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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.52 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Electoral Reform  - Adjournment Debate 

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [10.53 pm]:  One Nation members did not get an opportunity to 
participate in the urgency debate today, and we have a few things to say on the subject of electoral reform.  Hon 
Peter Foss referred to money.  Taxpayers have already funded a large sum of money on seeking confirmation of 
the legislation in the courts.  Country people get fed up when they are continually told that there is no money 
available to be spent on necessary country infrastructure.  However, it seems that, amazingly, money can be 
pulled out of a hat to undertake another effort to prove that a court ruling is wrong.  Country people believe that 
they are due a fair share of government funds for spending on infrastructure.  We have built a tunnel, and we 
must now, in our madness, fund the Mandurah railway line.  Ironically, the Government wants to spend money 
to prove something that will affect country voters while at the same time saying that it does not have money for 
country infrastructure.  It is almost beyond comprehension that it wants to deprive country areas of money and 
spend that money on reducing fairness in country electorates.  The thing that really worries me - I hope I do not 
err in saying this but I am sure the President will bring me into line if I do - is if the Government’s proposed 
legislation gives a vote to the President, it will create a permanent change.  Earlier in my time in this place, I 
referred to the President and his Government.  The President correctly and kindly pointed out the error of my 
ways.  He told me that, in his role, he is not part of the Government.  Members of the Government have told me 
that the only time they get a free vote - a conscience vote - is on a matter of life or death.  That means that our 
President - whoever that may be - will never have a conscience vote on this sort of issue.  It would be an abortion 
of the independent role that, in my short time here, the President has filled very well and honestly.  He has the 
confidence of all reasonable members of this House.  In practice, the proposed change would take away that 
independence.  If the Government were successful, it would very much regret this step in the long-term, 
particularly if it were to find itself again in opposition.  If a free or conscience vote is not given, how is the 
Government proposing that the President be independent?  Since the inception of this House, the President has 
been independent.  This whole issue has nothing to do with benefiting Western Australians; it is only for party 
political advantage.  I am absolutely horrified that a Government would choose to undertake a course of action 
like this for short-term party political advantage.  It is a subversion of the course of justice.  The Government’s 
case went to the Supreme Court and was paid for by the taxpayers of this State.  The Government did not pay for 
the other case.  It is now proposing that we go through this nonsense again.  On behalf of One Nation, I cannot 
make it clearer that we are absolutely horrified and totally opposed to this move. 

I was interested to listen to talkback radio this morning and hear an interview between the Attorney General and 
Hon Colin Barnett.  The Attorney General asked why Hon John Cowdell should be prevented from voting in the 
interests of his electorate.  Hon John Cowdell’s electorate is the same as mine.  People in the South West Region 
have come out very strongly in saying that they do not support one vote, one value.  If members of this House 
voted in the interests of their constituents, and not along party lines, there would be some sense in this move.  It 
is very contradictory and divisive, and we are appalled by its very suggestion.   

Gene Technology Legislation - Adjournment Debate 
HON CHRISTINE SHARP (South West) [11.00 pm]:  On the last full sitting day some three weeks ago the 
Leader of the House moved an instruction to the Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs that in 
essence expanded the terms of reference of his initial motion to refer the Gene Technology Bill 2001 and the 
Gene Technology Amendment Bill 2001 to the committee for inquiry.  The last full sitting day the House was 
extremely rushed.  It was just before a two-week recess.  I did not have the opportunity to get the call to thank 
the minister on behalf of the committee for the renewed instruction vis-à-vis the inquiry and to note the gist of 
the instruction that the previous referral was too restrictive to enable the committee to do full justice to the issues 
that are associated with the gene technology Bills; in fact, the committee had already come to a similar view 
itself.  Only the day before the minister moved the instruction the committee had passed expanded terms of 
reference that read -  

i) The Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs is conducting an inquiry into and 
will report to the Legislative Council on the Gene Technology Bill 2001 and the Gene 
Technology Amendment Bill 2001 (Bills). 

ii) The Committee is also specifically considering the implementation of the proposed powers 
under section 21 of the Gene Technology Bill 2001 which may recognise State legislation 
designating areas for the purposes of preserving the identity of one or both of the following: 
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(i) GM crops 
(ii) non GM crops 
for marketing purposes. 

iii) The Committee’s inquiries may also include a consideration of any other matters in relation to 
the regulation, use and impacts of genetically modified organisms in Western Australia. 

As I did not have the opportunity to respond to the motion two weeks ago, I want to record in Hansard that the 
committee would like to thank the minister for the expanded instruction and assure him that his thinking and the 
committee’s thinking are very similar in this matter and that all members of the committee have considerable 
commitment to this inquiry and are putting a lot of effort into doing good work on behalf of the Parliament. 

Concrete Batching Plant, Kalgoorlie - Adjournment Debate 
HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [11.03 pm]:  The other day I tabled a petition on behalf of Mr 
Chris Right of Kalgoorlie.  It related to the operation of a concrete batching plant in the middle of a residential 
zone.  I seek permission to table a video that the relevant committee might be able to use in its deliberations on 
that petition.   
Leave granted.  [See paper No 348.] 
Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE:  I will quickly identify what the video shows.  Trucks are currently being parked in 
between residences on the main road to enable loading.  This is causing vehicles to move around that location in 
order to access houses.  Batching impacts eight times a day create a huge amount of concrete dust going over 
nearby residences.  Two small front-end loaders are being used on the site, both of which are in a particularly run 
down state and release large amounts of oily exhaust fumes over nearby residences that permeate through the air-
conditioning of just about everybody in the neighbourhood.  Waste water is being deposited in a makeshift sump 
at the back of the residential property that is being used for this batching plant, and when the sump is full the 
water runs into the neighbours’ backyards.   
There needs to be a serious investigation by the relevant committee of the aspects of control by both the 
Department of Environmental Protection and WorkSafe Western Australia, because the video shows many 
instances in which the workers, both apprentices and others, are wearing absolutely no safety gear, and also of 
the Kalgoorlie City Council, which seems to be able to send inspectors around there every time the business 
stops operating.  With that in mind I urge the committee to look at the video.  Mr President, I seek leave to table 
a paper that indicates the dates and times of the 37 instances that are recorded on the video.   
Leave granted.  [See paper No 349.] 

Rules of Harness Racing 1999, Amendment - Adjournment Debate 
HON BARRY HOUSE (South West) [11.06 pm]:  I want to make a small request.  I have been around this 
place for a while; however, I never stop learning about the way things are done in this place.  Today the Minister 
for Racing and Gaming tabled a report that is headed “Subsidiary Legislation” and refers to the Rules of Harness 
Racing 1999, notice of amendment.  As the shadow Minister for Racing and Gaming, I was interested to find out 
what that meant, so I got a copy of the tabled paper.  However, the tabled paper tells members virtually nothing 
about the issue.  All it states is -  

Notice is hereby given that the Committee of the Western Australian Trotting Association at Gloucester 
Park, East Perth, on the 24 December 2002 resolved by majority of members of the Committee that the 
Rules of Harness Racing 1999 be amended as follows -  

1. Rescind Local Rule 156A   

It is signed Garry Scott, President.   

I therefore requested the staff of the Chamber to try to get me some information about the issue that is involved.  
They came back to me with information that is contained in the by-laws of harness racing and that indicates that 
this local rule has something to do with the use of whips in the trotting industry.  However, the fact is that the by-
laws have already been changed.  Therefore, the information that the staff got for me did not contain any new 
information about the by-law that was changed as a result of this tabled paper. 

Hon Peter Foss:  It was an electronic copy that had already been updated. 

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  That is right.  I understand that information about the changes that are made is provided 
to the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation.  I have never been a member of that committee.  
However, if the Government has that information at its fingertips and can provide it to that committee, surely 
there is no reason that that information cannot also be provided to this Parliament with the tabled papers so that 
we can get a better handle on exactly what is being changed by way of subsidiary legislation.  In recent years 
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explanatory memorandums have been introduced with second reading speeches and Bills.  That is an advance in 
informing members of what is proposed in legislation.  It may be a useful initiative for the Government to take a 
close look at providing some extra information with these tabled papers on subsidiary legislation so that 
members and the public of Western Australia will have a bit more information about what is contained in the 
changes. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 11.10 pm 

__________ 
 


