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McGOWAN GOVERNMENT — TRANSPARENCY 
Motion 

MR V.A. CATANIA (North West Central) [4.03 pm]: I move — 
That this house condemns the Premier and his government for their failure to meet his promise of 
a “gold standard” of transparency. 

We have moved many of these motions because, clearly, the government is lacking that rolled-gold transparency 
that the Premier and many of his colleagues, when in opposition prior to the 2017 election, championed. They 
championed a rolled-gold standard and criticised the previous government for everything, including that it did not 
have a rolled-gold standard or an accountable and transparent way of governing. 
The six members who sit in opposition have just completed a very long and arduous estimates process. We were 
able to question the government and hold the government to account through the budget process that has been 
undertaken. Firstly, I would like to highlight the fantastic work that opposition members have done. There were 
14-hour days over three days of questioning of the government. It provided a huge amount of insight into what the 
government is doing, and the government answered a few questions. Generally speaking, for 95 per cent of the 
questions that ministers could not answer, opposition members were told to put them on notice. For Hansard and for 
people who read Hansard or people who are watching this, the process of estimates is there for the opposition to 
question the government. We go through the state budget for the next four years line by line and clause by clause. 
After being asked questions about the budget, ministers who do not have the answers to hand have the ability to 
provide supplementary information. In my time here—nearly 16 years in this place—I would say that this budget 
estimates was the worst example of ministers not answering any of the questions that the opposition put forward. 
I do not know whether ministers were incompetent or inexperienced or ministers were just being stubborn and 
bullish in the way that they approached estimates, but after questions were asked, ministers responded by saying, 
“Put it on notice.” Like I said, for Hansard and for people who may be watching this, putting questions on notice 
means that it is incumbent on the opposition member to put that question on notice through the parliamentary process. 
It gives ministers 42 or 44 days to respond. But when it comes to putting a question as a supplementary, the 
government has only a week to respond to the information that has been requested by the opposition member. That 
is the difference. Telling opposition members to put a question on notice delays a minister’s ability to respond. It 
delays the response to the question that the opposition is asking and that only can mean that they have time to nuance 
the answer to the question, rather than being rushed or put on the spot. 
The government started off its second term with the ability to offer some openness and transparency by allowing 
the opposition to have control of a committee—the Public Accounts Committee. That very powerful committee looks 
into the day-to-day dealings of government and the way that it is handling things. I believe that back in 2013—
it may even have been in 2009—the Barnett government offered the then opposition the chance to control the 
Public Accounts Committee. 
Mr P. Papalia: You were a minority government then—do you realise that? 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: The point being the Barnett government did not have to do that. The Barnett government 
allowed the then opposition to chair and control the Public Accounts Committee. I think the chair at the time was 
the late John Kobelke. I think the Minister for Transport may have been on that committee as well. The government 
of the day could have got that through and had a government committee. 
In 2021, the government has absolute control of both houses. Even though the opposition is low in numbers and 
low in resources, we need to ensure that the democratic process still occurs by asking questions. We need to ensure 
that Parliament is operating in a way that is open and transparent. When the Premier was in opposition in 2016, he 
harped on about the government being open and transparent and about rolled-gold accountability. We now have 
a committee system in which the opposition has no control. I think we have one opposition member sitting as the 
chair of a committee, and that is the member for Vasse, who is the Chair of the Community Development and Justice 
Standing Committee. Apart from that, there are no opposition member chairs. We have no ability to control or to 
advocate for an inquiry, as the Leader of the Opposition has put forward, into legislation such as this electoral reform. 
This was not taken to the last election. There was no mandate for the government. The opposition has asked for 
this legislation to be sent to a committee to make sure that it is watertight and will actually do what it is intended to 
do. The government has the numbers, and the government does not have to be party to any of that scrutiny. Of course, 
that was voted down.  
We have seen the changes to native forest logging. That was not brought up prior to the election. There was no 
mandate, yet a decision has been made that affects not only the industry and people who want to build a house, 
replace their floors, kitchens or doorframes or buy a table, but also the regional communities that are reliant on 
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those industries. That has been taken away from them. There was no mandate, but the government was able to make 
an announcement—this government is all about announcements and spin, and no accountability—to say that it is 
closing down that industry, while in the same breath saying that it is providing $350 million over a period to increase 
the softwood plantation out there. There was no detail. Having been a Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for 
Forestry, I know a little bit about forestry. We know that there is not the land and water there to be able to plant 
$350 million worth of softwood plantation. 
Dr D.J. Honey: The trees won’t be there for 20 or 30 years, so are we going to put the workers in cryogenic status 
for 20 years? 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: That is right. Given the fact that there is no land, no water and an inability to plant, how are 
people working in the timber industry going to be able to transition to a softwood industry that is going to take 25 to 
30 years to be able to harvest? 
Dr D.J. Honey: They will transition out of the community. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Those communities will lose out. We have seen this in the past. There is no ability to call an 
inquiry into how the government came to that decision, why it came to that decision, and why it did not take that to 
the 2020–21 election. But there is history, and we are starting to see a government that is anything but rolled-gold 
transparent and accountable. We saw decisions back in this government’s first term, and it started off with the 
Schools of the Air being cut with no consultation whatsoever. The Labor Party won government in 2017 and had the 
numbers. How did it tackle regional WA? It said, “Let’s cut off the legs by getting rid of Schools of the Air.” Then 
we saw the attack on Moora Residential College to take away its funding and close the college down. We thought 
back then that this government may be embarking on only one or two of these decisions, but we are now starting 
to see the rolled-gold accountability and behaviour that the then Leader of the Opposition, Hon Mark McGowan, 
accused the previous government of doing. We are now starting to see a person who is drunk on power and is trying 
to ensure that these decisions that have been made prior to and during this term of government are made with an 
absolute majority. He is taking away the ability for openness and transparency to occur by not having an independent 
committee system here in Parliament and not taking major electoral reform to the people of Western Australia 
through a referendum. Like I said, we have a government that is hell-bent on spin. 
I will give new members here in the chamber an example of one telling thing that happened. I am going back to 
the start of last term, I think it was, or maybe the middle, when the member for Bassendean, who used to sit where 
the member for Fremantle sits, walked across where the Minister for Police is walking and feigned a headbutt to the 
Leader of the Nationals WA. One could argue whether it happened or not. Of course, we did not have the numbers 
in the house to do a proper inquiry, and it came back that—I am pretty sure the then Speaker said this—we had 
four people who saw it and four people who did not; therefore, it did not occur. The member for Fremantle, the 
Minister for Women’s Interests; Child Protection, stood up and defended the actions of the member for Bassendean. 
But what was concerning at the time and is still concerning is that the Premier’s response was “I didn’t see it; it didn’t 
happen.” We sort of brush those comments off. At the time, we were pretty furious. But if we look at what is going 
on in the government and the way that it is functioning, we see that it is not being open and transparent, therefore 
no-one can hold the government to account. 
The former member for Warren–Blackwood did some fantastic work in pursuing the Minister for Regional Development 
on the taxpayers’ funds that went into the Carnegie Wave Energy project in Albany. When in opposition, the 
Premier and the then candidate for the North Metropolitan Region, or the seat of Perth, Albany or Armadale—
I cannot remember what she was at the time—were standing there making an announcement that they would 
contribute, I think, $15 million to wave energy, with Carnegie Wave Energy in the background and the executives 
for Carnegie Clean Energy present, saying basically that they were going to give $15 million to that project. Members 
can trawl through Hansard or the media and see that. We then learnt that the government paid $2.6 million or 
thereabouts, I think it was, to Carnegie Clean Energy. During that time, it was trading insolvent, and the government 
still wanted to provide payments to that company. We have since found out that the Minister for Regional Development, 
during her period of not being in Parliament—she could have been in Parliament; who knows? One day she is the 
Mayor of Vincent, the next she is the federal member for Perth, and now she is back in state Parliament; she is all 
over the shop—was working for the company. But because we did not have the numbers, and because of the 
Premier’s dismissive nature when we highlight these issues, nothing happened. We could not even refer it to the 
Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges. We could not even refer it to a committee to investigate what was 
going on. That was the real start of the rot: taxpayers’ money had been given to a company that the minister worked 
for, to which the government had made a commitment prior to the 2017 election, which was uncovered by the former 
member for Warren–Blackwood. We have a government that is very good on spin, that controls the committee 
system in Parliament and that has absolute control of both houses, and what do we see? It will be interesting once the 
campaign donations start to come out. I refer to after the election. Actually, I will go to before the election, in the last 
term, because I want to bring this one up. I brought up the fact that the Buurabalayji Thalanyji Aboriginal Corporation 
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chief executive at the time, Matthew Slack, did a few bad things. Those few bad things were highlighted to the 
then Treasurer; Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, the Attorney General and the Premier. The Premier was happy to 
get a photo with Matthew Slack who was the CEO of Buurabalayji Thalanyji Aboriginal Corporation at the time 
and who, to my knowledge, donated $60 000 to the Labor Party after he had spent lavishly on corporate credit cards, 
including millions on flights; over $1 million on accommodation and meals, including stays at the presidential suite 
at Sydney’s Shangri-La hotel; on lingerie; potentially on strip clubs; and on many other things. Thalanyji members 
wrote to the Premier, Hon Mark McGowan, the then Treasurer; Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, Hon Ben Wyatt, 
and the Attorney General, Hon John Quigley, highlighting their concerns. The Premier was happy to take $60 000 
from and have his photo taken with this person who misappropriated a huge amount of the Buurabalayji Thalanyji 
Aboriginal Corporation’s funds. I hope that the authorities are still pursuing this man who clearly misappropriated 
many, many thousands of dollars. When this occurred, I asked the Premier to hand back that $60 000 because the 
Thalanyji people did not know that that donation was happening. The Labor Party should still hand back to Thalanyji 
that $60 000 if not more money—we are not too sure—because corporation members did not sign off on the donation. 
If they were asked, they would have said no. There you are; that is what happened in the government’s last term. 
Of course, Labor member of Parliament Hon Pierre Yang was forced to quit China groups that he had not disclosed. 
Interestingly, we have the issue of disclosure occurring yet again with a member not disclosing a helicopter trip 
and more importantly the fact that he should not have been in a helicopter with a particular person at the time. 
A news article states — 

In 2016, then Opposition leader Mark McGowan was ripping into the Barnett government for refusing to 
reveal the cost of bringing the Australian soccer team to Perth. 
To make a point he delivered a five-word statement. 
“Transparency and accountability mean something,” he bellowed across the chamber of Parliament. 

I will say that again: transparency and accountability mean something, the then Leader of the Opposition, 
Mark McGowan, bellowed across the chamber. The article continues — 

But during a press conference as Premier yesterday, transparency and accountability were replaced by 
a new word—discretionary. 

I think we may have heard the word “discretionary” used today or yesterday — 
Appalled by the attention his Labor MP Pierre Yang is receiving because he failed to disclose membership 
of two Chinese organisations active in Perth, McGowan played the loophole card to protect his colleague. 

Mr P. Papalia: What are you reading? 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: What am I reading? Does the Minister for Police have anything to offer in this place? It is 
an article from The West Australian of Thursday, 6 December 2018. 
Mr P. Papalia: Who wrote it? 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: It is by Gary Adshead, if the minister would listen. If he wants to read it, it is headed “On back 
foot, Premier Mark McGowan falls into discretionary loophole”. 
Mr P. Papalia: It’s an opinion piece. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: It is an opinion on the Premier’s language use in opposition that has disappeared now he is in 
government. Does the minister want me to repeat that language? It is the whole point of this motion. In opposition 
the now Premier would say “transparency and accountability mean something”. He bellowed it across the chamber 
of Parliament. I am quoting the Premier! 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: The minister can stand up and talk about this motion if he wants. I am sick and tired of his 
interruptions. He has nothing to contribute to this place. 
I remember that the now Premier and now Minister for Transport were very quick on their feet to accuse the former 
government of not being transparent and having no accountability, but here we go. After the landslide election in 
which the people of Western Australia were hoodwinked by the McGowan Labor government, we saw another article 
headed, “Labor keeps Swanbourne apartment block plans quiet until after election”, which states — 

Property developer Cedar Woods has lodged plans for a high-density, multi-storey development on land 
near the Swanbourne train station under the government’s contentious market-led proposal mechanism. 
… 
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However, Labor is also keen to avoid another controversy about its closeness to property developers 
ahead of Saturday’s election, refusing to confirm plans for the development. 

Mr P. Papalia: What are you reading? 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: I will tell the minister in good time. I am quoting something from the paper. It continues — 

Publicly listed Cedar Woods is led by managing director Nathan Blackburne, who attended developer 
Nigel Satterley’s recent $1500 a head fundraiser for the Labor Party at Royal Freshwater Bay Yacht Club. 
… 
The market-led proposals policy came under fire in February when WA Premier Mark McGowan 
pre-empted the final stage of the process by committing $100 million to build a Fremantle film studio to 
be operated by a subsidiary of developer and Labor donor Hesperia. 
… 
Hesperia made $50,067 worth of donations to WA Labor in 2019–20. 

Mr P. Papalia: What document is that? 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: This is an article by Hamish Hastie and Gareth Parker from WAtoday. 
Like I said, once those donations come out, it will be interesting to see the connections between a few developers, 
the amount of money that has been paid and the development process enabling the purchase and development of land. 
It will be interesting to see what the correlation is between a lot of these donations and property developers. I am 
not saying that there is anything untoward, but the lack of openness and transparency—the disclosure of dinners at 
$1 500 and $5 000 a head with property developers—puts the government in that position. The Minister for Planning, 
Hon Rita Saffioti, refused to answer questions prior to the election and kept plans for a Swanbourne apartment block 
quiet until after the election and after attending fundraisers. 

Point of Order 
Mr P. PAPALIA: Standing order 92 prohibits imputations of improper motives or personal reflections on members 
of this place unless it is by way of substantive motion. The member is referring to a member of this place. It is not 
a substantive motion and he is reflecting on her motives, and it is not in order. I ask that the Asking Speaker ask 
him to withdraw. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr D.A.E. Scaife): I will ask the member for North West Central to repeat what he was 
saying and tread very carefully. I did not feel that there was an imputation there, but I will listen very closely and 
I will make a ruling if I think that that standing order has been breached. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Thank you, Acting Speaker. 
I will go on because I have a list of news clips from the last four years on the government’s lack of accountability 
and open transparency. I will start with the article “McGowan insists lottery agency needed new leadership” of 
24 August 2017, which states — 

… Mr McGowan wanted a change in leadership at Lotterywest just days after Labor had won the March 
State election. 
… 
The FoI documents contradicted claims by the Government in June that Mr Andrew’s departure was by 
“mutual agreement” … 

Through the freedom of information process, spin and reality were shown to be completely different. Diary notes 
raised serious question about the departure of Lotterywest boss Paul Andrews. The veil of secrecy that was draw 
around the McGowan government’s public sector axings has been pierced. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister for Police! 
Mr P. Papalia: What are you quoting from? Hansard will want to know what you are quoting from. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister for Police! I have given the call to the member for North West Central. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: I would like not to be interrupted by this noise. 
This is from The West Australian of 21 August 2017. It states — 
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At last, the previously impenetrable veil of secrecy drawn around the McGowan Government’s public 
sector axings has been pierced 

It states also that the axing of Lotterywest boss Paul Andrew had Premier McGowan’s fingerprints all over it. It 
goes on to state — 

There’s a pretty good prima facie case that McGowan misled Parliament in answers to questions probing 
Andrew’s sacking. 

I will keep going. I have a lot of media clippings here. This one is from April 2018 and is headed “Department of Jobs, 
Tourism, Science and Innovation director-general Stephen Wood made a ‘scapegoat’ for tourism fail”. It states — 

A departing senior State Government bureaucrat was made a scapegoat for poor tourism figures and the 
new departmental structure, the Opposition claims. 
… 
Mr McGowan denied the departure was related to the recent tourism figures or new structure. 
“Principally, the Government was not satisfied with the way the tourism portfolio was being managed 
and it was decided the department needed to move in a new direction,” he said. 

Questions were asked in this place, but no answers were given. FOIs were put in by the media, but no answers were 
given. When it comes to FOIs, the government’s reluctance to provide information that has been asked for by the 
media and by the opposition is staggering. 
I have another article. This one is dated 10 April 2018 and is by Gary Adshead. The Minister for Police might want 
it. It is headed “Mark McGowan, Paul Papalia and tourism department’s failure”. That pretty much sums up the 
minister’s career—failure. It states — 

Creating a mega-department, with tourism just one of Wood’s responsibilities, appeared at odds with 
McGowan’s pre-election passion about the need to grow tourism and make it an economic cornerstone 
of the State. 
Wood had to report to four ministers and the Premier. 
… 
But neither the Premier, nor his minister, take any responsibility for setting up tourism, and perhaps Wood, 
for failure. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Many of these articles feature the Minister for Police. I have another article. It is dated 
14 April 2018 and is headed “How an MP’s lies unravelled in front of Parliament”. It states — 

At 8.26 am on November 18—the day Barry Urban’s — 
Does the minister remember Barry Urban, his colleague? It continues — 

fake medal scandal hit The West Australian’s front page—acting premier Roger Cook sent someone 
a text message. 
“What’s the strategy on Barry Urban?” it read. 
A reply came exactly 41 minutes later. But the entire contents of the response—and the author’s identity—
have been blacked out as part of the hit-and-miss freedom of information process. 
… 
The approved lines failed to address how Mr Urban had lied by telling The West Australian he’d been 
sent the “wrong medal” … 
The member for Darling Range had actually bought the wrong medal from a Perth shop and it was never 
awarded to him. 
… 
Rather than grasp the gravity of the Labor MP’s deception, the Premier’s senior staff worked a strategy 
to help Mr Urban’s so-called mistake appear plausible. 

Mr Urban was someone who had conned Parliament and the electorate, but the Premier used his spin and his lack of 
openness and transparency to try to deflect the situation with the former member for Darling Range, Mr Barry Urban. 
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We then have an article about the former member for Cockburn, Hon Fran Logan. It is headed “Fran Logan admits 
using UK passport to beat queues, risks constitutional strife”. He was probably one of the most gaffe prone members 
of the former government, so I will not bother to keep going on that one. 
I now turn to the health system. The member for Vasse is doing a very good job at trying to hold the Minister 
for Health and the government to account for the health system. I have another article from the minister’s friend 
Gary Adshead. He must not like members on that side. The article from Gary Adshead, state political editor of 
The West Australian, is dated Monday, 3 September 2018 and states — 

A strongly worded resignation letter from a board member of scandal-hit North Metropolitan Health 
Service has described the dysfunction and “lack of transparency” confronting the board ahead of a recent 
Corruption and Crime Commission report. 

It is one thing after the other when it comes to issues that are clearly plaguing the government. As I said last night, 
the government thinks that because it has an absolute majority, it can lose a bit of skin here. That is why it is proposing 
to throw the country members to the wolves on a piece of legislation that it has no mandate to introduce or pass. What 
is happening is that this is starting to chip away at support for the government. All these media reports about how 
the government is not being open and transparent do not help breed trust in the government by the community and 
by industry and association groups. We are finding now that there has been a loss of trust in the government. There 
is a fear of not knowing how the government will operate if it is questioned. We have seen the bullish nature of 
ministers when they go to a community meeting at which people advocate for someone on this side. Basically, 
ministers say that if they want help, they should not talk to the opposition or their local member. 
We have a government that avoids FOI requests. We have a government that does not answer questions in this 
place. As I have said, a couple of weeks ago in budget estimates, the government did not answer the questions that 
were put to it by the opposition. It would not provide the answers as supplementary information, for which it had 
a time frame of, I think, a week in which to respond, but said that we should put the questions on notice so that it 
would have over 40 days to respond. This government has an absolute majority. Yes, it won the election in an absolute 
landslide, but the people of Western Australia still want their Parliament to be democratic. When someone raises 
a question, they want the government to answer it. It does not matter whether people are Labor, Liberal, Nationals, 
Greens, One Nation or Shooters, Fishers and Farmers; everyone wants the government to answer the questions 
that are put to it, especially in this place. Members of Parliament are elected to represent their communities and to 
take on areas and portfolios and to highlight how government can do things better. What we are seeing in this place is 
anything but how government can do things better. We hear all these announcements, and then weeks or some months 
later, we see the detail. When the opposition asks questions, and when we try to refer things to committees, the 
government is very dismissive of everything the opposition puts forward. It is now also dismissive of industry and 
association groups and community groups. Those groups are fearful of not accepting what the government puts forward. 
I will give an example. This is what local governments have come back to me with. Local governments have taken 
it upon themselves to argue against the government’s legislation on electoral reform and so-called equality. They 
have campaigned against the government in the paper, on radio and on social media to put forward the point that 
we cannot lose regional representation. The Minister for Local Government turned up to Local Government Week 
for five minutes, gave his speech and nicked off. The response from everyone was clearly that if the government 
is not happy with them, it will not give them any time. That is what everyone is starting to tell us in the opposition. 
The talk amongst industry is that it is fearful of the decisions that the government is making, without a mandate 
and without any consultation, because what is next? 
We are seeing a complete lack of respect, openness and transparency. Many of the situations that we are now 
experiencing are a product of the government being romanced by selling itself. As I said, it charges huge amounts 
of money for fundraisers to raise funds for the Labor Party, also ensuring that favours can potentially be offered 
to these developers. As I said, once those campaign donations come out, it will be interesting to see those links starting 
to appear. We have all been through it before, when we saw what happened with WA Inc. The Premier at the time, 
Brian Burke, has also warned this government about the way it approaches its dealings with developers in this state. 
Someone who has been through it is warning this government, which is going down the same path. I think that these 
ministers need to adhere to the calls by some of the people who have experienced these issues. 
I turn to legislation that was promised by the former opposition, including the Building and Construction Industry 
(Security of Payment) Act 2021, which will protect subcontractors. The government went to the 2017 election 
promising that legislation. In its last term, the government set up an independent committee to review and consult 
widely with industry on the protection of subcontractors, given the fact that in the past quite a few builders have fallen 
on their sword, which meant that subcontractors lost hundreds and thousands of dollars. The government carried 
out a review and had the legislation drafted and it went to cabinet. Because the legislation would have put pressure 
on building companies to put money aside to protect subcontractors, the Premier used his influence to take that out 
of the legislation, which ultimately led to subcontractors not being protected. We saw Pindan collapse at the start 
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of the year, which has cost subcontractors hundreds and thousands of dollars. That left a question mark on houses 
being built in regional WA and the services that Pindan provided to a lot of social housing. The government quickly 
rushed in legislation, but without the protections needed for subcontractors. The government went to the 2017 election 
promising legislation to protect subcontractors and conduct a review. It introduced legislation in this place but never 
passed it as a matter of priority. The legislation was weak anyway and was not going to assist subcontractors. It 
was not introduced prior to the 2021 election and was subsequently rushed through Parliament. 
There is so much fodder. The government says one thing and does another. The government provides the rhetoric 
that is needed to get through certain situations. We have spoken about the effect of cyclone Seroja on Kalbarri and 
Northampton in the midwest, and heard about the government’s record investment of $104 million and that it was 
going to do this and that. Nearly seven months have passed and no-one can see the money hitting the ground. The 
workers’ accommodation that was promised by the government is still not available. Workers are needed to repair 
the homes that are damaged so that people can get back on their feet and we can welcome all the tourists, fill the 
hotels, motels and caravan parks and help local businesses. The government is silent. We have heard the spin about 
the greatest investment and the biggest payout that Western Australia has ever seen as a result of the cyclone, yet 
we have not seen that money hit the ground. Yet again, the government made that announcement but there was 
no substance to it. There is no accountability whatsoever because of the make-up of this Parliament and how the 
Labor Party dominates both houses of this Parliament. That is the issue. It controls the committees. It responds 
only when it wants to respond. Nearly 90 per cent of the time, members of the Labor Party are dismissive of the 
questions that are being raised by the opposition, journalists and the public. 
The motion before the house really goes to the core of what the McGowan-led Labor Party is about, though only 
for a short time. As I have said—I will keep saying it—the left now has control of the Labor Party. It controls the 
sails and the rudder. The Premier thinks he has control but that control will be taken away. We are already starting 
to see it slip with decisions made that are not accountable, have no mandate and are not transparent. They are now 
creeping in, week in and week out. The Labor Party may have started its term on a high with the number of members 
it has. At the end of the year, the government is starting to slip. People cannot trust what the government says because 
it is not accountable, open and transparent. 
MS L. METTAM (Vasse — Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party) [4.46 pm]: I rise to contribute to the debate 
on this important motion — 

That this house condemns the Premier and his government for their failure to meet his promise of 
a “gold standard” of transparency. 

We have certainly seen that issue arise not only during the second term of the McGowan Labor government, but also, 
in particular, in the health portfolio with the mismanagement of a health system that is quite obviously in crisis. 
The McGowan government came to office with the promise of a gold standard of transparency. The Minister for 
Health also promised that within his own portfolio. Despite making an election commitment to provide such 
transparency, what we saw when the government came to office was very different. One of the very first decisions 
that this government made was to stop reporting one of the most important measures of performance in the health 
system and how our hospital system is coping—the measure of ambulance ramping and the hours that St John 
ambulances are left waiting outside hospitals. The hospital system is unable to cope and unable to assess and receive 
patients in a timely manner. Under this government, that measure has reached horror levels. When in opposition, 
the Labor Party and, in particular, the then shadow Minister for Health, the current Minister for Health, Roger Cook, 
described the ambulance ramping numbers as a horror story. That is when ambulance ramping was over 1 030 hours. 
In August this year, we saw ambulance ramping of five to six times that amount—6 500 hours for the month of 
August. Over the last 12 months, the figure has been consistently over that so-called threshold of 1 000 hours that we 
saw under the previous government. Last month, the figure was up as well—over 5 000 hours of ramping. We know 
that every hour of ramping outside a hospital represents a patient who is not being received by that hospital and is 
left waiting, often in a lot of pain, under a lot of stress and in a position in which patient safety is compromised. 
Our hospitals are overcrowded and we know that there are patient safety implications in overcrowded hospitals. 
Overcrowding has a direct impact on patient care, for obvious reasons. 
Ramping is an important measure of how the health system is operating, yet it is something that this government 
tried to bury when it first came to office: it stopped importing ambulance ramping numbers, and it then fell to St John 
Ambulance to provide those figures, given the obvious public interest in ramping, in how our hospital system is 
faring, and in holding the government to account. That is something this government is very uncomfortable with. 
It talked a lot about it when in opposition but it quickly changed its tune when it came to office. This is one of the 
most secretive governments we have seen since WA Inc. The number of unanswered questions in the first term of 
this Labor government exceeded the number of unanswered questions in two terms of the previous Liberal–National 
government. We are seeing a culture of secrecy, led by the Premier of Western Australia. 
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The issue of transparency around ambulance ramping figures is a damning reflection on the government, but it 
does not stop there. The government will consider, perhaps later this year or next year, a report from the 
Standing Committee on Public Administration, a union-led committee of the other place that is currently inquiring 
into the future of ambulance services. At a time when our health system is in crisis, it is extraordinary for the 
government to prioritise an inquiry into this area of health. Ambulance services in Western Australia deliver a great 
number of efficiencies, and that is largely because of St John Ambulance’s significant volunteer base—more than 
3 000 volunteers. Its services cost patients, on average, $47 less than similar services elsewhere, according to a recent 
Productivity Commission report. There are also figures to show that it is one of the most well received services in 
the country, from a patient perspective. That comes from an Ambulance Services Australia patient satisfaction 
survey of call-outs and individual responses. 
There is a lot of outrage in my local community that the government is considering this inquiry at this time. It really 
raises questions about WA Labor for the Chair of the Standing Committee on Public Administration to have such 
an obvious conflict of interest. The chair is a member of the United Workers Union, which has for a very long time 
wanted our ambulance service to be in-house. 

Point of Order 
Mr P. PAPALIA: Standing order 92 states — 

Imputations of improper motives and personal reflections on the Sovereign, the Governor, a judicial officer 
or members of the Assembly or the Council are disorderly other than by substantive motion. 

The member is reflecting on Hon Pierre Yang in the other place and should be called to order. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr D.A.E. Scaife): I thank the Minister for Police. I say to the Deputy Leader of the 
Liberal Party that it is not necessarily improper to express a view or perspective, but she is sailing close to the wind, 
in my view, to say that a member has a conflict of interest in their position as chair of a committee. In my opinion, 
that would need to be debated by substantive motion. I will allow the member to continue, but I advise her to choose 
her words carefully when talking about this matter. 
Ms L. METTAM: I appreciate that this is a sensitive matter for members of the Labor Party — 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Sorry, I will be clear on this. When I have previously made rulings like this, I have made 
it clear that I do not appreciate commentary that can be used on a ruling I have made. It is not about whether or not 
there is sensitivity on the part of any member of the chamber. The point is that I have concerns, as Acting Speaker, 
about whether what the member is saying is potentially in breach of standing orders. Let us just continue with the 
contribution, but the member needs to be very careful about how she phrases things. 

Debate Resumed 
Ms L. METTAM: The United Workers Union has an obvious interest in making this service in-house. It has 
declining membership, so there is a great opportunity to expand its membership through the takeover of such 
a service. That raises some questions about the government’s interest in this inquiry at this time. It raises questions 
about who is leading the inquiry and why the inquiry is a priority at this time. Why is this area of health services 
of particular focus when our health system is under extraordinary pressure? St John Ambulance has certainly been 
challenged by a health system that is under extraordinary pressure, and I have already touched on that. 
The number of code yellow emergencies is of significant concern as well. I have received feedback from a number 
of stakeholders about the lack of transparency around code yellow internal emergencies. The Australian Nursing 
Federation has been calling for some transparency around the reporting of code yellow internal emergencies, 
particularly when there is a public interest in patients being able to go to other hospitals. Recently a woman had to 
bypass two hospitals before giving birth to twins at Fiona Stanley Hospital. There is obviously a public interest in 
knowing when a hospital is at capacity. Of course, this is another set of statistics that this government has not been 
up-front in providing, together with those for prescription for and delivery of ADHD and other drugs in the system, 
which under this government’s watch has also stopped being reported on. Again, that illustrates the lack of this 
government’s transparency. 
The tragedy surrounding Aishwarya Aswath has touched us all. It was obviously a very tragic event. It has also 
raised some important questions that need to be answered. The tragedy that took place in April this year raised 
some real concerns about questions that had been asked and issues that had been raised over a considerable time. 
Staff at Perth Children’s Hospital raised questions and made pleas for assistance. I have been made aware by the 
Australian Medical Association, the Australian Nursing Federation, health workers and others of a presentation that 
was made in October 2020 in which issues of understaffing at Perth Children’s Hospital were raised. We have seen 
political double standards in the government’s provision of information, the handling of this matter and the issues 
facing the Perth Children’s Hospital emergency department. I submitted an extremely important FOI request to the 
Minister for Health seeking information on what issues raised could be made public. FOI requests are very important. 
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There are necessary exemptions. Confidential commercial information or information about significant considerations 
will not be provided. When I made a very legitimate FOI request about the issues raised at Perth Children’s Hospital, 
the minister did not use a legitimate exemption. He just refused to answer or provide the information; it has been 
left wanting. Quite obviously, this minister does not want to be accountable. We saw that in the wake of this tragedy 
when the chair of the health board had to front the media and answer questions about it. That is a clear effort to deflect 
responsibility away from the issues that have happened under this government’s watch. We know there have been 
significant issues at Perth Children’s Hospital, particularly with understaffing. Although in the wake of this tragedy 
the minister stated that the health system was operating magnificently, we saw a health system under extraordinary 
pressure. It was revealed that staff in emergency departments had raised concerns about patient safety, particularly 
children in waiting rooms, which was raised with health executives by senior clinicians. The Australian Nursing 
Federation said it met with the hospital’s executive team in December to raise concerns about understaffing and 
patient safety as well. Mark Olson from the Australian Nursing Federation said it would take “a catastrophic incident 
to occur before something changed” and nurses felt “they would be thrown under the bus when this did happen”. 
How true that was. We saw not only a period of deflection, but also some blame—certainly a lot of blame—with 
junior health workers sent to the Australian Health Practitioner Regulation Agency. They were effectively thrown 
under the bus. It was a traumatic experience for not only the family and the broader community, but also those health 
workers who had been working under extraordinary pressure and consistently had been asked to do more with less. 
We understand that the government was aware of the pleas and calls for more staffing. We know the minister was 
aware. There are legitimate questions about the meetings that took place late last year. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Ms L. METTAM: There are questions about whether management had raised concerns with the minister. To what 
extent were those concerns communicated; and, if they were not, why not? There is a legitimate public interest in 
understanding how and why those pleas were ignored. It would be extremely concerning if the minister was not being 
kept in the loop. It would be extremely concerning to find out that these pleas for help from senior clinicians to 
the executive were not effectively followed up. If the minister was made aware, there is an interest in understanding 
how he responded, given these issues are related to patient safety. Did he request additional funding from Treasury? 
What were the other initiatives he undertook? These are all legitimate questions about very serious and urgent 
matters of patient safety. 
Quite obviously, there is an interest in the opposition doing its job and trying to get some answers to these questions. 
That is why an FOI request was submitted on 1 June 2021 seeking information about issues, concerns, funding or 
resourcing in relation to the emergency department at Perth Children’s Hospital from October 2020. I would have 
thought that was pretty straightforward and specific for a freedom of information request. On 4 June, the FOI unit 
said it held 550 documents and requested that the scope be narrowed. I obliged, narrowing it strictly to communication 
between the health minister and his health bureaucrats and other ministers and their staff. On 8 June, the FOI unit 
requested an additional three weeks to process the application. On 21 July 2021, the minister said he had undertaken 
a search and there remained too many documents; there were about 500 documents. On 23 July, some days later, 
I sent a response with a further opportunity to reduce the scope of this FOI request. Again, a couple of days later, 
an email was received that the FOI request scope was still too broad, at about 300 documents, and there was also 
a request for an additional three weeks for processing. On 10 August, the minister requested to narrow the scope 
again. Clearly, the minister had an extremely specific FOI request at this stage. The minister had a huge amount 
of time to process this FOI request. It was well in excess of the time mandated by the Freedom of Information Act. 
We have seen obfuscation and clearly an effort by the government to try to hide something, a trick this government 
has used time and again. In a report last year, the Auditor General raised the issue of the number of unanswered 
questions. The government again asked us to narrow the scope of the freedom of information request until any 
incriminating documents effectively fell outside the scope. Obviously, there is no interest in further reducing 
the scope because we are basically left with very little information. On 26 August, the day before the six weeks of 
additional time were due to expire and 86 days after I submitted the original FOI, the minister responded and 
refused to provide any information. 
As I said, FOI requests are important. They are, by their nature, designed to illustrate the importance of providing 
information that is in the public interest. We obliged and narrowed the scope of the FOI on a number of occasions. 
We supported the fact that commercial-in-confidence information or confidential cabinet information could not be 
provided, but it was quite extraordinary to see the extent to which this government would go to bury information. The 
minister was obviously stringing out this FOI request from the start. It is a contempt of the freedom of information 
process. It took 86 days to get to this point with a very compliant and obliging member of Parliament and member 
of the public, and still no information has been provided. The minister’s office should hold absolutely no documents 
about issues to do with emergency departments. If there were no documents there, the office should have said so. 
There are obviously no documents that the office would want the people of Western Australia to know about. The 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 13 October 2021] 

 p4386b-4409a 
Mr Vincent Catania; Mr Paul Papalia; Acting Speaker; Ms Libby Mettam; Dr David Honey; Mr Peter Rundle; 

Mr Shane Love; Mr Bill Johnston 

 [10] 

request also included any correspondence with the Premier and his office. This raises the point that this government 
is covering up either its inaction or its lack of involvement with the Premier and Treasurer. The response has certainly 
been underwhelming and very disappointing. The whole way in which this matter has been managed illustrates 
and goes back to the theme of our motion, which is about the government’s obfuscation, its repeated obstruction 
to obtaining information and its refusal to meet its own standard of transparency that it has talked so much about. 

The way in which this tragedy has been handled has been particularly poor. I talked about how the chair of the board 
of the Child and Adolescent Health Service was used to deflect blame away from the government and it having to 
answer any real questions. The Australian Medical Association and others expressed concern about the role of health 
boards going forward, given that they cannot employ their CEO and have become a body used to deflect blame. 
In the wake of the tragedy, the chair of the board, Debbie Karasinski, faced enormous pressure and was put in the 
impossible position of having to resign while the CEO, Aresh Anwar, was asked to remain. It is extraordinary that 
the minister does not provide any further transparency around this situation. 

In the wake of this tragedy, the opposition called for an independent inquiry into this matter. It took some time for 
the government to respond. In the first instance, it held its own internal inquiry. We are now pleased that an 
independent inquiry has been conducted, but questions asked around that have shown a lack of transparency and 
accountability. We heard that the inquiry was extended because of issues with the COVID-19 border restrictions 
and getting stakeholders here to conduct the investigation as part of the inquiry, but I understand that that was not the 
case. That raises a question about the great efforts that this government will go to to support border exemptions for 
some people on certain matters, but not others. My understanding is that those meetings had taken place via Zoom, 
highlighting the fact that the extension of this inquiry was more about the failings of this government. 

In May this year, the internal inquiry report was released and it highlighted that uncovered sick leave and a reduction 
in staff numbers, particularly in the waiting room, was a factor in the tragedy. The report highlighted the significant 
understaffing, something that the Minister for Health has previously denied as being an issue. In May, the terms of 
reference for the independent inquiry were finalised, and in August this year, there was a delay in providing answers 
to the family, which was blamed on border arrangements. In addition to the frustrations that we have experienced 
about a lack of forthcoming information, I wish to point out the great deal of anguish felt by that family. Apart from 
dealing with the obvious and extraordinary tragedy of losing their daughter, they have also been very frustrated 
by this process and the fact that the government did not support an independent inquiry in the first instance, that 
information was not forthcoming and that the information that we sought was information that they were actually 
seeking themselves. They were certainly frustrated as well. This government must remember that when the opposition 
asks questions and raises issues, whether they are about exploring how the government or our hospital system is 
running, seeking answers about why the government ignored the serious issues raised by clinicians to the health 
executive or why this government is ramming through electoral reform, we are doing so on behalf of the community 
that we represent. 

DR D.J. HONEY (Cottesloe — Leader of the Liberal Party) [5.19 pm]: It is interesting, sitting here and feeling 
pretty weary, thinking about transparency in this chamber. The electoral amendment bill is currently being debated 
in Parliament. It is a bill that the government has plenty of time to enact—there is three and a half years until 
the next election—yet the reduced opposition is being compelled to do extraordinary hours to get this bill through 
because we have a government that simply wants to avoid scrutiny. It simply wants to try to beat the opposition 
into submission by rushing this bill through Parliament. It already has a motion sitting on the books to guillotine that 
bill tomorrow and force it through to the other house. As I said yesterday evening, the government has also ensured 
it can limit the upper house to essentially almost no opportunity to debate or review bills. It is from the house of 
review that the government will effectively take away representation from the regions or take away their ability or 
motivation to represent the regions, and it can even restrict that. This government is terrified of scrutiny in this place 
and clearly does not want the public of Western Australia to know what it is up to. 

Looking at important matters that face this state, one area that the government is not transparent on—I asked 
a question about this today—is its plans for hydrogen. There are members in this place who know the importance of 
manufacturing to this state. They know the importance of the types of jobs and the types of work that manufacturing 
creates, which are high-quality jobs. They are the sorts of jobs that people would want their own children or their 
partner to have. Interesting jobs are jobs that, when people go home at night, they feel satisfied that they have done 
something that has great purpose—no more so than the jobs that can come out of green hydrogen and the downstream 
processing that can result from that. Outside a few glib press releases from this government, we have no clarity on 
what it is doing. We can see the result of that because the government says it has some funding in the budget for 
hydrogen and that it is going to do various things. The Minister for State Development, Jobs and Trade has made 
statements in here that the government is looking at all these projects and all these things it thinks it is going to do, 
but when I asked today when one of those projects will be implemented, he could not tell me! 
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Meanwhile, what do we see in other parts of the country? It just happens that the three projects I will talk about 
are projects associated with Andrew Forrest’s Fortescue Metals Group and Fortescue Future Industries. He is a proud 
Western Australian; he is proud of his heritage. He is related to the first Premier of Western Australia and very 
proud of that relationship. He has been a massive supporter of Western Australia at all sorts of levels, including the 
University of Western Australia and other institutions. Clearly, he is someone dedicated to the betterment of this 
state. He has been forced on three occasions, for three major hydrogen projects, to go to other states. 
There are members in this chamber—some are here right now—who are passionate about having high-quality work 
for future generations and for their children. They understand the importance of that to this economy. They understand 
that the iron ore price is going to reduce. We are seeing a temporal reduction at the moment, but they know that 
over this year and the following years we can expect iron ore prices in Australia to reduce, and probably volumes of 
iron ore will also reduce. They know that we have to create these new industries. 
I go back to FMG, a proud Western Australian company headed by a proud Western Australian. Back in June, it had 
to go to Tasmania to build a 250-megawatt electrolyser, based off renewable hydro energy. That project is being 
built at Bell Bay. Why is it being built at Bell Bay? It is because the Tasmanian government has given FMG land 
in an established industrial estate that has the infrastructure to support that project. It will invest substantial amounts 
of money. The largest hydrogen electrolyser in Australia is being built in Tasmania—not in Western Australia, in 
Tasmania. The Tasmanian government estimates that it will create 500 jobs and that they will last for the duration of 
that project. It will potentially add $2 billion to the Tasmanian economy a year, in terms of value to that economy. 
That project in Tasmania was announced in June this year. 
Come forward to a couple of days ago, what did we find out? We found out that the same proud Western Australian 
company, led by a proud Western Australian, is now building a project in Gladstone, Queensland. It is a $1 billion 
project. Not only will green hydrogen be manufactured at that facility, FMG is going to construct a facility to 
manufacture fuel cells and electrolysers. For any members in this chamber who have any understanding of this area—
it is clear that the minister for state development does not—this is the leading edge of technology in the world today. 
The efficient electrolysis of water to make hydrogen and the efficient oxidation of hydrogen through to water to 
make electricity is at the leading edge of science and technology. It is the epitome; it is fine surface science. It is 
understanding catalysis and the invention of new catalysts. It is clever engineering. It involves a whole range of 
engineers, scientists, universities and research organisations. That manufacturing facility is being built in Gladstone 
in Queensland. That should be a matter of shame to the so-called Minister for Hydrogen Industry, the Minister for 
Energy, the Minister for State Development, Jobs and Trade, the Premier of this state, and government members. 
Members on the other side like to talk about their green credentials, yet Western Australia is being left behind. As 
I say, there has been no clarity from the government on that. 
What did we hear today? Here is the road map: New South Wales is investing $3 billion to support hydrogen projects. 
Who is involved in that? It is Andrew Forrest. For those members who may not know this, FMG is investing a full 
10 per cent of its profit into hydrogen. A full 10 per cent of its profit will go into renewable energy. It has determined 
that by 2030 it will have net zero emissions. FMG has been forced to go to Tasmania, Queensland and New South 
Wales to get projects going and to realise that dream. It is spending some money in Western Australia, but those 
major projects are the future jobs for our children and grandchildren. Might I say, in this space of renewable energy, 
these high-quality jobs will go on for decades and decades, possibly centuries. This is moving to the era of sustainable 
energy and sustainable manufacturing without having a negative impact on the environment and this state is being 
completely left behind. It is being completely bypassed, and not for want of people trying. As I said, we get no clarity 
from this government. It talks about things that could happen, but has no clarity on what is happening. 
When I ask the minister questions in this place—I have done that two days in a row—I get no clarity. The minister 
reads out a verbatim script that was prepared by the department. The media unit has been working away all night. For 
goodness sake, I do not understand why we have media people, paid for by the taxpayer, chasing the media 24/7. 
I believe there are 50 people in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet who have no other job other than to go 
through the media to see what stories are there. They like tracking my tweets. Clearly, the Minister for Transport 
does because she is constantly talking about them! That is a waste of public money. But anyway, they knew about 
it, so the minister has his prepared statement that he can read out. This is not to try to score a point, but I have 
alerted the government to the fact that we cannot expect to see significant investment in this field unless the state 
government steps up to the plate to install the enabling infrastructure. That is why the New South Wales government 
is investing $3 billion; it knows that is how to attract industry. That is why the Queensland government provided 
land in an established industrial area for Fortescue Metals Group’s facility in Queensland, because it knows the 
enabling infrastructure is critical. That is why FMG invested in Tasmania—because the Tasmanian government 
provided suitable land in an established industrial estate where FMG would have access to power. 
What do we see here? We see the state government talking about Oakajee. Go to Oakajee, members. I challenge 
members to drive their car there in winter because they will get bogged. It is an overgrown farm paddock. It has 
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a rough track that goes up through a broken gate. That is it. That is what we are offering people who want to invest 
in the hydrogen industry in Western Australia. We are saying go there and build all the roads, build all the power 
infrastructure, build any gas or water supply, build any communication infrastructure, go and level all the land, 
provide it all. If people go there and do all that, we will let them do it. Guess what? They are not. I just read out to 
members three major projects and areas within which Western Australia is being bypassed. We will see more of 
that because we are not going to see anything meaningful in that area until the government steps up to the plate. 
I have spoken to business and industry representatives. We do not even have a suitable power connection into the 
south west interconnected system, which is critical for any industry. Again, people in this place understand the 
importance of those businesses having their own power supply, but they need a backup supply from the SWIS in 
case there is an emergency in their facility. We cannot have a manufacturing facility that is at risk of blackouts. It 
would be an enormous cost to the organisation. But we see nothing. Again, we see no transparency about this. We 
are told, “Don’t worry; it’s going to happen.” The Minister for Energy is very confident in this place and says that 
we should not worry and the government will make it happen. But we get to the truth sometimes. During estimates 
this year, fortunately, the CEO of the port of Geraldton was a bit more lucid and transparent. 
I asked the minister about what was going to happen with Oakajee port and the minister referred the question to 
the CEO. Again, if we are going to have large-scale manufacturing and the export of hydrogen, ammonia or urea, or 
whatever form it takes, out of Oakajee, we need a port. The port of Geraldton is completely overwhelmed. It cannot 
cope. As I said, I did a brief calculation on the demurrage that Western Australians are paying in the port of Geraldton 
because it is so overwhelmed at the moment. That port is costing the state economy over $100 million a year in 
demurrage. It cannot cope. That port needs to be quadrupled or quintupled in size. There are no plans and nothing 
in the budget for it. There is a bit of mucking around with existing jetties to try to squeeze something in, but nothing 
that will make a meaningful difference. We need the port at Oakajee. 
When I asked the CEO how likely that was, the CEO was quite frank. The port authority is doing its long-term 
planning now. The CEO said that it will be at least 15 years before we see a port at Oakajee. That quite clearly reflects 
the planning of this government—that is, none. Fifteen years is never. Saying it is 15 years is saying that we have 
no idea and we are never going to do it. That provided some transparency, and I was very grateful for the CEO doing 
that, but it did surprise and disappoint me enormously. Then again, in this government we have a Minister for 
Hydrogen Industry who has followed, because I can tell members who the first shadow Minister for Energy; 
Renewables and Hydrogen was a good couple of years before this government recognised the importance of hydrogen, 
and that was me. This government kicked and screamed and cried about our energy policy going into the election 
and did all sorts of backgrounding and said we made up fantasy numbers about costs. It criticised that, but then 
what did it do? It realised its shortcoming and put in a minister for hydrogen, but, unfortunately, it put in a minister 
who does nothing. There is lots of noise and lots of gloss. The Minister for Hydrogen Industry is a very charismatic 
person and we all enjoy spending time with that minister, but to be frank, it seems as though the minister is in the 
retirement lounge and in retirement mode. She threw out an outstanding member of the upper house. 
When I came into this place, one of the members whom other members said to me was an excellent member of the 
Labor Party in Parliament was Hon Adele Farina. Well, poor Hon Adele Farina. As I said, I understand she was an 
excellent member of Parliament in the upper house. She was highly regarded on all sides. She got in the way of the 
minister for hydrogen’s retirement plans because that minister wanted to be based in Albany. I think Albany was 
probably the most visited destination by the government jet during the last term of government, so, clearly, the 
minister had a house there and spent a large amount of her time there courtesy of the government jet. The minister 
made the ultimate move and threw out Hon Adele Farina, a very decent and fine member of Parliament, so that she 
could move closer to her retirement home in Albany. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Dr D.J. HONEY: That is at an enormous cost to this state because that minister might have the title but she is not 
doing the job. We are not getting the projects. I see no prospect from what I have seen that we will have any projects 
in that space. 
The Minister for Energy, as I said, is very good on spin. The Minister for Energy comes in here and he is the enforcer. 
He is the one who gets up to all the procedural tricks in the chamber and certainly talks the talk on energy and the 
electricity system. He certainly tried, and I think was probably successful, to criticise and harm our energy policy 
going into the election. However, when it comes to delivery and being transparent, he is missing in action. We see 
that in a range of areas but none more so than in his critical role of ensuring that the midwest region is connected to 
the SWIS. He comes up with all sorts of lame excuses about why it cannot happen. The reality is that any minister 
worth their salt would have a proper way of getting that infrastructure in and they would realise the importance 
of doing that. 
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That all comes back to the Premier being very clear because he cannot say the government has a plan when it is 
just spin and froth and bubble. We can put some money into some university research. That is important. I do not 
say that is not necessary. It is important to be training the scientists, engineers and technicians. We can put money 
into some simple projects. The government is claiming that it is investing in hydrogen and it is a key part of the 
FMG project to convert its haul trucks to hydrogen. That project had been going on at FMG for over a year. In fact, 
I was aware of that project before I came into Parliament. Then the government put $20 million into a project that 
was already going to try to claim it is somehow pivotal to that investment. It did not change a thing or the goals of 
the project; it did not change anything that was going to happen. That very profitable company could have funded 
that project itself, but the government spent $20 million of taxpayers’ money so that it could join the party, so to 
speak, and pretend that it is doing the right thing. 
The Minister for Energy is desperate to pretend that Collie is a viable operation. We looked in the budget and saw 
that more than $1 billion of taxpayers’ money is going into Collie to sustain those existing power stations. Imagine 
what that $1 billion could do in the midwest of Western Australia to turn Oakajee into the industrial estate that it 
should be and what could happen if the multibillion-dollar businesses were established there. Not only would that 
green energy going into Collie create high-quality manufacturing jobs, but also other jobs would be created in 
a really beautiful and livable part of Western Australia that would attract thousands and thousands more people to 
the area. It is a great shame that we have not seen more action on this. As I said, the Premier likes the spin and the 
gloss but he is really a one-trick pony. 

Again, the government talks about transparency, but everything is hidden behind COVID. We have said many 
times in this place—we have been very open—that we recognise that not just the Premier, but also the Minister for 
Health and our health officials, police and government agencies have done a fantastic job protecting the health of 
the people of Western Australia. From the moment I came into this role, I have said that we appreciate that, but that 
is not a substitute for everything else. It is not a substitute for the proper management in every other area of government. 
Name any key area—number one is law and order. That is usually number one; people are worried about their personal 
safety. What do we see? We have the highest rate of serious assaults against people in the history of the state. 

What do we see if we look at health? I will not re-cover the ground covered by the excellent shadow Minister for 
Health, but I will say that she is almost physically worn out because there is so much that she has to cover. The 
shadow Minister for Health has to raise so many issues again and again in this place and there is such a broad 
scope of failure in the health portfolio by this Labor government that she is running herself ragged. I am glad to 
report that she is up to it. She is eating her Weet-Bix and she is going to keep doing that! But, again, she is working 
hard because of this attitude of, “We’ve dealt with COVID; therefore, we don’t have to worry about the health of 
Western Australians. We don’t have to worry about elective surgery waitlists or cancelling surgery. We don’t have 
to worry about sick people sitting in ambulances waiting to get into a hospital for 6 000 hours a month. We don’t 
have to worry about the problems of mental health in children and presentations going through the roof.” I was 
fascinated to hear the Minister for Health today say, “Don’t worry; we’ve got record spending on dealing with the 
hospitalisation of people with mental health issues.” The shadow Minister for Health was in the chamber and said, 
“Minister, I don’t want you to treat people with mental issues in hospital. I want you to stop people getting those 
mental health issues. I want you to make the investment in mental health.” That is why the shadow Minister for Health 
got a gold star—I believe all ticks—from the Western Australian Association for Mental Health for the policy we 
took to the last election. This Labor government got a fail. That association—it is a very fine group—said that the 
Liberal policy was excellent because it was about preventing people getting into the health system in the first place. 
Surely, that is what we want. Yes, I want people who are sick to be properly looked after, but, moreover, I do not 
want people to get sick. The Minister for Health completely missed that point today. It was amazing to hear him 
repeat in his answer to the supplementary question, “Don’t worry; we’re spending more money on treating people.” 
He completely missed the point that the shadow Minister for Health made very, very clearly. 

Again in terms of transparency, there is the cost of Metronet. In 2017, the Metronet project was costed at just under 
$3 billion. Now, it is $7.4 billion and rising. Again we see the smoke and mirrors; the government says that the 
scope has changed. The scope has hardly changed. One could take out every scope change from that project. The 
original project that was taken to the 2017 budget is now over $7 billion when it was costed at $3 billion. That is 
a cost blowout of 130 per cent on a multibillion-dollar project. It is the largest cost blowout of any capital project 
in the history of Western Australia. The Deputy Speaker knows that $4 billion would build a Rolls–Royce industrial 
estate at Oakajee that would ultimately employ tens of thousands of people. It would create tens of thousands of jobs 
in the midwest of Western Australia. It would take the pressure off Perth having to grow all the time and we would 
see a major decentralisation to the midwest of Western Australia. There would be high-quality jobs in a beautiful, 
livable part of our state. Instead, that $4 billion is going into a project that will create some jobs as it goes along. 

It is two years late already. We have heard the government’s weasel words about the “pipeline of projects”—that 
is, “We don’t know how to get projects done and we are pushing out the end date.” That project will create some 
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jobs, but, ultimately, the only thing it will do is cost more money in recurrent subsidies. Government members might 
say that they think public transport is good. The opposition thinks public transport is good, but spending $7 billion 
on one project is the reason there is no capital for other important projects. All the capital is being sucked up into 
one project that, as far as I can see, is clearly not just being mismanaged but unmanaged. The contractor has an open 
chequebook and can do whatever it likes, whatever the cost. The government says, “Don’t worry; next time we’ll 
say it is $10 billion.” In terms of transparency on that project, I think it is really upsetting, and I think it would upset 
the great majority of Western Australians, that when we ask for detail on that project—when we say, “Give us 
the detail. What is the actual final scope of that project, what was the original cost for the scope and what is the 
cost now, and what are the risks facing us as taxpayers and as a Parliament?”—we are given no detail at all. It 
is all smoke and mirrors. We cannot get any detail on that at all from the government; it is all hidden. In fact, we 
know that the government is moving costs around into road projects and other projects; they are being pushed into 
the Forrestfield–Airport Link project to try to reduce this massive blowout. There is no transparency on that project 
and it is causing enormous harm. 
There is no transparency on Metronet and Huawei. We have asked the minister to tell us what the bungled Huawei 
project cost the public of Western Australia, but the minister will not give us an answer. How much was it? I think 
it was $300 million for a completely failed project. The government should have known not to engage with that 
contractor for that project. What have we seen? We have seen no transparency from the government on that project. 
This government has failed on transparency. Worse than that, this government is failing to manage the rest of our 
economy and other key issues that our society faces, and that should be of great concern to all members of this 
place and the public of Western Australia. 
MR P.J. RUNDLE (Roe) [5.48 pm]: Thank you, Acting Speaker. Sorry; Deputy Speaker. I will not call you 
Madam Speaker! I would not do that to you. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you, member for Roe. I appreciate that! 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I rise tonight to make a short contribution. I support the member for North West Central’s 
motion about the lack of transparency. That is exactly what we heard from this government even before the previous 
election—gold standard transparency. As the Leader of the Liberal Party pointed out, there are many examples of 
when we have been let down, but today I want to focus briefly on two or three examples. We have seen a real lack 
of transparency from the Premier on the farm worker and harvest worker situation. The Minister for Agriculture 
and Food and the Premier are working in different fields and one does not seem to know what the other is doing 
or not doing. That has been a real disappointment. To top it off, today we got a press release from the Minister for 
Agriculture and Food saying, “Call out for local workers for harvest season”. The minister has had months and 
months to do something about this. It is unbelievable. 
Dr D.J. Honey: For how long has harvest been going, member? 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Harvest has been going for about two and a half or three weeks, I think. The first load of 
canola went into Geraldton about three weeks ago. 
Dr D.J. Honey: It’s a bit late—too little, too late. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: It is quite unbelievable. We have a scenario whereby the federal government had everything 
in place. There was an agreement in federal cabinet in September 2020 about workers coming in, and our state 
government could not seem to make it happen. It could not get the quarantine going. We also had the scenario recently 
when Hon Kyle McGinn in the other place, who is from the Maritime Union of Australia, talked about how fantastic 
the MUA is and how fantastic the dispute with Qube Ports is, and how the MUA is doing a great job. Here we 
are, 11 weeks later. I asked the Premier about this two weeks ago in budget estimates, and he was not aware of it. 
Nine weeks into the dispute, he was not aware of it. He was not aware that farm equipment was being held up on 
the wharf. I had a farmer from Ongerup ring me the other day. He has three headers and three combine harvesters 
on a ship. Where are they now? They are on their way back to Melbourne. Who is going to pay for the transport from 
Melbourne to Ongerup? I bet it will not be the MUA. Finally, even though the Premier said in estimates that he 
was not aware of that dispute, after nine weeks, yesterday the Minister for Transport said that she had contacted 
the Fair Work Commission. She had finally written to it, and there we go; maybe something will be done. In the 
meantime, the farmer from Ongerup and many others are trying to get into harvest, but this farmer has no equipment 
to get into harvest with. This is the sort of thing that is happening. 
We did not see any transparency with the Bladin Village scenario. I actually believe that the ag minister was making 
an attempt to get Bladin Village to happen. She did do a good job—I will grant her that—with the Pacific Islander 
workers coming into our horticultural industry. I think she was making a genuine attempt to get those workers to 
Bladin Village. However, at the same time, the Premier was working against her, trying to score some points against 
the other states and the federal government. He was saying that it was too difficult and too hard and that we cannot 
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make it happen. In the end, I think the ag minister just threw her hands in the air and said, “I just can’t make this 
work; it’s all too hard; it’s the federal government’s fault”, and fell into line with the Premier. 
Funnily enough, at the same time, the Minister for Health was telling us that the government is bringing in 
209 junior doctors from the United Kingdom and Ireland to start work in the WA health system in the next few 
months. The government is spending $2 million on that. It is okay that we can bring in these doctors from overseas, 
but we cannot bring in farm workers to help our farmers get off our $7 billion harvest. It seems as though there is 
a two-tiered system in Western Australia. If people are in mining or something like that, it is not a problem, but if 
they are in agriculture and harvesting grain, canola, barley, wheat or lupins, they are second-class citizens. We saw 
that also with the ship that had come down to pick up barley at Fremantle port and the Premier just turned it back 
without even thinking about it, but if it had been an iron ore ship, it would not have been a problem. That is the lack 
of transparency—we cannot see it. 
To top it off, today we had the media release from Hon Alannah MacTiernan, “Call out for local workers for harvest 
season”. It goes on to say that travel and accommodation allowances will be available to support agricultural work 
in the regions. Well, it is too late for the harvest. The government had that opportunity. It had Hon Kyle McGinn 
in the other place talk about the MUA and how great it is that we are looking at this scenario on Fremantle wharf. 
That is not good enough for our ag industry. 
I want to briefly move on to the TAB sale. I asked the Premier today about the plans for the future sustainability 
of the industry, with the announcement yesterday from the Minister for Racing and Gaming that the government 
was putting up an expression of interest process. We have been told that instead of the purchaser of the TAB having 
an obligation to fund the industry, it is envisaged that the industry will secure continuing financial support via 
a new arrangement. The Premier did not want to enlighten us today on what that new arrangement will be. I bet 
I know what it is. It will be, “Let’s bank the proceeds from the sale of the TAB; that will help pay for the overrun 
on Metronet and then we’ll put it in the budget in the years ahead.” I can see it now. The racing industry will be 
putting its hand out and saying, “Can you help us out? Can you help the Toodyay races and the Northam races? Can 
you help the Esperance race club and Wagin Trotting Club?” The industry will be out there, cap in hand. That is 
why I am worried about the transparency of this process. I certainly did not get any assurances from the Premier 
today. The Minister for Racing and Gaming said that the government is going to re-evaluate the most effective model 
to support the Western Australian racing industry into the future. I am sorry; that does not fill me with a lot of 
reassurance. The Premier certainly did not give me any reassurance today in his answer. 
The last thing that I want to move onto is the forestry scenario. I am glad to see that the Minister for Environment 
is in the chamber. This would be one of the most disappointing announcements that I have heard in the last five years 
that I have been in this place. As I said last night in my contribution, the new motto of this government seems to 
be: cut first, consult later. In September 2021, the Labor government’s decision to ban native hardwood harvesting 
shocked the local industry, while announcing $350 million over 10 years to expand WA’s softwood timber 
plantations. As the member for Cottesloe and I have pointed out many times, it takes many, many years for softwood 
plantations to grow into trees. I can see what will happen here. This has been brought on to help the inner-city green 
voters. What will happen is that we will be importing hardwood from Indonesia and South America, all these other 
places that are chopping down their forests left, right and centre, but as long as we satisfy the inner-city green voters, 
that will not be a problem. Talking about transparency, the Minister for Environment commissioned a $56 000 survey 
to test public attitudes to native forestry but has refused to make the results of that survey public. 
Ms A. Sanderson: I tabled it in the chamber! 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: The Labor minister has failed to honour the commitment she gave in Parliament to negotiate 
with all stakeholders, including industry stakeholders. 
Ms A. Sanderson: It was tabled in the Council, member. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: That is very disappointing. I look forward to it. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I can tell members that the people of Manjimup are not happy. I can tell members someone 
else who is not happy and that is the member for Warren–Blackwood. The previous member for Warren–Blackwood 
was an excellent member of Parliament. We miss him in here and his contribution. I also like the current member 
for Warren–Blackwood, but I think she was as surprised as the opposition was when she heard this announcement. 
She now has to somehow go back to the communities of Manjimup, Nannup and Pemberton and the like and try 
to shore up her defences. I can tell members that it is a sad state of affairs when the local member has absolutely no 
idea of what is going on. She will now have to try to patch it up for the next few years. It is no problem—I am sure 
that all the green voters in Fremantle and Morley will be happy with the forestry industry being smashed and those 
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workers missing out. All I can say is I feel sorry for the member for Warren–Blackwood. She has done a great job 
in trying to patch things up, but the minister has not given her any leeway whatsoever. It will be a long, hard road 
for her. I certainly understand and commiserate with her in a lot of ways. I also commiserate with the community of 
Manjimup and the surrounding communities. Finally, we did see the Minister for Forestry turn up and consult, but 
too late: cut first, consult later. 
MR R.S. LOVE (Moore — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.59 pm]: I would like to make a contribution 
in the 30-odd seconds that we have before the dinner break. I thank the member for Roe for the opportunity to speak 
on this important motion that has been brought to the house by the member for North West Central — 

That this house condemns the Premier and his government for their failure to meet his — 
The Premier’s — 

promise of a “gold standard” of transparency. 
We hear these glib promises that are often made by members of the government that they will be transparent and 
open in everything they do, but we know that what is going on in this house at this very moment, with the introduction 
and now the ramming through of legislation to strip regional voices from Western Australia, is anything but 
a transparent action by a government. This government went to the last election as a political party on the basis 
that it did not have on the agenda any intention of robbing regional voices in this current term, yet we saw immediately 
the launch of a program that had obviously been well planned and well thought out. It was not something that had 
just happened overnight. It was something that had been the subject of a lot of talk around the kitchen table, no 
doubt, at the Premier’s place and at others, where they had worked out exactly what they would do if they got their 
hands on control of the upper house. That is despite the fact that the Labor Party was not game to take this to the 
Western Australian public, especially in regional areas. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.00 pm 
Mr R.S. LOVE: When we concluded just before the dinner break, I was talking about the lack of transparency from 
the government in the process that we are going through at the moment, which, of course, is the reforms to the 
Electoral Act, and the fact that the government had not gone to the people with a clear outline that it would seek 
to amend the electoral system if it achieved a majority in the upper house. As soon as that majority was achieved, 
the government immediately put in place a very well laid out plan, you have to say, to develop legislation to change 
forever, it would seem, the voting system in the upper house from the system it has been by which people from the 
Mining and Pastoral Region, the Agricultural Region and the South West Region had representation as constituents 
of regional electorates—regional in the sense of being outside the Perth metropolitan area—and there were a series 
of divisions in the Perth metropolitan area. Now we are moving to one electorate, which I think nobody in the 
Mining and Pastoral Region, the Agricultural Region or the South West Region probably contemplated when they 
voted for the upper house members. That calls into some question the transparency of the current government in 
that it has refused throughout this process over the last couple of days to go to a referendum, it has refused to send 
this matter to a committee for further inquiry and it has indicated that it wants to rush the legislation through by 
Thursday afternoon so, no doubt, a message can be sent to the other place and it can initiate discussion on the bill 
along a fairly quick time line. We know that these things indicate a lack of transparency and accountability because 
the Premier, prior to the election, was heard and quoted many times to say that this reform was not on the agenda. 
But, as we know, this reform is very much on the agenda. That is one particular example of what we are talking 
about in the motion. There are, of course, other examples. 
Last night, the newspaper was running a story about the TAB and changes to the outcome of the sale. We will be 
trying to seek some answers from the government about the future of the industry and how it will be funded if the 
sale of the TAB proceeds without a commitment from the purchaser to help fund activities of the racing industry 
in Western Australia going forward. Why is that important? It is important because the racing industry is important 
in many areas, especially in regional areas such as my electorate. I represent a number of communities that have 
racing clubs, racehorse owners, trainers et cetera. It is quite a labour-intensive industry. It is quite a large industry 
really in terms of employers in certain electorates in this place. It is a very important industry. It was always 
understood that the sale would require a commitment to fund the ongoing needs of the racing industry, especially its 
infrastructure. Now it has been reported that the sale will proceed without that requirement. Instead, an agreement 
will be made by which the government, not the body that buys the business, will assist the industry going forward. 
If an organisation does not have a money source, it will always be very problematic for that organisation. That 
organisation’s future will be reliant upon the decisions of the government of the day. I do not think that we envisaged 
that outcome a year or two ago when this process was afoot, before it was stalled by the COVID-19 outbreak. 
That is an interesting segue into a couple of matters I want to discuss about decisions made by members of this place 
who are or were ministers. One of them in particular is a former minister, and some of them were ministers in 
portfolios that they no longer hold. I have two or three reports from the Auditor General on matters related to her 
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opinion of the appropriateness or otherwise of a minister withholding from the Parliament information that has 
been requested by a member of Parliament, whether that be through a question on notice or some other means. I will 
quote from a report handed down by the Auditor General in February this year, just prior to the last election, titled 
Opinion on ministerial notification—Hotel Perth campaign reports. At that stage, the minister involved was the 
Minister for Racing and Gaming, who is now the Minister for Police, but a member of the government nonetheless 
so it is still instructive. The Auditor General stated — 

The disclosure of information in the public interest is a key criterion we use when forming an opinion on 
a Minister’s decision to withhold information from Parliament. This is because the provision of information 
to Parliament is fundamental to the principles of good governance, openness, and accountability in our 
Westminster system of responsible government. 

That was the opinion of the Auditor General, no doubt a respected figure in the Western Australian political scene. 
She is an officer who reports to Parliament. She continues with her opinion on this particular matter to say — 

The decision by the Minister for Tourism, the Hon Paul Papalia MLA, not to provide Parliament with 
5 post campaign performance reports in full and the number of people booking travel as a result of the 
Hotel Perth Campaign, was not reasonable and therefore not appropriate. Some of the information was 
publicly known or not commercially sensitive and … there was no obligation of confidence. 

The report goes on to say the documents tabled were heavily redacted, which, in effect, gave very little information—
to paraphrase. Given that we know the principles of transparency and accountability are fundamental to good 
governance, it is disappointing to see that a minister—who is still a minister serving the government, although in 
a different capacity—would choose to withhold information that, according to the Auditor General, should have 
been disclosed to Parliament. 
That was not the first time this has happened. It has happened in all forms of government, but I believe in this 
government it is probably happening in a number of cases in a way that makes it difficult for opposition members 
to get the information we need to understand what is behind some of the government’s decisions and to hold the 
government to account. It is fundamental to the processes of this place that the opposition is able to have reasonable 
access to information so that it can hold the government to account. That opinion of the Auditor General was given 
in a report on the Hotel Perth campaign, which was report 14.  
I will now move to report 15, which is the Opinions on ministerial notifications—tax and funding information relating 
to Racing and Wagering Western Australia. I think this is pretty topical given that the TAB is up for sale and it is 
important we ensure there is good information and governance in Parliament around that. 
In the report, there is a discussion on the ministerial decision not to answer how much point-of-consumption tax was 
paid by Racing and Wagering Western Australia to other jurisdictions in 2019–20. It states — 

The decision by the Minister for Racing and Gaming, the Hon Paul Papalia MLA, — 
It is the same person as before, when he was Minister for Tourism — 

not to provide Parliament with information about how much point-of-consumption tax was paid by RWWA 
to other jurisdictions for 2019–20 was not reasonable and therefore not appropriate. 

This was in relation to a question Hon Colin Holt asked the minister. Hon Colin Holt was a National Party MLC 
in the last term of Parliament. In the last term of the Liberal–National government, he was at one point the Minister 
for Racing and Gaming, so he had an understanding of the industry and would be looking for information that was 
concise and needed to inform Parliament, no doubt, about what was happening in the racing and wagering industries. 
He asked question without notice 899 — 

(2) How much point-of-consumption tax was paid to other jurisdictions by RWWA for 2019–20? 
The minister responded — 

(2) This information cannot be disclosed. 
She went on to give some reasons why it should be so. The Auditor General found — 

… the decision by the Minister not to provide the requested information was not reasonable and appropriate 
as the information did not, in our view, meet established criteria for commercial-in-confidence. 
… it did not meet our first criterion for commercially sensitive information: Is the information sufficiently 
secret? Is it significant? 

That is pretty descriptive of a government, or a minister at least, who turns, as a default position, towards not 
providing information when it is required. That is not my opinion; that is the opinion of the Auditor General. 
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Further, under the title “Ministerial decision not to provide information about the breakdown of sources of funding 
distributed to the racing industry by RWWA in 2019–20 and 2020–21”, the Auditor General’s opinion was — 

The decision by the Minister for Racing and Gaming, the Hon Paul Papalia MLA, not to provide budget 
projections of race field fees and point-of-consumption tax to be distributed to the racing industry in 
2020–21 was not reasonable and therefore not appropriate. 

It goes on to outline that these matters were raised by Hon Colin Holt. It illustrates that in that particular position 
it was a minister who was not keen on giving the information out, whether it be for the hotel campaign or Racing and 
Wagering Western Australia, and now we hear—I think it was highlighted in some of the discussions around 
estimates—that some ministers were short in bringing forward information. I think that particular minister was 
prominent in that. It is important in the parliamentary system we operate in that when members of Parliament are 
asked for information, they are given reasonable access to that information. 
I am not going to harp on any longer about those couple of incidents. They serve to illustrate that there is a need for 
information and there is a need for us as opposition members to have access to that information when we request 
it because it is fundamental to the processes of Parliament to be able to hold the government to account. That is not 
just my opinion; it is also the opinion of the Auditor General, as she has outlined in those reports. 
We are very fortunate in Western Australia to have such an active Auditor General. She is doing a great job and 
her office is doing a good job, not just in the state government but also with some of the reports I have seen involving 
local governments and other entities, universities et cetera. She has actually written some wonderfully instructive 
reports about keeping information safe, keeping it transparent and keeping it relevant. There is a lot to be said for 
having a very active and up-to-date Auditor General. I am not speaking unkindly about anybody before her, but 
I think she is doing a really good job. I compliment her on the job that she is doing. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Another report that the Auditor General put out in 2021, which came out on 3 June, refers to 
a decision that was made by a former minister; a minister who is no longer in Parliament. I do not want to be unkind 
as I am not attacking the person; I am only highlighting that these issues are important in terms of transparency in 
being able to provide information. Sometimes it is not just the minister but it is the advice that they may be given by 
the department or by the person who is in charge of providing it. In this case I think a department and a commissioner 
were involved. I refer to a report titled Disclaimer of opinion on ministerial notification—Bushfire Centre of Excellence. 
My good friend the former member for Warren–Blackwood asked a number of questions of a former minister, 
Fran Logan. Again, I am not trying to criticise the former minister; I am using this to highlight that these issues 
need to be considered when we are talking about levels of transparency. The Auditor General’s overview stated — 

In our Westminster system, responsible government is open and accountable to the people. This is reliant 
on the government providing information to Parliament, wherever possible. Sections 81 and 82 of the 
Financial Management Act 2006 support this principle, and it is the long-held position of my Office 
that, by default, Ministers should disclose information to Parliament wherever it is not contrary to the 
public interest. 
When a Minister provides a section 82 notice, it triggers my duty under the Auditor General Act 2006 to 
provide Parliament with an impartial and independent view of whether a Minister’s decision …  

It goes on to say further down — 
In the current case, the document requested by Parliament was a briefing note related to the Bushfire Centre 
of Excellence. The briefing note was the subject of a section 82 notice from former Minister Francis Logan 
and was therefore central to our inquiry. Following initial enquiries with the Department of Fire and 
Emergency Services, the Minister’s Office provided us access to a heavily redacted copy of the briefing 
note. However, we were not permitted to view an unredacted copy and could not determine what had 
been redacted. My Office made it clear to Minister Logan’s Office that without the ability to view all of the 
document I could not provide an opinion on whether it is reasonably covered by the public interest immunity 
of Cabinet confidentiality. 
It is regrettable that I need to issue a Disclaimer of Opinion for this section 82 inquiry. 

There is a conflict between a couple of long-held views. One is that advice to cabinet should be kept in confidence, 
but the Auditor General is making it clear that she would like to be able at times to view those documents to have 
an understanding of them. I do not think it is necessarily to publish the documents, but to see unredacted versions 
of them to form an opinion. I think that is a reasonable position. It is one of those matters that needs to be discussed 
to come to a clear understanding of how to provide the best path forward for transparency and accountability in 
the future. 
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In her disclaimer of opinion, she goes on to say exactly what happened — 
… initially with DFES and then the Minister’s Office, we were not provided with the full briefing note 
that was the subject of the section 82 notice. The former Minister’s Office told us the briefing note supported 
a Cabinet submission and we requested access to both the submission and the briefing note. We were 
granted access to view the Cabinet submission, however, we were only provided with a heavily redacted 
(roughly 85%) version of the briefing note. The portions we could see did not enable us to make an 
assessment on whether Cabinet-in-confidence applies. 

It is very difficult, and it left the Auditor General unable to form an opinion. I know these are difficult situations 
sometimes, but surely we need to err on the side of transparency and openness in government. I put that as a situation 
that needs reconsideration. It is not just this government. I know it is a long-held position of governments that all 
cabinet documents need to be kept in confidence, but there surely needs to be a sensible approach, especially when 
dealing with an officer such as the Auditor General, who is trying to understand where the truth lies. 
It is a bit like the situation we faced today when I put forward a motion calling for the Procedure and Privileges 
Committee to examine the situation surrounding the annual return of the Minister for Electoral Affairs; Attorney General 
and member for Butler. It was defeated basically on party lines, and that is unfortunate because I think it is very 
important that we get an understanding of the reporting requirements of ministers and members of Parliament. It 
was not meant to be divisive, but a way of providing further information to the Parliament in the future. Personally, 
I was disappointed that it was not supported. I detected amongst some of the members of the Labor Party that they 
felt some degree of sympathy for the arguments. But as we know, when it hits a red on blue and green vote, they 
fall in line. That is what happens. Party politics is party politics. 
It is unfortunate. In terms of ensuring that there be greater transparency going forward for the government and the 
house to reassure the people of Western Australia that they have an executive government that is being open and 
can be held to account by not only the members of Parliament in this place, but also the public, the press, other 
organisations and the Auditor General and other instrumentalities that are charged with ensuring that we have honest 
and open government, for that motion to have been thwarted is disappointing. It would have been good to send the 
matter to the committee for examination and to have it come back with a clear understanding of where levels of 
accountability lie in the case of declarations of interest. I accept that there was public disclosure, through the website 
in this case, but only because it had been published by The West Australian. For three years, that register was not, to 
my knowledge, available. I had never seen it. It is something that should have been routinely tabled in the Parliament, 
if, indeed, that is being used as a proxy for declarations under the Members of Parliament (Financial Interests) Act 
and the code of conduct. That was disappointing personally and, I think, disappointing for the Parliament. 
As I say, there are many aspects to the discussion that we are having here tonight. I support the motion that has been 
put forward by the member for North West Central. It is unfortunate that the government has on many occasions 
turned down a path of non-disclosure and secrecy rather than coming out and being completely honest and transparent 
and keeping to that rolled-gold standard of transparency that it promised the people of Western Australia. As far 
as I can see, it has been nearly five years now and the government has failed to deliver. 
MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington — Minister for Mines and Petroleum) [7.26 pm]: I am the lead speaker 
for the government tonight. I wonder whether we could even count the number of times the same resolution has 
been proposed over the last five years by the opposition. It would be an interesting question. We could even take 
a point of order. Fortunately for the opposition, these things never get voted on because if we allowed one of these 
motions to come to a vote, the opposition could not bring that same resolution back to the Parliament again for the 
rest of the term. Members opposite do not have any other motions to move, so they have been moving the same 
motion for five years now and they have been rewarded in the same way every time. It was as empty rhetoric the 
first time they moved it as it is this time they have moved it. 
I just want to quickly address something raised by the member for Vasse. The member for Vasse said that the 
Deputy Premier had breached the Freedom of Information Act. I have a copy of the FOI documents and reply that 
the Deputy Premier sent to the member for Vasse. It quite clearly sets out how the decision was made and the fact 
that the minister made the decision in accordance with the act. Therefore, the argument that there has somehow been 
a breach of the act is simply incorrect and the member knew that when she said it because she has this letter, dated 
26 August, setting out the basis of the minister’s decision. For her to then come in today and argue that there has been 
some breach is extraordinary, given that she knew that the minister had complied with the act in making his decision. 
Not only that, I am informed that the member for Vasse has never appealed the matter either for an internal review 
inside the Department of the Premier and Cabinet or to the Information Commissioner, because those two things 
are available to her. I want to let her know that when I was in opposition, ministers regularly refused to release 
documents to me. I did not just say, “Oh, that is mean.” I then took action to expose the poor decision-making of 
the ministers. On a number of occasions, the Information Commissioner agreed with me, and the Liberal Party’s 
and the National Party’s decisions to unlawfully withhold documents were exposed. I remind members that in one 
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of those documents that was withheld was a resignation letter from members of the board of Synergy setting out how 
the then Liberal Minister for Energy had undermined the board and forced the chairman to resign. No wonder the 
minister refused to release the letter, which was eventually released to me through action of the FOI commissioner. 
I also remind members that I had to defend Supreme Court action because the FOI commissioner agreed with me 
about a document related to the so-called BAG pipe, the Bunbury to Albany gas pipeline, which the government 
refused to release to me. I took it to the FOI commissioner and won, and then the government sued me in the 
Supreme Court to withhold the document. Indeed, the member for Cockburn, as my solicitor, defended the matter 
and we got $10 000 in costs for his hard work. Interestingly, that document proved that the BAG pipe would have 
cost $320 million and the government had put in the budget $16 million for the project. That is a $320 million project. 
The reason it did not want to release the business case that I FOI-ed was that it would have proved that the budget 
had been based on falsehoods for years and years. It was subject to election commitments at three elections in the 
seat of Albany and the government never intended to implement it. Talk about transparency. 
Then we have the section 82 notice. Yes, there have been a couple of occasions when the Auditor General has 
disagreed with ministers about decisions—a very small number. I accept that. Do members know what? The former 
government never notified the Auditor General of its refusal to answer questions. On not a single occasion when 
I was in opposition did the former LNG ever even notify the Auditor General of its refusal to answer. No wonder 
no section 82 notice was tabled in Parliament. It was because it never asked the Auditor General to look at any of 
the matters. Talk about transparency. It was just dishonest behaviour by the Liberal Party and the National Party. 
That is what we have come to expect. This is the laziest opposition in the history of Western Australia. 
The Leader of the Liberal Party went to the Liberal Party state conference on the weekend and said that Hon Nick Goiran 
and Hon Peter Collier were good Liberals. These are Liberals who insult women and disgracefully behave in deeply 
personal ways in relation to individuals on the Labor side in the Legislative Council. It was disgraceful and disgusting 
behaviour. There was no apology. I know for a fact that a number of Liberals have told—because they have told 
me—both Hon Peter Collier and Hon Nick Goiran that they should apologise for their commentary. They should 
go into Parliament and get on the record their apology. But what does the Leader of the Liberal Party say? He says 
that they are good Liberals. This is the good behaviour that the Liberal Party puts at the top of its list. 
What is really interesting is what these good Liberals said about the member for Cottesloe and indeed what these 
good Liberals said about Pauline Hanson’s One Nation. Members should go and read those 700 pages of WhatsApp 
transcripts that have been published, as I have done, and see how former Senator Mathias Cormann coordinated 
the distribution of One Nation how-to-vote cards at the pre-poll elections in 2017. He did that coordination with 
Hon Peter Collier and Hon Nick Goiran—the good Liberals that the member for Cottesloe is supporting so strongly. 
At some point, the Leader of the Liberal Party will have to be a leader. He is no longer a Liberal, but at some stage 
he has to step up and be a leader. 
I was really interested to read the Liberal Party’s post-election review, which set out in detail how the laziness of 
the Liberal Party and the fact that the shadow ministers would not do any work led to the defeat of the opposition—
the worst defeat in the history of Australia. I invite the Leader of the Liberal Party to contemplate a few things. 
I have in front of me here a table setting out every election result in Western Australia’s history. The extent of the 
Liberal Party’s defeat at the 2021 election is really interesting. I have read the Liberal Party’s review on why it says 
that the Liberal Party suffered the worst defeat in Australian political history. I have never heard the Leader of the 
Liberal Party tell us why he was so badly defeated. What was it about his performance that led to this result? It 
is like a recovering alcoholic: until someone admits their mistake, they cannot move forward. Until the Leader of 
the Liberal Party tells us why he got it wrong, how can he get it right? Let me make it clear: in the history of 
Western Australian politics, if we start from the postwar elections, in 1947 the Liberal Party won 13 seats out of 50. 
That was its worst defeat, until it won 13 seats out of 59 in 2017. Now it has won two seats out of 59. The Labor Party’s 
share—the winner’s share of the total number of seats in Western Australia was 89.8 per cent. Can members believe 
that! Think about that: 89.83 per cent of the seats in Western Australia went to the Labor Party. I will put it another 
way: just 3.4 per cent of electorates in Western Australia chose the Liberal Party. Just 3.4 per cent of seats in this 
chamber are represented by the Liberals. I look forward to the member for Cottesloe explaining why he says he 
was part of the leadership of the worst political result in Australia. 
Dr D.J. Honey: Was I? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes. I saw you at the press conference. 
Dr D.J. Honey: You don’t know what you’re talking about. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: So you did not attend the press conference? 
Dr D.J. Honey interjected. 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: All right; it was not your fault. There we go—he is washing his hands! He has the hand 
sanitiser out. Let us have a look. In 1943, in the federal election, at the height of World War II, Australia’s best ever 
Prime Minister received a ringing endorsement of the people of the country. Prime Minister Curtin won 66.22 per cent 
of all the seats available at that election. In 1981, in New South Wales, in the so-called “Wranslide” election, 
Neville Wran won 69.7 per cent of the available seats. In 2002, in Victoria, the Labor Party won 70.5 per cent of 
the seats. In 2004, in Queensland, we won 70.8 per cent of the seats. In 2001, in Queensland, we won 74.2 per cent 
of the seats. We won 89.83 per cent of the seats in Western Australia at the last election.  
At some point the Liberal Party and the Nationals WA will have to say out loud why they lost. I remind opposition 
members that I was frequently prepared to give them advice in the last Parliament. I said, “You have to admit what 
happened in the 2017 election”—which is now the second best result in Western Australia’s political history because 
of the 2021 election—“You can’t continue to come in here and say, ‘Blah, blah, blah; you’re hopeless. Blah, blah, 
blah.’” That does not work because opposition members did not say what they had done wrong. Opposition members 
did not say what had been rejected or ask themselves why the people of Western Australian rejected them and their 
party in such a devastating manner at the 2017 election, and they did not do any work. That was recorded in the 
Liberal Party’s own review; it points out how lazy shadow ministers were and that they never did any work. 
The report states that they did not get any media because they never did any work. They did not develop policies 
and never did anything to engage with the community. The point I make is that the organisational wing of the 
Liberal Party told its members what the story is, but members need to come in here and tell us as well. Opposition 
members have to admit what they did wrong. 
As I say, this motion has been proposed for five years. Once a month opposition members come into the chamber 
and move effectively the same motion, and it was as irrelevant five years ago as it is today. After the election and 
before Parliament resumed this year, I did something for which people will say, “Yes, that’s right; that’s the sort 
of stuff you do.” I read all the private members’ and matter of public interest motions from 2017. One of the most 
remarkable things, which I knew would be the case, is that the words opposition members use now in 2021 are 
exactly the same as the ones the Liberal Party and National Party members were using in 2017. They have forgotten 
nothing and they have learnt nothing. They mean nothing and they stand for nothing. That is how come they got 
rejected. They got rejected because they mean nothing, stand for nothing, do no work and have no accountability 
for their own behaviours. It is time for opposition members to get a mirror and think about what they are doing to 
the once great Liberal Party. 
We now see proposals from long-term Liberals about setting up a new conservative party in Western Australia 
because they do not think the Liberal Party can be saved. I do not know whether that is true. Indeed, I do not know 
what the result of the 2025 election will look like. The only thing I know is that with the Premier, the cabinet and 
the backbench that we have in this chamber, the people of Western Australia know that they have a party that is 
putting the interests of Western Australians before any other interest. They know that they have a Premier who is 
prepared to be accountable. How many hundreds of press conferences has the Premier held? How many times has 
he stood there for as long as journalists want to ask questions? He comes into the chamber every day that Parliament 
sits and answers every question asked of him by the opposition. Sometimes, they are stunned when they find that 
the silly questions that they have asked do not match the reality of the world; they get shocked by that. Then there 
is the hopeless way opposition members only ever ask the supplementary question that is on their piece of paper. 
Even though the Premier has given an answer that has gone into detail, they ask a supplementary question seeking 
information that the Premier has already given. 
It will be interesting to see when the Leader of the Liberal Party wants to be a leader. As the reviewers stated — 

“This odious behaviour has shamed the Liberal Party and trashed its reputation. It is contrary to Liberal Party 
principles and values.” 

When will the Leader of the Liberal Party support the Liberal Party? The Liberal Party has made it clear that 
“The Clan”—Hon Peter Collier and Hon Nick Goiran—do not have Liberal values. The Leader of the Liberal Party 
said that they are good Liberals, but the Liberal Party itself said that they do not have Liberal values. It said that 
their behaviour was contrary to Liberal Party principles and values. 
The review says about “The Clan”— 

The evidence before the Review Committee, if true, suggests there has been unethical and underhand 
conduct by Party members, including some MPs. 

It also refers to — 
… the corruption of the essential mechanisms that guide and are intended to preserve the integrity of the Party. 

Further, it states “… what has been revealed is shocking and disturbing”. What did the Liberal Party leader say? He 
said that they are good Liberals. This is an interesting question for the Leader of the Liberal Party: Does he think that 
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it is acceptable that senior Liberals, leading Liberal members, made those disgraceful comments about Labor Party 
women? Is that something that the member finds acceptable? Sorry, I cannot hear the member for Cottesloe. I am 
happy to take an interjection. 
Dr D.J. Honey: I’m not here to answer questions from you—carry on. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The member said that these people are good Liberals, yet he is asking about accountability 
and transparency. What is the member saying about this? The opposition has moved this motion about accountability 
and transparency and we have all read those graceful comments by Hon Nick Goiran. Do you think that is acceptable, 
Leader of the Liberal Party? 
Dr D.J. Honey: As I said, waste your time. I’m not here to answer your questions. You’re here to be accountable 
for your poor behaviour. You’re here to be accountable for the poor performance of your government—that’s what 
you’re here for. We’ve shown you how you’ve failed. Answer the questions—go on. Answer the substantive matters 
that were put to you. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: There has not been a single substantive matter. The problem with Liberal Party members is 
that they come in here and flap their gums for half an hour but they never make any allegations. It is just ridiculous. 
Dr D.J. Honey interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms A.E. Kent): Member for Cottesloe! 
Dr D.J. Honey: He asked me to respond, Madam Acting Speaker. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am a bit confused. The member said he was not here to answer questions but if he is 
here to answer questions, can he tell me where he stands on Hon Nick Goiran? 
Dr D.J. Honey: I’m here to ask you questions. You’re not doing your job; you’re failing Western Australians. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Member for Cottesloe, I will talk about failing Western Australians. The Liberal Party has 
failed Western Australians. It has failed to do its job. In opposition it was too lazy to do any work. It went to the 
election with no policies. It went to the election declaring defeat three weeks before a vote was cast. It thought that 
it was a clever tactic to declare defeat. The election was not about policy or the future of Western Australians—it was 
about a clever tactic. Member for Cottesloe, they rounded on you. I would have liked the seat of Cottesloe to have 
been won by the Labor Party, but in some ways it is good to see David Honey here. 
I find it interesting what “The Clan” said about the member for Cottesloe’s preselection. Members should read what 
they said. They complained that three branches in Cottesloe had got together and were only going to vote for the 
member. They said how disappointed they were that that was the way the vote was going to be done. Member for 
Cottesloe, they did not want you in this place; they do not support you. It beggars belief to read “The Clan” messages 
in the lead-up to the 2017 election. They thought they were going to win. But as they got closer and closer to the 2017 
election they became nervous. On the day of the vote, they acknowledged the vote, but within two days they stopped 
talking about their defeat—they pivoted. 
Exactly the same thing happened in 2021. The Liberal Party said, “We’re going to win! We’re going to win!” but 
the closer it got to the election, it tailed off. Two days after the 2021 election, it did not talk about it anymore. It 
was as though the election had not taken place. It reminds me of the performance of the member for Cottesloe. He 
came in here as leader of the party that had had the worst defeat in the history of Australian politics and his answer 
was: “I wasn’t on the campaign committee.” He was the senior shadow minister responsible for the Liberal Party’s 
signature policy in the 2021 election. The only policy the Liberal Party had in the entire election campaign was 
about energy and the member for Cottesloe was the shadow Minister for Energy. He told us that he had nothing to 
do with the decisions. In fact, the member told me that the policy document was created following a seminar he 
had run for the Liberal Party in, I think, July or August 2020, but now he is saying that he had nothing do with the 
defeat. The member has to stand up and take responsibility. 
Dr D.J. Honey: You don’t know what you are talking about. You just make it up as you go along. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I do not make up anything, member. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Yes, you do. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I do not make up stuff. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas and the shadow Minister for Environment both came out and said that the Liberal Party 
energy policy was the worst policy that has ever been seen in politics in Western Australia, yet the Leader of the 
Liberal Party still hangs onto that policy—the policy that was a major contributor to the defeat of the Liberal Party 
and the worst defeat in the history of Australian politics. The member for Cottesloe still supports that policy. He does 
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not say that they have given up on it. He refuses to walk away from that dog of a policy. At some point, the member 
will have to stop being a Liberal; he needs to be a leader. 
I wonder whether the member for Cottesloe can tell us what the “pork chop championships” are about. It would be very 
interesting to know, because that is what Hon Nick Goiran thinks they are competing for—the pork chop championships. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: I hope we’re not funding that event. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Hon Peter Collier said that David Honey was supported by a bunch of losers. Hon Peter Collier 
said that the preselection was, according to my notes — 

Really tough because of the Cott–Peppy Grove delegates.  
What a bunch of losers this crew are—they have ‘interviews’ and commit to getting a number of quality 
candidates to parachute into other seats and David Honey is the best that they can do. 

That is what Hon Peter Collier thinks of the Leader of the Liberal Party. A guy called Kevin Fairman said, according 
to my notes — 

I normally remain a bit reserved, but can add David Honey to the nasty list! His uncontrolled outburst 
along with the school yard bullying approach really needs to be addressed. Sorry, just was so 
unprofessional of him and witnessed by many others icluding Norman who had to call him off. 

Hon Nick Goiran said, according to my notes — 
Kevin—we’ll add him to the Pork Chop Championships. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: There are a few starters there. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I know the member for Cottesloe is a Liberal, but at some time he has to be a leader. 
I just do not understand why the member for Cottesloe will not stand up and be a leader. Why will he not discipline 
Hon Peter Collier? Why will he not discipline Hon Nick Goiran? Why will he not say that their behaviour is 
unacceptable? Why will he not even call out misogyny? He could just say that he is opposed to misogyny. He does 
not have to name them because we all know what they are doing. All the member for Cottesloe has to say is that 
he does not support misogyny, but he will not do even that. I know the member for Cottesloe is not a Liberal, but 
I wish he would be a leader. The once great Liberal Party has been reduced to the member for Cottesloe, and that 
is so sad. 
Dr D.J. Honey: And the member for Vasse, thank you very much! 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I think some of us might have the odd bit of respect for the member for Vasse, although 
she does not understand her portfolio area, she does not listen to the answers given to her by the Minister for Health 
and she is not in contact with ordinary people, but I accept that she is not as lazy as the member for Cottesloe. 
Dr D.J. Honey: So this is your whole speech—just gratuitous insults. There is an example of a minister not doing 
his job. They are gratuitous insults. Great effort. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Asking why the Leader of the Liberal Party will not condemn misogyny is not an insult. 
Asking him why he will not be a leader is not an insult. I understand that the member is not a Liberal. I am not 
criticising him for having abandoned being a Liberal, but I do not understand why he is not prepared to be a leader. 
Why does he go to the Liberal Party’s state conference and reject the Liberal Party’s perspectives? Why does he 
go along and say that Hon Nick Goiran and Hon Peter Collier are good Liberals? I do not understand. He has an 
opportunity to change the Liberal Party, but instead, he is refusing to do it. He is saying that the past is the future 
for the Liberal Party. It is a disappointment to everybody in Western Australia. 
Dr D.J. Honey interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Cottesloe! 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It is just ridiculous. 
Dr D.J. Honey interjected. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Give me an accusation and I will answer it. 
Dr D.J. Honey: Exactly! You failed. What are you doing on major hydrogen projects in this state? Nothing. You’ve 
completely failed. Three major projects done by “Twiggy” Forrest, not one of them in Western Australia. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It is just not true. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The most advanced hydrogen project in Western Australia — 
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Dr D.J. Honey interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Cottesloe! 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The member for Cottesloe asked about hydrogen projects. The most advanced hydrogen 
project in Western Australia is the Asian Renewable Energy Hub. Guess what? It was rejected by the federal Liberal 
government, without consultation with the Western Australian government and without consultation with the 
proponent. Even without the proponents talking to it, the federal government rejected it. 
Dr D.J. Honey: What did you do about it? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The Minister for Hydrogen Industry has raised it with the commonwealth government, 
but I have personally raised it with Hon Keith Pitt and Hon Angus Taylor. I have personally done that. What has 
the member done? Where is his media release, as the government has done, calling for the federal Liberal government 
to change its position? Where is it? Where is the member’s media release asking the government to support the 
most advanced hydrogen project in Western Australia? It was not rejected by this government; it was rejected by the 
Liberal Party. The Liberal Party did not want the Asian Renewable Energy Hub to go ahead. That is what happened. 
When the federal Liberal Party rejected the Asian Renewable Energy Hub, I bet the Leader of the Liberal Party 
celebrated and went to his office and said, “What a great decision, holding back Western Australia.” That is the sort 
of thing the Liberal Party does; it celebrates it. It is not part of team WA. No! It talks the state down. 
A total of 150 000 people are employed in Western Australia’s resource sector. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! Hansard cannot hear. Can we have a bit of order, thank you. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: We are the most successful resource industry on the globe. 
Mr V.A. Catania interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for North West Central! 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: We are the most successful resource industry on the globe under the leadership of the 
Premier, Mark McGowan, who worked cooperatively with industry in Western Australia, supporting the workforce 
to make sure that we could keep going. 
Let us understand the challenge here. If we had followed what the Liberal Party wanted us to do and shut down 
the mining industry in Western Australia, which is exactly what it wanted us to do in February and March last year, 
that would have not only devastated Western Australia’s employment and our economy, but also meant that we would 
not have been able to export. That would have damaged our international trade and undermined Asian economies — 
Mr S.A. Millman: The federal balance of payments. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, it would have damaged the federal balance of payments, tax revenue to the commonwealth 
and royalties here in Western Australia.  
Mr S.A. Millman: And it would have been spent in New South Wales. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is right. Also, it would have undermined some economies in Asia because our 
resources are part of their economies. It would have stopped electricity production in Tokyo because the Japanese 
use our LNG to make electricity in Japan. That is the hopeless state of the other side of politics in WA. Members 
opposite do not know what they stand for, they do not know who their friends are, they have forgotten what it is 
to be a Liberal and they still will not lead. Why will the Leader of the Liberal Party not condemn the misogyny of 
Hon Peter Collier and Hon Nick Goiran? It is because he is scared of them. He needs them. He cannot afford to 
breathe without asking their permission first. This is a member who represents nothing and stands for nothing—
he is nothing. 
I noticed that the Leader of the Liberal Party voted against giving rank and file members a say in the selection of 
the leader. That resolution was moved by Senator Dean Smith and every Liberal member of this Parliament voted 
against it. They sat in the front row, put up their hands and said no. They all voted against giving the rank and file 
members of the Liberal Party a say. Why is that? Why does the Leader of the Liberal Party not want to be judged by 
rank and file Liberals? Why is he happy for Hon Nick Goiran and Hon Peter Collier to decide who is going to be 
the leader, but not the rank and file Liberals in this state? That is interesting. 
Mr D.R. Michael: We know what they think about democracy. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is exactly right. The Liberal Party has no idea. The Labor Party has had rank and file 
preselections since the 1990s and direct election of the party leader for over 15 years. The Leader of the Liberal Party 
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has no idea what he is talking about. He knows as much about our rules as he knows about the Liberal Party’s rules, 
which is nothing at all. 
Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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