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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 

HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the House) [5.58 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Government’s Legislative Program - Adjournment Debate 

Hon N.F. MOORE:  I thank members on both sides of the House for their consideration this week in expediting 
the legislative program.  It has been a very productive week, particularly compared with previous weeks.  I 
appreciate the support of members in ensuring that the legislation has been properly considered, but at the same 
time dealt with expeditiously.   

HON TOM STEPHENS (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [5.59 pm]:  I appreciate the 
expression of gratitude by the Leader of the House.   

The Opposition sought a comprehensive list of matters the Government wished to deal with before the end of the 
session.  On the basis of telephone calls, it appears that that list has become elastic.  The Government has said 
that it does not want the Labor Party to take up too much of the limited time available to the House.  However, it 
now wants to change its own motions to the Orders of the Day, which could occupy the House throughout next 
Tuesday.  It is unfair for the Opposition to be expected to deal expeditiously with the Government’s legislative 
program and then, in turn, for the Government to start adding items for debate.  Members opposite should keep 
in mind what they are doing.  They have asked members on this side to deal expeditiously with the 
Government’s agenda, but they frustrate that process by bringing on their own motions.  It appears that it does 
not matter how kind and generous I am in dealing with the Government, members opposite still take advantage 
of me.  

Minister for Transport, Wesfarmers Ltd Shares - Adjournment Debate 

HON E.R.J. DERMER (North Metropolitan) [6.01 pm]:  I rise to persist in my endeavours to receive answers 
from the Minister for Transport with regard to his Wesfarmers Ltd shares, the timing of the decisions made to 
sell those shares, and other related matters.  I asked questions of this nature yesterday, and again today, in 
question time.  Today I received an answer to the first part of my three-part question, but that answer was 
unclear.  I will endeavour to assist the Minister for Transport to clarify that answer by way of an exchange in this 
adjournment debate, and also to seek clear answers to the other two parts of the question that I asked in question 
time.  I hope we can achieve absolute clarity and get answers from the Minister for Transport.   

This afternoon, the Minister for Transport suggested that he became aware that Wesfarmers Ltd would become 
involved in the Westrail freight sale process shortly before an announcement that he had made.  I do not have a 
record of what the minister said.  I have since gone through media statements that the minister has made about 
the Westrail freight sale.  A media statement dated 30 October states -  

Transport Minister Murray Criddle announced today the sale of Westrail’s freight business to the 
Australian Railroad Group Pty Ltd (ARG) for $585 million and a commitment to invest a further 
$400 million in the State’s rail system over the next five years.   

I hate to invite interjections, Mr President, but I would be grateful if the minister would confirm whether that 
was the announcement to which he referred this afternoon. 

Hon M.J. Criddle:  I have indicated that I will put it to the registrar in the form of a letter, and all will be revealed 
then.  I want to give the exact information, because if I give something that is not quite accurate, you will 
complain about it. 

Hon E.R.J. DERMER: I am interested in receiving accurate information; so it is good that the minister wants to 
provide accurate information. 

Hon M.J. Criddle:  I have told you that the information is in my office, which is 450 kilometres north of here.  

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  I hope that will arrive shortly.  

Hon M.J. Criddle:  It is a fair way away.  

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  It should not take too long to put that in a letter, and we look forward to receiving that by 
the time the Parliament resumes next Tuesday.  

The first question is:  When did the minister become aware that Wesfarmers Ltd would become involved in the 
Westrail freight sale process?  Is that clearly understood, minister?  I presume that is understood; the minister 
certainly has not said that it is not.  The second question, which is equally clear, is:  When did the minister 
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relinquish the shares?  I hope the minister will give us a clear answer.  I am not seeking a response from him at 
this stage, but hopefully he will tell us shortly when he relinquished the shares.  The third question related to 
how the minister disposed of the shares. 

Hon Peter Foss:  Why are you entitled to know that?  It is not a part of his ministerial responsibility. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!   

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  I am sure the Minister for Transport understands the importance - 

Hon Peter Foss:  Yes, but why are you entitled to know it? 

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  - of a minister of the Crown being absolutely clear when dealing with issues relating to a 
company - 

Hon Peter Foss:  On what basis are you entitled to know it? 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  Members, I will make one thing clear:  This is not question time.  Hon Ed Dermer is, 
I hope, speaking through the Chair.  Whether the minister responds is a matter for the minister.  I make the point 
to the Attorney General that Hon Ed Dermer cannot say what he likes but he can say those things that are within 
the standing orders, for the next five minutes and 40-odd seconds. 

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  Thank you, Mr President.  The people of Western Australia will make judgments on the 
appropriate behaviour of a minister of the Crown, particularly when there is a perception of a potential conflict 
of interest.  That is the basis on which I ask these questions.  I want to get the facts on the record.  As I said 
before, I want nothing other than the facts.  On that basis, I ask the question:  Were the shares relinquished to any 
legal entity associated with the minister, to a member of the minister’s family, or to any legal entity associated 
with any member of the minister’s family?  We are endeavouring to ensure that there was no conflict of interest 
in a decision made by a minister of the Crown.  If the minister relinquished shares to a member of his family or a 
legal entity associated with him or members or his family - for example, to a family trust - in a company that was 
directly relevant to a decision he was required to make as a minister of the Crown, that is relevant information.  
It would illustrate the degree to which the minister has distanced himself from Wesfarmers - a company directly 
engaged in a decision that was his duty to see through the process of government. 

Hon Peter Foss:  Are you suggesting that members of his family cannot hold shares? 

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  I am suggesting that the minister should advise the public of Western Australia when, 
how and to whom he relinquished his Wesfarmers shares.  That could not be any more clear, without painting a 
picture.  I thank the House. 

Question Time - Adjournment Debate 

HON TOM HELM (Mining and Pastoral) [6.07 pm]:  Taking note of, and reinforcing, the comments made by 
the President during question time today, I share the President’s concerns that the Attorney General chose a 
section of question time to lecture the House, at some length, about its responsibilities on how it treated the 
judiciary.  As an Independent, I feel that that is not an appropriate time for the Attorney General to advise the 
House on the role of parliamentarians.  We do not need to be advised.  If we do, we could be advised at a more 
appropriate time.  The President made the point well.  I share the President’s view that the repartee engaged in at 
question time between the Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of the House is inappropriate.  There are a 
number of questions that Independents want dealt with during question time.  It is not appropriate that either the 
Attorney General or the leaders use this time as a personal forum to debate or lecture the House on how they 
view the state of the world.  Question time is an opportunity for members to question this Government, or the 
appropriate minister, on matters that concern them or their constituents.   

Onslow, Seawall - Adjournment Debate 

Hon TOM HELM:  I asked the Minister for Tourism about the plight of people in Onslow and the lack of a 
seawall to protect that town against a storm surge or cyclone.  One would need to read Hansard to find out the 
minister’s response, but he felt as if it was not his role.  However, the ministry is to be congratulated on funding 
tourism incentives in Onslow, to help the people of that town.  I asked the question of the minister in his capacity 
as the member representing that area.  I know it is contrary to standing orders to ask questions of ministers in 
their capacity as members but, I can ask him questions as a minister.  He answered the question as a minister and 
waffled on about federal responsibilities, cyclone trusts et cetera.  He waffled on about things that are public 
knowledge.  However, following the sale of Westrail freight and AlintaGas, there is money in the pot for this 
Government to spend if it so chooses.  It is also inevitable that this Government will have a surplus.  I am sure 
that in some way a budget surplus will be found prior to the next election, which is quite close.  The people of 
Onslow deserve to know why this Government cannot find the $1.7m that is needed to replenish a seawall built 
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in 1942, which was destroyed in 1998 by cyclone Vance.  If we, as a community, cannot find $1.7m there will 
not be an Onslow, although some work has been done.  It seems ridiculous that the Government is being penny-
wise and pound-foolish, bearing in mind that this seawall was built in 1942 and lasted until 1998.  Onslow has 
no seawall protection and the local people are concerned. 

I am not jumping the gun.  The people know that the sand dunes have been destroyed and that the town is 
vulnerable, although it has been moved once.  Individuals and the State Government have made some investment 
in the town for which I congratulate them.  However, that investment will be washed out to sea.  There will be no 
town! 

I ask the Minister for Tourism, who is the local member, to request Cabinet to use some of the surplus funds the 
Government will brag about during the next election to try to help those people construct a seawall.  This will 
take time with the cyclone season approaching.  There is evidence of the greenhouse effect and El Nino, and that 
cyclones will occur down the north west coast this year.  Why can $1.7m - which everyone seems to think is a 
drop in the bucket - not be found to try to alleviate the plight of the people in Onslow? 

Hansard will show what the minister said.  His formal answer was quite innocuous, but his answer recorded in 
Hansard is far more detailed.  I share this constituency with the minister, and the situation is a sad reflection on 
us as local members.  At Exmouth a $2.5m airport terminal was built following the damage caused by cyclone 
Vance, and that was followed by a reduction in the number of flights into Exmouth. 

Hon Greg Smith:  That was not a state government matter. 

Hon TOM HELM:  Hon Greg Smith is dead right.  It was not paid for from the cyclone trust fund; it was from 
the sale of the houses. 

Hon Tom Stephens:  That is right.  Give me credit for it. 

Hon TOM HELM:  Hon Tom Stephens played a part in that, which is good.  However, the people of Onslow do 
not really care about that.  While Exmouth has a $2.5m airport terminal that is not being used, one of the towns 
in Western Australia is likely to be washed out during the next storm surge or cyclone and we, as a 
representative group, are doing little or nothing to provide some protection for Onslow. 

Goods and Services Tax, New Homes - Adjournment Debate 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [6.14 pm]:  I take this opportunity to bring the House up to date 
on some of the issues I have raised previously regarding the payment of the goods and services tax on new 
homes.  I consider there has been some gross malpractice by builders in Western Australia seeking to pass on the 
GST to customers when they clearly had no right to do so.  It appears from the evidence I have seen over the past 
couple of months that late last year many builders included a component for GST in their contract prices, and 
they are now seeking to pass it on. 

I have always taken a bipartisan approach to this matter and I have sought to encourage the Government to join 
me in my campaign to obtain justice for the consumers suffering at the hands of builders who have engaged in 
practices that I regard as unfair, misleading and improper.  I am not attacking the entire building industry as there 
are many builders who have done the right thing.  My bipartisanship is slowly running out with this Government.  
The Government has failed to send any of its members to any of the public meetings that the action group has 
organised.  It has sent only bureaucrats.  If the Government were concerned it would send elected members of 
Parliament.  I have made the effort to attend.  More than two months ago I raised in this House and with the 
Ministry of Fair Trading concerns in respect of the contracts.  I asked whether the Government could obtain 
some legal advice pertaining to the interpretation of the clauses in the Home Building Contracts Act in order to 
help the consumers.  At the time, it was accepted as an urgent request.  I have continued to seek the advice 
through the Ministry of Fair Trading.  I was told that it could not be done in-house and that outside advice would 
be sought from legal counsel.  I was advised of that decision by the chief executive officer of the Ministry of Fair 
Trading.  At a public meeting two weeks ago I was advised that advice from the Crown Solicitor’s Office would 
take too long and that external legal advice would be received by Friday last week.  I have received a letter dated 
6 November which indicated that the ministry was still waiting for the legal opinion.   

Many months have passed since this issue was first raised.  I sought bipartisan support from the Government in 
trying to address these issues.  I am becoming increasingly frustrated with the lack of action from this 
Government.  My patience is wearing thin, as is the patience of the people who must find between $5 000 and 
$10 000 in additional costs to pay the GST before builders will give them the keys to their houses.  I wonder 
whether the Government is serious or whether it has just been playing everybody along.  I wonder whether the 
Government is interested in taking a bipartisan approach.  I urge the minister representing the Minister for Fair 
Trading to ensure that a bomb is put under the responsible people so that they will address these issues.  My faith 
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is now riding on the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission.  I think it is the only body that can 
resolve these issues.  I realise that the ACCC is severely under-resourced in having to monitor the imposition of 
the GST.  However, I am confident that the ACCC’s staff are doing their best.  I hope that, in the not too distant 
future, the ACCC will start to take action against some of the builders and their continuing thuggish behaviour. 
Many innocent people, who do not have the advice of the Ministry of Fair Trading to assist them, are being 
called into meetings with builders such as Commodore Homes, at which they are pressed to reach a settlement.  
It is my view that the consumers should not have to pay any money.  It is not about negotiating a settlement.  The 
builders have no right to claim the money in the first place.  I am pinning my hopes on the ACCC coming to the 
party.   

I take this opportunity to raise these issues again with the Government and I hope that it will start to move on 
this matter.  Obtaining a legal opinion is only the start.  I have raised other issues that need to be addressed.  I 
hope the ACCC and the Ministry of Fair Trading will continue to pursue all the matters that I have previously 
raised in order to get some resolution for the consumers.  I again stress that this is an urgent matter.  People are 
having to borrow money on their Bankcards, and are running the risk of getting into dire financial circumstances. 

In the time I have left I would also like to raise another issue in respect of the outer parts of the North 
Metropolitan region.  I would like to place on the record my congratulations to the member for Joondalup.  He is 
not someone with whom I normally see eye-to-eye.  That is probably physically impossible for the member for 
Joondalup and me!  He has clearly indicated that on his how-to-vote cards at the next election, One Nation 
candidates will be placed last.  It is not often that I find reason to congratulate the member for Joondalup.  

Hon E.R.J. Dermer:  A Liberal with democratic tendencies? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  It is unusual, but on this occasion it has occurred.  I contrast that with the member for 
Joondalup’s neighbour, the member for Hillarys, who, let us not forget, is also the Minister for Citizenship and 
Multicultural Interests.  In the Wanneroo Times this week the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests 
made it clear that he was not prepared to indicate to which party he would direct his preferences.  We all know 
why.  The member for Hillarys, the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests, has been sitting in his 
electorate playing footsies with One Nation and encouraging its members to run for local government.  One can 
only wonder what else he has been doing.  I find it absolutely extraordinary that the minister is not prepared to 
place One Nation last on his how-to-vote card.  I would like to know whether the minister believes that One 
Nation is a racist party.  I urge members on the government side to join with the member for Joondalup, and get 
stuck into the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests to make sure he stands up for multicultural 
interests in this State and comes on board to put One Nation last.  The member for Joondalup can work out the 
implications of a party like One Nation on the fabric of Western Australian society, what its policies will do, and 
what effect its language and activities will have on this State.  We need only look at Queensland to know that we 
need to be concerned about this party not just in relation to multicultural issues.  While this Government allows 
such a person to hold the office of multicultural interests, the people who really care about making sure that 
multicultural Australia thrives will make it very clear at the ballot box what they think.  My congratulations go to 
the member for Joondalup for doing the right thing, but the member for Hillarys, who holds the neighbouring 
seat, stands to be condemned.  

Question put and passed.    

House adjourned at 6.23 pm 

__________ 

 
 


