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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 
Order of Business 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Leader of the House) [3.50 pm]:  I move -  

That order of the day 3 be now taken.   

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.50 pm]:  Could the Leader 
of the House, or the minister responsible for the Electricity Corporations Bill, please explain to the house why 
this order of the day is proposed to be debated now, when it does not appear on the daily business program?   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  We had informed your whip that we would be dealing with it after the Perry Lakes 
Redevelopment Bill, because we are hoping it can be transmitted to the other place today, because it is quite 
urgent.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I do not think the Perry Lakes bill has been dealt with yet.  

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  Can you explain why it is urgent? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  It is urgent because quite a few million dollars of commonwealth money will be at risk if it is 
not passed by a certain date. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  But the Leader of the House gave a commitment that the Perry Lakes bill would be dealt 
with first.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I did. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Has the Perry Lakes bill been finished?  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  No.  We will be coming back to the Perry Lakes bill to finish it today.   

MR D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN (Leschenault) [3.51 pm]:  I will not be dwelling on this, but I want to make a 
number of very simple points.  First, as the Leader of the House knows, we do cooperate with the government on 
its legislative program.  However, when the government abuses the processes of the Parliament, as it did earlier 
this week with its pathetic attack on the member for Warren-Blackwood, we seek to apply some form of 
retribution, as we have done on this occasion by calling off pairs for four sitting weeks.  This legislation was on 
the daily business program for Tuesday’s sitting of the Legislative Assembly.  It is as a result of the 
government’s attempt to embarrass one of our members through a pathetic motion to suspend standing orders 
that that legislation was not able to be dealt with on that day.  In fact, the government basically stuffed up one 
whole day of parliamentary business in this chamber and as a result threw out the window its whole legislative 
schedule for the week.  The government then grossly mismanaged the other piece of legislation that it wanted to 
get through this chamber this week - the Perry Lakes Redevelopment Bill.  Therefore, the government has twice 
stuffed up its management of legislation in this chamber - once through the minister’s mismanagement of the 
Perry Lakes bill, and once by trying to score cheap political points by seeking to suspend standing orders on a 
false pretence.  It is now 3.50 pm on a Thursday afternoon, or just over one hour from when this Parliament is 
due to suspend its sittings for a couple of weeks, and the government is saying it needs to get this particular 
legislation through this chamber.  Some very comprehensive amendments have been made to this legislation.  
Some of those amendments have the acquiescence or agreement of the government, and one of those 
amendments does not have the agreement of the government.  Country members have a particular interest in 
some of those amendments, because they relate to the quality of electricity supplies in country areas.  I am sure 
the National Party will want to speak in some detail on one amendment that it has been trying to get through this 
place.  I also want to speak on one amendment.  As members would know, when the house adjourns at 5.00 pm a 
lot of country members have to jump in their cars, or in an aeroplane, and get back to the country.  Therefore, it 
is a bit discourteous of the government to spring this bill on us at this time, when we all know it is due to its 
mismanagement of government business throughout the week. 

However, an even more salient point needs to be made.  We have just heard that the real reason the government 
wants to deal with this bill now is that it risks losing out on national competition policy revenue from the 
commonwealth.  The minister can correct me if I am wrong, but last year the government missed out on about 
$11 million of competition policy payments because it had not progressed with electricity industry reform 
initiatives.  I suggest the reason this bill is being rushed into the house now is that the government wants to get 
these amendments to the upper house as quickly as possible so they can be dealt with by the cut-off time for the 
national competition policy payments.  The government itself, through its mismanagement of a very important 
bill - the Perry Lakes Redevelopment Bill - and through a cheap political stunt in this chamber, has delayed the 
progress of this bill and thereby is jeopardising about $11 million of funding from the commonwealth to the 
state.  That is the real reason we are doing this.  The government is worried it will miss out on funding because it 
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has mismanaged the processes of this chamber.  Does the shadow Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, the 
member for Moore, believe the Perry Lakes Redevelopment Bill is an urgent bill?  

Mr G. Snook:  No, it is not. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  It is not the slightest bit urgent.  Therefore, why did we not deal with the 
electricity legislation earlier in the week?  Why was that not the first piece of legislation to be dealt with?  If 
$11 million is at stake -  

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  We wasted the whole first day. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Absolutely.  We could have dealt with this bill, and the amendments to it, on 
Tuesday.  That bill would then have been in the upper house by now and the government would have 
safeguarded that $11 million, or whatever it is, of taxpayers’ money.  Instead, because of the government’s gross 
mismanagement and the fact that it has given a totally unnecessary priority to the Perry Lakes Redevelopment 
Bill, we now find ourselves, with just over one hour to go before we knock off for the day, having to deal with 
an extremely important piece of legislation, and some extremely important amendments for country Western 
Australians, when the truth of the matter is that the only reason the government needs to rush this bill through 
this house and get it to the upper house is so that it will not lose out on that $11 million from the commonwealth.  
I have just one message for the government: the government has only itself to blame if this bill does not get 
through this house tonight.   

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [3.55 pm]:  I do not really care when we debate the Electricity Corporations 
Bill.  However, I am a bit bemused, because we hear repeated interjections from members opposite about how 
members of the opposition are lap-dogs to the commonwealth government.  However, what is going on here?  
Members opposite are now suddenly prepared to turn themselves on their heads and kowtow to the 
commonwealth government, just because national competition payments are due some time in October!  
Brilliant!  I make this observation: this package of legislation - which I think is a dreadful mistake for Western 
Australia, but it is now a bipartisan position - is about the break-up of Western Power.  Western Power is a utility 
with revenues of less than $2 billion.  At the same time that the commonwealth government is insisting to this 
lap-dog government that it break up Western Power, it is scorning the public debate about whether Telstra - the 
utility that it owns - should be broken up.  Telstra is a national monopoly.  It is not one located just in Western 
Australia.  Western Power’s revenues are about $1.7 billion.  Telstra’s revenues are in excess of $20 billion.  
Even though the duplicity of the commonwealth’s position on Western Power is, frankly, absolutely mind-
blowing, this government dares to say that members on this side of the house are just lap-dogs to the 
commonwealth government!  Well, woof, woof; off we go!  How high should we jump, Mr Howard?  We are 
being asked to break up our utility and write several hundred million dollars off the value of Western Power, just 
to suit national competition policy, and we are being asked to do it late on a Thursday afternoon, just to 
accommodate the government, yet the commonwealth government is not willing to listen to one point of view on 
the sale of Telstra!  Telstra is far more influential, and in a far stronger market power position, than Western 
Power.  Telstra is the largest corporation in Australia.  It is in an incredible position.  Since this legislation has 
come into this house, what has happened?  The member for Collie, who unfortunately is not in the chamber at 
this time, has missed out on his power station.  He is a few candles short of his Collie power station.  This 
government has made the decision to give Wambo Power Ventures Pty Ltd the contract to build a gas-fired 
power station.  Wambo!  What is Wambo?  Wambo is a little-known energy group from Queensland that just 
two years ago was deemed not to have sufficient credibility to compete for the first tender for the peak-load 
plant.  However, now, two years later, the government has given it a contract worth close to $80 million a year, 
or around $2 billion over the life of the contract, to build a power station in Western Australia.  Where is the 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia on this matter?  This is the group that argued for the 
break-up up Western Power in order to bring down electricity prices.  When I used to be involved with the 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, we might have had some different objectives about electricity prices, but 
we certainly had an objective about developing Western Australian industry.  A contract that will be worth close 
to $2 billion has been given not to a Western Australian company, whether it be publicly or privately owned, but 
to a small outfit from Queensland.  So much for the development of Western Australia and its business and 
resources.  So much for the Chamber of Commerce and Industry that used to stand up for Western Australian 
business and the development of this state.  Where is it now?  This issue gets back to the basic point of low-cost 
electricity.  The contract was given to gas, but it was not given to the cheapest gas available.  Had Western 
Power been allowed to build its Cockburn 2 unit, the cost of gas generation would have been not only lower than 
that of coal, but also it would have been 20 or 25 per cent lower than the Wambo Power Ventures proposal.  I 
have not heard a word from the Chamber of Commerce and Industry.  It knows that the government not only 
gave a $2 billion contract to a little-known family business in Queensland in preference to Western Australian 
industry and located the power station in the metropolitan area instead of a regional area, which could have 
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produced some development benefits, but also did not take the lowest cost option.  As a result, Western Australia 
will pay to Wambo about 5c a kilowatt hour as opposed to closer to 4c a kilowatt hour under the Western Power 
option.  The house is supposed to ram through this measure so the commonwealth will hand over $10 million.  
What a farce!  The government will wipe several hundred million dollars off the asset value of Western Power, it 
has abandoned the member for Collie and the coal industry in terms of a fuel balance, it has gone for gas and a 
Queensland company to build a project in the Perth metropolitan area with its environmental constraints, and it 
has not gone for the lowest cost gas option.  However, the government has bipartisan support!  I do not know 
why, but that is the case.  This was the worse decision made in energy in the past two or three years, and there 
were a couple of shockers before that.  Members are told to tick off this measure so the state can receive 
competition payments.  When the Prime Minister of Australia says, “Jump, Western Australia” - a state he has 
little regard for - people opposite jump through the hoop. 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [4.02 pm]:  The National Party has concerns 
about this process.  Obviously, the numbers will fall the government’s way in the lower house, and the 
amendments will be decided by the government’s numbers.  The concern is that some amendments were made to 
the legislation in support of the National Party’s position on the provision of infrastructure and maintenance 
expenditure to the regions of the state.  These are very important amendments to us.  Although we would like the 
government to support them in the lower house, we understand that that may not be possible.  We hear at four 
o’clock on Thursday, with the Parliament scheduled to close shortly, that the government expects the 
amendments to be passed in its favour in the lower and upper houses so competition payments are not put at risk.  
I make the point strongly that the amendments that the National Party put on the supplementary notice paper and 
supported in the upper house are far more important than $10 million.  The amendments in this bill support the 
provision of a reliable electricity supply to regional Western Australians from now onwards.  It is not just about 
$10 million - if it were, it would be easy.  It is a more serious issue.   

I do not know what the Minister for Energy or the Leader of the House have negotiated with the upper house.  It 
needs to be clearly outlined that the National Party has put forward amendments that were supported by the 
Liberal Party and the Greens (WA).  The way the numbers fall in the upper house meant the amendments were 
supported there.  The government has led me to believe that, in the space of the next couple of hours, those 
amendments will go back up to the other place, and the outcome will change.  That would be very disappointing 
for country regions.  Another matter is very important.  I have made an offer to the Minister for Energy.  The 
National Party is about getting a better result for regional power consumers.  The National Party was happy to 
negotiate.  In his process, the Nationals and country people were dealt out of the negotiations.  What happened in 
the upper house dealt us back into the negotiations, but we are told that, in the space of a couple of hours, that 
involvement will be lost. 

I know the Perry Lakes matter is important to many members of this Parliament, but the break-up of Western 
Power has far more serious ramifications for every Western Australian than does the Perry Lakes bill.  Members 
spent nearly the entire week negotiating amendments to the Perry Lakes legislation, and have been left a couple 
of hours at the death knell to force the amendments to the Electricity Corporations Bill through the house.  It is 
an absolute disgrace!  It does not provide the time necessary to debate these important measures or for politicians 
on both sides of the political spectrum to put forward their concerns.  When the bill leaves this Parliament, it 
should deliver outcomes not only for the big end of town, but also for regional consumers on the end of long and 
frail powerlines - people who have had to put up with a substandard electricity network for a long time.  The 
Leader of the House and the Minister for Energy dealt the National Party out of the negotiations early.  We were 
well and truly back in.  If they expect the matter to be finished today, it will be a very long night in this 
Parliament. 

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon) [4.08 pm]:  I will, to an extent, repeat the words of the Leader of the 
National Party.  The Electricity Corporations Bill has been my interest for the week.  I came to Parliament on 
Tuesday with the full knowledge that these amendments had come down from the upper house.  I read the 
business of the house green sheet this morning.  I admit that I did not ask the Leader of the House; however, I 
asked members on this side of the house whether the house would deal with the Electricity Corporations Bill 
today.  I was told no; the house would complete the Perry Lakes Redevelopment Bill.  Like other members, I 
have other commitments after five o’clock.  I will now be here until midnight.  I can live with that.  However, I 
have difficulties living with another matter, which I have had out with the Leader of the House before.  It is all 
very well to be the executive and to be a minister who pushes measures through.  However, this is Parliament, 
and I want to take the opportunity to have my say.  I want to do that in the time of the Parliament, not the time 
that suits the executive or the minister.  If the minister thinks it will be a short process tonight for these 
amendments to pass to the other place, he should forget it - it will not happen.  The Speaker may require me to 
speak to each point on the notice paper.  I have been here for 20 years, and I may speak about a few other things 
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as well.  I may be brought back to order from time to time, but I will still speak.  As the member for Avon, it is 
my right to do just that.   
I am very concerned about the transmission side of the break-up of Western Power.  I want to debate that matter.  
I have serious concerns about the capacity of the transmission side of the break-up to work.  I will take every 
opportunity to debate that issue.  I am not trying to be nasty to the Leader of the House or anyone else.  It is a 
fact.  If I get a minute or an hour to debate that issue, I will debate it.   

MR G. SNOOK (Moore) [4.09 pm]:  This is most unusual.  We were informed that the Perry Lakes 
Redevelopment Bill 2005 was the urgent matter; in fact, it was declared an urgent bill.  We could not see the 
urgency in that measure.  We wasted half a day on a trivial matter and then we had the urgent matter of the Perry 
Lakes legislation.  The whole program has been thrown upside down.  Country members, as the member for 
Avon said, have commitments: we have hundreds of kilometres to travel, appointments to keep, connecting 
flights to catch etc.  This process is a disgrace.  I ask the Leader of the House and the Minister for Energy: when 
were they made aware that the bill had to be passed today?  Will they table any evidence that this is correct? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  It was only a short time ago that I was informed; I knew that there was a deadline next month 
for competition payments.  The advice is that if we don’t move on it today, we may not be able to meet that 
deadline.   

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  What advice?  
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  There is no specific deadline in terms of the day.  There is a whole process.  It is in October.  
The suggestion is that if we don’t get it through the house today, we’ll find it difficult, if not impossible, to meet 
that deadline.   

Mr G. SNOOK:  When did the Leader of the House become aware of the deadline?   
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I have been aware of the deadline for months.  However, only today was I advised that if we 
don’t move today, we will have real difficulty meeting the deadline.   
MR G.A. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [4.11 pm]:  I am very disappointed at this stage of proceedings.  As 
several members have reflected, regional Western Australians have been dealt out of this arrangement.  The 
government has shown poor judgment and leadership in the way it has managed its business this week.  I know 
that the Leader of the House has heard this before.  If, as the member for Cottesloe said, “important federal 
funds” are riding on the Electricity Corporations Bill being passed this evening, perhaps the government should 
have done its homework a few weeks ago.  Maybe the government was preoccupied with the Perry Lakes 
Redevelopment Bill.  I am not quite sure.  As a reasonably new member, I am extremely disappointed with the 
leadership shown by the government.  The government has championed so many things Western Australian.  
Indeed, today the Premier and other members of the government provided a magnificent example.  In a debate 
about the break-up of a Western Australian organisation such as Western Power, surely the same amount of 
thought given to pre-victory speeches about the West Coast Eagles should have been given to what will happen 
if the electricity bill is not passed today.  I am incredulous that the government has decided to debate these 
amendments this evening.  The Labor Party has been in government long enough to know that a range of 
processes must be negotiated in the other place.  I am not privy to whether those processes have been negotiated.  
Surely if the government is trying to bargain with the $10 million or $11 million that the federal government has 
put on offer in terms of competition policy and funds, as the member for Merredin pointed out succinctly earlier 
this evening, the funds for regional Western Australia are far more important than kowtowing to the federal 
government.  I am very disappointed.  
MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse) [4.14 pm]:  I have been in my boudoir watching this interesting debate unfold on 
my television screen.  I have come into the chamber to express my absolute disgust with the way this 
government and the Leader of the House operate the business of this house.  A number of members on this side 
of the house have held leadership positions in local government, during which time they followed the proper 
processes of local government.  We passed local laws and dealt with issues which, compared with the break-up 
of Western Power, were trivial, trifling and insignificant.  However, we dealt with them properly.  When we 
considered the matters that came before us, we did so using the proper process and in a good and timely manner.  
I could not believe my ears when I heard the Leader of the House attempt to bring on debate on the Council’s 
amendments to the Electricity Corporations Bill.  The absolutely pathetic excuse he gave is barely worth 
recording in Hansard.  It is a lightweight performance for dealing with legislation on behalf of all Western 
Australians.  It is absolutely disgraceful.  When I became a member of Parliament, I thought that members would 
go about the business of being parliamentarians in a proper manner.  This is absolutely disgraceful.  I have just 
read some of dribble that came out of the Leader of the House’s mouth on Tuesday when he wasted our time for 
hours and hours debating an issue that involved the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, for 
heaven’s sake.  What an embarrassment!  The Leader of the House should be ashamed of himself.  Members 
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opposite should be disgusted with the way he is attempting to pervert the proper operations of this place to hide 
his own incompetence.  Recently I had to deal with both the Industrial Relations Amendment Bill and the 
Workers’ Compensation Legislation Amendment Bill.  The Industrial Relations Amendment Bill was declared 
an urgent bill because the President of the Western Australian Industrial Relations Commission will resign at the 
end of this year.  Do members know how long the government has known that he will resign?  It has known the 
full five years it has been in government.  That bill was introduced in one of the last available weeks for its 
introduction.  The government is revealing an alarming pattern of abuse of the processes of this house.  I was 
elected to this house to deal with legislation in a proper manner.  I register my absolute disgust with the way that 
matters are being dealt with.  The Leader of the House should hang his head in shame.  Every member on this 
side of the house will watch with great interest over the next couple of years to see what lengths the Leader of 
the House is prepared to go to on behalf of his government to distort the processes of this house, processes that 
have a long and proud history.  I am upset with the way the Leader of the House is attempting to deal with 
government business.  I am happy to have that stated on the record.  

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [4.18 pm]:  As the house knows, I have tried to do the job of opposition Whip in good 
faith and to the best of my ability.  I am surprised that the Leader of the House has not reciprocated that good 
faith.  We spent most of Tuesday debating a government motion that sought to denigrate the character of the 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition.  The Leader of the House then moved that the Perry Lakes Redevelopment 
Bill be declared an urgent bill, and we spent the remainder of Tuesday debating that matter.  Today at 4.15 pm, 
the Leader of the House decided that the house must debate an issue that is very important to me as a country 
member.  I need to return to my electorate tonight, which is 750 kilometres from Perth, to meet important 
commitments.  Members have - I say this in good faith - done a good three days’ work, except on Tuesday when 
we were forced to waste so much time.  We are now being asked to consider an important matter at a most 
inconvenient time.  It is especially inconvenient for country members.  Like the member for Vasse, I am very 
disappointed with the Leader of the House.   

Electricity supply is an important issue to my electorate because it is on a non-interconnected grid and has 
problems with reliability and supply.  We must talk about such issues sincerely.  However, we should not do so 
at this hour.  The Leader of the House should recognise that although we need to consider the Legislative 
Council’s message, this is not the time to do so.  This electricity issue is dear to the hearts of country members 
on this side of the house and their constituents.  This week the government wasted at least one-third of the time 
we spent in this house.  I suggest that the Leader of the House and the Minister for Energy reconsider their 
decision.  They must show good faith.  I try to show good faith when organising the business of this house.  I am 
new to this job and I often have trouble getting my head around these issues.  The way that the government has 
jumped from issue to issue this week has confused me.  I desperately try to do my job in good faith.  I do not 
believe that the Leader of the House’s decisions on Tuesday and this afternoon have been fair.  I am trying to 
work with the Leader of the House, the manager of opposition business and the government Whip to make this 
house run.  The government may say that we are not up to scratch, but we try to do our best.  The government 
should reconsider what it is doing here today, in good faith and in Parliament.  We are often criticised for 
opposing everything for opposition’s sake.  We want to work with the government, and I do not believe this is an 
appropriate time to do this.  
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