we separate the drink-drivers, the single mother who defrauded the commonwealth and the accountant who 
may have been involved in tax avoidance from people who commit crimes of housebreaking, stealing cars, rape 
and murder.  We are breeding worse criminals when we mix those two categories of people together.   

An automatic compensation system should be available to people who are wrongly imprisoned.  My gut turns 
over when I see people like Beamish, Button, Mallard, Christie and others who have been convicted of murder 
and have spent years in jail only to be found not guilty because people like Tom Percy, QC, are prepared to take 
up their case pro bono; that is, without any reward.  People like Tom Percy are so passionate about this matter 
that they take on these cases when no-one else is interested and the courts have thumbed their nose at them.  
What a tragedy to lock up an innocent person in the jail system.  Someone said to me the other day, “If you were 
going to pay them compensation, you would pay them a fortune.”  Although we may not pay them a fortune, 
they must be paid something because there can be no substitute, monetary or otherwise, for having spent time in 
jail because of a wrong decision. 

The other great injustice of the criminal law system, according to my information, is that if a person happens to 
be charged by police with a serious crime based on the fact that somebody has made a vexatious complaint or 
one of that person’s enemies has done his best to try to stitch him up, and he employs a lawyer and a QC and 
goes through the process, which will probably take him about 12 months, he will probably be $100 000 out of 
pocket, only to be found not guilty.  Members might be surprised to learn that there is no redress.  No system is 
in place that allows for any kind of cost recovery for people who have been taken through the mill and who have 
sold their home and basically lost all the equity they had in their property to defend their name, only to be found 
not guilty.  Believe it or not, the Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions loses about half the cases that it 
takes to trial.  What an imposition on people’s lives, not to mention the fact that it could cost them $100 000 to 
prove themselves not guilty, and there is no cost recovery at the end of that process.  Although it would be 
difficult to have a full cost-recovery system, I believe we should be looking at some kind of cost recovery for 
those people who are subsequently found to be not guilty. 

Another issue that has always concerned me is that the media are allowed to print somebody’s name in the 
newspaper in connection with criminal allegations without those allegations having been proved to be true.  How 
many times have we heard that perhaps a schoolteacher has been accused of being a paedophile?  He appears on 
page 1 of the newspaper in connection with those allegations.  Twelve months later he is found not guilty - the 
complaint was not upheld - and the story appears on page 101.  I find it very difficult to agree to the concept of 
the media being able to print somebody’s name in the newspaper unless that person has been found guilty.  If the 
person has been found guilty, it is open slather; anything goes.  However, until that person has been found guilty, 
we must recognise that another court operates in the community, and it is called the court of public opinion.  
Sadly, the court of public opinion convicts people before the courts have a chance to do so. 

The DPP must be resourced properly.  The DPP is absolutely overloaded with work.  Although the office has had 
a budget increase in recent times, we need to keep our eye on that topic.  We also need to think about why it 
takes so long to get cases through the court system.  It is a great injustice for people to hang around for 12 
months, or perhaps 18 months.  Indeed, a recent report showed that lots of cases took more than 12 months to be 
concluded.  Our court system must be resourced to the point that it can adequately deal with those cases on a 
regular basis. 

On the issue of police, the districts must be resourced.  It is the case that most police districts always operate 
below their authorised strength.  That is an indictment of this government.  More police are leaving than are 
coming into the WA Police.  Two hundred and ninety-two police left the WA Police last year - a huge increase 
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on the previous year.  A lot of those police are leaving because they are getting bashed around.  They are not 
being supported by the government, and policing is increasingly becoming a problem for them.  We also need to 
beef up the reward system.  My ideas on that are based on the fact that there is no honour among thieves.  Of 
course, thieves do things for money.  Therefore, if we can get one thief to dob in another thief and pay a reward 
for that, we will have achieved something.  Crime Stoppers WA has a reward system.  I think it is about $50 000 
a year.  It is not very much in any case.  Nobody knows it exists and nobody rings Crime Stoppers just for the 
rewards.  We need to work out a model whereby the reward system is greatly increased, firstly, and is better 
known to the community.  I can tell the house that if there were a decent reward system that was well recognised 
in the community, people would start dobbing in others, and that could only be a good thing for us.   

We must look at antisocial behaviour and recognise that it is the unpunishable crime of the twenty-first century.  
It is a crime for which one cannot be fingered.  I call it a crime because I consider that it is a crime.  It is a very 
difficult crime to deal with and should be regarded as an absolute priority of law and order.  When people 
scream, fight, urinate or generally make life so difficult for innocent bystanders that they cannot even go about 
their business, we must say that enough is enough.  We must find some innovative way to deal with vehicle theft.  
Domestic violence must be addressed and we must ensure that battered partners have alternatives.  All too often 
people are the subject of ongoing domestic violence and have almost no opportunity to do anything about it.  
Many more refuges must be provided that have the capacity to look after battered partners and their children. 
We must examine also complaints made to the police by members of the public.  Sadly, many members of the 
public will make a complaint to a local police station but will never hear back from the police.  However, I am 
sure that when the Acting Speaker (Mr M.J. Cowper) was running his police station, that was not the case.  
Sadly, that is the case in this state.  I would like a 14 or 21-day turnaround time to be instituted from the time a 
complaint is made to the police.  The clock would begin ticking from the day somebody made a complaint to the 
police to the time the police got back to the complainant.  All too often complainants telephone the police to 
check on the status of their complaint only to be told that the relevant police officer is on holiday or is not on his 
shift.  A major review is needed into the paperwork and computer inputting requirements undertaken by the 
police.  So many police are tied either to their computer or to paperwork to the point at which front-line policing 
is suffering. 

Members will be pleased to know that I have nearly finished speaking.  The government’s record on child abuse 
in foster care and child care in this state is woeful.  I am prepared to put forward a new figure today.  Since the 
Labor Party formed government, 368 allegations of child abuse in foster care and departmental care have been 
made.  I repeat: since the Labor Party formed government, 368 allegations of child abuse in foster care and 
departmental care have been made.  That is a woeful record.  It is a record that the incoming Premier has 
recognised.  He has since dispatched the former Minister for Community Development from that portfolio.  We 
must examine the issue of mandatory reporting of child abuse.  Last year in Australia, 101 886 notifications of 
child abuse were reported.  Of those, only 2 400 pertained to Western Australia.  More people are reporting child 
abuse in the states that have mandatory reporting of child abuse than are people in Western Australia.  As a 
result, people are continuing to abuse our children.  That will be the great shame of this government.  Indeed, 
some 300 departmental workers called a crisis meeting because they were so horribly under-resourced and had 
so little faith in the Minister for Community Development that they decided they had to do something about it.  
Some caseworkers were facing up to 25 case loads at a time.  How on earth do government members think those 
caseworkers can adequately deal with 25 case loads at a time? 

It is important to take a big-picture approach to the issue of planning.  We must support our satellite cities - 
Fremantle, Joondalup, Midland and Mandurah - and we must stop the urban sprawl.  Those four satellite cities 
must be recognised and be beefed up to the point at which we take off some of the pressure on the CBD.  
Property rights continues to raise its head regarding planning.  When I drive down the south west and I see 
everywhere signs saying “hands off our land - Labor’s tax grab”, I think to myself, “Why have these people been 
moved to do this?”  Some of those signs are not handwritten; they have been written by a sign-writer and then 
put up.  The fact is that the greater Bunbury regional town planning scheme is causing so much distress in that 
area that it has reached the point at which people’s properties have already been devalued with next to no 
compensation being provided.  We must have a system in which people are fairly and adequately compensated 
for changes to regional town planning schemes.  Some changes might not take effect for 15 or 20 years.  
However, the fact is that as soon as the government puts a mark on the map, a person’s property is devalued.  We 
must address that issue - and we will.  Indeed, the member for Moore will be heavily involved in that issue.   

The Swan coastal plain wetlands policy is also causing considerable distress in the community.  The Labor 
Party’s policy is that wherever there is water, there is high conservation wetland.  It does not matter if somebody 
leaves a hose on in a certain area for a couple of hours; the Labor Party will come along and designate that area 
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high conservation wetland.  In doing so, it denies people their private property rights.  There is no doubt that we 
should recognise and protect the jewels in the crown - the serious high conservation wetlands.  However, we 
must look at this issue of going overboard and of calling damp land a wetland.  From day one, the Labor Party 
has gone overboard in the environment portfolio - there is no doubt about it.  The same can be said about the 
heritage portfolio.  If the state wants to feel warm and fuzzy about its heritage, it should pay for it.  If a person 
has bought a property and has particular intentions for that property and is prevented from carrying out those 
intentions because the state wants to feel warm and fuzzy about that property, the state should pay for it.  That is 
something we will no doubt address.   
I turn to the issue of energy.  It is a shame that the Premier is not in the chamber because I wanted to ask him 
about his big idea of building a gas pipeline from Western Australia all the way over to the eastern states.  I 
wanted to ask him where he is going to put it, how much it will cost and a heap of other questions.  The one 
thing that the Premier has obviously forgotten - one would think he might know a bit about this given that he is 
the Minister for State Development, albeit there are no acts under his control in that portfolio - is that gas from 
the North West Shelf fetches twice as much on overseas markets than it does on the domestic market.  We must 
have laws in place to quarantine a portion of domestic gas in those areas otherwise the whole lot will be sold 
overseas.  Why on earth would companies sell their gas on the domestic market for a pipeline that extends across 
the country when the return will be half as much as they could obtain from selling the gas overseas?   
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  You’re against it? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It is a ridiculous idea.  If the government can show me some economic modelling to suggest 
that companies that are getting twice as much money selling gas to Japan, India or China than they do selling it 
on the domestic market will be willing to sell their gas on the domestic market, I will be prepared to change my 
mind.  I have not seen any economic modelling to suggest that that would be the case.  As I said, we must 
quarantine a section of gas for domestic use, otherwise the gas companies will sell the whole lot overseas.  It is 
fine for the Premier to try to appear to be Mr Big Picture or Mr Visionary; however, he must do some homework 
on this issue.  Even though renewable energy is a considerably more expensive option than the conventional 
methods of production, it is something that we can and should pursue.  I know there are wind farms around the 
place.  I am very pleased that the federal government has engaged in the Solar Cities program.  I know the state 
government has put a bit of money into that program.  However, one thing we have in this state is an abundance 
of sun.  If there is one area of renewable energy we should be considering, it is solar energy.  I urge the 
government to keep looking at that issue.   

On the area of road safety - I will finish my contribution with this issue - it is often said that Multanovas are just 
revenue raising tools.  To some degree that statement is correct.  Multanovas were originally introduced under 
the guise that they would slow motorists down.  I have given a lot of thought to the ways in which we can slow 
motorists down using Multanova cameras.  What I have come up with is this: a sign placed many kilometres 
before a Multanova camera stating that drivers are about to go through a Multanova would have the effect of 
slowing down people for at least that distance.  For instance, if road safety policy permitted signs to be erected 
on major roads and highways a long way before Multanovas, it would undoubtedly have the effect of slowing 
down people.  For example, people going through Merredin on the Perth to Kalgoorlie road would slow down 
when they saw a sign on the side of the road stating that there was a Multanova camera somewhere on the road.  
If the camera did not actually pop up until Coolgardie, it would have the effect of slowing down people for that 
distance because they would be waiting for the Multanova. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Are you suggesting every Multanova or just some? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  On major roads and highways. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  For every Multanova? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  On major roads and highways. 

It would, therefore, have the effect of slowing down people, for which Multanovas were actually intended.  Sure, 
once people came across the camera, they might speed up again; but if it helped to slow down people for 10 or 
100 kilometres, there would be a resulting decrease in road safety problems.  We should also consider a system 
that rewards good drivers.  Currently, we are caught in a mindset that penalises bad drivers, but we do not do a 
lot to reward good drivers, such as those who have not lost a point from their licence for a year or two years. 

Mr Speaker, I have a fair bit more to say, but it is probably time I wrapped up my speech.  There are lots of good 
ideas around.  There are lots of issues that the government should be tackling.  The opposition will tackle those 
issues in the next 12 months.  We have indicated today that we intend to start with the issue of mandatory 
sentencing for anybody who seriously assaults a police officer.  It is time that we, as elected members of 
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Parliament, stood shoulder to shoulder with the police service in this state and provided police officers with 
legislation to protect them during the course of their duty.  This is the first of many initiatives to come from the 
opposition and I look forward to the government’s support. 

MS J.A. RADISICH (Swan Hills) [5.11 pm]:  It gives me great pleasure today to respond to the Premier’s 
Statement, which is a trial that the government has introduced into the Assembly.  I congratulate the Premier at 
this time for taking on the leadership of the state Parliamentary Labor Party and the leadership of the state of 
Western Australia.  This is a very exciting time.  Premier Carpenter has illustrated that he has a clear vision for 
the future of our state.  It is a vision that is very exciting to be part of.  I also acknowledge the role that the 
former Premier, Hon Dr Geoff Gallop, played in leading the state in the past five years.  Dr Gallop presided over 
a government which was reformist, which gave the state a great deal of benefit and which took Western 
Australia forward in many respects, some of which have been outlined today.  Those benefits will be noted for 
many years to come. 

It was my intention to focus my remarks today mainly on the remarks made by the Premier.  I will do that, but it 
is interesting to note that the opposition has suddenly become very interested in the East Metropolitan Region, 
particularly my electorate of Swan Hills.  I will, therefore, ensure that I reflect on and respond to many of the 
comments made by the Leader of the Opposition in his remarks.  However, I must first make some comments 
about the state of the state. 

The Premier outlined a program for diversification, which is one program that is a little overdue.  The Premier 
commented on creating high-value and job-creating industries, which is something that Western Australia 
desperately needs.  We have for far too long relied on the resources sector as our major economic driver.  
Generally speaking, people of my generation and people younger and slightly older do not believe that that is the 
way for the long-term future of this state.  I recall visiting a coal mine in the first term of the Labor government - 
I think it was in Collie.  The coal mine company told us proudly of its access to 100 years worth of coal reserves.  
The problem is that it took 150 million years to create that coal reserve and it will take only 100 more years for it 
to evaporate.  That is a great concern to me.  It is one reason that the Premier’s commitment to science and 
innovation, and more importantly to investment in those areas to create new jobs, new opportunities and a new 
economy in Western Australia for both domestic and export purposes, is essential and, as I said, somewhat 
overdue.   

I am having a birthday soon and I will be 30.  I was preparing the invitation list -  

Several members interjected.  
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  It is this month.  It is a sitting day, so members can say happy birthday at that time.  I was 
constructing my birthday invitation list.  It was quite a shock to me to find that 50 per cent of my closest friends, 
the people I went to school and university with and so forth, will not be able to come.  The reason they will not 
be able to come is that they live either interstate or overseas - places all around the world, whether it be Sydney, 
Melbourne, New York, Geneva, The Hague or South Africa.  A lot of people from Western Australia, 
particularly young people who are trained, skilled and qualified and, in many cases, are professionals, simply 
leave Western Australia.   
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  Anything to get away from a Labor government!   
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I do not think it is exactly a new phenomenon.  I think it is a generational phenomenon, 
not an ideological one.  I am quite confident that many people who fall within this category will return to 
Western Australia.  My friends say to me that when they get married and have children, they will return because 
there is no better place on earth to raise a family and have that kind of life.  However, in the early years it is 
about getting as much experience in their profession as possible, making some money in the early stages of life 
to try to set themselves up for the future, and all those worthwhile initiatives.  Western Australia simply does not 
provide the opportunities for young people to do that.  I hope that through our investment in science and 
innovation, we will be able to start attracting different companies with management structures that will provide 
opportunities for educated and qualified people to stay in WA.   
I am quite interested in economic development.  At the end of last year, some of my colleagues from the 
chamber accompanied me to an Australia New Zealand economic development conference.  It was extremely 
elucidating for us as members; it was as though we had flashing lights on our head or a stamp across our face 
indicating that we were some kind of aliens and did not belong.  The conference was held in Auckland and was 
attended by people from the eastern seaboard of Australia and from the length and breadth of New Zealand.  We 
as Western Australians were almost outcasts.  There was a lot of discussion about one economic market, but they 
were talking about the eastern states of Australia and New Zealand.  I thought, “Hang on a minute.  We have one 
economic market and that is Australia.”  I do not mind entering into greater trading relationships with New 
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Zealand, but certainly not at the expense of Western Australia, which, as we all know, contributes 30 per cent to 
the gross domestic product of this country.   
The Carpenter government’s initiative of creating a Western Australian office in Canberra is absolutely essential 
and, again, overdue.  It is an important initiative and one that will -  
Mr A.D. McRae:  It is innovative. 
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  It is innovative.  I thank the member for Riverton.  The face of Western Australia needs 
to be front and centre where it happens in this country.  Unfortunately, the decisions are made and the funding is 
allocated in the eastern states, whether that be in Canberra or, in some cases, in Sydney and Melbourne.  People 
in the eastern states often forget the important role that Western Australia plays.  Although we need to take 
responsibility for ourselves and not complain about their attitude to the west, this new office should serve us well 
in getting our point across on a more regular basis than we have been able to in the past and in an extremely 
forceful way.  I look forward to seeing that develop.   
I will make a few comments about the food in this state.  The realignment of the Carpenter government ministry 
has resulted in the creation of a new portfolio - the Minister for Agriculture and Food - and that is something I 
welcome.  As members will be aware, I am fortunate to chair the Economics and Industry Standing Committee, 
which is currently inquiring into the production and marketing of foodstuffs.  The committee is putting a lot of 
effort into that inquiry, and I am pleased that the government seems to be responding in some way.  Members 
will be aware that the committee will bring down its report on food in about three weeks.  It is an issue like fuel, 
football or children’s health and education.  It is something that we all care about; something that does not have 
an ideological basis.  It is something that we can all work together to improve.  Concerning the provision and 
production of food, I often compare the role of farmers with the important roles of teachers, nurses and police 
officers in the state.  We have to have a comprehensive food supply system in Western Australia and Australia.  
It has to be a secure system.  I hope that the new focus that this government is putting on food - its provision, 
supply and consumption - will serve Western Australians well in the future. 

There are a number of local issues that I wish to raise.  I know that my time to speak today is running out.  The 
Leader of the Opposition talked about Middle Swan Road.  As I mentioned earlier, it is something I am more 
than happy to talk about.  A commitment was made to that road prior to the last election, which is now more than 
one year ago.  Members would and should be aware that major infrastructure projects do not suddenly get built 
overnight.  This project has been funded at $27 million.  It has also been estimated to take four years from the 
time of its announcement to the time of the opening of the road.  It does not take a rocket scientist to figure out 
why it will take four years.  There are significant issues around the duplication of Middle Swan Road, which will 
form an extension of Reid Highway.  The issues include Aboriginal heritage, which exists at the back of the 
brickworks site in Midland.  They also concern environmental approvals, which have to be granted for every 
development project.  There is also planning, design, drafting and community consultation.  Significantly, the 
road does not involve only road construction.  It includes rebuilding the bridge that crosses the Swan River.  A 
number of models could be used to construct the new bridge, and they have varying implications for the 
environment in the area and the river.  Prior to tenders being issued for the construction of the project, all the 
planning and engineering processes and so forth must be entered into and done in a comprehensive way.  It 
disappoints me - or perhaps it is a compliment - that the Leader of the Opposition thinks that the Carpenter 
government can simply make an announcement and that there will be a new road to drive on the next day!  
Unfortunately, it takes a lot longer than that to construct new infrastructure that meets all the necessary 
regulations that apply to every other project. 

That is not the only area in which there is some mischief-making by the Liberals.  I am not sure what they are up 
to; perhaps they are trying to get under my skin.  Frankly, it does not do much for me.  In fact, it bores me.  Let 
me tell members that the approach of the Liberals in my electorate leaves a lot to be desired.  I have worked 
extensively with the local community to develop projects and new infrastructure that means something to people.  
If the Liberals want to come along and sledge every project that we are working on for the benefit of the 
community, the only people who will suffer are local residents and community members.  People can try to 
damage me personally.  I say: bring it on and good luck to them.  I will put my name to projects only if they are 
of benefit to the community.   
Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I will give the house an example: the Herne Hill rail stop.  I will tell the house why the 
government is investing in it and how wrong the Liberals are in opposing the idea.  For members who recall the 
last term of the last Liberal government, a significant investment was made in the AvonLink rail service.  
Members would know that is a commuter service between Toodyay and the city.  It takes commuters to the city 
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in the morning and back again in the evening.  Using the same line and train is the Merredin shopper service, 
which operates three times a day.  It occurred to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure and me that, with a 
brand new train - which was committed to by the National Party when it last held the transport portfolio - 
travelling through a region in which many passengers could benefit from the service and to which many millions 
of dollars were committed by the former conservative government as an operational commitment to the service, 
we could actually get a few more people to get on the train!  I am sorry if people think that that is a bad idea, but 
we have been working hard to have a platform built as a temporary model for local people in the Swan Valley to 
enable them to walk to the station or park locally and take the train to Midland or change and continue to the 
city.  Most commuters in the Swan Valley use a vehicle.  This government is committed to public transport and 
to try to minimise wastage.  It has been argued that the cost apportioned to the Herne Hill rail stop is excessive 
and might cause wastage.  In an ideal world we would not have to have that stop built, because the excessive 
funds that have been committed to the AvonLink service, which goes to Toodyay, would never have been signed 
off on in the first place.  However, this government is not in a position to cancel that contract and suffer 
exorbitant cancellation fees or contract breach costs.  We are trying to make the best of a less than perfect 
situation and allow people to get on the train.  I do not think that intention lacks merit. 
Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Yes, they are the member’s colleagues.   

Mr J.H.D. Day:  Are they saying there should not be a railway station? 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I refer the member to the Echo newspaper, volume 20, number 993, of Saturday, 4 March 
2006.  The location of the train stop has been moved 700 metres from its original position. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Who is saying that?  Who is criticising it? 
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Hon Helen Morton, MLC. 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  They are concerned about the location rather than the fact of it.   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Certainly.  As with any other project, part of the process that we now have in place is a 
development application through the local government authority; that involves a community consultation 
process.  We have consulted with the community through various means over the past two years.  It is quite 
interesting.  As the local member, I have been criticised not only for this project going beyond schedule, which I 
admit it has, and about which I am very disappointed and I have raised the matter with the Public Transport 
Authority, but also for the fact that the project is happening at all.  The strange thing is that I have been criticised 
for both those things by the same people.  I do not mind being criticised, but they cannot have it both ways: 
either they want the station or they do not.  I am doing everything I can to get the stop on track and in place as 
quickly as possible so that people can get the benefit.  The minister has said that this proposal will be developed 
as a two-year trial.  Even if it does not work out in the long run, at least we will have tried to make more use of 
publicly funded infrastructure and services to benefit more people with the dollars invested. 

I want to raise a couple more issues in the short time I have left.  Briefly, I was pleased to hear earlier the 
Minister for Police’s comments on fixed speed cameras at school crossings.  This initiative is certainly 
worthwhile, and in the case of my electorate, it is one that I think Upper Swan Primary School in particular 
would welcome.  I believe it is the only primary school in the metropolitan area that is located on a national 
highway where the speed limit is 80 kilometres an hour.  A fixed speed camera at that location would serve as a 
significant deterrent to people who flout the law and particularly put children’s lives in danger.  The issues of the 
Great Northern Highway speed zoning outside the school, the crossing and the parking are very complex.  My 
view is that the speed limit outside that school on that highway must be reduced.  I have made representations to 
this effect in the past but have not been successful.  As the eastern region, particularly Upper Swan, The Vines, 
Ellenbrook, Bullsbrook and so forth, develops at the rate it is developing, many more types of vehicles, including 
heavy haulage vehicles, will put students at Upper Swan Primary School further at risk.  I seek a reduction of the 
speed limit in that area, which I concede would need to have some support from organisations such as the 
Transport Forum WA and the Transport Workers’ Union.  To have a fixed speed camera at that site would be a 
genuine and incontrovertible deterrent for would-be speeders on that national highway. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I also want to make some comments about the Mundaring trade centre, which issue has 
been raised previously in this Parliament.  Unfortunately, when that subdivision to establish a light industrial site 
in Mundaring occurred some 20 years ago, insufficient power was allocated to it.  Full occupancy of the site has 
not been taken up and the businesses that operate there cannot access enough power to conduct their daily 
businesses.  This is extremely frustrating for me and for the businesses that operate from the trade centre in 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 7 March 2006] 

 p47b-102a 
Mr Alan Carpenter; Mr Matt Birney; Speaker; Ms Jaye Radisich; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr John Kobelke; Acting 

Speaker; Mr John D'Orazio; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan; Mr Bob Kucera; Dr Graham Jacobs; Mr 
John McGrath; Ms Dianne Guise; Mr Tony Simpson 

 [21] 

Mundaring.  This is not an issue that I will ignore or set aside.  I have been advocating on this issue for two to 
three years and have knocked on every door possible.  What is frustrating for me is that Western Power does not 
seem to have the community service obligation that I would expect it to have.  There is now a new system of 
disaggregated power services, and I would have hoped that in situations like the Mundaring trade centre issue, 
which fall outside the normal course of events, some concessions could be made.  The latest quote I had to fix 
this problem was approximately $325 000, but that was obtained in 2004 and I am sure that inflation and other 
factors have kicked in since then.  We need money to fix and provide more and better power supplies for those 
businesses.  I do not know what I have to do to get Western Power to understand the importance of providing - 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Get the minister to tell them. 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  As the member would know, with a corporatised model the minister does not have the 
ability to direct in that way.  This issue has been ongoing, and will be ongoing, until I can fix it and that is 
certainly what I am seeking to do. 

Finally, I will respond to an issue raised by the Leader of the Opposition with which I agree, and that is to do 
with refuges, particularly refuges for women who have suffered incidences of domestic violence.  I attended a 
local community group recently, of which many members would be aware, called the Hills Community Support 
Group and, although that group has been engaged in community development work for many years, this was a 
question that people never thought to ask about until it was put right in front of them.  The question relates to 
access to refuges by women who are victims of domestic violence and who are either under 18 or 16 years of age 
and who have a child or children.  Most refuges around the metropolitan area take victims aged from 18 and 
above.  The police are empowered to take action on domestic violence matters and as these issues have been 
brought more out into the open and have been raised in forums such as the Parliament, the media and so forth, 
people feel more free and comfortable about speaking up and asking for help when it is necessary.  It is 
unfortunately the case that often the women who get into these situations, whether or not by choice, and have 
children at a relatively young age have been subject to domestic violence.  However, it has been brought to my 
attention that only one refuge in the metropolitan area would take a woman aged under 16 years with a child and 
another refuge - that is, two - would take a woman under 18 years of age, with a child, who was a victim of 
domestic violence.  What has been identified is a severe lack of services for that quite young age group of 
mothers who are unfortunate victims.  I will be raising that issue with the Minister for Community Development 
and other ministers who are interested in taking it up so that we can provide safe houses and refuges for those 
people in our community who need them most. 

I will finish with an issue that is close to my heart and that has been debated in this chamber time and time again.  
That is Ellenbrook secondary college.  Although many members on the opposite side of the house said it would 
never happen, I am pleased to report that last Friday the Minister for Education and Training accompanied me to 
Ellenbrook for a formal ceremony that included the turning of the sod for that school.  Two to three months of 
earthworks and construction for that new high school have occurred, and the walls are now going up.  A new 
principal, Mr Leigh Cottrill, was appointed a few days ago, and I was pleased to meet him and welcome him to 
Ellenbrook.  This is an exciting opportunity for all of us.  Between 2001 and 2003, and perhaps even at the 
beginning of 2004, I spoke in this Parliament many times during the budget debates and other general debates 
about the need for a high school in Ellenbrook.  I am very pleased that with the cooperation of the former 
Minister for Education and Training and now Premier, and the Treasurer, we have secured the funding for that 
project.  A great deal of effort has been made in the past 18 months to help that school come to fruition.  I 
publicly thank and acknowledge the parents and staff from the primary schools, the Department of Education 
and Training, and our partners LWP Property Group and the City of Swan, for contributing to the 
implementation process to make that school a reality.  It is very exciting for me that this is happening.  It goes to 
show that with the cooperation and collaboration of community members, as well as recognition by government 
of the important needs in our local communities, we can make a difference; and surely that is why we are all here 
as members of Parliament.  I thank members for the opportunity to respond to the Premier’s Statement.  I hope 
this trial is successful and we can do it again next year. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [5.38 pm]:  I intend to spend two or three minutes talking about my shadow 
portfolios, and I foreshadow that I will then move an amendment to the motion before the house -  

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  What are your shadow portfolios? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Police and justice. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  What happened to tourism? 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I do not want to waste time today, but I will tell the minister one day what happened to 
him in tourism.   

I want to pick up on a couple of things that have been said by the Leader of the Opposition today about the lack 
of support from this Carpenter Labor government for police officers in this state, because lack of support is 
certainly what it is.  I foreshadow that when the Minister for Police and Emergency Services eventually comes 
into this place with some amendments to the legislation, all he will do is what the Attorney General did a few 
years ago when some seniors in this state had been seriously bashed; that is, simply increase the maximum 
penalty.  In that case the Attorney General increased the maximum penalty from 15 to 20 years.  In this case the 
maximum penalty will probably be increased from 10 to 15 years, although the government may increase it from 
10 to 20 years to make people think it is serious about this matter.  However, we know, and the public knows, 
that the courts dish out the maximum penalty only for people who are found guilty of wilful murder.  It is 
appalling that under the current law in Western Australia the penalty for a person who bashes a copper is a fine 
of about $150.  That is the equivalent of the penalty for a parking or speeding offence.  We will not stand for 
that.  If the government does not bring in strong legislation, we will bring in private member’s legislation and put 
members opposite on the spot to see whether they are willing to support the police officers in this state.   

I want to share with the house that today the main culprit in the severe assault of those two police officers in the 
north west was granted bail on $5 000 surety to appear in court later this month.  It is extraordinary that such a 
person should be granted bail.  In my view this person should stay in jail.  If the courts are willing to let people 
who have acted in such a vicious way against our police officers get out on bail, we have a problem on our 
hands.  

Mr T.R. Sprigg interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Exactly.  It was $5 000.  Someone has obviously put up the money.  I would like to know 
who put up the bail.  I am sure we will find out in the near future.  I find it extraordinary that someone who 
severely bashed two police officers should be allowed out on bail.  I will make one other point in this area; that 
is, the big lie that the Gallop Labor government told in its first term of office that it would increase the number of 
police officers by 250 in that term.  That is completely untrue, and the official police records show that.  I have 
said it before, but it has not had much of a media run.  I will say it in this house, so that it goes on the record.  I 
have here the official numbers from the WA Police database, giving the total number of male and female police 
officers over the five-year period.  The increase was not 250; it was not even 200.  It was 165.  That is all.  More 
frighteningly, the government has promised 350 more officers in its present term.  It does not have a hope in hell 
of reaching that figure, because at the moment we are losing more police officers than are being recruited.  That 
is a very big worry, to not only the existing officers, who are doing a great job out there, but also members of the 
public.  I wanted to raise those two issues before moving the amendment to the motion.  

Amendment to Motion 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I move - 

That the following words be inserted after “noted” - 

and the Minister for Police and Emergency Services be urged to answer questions relating to 
the “Godfather” affair that are outside the scope of his portfolio, including, but not limited to - 
(1) When and how did the Minister for Police and Emergency Services first know that 

Mr Tony Drago was the owner of a carpet business? 
(2) When and how did the Minister for Police and Emergency Services first find out that 

Mr Drago had handed over 50 per cent of his business to Mr Spagnolo? 
(3) When and how did the Minister for Police and Emergency Services first find out that 

Mr Drago had not charged Mr Spagnolo anything in return for handing over 50 per 
cent of his business to him? 

(4) Did the Minister for Police and Emergency Services follow up with either Mr Drago 
or Mr Spagnolo, after the now infamous meeting in the minister’s electorate office, to 
determine whether the pair had resolved their issues; and, if so, on what date did this 
occur and was he then advised that a business deal had been done? 

(5) Was the Minister for Police and Emergency Services aware, prior to the meeting in 
his electorate office involving Mr Drago and Mr Spagnolo, that Mr Drago’s carpet 
business did work for the City of Bayswater; and, if so, how did the minister find this 
out? 
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(6) Did the Minister for Police and Emergency Services receive legal advice in respect to 
the issues raised in the recent The West Australian articles concerning business deals 
in the City of Bayswater; and, if he did, who paid for this legal advice? 

(7) Has the Minister for Police and Emergency Services or any of his staff had any 
contact with Mr Drago about the series of newspaper articles regarding the 
“Godfather” affair since their publication?  If so, what were the dates and times of 
these contacts? 

This is a really serious affair.  An enormous black cloud hangs over all these allegations about the City of 
Bayswater, and anybody who played a peripheral part, advised, or in any way had associations with anybody 
involved in the allegations of corruption.  We know Mr Spagnolo has been charged, but it is much wider than 
that.  I cannot accept that, after Mr Drago asked the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to convene a 
meeting with Mr Spagnolo, which was, in his own words, to try to sort out this business deal that was causing a 
problem - Mr Spagnolo asked for 10 per cent, then 30 per cent, and finally 50 per cent - the word “business” did 
not appear on the agenda, and was not even spoken in the electorate office.  I do not believe it.  The Minister for 
Police says that the phone tap of the conversation that he had with Mr Spagnolo showed quite clearly that there 
was no business discussed in his office.  That is nonsense.  That was a phone tap on the conversation that he had 
with Mr Spagnolo in relation to calling the meeting.  Was the minister’s office bugged?  That is a good question.  
There are so many questions that we need answered.   

Yesterday I read Paul Murray’s article on the whole affair with great interest.  He was more educated on the 
whole affair than he was last Monday when he interviewed the minister.  At the end of the day, Paul Murray said 
virtually the same thing that I said last week when the CCC issued its findings.  I have great concerns about the 
CCC now.  The CCC has no ability and no authority to investigate anybody other than a public official who 
might act corruptly.  If the minister or any member of parliament acts corruptly other than in his duties as a 
member of parliament, the CCC cannot investigate or find any charges against them.  Those are its limitations.  
That is the stance it took in the Moira Rayner affair, another big question mark over the CCC.  In the initial 
report on Moira Rayner, she was not found to be culpable of anything because her actions were done, she says, 
as a private citizen.  It was not until the opposition, the DPP and Malcolm McCusker had another look at the 
situation that the police and the DPP investigated more.   
Today I am calling for the Premier to initiate an inquiry with the powers of a royal commission to carry out an 
investigation into this whole affair.  The question I want answered - I cannot ask the CCC because it will not tell 
me - is: why did the CCC not insist that the minister give evidence when it first took evidence from Mr Spagnolo 
and Mr Drago?  Mr Drago made it quite clear that a business meeting had been arranged through a friend.  Patti 
Chong made the first reference to somebody called the “Godfather”.  That was unfortunate but that is what she 
said.  Did she know that the person who arranged that business meeting was the minister or was she guessing 
that it may have been somebody Italian?  I do not think so.  If it was, it is disgraceful because the people who are 
carrying out this investigation knew that the Minister for Police had brokered a meeting between Mr Drago and 
Mr Spagnolo in his electorate office.   

Mr Drago has changed his evidence.  He has had a different story in the past couple of weeks from what he had 
last year.  Quite clearly, according to the transcript, he referred to a friend calling the meeting to sort out business 
arrangements.  We now know that that friend was the Minister for Police.  If Patti Chong was not informed that 
it was the Minister for Police, what is going on in the CCC?  Did the investigators suddenly think that there was 
a government minister involved in this somewhere?  Did they say, “He is having phone calls with a person we 
have a great interest in and there is possibly a corruption charge coming up?” Then they have Mr Drago as well.  
If they were doing their job properly, they would have bugged the minister’s office.  I would have.  If they go to 
the trouble of bugging other people’s telephones and establish that the Minister for Police has had telephone 
conversations with somebody who is charged with corruption, one would think they would bug his office.  Did 
they?  We do not know.  It would be very interesting if they did.  Out of the three people involved now, one or 
two of them are telling lies.  It is quite simple; members opposite can work it out.  At one point, two people said 
that business was discussed at a meeting in the minister’s electorate office and of course, initially, the minister 
said that business was not discussed.  Mr Drago has since changed his story and is saying that business was not 
discussed, only personal issues were discussed.  That raises questions.  Two people said business was discussed 
and one did not; namely, the minister.  Two people are now saying business was not discussed; namely, the 
minister and his good friend Mr Drago.  Somebody is not telling the truth.  Therefore a specific inquiry should 
be established to find out the truth.   
Many issues are involved in this scenario.  I have referred to this as “Carpetgate”.  Allegations have been made 
of corruption in carpet contract dealings within the City of Bayswater.  That is why I want an investigation held 
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into events as far as back as seven years ago.  How long has this sort of behaviour been going on in the City of 
Bayswater?  I have another question.  Certain Labor Party members are members of the City of Bayswater. 
A member interjected. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Obviously the City of Bayswater was getting a bit nervous about this.  I refer to a special 
meeting of the City of Bayswater on 22 June last year, at the same time Councillor Marlene Robinson was a 
member of the staff of the previous Premier, Geoff Gallop.  I am sure the Minister for Police has a good idea 
who she is.  Why did Councillor Robinson move that that special meeting be held not in the council chamber but 
in the reception area, and why in the same motion did she move that the meeting not be recorded?  Why does the 
minister think that motion was moved? 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Why don’t you ask her? 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  We would love to, but we want someone with authority to ask these questions.  
Unfortunately, a bit of a stink has been attached to the City of Bayswater.  Unless a proper inquiry with the 
powers of a royal commission is held, we will not find out.  Members opposite spent almost $2 million on an 
inquiry into the City of Joondalup because the chief executive officer had a dodgy curriculum vitae.  I did not 
condone that inquiry in any way.  The government spent almost $2 million hounding the City of Joondalup.  The 
Minister for Local Government and Regional Development sacked the council basically because the chief 
executive officer had a dodgy CV.  In this case, allegations have been made and people have been charged with 
corruption over contracts within the City of Bayswater and the government does not want to do a thing; it only 
wants to cover it up.  This is WA Inc II.  The situation reflects the way the government behaved in the 1980s and 
early 1990s and that is being repeated in the middle of the 2000s. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  You don’t believe that do you? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I want the minister to answer the questions.  Will he answer all those questions? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I have answered them all 100 times. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, he has not.  Will the minister answer them all again?  We would love to know the 
answers.  When will he answer them? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Keep going. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I cannot ask those questions during question time because they do not relate to the 
minister’s portfolio; they relate to something far more serious.  I want the minister truly cleared.  The Corruption 
and Crime Commission cannot clear him.  From what I can gather, the CCC could not investigate his activities 
because he has done nothing wrong as a minister or a member of Parliament.  It has no jurisdiction to investigate 
whether the minister had talks with his two good friends about business dealings because he did not do that as a 
member of Parliament or as a minister. 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Did you not hear what I said today? 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I have heard everything the minister said.  He said that the word business did not come up 
in the meeting he arranged in his electorate office.  I have to tell the minister that I do not believe him and nor do 
I think the world outside believes him. 
[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am allowed an extension of time; the Leader of the House cannot shut me up that easily. 

Point of Order 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The 20 minutes is allowed only when speaking to an amendment.  I understand the 
member is speaking to an amendment, because the amendment has been moved.  Perhaps I am incorrect and the 
amendment was not moved.  However, if the member did move the amendment, then he is now speaking to the 
amendment, in which case he has only 20 minutes. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  You are wrong again.  I have the whole 30 minutes.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr S.C. Thomas):  I am informed that when speaking to the amendment it is 
assumed that the member is speaking to both the amendment and the initial motion.  The member has been 
granted an extension of time; that is, 30 minutes. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  When one has been here long enough, one learns a few things.   
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I have outlined the problem we have had with the Corruption and Crime Commission investigating this matter.  
As I said earlier, the same applied to Moira Rayner because there is a limit to what it can do.  There is a limit to 
what the CCC can do in this case.  The public wants to know what happened.  If the minister is honest, he will 
have to stand and say that the word “business” was not used in the meeting that was brokered in his office when 
Mr Drago phoned him and asked him to arrange the meeting because there were some business problems 
between him and Adam Spagnolo.  Will the minister honestly stand and say that?  Has the minister actually said 
that on oath?  We have not seen in the transcript that the word “business” was not discussed and no business 
whatsoever -  

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  The business arrangements were not discussed. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  “Business arrangements” - the minister is playing with words. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  You are.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, the minister is playing with words.  The minister knows and I know that the 
breakdown in communications between Drago and Spagnolo was over the percentage of business that Drago was 
being forced to give to Spagnolo.  That is what Drago says. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  No. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is what he said in his earlier sworn testimony.  I am not saying that that is what was 
said at the minister’s office, but that was the initial problem.  Drago offered, I think, 10 per cent to start with and 
that was not good enough for Spagnolo and it ended up at 50 per cent.  For what?  Why did Spagnolo not pay 
any money for 50 per cent of someone’s business?  I will tell the house why.  It was because he knew the only 
way to get further contracts and, therefore, a lot more carpet business was if he gave away 50 per cent to 
somebody else.  That is the fact. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Why would you have a business meeting when the person who owns the business is not 
even there?  That is Emilio - Adam Spagnolo’s son.  Why would you have such a meeting? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Because his father spoke for him.  Both the minister and I know that. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Absolute rubbish! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  At the end of the day is anyone going to charge Mr Drago with corruption?  Adam 
Spagnolo is being charged because he was working within the City of Bayswater.  He is a public official so they 
can do that.  What about Drago?  Has he been charged?  He has not been charged.  He is part and parcel of the 
corruption that may have gone on there and so is anyone else who may have brokered a deal; that is, if they 
brokered a deal.  People want to know whether the minister had any involvement in that whatsoever.   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I did not. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I hope the minister did not.  At the end of the day, the minister should come clean and 
admit that business was discussed at the meeting in his office.  He knows it was; I know it was.  I am not saying 
it was corrupt business.  However, business was discussed.  All the while the minister maintains it was not, his 
credibility comes down so much and that upsets me because I do not like to see that happen.  Many questions 
need to be answered.   

Why was the $20 000 that went missing for a while paid to the charity a year after it was actually raised?   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  What was that? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The $20 000.  The minister knows what I am talking about; that is, the fundraiser in the 
early part of last year. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Am I to blame for that too? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I would like to know what the minister knows about it and I would like the police to 
investigate it.  The CCC cannot do that; it is not in its province to do that.  Quite frankly, the CCC is as weak as 
anything.  It can investigate a member of Parliament only if that member has used his position as a minister or 
member of Parliament to act corruptly.  Then it can investigate that minister or member of Parliament and charge 
him.  It cannot do that if a minister or member of Parliament does that as a private citizen and that is the 
weakness in this case.  I am sure the minister has had plenty of meetings with his friends of many years.  Good 
luck to him.  I want the minister to be honest and come clean and admit that business was discussed.  I am not 
saying it was corrupt business.  That is for others to determine, but business was discussed.  The minister was the 
mediator between Tony Drago and Adam Spagnolo to try to get them to come together so that at the end of the 
day Spagnolo’s son could do quite well and Mr Drago could do quite well out of the possible carpet business.  
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“Carpetgate”, WA Inc II - all these things are being said about this now and it will get bigger and bigger.  It 
needs to be nipped in the bud and the only way to do that is to have a proper and open inquiry. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.00 pm 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister was just saying how hot it is in the chamber.  I think it may be because he is 
coming under a bit of pressure here.  I do not think it is really anything to do with the lights; I think it is the 
subject that is before the house at the moment. 

Today I gave the minister a whole list of questions, and I gave him the opportunity to read them during the 
dinner break.  I hope that when I sit at the end of my contribution to the debate on the amendment I have moved, 
the minister will take the opportunity to answer not only the questions I have put before him as part of the 
amendment, but also the other questions that I raised during the general debate.  The minister maintains that 
there was no discussion involving business or business arrangements between Mr Drago and Mr Spagnolo.  
Enlighten us, minister, because that was the whole purpose of the meeting that was called by the minister, on the 
request of Mr Drago.  If nothing to do with business was discussed in the meeting, I want the minister to take the 
opportunity to stand in a minute and tell us exactly what was discussed.  Did one of the partners have bad breath 
or body odour or something like that?  Was that the problem that these two cousins had between themselves?  I 
cannot believe that would be the case.  I believe the case is that it was business, and it was the arrangement of 
what percentage Mr Drago would reluctantly have to give to Mr Spagnolo’s son to try to ensure that Mr Drago 
still got some contract work for his carpet business.  I think one of the things that he said in sworn testimony was 
that he would rather have 50 per cent of something than 100 per cent of nothing.  That shows the level of control 
over carpet contracts that were to be dished out by the City of Bayswater. 

I said earlier that I basically want an inquiry set up by the government, but with the powers of a royal 
commission, that can investigate all this stuff.  For how long were these corrupt business arrangements regarding 
carpet contracts going on?  Was it two years, was it five years or was it longer?  Was it seven years?  Is it not 
amazing that the terms of reference that the Corruption and Crime Commission worked on went back until 2002?  
That is the year after the Minister for Police and for Justice was elected to this Parliament.  Should the terms of 
reference not go back further than that?  I think it would be very helpful.  I am sure, as the past mayor of 
Bayswater, that the minister would have known a lot of things that were going on.  If there was anything that the 
minister even remotely thought might have been corrupt, he has a duty to give that information and that evidence 
to the CCC. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Absolutely. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Yes, absolutely. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  And I would. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  However, unless the terms of reference go back further than 2002, the CCC will never 
know.  That is why the terms of reference need to go back further than 2002.  All the CCC is looking at, 
basically, is a three-year period.  That is not enough.  If special deals on carpets were happening, were any 
special deals happening with other supplies and other services to the City of Bayswater?  I cannot understand 
how Mr Spagnolo, who was classed as a swimming pool inspector, could have that sort of influence.  Obviously 
I do not know the workings of the City of Bayswater. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Do you want me to explain that?  He was the pool inspector in 2001 while I was the mayor 
and he was promoted to the building manager when I left. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  He obviously had a lot influence there because he went from being the pool inspector to 
being the building manager within one year.  Goodness gracious me!  How did he get that type of promotion?  It 
is not as though he worked through the ranks. 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  Did he get a reference from the former mayor? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Exactly. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  No. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Many questions need to be answered.  These are the questions that need to be answered.  
I want the minister to provide as many answers as he can.  I want him to have the guts when he stands to give the 
answers to those questions.  I do not want the Leader of the House to try to defend the Minister for Police and to 
steer the debate on the amendment in another direction.  I am sure that that is what he will try to do.  I want the 
Minister for Police to show us that he is a man of integrity and character.  He should tell us exactly what was 
said at the business meeting that took place in his office. 
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Mr J.C. Kobelke:  He already has. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, he has not.  One or two of the three people involved are telling lies.  All three cannot 
be telling lies, because they have conflicting stories.  Drago and Spagnolo said one thing and the Minister for 
Police said something different when he was first asked about and commented on this matter. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Absolutely not. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It is absolutely true.  The minister should look at the record of what was said during the 
Corruption and Crime Commission investigation and what the minister said when he was first referred to - 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  You know that what you are saying is false.  What you are saying is totally false, and you 
know it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Leader of the House can try to defend his minister, which is what I expect him to do. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  He doesn’t have to. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  If no business was spoken about whatsoever in his electorate office, the Minister for 
Police should stand and defend himself.  I do not believe that no business was discussed.  The whole purpose of 
the meeting involved a business arrangement that was going sour.  It is because 10 per cent was not enough for 
Spagnolo’s son and, at the end of the day, Drago had to give 50 per cent.  As he said in sworn testimony, 50 per 
cent of something is 100 per cent better than nothing.  If that was not discussed at the minister’s electorate office, 
the minister should tell us exactly what was discussed. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  BO. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I do not think they discussed bad breath or body odour.  I think it was something to do 
with the business.  The point of Mr Drago asking the minister to get Mr Spagnolo to attend the meeting was to 
discuss the business problems Mr Drago was having.  That is what was said in sworn testimony.  The minister 
can get up and tell us something different. 

Another area I want to cover is the matter of the $20 000 that was reported in The West Australian on 24 
November.  That money was raised more than a year ago.  It was only a few days before that matter hit the press 
that the minister’s good friend, Mr Magro - 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Do I get blamed for this as well? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Who was the fundraiser in aid of?  Who benefited from it?  Was it for the minister’s 
election campaign in 2005? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  No.  Read it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I have read it.  The trouble is that he has not been investigated enough.  The CCC cannot 
investigate Mr Magro. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Why not? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  This is something that he did outside his official capacity as the Mayor of Bayswater.  
That is why the police must investigate the matter.  They need to investigate what has been going on in and 
around the City of Bayswater.  At the moment it stinks like a barrel full of rotten apples.  We need to know the 
truth.  Why did it take a year, and then only a few days before it hit the press, for the $20 000 to be given to a 
charity, which did not know it was going to receive the money until just a few days before?  We need answers to 
the many questions that have been asked.  The minister should show some fortitude, integrity and character and 
answer the questions I have put to him today.  I refer to not only those questions that form part of the amendment 
to the motion, but also the other questions that I have raised in the general debate. 

MR M.J. BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [7.08 pm]:  This matter reminds me of the joke 
about the person - Mr Smith - who was being investigated by the Australian Taxation Office for tax avoidance.  
Mr Smith tells the tax office that he has donated all his money to the Catholic Church, and so the tax office 
investigator asks the local priest whether Mr Smith has donated $100 000 to the church.  The priest says, “Well, 
he hasn’t, but I’m sure that he’s about to!”  It is very similar.   

The “Godfather” affair essentially dealt with two questions: firstly, whether the Minister for Police and 
Emergency Services brokered a deal that led to corruption charges, and, secondly, whether the Minister for 
Police and Emergency Services lied in his press conference a couple of weeks ago when he said that no business 
was discussed.  Based on the testimony of three individuals, the Corruption and Crime Commission has found no 
evidence that the Minister for Police brokered a corrupt deal.  We have to accept the CCC’s word.  However, I 
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point out that if any of those three individuals had said anything to the CCC other than what they said, they 
would be packing their towel and toothbrush and would be on their way to the big house.  It is hardly surprising 
that the testimony that the CCC relied on was as it is.  We need to accept that the CCC is the ultimate umpire and 
move on.  That leaves us with the second question of whether the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 
lied at his press conference when he said that there was no discussion of any business dealings.  At his press 
conference the minister said that he did not broker any deal and that the allegations raised by The West 
Australian were absolutely false.  He also said that he was unaware of their business dealings and claimed that 
he was not aware of their business arrangements then, and nor was he aware of their business arrangements at 
the time of the CCC inquiry.  Finally he stated that he was not aware of their current business arrangements.  If 
we are to take that quote literally, the meeting that was held in the Minister for Police’s electorate office did not 
mention the words “business” and “carpets”, or anything to that effect.  However, I do not believe that was the 
case.  I will tell members why. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  On what evidence? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  In his usual fashion the Leader of the House has put his foot in his mouth and asked me to 
produce some evidence, which I am happy to do right now.  During questioning by Patti Chong, the sworn 
testimony of Mr Drago, the carpet business owner, goes something like this -  

What happened?---He asked me that they wanted 50 per cent and I said no. I said - - - 

He made you an offer you couldn't refuse?---I - he - sorry?  Say that again, sorry? 

He made you an offer you couldn't refuse?---Yeah, you could say that, but, no.  I don't need anybody in 
my business.  I said, "I'm fine the way I am."  So they went out on their own and they started 
encroaching into my builders, all my workers, and at the time I'd just got married.   

The interesting part of the transcript is where it goes on to reveal what happened.  Mr Drago says -  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  You can’t quote this because you don’t have the evidence - is that right? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I know what happened so well that I can describe it to the Leader of the House off the top 
of my head.  Does he want me to do that?  This is what happened: Emilio and his father, Mr Spagnolo, started up 
a rival carpet company known as Goldwater.  During the CCC hearings, Patti Chong asked Mr Drago what 
happened.  Mr Drago said that Goldwater was encroaching on his business.  Patti Chong asked him what he did.  
He replied that he sorted it out after meeting with somebody.  We now know that that somebody was the 
Minister for Police, and none other.  He then goes on to say that he agreed to give him 50 per cent because 
50 per cent is better than nothing. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Does it say that it happened at that meeting? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Yes, it does actually. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Quote it. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Yes, it does.  He says he met with somebody.  The Minister for Police called the meeting 
and from there he agreed to 50 per cent.  What about this then?  I know that members opposite would like more 
evidence.  I refer to an article in The West Australian on Tuesday, 28 February. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I thought you were going to give evidence from the CCC.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I just did that.  Mr Drago told the CCC that a meeting was called, that the situation was 
sorted out and that he handed over 50 per cent.  It does not get any clearer than that.  Listen to this, it is 
important.  On Tuesday, 5 February Mr Spagnolo told The West Australian - 

We did talk about where business might be coming from and we did talk about the percentages that 
Tony had previously offered . . .  

He was referring to that meeting.  Is Mr Spagnolo a liar, Minister for Police? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I’m not making any comments. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is he a liar?  Did he lie when he said that to The West Australian? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  The guy has got a court case.  I think you should allow it to go through the process. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The West Australian goes on - 
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. . . while . . . Drago told The West Australian last week and the CCC in June last year that council 
contracts were discussed at the meeting, Mr Spagnolo would only say general discussion took place 
about contracts. 

Mr Drago, according to The West Australian, said that carpet contracts were discussed at that meeting.  It was, 
therefore, not just a matter of business, but also a matter of carpet contracts.  The West Australian goes on - 

Mr Spagnolo said Mr Drago did not contact him until a week or two after the meeting in Mr D’Orazio’s 
office to say Emilio could have 50 per cent of the business. 

That is pretty clear.  Mr Spagnolo is saying that they discussed not only business in the meeting, but also the 
matter of handing over 50 per cent of the business. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Which meeting? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The meeting chaired by the Minister for Police. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Where is your proof of that? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It is there in black and white; my friend should open his eyes. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Black and white in The West Australian doesn’t stand for much; it gets it wrong all the time. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It is in inverted commas; he said it.  It is clear that there are some horribly conflicting 
stories.  On one hand, Drago said that they discussed business and he agreed to hand over 50 per cent, and, on 
the other hand, Spagnolo said that they discussed business.  The only person who is now saying that they did not 
is the Minister for Police.  I note that Drago has sort of changed his tune a bit and has said, “Hang on, when I 
handed over half my business for nothing, I did it in the hallway after the meeting.” 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  No. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  That certainly is not what Mr Spagnolo said.  Mr Spagnolo said that Mr Drago did not 
contact him until a week or two after the meeting in Mr D’Orazio’s office to say Emilio could have 50 per cent.  
In the first instance, Mr Drago said that he attended the meeting and they discussed it, sorted it out and he agreed 
to hand over 50 per cent.  Now, all of a sudden, with all the publicity around his friend the Minister for Police, 
Mr Drago is saying, “Actually, come to think of it, I handed that 50 per cent over in the hallway after the 
meeting as we were walking out.”  Does anyone believe that?  Does the Minister for Police believe it? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  That’s not what he said. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  That is exactly what he said. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  No, he didn’t. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  He said that after the meeting they took off and he handed over the 50 per cent then.  We 
now know that two of the main players say that is not the case.  The Minister for Police must prove to this house 
that he did not lie to the press and, indeed, to the public when he said that there was no discussion of any 
business dealings.  We know from the CCC transcript that the meeting was called because Mr Drago was upset 
that Mr Spagnolo was putting the word on him to hand over 50 per cent of his business to his son Emilio.  That 
is why he went to the Minister for Police.  The Minister for Police would have us believe that when that meeting 
was convened, all they discussed was that poor Emilio was a bad boy who had bad manners.  He must be joking!  
Emilio has bad manners, and that is all they discussed?  Everybody else has said that business was discussed; 
some said that the deal to hand over 50 per cent was discussed; and the Minister for Police is the only person, I 
am afraid, who is out on a limb. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Excuse me, no! 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  As I said, there are two questions.  Did he act corruptly?  The CCC has found that he did 
not.  Did he lie to the public?  The CCC, in fact, left that question open. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  No. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The CCC left it open.  It said there was a divergence of evidence on whether business was 
discussed and, therefore, whether the Minister for Police lied to the public, which of course we all know in this 
business is a very serious matter. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Is that like you telling the media that you hadn’t had a drink when you had?  Is that what you 
are talking about when you talk about lying? 
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Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  This is a very interesting quote; the Leader of the House might like it.  This was from 
Mr Spagnolo on Tuesday, 28 February.  He said - 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  What is your source? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It is The West Australian. 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Right, we know its validity. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It says - 

“Business was discussed at that meeting,” Mr Spagnolo said yesterday. 
Is he a liar, Minister for Police?  It continues -  

“The figure of 50 per cent was bandied around . . . Mr D’Orazio was there, he mediated the meeting, 
there’s no doubt about that . . .  

What does the Minister for Police say to that?  Why would Mr Spagnolo say that?  If he was trying to get off 
some kind of corruption charge, he would have been better off saying that no business was discussed.  Why 
would he say that some business was discussed if, in fact, it was not?  I think I know why.  It is because business 
was discussed.  It goes on to say -  

“We did discuss matters relating to the business, that was the whole purpose of the meeting.”   
We know that was the whole purpose of the meeting, but, of course, the Minister for Police would have us 
believe otherwise.   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  And that’s why there’s a phone tap that says that’s not true.   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  This is another interesting thing.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  What phone tap?  There was no bug in your office, my friend. 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  No, but it was on his phone.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  In your office?  
Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  On Adam’s phone. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  In your office?  

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  No. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Exactly.   
Mr J.B. D’Orazio interjected. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  So how can they tell what was discussed in your office?  You were obviously very careful in 
your conversation with Mr Spagnolo on the phone, but we have no record because we don’t know whether there 
was a bug in your office - where there should have been.  If they were bugging Mr Spagnolo and Mr Drago, 
there should have been a bug in your office, because they were aware of the meeting that you’d arranged with 
the two of them.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I think it went something like this.  I think, in the first instance, the Minister for Police was 
interested in mediating a dispute between his two old friends, one of whom has now been charged with 
corruption.  An interesting little circle of friends the minister has.   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Don’t go there.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I think he was interested in mediating a dispute between two old friends.  When the meeting 
came together, I think the issue of business was discussed and that Mr Spagnolo said that Mr Drago should hand 
over some of his business, and I think it was said in front of the Minister for Police.  The fact that the Corruption 
and Crime Commission phone tap might have heard the Minister for Police say, “This is not about business; this 
is about personal stuff” does not mean that when the meeting was convened, that was all they discussed.  That 
was just a cute little angle, Minister for Police.  Because the minister said that on the phone prior to the meeting 
does not mean that that is what happened at the meeting, particularly in light of the fact that the other two 
participants in the meeting say otherwise.  Let us not worry too much about that.   
Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  That’s not what they’re saying.   
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Do you have a source other than The West Australian? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Yes, the CCC.   
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Some of the questions posed by the member for Hillarys need to be answered.  I will give the minister a chance 
to answer them now.  I will quickly go through them and see whether the minister is happy to give us some 
answers.  The first question posed by the member for Hillarys is: when and how did the police minister first 
know that Tony Drago was the owner of a carpet business?  When did the minister first find out that Mr Drago 
was the owner of a carpet business?   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I refer you to the answer I gave before.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  What was it? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I will give it to you when you sit down.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Can the minister just tell us when he first found out? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I will give it to you when you sit down.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The minister cannot tell us when he first found out?  He does not know.  Was it before the 
meeting?   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I will give you the answer in the transcript.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Can the minister tell us whether he knew he had a carpet business before the meeting in his 
office?  

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Have a look at my statement and then ask me the question.   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I heard the minister’s statement today, but I did not hear that included in it. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  It is in there.  Read it.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Can the minister just tell us?  Did he know before -  

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Sit down and I will tell you.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Okay; the minister does not want to answer that question.  We will move on.  When and 
how did the minister first find out that Mr Drago had handed over 50 per cent of his business to Mr Spagnolo? 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Again, read it.  I have told you.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  How did the minister first find out?  Can he not just tell us now?   
Mr J.C. Kobelke interjected. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Can the minister not just tell us when he first found out that Drago handed over 50 per cent 
to Spagnolo? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  When I read the newspaper.   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The minister did not know anything about it before then?   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  No. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Nothing.  It was never mentioned to him. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  No.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  When Mr Spagnolo said that the figure of 50 per cent was bandied around, Mr D’Orazio 
was there and he mediated the meeting, he was lying, was he?  
Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Everything I said in my statement is there for everybody to see.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  To his credit, the minister has answered that question in The West Australian.  When and 
how did the minister first find out that Mr Drago had not charged Mr Spagnolo anything in return for handing 
over the 50 per cent?   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Again, I will respond when you sit down.  It is all in my statement.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Can the minister not just answer the question?  

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I have already answered it.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Which statement is the minister referring to? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  The one I made today.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I do not recall any of that being in there.   
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Mr R.F. Johnson:  Nor do I.  We are asking specific questions here, minister.  Are you going to give specific 
answers?   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is the minister trying to tell me they are not in there? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke interjected. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Did the minister follow up with Mr Drago or Mr Spagnolo after the meeting to find out 
whether they had fixed up their differences?  The minister never did?  He did not follow up with either of them 
after the meeting? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  What?  To ring them and ask whether they had fixed their problem? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The minister did not run into them or ring them to find out if the problem had been solved? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I will explain when I respond. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Once again, the minister will not answer that question. 

Was the minister aware before the meeting that Mr Drago’s carpet business did work for the City of Bayswater? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I will tell the member in my response.  The questions have all been answered; I do not know 
why he keeps asking. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  We cannot seem to get any answers.  These are very pertinent questions.  They go directly 
to the matter of whether the Minister for Police and Emergency Services lied to the public during his press 
conference.  We need these questions to be answered.  Sadly, we are not getting any answers at all. 

There is a plethora of evidence to suggest that business was discussed in the meeting.  The only person who is 
denying it is the Minister for Police and Emergency Services.  Drago and Spagnolo are on record as saying that 
business was discussed.  I know that Drago has now changed his tune a little bit.  Has the minister spoken to 
Drago in the past three or four weeks? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  The only time I spoke to Tony was when he went to my office on the day that the story 
broke.  He was furious about the allegations.  That is the only conversation I have had with him. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The minister spoke to him about it? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  He went to my electorate office.  He was furious about the allegations. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The minister spoke to him? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I spoke to him.  That is the only conversation I have had with him. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Did the minister coach him?  Did he tell him what he should say when he went to the press? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Absolutely not. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Was that before the Sunday Times article in which he said the deal was done outside the 
office? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I have just finished telling you it was the day the article broke.  That was our only 
conversation.  Sorry - 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  That might be Tony! 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  Order!  I call the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 
to order for the first time, because his mobile phone is ringing.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I will sit down now.  I have made my point.  Everyone is saying that business was 
discussed in the meeting.  Everyone believes that business was discussed in the meeting.  The only person who 
steadfastly refuses to believe it or say it is the Minister for Police and Emergency Services.  That will augur 
badly for him for a long time to come. 

MR J.B. D’ORAZIO (Ballajura - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [7.28 pm]:  I want to be very 
careful here.  First of all, let me put my thanks to the opposition on the record.  I said earlier today that it has 
handled this issue fairly well.  It understands the circumstances.  I thank it for that. 

Every statement I have made on this issue since day one has been exactly the same.  It has been the truth, the 
whole truth and nothing but the truth.  I have absolutely nothing to hide.  I have said from day one exactly what 
has happened.  It was about the breakdown in the personal relationship between Tony and Adam. 

An opposition member interjected. 
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Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  I spoke at the press conference about Emilio, Adam’s son, and the employment 
arrangements.  I said that at the press conference and I will continue to say it.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  Here we go.  I will read my statement from today again: I was unaware of either Mr 
Spagnolo’s or Mr Drago’s business arrangements.   

Mr M.J. Birney:  What do you mean by arrangements? 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  What their business situations were.  I was unaware of them then and now.  I do not 
really want to know. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  Let me finish.  I went to the Corruption and Crime Commission and gave sworn 
evidence.  I have been faced with a media barrage for two weeks.  I have told the truth from day one; it has not 
changed one iota either way.  I tried to get two people who had been close friends back together.  People on the 
other side know them and know their relationship.  It was not just me.  They are cousins.  One of them came to 
me distraught because of the breakdown in their personal relationship - nothing to do with business.  That is also 
supported by the conversation I had with Adam to set up the meeting.  As I said at the press conference, the 
meeting was heated and the business arrangement was not discussed; it was all about personal abuse.  At the end 
of the meeting they were still angry with each other.  The comment from Adam to Tony was, “I’m not sure that I 
still want to talk to you, Tony.”  They then went out of my meeting into the foyer of Centro Galleria.  They were 
there for a long time.  I do not know what they discussed, nor do I care.  Members opposite say their discussion 
took place in the hallway, but it was not the hallway; it was the undercover area in front of Centro Galleria where 
there is seating.  They were there for ages.  I do not know what they discussed.  All I can tell members is that the 
only issue I was involved in was trying to get back together these two guys who had been friends for a long time.  
The whole question was their personal relationship.  As I said in my statement today, I was unaware of their 
business arrangements.  I am still unaware of them.  In addition, I have said all the way through this process that 
everything I have said from day one has been the same.  The West Australian and others have tried to beat this 
up.  They have turned it upside down, backwards and sideways, but the Corruption and Crime Commission has 
clearly said that I have never broken any law.  The accusation made to the CCC that I brokered a business 
agreement with Mr Spagnolo and Mr Drago is clearly not true.  I am currently looking at taking action.  Whether 
I do is a decision I will make at the appropriate time.  What was said in The West Australian is absolutely false.  
Am I the “Godfather”?  Can members imagine me as that?  I am not even from the right part of Italy.  Members 
may ask the member for Bunbury.  I apologise to the member for Bunbury, but he and I are from the same area 
but not the right part of Italy.   
The CCC found that there was no evidence of improper, illegal or corrupt deals being discussed during that 
meeting between us.  The conclusion was watertight and shut.  I will not continue with this nonsense of 
regurgitating this issue over and over again.  At the end of this process I have done absolutely nothing wrong.  I 
want this issue to be put to bed.  Adam Spagnolo has charges facing him.  I do not want this to either help or 
hinder him.  We need to be very careful as members of Parliament when trying to drag this up into something it 
is not and creating a perception of benefiting or hindering him.  The clear conclusion of the CCC is that there 
was no evidence of improper, illegal or corrupt deals.  Everything I have said from day one has stayed exactly 
the same.   

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Leader of the House) [7.33 pm]:  What we have seen from members of the 
Liberal opposition tonight is true to form.  They talk loud on law and order but do nothing about it; in fact, they 
oppose the establishment of law and order.  They are good at talking about it, but when it comes to doing 
something, they do nothing.  Under their term in government we became the burglary capital of Australia.  We 
have seen the statistics go way down from those they left us.  We have seen the situation turned around.  Under 
their government issues of corruption were rampant.  They opposed up hill and down dale the setting up of the 
Royal Commission Into Whether There Has Been Any Corrupt or Criminal Conduct by Western Australian 
Police Officers.  We called the royal commission; we held the royal commission.  From it we established the 
Corruption and Crime Commission.  We have resourced the CCC so that it can deal with corruption and 
improper conduct, but opposition members still do not accept that.  They never accepted the royal commission.  
They continually snipe at the CCC.   

Point of Order 
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Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The Leader of the House does not seem to be talking to the amendment to the motion.  He 
seems to be dealing with a whole lot of other information to paint some kind of a picture.  I would ask you, 
Mr Acting Speaker, to rule whether he should refer to the motion. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  The Leader of the House has been speaking for only one 
minute.  I think he is probably leading himself into speaking on the amendment. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Absolutely, Mr Acting Speaker.  We have seen attempts to slur the reputation of the 
Minister for Police, in questions asked at question time and in statements that have been made on the motion 
before us.  If those statements are to be judged, we need to look at the track record of the Liberal Party when in 
government and in opposition.  It has been one of their likings to get out and make a lot of noise about 
addressing crime and corruption, but when it comes to real issues of establishing and resourcing a body such as 
the CCC, they never did it in government and they have attacked it in opposition when we established it.  This is 
their track record.  They are not interested in making sure that our system of justice works effectively.  They are 
interested only in grandstanding and trying to smear the reputations of people whom they see as political 
opponents.  They said that the CCC was not doing its job properly and they sought to undermine it.  I will refer 
to a media statement issued by the Corruption and Crime Commission of Western Australia on 3 March 2006 
headed “CCC clears Minister of misconduct” - I repeat, the heading on the CCC’s own media statement was 
“CCC clears Minister of misconduct”.  I read on - 

The Corruption and Crime Commission has cleared the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, 
Justice, Community Safety, Mr John D’Orazio, of allegations of misconduct. 

The allegations made in the media arose from a meeting in the Minister’s office with Mr Adam 
Spagnolo and Mr Tony Drago on 25 August 2003. 

Commissioner Hammond told a public hearing today that the Commission had assessed the allegation 
and as a result no further action would be taken. 

He said the assessment started on Wednesday 22 February 2006 following the publication of an article 
in The West Australian. 

“Prior to that date Mr D’Orazio’s name had not arisen in regard to the Commission’s investigation into 
the City of Bayswater that were the subject of public hearings last year nor, to the best of the CCC’s 
knowledge, in the investigations of the prior Anti-Corruption Commission. 

Mr Hammond said the Commission found a divergence in the evidence given by Mr D’Orazio, 
Mr Spagnolo and Mr Drago as to whether business deals were discussed in the meeting in the 
Minister’s office on 25 August 2003. 

“What emerges from an assessment of all the evidence, including that of the three men, is that there is 
no evidence of improper, illegal or corrupt deals being discussed at the meeting.” 

Mr Hammond added that the term ‘Godfather’ used by Counsel Assisting the Commission, Ms Patti 
Chong at a public hearing into the City of Bayswater in June 2005 was a throwaway line used only 
once. 

“It was not intended to have any further meaning or significance.” 

The CCC said that what emerged from an assessment of all the evidence, including that of the three men, was 
that there was no evidence of improper, illegal or corrupt deals being discussed at the meeting.  I heard an 
interjection from a member opposite that the terms of reference would not allow it.  This is how absolutely 
desperate those opposite are.  That media statement is a clean bill of health for the Minister for Police and 
Emergency Services.  Nothing could be more emphatic, but the opposition will not accept it.  Those opposite 
have been involved in flights of fantasy, which tell us more about the devious and dark workings of their 
behaviour, than the behaviour of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services.  That might be how they do 
business, but it is not how the Minister for Police does business.  However, when those opposite make these false 
assertions, these smears, it tells us a lot about their thinking.  It tells us nothing about the propriety of the 
Minister for Police.  He has been cleared by the Corruption and Crime Commission, which is incredibly 
resourced.  It came to light that there had been phone taps that none of us nor the public knew anything about - 
we had no right to know - but that was an indication of the powers and resources of the CCC and how thorough 
it can be.  In light of the CCC’s incredible powers and resources, we have the member for Kalgoorlie as the self-
appointed super sleuth who can find out more than the CCC.  He knows more about this matter than is known by 
the CCC.  This is the self-appointed super sleuth who thought the Pope had a partner.  That is the level of his 
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investigative reasoning; he actually thought the Pope had a partner.  However, he holds himself up as a super 
sleuth who can do better in this regard than the Corruption and Crime Commission.  This is the member for 
Kalgoorlie, the self-appointed super sleuth, who thought that changing the public record of his own financial 
disclosure was a private matter and that it had nothing to do with the fact that it was a requirement under law or a 
register established by statute.  He thought it was a private matter!  Yet he is the super sleuth who can outgun the 
CCC and knows far better than the CCC how to investigate things! 

Point of Order 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Mr Acting Speaker, I refer you to standing order 94(1). 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  Order!  I think the member’s speech is reasonably relevant to 
the circumstances at hand. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker; of course it is.   

Again, this super sleuth is the one who said, when he was suspected of driving under the influence of alcohol, 
that he had not had a glass of wine.  He said that on television.  Of course the journalists had evidence from his 
fellow members that he had.  Therefore, within a matter of seconds this super sleuth, the member for Kalgoorlie, 
went from saying that he had not had a glass of wine to saying he had had one or two, yet he is trying to dictate 
to the Minister for Police that somehow the CCC got it wrong in its investigation, and he knows how to work 
these things out!   

This motion and series of questions is nothing more than an attempt to convict the Minister for Police simply on 
the basis of guilt by association; that is, the fact that the Minister for Police has met with two people who were 
involved in a matter that is likely to go though the courts somehow makes him guilty.  That is a ludicrous 
assertion.  It has no basis in fact.  The opposition is happy to make these sorts of assertions and blacken the 
reputation of the Minister for Police.  However, if we were to turn the tables and make similar assertions about 
members opposite, they would be very precious about that sort of action being taken against them.  I will not do 
that, because I will not sink to the depths of members opposite by making statements that are based simply on 
conjecture rather than fact.  I will give an example.  The Minister for Police has made it absolutely clear that he 
was not aware of any business arrangements between Mr Drago and Mr Spagnolo.  The member for Kalgoorlie 
has said that is strange, because he - the member for Kalgoorlie - is aware of the business arrangements.   

Mr M.J. Birney:  Yes.  I have read it all.  It was in the paper. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  That demonstrates how shallow the member for Kalgoorlie is. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  I have also read the CCC transcript. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  As the member for Yokine says, is it the truth, or did the member for Kalgoorlie read it in 
The West Australian?  The member for Kalgoorlie believes that one or two lines in The West Australian allows 
him to say that he knows the business arrangements between these two men.  

Mr M.J. Birney:  Yes, and the CCC transcript. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  He knows the business arrangements, because he has read one or two lines in The West 
Australian.  That is how shallow the member for Kalgoorlie is.  He thinks that because he has one or two bits of 
information, which may or may not be true but that he has read somewhere, he can make the ludicrous assertion 
that he knows the business arrangements between these two people.  I suspect he does not even know them.  
Does the member for Kalgoorlie know either of the two players? 

Mr M.J. Birney:  I have read all about it in the CCC transcript. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Does the member for Kalgoorlie know either of them personally? 

Mr M.J. Birney:  I do not think I would want to know them!  One of them has been charged with corruption! 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I assume the member for Kalgoorlie does not know them.  However, because of a bit of 
information that has filtered out through the newspaper and the CCC, the member for Kalgoorlie is able to make 
the assertion that he understands the business arrangements.  The implication is that because he knows the 
business arrangements, the Minister for Police must know the business arrangements.  Anyone who has any 
skerrick of knowledge about how evidence is gathered and about what the case is all about would see that the 
super sleuth from Kalgoorlie is like a bird without feathers.  He has nothing to fly with.  He is simply asking 
questions and making assertions.  The opposition is exactly where it has been for the past five or six years.  The 
opposition wants to talk about law and order, and about rooting out corruption, but it has no idea what it is 
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talking about.  Opposition members were not able to do anything about law and order when they were in 
government, and their behaviour this evening has shown that they still have not learnt that we need to put our 
confidence in well-resourced bodies like the CCC and let it do the work, rather than try to second-guess as the 
super sleuth from Kalgoorlie has attempted to do.  We reject the amendment. 

MR D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN (Leschenault) [7.45 pm]:  All we did tonight was ask seven very simple 
questions.  The Minister for Police and Emergency Services stood, but he did not answer any of them.  He 
quoted from a very carefully scripted statement and the Corruption and Crime Commission report, but he did not 
answer any of the questions.  However, he did give one thing away tonight.  I will wait until he has finished 
talking, because I want to ask him a question.  The minister gave something very important away, and I hope the 
media are listening tonight.  I have been trying to find out what was actually discussed in that meeting that he 
pulled together in his office.  We know why he had the meeting in his electorate office - electorate offices are not 
covered by freedom of information provisions.  That was very sneaky.  We are trying to find out what was talked 
about there, and tonight the minister gave it away.  I will be very interested to read the Hansard, because the 
minister corrected himself.  He said that business was discussed, and then he corrected himself very quickly by 
saying “business arrangements”.  He did not want to admit that business was discussed at that meeting.  He 
slipped up tonight, and he corrected himself.  It was very deliberate.  I will listen to the Hansard tape at the point 
at which the minister actually said that business was discussed at that meeting, and then very quickly corrected 
himself to “business arrangements”.  I will ask the minister a very simple question, with a “yes” or “no” answer.  
At that meeting, was business discussed? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Read the statement.   

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The minister will not answer, because he knows business was discussed.  He 
slipped up tonight.  It is on the record.  We will get the Hansard, digest it and give it to the media listening in the 
gallery.  The minister has admitted tonight that business was discussed at that meeting.  It was not business 
arrangements, but business.  I will ask the minister another question: were any contracts discussed at that 
meeting? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Go to the statement.  The answer is there.  

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The minister said he would give full answers tonight, but he is not giving 
one.  He admitted earlier, by his slip-up, that business was discussed at that meeting, but he will not now confirm 
whether that is the case.  Let us see what someone else who was at the meeting said.  Let us have a look at what 
Tony Drago said.  Is the name pronounced “Dray-go” or “Drah-go”?  How is it pronounced?  The minister 
knows him very well.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Why don’t you ask him? 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I am asking a friend of his, who knows.  I do not know Mr Drago.  I am 
asking, so that I can give him the courtesy of referring to his name correctly, how his name is pronounced.  Is it 
“Dray-go” or “Drah-go”?  I am asking one of his best mates.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Is it “Kobel-key” or “Kobel-kay”?  The minister will not even tell me how 
the name is pronounced.  “Dray-go” rhymes with - something.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Are you Sullivan or Barron-Sullivan? 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I am Barron-Sullivan.  I do not have a problem telling the minister that.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  How do you pronounce your mate’s name? 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  It is Buswell.  I am happy to tell the minister my mates’ names, but he will 
not even tell us how he pronounces a bloke’s name.  He is trying to tell us he is giving us answers to our 
questions, and he will not even say whether it is “Dray-go” or “Drah-go”.  Tell me how secretive that is!  Good 
grief! 

Let us see how Mr Drago refers to what went on at that meeting.  I will quote directly from the transcript of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission hearing.  Patti Chong, counsel assisting the Corruption and Crime 
Commission, is doing the questioning here.  

Goldwater, and was that the business name Goldwater Carpets, or what?---Goldwater.   

The answer was -  
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I think it was, yes. 

Goldwater?---Yeah. 

Goldwater encroached on your business? 

That is Tony Drago’s business.  The transcript continues - 

That’s correct. 

Then what did you do?---I met with somebody and we discussed it, and he said, “Call a meeting with 
Mr Spagnolo . . .  

Let me go over that again because the minister was not listening.  I will wait until he listens.  Tony Drago was 
asked - 

Goldwater encroached on your business? 

“That’s correct” was the answer.  The transcript continues -  

Then what did you do?   

This is what he said -  

I met with somebody and we discussed it, and he said, “Call a meeting with Mr Spagnolo,” and we’ll 
sort --- 

Patti Chong interjected and said -  

Yes, who was the Godfather?---Who was it, sorry? 

Who was the person who---?---Just a friend. 

Just a friend?---Yeah. 

It was a friend but the minister will not even tell me how to pronounce his name.  Mr Drago went on to say - 

And we met together and we sorted out the dispute we had, and I accepted the 50 per cent.  50 per cent 
is better than nothing. 

Mr T.R. Sprigg:  I reckon it’s 50 per cent of a business. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Yes, a business.  Let me ask the minister another question.  Will we get an 
answer?  Fifty per cent of what, minister? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Ask Tony Drago. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I have just quoted what Tony Drago said.  I do not have to ask him.  I have it 
in writing.  Here is Tony Drago’s evidence in writing.  There it is.  I will send the minister a copy, but he has 
probably read it 400 times.  There is another thing I would like to know, considering what happened after it was 
leaked to the media that this friend was the Minister for Police.  At his press conference when all this came out, 
the minister said that Tony Drago had contacted his office.  Correct me if I am wrong but the minister told the 
press conference - it did not get reported - that Tony Drago had contacted his office.  Does he recall that? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  In relation to? 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  What are we talking about?  In relation to some very corrupt dealings.  The 
minister said that Tony Drago had contacted his office.  Is that correct?  Will he confirm that?  I am talking him 
through this. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  If you want to pay some attention, member, have a look at exactly what I said.  Have a look 
at Hansard. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The minister should tell me now so I can see if it is the same as something he 
said five minutes ago.  Tony Drago contacted the minister’s office.  Here is the crunch.  Whom did he talk to in 
the minister’s office? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  You didn’t listen to what I said. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The minister is not answering my question.  Has Tony Drago only ever 
spoken to the minister since 22 February or has he spoken to somebody else in his office?  It is a simple 
question.  Has anyone else in the minister’s office spoken to Tony Drago?  The Minister for Police should not 
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listen to Minister Kobelke; he should listen to me.  Why did Tony Drago’s evidence change?  Why, last year in a 
CCC investigation, did he go on the record and say, quite clearly, that business was discussed?  He even said that 
50 per cent was better than nothing.  Suddenly he turned around and changed his story.  Who coached him?  If it 
was not the minister who coached him, who was it in his office who coached him?  Will the minister deny that 
either he or any of his staff have spoken to Tony Drago since 22 February?  Has anybody coached him?  Did the 
minister coach him on his answer?  He is a mate of the minister’s.  He knows how to pronounce his name; I do 
not.  He is a mate of the minister’s.  Did he coach him?  He will not even deny that he coached him. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Have a look at the Hansard.  I did that before, if you listened. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The minister did not.  He referred to one phone call.  He was not asked 
specifically whether he or any of his staff coached Tony Drago since 22 February.  He should give us a yes or 
no.   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I have not coached Tony Drago. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  What about any of the minister’s staff? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  No-one’s coached Drago that I’m aware of. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I like that answer.  So none of the minister’s staff has ever coached Tony 
Drago or talked to him since 22 February. 

Point of Order 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  Is this question time and what is the relevance?   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  There is no point of order.  The member for Leschenault can 
ask questions all night long during his speech if he wishes.  It is up to the minister whether he responds.  
However, the member for Leschenault needs to come back to the amendment. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  It is quite clear that the minister will not answer any questions tonight.  I 
have another question to ask the minister.  Some transcript that is obviously not available is that of Adam 
Spagnolo, which was referred to today in question time.  I understand that a legal case is involved.  I am not a 
lawyer, but I understand from reading through the Corruption and Crime Commission’s decision why that 
transcript may not be made available.  My question to the minister is very simple.  Eventually that court case will 
be over at which time will the minister agree to that transcript being made available? 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  It’s not his decision; it’s a CCC decision.  It does not make any difference whether he agrees 
or disagrees.  It is a CCC decision and you know it. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  It makes a very big difference because if the minister and the Premier were 
happy for that transcript to be made available, blind Freddie could tell us that there is a good chance we might 
get to see it.  The point is that if the minister has nothing to hide, will he be happy for that transcript to be made 
available?  The minister will not answer even that question.  If the minister has nothing to hide, why does he not 
say, “Yes, I will be perfectly happy”?   

Today my colleague the member for Hillarys asked several very important questions that remain unanswered to 
this moment.  I tried to get further information from the minister but was unable to do so.  A number of other 
questions should be dealt with.  One in particular concerns the fact that there is a recurring theme throughout this 
issue; namely, the role of the CCC.  A headline in The West Australian of 28 February reads -  

What did the CCC know about the Godfather’s role in the affair?   

We all know that the CCC was provided with information that related to a case that had been investigated by its 
predecessor the Anti-Corruption Commission, which stemmed from the original Operation Athens, which was 
investigating aspects of Adam Spagnolo’s “contractual arrangements” with the City of Bayswater.  
Subsequently, that investigation was expanded.  Does the minister want to know something?  The minister is 
extremely lucky; or is it luck?  The terms of reference of the ACC inquiry stated -  

make an assessment and form an opinion as to whether members, officers or employees of the City of 
Bayswater had or may have engaged in misconduct, with particular reference, but not limited to, the 
management and administration of contracts   

That related to the ACC’s investigation. 
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Mr A.D. McRae:  Can the member table the material that he is reading from? 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I am flattered.  In three years’ time the member for Riverton can ask me to 
table anything he wants.   

That reference is straight from the report of the CCC dated 3 March.  I am sure the minister has given the 
member for Riverton an autographed copy.   

An opposition member:  Someone from the CCC is sitting behind you; ask him. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Yes; he will give the member for Riverton a copy.  I will reiterate that term 
of reference because it is very significant: the ACC was to make an assessment and form an opinion as to 
whether members, officers or employees of the City of Bayswater had or may have engaged in misconduct.  The 
CCC took over that investigation and the information relating to it.  It did not take over an investigation that 
included in its scope any specific investigation, for example, of the person who is now the Minister for Police.  
Quite clearly, the Minister for Police has been indirectly caught up in this through that investigation.  It is point 
apparent because when Patti Chong, the investigator for the Corruption and Crime Commission, referred to 
somebody as the “Godfather”, it raised a number of questions.  The first obvious question is: why did she use 
that term?  Why did she not use the terms “facilitator”, “coordinator” or “mediator”?  The question could have 
been: who was the mediator or who was the facilitator at that meeting?  However, the question was: who was the 
Godfather?  The “Godfather” does not have particularly pleasant connotations.  It has very sinister, corrupt and 
evil connotations, as the minister publicly indicated.  One has to ask why Patti Chong, in asking these questions, 
used the words the “Godfather”.  She is an experienced lawyer.  She did not pick out a word from midair and use 
it inadvertently; she used it quite deliberately. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  That is not what the CCC said. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  We do not know because we have not seen the transcript. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  The CCC has. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  If one looks at the transcript and at what else is available, something has put 
it in Patti Chong’s mind that this other person may not have been a saint; that this other person was not just a 
facilitator; or this other person may in fact have had something to do with this strange corrupt setting that we 
have.  If this other person happens to be the Minister for Police, and, at the moment, we know that is the case, 
one has to ask what blind Freddie already knows; that is, that Patti Chong used that word deliberately because 
she was privy to whatever evidence had been put together by the Anti-Corruption Commission and the CCC in 
relation to what is an investigation with very limited terms of reference.  That is why we need a full 
investigation; that is why the police have to be involved.  The original investigation this matter stemmed from 
had very limited terms of reference.  If the terms of reference had said “anyone with anything to do with those 
contracts”, the minister would have been in the dock a long time ago.  The ACC would have been questioning 
him and God knows where he would be today.  It would have questioned him and he would have been fully 
investigated and that is why he has slipped out of the net.  Because of the very limited terms of reference of the 
ACC, he has managed to slip out of this.   

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  That was a direct imputation that the minister has done something wrong - that “he has 
slipped out of the net” - and it should be withdrawn.  If the member wants to know, I am referring to standing 
order 92 - a direct imputation. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Mr Acting Speaker (Mr P.B. Watson), the net that I was referring to was the 
investigation.  I was saying that that is why the minister was not investigated.  There is no imputation there 
whatsoever, unless the ex-minister is suggesting that this minister may have been found guilty. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  If the member for Leschenault is talking to the withdrawal of 
remark, I ask him to please speak to the Chair.   

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I was referring, quite directly I thought, to the fact that the minister did not 
get caught up in as detailed an investigation as would otherwise have been the case had those original terms of 
reference been wider.  I did not say that it would have found him guilty; it would have been for the CCC and the 
ACC to find out whether the minister is guilty of any corrupt action.  Does that satisfy the Chair? 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  There is no withdrawal of remark, but if I were the member for Leschenault I would 
be very careful where I tread. 
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Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Mr Acting Speaker, I am being very careful because the last thing I want to 
do is tread too near to corruption.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  There are a number of other questions that we do not have time for tonight 
and, in any event, we will not get answers to them.  For example, I would like to know when the CCC looked at 
this matter recently.  From what I can see from the CCC report, it did not interview Patti Chong.  Why did Patti 
Chong refer to this person as the “Godfather”?  Where does it say that it interviewed Patti Chong?  Where does it 
detail her explanation of why she used the term the “Godfather”? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  What it says is that in the public hearing in June 2005, Patti Chong used it as a throwaway 
line.  It was not intended to have any further meaning or significance. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  A high-profile lawyer with media attention like this used the word 
“Godfather” as a throwaway line!  Good grief!  Why did the CCC not ask her? 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Members, the member for Leschenault has only three minutes 
left in which to speak.  I know he has been going on for a while, but please let him finish what he has to say. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The Corruption and Crime Commission never called her as a witness.  
Would it not be fascinating if someone called her as a witness? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  She’s a staff member.  She doesn’t have to be called as a witness. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, Leader of the House! 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Yes, she can.  Tell me why she cannot. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  She doesn’t have to be. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Whereabouts in the legislation does it say she cannot be? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Again, you are a better sleuth than the CCC. 

Mr T.R. Buswell:  Did it call Moira Rayner? 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition made a good point.  Did the CCC call 
Moira Rayner as a witness? 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I just said that I would give the member for Leschenault the opportunity to finish 
his speech, but he is trying to lead the other side into his debate.  If he wants, I will give him no protection, but if 
he wants to get on with what he has to say, he has three minutes left. 

Mr T.R. Buswell interjected. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  No, obviously not.  The last question that I really want to ask, which goes 
back to the original question I tried to ask the minister, is: why did the CCC not investigate whether business 
issues - not business arrangements, but business issues - were discussed at the meeting between the three men in 
the minister’s office?  The CCC’s response to that was - 

It is not appropriate, nor necessary, for the Commission to resolve this inconsistency in the evidence. 

That is neither convincing nor acceptable.  Surely the minister, when he had the opportunity tonight, should have 
given a full explanation of exactly what was discussed at that meeting.  The minister could have given us an idea 
of the language that was used.  He could have said, “Look, my mate Tony said this, but Adam said that.”  They 
are the sorts of things.  The minister would know the language.  He knows these people well.  He could have 
given us a very good insight.  He could have let himself off the hook tonight.  Instead, we still have the same 
number of questions, and more, that need to be answered about this whole affair.  A couple of people at one 
stage said one thing.  At that time the minister was not called to give evidence, for the reason I described earlier.  
Imagine if the CCC report had been a bit broader, as I suggested.  Imagine if the minister had been brought in to 
give evidence at the same time as Tony Drago and Adam Spagnolo were both saying yes, business was discussed 
in the minister’s office.  How would the minister have gone then?  How would he have gone if he had fronted up 
and the old Bible had come out?  He would then have been in conflict with two other people at the same time 
who were in that meeting.  That is what the minister is saying.  He is now saying that at that time he would have 
been in conflict with those two other people.  There are a lot of questions and we have had no answers tonight. 
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DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [8.07 pm]:  I thank you, Mr Acting Speaker, for the opportunity to talk tonight.  I have 
listened to supposed arguments from the other side of the house.  However, I suggest that this process is not open 
enough.  We have had no direct answers tonight.  However, I want to focus very briefly on two issues that make 
me suspect that this process is not open and not above board.  Those two areas of focus are, firstly, the question 
of a relationship breakdown and, secondly, the actual transcript of the findings of the CCC.  I have done a lot of 
counselling for relationship breakdowns; that is, difficulties with relationships.  As the Minister for Police has 
outlined, this was a personal relationship breakdown, and he was the go-between - the person who was to 
perhaps in some way resolve this personal relationship breakdown.  I suggest that if the minister was at all 
effective in resolving a personal relationship breakdown, he would know the cause of that personal relationship 
breakdown.  As a general practitioner, I have been involved in counselling personal relationship breakdowns for 
25 years.  The first thing I would make it my business to know if I wanted to help two people resolve a personal 
relationship breakdown - in this case Mr Drago and Mr Spagnolo - is the origin of the relationship breakdown.  
Does that sound reasonable?  It is unrealistic for the minister to say that he was just a go-between and a helper in 
a personal relationship breakdown and that that is all it was.  Some part of the story is not being told.  What is 
the origin of the personal relationship breakdown?  What is the cause of it?  What is the reason for it?  Has it 
come out of nowhere?  Has the breakdown of the personal relationship just happened?  That is why I believe we 
are not being told something.  This is not an open process.  It is unrealistic to suggest - as the minister has 
suggested tonight - that the personal relationship breakdown is completely divorced from any cause.  It is 
reasonable for members of this chamber and for everyone in Western Australia to ask: what was the reason for 
the personal relationship breakdown?  It is very likely that, in the minister’s words, it was because of some 
difficulty regarding a business arrangement.  Something must contribute towards a personal relationship 
breakdown.  Each member and everyone in Western Australia will ask that question. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  If I could interrupt, I recall the minister saying that it was over an employment issue.  I would 
have thought that that was a business-related matter. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  Member for Kalgoorlie - leader - 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  He is just one seat to the left! 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  Yes. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  Or is it to the right? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  Regardless of whether it is a business arrangement or an employment arrangement, I 
believe that the process is not open.  The minister is not being open by saying that they had a personal 
relationship problem and that is all it was.  The minister must be true to himself and to us; otherwise he would 
not be doing Mr Drago or Mr Spagnolo any good because the minister would not know of the reason for the 
personal relationship breakdown.  The minister may well laugh. 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  This is good! 
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  When he goes to bed tonight, he must think about how personal relationship breakdowns 
occur.  It has been suggested that it just happened.  It would be very reasonable to assume that something else 
was involved. 

I will make just one other point.  I have listened to the debate tonight.  Because the minister will not answer 
direct questions, I ask him to read the findings of the Corruption and Crime Commission in which it is stated - 

Clearly then there is a divergence in the evidence as to whether or not the business arrangements were 
discussed inside Mr D’Orazio’s office. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  In your business experience, is that normal? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  The findings continue - 

It is not appropriate, nor necessary, for the Commission - 
Mr A.D. McRae:  Come on! 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Order, member for Riverton! 
Mr A.D. McRae:  He won’t answer the question. 
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  The member for Riverton can make his own speech.  The only thing he has ever done in 
this house is interject on me.  The CCC report states - 
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It is not appropriate, nor necessary, for the Commission to resolve this inconsistency in the evidence. 
That is another issue.  On the one hand, the Minister for Police and Emergency Services was helping mend a 
breakdown in a personal relationship.  On the other hand, the Corruption and Crime Commission has stated that 
there are inconsistencies in the evidence.  For that reason, I believe that this process is not open enough.  It is not 
satisfactory to members on this side of the house and, in my heart of hearts, I do not believe that it is satisfactory 
to members on the opposite side of the house.  Further, I suggest that it is not satisfactory to the people of 
Western Australia.  This process must be open and the minister must answer some of our questions.   
Amendment put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (19) 

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

Noes (25) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mr T.G. Stephens 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr R.C. Kucera Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr F.M. Logan Mrs C.A. Martin Mr M.P. Whitely 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr S.R. Hill (Teller) 
Mrs D.J. Guise Mr J.A. McGinty Ms M.M. Quirk  
Mrs J. Hughes Mr M. McGowan Ms J.A. Radisich  
Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Mr E.S. Ripper  

            

Pairs 

 Mr G.A. Woodhams Mr M.P. Murray 
 Mr M.J. Cowper Mr A.J. Carpenter 
 Mr M.W. Trenorden Mr J.R. Quigley 

Amendment thus negatived. 

Consideration - Motion Resumed 
MR R.C. KUCERA (Yokine) [8.20 pm]:  I am pleased this evening to talk about the excellent address by our 
Premier today, which laid out very clearly and succinctly the continuing program that the Carpenter government 
intends to undertake.  I cannot get on my feet without mentioning the previous Premier, Hon Dr Geoff Gallop, 
the member for Victoria Park.  He set a standard for this house over many years that many members aspire to.  It 
is an absolute tragedy that he was taken from the house in the way in which he was.  He certainly made a very 
courageous decision.  One of the passions that I had while I was health minister was working with people with 
mental illness.  In fact, for the 35 years that I was in the police service I had many experiences with people 
suffering from varying levels of depression.  It takes some courage to come out and say exactly what the 
previous Premier said.  He is a sad loss to this house.  His record as a fine Premier of this state and as a fine 
leader of the Labor Party will stand forever. 
I will move on and talk quickly about some of the issues that were mentioned today by the Premier.  I will touch 
on some of the broader issues and then talk about Mirrabooka, in my electorate.  I want to focus clearly on an 
issue that is arising not only in Mirrabooka but also right across the state and, indeed, across the nation, which is 
currently getting a great deal of publicity. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Members who want to talk to each other should please do so 
outside the chamber. 
Mr R.C. KUCERA:  I am talking about the problems that are now being experienced by the humanitarian 
refugees and the groups of people who are being brought to our country by the federal government and 
invariably left to fend for themselves in areas ranging from health to education.  However, I will touch on that 
matter later. 
The careers of Alan Carpenter - Premier Carpenter - and I have intertwined over many years.  It is interesting to 
recall his role as an interviewer on the ABC.  On many occasions he took me, as a senior police officer, to task, 
and many times he praised our senior police officers.  It is good to see him settling into the role of Premier with 
such vigour.  I was very pleased to hear him talk about the emphasis that will be placed on tourism.  Tourism 
itself is an economic driver in this state.  Again, in my role previously as tourism minister, I was very pleased to 
implement the Real Thing campaign that is now starting to show some real bite.  It was wonderful a couple of 
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weeks ago to experience tossing the coin at the first Super 14 rugby game, which will add enormously to tourism 
in this state; it made me very proud. 
Mr G. Snook interjected. 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  They have a little way to go.  However, I think back to the days of the Dockers and I think 
back to the days of the Eagles, and I know that Johnny Mitchell and the boys will start winning when they have 
to.  They will start bringing the games home.  They will start bringing the bacon home for us. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  They are a very young side. 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  Exactly, and we should get right behind them and support them. 
It was a magnificent lift for Subiaco Oval to again see crowds of between 37 000 and 38 000 turning out for yet 
another code of football in this state.  It was wonderful to see and it was wonderful to know that we, as a 
government, put that in place.  It was great when Phil Kearns came up to me - for those members who do not 
know him, Phil Kearns is somewhat of a legend in the game of rugby in Australia - and said, “Well, Bob, what 
do you think about rugby coming to Western Australia now; what do you think about this?”  I said, “Phil, it’s 
quite simple; the game they play in heaven has come home.”   
The other issue that the Premier raised -  
Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  And it was due to you. 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  No, it was due to a great effort by people such as Geoff Stooke, Peter O’Meara, who has 
taken over as the senior man, and all the group that helped get it over the line.  It is interesting to talk to the 
rugby union people from the eastern states and Sydney about why we won the bid.  The other night I asked the 
senior people why we won the bid, and they said it was because we wanted the game, but Victoria wanted an 
event.  That is the difference.  It was the passion of people such as the two women who helped us out, Jennifer 
Hoskins and Irma Cooper.  The crowd that they put together was able to bring it here.   
I note also that the Premier touched on Rottnest Island.  I know that the member for Hillarys dearly loves 
Rottnest, especially after his one visit.  I saw the supplement in the weekend press about Rottnest Island.  It is 
great to know that the yachties who sail in call it “Kuca’s” windmill.  Somebody asked me what was the one 
thing that I wanted to be remembered for in my time as a minister in Parliament, and I said the hot showers at 
Rottnest.  Every sailor and yachty who goes there knows exactly what I mean.   
Tourism is an economic driver.  I was very pleased that the Premier clearly mentioned that we need reform of the 
Liquor Licensing Act in this state.  Whether or not we like it, we are so far behind the eight ball on licensing and 
associated things that happen in this state.  Countries around the world have liberalised their liquor laws.  They 
have approached it in a sensible way and have made the consumption of liquor part of people’s recreation, 
instead of their actual recreation.  That is the fundamental problem we have in this state and in Australia.  
Nowadays, young people use the consumption of alcohol as their recreation, instead of part of their recreation.  
That is the one thing we need to change.  We need to educate people about changes to the liquor act to ensure 
that that occurs.  On the issue of the consumption of alcohol, there has been a lot of publicity recently about 
Subiaco Oval.  For once I do not agree with some of the comments made about it by some of my previous 
colleagues - the police.  The consumption of alcohol at football grounds all over the world is controlled quite 
sensibly, and not by crunching down on people.  Again, it is done by education and by ensuring that it is 
consumed sensibly.  I was very pleased that in our last election campaign we put up as part of our platform the 
need for special events protocol, and I hope we start to advance that in the next year.  When there are special 
events, people should not have to go through the sort of nonsense that a small tavern in Cambridge had to go 
through the other week simply to make sure that it kept its permit.  There is no need for establishments that run 
things properly and sensibly to be subjected to this sort of nonsense every time there is a special event in this 
town.  People joke about WA standing for “wait awhile”, but the sad truth is that that is an appropriate term in 
many areas of hospitality and tourism.  We need to be a little broader in our thinking, but we need to be sensible 
and ensure that there is balance and education for young people.   

I am also pleased that emphasis is now being put on research and biotechnology in this state.  We are so close to 
fixing the human spine that it is not funny.  When I visited the universities as Minister for Health, I saw instances 
of their starting to grow the matter of the spine.  Doctors in the chamber would know far more about this than I.  
However, the universities do not yet have the coaxial worked out.  As the Premier quite rightly said, members 
can see from our Nobel prize winners that there are people in this state who have the capacity to do that.  It may 
well be that that breakthrough will happen in Western Australia, if we make sure that the research is supported.  
Nobody can argue with the establishment of that special science and innovations ministry.  That special ministry 
can put us in front and make us part of the smart nation.  There is no doubt that that can happen.   
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I spoke to another member of the chamber tonight, but I will not breach his confidence.  We were talking about a 
very good mate of mine, John Gleeson, who was a member of the Kensington branch of the Liberal Party.  After 
five and a half years on a dialysis machine, through the efforts of Transplant WA, last year he got his kidney.  
The change in him is amazing; it is amazing to see his zest for life.  It is fantastic for a staunch Liberal to thank 
me, as a member of a Labor government, for what we have done.  That is bipartisan as far as I am concerned.  
For now, John has his life back because of the efforts of Transplant WA.  It was very pleasing to read about two 
weeks ago in the newspaper that it is now the greatest program in Australia; it leads the way in transplants that 
are so needed. 
I will turn to issues in my electorate, which I will touch on very quickly.  Later this year I will present a paper to 
the World Health Organisation about elder abuse.  I discussed this last year when I returned from a major 
overseas conference with the World Health Organisation.  This state is seen to be leading the way in the world in 
aged care and aged care programs.  There is no argument about that politically; it is something we can approach 
from a bipartisan point of view.  I think it was Graham Mason who said the other day that I am an ageing ex-
minister.  I said to him that at least I still had all my hair!  It is an issue for all of us.  It is timely that elder abuse 
is raised by the World Health Organisation as something we need to deal with.  It is also very timely that it has 
asked us to do something about it and present papers on behalf of not just the state, but the nation.  We are seen 
as leaders in the world in this area. 
We need to start strong bipartisan talks with the federal government about the plight of self-funding retirees who 
are falling into the gap between state pensions and what they receive from their investments.  There is a real 
problem emerging.  We will eventually have an ageing poor who cannot support themselves but, because of a 
catch-22 situation, they cannot fall back on the auspices of the age pensions. 

I will move very quickly to a couple of practical issues.  One was mentioned in the local press today; that is, the 
overpass for Reid Highway.  It is something that we continue to push.  The minister made a firm commitment of 
$2 million during the election towards the appraisals and planning.  In addition, the government has put in place 
a series of programs that deal with some of the approach issues concerning the overpass over Reid Highway and 
Mirrabooka Avenue.  The problem is that, without the commitment of the federal government for the money that 
is needed to build it, it will be very difficult to complete the project.  That was said from the outset.  I call on 
members from the other side of politics to make sure that what is now considered to be one of the worst 
intersections in Australia - not just in Perth or Western Australia - is fixed in partnership with the federal 
government.  At the end of the day we must come back to the fact that the state has 30 per cent of the nation’s 
roads, but only eight per cent of the funding.  That needs to be dealt with.  There is a petition at the moment to 
make sure that the federal member for the area - who seems to be conspicuous by his absence most of the time - 
takes up the cudgels on behalf of his state and his constituents. 

The other issue is the redevelopment of Mirrabooka Square Shopping Centre.  It is a major urban renewal 
program, which is now starting to throw up some very exciting prospects involving the community.   

There is a real need to support some of the emerging and burgeoning groups of new migrants.  I will touch on 
that very quickly.  The City of Stirling has the third highest intake of migrants and refugees in Australia.  Last 
year, the area had one of the highest acceptance rates of African refugees on a humanitarian basis.  I am not 
being flippant when I say that they are very noticeable.  They are all tall, magnificent looking black people who 
are very proud of their origins.  They come from areas of tremendous disadvantage; they have been through 
terrific trauma.  I must pay particular tribute to Brother Stephen Bowman, who runs the Edmund Rice Centre in 
Mirrabooka.  I also pay tribute to Dr Joy Puls, who runs the Metropolitan Migrant Resource Centre, and to 
Shobhana Chakrabarti, the coordinator of the Ishar Multicultural Centre for Women’s Health.  The members for 
Balcatta and Girrawheen will know what I am talking about when I say that without these groups it would be 
almost impossible for these humanitarian refugees to survive.  They come to Western Australia with enormous 
trauma.  One mother to whom I spoke had all her children in a refugee camp where she spent some 27 years after 
her husband was murdered in the civil war in Sudan.  Her youngest child is now 26 years of age and knows 
nothing except a refugee camp.  When these refugees are brought to this country, they get six months of support 
before they are left in the wilds.  Much is said about our mosques.  Imam Muhammad from the Mirrabooka 
mosque is a young, progressive, sensible imam who condemns the kinds of things that have happened in other 
parts of the world.  He has said to me that these acts are not committed by Muslims, they are committed by 
murderers.  It is as simple as that.  Without his support, Lord knows what would happen to the Muslims who are 
from Sudan.  Rabbi Freilich, the chief rabbi of the Perth Hebrew Congregation, is a great humanitarian and one 
who is willing to work with all the different interfaith groups to make sure that these people are supported.  
Father John Ward is the rector of my church, the Holy Family Church.  We now have a congregation that 
includes almost 400 Sudanese Christians.  What a fantastic Sunday we have nowadays when we see them there.  
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The parish of St Gerard Majella is in Westminster, as the member for Girrawheen would well know.  Without 
the support of these groups, these refugees would be struggling.  This begs the question: where is the federal 
government in all this?  Where is the Department of Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs when 
these people are brought into this state, and what is the department doing with settlement issues?  In most 
instances these people cannot speak English.  At the moment the staff at Nollamara Primary School are running 
seven extra special English classes, one of which is run in a demountable building.  The staff at Mirrabooka 
Primary School, just a couple of kilometres away, are running six special English classes for kids who have 
come from refugee camps in war-torn countries.  Where is the additional support for these people?  All these 
extra issues have been placed with us.  Much has been said in the federal sphere about terrorism legislation and 
the many millions of dollars spent on antiterrorism measures.   

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Why did the government close the program at Graylands Primary School, which particularly 
catered for children from Africa? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  Graylands hostel was closed, as the member well knows.  Most of those people have 
moved to other areas.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  I do not have all the answers.  Instead of knocking it, why do opposition members not 
come on board and agree that we have a group of people who are severely disadvantaged because of the policies 
of the federal government?  There is no support for them.  We need a set of bookends.  We need the other end of 
the equation.  We talk very much about terrorism issues. 

Mr T.R. Buswell interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Order, member for Vasse!   

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  When the member has something sensible to say, perhaps he might be able to interject 
properly.  I must say something about his leadership.  If he is to lead a cavalry charge, he should not look silly on 
the horse.  He is looking pretty stupid on the horse at the moment.  A better person than I originally said that; I 
think it was Adlai Stevenson.  This is a very serious issue.  Members have seen what has happened in France.  I 
was in France in 1991 where I worked with the French police on a Churchill fellowship.  They introduced the 
Bonnemaison program, that was specifically aimed -  

Ms S.E. Walker:  How did you manage that? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  I have just had two weeks at Rottnest.  I did not realise the crows had followed me here! 

The program was specifically aimed at those migrants and refugees from North Africa who had the same 
problems that we are now starting to see emerge in some Australian cities.  We should not allow it to happen.  A 
set of bookends needs to be put in place.  The member for Cottesloe asked a good question.  Yes, we need 
programs for all primary schools when these people are there, but they need to be balanced programs that are 
supported by the immigration department.  These people should not be thrown to the wolves when they come 
under the jurisdiction of state governments.  We do not get any choice about the number of migrants who come 
to this state.  It might pay to look at what is happening in Stirling.  Greater Dandenong and Brisbane took more 
refugees last year, but by only a small number.  It would not have taken much for us to have been on top.  In 
addition, in terms of all settlers, Stirling was tenth on the list in Australia.  Mirrabooka and those places do have 
issues. 
Ms S.E. Walker:  Who wrote that? 
Mr R.C. KUCERA:  This document shows the top 10 local government areas for migration streams and was 
issued by the federal government.  If the member wants to read it, I am more than happy to table it. 
Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Order, member for Nedlands!  Please stop that. 
Mr R.C. KUCERA:  Thank you for your protection, Mr Acting Speaker.  The other issue -  
Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order!  I call the member for Nedlands to order for the second time. 
Mr R.C. KUCERA:  The other worrying statistic is that at the moment unemployment of African humanitarian 
entrants is approximately 12 per cent.  That is against a national level of about 4.8 per cent.  I think it is even 
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lower than that in Western Australia.  This does not include the 51 per cent who are not participating in the 
labour market.  A whole slab of these people are not participating at the moment because they cannot.  They do 
not have the English or work skills or their qualifications are not recognised.  We have an underlying problem in 
these areas.   
I again refer to my experience in France and the recent riots there.  Why did they happen?  Some four years ago 
those programs, like the Bonnemaison program, were scrapped; I understand that the French stopped funding 
them.  We need a set of bookends at this end to support these people as they come in, particularly in areas like 
Mirrabooka.  Much has been said about why there are so many of them there.  The simple reason is that it is the 
only place where they can get affordable housing at the moment.  That is also the case in other parts of the state - 
and throughout Australia - such as Armadale, and somebody mentioned Rockingham.  The member for Vasse 
talked about Busselton.  Some very special people were sent to Busselton who were able to go into a skilled area, 
and DIMEA did support them but only for a short while.  They got off the plane, they arrived at the Metropolitan 
Migrant Resource Centre in Mirrabooka, they were given Centrelink forms to support them for six months, they 
were given specialist English classes for three months, they were given some housing subsidy for six months and 
then they got on with it.  What else is worrying is the exploitation that is happening among their own people.  
Some of them are now finding they have debts of up to $15 000 for leases on houses and cars that they will never 
be able to get out of unless they receive help.  I am not saying that we should subsidise them totally, but I make 
the point that there needs to be some discussion about this.  I was very pleased to see the member for Girrawheen 
chair a group last year considering this matter.  I know they will come forward later this year, I suspect, with a 
report that they have been working on so diligently.  I am wont to ensure that we do not create the kind of 
environment that caused the problems that occurred in France and London.  These things come out of 
disadvantage; they arise from issues that, unfortunately, these people are not able to deal with. 
I have already touched on unemployment, which stands at 12 per cent for Africans.  The more concerning matter 
is the recognition of qualifications, in particular professional qualifications.  I am not talking just about African 
migrants; I am talking about right across the board.  It is very concerning when people come here from South 
Africa and Israel, such as specialist doctors who cannot get their qualifications recognised in Western Australia, 
yet are allowed to practise in their profession as specialist doctors provided they work in a public hospital.  They 
are not allowed out into the field to work in competition with Australian doctors.  I lodged a submission with the 
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission some two and a half to three years ago about the issue of the 
medical colleges.  I was pleased to see the present Minister for Health and Attorney General raise this issue 
publicly yet again.  I am pleased that all states have taken this matter up, because it is so concerning.   
I will relate an issue that came up some three years ago at a south west town, when a plastic surgeon approached 
me.  He had passed all of his exams but, after having been here for five years, he had to sit for all his exams 
again.  The argument will be: but what about the fellow in Queensland who dudded everybody up there?  Yes, 
there will still be those people, but this person was an English plastic surgeon who was asked to resit his 
examinations here.  When he was given the examination paper, it was the same as the paper that he had sat some 
five to six years earlier in his own college in London.  That is a nonsense. 
Ms S.E. Walker:  Did he pass? 
Mr R.C. KUCERA:  Of course he passed, and the people of the south west are the better for it, because they 
now have a specialist plastic surgeon in their area.   

It is very simple.  England, and English-speaking countries like South Africa and Israel, have some of the best 
doctors and hospitals in the world.  If our colleges of medicine went to those countries and assessed the standard 
of the exams that these people need to take, then all these people would need to do when they came to this 
country is pass a competency test.  We are doing that for other professions.  Even the engineering profession is 
starting to wake up to that.  There is absolutely no reason that cannot be done in the case of the medical 
profession.  We are the poorer for not doing that, because we cannot get doctors or specialists.  I heard this 
morning that we are now talking about flying doctors into country areas, because we cannot get doctors to go 
there, yet 500 or 600 overseas-trained doctors are working in the system but cannot get their qualifications 
recognised.  What does that do for places like Mirrabooka?  I have been talking about refugees.  They are a very 
good example.  Very few general practitioners like to treat refugees, for a number of reasons, and we cannot 
blame them.  Firstly, most of the GPs in that area no longer bulk-bill.  These people cannot afford to visit a GP if 
they cannot be bulk-billed.  Secondly, the patient may be a Sudanese mother who has spent 27 years in a refugee 
camp and has never seen essential European medicine apart from the inoculations she and her children were 
given when they came here.  In that case, it will be a much longer consultation than the doctor is normally paid 
for.  Therefore, I can understand why many GPs are reluctant to take on these people.  However, that means that 
our public hospitals have to bear most of the burden.  Mothers are coming to this country with six or seven 
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children.  If we do not make sure that these children are learning English, are being supported in their education, 
are getting their health right and have decent accommodation, we will be creating the kind of climate that we 
have seen in other parts of the world.  It is silly to repeat the mistakes that have been made in other parts of the 
world when a simple partnership between the state government and the federal Department of Immigration and 
Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs would ensure that we sort out these problems.   

I look forward to the report that the member for Girrawheen will bring in later this year.  I am a bit passionate 
about this issue, because my father was a refugee, and I know the kinds of things these people have to go 
through.  People are now talking about the Muslim issue.  Every group of migrants that has come into this 
country has faced the same sorts of issues.  We should all go to Perth Mosque and meet with the people there and 
find out what is happening.  Last year the former Premier and I went to the 100-year celebration of Perth 
Mosque.  We were accompanied by a number of members, including the member for South Perth.  It is now 
101 years since Perth Mosque was established, yet people are talking about the Islamic faith as though it has 
become a part of our society only recently.  Yes, there are issues.  No-one can condone some of the things that 
have happened.  No-one can condone the actions of the young men in Sydney who have created an environment 
of us against them.  However, what we must not do, particularly in suburbs like Mirrabooka, is allow that 
situation to be repeated. 

I want to thank the people in Yokine who are doing such great things for us.  I have mentioned many of them 
already.  However, I also need to mention Councillor June Copley and Councillor David Michael, who 
incidentally is one of the youngest councillors in this state.  They are working tremendously hard.  The member 
for Girrawheen might like to mention some other councillors, such as David Boothman.  The member for 
Nedlands made some remarks about police officers.  Sergeant Jeff Gadenne, Superintendent Mick Walker, who 
has recently been transferred to Northam, and Superintendent Kevin Looby are doing tremendous work in that 
area.  There was a great front page article in the local paper the other day about how Sergeant Jeff Gadenne has 
been talking to the African kids and laying down what needs to be said and done on these types of issues.  I am 
very fortunate to have been elected as the member for Yokine.  Yokine is a great electorate.  Today I have 
mentioned only a few people and a few issues.  However, the issue of refugees, above all, is something we will 
all have to grapple with, if we do not drain the swamps that create the alligators; if we do not make sure that that 
set of bookends is there; and if we simply talk about antiterrorism legislation and all the things we have to do to 
prevent people coming to this state.  At the same time the swamps will be a breeding ground for the problems if 
we simply choose to ignore them, or there is no propensity on the part of the federal government to support what 
we are doing.  Members should talk to the teachers in the Mirrabooka and Nollamara primary schools, and see 
the fantastic work they are doing.  They should see the kinds of things Armando Giglia is doing at the 
Mirrabooka Senior High School.  I am very pleased that we are putting $2 million into redevelopment there.  
Terry Boland is doing tremendous things at the Mt Lawley Senior High School with its $41 million 
redevelopment, which this government was able to deliver, after some 14 years of procrastination by the 
previous government.  We delivered a brand new high school, in the same way that we will deliver that centre of 
excellence at Perth Modern School. 

There are no politics in this; it is about working together to make sure that we can keep those swamps drained, 
and that the people who have come to WA to share the boundless plains that we offer them all get a fair go and a 
chance at being Australians, of the kind that we want to be.  There is no division in the community; there are 
only people who come from a disadvantaged background and simply want to be given a chance.  Together we 
can do that - all of us.  It is something we need to remember in the next three years of this term of government.  
We have an obligation to those people, when we bring them here as refugees, to make sure that they get that 
chance to be Australians; to make sure that their children can be supported, and that they can get jobs, education, 
housing and health care.  That is not just a matter for government - it is a matter for all of us; not only in this 
state but also nationally.  Let us all stand up and be counted on this issue.  

MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [8.52 pm]:  I appreciate the opportunity to speak tonight.  I intend to raise a 
few issues about my electorate of South Perth.  I will also talk about some portfolio issues.  During the break 
since the last sitting of Parliament, I was given the shadow portfolio of road safety, which I add to racing and 
gaming, liquor licensing and seniors.  That ensures that I will be kept very busy this year.  I am especially 
pleased to get the portfolio of road safety because this is something that involves all of us.  Everyone drives a 
car, rides a bike or uses some form of transport, either bus or train.  All those things involve road safety.  I was 
recently fortunate enough to have a briefing with the Office of Road Safety, which was very helpful.  I thank Mr 
Ian Cameron, the executive director of the office, for that.  The “big four” continue to be the biggest killers on 
our roads.  For members who do not know what they are, I repeat that they are speed, alcohol, no seatbelts and 
fatigue.  When I spoke to the Office of Road Safety, I found staggering the number of people involved in 
fatalities and major accidents who were found not to have been wearing seatbelts.  Considering the “belt up” 
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campaign that has been going on for so long in this state, I find it incredible that some people still do not wear 
seatbelts.  I asked the officer in the department whether this applied mainly to people sitting in the back seats of 
cars.  I know it is easy to jump into the back seat of a cab or another vehicle and not slip the belt on, but the 
officer said that this was not the case.  The statistics showed that most of the people affected were either drivers 
or front seat passengers.  I was quite staggered by that.   

I am also alarmed about the statistics on the road toll.  Our road toll is much better now than it used to be when, 
at one stage, one person a day was killed on our roads.  However, in a 64-day period recently, there were 
38 deaths on the roads.  Since 2003, a staggering 560 people have died on Western Australian roads.  That figure 
brought home to me the reality of the importance of road safety, and the portfolio I have been given.   

I will address a few issues on road safety.  The first concerns the anti-hoon legislation, which was mentioned in 
Parliament earlier today.  The Minister for Police said that we had done a backflip on this matter and that the 
Liberal Party had not been supportive of certain sections of the anti-hoon legislation when it was introduced in 
2004.  I looked at that legislation today.  I also looked at the second reading speech of the then Minister for 
Police, the member for Midland.  There was no mention anywhere in that speech of police using witness 
statements, photographs or home videos. 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  But did you look at the amendments made by your Liberal colleagues in the other place that 
knocked out that amendment? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  It has been suggested to me that amendments were knocked out in the other place, but I 
find it hard to believe that the minister could give a second reading speech and not mention that this was 
something that the government was keen to implement.   
I would like to address the proposition that the Liberal Party is totally against what has been planned in this 
regard.  Our leader was quoted as saying that he had some reservations about using members of the public to 
report people who they thought had been doing burnouts and acting like hoons.  I personally believe that there is 
a lot of merit in what has been suggested.  We would certainly support witness statements.  I think police need 
something like that.  I do not think there is a member of Parliament who has not had complaints about hoons and 
this sort of behaviour from people in their electorate.  I think there is more rubber on the streets of South Perth 
than one would see down at the Ravenswood Raceway.  A lot of these things happen in the middle of the night, 
at two or three in the morning.  I was talking to one of my constituents who lives near a roundabout in Como.  A 
car drove through his front fence.  It came up Labouchere Road, did not take the roundabout, went through his 
front fence, backed out and drove off.  This happened about three o’clock in the morning.  That car was gone 
before my constituent could do anything.  He was an elderly gentleman.  He could not get outside in time to get a 
numberplate or anything like that.  There is a place for some sort of public involvement.  I think we have to be a 
little careful that we do not have some sort of vigilante-type action.  We could have people running around with 
cameras trying to do their own detective work.  Then we could have confrontations on the street.  I am not saying 
that we will not support the legislation.  We will take it to our party room and look at it very closely.   

It is a fallacy that we do not support things that the government wants to introduce.  During my first year in this 
house last year, we supported most of the legislation that was introduced by the government.  We may have 
wanted to make some amendments at times but we basically supported any legislation that we felt was good 
legislation.  We will support the anti-hoon legislation but we want to look at the actualities of it.  We want to see 
whether there will be something in this legislation that will require the attendance in court of  people who make a 
complaint or who give the police some photographic evidence. 

Mrs D.J. Guise:  That statement was part of what was proposed last time.  Given that your upper house 
colleagues will be in more of a mind to approve it this time rather than knock it out of the legislation, whether 
you will have a bona fide witness from the public who is ready, willing and able to testify in court and had the 
evidence, will your colleagues in the upper house support it this time around? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  Not having been in the party room when it was last debated in 2004, not having been a 
member of Parliament, provided the person who makes the complaint is prepared to go to court and be a witness, 
I see no reason why our party will not support it.  The problem with issues such as this is that people ring us up 
and make a lot of complaints.  They tell the police that the guy up the road is a hoon because he speeds every day 
and does burnouts on the corner.  When the police ask those people whether they are prepared to lodge a 
complaint, they say that they do not want to.  People worry about recriminations.  Although the opposition can 
see what the police are trying to achieve, it is saying that perhaps something else can be done rather than relying 
on the public to do police work.  We might need to develop a system whereby local governments can employ 
people as road safety officers. 
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Mr R.C. Kucera:  Will you take another interjection? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  The member for Yokine has made his speech. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  A great saying by Robert Peel is that the police are simply paid members of the community 
who are doing what the community should do for themselves. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  I understand that.  By the same token, the police tell us that they do not want members of 
the community to take matters into their own hands.  Apparently just before or after the member for Yokine 
spoke on radio - I did not hear him speak - someone said on radio that he saw a person driving in a dangerous 
manner so he chased the person.  He said, “You know what I would have done to him if I had caught him”.  
Once when my house had been burgled, a policeman told me that people should never have a weapon in their 
houses that they would not want used against themselves because if the burglar gets hold of it, the homeowner 
could be the victim.  We must be very careful. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Do we just let the hoons take over? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  No.  We are not saying that. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Yes, you are. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  The opposition is against hoons.  The member for Yokine is trying to be misleading.  We 
are very tough on crime.  I cannot believe that today members of this government tried to accuse the opposition 
of being soft on crime.  We are tougher on crime than the government is.  Up to two years ago the government 
was allowing crooks to walk out of prison farms.  Plasma televisions are now in prisons.  This government is 
very easy on the crooks.  People can grow two marijuana plants.  That is good!  The crooks like that. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You are being misleading.  You know you cannot grow marijuana plants. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  People can grow two plants. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  If you want to do that, let me know and I will come and pinch you myself.  I will make a 
citizen’s arrest. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  We as an opposition have been very tough on crime and the member for Yokine is now 
trying to say that the government is tough on crime and that the Liberal Party is soft on crime.  I am telling the 
member for Yokine that the Liberal Party is not soft on crime.  When the member for Cottesloe was our leader, 
he went to an election with a tough-on-crime policy that embraced mandatory sentencing for people who commit 
crimes against seniors.  As a former Minister for Seniors, the member for Yokine should remember that.  The 
opposition believes that if someone attacks an elderly person, he should be thrown in jail.  It also believes that an 
attack on a policeman is one of the worst crimes that a person can commit.  The member for Yokine should not 
say we are soft on crime; we are not.  We will be very interested to see the rewrite of the anti-hoon legislation 
when it is introduced.  As I said before, every member of Parliament is receiving many complaints about hoons.  
We do not support them; nevertheless, we want to make sure that the legislation designed to catch the hoons is 
the best legislation possible. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  That is a great problem.  People ring us, not your upper house members, with complaints.  
Perhaps they should ring those members. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  Perhaps they might have to do that.  The second matter I want to talk about was also the 
subject of some conjecture in the house today; namely, speeding through school zones.  The Minister for Police, 
who has had a tough day today, thought the opposition had done a bit of a backflip on speeding through school 
zones.  I will explain how our approach to this evolved.  It is not a policy but a reaction I had to some statistics 
that were released soon after schools had resumed this year.  Despite all the warnings that had been given in the 
build-up to the 2006 school year and that Multanovas had been used at school zones in the last term of 2005, the 
opposition was staggered to read that in the first three days of the kids going back to school 1 529 motorists were 
caught speeding through school zones.  The worst case involved a 27-year-old man who was caught driving 
through a school zone at 132 kilometres an hour.  I could not believe it.  The opposition’s reaction is that it 
supports the government in its getting tough on people who are caught speeding through school zones, and 
anyone who is caught doing so should incur a penalty double the penalty for speeding in a normal zone.  The 
opposition also said that it would be happy for the anti-hoon legislation to apply to repeat offenders who speed 
through school zones.  If people caught speeding through a school zone do not learn their lesson, we have a real 
problem.  Members of Parliament have a duty to protect children.  The opposition spokeswoman for children, 
Hon Barbara Scott, and I released a press statement along the lines that the opposition thought that penalties for 
speeding through a school zone should be doubled.  The Minister for Police mentioned that today.   
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On 27 February the minister released a statement that the government would install six fixed Multanovas at high-
risk schools around this state.  The Multanovas would remain in the agreed positions for one year, and it was 
estimated that they would raise $17 million.  In the meantime, the opposition has been contacted by constituents 
who are interested in road safety.  They said that people really do not want to speed past kids or through school 
zones and that at times all of us can be careless; however, the signage at school zones is not good enough.  They 
said that a driver approaching a school zone has to get close to the sign before he can see at what times the 
40 kilometre per hour speed limit operates.  Some people in the community still do not know the times when it 
applies.  It was suggested to the opposition that perhaps a better system than fixed Multanovas would be the 
installation of flashing lights or some kind of warning.  The minister said the flashing lights must be paid for.  
The opposition is of the opinion that the minister put the cart before the horse by first wanting to raise the money 
from the installation of Multanovas and then spending it on another system. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Already there are some flashing lights. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  There are some flashing lights, but they are not in all school zones.  Flashing lights have 
been installed at one school in South Perth - that electorate is very progressive - but they are not at all schools in 
the area. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  They do not help. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  The opposition says that they do help and it will continue to debate that. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Do you accept that if people knew there was a fixed camera at a location they would slow 
down? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  I understand what the minister is saying.  However, the problem with the minister’s 
suggestion is that if fixed cameras were put at every school in Western Australia, there would be no problem.  
However, there will be fixed cameras at only six selected school sites.  How many schools are there in Western 
Australia? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Let us prove that they work and then we will expand it. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  We cannot afford to be taking time to prove a point.   

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  The opposition’s research into this matter has involved the public.  It is a party of the 
people and it talks to its constituents.  People who do a lot of driving say that some schools are located on busy 
roads, and driving past them is not like driving past a shopfront.  If a school is located some way back from the 
road, and between the school and the road there is a lot of shrubbery, it is easy for a person driving along the 
highway to suddenly become aware that he or she is in a school zone.   

I agree with what the member for Swan Hills said earlier.  She referred to the Upper Swan Primary School.  This 
is one that has been mentioned to me, because apparently it is on a very busy road.  It is a national highway, and 
cars and trucks come scooting down the hill, and before they know where they are, they are on top of the primary 
school.  We are saying that if a flashing light is put up, it indicates to any person on the road that there is 
something ahead.  We see flashing lights at intersections on freeways to give people a warning that there is a 
change of lights ahead.  That is why we are pushing for flashing lights.  We believe the government is putting the 
cart before the horse and that flashing lights or some form of warning should be installed.  By all means, have 
the fixed Multanovas to raise the $17 million, and the government could use that money for more safety 
measures outside schools. 

I refer to the Sunday Times of last Sunday, 5 March.  There were two letters to the editor.  One of them from a 
person in Bayswater stated - 

I agree with the decision to mount speed cameras at school crossings under the pretext of protecting 
children and catching offenders . . .  

It will certainly raise revenue - and lots of it. 

But cameras and fines will certainly not protect the children. 

If we were serious about protecting children, we would complete the strategy by placing flashing amber 
lights before every school crossing. 

Another letter on the same page stated - 

It’s obvious that signs outside schools are too insignificant. 
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Ninety per cent of drivers do not break the law on purpose.  We need flags at school times. 

That is the point I have been making.  Members of the public are saying to us, “We don’t want to go out there 
and harm our kids or run over our kids outside schools.  We drive on the roads, but maybe we’re not as smart as 
we should be, and maybe we need some better warning system or some better identification system where 
schools are concerned.” 

I would also like to talk quickly about a couple of other issues in my shadow portfolios.  The previous speaker 
mentioned the Liquor Licensing Act, as did the Premier.  The Freemantle report has been a topic of much 
discussion for the best part of nine months.  It is a far-reaching report, and it recommends some major changes to 
the Liquor Licensing Act and the liquor industry.  As a party, we have been and will be looking at this issue very 
closely.  We have had talks with all sections of the liquor industry.  I can foreshadow fairly confidently that we 
will support some change in the liquor industry.  The state is growing now and moving ahead.  We talk about 
tourism and freeing up regulations.  I believe there is a call in the community for some change.  We will discuss 
it in the party room.  We are looking forward very much to the minister presenting his proposed legislation.  We 
are not sure that he will get all of it through his own caucus, because I know that a lot of country Labor members 
are very concerned about the future of pubs in the country areas.  However, that will be an interesting debate, 
and we are certainly looking forward to it. 

Getting back to my shadow portfolios, the other area that I wanted to talk about briefly was seniors.  There are 
two issues regarding seniors that I have been speaking about in the past 12 months.  One of them is to do with 
elder abuse, which was mentioned also by the member for Yokine.  I worked very hard last year, in conjunction 
with the member for Nedlands, on the issue of elder abuse.  We were very keen for the government to bring in a 
better system of scrutinising people who work with seniors.  There had been a couple of fairly well-publicised 
cases in which seniors had been preyed upon.  We feel that seniors are a very vulnerable group.  Recently I was 
very pleased to hear that some progress might be made on this matter.  I am led to believe that the government 
might have made some ground in setting up a national means of scrutinising carers for seniors.  That will involve 
a national standard whereby people who work in the carer industry will be required to undergo police clearances.  
The police clearances will take into account spent convictions and pending charges, if the charges relate to an 
offence against a senior.  I am very happy that some work will be done on that matter and that progress is being 
made.  The new Minister for Seniors and Volunteering, David Templeman, has announced that a ministerial 
round table, in association with the Alliance for the Prevention of Elder Abuse, will be convened in March.  The 
issue of elder abuse will be discussed at that meeting and the results will be taken to a meeting with his state 
counterparts and the federal Minister for Ageing, Hon Santo Santoro.  That is good news for seniors.  This is 
another area in which we will be very supportive of the government, contrary to what we have heard today. 

The second issue I want to raise regarding seniors is incontinence products.  This has been a sore point for many 
seniors who are suffering financial hardships and who have received no subsidies for purchasing incontinence 
products.  Many members of Parliament have raised this issue.  Recently I was reading Hansard and noted that 
the member for Rockingham once brought into this house a petition on behalf of the seniors in his electorate who 
were seeking assistance in the purchase of incontinence products.  The current Premier, the member for 
Willagee, also raised this matter during his early days in Parliament.  I think I heard him say on radio recently 
that a support scheme for seniors who suffer from incontinence would be funded by the state government, and 
that the matter would be raised in this year’s budget.  The opposition will be very supportive of that also. 

I am running out of time.  I have been very keen to address a couple of issues in the electorate of South Perth, 
and have written to the appropriate ministers.  The first issue concerns Manning Road.  I do not know how many 
members are familiar with Manning Road.  It is a fairly major road that connects to the Kwinana Freeway.  The 
problem is that people who travel down Manning Road to either Mandurah, Riverton or Safety Bay - 

Mr T.R. Buswell:  Or Busselton. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  Maybe even as far as Busselton.  Commuters cannot turn left on Manning Road where it 
joins the freeway.  In these days of modern planning and engineering, I find it hard to believe that people who 
live in Salter Point, parts of Como, Waterford or Karawara and who want to go to Mandurah must turn right at 
the freeway, drive to Canning Bridge, do a U-turn and go through two sets of lights to get onto the freeway 
south.  I cannot understand how this situation has been allowed to continue for so long.  It should be addressed; 
the state’s planners should look very closely at it.  I am sure that all members have driven along Canning 
Highway towards Fremantle.  When drivers reach Canning Bridge and want to go to the city, they are unable to 
turn right.  They must drive over Canning Bridge to Applecross, and do a U-turn near the Dewsons shop near 
Kevin’s new place - 

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  If you are Ben Cousins, you can run and swim. 
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Mr J.E. McGRATH:  Yes.  However, commuters cannot turn right off Canning Highway to go into the city.  I 
do not know whether that has something to do with the bus station.  However, I cannot understand why, with the 
assistance of modern engineering, commuters should be unable to turn right at the bridge. 

Mr T.R. Buswell:  If you turned right, you would fall off the bridge. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  That is right.  All that has done is turn Labouchere Road into a bit of speedway.  
Labouchere Road is now a major road because people use it to get to the city.  The people of South Perth are 
quite comfortable with that; they understand that it has to be part of the traffic flow of that region into the city.  
Looking futuristically, and I refer here to the Mandurah rail line going through and a train station being built at 
Canning Bridge, why would the government not at the same time build a right-hand on-ramp onto the freeway so 
that people can head north to the city?   

In closing, the other thing that the people of South Perth have had difficulty coming to grips with is the fact that 
a railway station will not be built in South Perth until the rail project is completed.  Given the progress of the 
train line, we do not know when that will be.  We suggest to the minister that while all the stuff is going on with 
the tunnel, she could send some workers a couple of kilometres down the road to build a railway station at 
Richardson Park.  In that way, they will not have to come back to do it when the project is completed.  The 
people of South Perth would love to see a train station built now rather than when the project is finished.  It does 
not make sense to get all the way down to Mandurah, finish the job and then come back and do some sort of add-
on station when trains will already be running up and down the lines.  We urge the government to look at that 
issue.  I am not sure whether the minister will accede to our request.  The people of South Perth have not given 
up hope. 

MRS D.J. GUISE (Wanneroo - Deputy Speaker) [9.22 pm]:  I respond to the Premier’s Statement by 
congratulating him on his appointment as the new Premier of this state.  As a hard working man with vision, I 
have every confidence that he will take us into the future.  I also take this opportunity to recognise and 
acknowledge the contributions made to this state by Hon Dr Geoff Gallop.  I also take this opportunity to thank 
him personally for the support and assistance he gave to me and the people of Wanneroo.  He had a great 
understanding of the issues that are faced by people in an electorate such as Wanneroo.  I also wish him well for 
the future.   

The Premier’s speech highlighted the government’s achievements to date and outlined the program that will take 
us into the future.  Underpinning both past and future programs is the government’s ongoing sound management 
of the state’s finances and economy.  The government’s vision and sound economic management is incredibly 
important to a seat like Wanneroo, because it relies on those things for the delivery of infrastructure and services.  
On that note, I will refer my comments to the seat of Wanneroo.   

The Premier’s speech referred to the Department of Education and Training and the approach the government 
has taken to ensure that our children have improved access to knowledge, skills and training.  To that end, the 
government has raised the school leaving age.  That does not come without its challenges, because the education 
and training options for our children must be relevant to keep them engaged.  I have been very keen to support 
the government’s initiatives to expand traineeship and apprenticeship programs and to extend the programs 
offered by West Coast College of TAFE to serve the rapidly expanding northern suburbs.  In saying that, I refer 
to the areas north of Joondalup.  It is incredibly important for the seats of Mindarie and Wanneroo that the West 
Coast College of TAFE expands its programs and reaches out to the far northern suburbs.  I also commend to the 
house the development of the Shed program at Brighton.  It is an innovative idea that takes skills training to the 
development front.  People literally learn on the job and in among the action.  The program can move with the 
front, and is something that Dale Alcock and others have come up with.  Set in the Satterley estate at Brighton, 
this new and innovative program has great potential for the future.   

In education there is nothing new for an area such as Wanneroo.  A number of schools will be opened in 2007; a 
new high school for Brighton will commence construction in 2008; and a new high school will be opened in 
Darch in term 1 of 2009.  I will also continue exploring renewal options for Wanneroo High School, as it must 
also cater for the outstanding growth in the east Wanneroo area. 

While I am talking about these types of services, I will also touch on health services.  It is important that we 
embrace the Reid review and the initiatives that this government has undertaken.  It is important for us to have 
health services where people live.  To that extent the proposed expansion of Joondalup Health Campus cannot 
come soon enough.  If the minister and Treasurer are in a position to bring that expansion forward, it would be 
more than welcomed by us, as indeed are the construction of the new dental clinic and an increase in the number 
of mental health beds.  I urge the government to ensure we also have improved access to child and adolescent 
health services.  I want these services in my electorate and I want the young families who live in my electorate to 
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be able to access those services.  I urge the minister to take another look at those opportunities for young 
families. 

There is a state development matter on which the new Premier and I agree wholeheartedly; that is, the need for a 
knowledge economy, skills, jobs and innovation.  These initiatives mean a lot to the people of Wanneroo.  There 
are exciting prospects with the St Andrews and Alkimos projects coming on, both of which will have links to 
Neerabup industrial estate.  If we are smart, we could have a technology park with research and development 
jobs that would link to the medium to light industrial estate in Neerabup.  The north-west corridor has the 
potential to be a world leader in renewable energy, research and production.  Proposals such as the biomass 
power station at Neerabup, using waste product from the laminated veneer lumber plantation harvest, plus ocean 
power technology mean that the region will increasingly have a focus on environmental sustainability; that is, 
clean and green technology.  Add to this waste water reuse and the opportunity for increased synergies in 
research and development with core providers such as the Water Corporation at the waste water treatment plant 
at Alkimos, and a bright future is assured for employment in the region. 

I will return to and highlight one issue.  I have mentioned ocean power technology.  Ocean Power Technologies 
(Australasia) Pty Ltd - OPTA - is considering establishing itself in Yanchep.  This company now has contracts 
with the United States Navy and Total, the largest oil company in France, and contracts in Spain, the United 
Kingdom and throughout the United States.  Wave energy is the most concentrated form of renewable energy.  I 
get somewhat bemused about the debate on nuclear power when, frankly, it is old hat; it is old technology.  The 
world is embracing this new wave power technology.  It is widespread throughout the UK, Europe, the US and 
other parts of the world.  It can be close to population centres.  It is predictable, dependable and can be fed into 
the power grid or stored.  The load factor is 30 to 45 per cent versus solar and the wind load factor is just 10 to 
35 per cent.  It is environmentally sound and non-polluting - no exhaust gases, no noise and no visibility from 
the shore.  It has the scalability to higher capacity power stations.  For example, 300 square miles of ocean area 
in the North Sea have been estimated to be capable of producing all of Western Europe’s electrical power.  
Think what that means for the state of Western Australia.  We should embrace this technology sooner rather than 
later.  I am thrilled that OPTA is thinking of establishing itself in my electorate; it is more than welcome.  This is 
a proven technology that has had buoys moored off Yanchep and also off Rottnest Island.  The technology works 
and I believe that with some further assistance we can make it a reality. 

Another issue that I wish to discuss is the importance of the east Wanneroo land use and water management 
strategy.  The document produced on this strategy is the equivalent of some five years work by me and the 
community.  It started off ostensibly around the issue of water availability, the impact on the environment and 
the wetlands that are under threat and the sustainability of the horticultural-agricultural industry, which as I have 
said before is very important to our region.  In a bad year it is worth $90 million of gross annual agricultural 
product, and that is something that not only the region but also the state must hold onto.  There have also been 
some very ad hoc planning decisions.  I know people who have landholdings that they are unable to do anything 
with and businesspeople who would like to expand but who have nowhere to expand to.  There is a range of 
other issues.  My community deserves some certainty about what its future holds.  To that extent, we were able 
to bring all the agencies together to work on the east Wanneroo area.  It is all-encompassing and it is very 
complex, because it means doing some catch-up work on the Gnangara mound, which, frankly, I think was 
neglected for many years.  We need an overall management plan for the Gnangara mound, the land and water 
resources consideration, the pine plantation management, the harvesting, the natural vegetation and fire 
management.  Other things that have to be looked at are the underground water pollution control area of the 
public drinking water, the future public water source and the bore field planning, and the possible land use 
changes from rural to urban deferred and rural living.  Also, the possibility of establishing a new horticultural-
agricultural precinct has not been considered before, but I think it has huge potential for the long-term 
sustainability of the industry.  Of course, my growers must have some certainty about land, but they also need 
some certainty about water supply.  To a large extent, this will depend upon the possibility of the managed 
aquifer recharge scheme.  This is incredibly important and I am pleased that the Water Corporation, the 
Environmental Protection Authority and others are saying good things about the possibility of the managed 
aquifer recharge scheme.   

Dr K.D. Hames:  That is because I took the chief executive to San Diego and looked at recharge.  

Mrs D.J. GUISE:  Yes, quite a bit of work has been done.  It is to that extent that I will refer to the “Strategic 
Advice on Managed Aquifer Recharge using Treated Wastewater on the Swan Coastal Plain”, which is the 
Environmental Protection Authority’s bulletin 1199 published in October 2005.  It is quite an extensive 
document and worthy of a read by those members who have not read it.  I believe it outlines the benefits for 
water resources and environmental management, including the maintenance of the wetlands and caves, reduced 
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saltwater intrusion, increased water availability for irrigation, and, if we want to go that far, the augmentation of 
drinking water supplies.  Some risks have been identified with managed aquifer recharge.  The EPA is urging 
some caution.  It is taking a precautionary approach, which I think is all very well and good.  However, if this 
takes 10 years, I will be a very old lady and I do not intend to wait 10 years. 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  You were fishing there, member! 

Mrs D.J. GUISE:  Does the member think!   

If we are to go this way with our agricultural-horticultural industry, yes, we need class A water.  It will allow 
urban non-drinking water within uncontrolled public areas for the agricultural production of crops that are raw.  
That is the difference.  Class A water is needed to produce crops such as lettuce and tomatoes.  A different 
classification is required for cooking vegetables, but a class A classification is needed for those vegetables that 
are grown in the Wanneroo region.  There are, of course, industrial applications.  Trials will be undertaken.  I 
urge the EPA, the Department of Health, the Water Corporation and all others involved to think about how far 
we have to go in reinventing the wheel.  The World Health Organisation already has recognised international 
guidelines for managed aquifer recharge.  Planned waste water reuse, both direct and indirect, is also common 
around the world.  It is used in horticulture, by industry and for drinking water, and it has environmental 
benefits.  It is used in many cities and countries around the world, including Mexico, California and Israel, where 
it has been operating for some 25 years.  The list is endless, and clearly the member for Dawesville has been to 
some of those places.  Given that this is well researched and has been in existence for many years, how far do we 
have to go in using the precautionary principle to reinvent the wheel and to research what is already known and 
proved?  I urge our people to take that into account when they undertake their due diligence and research.  I 
believe that there is enough evidence worldwide - unless they can show to me that Perth is so different from 
anywhere else in the world - to show that we can do this in a shorter time frame than 10 years.   

Mr J.E. McGrath:  Aren’t you getting a desalination plant up your way? 

Mrs D.J. GUISE:  Mate, they can build whatever they like off my shore.  Anytime soon would be great.  
Anything that could ease the pressure on people in Wanneroo in respect of supplying Perth’s drinking water 
would be welcome.  If people want a desalination plant, bring it on.  If people want managed aquifer recharge, 
bring it on.  It cannot happen soon enough.  On that note I must say that I was interested in the comments of the 
Leader of the Opposition earlier when he said that it was quite possible to take more water from the Gnangara 
mound.  Anytime he wants to visit me in my electorate and run that line I reckon my vote will go up!  My 
growers would string him up in the city centre!  I am here to tell members that we do not have any more blood to 
give - we just do not.  If he believes that, he has not spent enough time with the growers, who will tell him about 
the state of play in the Wanneroo electorate.  I urge members to consider and support the processes for the 
research and development of that initiative.  It is something that needs looking at and, if possible, fast-tracking to 
alleviate some of the problems that we are experiencing. 

I will speak further on infrastructure.  I have spoken at length before about the needs of the community.  
However, I welcome the $10 million in additional funding that I was able to obtain from the government.  It will 
help provide a dual carriageway along Wanneroo Road from Wallawa Street to the Joondalup Drive intersection.  
It is with sadness that I mention a recent fatality and serious injuries sustained in an accident at the Karoborup 
Road south intersection with Wanneroo Road.  The area is a problem for me.  Although I know that it does not 
have a high accident history in the data that is used by Main Roads, I will highlight it again and call continually 
for Main Roads’ attention to the intersection.  The recent accident sadly proves my point.  What price a life? 

I am thrilled that another area that has been a bugbear for me - the member for Kingsley will join me in this - 
will receive funding.  I am referring to the congestion at the intersection of Kingsway and Wanneroo Road.  Any 
members who have had children attending netball at the Kingsway stadium - some 7 000 to 8 000 children attend 
every Saturday - will know how bad it is.  However, that was before all the residential growth in the area.  There 
are now new suburbs such as Madeley, Darch and so on.  The congestion at the intersection is exacerbated 
beyond all control.  It needs to be addressed, and it will be. 

I mention the Mitchell Freeway extension through to Burns Beach Road and the financial assistance that the 
government is giving to the City of Wanneroo to make sure that Connolly Drive is completed.  The finance is 
welcome.  I also urge the government to consider what I call “son of New MetroRail” - the plan to continue the 
rail service to the northern suburbs of Butler and, ultimately, Yanchep.   

I am pleased that the government has supported the initiative of an $8 million investment in partnership with the 
City of Wanneroo for the townsite.  The revitalisation project is incredibly important for the Wanneroo townsite.  
People have been very patient.  It is a very tired area and it needs a lot of help.  On the commercial side, the new 
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owners of the shopping centre are in place and construction will begin this year, which will be great news for 
local people. 

I will touch on the antihoon laws.  The member for South Perth recently spoke on this subject and clearly 
articulated that for many of us it is a problem.  He is dead right.  The situation in my electorate is no different.  I 
continually receive complaints about this type of behaviour.  I was disappointed that our legislation was not 
previously supported in the upper house, because I know from my constituents that many of them are ready, 
willing and able to testify in court and would do so because their identity would be protected in court.  I think 
that the genuine people who take time to gather the evidence the police require are more than capable of 
presenting in court in a very believable and sustainable way; in fact, I have forms from the north west 
metropolitan police district in my office that I hand out to people to help them assist the police.  I am sure that if 
the member for South Perth asked traffic police, if he has not already, he could obtain a similar document which 
would help police identify and build up a record of people who are offending.  People in the community will 
welcome the new legislation.  They want it strengthened because they are really fed up with this type of 
behaviour and becoming captive to these idiots on the road who are driving recklessly and dangerously in our 
streets, often rat-running through the suburbs and disturbing people’s amenity and life. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mrs D.J. GUISE:  I will not speak for much longer.  This is really a bit of a snapshot, given the time constraints.  
I want, in closing, to thank the Premier for his support for the rapidly expanding electorate of Wanneroo.  I 
advise those members who have been keeping track of the numbers that the electorate is up to about 34 000 
people and growing.  That is just the way it is.  I think people will not want to live anywhere else until the 
electorate is full. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  You attract them. 

Mrs D.J. GUISE:  Is that what it is?  Why would people not want to live in the Wanneroo electorate?  They 
have the bush on the one hand, and the beach on the other.  It is not a bad place to live. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  And a wonderful member. 

Mrs D.J. GUISE:  I thank the Leader of the House.  Was I fishing again?   

Although there are too many people to name individually, I would like to pay tribute to the hardworking people 
in the Wanneroo electorate who help to grow business, who protect our heritage and environment, who educate 
and train our children and who tend to the health and wellbeing of the community so that we can have a 
sustainable future.  I am humbled by how hardworking and wonderful the people in my electorate are.  They 
have been very kind to me.  I like to think that I am repaying that by being enthusiastic, optimistic and 
hardworking on their behalf for the future.  On that note, I will close. 

MR A.J. SIMPSON (Serpentine-Jarrahdale) [9.44 pm]:  I congratulate the new Premier on his appointment.  I 
wish him well, even though it will be a short term for him.  My electorate of Serpentine-Jarrahdale spreads from 
the urban areas of Canning Vale to the hills of Jarrahdale and Roleystone through the flat coastal plain of 
Serpentine and Keysbrook.  It certainly has some interesting aspects and needs for a local member who must 
deal with the rapid urban sprawl.  One issue that has been discussed tonight is that of school crossings.  I am 
lucky because, as a parent, I know which are school days and which are not.  However, I agree with those who 
asked how people would know when it was a school day.  I think flashing lights are the best option I have heard 
of.  It is quite easy to be caught out.  A recent report told of a person caught travelling at 100 kilometres per hour 
in a school zone.  I would guess that it occurred in Welshpool Road.  I have been caught there.  I turned the 
corner at Tonkin Highway, took off and the next moment I was pulled over, because I was not concentrating.  It 
is not a good thing to do, but sometimes when people are driving outside their local area they do not think about 
what is happening in front of them.  That is why I think that flashing lights would be the best option.  People 
would know why they were flashing and if they were caught speeding in the zone, it would be their own fault.  
They would not be looking at their watches busily trying to work out what day it was, instead of concentrating 
on the road. 

I have some issues with the police department at the moment regarding the Peel region.  The top end of the 
region is Byford, which includes over 6 000 or 7 000 people, is only about 10 minutes from Armadale but is a 
long way from Mandurah and the Peel region.  It does not make a lot of difference with a callout on 000, the 
Armadale guys will come down, but our figures go back to the Peel region and do not reflect on the Perth area.  
When we are trying to do comparisons for targets, it gives us a smaller base to work off compared with a higher 
base in the Armadale area.  I can see some advantages and some disadvantages.  It also affects numbers in terms 
of police allocation.  The former member for Roleystone, who is now the member for Bassendean, was the 
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driving force in getting the numbers up in Mundijong and we still have them today, but the needs of the area are 
growing fast.  Moving it from the Canning down to the Peel would be a hindrance and not a help.  Local 
government boundaries are used to define areas and that is where another issue will arise.  Byford is more - 

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  The police.  We have looked into the Canning police.  Byford itself would be far better off 
hooked into Armadale and south of, say, Bishop Road would be better off in the Peel region because it has more 
of a rural aspect.  They will not do that because of the actual shire border, which runs north and in between 
Armadale and Byford.  It is definitely an issue.  It is something the Minister for Police will have to look at.  As I 
said, it can be a hindrance or a help, depending on which way it is looked at. 

I now refer to the hoon law, which is an interesting one.  I will not deny that as a young bloke I was hooning 
around, doing burnouts or whatever.  We were always a bit smarter though, doing it where no-one could see us.  
We were always aware of the need for that.  I too raise the concerns that the member for South Perth raised about 
people taking footage of this activity with cameras.  Sure, they would have protection if they went to court, but 
some kids nowadays are more violent than ever and if they found out where older people lived, they would 
terrorise them and throw stuff at them.  I can just see the bad side of it.  It worries me that people will run around 
taking pictures.  It will have repercussions for people who do it and it is of concern.  When we say we support 
the government in tightening up the hoon laws, we would like to see the final detail to make sure the general 
public is protected.   

Last Sunday was Clean Up Australia Day.  I hope members helped by joining little groups and walking around 
the streets picking up rubbish as I did in my electorate in Darling Downs.  I did about three kilometres of one 
road with my two daughters.  It was good fun, but 37-degree heat meant it was not quite the right day for it.  We 
got out and did our bit.  We had a barbecue and a drink after when it cooled off, so it was not too bad.  It was 
good to get out and participate and help clean up Australia.  Unfortunately, I have a better suntan today than 
what I had on Sunday, but that is part of it. 

One of the biggest issues within my electorate is Tonkin Highway.  It is now open from Albany Highway in 
Martin through to Thomas Road in Byford.  It opened on 14 December and we now have a full road into the 
shire and into the backdoor of Byford.  It has helped with the growth of the area.  There are something like 1 000 
blocks on the market now and the growth will only get stronger.  I have written to the minister regarding the 
opening of the new section of Tonkin Highway to Thomas Road in Byford because there have been some major 
“forgets” by Main Roads.  The first is the warning lights on Thomas Road approaching the intersection of 
Tonkin Highway.  There are complete black marks where trucks have locked up because of the 90 kilometres an 
hour zone on Thomas Road.  There are no warning lights approaching the intersection, unlike there are on 
Ranford Road in Armadale.  It has its own warning lights but Thomas Road does not for some reason; I am not 
sure why.  The other issue is that the sound bund seems to stop about 500 metres before Armadale Road and this 
allows all the sound to go into Forrestdale.  I have written to the minister about that as well.  Another issue is that 
now that Thomas Road is the main exit point at the end of Tonkin Highway, it has resulted in increased traffic on 
Thomas Road.  There is a level crossing just near the intersection of South Western Highway that does not have 
any boom gates.  It has only red flashing lights.  I am concerned that if people are driving down Thomas Road at 
5.30 pm or 6.00 pm and the sun is shining in their eyes, they may not see the level crossing and the lights.  The 
minister should look at installing a boom gate or some other device to help out.   

Many years ago it was planned that Tonkin Highway would go further south of Thomas Road and would swing 
down through the back of Cardup and the back of Mundijong and up to the exit on South Western Highway-
Jarrahdale Road.  That has been an issue in my area for close to 10 years.  The original plan was that Tonkin 
Highway would take all the trucks from Albany Highway that go through Jarrahdale, and all the trucks from 
South Western Highway that go through Armadale and Kelmscott, and that they would then be able to get to 
Kewdale and Fremantle.  That was part of the greater picture for the infrastructure.  The link road was a big issue 
within the electorate.  The member for Bassendean is not here, but he will remember the 2001 election campaign 
and the push by the council and the current government to stop the link road.  When this government came into 
office in 2001, it stood by its commitment that it would not build the link road.  However, the link road is still a 
line on the map.  The street directory still has Tonkin Highway ending at the bottom of Jarrahdale Road.  I have 
written to the minister and asked her to hold a meeting with Main Roads to get a briefing on where the road will 
go, because we cannot keep holding this link road over the heads of the residents of Jarrahdale.  I wrote to the 
minister in October.  The minister wrote back to me in February with a one-and-a-half page letter.  The last line 
of the letter talks about how a survey will be done in early 2006.  However, we need to resolve this situation on 
both sides of politics and give the people of Jarrahdale confidence that the government does not intend to tear 
their town apart.  Therefore, I urge the minister to make a decision on this matter.   
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The current local government would like the highway to go south of Byford and come out at what is called the 
Orton Road alignment.  That has been the favoured exit for Tonkin Highway for about the past five years.  That 
proposal has also been run past the minister, and she is very keen about it.  However, that raises another 
problem.  Three housing properties are located between Orton Road and South Western Highway.  Those 
properties will be affected by the proposed alignment.  However, the minister has still not made a decision on the 
alignment of this road.  One of those properties is owned by an elderly couple.  They want to sell their property.  
However, because the minister and Main Roads have still not made a decision, it is still hanging over their heads.  
There was an article in the local paper two weeks ago about how one of the owners had complained to Main 
Roads about this matter, and about how the local journalist had phoned Main Roads three times, and also sent an 
e-mail, but still there was no response.  I hope the minister will be able to help us with that matter and sort out a 
line on a map so that the community and the council will be aware of where the road will go.   

The electorate of Serpentine-Jarrahdale takes in the hills suburbs of Roleystone and Jarrahdale.  There are quite a 
few fruit growers in those hills suburbs.  They have an issue with birds attacking their fruit.  They often get out 
the shotgun and shoot off a few rounds to scare off the birds.  However, the problem is that unless they are 
watching the birds when they land, they end up losing quite a bit of fruit.  Therefore, they have now started to 
use a gas gun.  The gun is run off an LPG gas bottle, and every seven or eight minutes it lets off a noise a bit like 
a sonic boom.  The gun can be set to operate even when the grower is not home to scare off the birds.  Last year 
a neighbour up the road from one of the growers complained about the noise from the gas gun, so the council 
health inspector turned up with a noise meter and took a reading, and the grower was subsequently issued with a 
fine because the noise reading exceeded the limit under the act.  As members can imagine, that caused a lot of 
fighting and screaming and jumping up and down.  However, the problem is that once a council health inspector 
has issued a fine, it cannot be revoked, because it has been issued under the Health Act of Western Australia, so 
the fruit grower had to pay the fine.  As a result of that, the government set up a committee to look at the use of 
gas guns.  That committee has now been meeting for over a year, and it has come up with some guidelines.  That 
is great.  However, the guidelines have no weight.  That means the fruit growers are still in the situation that if 
they use a gas gun and exceed the noise limit, they will be fined.   

It has not been a win-win situation for anybody.  I am hoping that the minister will look at the noise abatement 
legislation and change it in some way.  It boils down to the need for an exemption for bird-scaring devices.  I am 
not sure how that would be worded, but we must help out these fruit growers.  The reason the birds are coming 
to the orchards is that we are knocking all the trees down on the flats, so they are looking for more food.  It is a 
vicious circle, but I cannot help but feel for the fruit growers in the Roleystone-Jarrahdale area.  All they want to 
do is grow their fruit and make an income, but the birds are eating the fruit, and they must scare them away.  The 
other thing that has got in the way is that the houses are much closer to the orchards than they ever were, 
especially in Roleystone, which is a very pretty place to live and very close to Perth.  The valley is very peaceful, 
but at certain times of the year, when the gas guns are going off, it can be very noisy.  The issue must still be 
resolved, and it has not gone that well.   

I am very lucky in my electorate.  There are three golf courses, which is great when I can get out to them.  On 
the other hand, there are three prisons in my electorate - Karnet Prison Farm, Hakea Prison and Casuarina Prison.  
The prisoners cannot vote, so they are not much good to me at all.  However, I do have a problem.  A situation 
has arisen at Casuarina Prison, which was mentioned on the radio last week.  I have checked on the issue with 
Casuarina, and found it to be borne out.  There seems to be a blind spot in the prison; an area where there is no 
surveillance camera.  I have heard, although it has not been confirmed, that someone was beaten up very badly in 
that blind corner.  The main thing I am concerned about is the welfare of the staff of the prison, many of whom 
live in my electorate.  This situation may place them in danger.  We have heard about police officers being 
harmed in their line of work, and prison officers are in the same position.  I had hoped the minister would be 
here to hear this.  

The other thing that happened, which is very concerning, is that a prisoner whom I understand was under suicide 
watch in the prison had his day in court and was given bail.  He then went out and committed suicide.  I cannot 
speak much more until the coronial inquiry is complete.  I am concerned that the minister is probably more 
concerned with protecting his job and is not doing enough.  He is too busy getting involved with carpet deals to 
concentrate on his job.  

Mr A.D. McRae:  What do you suggest the minister might have done in this situation? 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  The minister is obviously not doing his job properly.  

Mr A.D. McRae:  In what way do you suggest he may have been able to help this prisoner? 
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Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  I would think that if a prisoner was on suicide watch inside, some sort of system would be 
set up so that on the day he went to court and was granted bail, he could be checked on and helped if necessary.  

Mr A.D. McRae:  Should the minister ring him up and ask him that? 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  No, but it is the minister’s role - 

Mr A.D. McRae:  Don’t make stupid suggestions when you are challenged.  Once again you have demonstrated 
that you cannot put an argument in this place when you are challenged.  

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  I am saying that the minister is in a situation in which he should be doing his job better.  

Mr A.D. McRae:  What is it that he should do? 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  It is up to him.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  You are exploiting a tragedy.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  Order, member for Riverton! 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  There has been a change of ministers in another area, and I look forward to working with 
the new Minister for the Environment on an issue I have been trying to deal with for just over six months - the 
Canning Vale wetland.  I had a meeting with the previous minister and three or four landowners in the Canning 
Vale area in October or November of last year, and I thought I was making very good progress with this 
situation.  Unfortunately, it has fallen on deaf ears, and has not gone any further.  I hope the new minister will 
shine a new light and help me sort out the problems we are having with Bush Forever, and get the issue sorted 
out once and for all.  It is giving some people a lot of headaches and heartache.   

I have only a few minutes left, and I guess people want to go home.  I will touch on another thing I did over my 
Christmas break.  I took my wife and children on a holiday.  I paid for it myself.  I wanted to go to Canada and 
spend Christmas with my sister and her family, but on my way I wanted to go to a couple of places and visit 
some exchange students we have hosted over the years.  One was in Austria and the other in America.  The 
cheapest way to get there was to buy a round-the-world ticket, which opened up another life for me.  I had the 
opportunity to go to London where I visited the House of Lords and the House of Commons.  I had a tour of both 
houses.  I went on the floor of the House of Commons on a sitting day, which was quite amazing.  I highly 
recommend that everybody in this house, especially new members, visit the House of Lords and the House of 
Commons.  It is an amazing house to see and has an amazing set-up, the way it all runs from one end to the 
other.  I understand a lot more about the Westminster style of government that we follow today since I went to 
London to look at the House of Lords and the House of Commons.  I also visited Washington DC and had a tour 
of Capitol Hill.  It is not hard to do but a lot more security is involved.  It took me about an hour and a half to get 
through the front door. 

Mr T.R. Buswell:  Did you see George? 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  I tried to talk to George but he was not in the house.  Unfortunately, the US president 
cannot go into the Congress unless he is invited.  He cannot just walk in.  I did not know that. 

Mr T.R. Buswell:  You didn’t go shooting with Dick Cheney? 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  No, I did not go shooting with Dick Cheney.  I stayed away from him. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  You can always come shooting with me. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  I thank the member for Warren-Blackwood, but I will pass on the shooting trip.  The last 
place I called into, which I found very interesting, was New Orleans.  I spent four days there to look at the 
progress that the city has made since Hurricane Katrina in August. 

Dr K.D. Hames:  Did you go to Bourbon Street? 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  Yes, I did.  Bourbon Street was not affected.  New Orleans is slowly but surely recovering 
from the hurricane.  When there is a natural disaster in Perth, such as a bushfire, especially down my way, the 
police, CALM and the volunteers all get together.  There is coordination and there are resources to draw on.  
There was no coordination in New Orleans at all.  I was quite amazed to hear that the guy who operated the 
pumping station which was used to back up the flood left town and the police sergeant left town.  Most people 
packed their bags and left.  After Katrina hit, it was difficult to get all the people back in who were needed.  The 
mayor, the government and the federal government were involved.  They were not talking to each other.  When I 
was there in January they were still debating where they would locate a building for their natural resources unit 
so that when a disaster hits, they have a command post for it.  I thought they would have had some disaster plan 
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in place already, but there is no disaster plan.  A lot of people we spoke to on the street told us the same thing.  
They did not expect it to be as bad as it was.  There was flooding one to two feet deep, but no-one envisaged 
what would happen when Katrina hit.  They were absolutely amazed at what happened to them. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mrs J. Hughes. 

House adjourned at 10.03 pm 

__________ 
 


