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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [5.00 pm]:  Before I move the adjournment, I 
indicate that unless I am otherwise advised by members of the House, I do not intend to convene a meeting of 
the House Management Committee today, because I believe we have a carry-over of identified issues from our 
last meeting.  However, I am willing to reconsider that.  The only change I anticipate is that the Electoral 
Amendment Bill will be a matter of some priority in the next week of sitting.  On that basis, I move -  

That the House do now adjourn.  

Electoral Amendment Bill 2001 and Motion No 22 - Adjournment Debate 
HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [5.00 pm]:  I thank the Leader of the 
Opposition for his comments about not needing to have a management committee meeting, and I applaud that 
proposal.  Today is one day when being here has not been all that pleasant and has been a waste of time in a 
sense.  However, I am a little concerned that the Leader of the House has talked about bringing on the electoral 
legislation next week.  I know that legislation has been in this Chamber for the required period of one week, but 
that issue needs to be considered in some detail, and to debate it next week may be a little premature.   

I am also aware that Hon George Cash has indicated concern through motion No 22 on the Notice Paper.  It 
seems to me that motion No 22 needs to be considered ahead of the electoral legislation, because without going 
into the details or arguing the case for motion No  22, that motion is on the Notice Paper because of the concern 
of some members about the way in which the electoral legislation has been proposed, drafted and presented.  The 
view of some members is that we need a Supreme Court determination on that legislation.  It would, therefore, 
make a lot of sense for the House to deal with that motion before it deals with the substantive legislation.  I say 
that for the reason that it would be ludicrous to spend a lot of time debating what is contentious legislation only 
to find some time down the track that the Supreme Court considers that that legislation is out of order.  
Therefore, in order to get our processes in logical sequence, we should deal with motion No 22 before we begin 
our consideration of the electoral legislation.  I would have argued that at the management committee meeting 
this afternoon, had there been one.  I am pleased there will not be one; that is why I am using this moment to 
advise the Leader of the House of my concerns.   

The Leader of the House may wish to respond in this debate or let me know in due course what he proposes to 
do with motion No 22.  However, we on this side of the House will be doing whatever we can to ensure that 
motion No 22 is dealt with expeditiously so that we will know where we stand when we consider the electoral 
legislation.  I raise that for the information of the leader and in the hope that either today or before next Tuesday 
he will give us some indication of the Government’s likely response to motion No 22. 

Member for Midland, Media Statement - Adjournment Debate 
HON DERRICK TOMLINSON (East Metropolitan) [5.06 pm]:  Before the House adjourns, members should 
be made aware of comments that were made by the member for Midland in a budget media statement that was 
distributed at 1558 hours today.  The member for Midland states -  

“The Government has today demonstrated its commitment to follow through on the promises we made 
before the election” . . .  

Some of the matters that the member brought to attention in that statement were -  

$2.5 million for the Department of Mineral and Petroleum Resources drill core storage facility 

$56,000 for the Community College for Aboriginal Education 

$90,000 for the Midland Sobering Up Centre 

$800,000 to widen the Great Eastern Highway at Roe Highway to Scott Street 

$24.7 million to reconstruct and duplicate the Great Eastern Highway from Sawyers Valley to the Lakes 

$1.2 million for the Helena Street railway crossing 

$5.4 million for infrastructure works at the Midland Railway Workshops 

$726,000 for the Police Operation Support Facility 

$8.6 million for the Western Power Hazelmere terminal substation 

Hon Peter Foss:  They sound familiar.  

Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON:  Hon Peter Foss has a grin on his face that cannot be recorded in Hansard, but 
his remarks by way of interjection should be recorded.  They certainly do sound familiar, because some of those 
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works, for example the highway works, have been on the program for four years.  They are being brought in on 
time, for which I congratulate the Government.  As far as honouring - 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  I think honourable members can hear Hon Derrick Tomlinson.  

Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON:  I sincerely hope they can, and I sincerely hope they hear me in Midland.   

The Government is meeting the commitments that were being pursued by the previous Government, and I 
commend it for that, but I wish to draw attention to one thing.  I quote from the budget media statement by the 
member for Midland - 

The Government also announced that West Midland Primary School will receive $50,000 worth of 
improvements next year.  

When an assessment was made of West Midland Primary School by the buildings branch of the then Ministry of 
Education just 12 months ago, in terms of its physical facilities, West Midland Primary School was the worst 
school in Western Australia.  It was the school with the highest need for an upgrade in Western Australia.  The 
estimated minimum cost of upgrading that school, in that assessment, was $2.4 million.  To replace the school 
with a state-of-the-art school equal to those in other metropolitan communities would have cost $4.4 million.  
The Swan education district had a program to replace West Midland Primary School to the value of $2.4 million 
in this financial year, with the buildings reaching completion in 2003.  At the same time, the Swan education 
district had a commitment, through the Department of Education, that the Midvale Primary School would be 
replaced at a cost of $4.4 million.  That work was to be included in the financial budget for this year.  Work was 
to commence in 2002, and was to be completed for the commencement of the 2003 academic year.  

There is no provision whatsoever for the Midvale Primary School.  The school community has been advised that 
the program has been put off for at least one year.  In return, West Midland Primary School - which I think is 
now called Woodbridge Primary School - will receive $50 000.  The toilets at that school could not be replaced 
for $50 000.  I use the term “toilets” advisedly - the more appropriate term is dunnies!  The dunnies of that 
school could not be replaced for $50 000.  The buildings are probably worth $50 000 as heritage buildings, but 
they could not be replaced for that amount.  The member for Midland, a minister of this Government, boasts 
about meeting election commitments.  The member for Midland is boasting about the continuation of works 
already in place and projected for a number of years in the case of the highway.  The work for the Helena Street 
railway crossing is already in place in terms of forward planning. 

There is reference to $22 million toward funding DNA legislation.  We are waiting for the DNA legislation, and 
we all understand why $22 million is a very attractive number.  All that will be achieved with $22 million is the 
relocation of the PathCentre forensic laboratory from the leafy suburb of Crawley to Midland.  The previous 
Government had negotiated a memorandum of understanding that the PathCentre forensic laboratory and the 
Chemistry Centre (WA) would be collocated with the police operations facility in Midland.  An amount of 
$22 million might fund a forensic laboratory that is satisfactory for forensic DNA analysis, storage and retrieval, 
but that is about all.  When the Legislation Committee met with PathCentre representatives it was told that each 
DNA analysis test for forensic purposes would cost about $36.  Not too many DNA analyses for forensic 
purposes could be funded with the change from $22 million once the laboratory is built.  I am grateful that the 
member for Midland has made this press release because she has demonstrated the hollowness of the 
Government’s budget. 

One Nation Policy on Immigration - Adjournment Debate 

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [5.13 pm]:  I will not occupy the time of the House for long as I realise 
that some members have a long way to go home. 

I congratulate the Prime Minister on adopting One Nation’s policy.  I see the President smile, but in practice it is 
the policy of One Nation to defend our borders.  The Prime Minister has endeavoured to do that and One Nation 
congratulates him strongly.  It is a shame that the federal Labor Party is not similarly inclined.  If the judge’s 
ruling on appeal is found to be correct, I hope that the responsibility for the defence of our country is returned to 
the Government of the day rather than to some possibly strange judge.  There have been some extraordinary 
rulings from the High Court over many years, and it is time that it was made more clear who governs our 
country.  I thank the House for its time. 

Forestry Policy - Adjournment Debate 

HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan) [5.14 pm]:  I am glad the Leader of the House is present, as I want to 
speak about a visit I made last week to the south west.  It is my fourth visit since I assumed shadow 
responsibility for forestry.  It is interesting that there is a degree of enthusiasm to do things down south, but a 
total lack of capacity to make decisions because of one factor; that is, knowing what the Government plans to do.  
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I understand the Government has put itself in a difficult position.  It is questionable whether it would have 
written its policy the way it did had it known the problem it would find itself in.  It has gone further than its 
policy in making life difficult for itself.  It seems to be treating the moratorium blocks as inviolate, which was 
not in its policy. 

Hon Kim Chance:  They are being assessed. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  It is now September.  The member and I know that 140 000 cubic metres of jarrah is not 
enough to maintain large and small mills.  I believe that satisfies what the minister said in his policy was 
necessary in order to use moratorium blocks.   

Secondly, the Government appears to have gone out of its way to lock up areas of forest that could have been 
used in national parks.  I understand the reason for that.  I understand that they are not legal boundaries at this 
stage.  I also know what it is like dealing with the Greens.  The reality is that as soon as a line is drawn on the 
map, the Greens consider it done.  They are like the Mikado: what I say should be done is as good as done; then 
why not say so.  The reality of the matter is that this Government has tied itself up a bit further. 

Thirdly, this Government took some good propositions that the previous Government had in the pipeline to give 
some security of product to a number of players and went through with those deals, which in some ways was a 
good idea, except that it reduced the amount of resource available.  Those calculations were made on the basis of 
the Ferguson plan and not on the basis of this Government’s policy.  Those three things have really tied this 
Government down. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Blueleaf Timber Pty Ltd was; Nannup Timber Processing Pty Ltd partly was. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  That is right.  The interesting thing about this is that there appears to be reluctance on the 
part of the Government to deal also with Sotico Pty Ltd.  I cannot remember how many months ago we heard 
that Sotico had made its offer.  I thought, “Well, there is a gift for this Government; obviously they will do well 
out of it.”  We have here the biggest player in the industry offering the Government a step down.  I thought the 
Government could not ask for more.  Where is that decision?  Why was that situation not seized by the 
Government?  The problem is, I know what the problems are and I know the minister knows what the problems 
are, but the mills of God have nothing on this Government’s processes.  This Government is incredibly slow.  
There cannot be a more important decision for the people - I am not talking about money.  The minister knows 
that he made a decision that has impacted on the lives not only of people directly employed in the timber 
industry, but of every single person in the south west.  I was in Manjimup for the chamber of commerce and 
industry dinner and heard stories of people giving up because they just do not know what the future holds - 
people who are involved in businesses that have no overt connection with timber are saying that the business 
uncertainty in this town is killing them, it is so bad.  We are talking about people. 

Towns and communities are at risk.  Where are the Government’s priorities?  The Government refers to catchy 
little tunes like “getting the priorities right”.  I would like the Minister for Agriculture to get his priorities right.  I 
do not know how many times the minister must go to Manjimup to find out what his priorities should be; 
however, I am sure that he gets told what they are every time he goes anywhere near the people who live in the 
south west.  They would like the minister to give them the harvesting quantities that they need for the small and 
large mills to survive.  The minister knows how much that is; I know how much that is; everybody knows how 
much that is.  Why is it not the minister’s priority to get them that quantity? 

Hon Kim Chance:  You also know that these issues are not all decided by the Government.  

Hon PETER FOSS:  I beg to differ.  The minister has put himself on that petard.  If the Labor Party’s policy did 
not tie one hand behind its back, the minister would not be in the position in which he finds himself.  The 
Government’s policy has caused the problem.  Old-growth forests could be logged now, and that would solve 
some of the minister’s problems.  Every day that passes in which old-growth forests are not logged means that 
there will be that much less regrowth forests to cut later.  Every day of delay aggravates the situation, and the 
minister knows that.  He knows that he must make quick decisions, because it will be harder to make a decision 
with every day that passes. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Our policy lets us go into 6 000 hectares of old-growth forests now.  

Hon PETER FOSS:  Why is it not being done now?   

Hon Kim Chance:  It is not being done because we have not had to do that.   

Hon PETER FOSS:  I hope that interjection was recorded by the Hansard reporter.   

Hon Kim Chance:  We have not needed to do that, and I am happy to have that recorded.  
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Hon PETER FOSS:  I will send the minister’s response to the people of Manjimup.  The minister must 
understand that, to the people of Manjimup, it is no excuse to say that they will not know whether they will have 
any timber - 

Hon Kim Chance:  We fully met demand.  Access to the one per cent was on the basis that we might need it to 
meet demand.  

Hon PETER FOSS:  I credit the minister with understanding the problem.  However, I despair that he has gone 
into a political mode in which he denies things that he previously understood.  The reality is that the minister 
must initiate the process of step down immediately.  The minister must reduce the demand on regrowth forests.  
Once the total moratorium operates, there will be no access to old-growth forests.  Every piece of old-growth 
forest that is cut before 2004 is a piece of regrowth that has not been cut before 2004.  Every piece of regrowth 
that is cut now will mean the loss of a larger piece of regrowth after 2004.  If a tree were cut down today, four 
years of growth would be missed.   

Day by day, the minister is making life harder for himself.  I suggest that if he wants to get his priorities right, he 
get the Premier to visit the south west.  The people of Manjimup are not happy that the Premier did not 
communicate a decision that was made by this Government followed by a non-decision by this Government.  If 
the Government has its priorities right, why is the Premier not in Manjimup to explain what it is all about?  Why 
does the Premier let the Minister for Forestry go there instead? 

Hon Kim Chance:  It is our job. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  Why does the Premier not resolve this matter?  The real problem is a political problem that 
comes from the Premier’s office; the minister and I both know that.  I intend to pursue this matter.  The people 
who live in the south west are the Labor Party’s natural supporters.  They are the people who do not get paid a 
lot.  The Labor Party should look after those people, but it neglects them.  There would be a big difference in the 
political decision making if the Premier went down there and if the people there helped him get his priorities 
right.  Frankly, I do not think that he has got his priorities right.  He is too interested in playing politics with the 
Greens and he is too interested in other little fiddles.  He is not interested enough in governing and looking after 
the real people who are suffering and who have not been helped one little bit by the Government’s method of 
approach.  They know what they need to know; the minister knows what they need to know, but he has not told 
them.  It is about time that the Premier went there and explained to them and it is time that they got a chance to 
tell him what they think of what the Government is not doing.  

Reply to Issues Raised in Debate - Adjournment Debate 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [5.24 pm]:  It is strange that some of the best debate 
in this place occurs during the adjournment debate.  I thank members for raising issues.   

I would prefer to take up the Leader of the Opposition’s second option, and some time on Monday discuss the 
priorities regarding motion No 22 because it is reasonable that we talk that through.  I am not ready to do that 
this afternoon.  

I thank Hon Derrick Tomlinson for the great support he showed regarding the budget.  I told all members 
opposite that they would love the budget.  It has been great to hear the supportive comments from the 
Opposition. 

It is true that we have substantially met the commitments made by the former Government.  It has imposed an 
incredible cost burden on this Government, particularly to meet commitments that the former Government made 
but did not include in the forward estimates.  However, substantially at least, we will achieve that.  

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  How will work on Great Eastern Highway be funded? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  It will be funded from the $3.3 billion capital works program - the largest amount that the 
State of Western Australia has ever allocated, despite the rhetoric that some members opposite have been 
peddling, especially in country areas of Western Australia, that we would slash funding for capital works.  The 
fact is $3.3 billion will be spent by this Government on capital works - the largest ever amount. 

Hon Ray Halligan:  That is not much more than we spent. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I heard what Hon Ray Halligan said.  That may be true; I will not argue with that.  In 
many ways any budget item we pick is often historically the biggest because that is a natural progression.  Had 
members opposite gone out into country and metropolitan areas saying that the Gallop Government would not 
spend much more on capital works than the previous Government spent I would be relaxed about that.  That is 
not what they said.  They said we would slash capital works spending.  Did members opposite hear some of the 
comments made earlier today?  They thought we would introduce death taxes. 
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Hon Peter Foss interjected. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The poor people in the western suburbs will have to pay some land taxes: the widows in 
the western suburbs such as Janet Holmes a Court and Rose Porteous - Howard’s battlers - whose land alone is 
worth more than $1 million.  They will be required to pay two per cent only on the amount above $1 million.  
Only a wicked socialist Government would do a thing like beating up Barnett’s battlers!   

Before I run out of time, a genuine and serious issue was raised by Hon Peter Foss.  I understand what he is 
saying and I have a great deal of sympathy for his views.  Serious problems are arising from the difficulties 
arising from our inability to tell people exactly how much jarrah will be available.  The processes in this matter 
have not changed.  The forest management plan has never been a determination of Parliament.  As I said earlier 
today, I wish that Parliament and the Government could simply determine what was to occur and get on with the 
job.  However, that has never been the case.  External agencies, particularly the Environmental Protection 
Authority, guide this issue, and the Conservation Commission makes the decision.  I wish I could say that there 
will be 180 000 or 195 000 cubic metres or whatever the number is and that I could take responsibility for it, but 
I cannot because it is not a decision for me or for the Minister for the Environment and Heritage to make. 

Hon Peter Foss:  How can you say that it is 140 000 cubic metres? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  It is an indicative figure. 

Hon Peter Foss:  If you cannot say that it will be 180 000 cubic metres, you cannot say that it will be 140 000 
cubic metres. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  It was a little brave to opt for a figure of 140 000 cubic metres, but the Government was 
trying to give some indication to industry about where it was heading.  To say it will be 180 000 cubic metres 
would be much braver.  The Government is not that brave!  

Hon Peter Foss:  Be braver and, if necessary, bring in some legislation to enable you to do that. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I would love to do that and I would love to think that Hon Peter Foss would support it.  
We have said that we believe it will be 140 000 cubic metres, without taking into consideration those issues 
raised so accurately by Hon Peter Foss about the moratorium blocks.  I believe that the URS Australia Pty Ltd 
report will be published within days.  The question of the national park boundaries will be a little further away.  
The sooner the Government acts on the third issue Hon Peter Foss mentioned - the step down - the better.  Why 
has the Government not done it now?  It is because it does not have the ability to contract.  There is no certainty 
at this stage about what the external processes will yield.  It is frustrating and annoying and it is a problem that I 
wish I did not have, but at this stage, having made the decision to call for expressions of interest, the total jarrah 
yield is irrelevant for the time being.  It will not be for long. 

Hon Peter Foss:  Only until you make - 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  That is right.  It is not for long, but at this precise moment, it is irrelevant.  It gives us a 
little more time. 

Hon Peter Foss:  It gives you time, but what does it do? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am hopeful that the URS report will be published before the time scales become more 
critical. 

Hon Peter Foss:  Will the Premier go down and talk to them? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am happy to do that at any time.  They know that.   

Hon Peter Foss:  Not you, the Premier. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I will speak to the Premier too.  In fact, I have involved the Premier. 

Hon Peter Foss:  How about asking him?  They really would like to see him.  They feel that he has done the 
wrong thing by them. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am sure they want to meet him.  It is a good idea and I will speak to the Premier about it. 

Hon Peter Foss:  If you have a problem, you should go and face it right away. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I do not think that anyone can accuse me of not doing that.  I am happy to speak to the 
Premier about that. 

Hon Peter Foss:  I am not accusing you, I am accusing him. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  There is another issue, which arose from the contribution to the adjournment debate by 
Hon Derrick Tomlinson.  I thought I would bring it to the attention of members who are here.  For their 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Thursday, 13 September 2001] 

 p3704b-3708a 
Hon Kim Chance; Hon Norman Moore; Hon Derrick Tomlinson; Hon Paddy Embry; Hon Peter Foss 

 [6] 

guidance, I refer members to something that will make their lives easier in the consideration of the budget and of 
the Government’s performance.  Members can go to page 73 of budget paper No 3, titled “Economic and Fiscal 
Outlook”, which, for members’ convenience, details the Labor Party’s election promises.  This information 
includes how many election promises have been honoured in the budget, including those that the Government 
has failed to fully honour.  It is a full and open disclosure of what the Labor Party promised to do, what it has 
done, where it has exceeded its promise and where it has fallen short of a promise.  It will save members some 
time in going through and analysing that information.  It is something that the Government is proud about being 
able to publish.  I do not think that it has been done before.  This is the basis of open and accountable 
government.  It is not our job to make members’ lives difficult when they are making an assessment of this 
nature.  I know that Hon Derrick Tomlinson will love not only the budget but also the way the Government has 
presented it. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  And I love the minister too. 

Question put and passed.  

House adjourned at 5.33 pm 
__________ 

 


