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MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PERFORMANCE 
Motion 

MS M.J. DAVIES (Central Wheatbelt — Leader of the Nationals WA) [4.00 pm]: I move — 
That this house condemns the Minister for Transport; Planning for — 
(1) her extraordinary and unilateral decision to call in a State Administrative Tribunal appeal 

relating to the Bay Village fly in, fly out camp in Karratha; 
(2) constant delays in responding to freedom of information requests and an utter lack of transparency; 
(3) putting the safety of Western Australians at risk by ignoring the expert advice of key government 

agencies; 
(4) her involvement in a plan to dump millions of tonnes of toxic soil in the Peel region; 
(5) overseeing a toxic culture of bullying at the Southern Ports Authority; and 
(6) putting Metronet ahead of regional transport priorities. 

That is quite a list to accrue in the first two years as a minister, and one we felt warranted discussion in this house 
regarding some of the decisions and the way the decisions have been made by this minister in her portfolio areas. 
They are not insignificant portfolio areas; they touch all parts of the state. The decisions have ongoing implications 
for the communities impacted. When someone has that type of power within government, they need to be above 
reproach in the way they approach their portfolio. Unfortunately, from questions and through the freedom of 
information process and the decisions we have seen played out in the last two years, a number have caused concern 
for not only us, but also the stakeholders involved. It does not put too fine a point on it to say that this minister is 
almost a law unto herself. Those unilateral decisions we are speaking of go to the heart of processes and bodies 
like the WA Planning Commission to provide very appropriate and considered advice. For the minister to go 
outside those boundaries and, given the way her decisions have been defended in this place when they have been 
raised, calls into question some of the other decisions she has made. 
I recall the debate we had about the Mt Helena decision and whether the minister has the right to question and 
challenge her department. Absolutely—we agree that as a good minister, that minister has the right to question the 
advice that comes from their department. They should do it; any good minister would do that. The point that was 
being made by members on this side of the house on that day was that we disagreed with the ultimate decision the 
minister made. We did not disagree with her challenging the department and taking into consideration information 
provided from a number of agencies. We were raising the fact that it was concerning that she had rejected advice 
from the WA Planning Commission and that it was a decision that was likely to have long-running ramifications 
for communities in light of the need for bushfire safety and long-term planning. My colleagues will go into that in 
more detail. 
That highlights the fact that we are not calling into question the minister’s right to question her department or make 
decisions contrary to advice that is provided, but we think she has got it wrong on these occasions. There are 
certainly questions about the way decisions were made. The issue I will focus on and that we have asked many 
questions on in this place and run a number of debates on is about the Woodside fly in, fly out camp. Members in 
this place will know that on many occasions we have expressed our concerns about the proliferation of fly in, fly out 
villages across the state under this government over the last two years. The government—not just this minister but 
the Premier and others—seemingly does not just say yes to the mining sector when it asks a question or puts 
forward a proposal, but goes the whole hog and completely acquiesces to requests put forward. There seems to be 
a lack of balance in decision-making. It is: “We will do whatever it costs and whatever it takes to get these projects 
over the line.” That is a nice line to run in the community but it means there is a serious imbalance between the 
outcomes and the benefits sought on behalf of the people of Western Australia for non-renewable resources and 
the fact that we as a community foot the bill, particularly those who operate or host these businesses in their 
community. We would have to be living with our head in the sand not to understand the concerns of the City of 
Karratha or other communities that have these large mining companies operating in their community; they have 
an impact. Although they generate jobs, they are doing that to meet the objective of creating an income for the 
company and delivering returns to their shareholders, so they are not doing it out of the goodness of their heart. 
They are very important companies and very important businesses. Government has a role to encourage 
organisations like Woodside, Rio Tinto and BHP, and members of the gold industry whom I met with this morning, 
to invest in this state. However, there needs to be a balanced approach to that. It cannot simply be, “Whatever the 
business says, we will make it happen for you.” 
In the case of the Woodside decision around the fly in, fly out village that caused significant concern in the 
community of Karratha and surrounds, that community no longer wanted to be seen as a dormitory town. There 
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has been an enormous amount of investment in that community to ensure it has the capacity to attract a residential 
workforce and it wanted the backing of the companies that operate from that region to say, “Yes, we understand 
what your vision is and what your aspiration is and will work with you to try to increase our residential workforce.” 
It is very hard to do that at the same time as the company is asking for a 1 500-bed fly in, fly out work camp. That is 
not what we have ended up with, but it was not without some heartache along the way. We have been trying to get to 
the bottom of how those discussions were conducted and the minister’s role in this matter. Unfortunately, that 
documentation was not forthcoming. We got to the point that we FOI-ed the City of Karratha because we could not 
get information from the government. The government was refusing to provide it and the minister’s office was 
dragging its heels in providing the information. Members will have heard the question I asked today about the 
opposition being provided with a number of documents this morning at 7.50 ahead of the private member’s business 
motion put on the notice paper yesterday in relation to this matter. We have been seeking that information for some 
time. We were aware that serious concerns were being raised by the City of Karratha about how this process would 
play out. We came to this house again and again with questions to the Premier about whether the government would 
be backing the City or Karratha or backing Woodside: “How are you approaching this?” “What is your attitude 
towards fly in, fly out?” “Give us some indication of where you stand on this.” The Premier refused to answer it 
because he said a process was underway and he would not intervene in it. Just a little down the track, we find out that 
the minister has exercised a very significant power she has under her portfolio to call in a decision for the approval 
of that village in Karratha. That power has only ever been used nine times. I will be corrected on that, but my 
information is that it is nine times and two of those occasions have been by this minister. It has been used by the 
previous government; we are not denying that, but at the time, the now Treasurer raised serious concerns in his 
community about that power being wielded by the then Minister for Planning, Hon John Day. For the benefit of those 
in the house today, in November last year the Minister for Planning invoked what I said was a power rarely used by 
a minister to call in Woodside’s appeal, which was sitting before the State Administrative Tribunal. Essentially, 
this was done a day after Woodside indicated to the minister’s office that it wanted that to be pursued. That was 
the course of action it wanted the government to pursue, despite having reached an agreement with the City of 
Karratha on the terms of the lease and what it was prepared to do. Despite the fact that the City of Karratha and 
Woodside had both made evident—from the notes that we have been provided—that there was agreement between 
the two parties and that it would not look good for the minister to exercise that power, the minister did so anyway.  
The minister was given a couple of options in a briefing note. One option was to direct the State Administrative 
Tribunal to hear the case and make a determination and the other was to make a recommendation to the minister 
for her final recommendation—to sidestep SAT and go straight to the minister. Her preferred approach was for 
the minister to take the ultimate decision, knowing that the City of Karratha and Woodside had already reached an 
agreement and made an arrangement. It was not the arrangement that the city would have preferred, but they had 
reached a compromise. 
In the freedom of information application material we got this morning at 7.50, there are multiple examples of 
toing and froing between the minister’s office and the City of Karratha about the fact that they had reached an 
agreement and that they would prefer that course of action to be allowed to take place. They wanted to get to the 
next council meeting which was, I think, a week from then, on a Monday, and the city made it clear that it was not 
going to look good. 
When we raised this with the Premier it was a shock and surprise to the City of Karratha that that was the action 
that the minister had taken. We asked the question of the Premier, and the Premier quite forcefully stood up in the 
house and made some very disparaging comments about the CEO of the City of Karratha at the time. When we go 
through the notes in response to the freedom of information application, we see that there is correspondence or 
text messages from the CEO of the City of Karratha saying that he was completely flabbergasted at the Premier’s 
interpretation of what had happened and that he felt that at no time he had been abusive or in any way acted in the 
way that the Premier had described his behaviour, and that he wanted to take it up with the Premier. He was not 
given that opportunity for recourse, and we noted in the house at the time that this was a person who had no 
recourse in this chamber after the Premier of the state had made some fairly strong accusations about his behaviour. 
He concedes in the correspondence, as we have read, that he expressed his frustration and quite robustly put 
forward that there had been an agreement made and met and that he did not think it was necessary for the minister 
to exercise those powers. 
The City of Karratha has managed many, many significant deals in the last 10 years, at least, to the point that one 
would almost say there are departmental decisions being made on this scale, because of the level of investment in 
that part of the world. It is a sophisticated outfit, and anyone who has dealt with it will tell you that. The feedback 
you get when you deal with it is that it has good resources and the ability to be professional with everyone at all 
times. So it was very disappointing that the Premier chose to make that contribution in the house. The CEO was 
never afforded the opportunity to actually meet with the Premier to discuss those comments and I think that is 
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rather a reflection on the Premier and his ability to make sure that when he is talking about someone who is not in 
this house and not here to defend themselves, he is temperate in the way in which he expresses himself. 
The words exactly from Mr Adams as CEO were — 

“I did indicate that I felt that the call-in decision was unnecessary and ill-advised. 
“While my language was very strong, none of that language was abuse and none of it was a personal 
attack on the staff member.” 

I can only go on what information has been provided to me and the commentary that has been provided by the 
City of Karratha; that was revealed in the FOI documents we got from the minister’s office. 
On 16 November at 2.44 pm, Mr Adams sent an email to someone in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet 
to say that the dispute was close to resolution and that Woodside had indicated that it would withdraw the 
SAT application. Woodside had actually said, “We will withdraw the application we have before the 
State Administrative Tribunal because we’ve actually reached an agreement.” Two hours later, Mr Adams emailed 
someone at Woodside, alerting the person to a phone call he had received at 3.15 pm from Minister Saffioti’s 
office. He said that the public servant told him that the Woodside officer had informed the government that the 
company was not comfortable with the proposed revised planning conditions and that, as a result, Minister Saffioti 
would call in the State Administrative Tribunal appeal. 
If that email is a true reflection of what happened, it suggests that Minister Saffioti has used her extraordinary 
power within her portfolio directly in response to a Woodside complaint. As we have explained in this house many, 
many times, responding to the needs of significant businesses in Western Australia that are no doubt making an 
enormous contribution to our state’s economy needs to be balanced with some judgement. There were clearly 
issues on the ground in that community in relation to this project. It was very sensitive. The community had made 
its views very well known, and not just the City of Karratha; the city was acting on behalf of the people who live 
in that community and representing their aspirations. 
Mr Adams said — 

“In good faith, we have worked hard to find a solution that works for all parties,” … “Going ‘over our 
heads’ at this point of time would be extremely poor form on Woodside’s behalf. 
“The City has been open and transparent in its discussions re: this revised proposal — 

That had been put on the table — 
This action by Woodside is not open or transparent.” 

It is very disappointing that the minister chose to engage in that behaviour instead of calling the City of Karratha 
to try to get a better outcome. 
I think the city and the community just want to make sure they get a balanced outcome and that there is a long-term 
vision for their community. This is not a binary question; it does not mean that they do not support the 
Browse project and what is happening there. By extension, it does not mean that the National Party does not, either. 
The constant rhetoric we get from the other side of the house is that we do not like Woodside, we do not want the 
project to go ahead and that in fact we would rather see it fall in a heap. That could not be further from the truth. 
As members who represent regional Western Australia, we understand implicitly the importance of significant 
projects like this, not only for those communities, but also for the state’s economy and for the national economy. 
It is absolutely untrue when that is put on the table as a response to concerns raised in this house by us in relation 
to this government’s decision-making processes. We just want the workers in those businesses to be based in those 
communities, to help those communities grow. 
The notes from that meeting on 15 November 2018 were very clear: Woodside wanted the Minister for Planning 
to intervene on its behalf, and the minister did so just one day later. That is the time line that can be put together, 
so an interpretation of that is that the minister has issued a call-in notice to appease Woodside, despite having 
advice from everyone that a deal had been reached and that there was movement in good faith towards the next 
council meeting, where the decision would be ratified. 
It is really disappointing that it has come to this point. We had suspicions; hence the questions we have been asking 
in Parliament. We gained access to that information only this morning, as I said, at 7.50 in the morning. The 
documents were 47 days overdue and were subject to three extension requests and a reduction in scope. This 
minister is no orphan when it comes to this kind of behaviour in relation to freedom of information requests. It is 
a pattern across the entire government in providing information at the request of the opposition. We get accused 
of coming into this place without having done our research; I would argue that we are trying to make sure that 
when we do stand and ask questions, we target them and make sure that we have the information at hand. If 
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ministers opposite were to answer the questions we ask in this house in a way that was meaningful, we probably 
would not need to FOI every document in the minister’s office—or, in fact, the City of Karratha or any of the other 
places for which we go down that path. It is a tool that we are able to use as an opposition. Unfortunately, despite 
what this government claims, it is building a reputation for taking significantly longer than is allocated under the 
act. It is constantly asking for extensions and reducing the scope of those requests.  
I have some data that I will touch on that relates to not only the minister’s office, but also across government more 
broadly. I do not want to focus on this but it is unfortunate that the member for Pilbara has been seen to be on the 
side of what we can only assume is the government’s position because it has sought to appease all of Woodside’s 
requests and undermine the confidence of the City of Karratha. He has told the community that it needed to accept 
the 15-year lease. He has not been vocal about fly in, fly out practices in his community. In fact, on this matter 
there was very little support for the City of Karratha and the community’s position from that local member. It is 
disappointing from that perspective because this issue has been of significant interest. Every business, community 
member, school, sporting club and arts group relies on having a community that operates in their town with people 
on the ground. There is no end of evidence on the impact of fly in, fly out practices on occupational health and 
safety in the workplace. Minister Johnston is looking at developing a code of practice for the fly in, fly out industry. 
This Parliament, Parliaments in every other state and the federal Parliament have produced reams and reams of 
documents on the impacts of fly in, fly out work practices. I would have thought that there was really good reason 
for the minister to back the City of Karratha on this front and put a little pressure on Woodside to come up with 
a better solution. 

I met with a gold company this morning that is bending over backwards in the communities in which it operates 
to try to change its shift times, or swings. During the industry’s downturn, when everyone was returning to 
a two weeks on, one week off shift, this company resisted because it knew that the six weeks on, eight weeks 
off or the six weeks on, seven weeks off swing was better for the workers’ families and the company got better 
productivity out of the community. It has changed its scope of where it sees the benefit for Western Australia, 
including Perth, because it is very easy to meet those key performance indicators when Perth is included in 
a company’s global footprint, to including the community in which it is operating—that means really small 
Aboriginal communities in the goldfields and right up into the north west of the state, and communities like 
Laverton, Leonora and Leinster. It is trying to do its very best to ensure that it has a good balance of residential 
fly in, fly out workers and all the other practices that come to bear. It has read the writing on the wall about the 
community’s attitude towards mining companies that are given the privilege of processing our non-renewable 
resources on behalf of the state of Western Australia. It understands that it needs to give something back. It is 
more than just pointing to the jobs. That is absolutely critical but it also serves its bottom line and its 
shareholders. It is about making sure that as a state government we get that tension and have an influence over 
the practices of these business to make sure that we are not simply saying, “Whatever you want, you can have. 
We’ll turn a blind eye or say that it is an appropriate practice.” I will be very interested in the minister’s 
commentary about that because, as we have regularly said in this house, the balance is not there at the moment. 
This is a very specific example of a senior minister making a decision that clearly tips in the favour of the 
company as opposed to the community and its desires.  

I want to touch briefly on the second point in the motion, which is the constant delays in response to  
freedom-of-information requests and an utter lack of transparency. In broad terms, these are the statistics that we 
have collated over the last two years on freedom of information applications made to all ministers and government 
agencies by our members of Parliament—this is only National Party members, not Liberal Party members. In 
response to these requests, in just 17 per cent of cases the decision was received within the 45-day period specified 
in the legislation. The average time taken was almost 75 days, which is two-thirds longer than the required 45 days. 
On average, requests for an extension to the deadline were made at least once in every case. In a number of cases, 
no request for an extension was received and the decision was just late—there was not even the courtesy of advice 
to our office or member who raised it. The application that was delayed the longest was made to Minister Ellery’s 
office about education program cuts. We received five requests to extend the deadline and a decision was delivered 
109 days past the 45-day deadline. It took almost three-and-a-half times longer than it should have done to get that 
information to the members who asked for it. This is not specific to the Minister for Transport; Planning to whom 
the motion refers today, but when we cut the data slightly differently, the minister’s office appears in two of the 
five categories. Perhaps I will explain things and then members will be able to see that some significant requests 
have been made with a real lack of response. 

I will run through our top-five list of FOI requests that took the longest time to receive a response, from the date 
lodged to the date received. This list goes only to September 2018, so it does not include the one that we got this 
morning at 7.50 am. As I have already outlined, the first request was about education program cuts and took 154 days 
to come back to us—remember, members, that the specified period in the legislation is 45 days. The second-longest 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 13 March 2019] 

 p1137a-1162a 
Ms Mia Davies; Mr Terry Redman; Acting Speaker; Mr Peter Rundle; Ms Rita Saffioti; Mr Vincent Catania; Mr 

Bill Johnston; Mr Shane Love 

 [5] 

response time to a request concerned bullying at the Southern Ports Authority, which is no longer under the 
purview of the Minister for Transport; Planning, and took 141 days. The third request to Minister MacTiernan, 
Minister for Regional Development, on the Albany wave energy project took 117 days to receive a response. The 
fourth request to Minister MacTiernan about the proposed reduction in funding to community resource centres 
took 114 days to receive a response. Lastly, the fifth request made to Minister Saffioti about the approval of the 
Ashburton North Strategic Industrial Area took 114 days to receive a response. Those were the FOI requests that 
took the longest in terms of response from the date lodged to date received. I will now run through the top-five list 
of FOI requests in terms of days overdue. The first one was again made to the Minister for Education and Training, 
Sue Ellery, and was 109 days. The second one was made to Minister Saffioti. It concerned bullying at the 
Southern Ports Authority and was 96 days overdue. The third one was made to Minister MacTiernan about the 
Albany wave energy project and was 72 days overdue. The fourth one was to Minister MacTiernan about the 
proposed reduction in funding to CRCs and was 69 days overdue. The fifth one was about the approval of the 
Ashburton North Strategic Industrial Area, which was 69 days overdue from the Minister for Transport’s office. 

Members should remember that when this government came into office, it said that it was going to have a rolled-gold 
level of accountability and transparency. That was how it was going to approach what it would do in government. 
We have just reached the two-year mark of this government’s term of office. A government document tells us 
about all its “achievements” over the last two years—I am not sure that Hansard can pick that up, but that was said 
with a sarcastic or questionable tone. I can tell members that it has been very concerning to us in opposition. When 
we add this type of pattern in the first two years of office to the unwillingness of this government to answer 
questions in a sensible manner in this place or to even engage in sensible debate, as we have seen here today, it 
causes the broader community and us as the opposition, when we seek to do our job, serious concern. The issue 
for fly in, fly out workers and the City of Karratha, and the way the minister has handled this particular decision 
is extraordinary. The Treasurer, sitting opposite me now, indicated as much in very similar circumstances when 
Minister Day, on that side of the house when we were in government, made a similar decision. I find it very 
difficult to understand why, when such concern was shown in opposition, none is shown by those members in 
government. It can only go to the fact that because they have such significant numbers in this house, they bring 
such an arrogance to the way in which they approach business in this place and the way they present themselves 
to the community, such that they do not think this type of information or behaviour is of concern. To me, that is 
of serious concern. Members who will speak after me will talk about how other decisions have been made in this 
minister’s portfolios. A very clear pattern is emerging. That is why we decided to bring this motion to the house. 
This pattern is of concern to us, as it relates to a minister who has significant responsibilities for portfolios that 
impact many people in Western Australia. That comes with huge responsibility, and we are not convinced that the 
way she is conducting herself or the decisions she is making are in the best interests of Western Australians. 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Warren–Blackwood) [4.31 pm]: I want to add to the motion moved by the Leader of the 
Nationals WA and respond to some real cracks that are starting to emerge in this government, particularly with 
this minister and her decisions. I thought that the Leader of the Nationals WA articulated some very good 
examples, particularly about Woodside and the minister using her call-in powers. It is very unusual for that to 
happen. She was obviously closely knit to Woodside in that decision, ignoring the community and what we see as 
good community-development thinking. Opposition members are not the only ones making these observations; it 
is also the media and those outside. I refer to an article in The West Australian on Monday, 17 September 2018, 
by Gary Adshead, which reads — 

On the issue of transparency and accountability in government, Premier Mark McGowan is trying to have 
his cake and eat it. 

“We will strengthen governance, accountability and transparency across government,” McGowan 
declared this year. 

Further down, it points out — 

Since coming to power just 18 months ago, the McGowan Government has used section 82 notices to 
block questions on almost 40 occasions. 

Compare that with the 67 times in total—across more than eight years in office—that the Barnett 
government relied on section 82 in refusing to provide answers. 

McGowan’s “gold standard” of openness has become rather opaque. 

Some massive accountability challenges are starting to emerge with this government. On a number of occasions, 
there have been some real question marks over the motivations that sit behind some of these decisions . 
Interestingly, the same article states — 
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Here’s an example, involving Transport, Planning and Lands Minister Rita Saffioti that would not pass 
the pub test. As a high-profile minister in charge of crucial portfolios, time with Ms Saffioti is in demand. 
So, the Labor Party exploits that to raise funds from WA’s business community by promoting $3000-a-head 
“intimate dinners” with her. Call it cash for access. 

The article then outlines all the challenges that Mr Adshead, in this case, had with getting access to freedom of 
information material, which the National Party is likewise working through, as the Leader of the Nationals quite 
rightly highlighted. Getting people around a table for $3 000 a head is a little easier for a minister who is prepared 
to make some decisions that are a little out of the ordinary. Clearly, she is a minister who is in somewhat short supply. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I am going to work through an argument — 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I am going to work through an argument and you are going to listen to my argument, because 
that is what private members’ time is all about. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister! Minister, sit back in your chair. 

Mr P. Papalia: I can sit wherever I want in my chair. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: We are not going to interject. We are going to listen to the argument. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: One of the points raised by the Leader of the Nationals—it is a debate I have raised here 
before, but I want to go over it again somewhat—was the minister’s decision to override a Western Australian 
Planning Commission recommendation about a planning decision at Mt Helena. Before I talk about that, I want to 
reflect on another decision that the minister made, which is outlined in a media release dated 1 March 2018. The 
heading is “Mangles Bay Marina proposal withdrawn”. I am very familiar with this project, because I was looking 
after it when I was the minister responsible for LandCorp. It was a LandCorp–Cedar Woods joint venture. My 
recollection is that as we were working through all the processes with the project, even the now Premier, as the 
local member for Rockingham, was not too concerned about it. We offered briefings and he did not raise any issues 
with us to say to shut it down. Then when the Labor Party got into government, the minister decided to accept the 
WAPC’s recommendation not to allow the project to go ahead. These are the arguments that the minister put 
forward in the media release — 

When considering the proposed MRS amendment, the Minister for Planning accepted the Commission’s 
reasons for withdrawal including: 

• The proposed scale of the development is large compared to the overall Point Peron reserve; and 

• The Rockingham Lakes Regional Park, including Lake Richmond, is an important link in 
a series of reserves. 

They were the main two points in the media release that supported the minister getting behind the WAPC and 
shutting down a fairly significant development in the Mangles Bay area down in Rockingham. 

We can compare and contrast that to the minister’s decision to override a planning commission decision about an 
urban precinct development at Mt Helena. Metropolitan region scheme amendment 1277/57 to the Mt Helena 
urban precinct states — 

The WAPC recommends that the Minister for Planning refuse the amendment. 

It gives good reasons, not the least of which are the Department of Fire and Emergency Services’ recommendations 
highlighting a significant number of issues relating to fire risk in that area. The minister went against the WAPC’s 
recommendation for the scheme amendment that it was unsafe and not right, and included pretty significant 
concerns from the Department of Fire and Emergency Services. She said, “No, we’re going to go ahead with it”, 
yet with the Mangles Bay proposal, she got right behind the WAPC on the basis of the proposed scale of the 
development being inconsistent with the Point Peron reserve and the park providing an important link between 
a series of reserves and lakes. I find it amazing that the minister could make a decision like that and break ranks 
with the WAPC and the Department of Fire and Emergency Services’ advice. A couple of interesting lines are in 
the advice from the Department of Fire and Emergency Services on this urban precinct. It states that DFES was of 
the opinion — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Warren–Blackwood, could you just give me guidance on the motion that 
is before us and which of the six very specific points you are referring to? 
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Mr D.T. REDMAN: The third point refers to “Putting the safety of Western Australians at risk by ignoring the 
expert advice of key government agencies.” 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you, member. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: On that very point, the Department of Fire and Emergency Services’ recommendations on 
the scheme amendment state — 

DFES is of the opinion that the site represents an extreme bushfire risk that cannot be adequately reduced. 

The DFES submission goes through a whole heap of other points, making reference to the various state planning 
policies that it is required to use as guidance and adhere to in making these recommendations. Despite the weight 
of evidence and the WAPC’s ultimate recommendation, the minister decided to go against that advice. We can 
compare and contrast that to the WAPC decision she supported about the Mangles Bay marina proposal. 

Interestingly, this was pointed out by some media reports, such as an article by Paul Murray in The West Australian 
headed “Planning Minister Rita Saffioti is playing with fire.” He made reference to the Mt Helena urban precinct 
decision and described the final decision to go against the advice of the WAPC and the Department of Fire and 
Emergency Services as “baffling”. He goes on in that article to say — 

And then there was this caveat at the end of her decision: “The Minister noted that this decision responds 
to the individual and particular circumstances of this site and is not necessarily a decision that may be 
applicable in other areas or in other circumstances.”  

One party with an interest in that line is the Satterley Group which has its eyes on a much bigger 555ha 
development at North Stoneville, just five kilometres away, where it hopes to build 1400 homes among 
the trees. Public comment on Satterley’s plans closed on January 10. The Mundaring shire had 60 days 
to put that development before the WAPC. 

A negative precedent in Mount Helena could have made things quite messy. 

If we were to draw the bow a bit, we have a decision that defies commonsense and puts the community at risk; 
nevertheless, the minister has made it. Just up the road is a Nigel Satterley development that would like 
a development decision made on Mt Helena, because it would probably help its cause if it goes before the WAPC 
at a later date. We know that before the last election—at least I have been told this; members opposite can deny it 
if they think I have this wrong—there was a dinner. Nigel Satterley became one of the great friends of the 
Labor Party before the last election.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Warren-Blackwood, you are talking about safety here, are you not?  

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I am talking about the motion before us, which is about drawing links between the 
decision-making of the minister and serious concerns we have with the accountability of this government. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Safety, yes.  

Mr D.T. REDMAN: Of course, that was a luncheon at which Nigel Satterley advocated voting for Labor and at 
which, if I remember rightly, the member for Butler, Hon John Quigley, stood up and thanked Mr Satterley for 
paying for lunch for everyone. I am drawing a pretty long bow here, but there are concerns about the 
decision-making in this matter and there are certainly some concerns about the safety of people who live in that 
community. Of course, we have seen the Woodside decision, which broke ranks with a very rarely used power and 
which conflicted with what had been happening in the Karratha community.  

I will now go on to talk about another issue to do with the Forrestfield–Airport Link that has emerged for the 
minister recently—that is, a significant amount of contaminated soil that needs to be dealt with. I note some 
questions on notice have been asked about this matter. One question on notice from the member for Scarborough 
about this contamination issue refers to cost. In the response, the member for Scarborough was referred to a copy 
of a briefing note, tabled paper 2204. When we look at tabled paper 2204, we find that it is blank. It has black all 
over it. It has been redacted very heavily. One point that has been left open states that permanent disposal of that 
waste could cost between $100 million and $270 million, and that the cost of temporary stockpiling, including 
double handling, could be $50 million. That is well in excess of $300 million. The minister has a real challenge 
with this contaminated site. She will have to manage the disposal of what we are told could be up to seven million 
or eight million tonnes of contaminated soil, at a cost of more than $300 million. That could put a pretty serious 
hole in the minister’s budget, particularly the budget of her Metronet project.  

If we fast forward to the challenge that has been put there, what do we find has been popping up recently? We find 
discussions have been happening at the Peel Development Commission level. It appears that the deputy chair of 
the Peel Development Commission, Greg Poland, resigned recently from his position. A WAtoday article, dated 
27 February 2019, states — 
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Mr Poland claimed he had been asked by the ministers — 

That includes Hon Alannah MacTiernan and Minister Saffioti — 

to help dump the soil, which was looming as a contentious issue for the government. 

There is a contaminated soil issue sitting there that could cost in excess of $300 million, which is identified in 
budget papers and in responses from other questions on notice from other members of Parliament, and a member 
of the public has resigned from his position, claiming that he had bizarrely been asked by ministers to help dump 
the soil.  

One or two articles that have been run in close proximity to each other have highlighted that there was some 
sort of meeting between Greg Poland and another businessmen in the Peel Development Commission region, 
in which he was given some intimate detail of some sort of deal that was intended to be done, under which, if 
this businessman took on the responsibility of this eight million tonnes of contaminated waste—if he found 
a location for it in the Peel area—those ministers would support it with a transaction giving him access to some 
building sand, which I am told could be worth in excess of $600 million. Some sort of transaction has been 
negotiated. After questions were asked of the two ministers, within two hours that person resigned. That person 
resigned because it was very uncomfortable to be there. I think “untenable” was the word that was used. He 
resigned because it was untenable. Why was it untenable? The public record says that he claimed he was asked 
by the ministers to find somewhere to dump this product. A meeting went on. He probably overextended 
himself. I suspect there was a bit of overreach going on here on his part. When he finally resigned and there 
was commentary in the media, it was all from his lawyer. His lawyer was the one who came back and ran the 
public commentary.  

I make the point that this minister has some real headaches. It is probably not surprising, given that she was 
prepared to use a very rarely used power to intervene on what was seen to be a settled decision between Woodside 
and the City of Karratha. If she was prepared to intervene in Mt Helena to have a planning commission 
recommendation overruled in a significant fire-risk area as identified by the Department of Fire and Emergency 
Services, then it is probably not unreasonable to extend a view that this minister might want to find a sneaky way 
to find a home for eight million tonnes of contaminated soil. What has played out is a number of discussions with 
some members of the community who have claimed that there has been a pretty close relationship between this 
particular member and a couple of ministers, in which he said, “I think I can land a deal here that will give you 
a good outcome, Mr Businessman, because these ministers will give you access to some land without running 
through due process.” There is a little bit to play out on this. I will be making some freedom of information requests 
on this and I will be asking a series of questions, but on the surface, it smells, as does the decision to override the 
WAPC decision, putting future communities at risk. If the DFES advice is anything to go by, that decision is 
absolutely damning and bizarre to say the least. Then, of course, we have seen the other example in which special 
powers were exercised—the case of the City of Karratha.  
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I am making the point strongly that now we are halfway through this government’s term, we 
are starting to see some of the challenges in its decision-making. There are some real question marks, and it is not 
just us reading this play—members of the community and the media are reading the play. Accountability is out 
the window. Transparency is out the window. We struggle to get access to good information. When we do get 
access to good information, some of that stuff smells. 
This minister needs to stand up and be accountable. In particular, there are a few key questions in relation to the 
Peel Development Commission: What conversations did the minister have with Greg Poland? How many times 
did the minister meet with Greg Poland and what was the nature of those discussions? Was reference was made to 
the minister seeking outcomes about contaminated land? We know that discussions were happening between the 
business community and the Peel Development Commission, because the chair, Paddi Creevey, a very well 
respected lady, is quoted as saying that they were considering land-use options. From what I understand, it was 
certainly on the Peel Development Commission’s agenda. Did either Minister Saffioti and/or Minister MacTiernan 
make reference to this in their discussions with the Peel Development Commission, what discussions happened 
internally and what strategies were put in place?  
Bearing in mind that a whole heap of discussions and interactions happened behind the scenes, as they do 
between ministers and their agencies, we finished up with the deputy chair, no less, of the commission having 
a private meeting, which seemed to be reported in a significant amount of detail, and two hours after the 
ministers were made aware of that meeting, he resigned and his lawyers presented the argument back to the 
public. That smells. This minister has a bit to answer to on what happened there and her involvement with it. 
How does that happen? How did we finish up with the deputy chair, appointed by this government, by 
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Minister MacTiernan, getting to that point? The negotiations and discussions were about finding a strategy to 
deal with what seems to be a pretty big headache for this minister, and which could bore a bloody great big hole 
in the Metronet project. It is not all public yet. Here is a chance for the minister to put some answers on the 
public record to give us a very, very clear understanding of what went on behind the scenes. If it does not come 
out now—if the minister dodges this and does not put on the table the nature of the relationships, the meetings 
that were in place and what forums were attended, including some of the $3 000-a-table forums—government 
transparency is absolutely out the window, as was described by Gary Adshead in the article I quoted at the start 
of my presentation. The minister has a chance to put that information on the table, because if it does not come 
out now, it will come out down the track. It is a chance for the minister to put to bed, once and for all, why the 
deputy chair of one of our regional development commissions was put in an untenable situation in which he had 
to resign because of what was articulated in the media—and, by the way, not challenged. Why would they be 
having private discussions with private business people to do deals behind the scenes to access land that should 
otherwise go through a normal, open process? 
To summarise, accountability and transparency are massively in question. It is not just the opposition saying that, 
but also the media. We have a minister with some pretty significant decisions on her plate. We saw the Mt Helena 
decision and the article referring to another Nigel Satterley development in the hills. We know that Nigel Satterley 
was involved with luncheons with the Labor Party prior to the last election. Promoting and supporting the Labor Party 
is probably not a natural fit for him; nevertheless, he was there. We have seen call-in powers used on Woodside; 
it is a very, very unfortunate position for that community. We have now seen part of the Peel Development 
Commission’s decision from the deputy chair. The other part of that issue is the involvement of the Minister for 
Fisheries with the nationalisation of the lobster catch. There are a whole heap of question marks sitting over that 
involvement. A lot of things are starting to emerge, which will come out over time if they do not come out now. 
Here is a chance for the minister to get up and articulate to this house exactly where she stands in respect of her 
relationship with Greg Poland, because from the surface, that smells. The community needs to be made fully aware 
of what is happening. 

MR P.J. RUNDLE (Roe) [4.54 pm]: I rise to support the motion of the Leader of the Nationals WA. I will mainly 
focus on the situation at the Southern Ports Authority. I believe the Minister for Transport mishandled the 
Southern Ports situation, and I will run through a track record of what happened. I would also like to make a few 
comments on Main Roads, which is becoming a larger concern in my electorate, and the Public Transport Authority’s 
school bus services, which are within the transport portfolio. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, the motion is really specific. You have the Southern Ports Authority—okay, 
it is point (6). 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: It is point (6), “putting Metronet ahead of regional transport priorities.” Thanks, Acting Speaker. 
First, I will focus on the Southern Ports Authority situation and my concern about the way that was handled. Over 
a period of time, as member for Roe, I had to ask a substantial number of questions to elicit any interest, to be 
honest. In the end, on 23 August 2018, the member for Warren–Blackwood and I ran a matter of public interest 
motion that stated — 

That this house condemns the Minister for Transport for failing in her duties to provide a safe working 
environment for those employees of the Southern Ports Authority and failing to give those same 
employees confidence there will be sustained cultural change in the organisation. 

I will outline the sequence of events. As members would know, it was very difficult for me, as a new member, 
when many members of the Esperance community and workers from the Southern Ports Authority who had been 
harassed and bullied were constantly coming into my office and contacting my electorate officers. I would like to 
run through a series of questions about those issues and the dates they were asked last year. Keeping in mind that 
the election was in March 2017, and the minister had not visited Esperance at any stage—until 18 months ago it 
ended up being. On 15 March 2018, I questioned the minister on her thoughts on the number of bullied and 
harassed employees and on Hon Laurie Graham’s claims in his report on the Southern Ports Authority. The 
minister’s reply was, “We take this seriously.” When I asked the minister a supplementary question about when 
she would visit Esperance. The answer was that she would continue to visit all parts of the state. I thought that was 
encouraging. She said that in March 2018; it has been a year, so maybe we will get a visit fairly shortly. On 
12 June 2018, I asked minister about the authority’s culture and bullying issues. She replied — 

I am sure that everything will be done, from the board downwards … 
The minister said that there would be a smooth transition to the acting CEO. We all know how well that went. The 
transition to the acting CEO did not go well, and that issue was part of the matter of public interest motion that the 
member for Warren–Blackwood and I raised at that time. On 21 August 2013, I asked the minister whether she 
was satisfied with her appointment of the acting CEO and whether she was aware of any issues that might 
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compromise that appointment. Her answer was that she was not aware. In another question, I asked the then 
Minister for Commerce; Industrial Relations whether he had read the WorkSafe report about issues at the 
Southern Ports Authority. As a background issue, he answered that he had no interest in the operation of ports, 
because they were not his responsibility. We have a pattern. The Minister for Transport does not seem to be that 
interested and does not want to visit Esperance; we have the Minister for Industrial Relations; and we have a culture 
of bullying and harassment in that port.  
This should be bread and butter for the Labor Party. It should be right in there amongst it. It knows what it is all 
about. The Maritime Union of Australia was there. However, the Minister for Industrial Relations has said he has 
no interest in the port, because it is not his responsibility. That, to me, signals a disturbing trend. When those issues 
were not addressed, that sent out a red flag. Every employee, and probably every citizen in the Esperance 
community, was very concerned about that. The signal that sent to our community was not good. That was picked 
up by The Esperance Express and ABC Radio. Fortunately, after that series of questions on 23 August 2018, the 
Minister for Transport obviously realised that there was an issue at the port. 
I want to run through a bit more of the date line. The Minister for Transport knew about the issues and did not want 
to address them. The member for Albany was screaming out for replacement of the acting chief executive officer 
because of the emotional bullying. Hon Laurie Graham, who had done the investigation into the Southern Ports 
Authority, expressed in his review serious reservations about the culture in the Esperance and Albany ports. The 
Minister for Industrial Relations said he has no interest in the port, because it is not his responsibility. Three or 
four days after the Nationals ran the matter of public interest on 21 August 2018, lo and behold, the Minister for 
Transport, to her credit, finally recognised that there was an issue and visited Esperance, and there has now been 
an improvement. That demonstrated that the Minister for Transport had either been too busy, or did not have an 
interest in our ports. Hon Alannah MacTiernan has now been appointed Minister for Ports, and she is interested in 
our ports. I refer to an article in The West Australian of 10 January by Dan Mercer, which states in part — 

Ms MacTiernan yesterday said Mr Lewis — 
The new boss of Southern Ports — 

would be charged with healing any divisions that lingered after the “catastrophic breakdown” of relations 
between workers and management.  

The new Minister for Ports recognised that there had been a catastrophic breakdown of relations between workers 
and management. That is very interesting, because when the WorkSafe order was issued, Southern Ports 
management put out a statement that it recognises that there is an issue among the workers, but it does not involve 
management or supervisory staff. That is one of the most bizarre things that has come out of that WorkSafe report. 
The Minister for Transport has now been sidelined in the ministerial reshuffle, and Hon Alannah MacTiernan has 
come straight in and exposed the lack of interest from the former minister to visit Esperance port. The Minister for 
Transport had a lot on her plate. Metronet was her focus. Ports were secondary.  

Hon Alannah MacTiernan has suggested that the current set-up is not working and that the catastrophic breakdown 
between the workers and management is a concern. The minister has already looked at a couple of different scenarios, 
such as combining Esperance and Albany ports. In fact, she has flagged an overhaul of the whole organisation. 
I believe she is targeting a merger between Bunbury and Fremantle ports, and maybe combining Esperance and 
Albany ports. The minister is also looking at the outer harbour and the potential for a container port in Bunbury. 
The Minister for Ports has certainly come up with big ideas. Part of the overall picture is the Westport scenario. 
We know that was a problem late last year when the chair of Westport, Nicole Lockwood, a well respected 
businesswoman, tried to lodge her report to the minister and to the public. I refer to an article by Paul Murray in 
The Weekend West of 17 November 2018 titled “A port in the eye of a storm”. The article states, in part — 

When the task force’s promised report still wasn’t released by the end of last week, it didn’t take too 
much digging to find that it was on Minister Saffioti’s desk. 

A task force source said the report was with the minister for “editing” and probably would not be released 
for another two weeks.  

Mr P. Papalia: Is this the report about Southern Ports? 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: This is all about Westport, which is part of the new port structure and part of  
Hon Alannah MacTiernan’s new portfolio. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

Point of Order 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Mr Acting Speaker, the member is trying desperately to get his speech out, and it is only 
reasonable that he has the support of the Acting Speaker to achieve that. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): Thank you, member. The minister is raising a valid question with 
regard to relevance. Can you explain to me, member, what you are talking about and why it is relevant to this 
specific motion? 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I am building a picture of the new ports minister, and how it originated from the Southern Ports 
situation. I certainly think it is relevant, because it is another demonstration of the lack of interest from the minister 
formerly responsible for ports. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: When you have a very specific motion that you are talking to, like this one — 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I will certainly move on from that particular scenario, because I also want to focus on the 
latter part of our motion.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I believe the Minister for Transport has focused too much on Metronet. A string of issues in 
regional Western Australia have been put off to the side because of Metronet. Two of those issues were brought 
up in question time today. One is the Albany ring-road, and the other is the Karratha–Tom Price Road. Even though 
the minister would like to put the blame onto the federal government, it has taken nearly two years for the business 
case for the Albany ring-road to be lodged with Infrastructure Australia, and it managed to come into play only 
one or two days prior to the close-off point. That means that Infrastructure Australia has had no opportunity to 
assess the situation on the Albany ring-road, and unfortunately it looks as though that project will now miss out 
on federal funding. That is a real shame. Yes, the business case was lodged, but it has taken nearly two years. If 
that was such a focus for this government and for the member for Albany, the business case would have been 
lodged at least six months ago. 

I now want to move, as part of this motion about this government’s lack of regional investment, to our concerns 
about the way in which Main Roads is handling its responsibilities. The biggest issue for me is the quality of road 
maintenance. Main Roads now seems to have a patch-up mentality. Main Roads’ answer to a maintenance issue 
is to put up some speed reduction signs, and that is it. There have been signs on a patch on Albany Highway just 
north of Bannister for over six months now. An area of probably the distance from me to you, Mr Acting Speaker, 
could be repaired, but Main Roads has left it and has put up signs that are slowing the whole traffic flow back to 
60 kilometres an hour. Then, if members do not mind, we also have the police in that area picking up people for 
speeding when all the road needs is a repair. It is a piece of road the distance from me to you, Mr Acting Speaker. 
This seems to be a new scenario. What also happens is that when my office rings Main Roads to say that we have 
an issue in Wagin, Williams or Narrogin, the answer they get is, “Ring your local MP.” I am the local member of 
Parliament. My office rings up and says that we have an issue and the answer is to ring their local MP! I do not 
know what is going on with that, but if that is its new technique for answering MPs or members of the public, that 
is a real concern. 
Another concern is the length of time it takes to get a response to issues lodged. The Leader of the Nationals WA 
spoke about the length of time it takes to get responses to freedom of information requests. It is now taking nearly 
nine months to get a response to letters that we send. That is an issue. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member — 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: That is part of the regional road issue, Mr Acting Speaker. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): Thank you for that clarification. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: It is very concerning in that respect. 
The other one I have real concerns about is the restricted access vehicle network. To me, there has been a lack of 
forward strategic planning for the road network for future RAV routes. That is starting to be a cause for concern. 
There was a classic example the other day when one of my constituents was looking to get a driveway put in for 
their large hay business. The person from Main Roads said that Main Roads does not approve of economic growth; 
that was one of the quotes from the Main Roads’ employee. Main Roads does not like that because it might actually 
have to deal with an issue. That is a real concern for me. 
Mr P. Papalia: Have you written to the minister? 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: It was raised with me only on the weekend, minister, but I certainly will be, because that is 
a real concern. 
There is also a concern about piloting. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
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Mr P.J. RUNDLE: If someone wants to pilot a piece of their own agricultural machinery more than one kilometre 
up the road, they have to spend $1 200 and do a two or three-day course to do so. These are some of the issues that 
are really starting to wear a bit thin on the agricultural sector. It is part of the Main Roads scenario. As far as I am 
concerned, it is all about there being too much focus on Metronet. 
Part of the Main Roads scenario—part of our regional road network—is the school bus policy, which comes under 
the Public Transport Authority. We have some real issues with this 20-year-old policy. The PTA is dictating where 
children can go to school. I will be taking up this issue with the Minister for Transport. We have a 1999 policy. 
The PTA has confirmed that it is under-resourced in this area. Quite frankly, I agree. It is stretched. It does not 
have enough resources. Families were notified only one day before school started that their children could not be 
picked up at the front gate, but must be driven 20 or 30 kilometres by their parents. They had to rearrange their 
whole lives just one or two days before school started. This is a real issue. Parents are having to drive kids who 
previously had complimentary status. Instead of increasing the size of the bus, what they got was, “Sorry. You 
were a complimentary status. You could go on the bus last year, but it’s not going to happen this year. If you want 
to go to the school that is 30 kilometres away, just find your own way.” It does not matter whether parents are 
working or have other family requirements. There is one family with one child who attends high school 
30 kilometres away and another child at primary school five kilometres away in a different direction and who need 
to be picked up at the same time. There is no adaptability within the policy to deal with it. That is a real issue. 
Women are not able to work, or men for that matter, because their day is structured around the school bus. As 
I said, parents were told a day before the beginning of the school year where they would have to drive, what they 
could do or that there was no room on the bus. There was an issue recently with the children from Pingelly who 
were getting a school bus to either Brookton or Narrogin following the closure of the Pingelly school. They had 
a bus to either destination and then, because the bus filled up, they were notified a day before school started that 
the scenario from last year was not going to happen this year. Instead of getting a larger bus to cater for those 
seven students, their parents now have to do all sorts of things to try to get their kids to school. As far as I am 
concerned, we have a real issue with the policy. I will be taking it up with the minister. The policy is from 1999. 
Mr P. Papalia: You would want to hope that she is pretty forgiving and not mean and nasty! 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I have no worries at all there, minister. There is a real issue that needs to be addressed. 
The Southern Ports Authority issue in Esperance has been one of the most disappointing scenarios for me since 
becoming the local member. I will say that when the minister did turn her mind to it in August last year, we did 
actually see some results. I have had discussions with the chair of Southern Ports. I am looking forward to liaising 
with the new chief of Southern Ports on what he has in place to improve the culture there. As we identified in 
August 2018, there is and was a real issue at Southern Ports. I think this minister was not really that interested at 
the time. We now have a new minister, Hon Alannah MacTiernan, who has identified that there was a catastrophic 
breakdown. I am hoping she will deal with that catastrophic breakdown and improve the culture at Southern Ports, 
because a culture of harassment and bullying is not acceptable. I will wind up my contribution with that. For me, 
this matter was of grave concern and was not handled very well at all. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Transport) [5.18 pm]: I rise to respond to that quite personal 
attack on me by members of the Nationals WA. They made a number of outrageous claims. Anyway, that is how 
they operate. I will go through and respond to many of the claims that were made. 

The motion relates to a number of issues. I go to the Woodside Bay Village issue. The point was made that there 
was a dispute between the City of Karratha and Woodside and that the government had to play a role in that. That 
is correct. The claim that they had reached agreement and therefore the government was not needed is completely 
false—it is absolutely false. I will go through some of the discussions the City of Karratha had with my office. If 
the member wants to talk about bullying and intimidation, let us go through that. The reality is that we were waiting 
for an agreement between Woodside and the City of Karratha, and that did not eventuate. Of course we sought 
feedback, and one side said there was an agreement, and the other side said there was not, so we had to play a role. 
There is nothing extraordinary about that. Call-in powers have been used in the past. I want to know whether the 
National Party knows any of the owners who operate the other accommodation in Karratha. Does it have any 
relationship, or any donors who own some of the competing accommodation in Karratha? National Party members 
are silent on that. They can stand up and make absolutely outrageous claims, yet they will not come clean about 
their relationship with some of the competition, potentially, in the town. 

The Leader of the National Party made some outrageous personal claims against me. She said that she could not 
get any information from the government, so she had to make a freedom of information application to the City of 
Karratha. I suspect she did not need to FOI the City of Karratha. I suspect those documents would have come out 
anyway. Anyway, she went through the processes and procedures—the farce. I will go through what the chief 
executive officer of the City of Karratha said to my staff member. This is the behaviour defended by the Leader of 
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the National Party. When my staff member—I will not say the name—rang to explain the decision of the 
government, he was told that the CEO wanted to highlight to the minister that they would target the minister for 
the next three years, and that we were stuffing up a deal that had been agreed by Woodside, the local member and 
the city. They would take every opportunity, through the media and Parliament, to highlight the inappropriateness of 
this unnecessary course of action. This is the kind of language used. True to his word, he, through the National Party, 
is using Parliament to raise this issue. The National Party defends that type of behaviour, but I do not. I do not 
think that my staff member should have been exposed to that type of language. It is not up to the CEO of a council 
to use those words and threaten a minister of the Crown through that discussion, but that is what happened. 

National Party members come in here and say that we did not do anything. We achieved more outcomes from our 
proposal than they ever did when they were in government. They come in here acting as if they actually achieved 
anything on workers’ accommodation when they were in government. With the Wheatstone camp, everyone knows 
that the previous government signed off on a deal that was far worse than anything proposed here for Woodside. 
I mention again the National Party’s lack of respect for the local member. He was elected by the community, but 
National Party members keep denigrating him. They talk about local. He is local. 

Point of Order 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Point of order! It is good to see the member for Pilbara in the chamber for a change. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): Member for North West Central, I call you to order for the first time 
for an abuse of process. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This is the first time we have had the five National Party members in the chamber. They were 
all absent for most of the discussion before. For the past hour and a half, they have not been in the chamber. The 
member for Pilbara, hardworking local small business man, is there fighting for local jobs and economic growth. 
That is what he has done, all along the way. To be honest, he has been one of the most persistent local members 
we have seen, on this issue in particular. The member for Pilbara has been saying that we want to make sure that 
we get local jobs for construction, and that this camp is integrated into the community. Those key issues reflect 
the views of the community, and that is what we have done. The City of Karratha and Woodside could not agree; 
it is as simple as that. We had two versions—one side said it had agreed; the other side said that it had not. 

Mr V.A. Catania interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Are you bullying me? 

If both sides had said they had agreed, we would not have needed to be involved. One side said there was no 
agreement. It is as simple as that. We backed the community every step of the way, because we want to secure 
jobs and further development in the region. I know that is not a priority of the National Party, although I do not 
quite know what is. Is it more services in the western suburbs? Is it extended CAT bus routes? That issue has been 
explained. The issue is that one side said it had an agreement, the other side said it did not. We created 
a compromise position that not only allowed the camp to go forward, but also secured local jobs and made sure 
that there was integration with the community. That was a far better deal than the National Party ever secured in 
eight and a half years. I do not know who the National Party is speaking for, but I am sure that the community of 
Karratha supports the fact that the state government is getting on with the job of securing local jobs and further 
economic development. 

The next point was freedom of information applications. I think the member went through those statistics, and 
I will go through similar ones, but the fact of the matter is that if an application is submitted seeking all information 
over two years, we ask that the scope be reduced. I know many members opposite were not in opposition before, 
but the experience I had in opposition was that if I asked for a year of documents, that was too much. Six months 
was probably too much, and three months was where we pretty much always landed. There were costs as well. 
They said one of my FOI proposals would cost over $2 000, and of course that made me reduce the scope. I know 
many members opposite have not experienced opposition, but that is what happens in the FOI process. I am not 
sure what else I can say on that. We comply with the law. We seek confirmation for extensions when we cannot 
deliver on time. That is what we do. Governments have done it before. The scope of a recent application from the 
Leader of the Opposition sought all documents on the construction of the Matagarup Bridge from 1 March 2017 
to the present. The time and resources are out of this world, and are not defendable. 

There was a personal attack by the member for Warren–Blackwood about the decision on the Mt Helena 
development. I will go through some of the letters written by the member for Warren–Blackwood, but I want 
to refer first to a former Minister for Planning, Hon John Day. He said that I had made a big call but he may 
well have made the same decision, taking into account all the information. He said he was certainly aware of it 
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when he was minister. They are residents, and they are mainly small landowners around a particular Mt Helena 
proposed development. They were very much wanting decisions to be made about four or five years ago, and 
complaining about how long it was taking. Mr Day said that the Shire of Mundaring, in which Mt Helena is 
located, was very measured and sensible about the requirements it put in place, and made a recommendation to 
support the decision. 

Again, I am not sure what the member is alleging or accusing me of or who he is representing, because it is definitely 
not the community. Some crude accusations about that decision are being thrown around by the National Party. 
I again say that it is the right decision, and I know that the Liberal Party supported that decision, because it was 
the right decision. I find it quite odd that members who represent heavily forested areas are saying that we should 
not have development there because of the bushfire danger. Does the National Party really want to shut down 
regional towns? Is that what it wants to do, because I think that is where it is heading? It wants to shut down towns 
surrounded by significant vegetation. That is the logical extension to its approach. 

The member for Warren–Blackwood said that I should be a bit more bureaucratic in how I operate. He basically 
said that I should get caught up in red tape and bureaucracy. I will read some letters from the honourable member. 
He said that he had been approached by a group of constituents who appeared to be caught in bureaucratic red tape 
as a result of recent changes to WA planning guidelines for developments that are not in existing corridors, and he 
sought my advice and support for these families in providing some flexibility in processing their applications. So 
it is okay for him to approach me and ask me to set aside the bureaucracy and make these decisions. Another letter 
states that, at its meeting in May 2017, the statutory planning committee discussed the proposed structure. The 
member is disputing a decision and saying that he has key concerns about how a planning committee reached its 
decision and that I should override it. 

Mr D.T. Redman: The Leader of the National Party highlighted clearly that the point is that it’s not a blanket approach. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): Member for Warren–Blackwood, you have had your chance. Can we 
hear the minister in silence, please. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will comment on the interjection that it is not a blanket approach. I am meant to listen only 
to the approaches from members of Parliament, not from the community. The Mt Helena proposal was driven by 
the community and then adopted by the shire. It was a community-driven approach. I am not allowed to listen to 
the community, but I am allowed to listen to members of the National Party. 

Mr D.T. Redman: We don’t think you’ve shown leadership on this particular issue. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Warren–Blackwood! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I know there is a little bit of snobbery from the National Party towards some of us on this side 
of the chamber, and I will go through that in a moment. 

Ms A. Sanderson interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. 

The member wrote to me again and said that he knows that there are rules and guidelines, and I could go through 
all of them because there are quite a few. You guys are constantly telling me to set aside the rules and guidelines. 
The member is saying that if a member of Parliament raises something with a minister, they should act, but if it is 
driven by the community, they should not act. That is implicit in what he is saying: it should not be a blanket 
approach, but members of Parliament and members of the National Party should get what they want and I cannot 
judge each decision on the key facts; I have to say that because a member of Parliament has raised something with 
me, I have to act. Many members probably would not be aware that, frankly, I never saw any National Party 
ministers in my electorate in their eight and a half years. This element of privilege that they believe they have is 
incredible. As a local member, I would write to them and beg them for assistance, and I got nothing. I have 
engaged. I have set up meetings with the member for North West Central. When a legitimate concern comes to 
me, frankly, I want to help; I want to address the issues. Member for Moore, the Toodyay bridge is an example. It 
was a legitimate issue and the member came to me, but this is how they treat me now. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: A personal attack. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: A personal attack. 
Mr D.T. Redman: It’s not a personal attack. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No. Let me go through what the member has said. 
Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No. The member never reflects on what he says to me. Today he mocked me about my 
experiences as a new mother. 
Mr D.T. Redman: I didn’t actually get to my feet, member. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: He never reflects on his interjections. The Leader of the National Party said to me that I have 
more front than Myer. 
Mr D.T. Redman: You will not get a comment from me on that issue. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: When I was talking about my experiences as a new mother, the Leader of the National Party 
said that I had more front than Myer. She interjected and believed that somehow I was out of order, when she was 
mocking my experience as a new mother. Members opposite mocked me then and they are mocking me now. They 
never learn. I will stand up for new mothers going through serious issues in the early stages. I will stand up for 
them any day of the week. 
The member for Warren–Blackwood basically made some very strong allegations about why I supported the 
Mt Helena proposal. He quoted a Paul Murray article and he stands by that. He thinks that is why I made that decision. 
Mr D.T. Redman: I was making reference to that. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. He made allegations. 
Mr P. Papalia: Imputations. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, it was more than that. He says whatever he wants and when we call it out, he cannot handle it. 
He wrote letters to me asking me to set aside the guidelines and rules: “The statutory planning committee made 
a decision, but set that aside.” I know that the Public Transport Authority orange school bus rules have been in 
place forever, but he ignored them. We never ignored them. The member for Roe said that it is a 1999 policy. 
Members had $8 billion worth of royalties for regions for eight and a half years, so why did they not do something 
about the regional school bus policy? Now they are saying that our policy is too strict. It is an existing policy. I feel 
for families that are trying to find a balance, particularly when they live a distance from the school. We cannot 
fund the school of choice for every regional community. The previous government did not do it and we cannot do 
it. We try when there are unique circumstances, and I really feel for them when siblings are involved, because 
when they are existing students, it is very difficult. We try to manage it to get the outcomes for the family. I do not 
accept it when members come in here and condemn me on this issue and say that it is a 1999 policy, when they 
were in government for eight and a half years and had $8 billion and did not fix it. 
The member for Warren–Blackwood should have a look at what he said about me and how I act and what motivates 
me. He made some serious imputations, yet he sits there and says, “It’s all okay; I didn’t say that.” He said that 
I supported the Mt Helena proposal because of Satterley. It is completely false. He read out a Paul Murray article. 
It was completely false. The Leader of the National Party said that the conduct of the City of Karratha was 
absolutely perfect, even though I read out what was said to one of my staff members. If she condones a CEO 
ringing someone at a ministerial office and threatening the minister, that is a very, very bad thing. That is not 
acceptable behaviour. The Premier called it out and I call it out, too. People should not abuse a staff member. On 
that issue, of course there were two accounts. We said that if they could reach agreement, we would not need to 
call it in, but they did not reach agreement, so we called it in. How did we get that information? We spoke to the 
City of Karratha and we spoke to Woodside; that is how we got the information. Members claim that there was 
agreement, but that is because they basically got one side of the story. We did not. 

Everything that the member for Warren–Blackwood said about the perfluoroalkyl and polyfluoroalkyl substances 
issue was completely false. When he was a government minister and he was considering the business case and 
project definition plan for a tunnel, did anyone talk about where the soil was going to go? He came in—it was 
raised in the upper house too—as if, “Oh my goodness! They’re building a tunnel and now this government has 
a soil issue!” Did the member not think about it? When the member was sitting around cabinet talking about 
digging an eight-kilometre, twin-bore tunnel, did he think about it or was it noted that there was a lot of soil? What 
does it say in the business case? It is as though I have created a problem because the tunnel machine creates spoil. 

Mr P.C. Tinley: Yes, who knew? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Who knew? Who knew when the member for Warren–Blackwood chose a tunnel—it was 
a cabinet decision, of which he was a member, and the member sitting next to him — 

Dr A.D. Buti: Only sometimes; they were in and out. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, it depended on the decision. When the member made a decision about the two tunnel-boring 
machines going eight kilometres, was the issue of the soil never discussed? Honestly, was it not? The member 
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came into this place and said that the minister has created a problem with the soil, as if he had another plan. He 
had no plan. He made accusations about — 

Mr D.T. Redman: The focus of my discussion was on comments that have been made in the media with respect 
to the Peel Development Commission and one Greg Poland, who has been quoted in the media as taking direction 
from you about finding avenues to get rid of significant amounts of contaminated soil. That is the issue we, and 
the public, are looking for a response on. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will give the member my response. As I responded in WAtoday and as I responded to 
questions in the upper house, that is false. In a meeting, he put forward an idea. We checked it out and it was not 
going to work. It is as simple as that. The Peel Development Commission followed up. That was how it happened. 
I made it very clear in my response to WAtoday. The member came in and made different claims. He stood up and 
said I sought out Mr Poland to try to sort out the PFAS. That is completely false. The member has made that claim 
again and again. You come in, going to bat — 

Mr D.T. Redman: I am not privy to the comments you have made to WAtoday media. I am asking questions 
here and there are unanswered questions in the media. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Well, read the paper and read Hansard. As I said, you come in here and make these outrageous 
personal claims all the time and you do it to people like me because—do you know what?—I think you have 
probably not mixed with people like me too much in your past. That is what I think. 

Mr D.T. Redman: Minister, surely publicly reported commentary about what members of the public claim to be 
ministerial direction is reasonable for us to raise in this place? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Of course you can raise the issue, but I mean the claims you made when you came in. You 
asserted a number of things. 

Mr D.T. Redman: I am citing public commentary on an issue that you need to be accountable for. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: You asserted a number of things and I am responding to them. I have heard a lot of reasons 
why you would not be backing the Bay Village concept—a lot of reasons. I have not used them in this house 
before, but maybe we need to go through why you would not be backing a competitor coming into the market. 
Maybe that is for another time. It is clear that you are very one-eyed about the Bay Village concept. I do not know 
why, but the member is very obsessed with that one, not so much Wheatstone Village. Maybe he did not have 
links with a competitor in town. 

Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Warren–Blackwood. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Maybe he did not have links with a competitor in town. 

Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): Member for Warren–Blackwood, I call you to order for the second 
time. The minister has the floor. You have had your chance. You asked to make an interjection and she took it—
no more. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Maybe he has some links to that city, I do not know. Maybe we will go through all that on 
another day. Maybe he should have disclosed that in this place. 

On the PFAS decision, I responded to that today and made it clear. I saw the member for Bateman walking in. I do 
not really want to talk too much about this and I think it was discussed. There were some general concerns about 
it, but that is what happens—right? Now there is an issue of us having to try to dispose of the soil. It is as simple 
as that. I have always made that very clear. I wish it was not the case. All the tests show that it is within the 
environmental guidelines so we are proceeding on that basis. It is not anything outrageous, it is just a part of doing 
the project. If the member wants to come in here and pretend it is something completely new that I have created—
that I created a pile of soil containing some elements of PFAS—then I am going to dispute that because I did not 
do that. Members opposite left it there, or they left the concept and they approved a business case that was for two 
tunnels under an airport. Maybe PFAS would have been an issue. I know that the previous government was alerted 
to it but I do not want to go through all that again. We have to deal with it. We are dealing with that in the best 
possible way. I did not approach Mr Poland about it. We are just dealing with it as part of normal parts of 
government. As I said, testing has been undertaken and it is within the environmental guidelines that we use for 
other Department of Transport projects. 

Mr D.T. Redman: Did you raise it with the Peel Development Commission? 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No. 

I am glad that the member for Roe welcomes the new Minister for Ports; that is good. Members of the 
Nationals WA love Hon Alannah MacTiernan now, so that is good. I am glad. I think the commentary made by 
the member about me was a little bit harsh. I hate to say this, given that most of the bullying happened under his 
government’s watch but it was a bit harsh, maybe. 

Mr P. Papalia: A tiny bit. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, a tiny bit harsh. Let me go through the reality. Most of the bullying claims were under 
the previous government’s watch; they did nothing about it. We won the election and we instigated a review about 
the culture and environment. We engaged with WorkSafe Western Australia as well. We also created the changes 
that led to the appointment of a new CEO. I think there was a list of 18 recommendations from the review and we 
started to implement them all. That is what we did. I did not ignore it; I acted on it. The previous government 
ignored it. Again, I wish we did not have to deal with that issue but it was something that we inherited. We did 
everything possible. The member for Roe has become Hon Alannah MacTiernan’s biggest fan, but I think 
yesterday his colleague was calling for her to be sacked. I do not know how that works! Was he calling for her to 
be sacked as a minister? Yesterday, the member for Warren–Blackwood said Hon Alannah MacTiernan should be 
sacked and today, it is as though the National Party is really welcoming her. Good on them and good luck to them 
on that one. As I said, we took it seriously. We inherited a significant culture issue. A review was undertaken and 
we began implementing its recommendations, which meant we saw a change of the CEOs. Again, it was a bit 
harsh about me visiting the regions. I think I explained before that I had some personal circumstances last year, 
particularly between March and June, but I will not go through it again because it is still a bit raw. I think 
I explained before why I was not doing many regional trips. 

Regarding roads, I am sorry, member for Roe, but we cannot fix every mistake that the previous government left 
us. I am sorry that we cannot, but a significant backlog was left, which we are trying to address. I will go through 
the maintenance spending. The member talked about maintenance. He approached me about a particular issue and 
so did the Leader of the National Party. I took it seriously. Honestly, if it was the other way around and I was 
a new member and I approached a minister about a particular company not getting a look in for a Main Roads WA 
contracting issue, imagine what Hon Troy Buswell would have said to me. Probably something not nice, I suspect. 
I got Main Roads to work on it. I think the member is a bit wrong about Main Roads. I have been throughout 
regional Western Australia. Main Roads personnel are one of the most connected groups of individuals in regional 
areas that I have seen. They really are—I do not want to use the words “old school”, but it is like an old school 
department that is in touch with the local community and has really good regional representation. It is very different 
from what has happened to other agencies over time. I think they have been spared some of the things that have 
happened with other agencies that took on more privatisation and a contracting-out mentality although, of course, 
there is significant contracting out under Main Roads. However, there is a really good group of local people in 
whichever country town I go to. For example, representatives in Albany and the Kimberley are people who have 
been working in that area for many years and they know everything.  

They know the community and they know the issues. Throughout the Pilbara, mining companies have been 
employing Main Roads to manage bridges over their rail lines. That has been a great success story. It is the reverse 
of contracting out. Some mining companies were burnt in the past when they tried to manage road and bridge 
projects in isolation of Main Roads and, as a result, there were issues with the pavement and costs. Now many 
mining companies are asking Main Roads to manage their projects. The Roy Hill bridge, which was opened 
recently, is an example of that. The feedback has been great. In my view Main Roads has been operating really 
well in the regions and the metro area. It has a really great interface with the community in the regions. We always 
want to do more, but this is government and this is Economics 101. If I had all the resources in the world, I would 
repave every road in WA, but we are trying to do our best to maintain roads. The South Coast Highway is one 
example. I was there with the member for Albany and the Premier about a month ago. Some of the pavement on 
that road is the oldest in the state, so we have a $30 million program to improve that highway. I do not really 
understand the member for Roe’s point. There has been significant investment. 

I want to go through some numbers. In 2017–18, our first year of government, total road maintenance was 
$438 million compared with $267 million four years ago. 

Mr V.A. Catania: Is there a breakdown of federal funding in that? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is maintenance. We are injecting more money into maintenance and also injecting more 
into local government road agreements—more than the former government ever did. 

It is an issue. I am proud that when we were in opposition we made a number of commitments on roads. We are 
now delivering in those across the suburbs and the regions—in Kalgoorlie, the South Coast Highway and the 
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Tom Price–Karratha Road. I will go through them. The Bunbury Outer Ring Road is an interesting example. 
The former government did nothing about it for eight and a half years. Now we are trying to find the right route. 
It seems that some members of the Liberal and National Parties do not want it. Member for Collie–Preston, is 
that correct? 

Mr M.P. Murray: Of course. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We are consulting with the community, but there are issues in both the northern and southern 
areas. The Bunbury Outer Ring Road is a big road project and we have faced challenges delivering it, but all we 
have got from the Nationals and the Liberal Party is criticism, which is odd, because I thought they wanted it. They 
do not appear to want it. They have thrown some interesting challenges at us, but we have strong members like 
the members for Collie–Preston, Murray–Wellington and Bunbury. They have engaged with their communities to 
make sure that the route and the style of the project will last for generations to come. 

The member for Roe said that the Albany ring-road should be done. Let me give members an example. When we 
won government, no work or planning had been done on that road. I am sorry, but it does take a while to prepare 
business cases, as we found out even with the Metronet project. We have gone through the business case process 
and business analysis, and I really hope that the federal government can fund it, especially because it appears as 
though federal government regional members have not be able to deliver on some of their promises. Rick Wilson 
in particular has been attacking the state government all the time. We are the government that has prepared the 
business cases, put $35 million on the table and raised it with the federal government whenever we could, but all 
he does is attack us. 

Mr P. Papalia: But it’s okay! Andrew Hastie got $10 million without a business case for a train station that no-one 
needs. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Just to clarify, that member for Warnbro. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, he got 14 per cent funding for a railway station. That is what he got. It was a nothing 
commitment. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: For a railway station that no-one needs? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No. It is a nothing commitment, but he knows he cannot deliver it and he is trying to hoodwink 
the people in that area. The member for Dawesville might want to take that one back. It was a nothing commitment, 
drawn on the back of an envelope, for $10 million. He has not got any funding for any of the road projects on 
Thomas Road that he has been campaigning on. He has banners out there. I do not know! The member for Pearce 
got some commitment for local government roads. Why did the member for Canning not get commitments for 
local government roads? 

Mr P. Papalia: Have they written him off? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Maybe, they have, but the federal government has given a commitment to fund 14 per cent of 
a train station. What a mockery! What are they trying to do? Are they trying to hoodwink the people of Mandurah? 
Whereas we are committing to a multilevel car park in Mandurah—federal Labor has committed to half of that, 
too. We are going to take the pressure off Mandurah train station straightaway as opposed to the federal 
government’s mischievous commitment. It is trying to hoodwink the people in that area. But I digress. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: I thought you were in support of Lakelands. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Lakelands and Karnup, yes. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. I am going through the business case process, which the federal government asked me to 
do, to compare the two. We are doing that. But, really, $10 million from the federal government is not enough. It 
is not much at all. Someone said that it would pay for only the car park at the Lakelands train station, and not the 
train station. I think the people of that area probably see through this very shallow commitment from 
Andrew Hastie. That is what I think. I think they realise it takes more than $10 million to build a train station 
nowadays. As I said, I digress. 

The Albany ring-road—we are out there, poor Main Roads, doing all the business cases, doing all the work, going 
to Canberra. I raise the matter with Canberra all the time. Then Rick Wilson says that the state government is not 
doing enough. That is what the member for Roe said. I have a hint: why not lobby the federal government on this. 
I do not know! Call me aspirational, but why doesn’t the opposition lobby the federal government on this? What 
do you reckon! What do you think? 
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Mr P. Papalia: Who is the federal government? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: They came here last week and there was a range of commitments—we are still trying to work out 
what they were. Were they government commitments or election commitments? I do not know. I cannot remember. 
Does anyone know? Were they government commitments or election commitments? The member for Dawesville 
does not know. That is where we are. No-one knows the status of these federal government commitments, but 
I welcome them. If they are in the budget, I will really welcome them. Are they election commitments? I am not 
too sure, because I do not think they are going to win! Let us hope that they are in the budget. I hope that those 
commitments worth $99 million—why not just make it $100 million?—are in the budget. It would be good if they 
were locked away. I hope they did not come here using government resources and media releases to advertise what 
could be a Liberal Party election commitment. I hope that is not the case. 

Last week, the federal government came over but did not mention the Albany ring-road, or the  
Tom Price–Karratha Road. There was nothing. Who is that federal minister—Melissa Price? She is the federal 
minister. She is in the cabinet. You would think that she might advocate for a regional road project! You would 
think that would be the case. Member for Roe, I am going to tell you this: lobby the federal government. I know 
he has connections. He has connections everywhere. I see it in the parliamentary dining room all the time. You are 
a well-connected man. 

Mr P.J. Rundle: Get the member for Albany to lobby. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: He is doing that. But the member for Roe raised it. 

Mr V.A. Catania: What about federal Labor? Have they made a commitment? Have you written to them? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am working always—working always! But I know that the member for Roe is a very well 
connected man. He knows a bit too much about a lot of things. That is my concern about the member for Roe. He 
is well connected. The member should use those connections — 

Mr P. Papalia: He’s connected to the AFL. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: He is connected to everybody; the member for Roe is a wily fox. He is on the South Fremantle 
board. Every time I go into the dining room, he is courting another group; he is amazing. I have been watching the 
member for Roe’s work. When he had my kids’ principal in for dinner, that scared the hell the out of me! He has 
left, so it has all worked out—only kidding. The member for Roe is a well-connected man. We put $35 million on 
the table. We have done the work; we want the money. Please, member for Roe, use your very good connections, 
go to Canberra and help us get that money before the federal budget. I would really like that. If the Liberal and 
National Parties work with us, not attack us for doing the work and putting in the money, and instead attack the 
federal government for not putting in money, my gut feeling is that would work really well. 

The Karratha–Tom Price road, member for North West Central—is it still “Central”? 

Mr V.A. Catania: Yes. 

Several members interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Pardon. Do not make me go there. I was reflecting on the member for North West Central’s 
comment that if he was in government, the road would be built already. Does the member really believe that? I do 
not think he does. 

We have been working with mining companies; so far, it has not been so successful. Who knew it is hard to get 
money out of mining companies? We are working with mining companies and the federal government. We are 
trying to get those funds, but, of course, we have $50 million in the budget. We discovered asbestos along the road, 
which we are cleaning up. 

Mr K. Michel interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is lucky that we were there to clean it up. Works will be underway very soon. I am very 
keen to visit the site with the member for Pilbara to launch that project. That project has lasted for so many years. 
The project was around in our last term and then nothing happened. It is back again because Labor is the only team 
that has put this project on the agenda in the past 20 or 30 years. 

Mr I.C. Blayney: Well, build it; don’t just put it on your agenda. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Member for Geraldton, do not interject. Come on, the member for Geraldton has a lot 
happening in his area. 

Mr I.C. Blayney: Can I ask you a question? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It depends. 
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Several members interjected. 

Mr I.C. Blayney: The $35 million for the Albany Ring Road; is that sitting waiting for the federal government to 
add money to it? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. 

Mr I.C. Blayney: It’s a bit like that train station and the 14 per cent, isn’t it? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No. I will give an example. The federal government has funded 50 to 80 per cent of Metronet, 
but it has only funded 18 per cent of the Lakelands station project. The federal government obviously likes 
Metronet much more than it likes the Lakelands station. Another point is that historically regional roads are 
80 per cent funded by the federal government. I thank the member for that interjection, because I handled it well! 

Let us go through all the projects we are doing because we not building Roe 8. We are not building Roe 8—I just 
had to refer to that again. The National Party is obsessed with Roe 8. I will go through the projects. There is 
funding of $5 million for passing lanes on Indian Ocean Drive, which has been completed. There is funding of 
$2.5 million for widening and sealing shoulders on Northam–Cranbrook Road south of Katanning; $2 million for 
widening and sealing shoulders on South Western Highway south of Waroona; $2.1 million and $1.5 million for 
widening and sealing shoulders on Boyanup and Capel Roads west of Boyanup; $1.5 million for widening and 
sealing shoulders on Great Northern Highway north of Cue; $1.5 million for widening and sealing shoulders on 
Goldfields Highway south of Kambalda and $4.6 million for south of Leonora; $2.5 million for passing lanes on 
Coolgardie–Esperance Highway; $3.9 million for reconstruction and widening York–Merredin Road east of York; 
and $2 million for widening and sealing shoulders on North West Coastal Highway south of Fortescue roadhouse 
and $2.15 million for passing lanes west of Roebourne. 

Those are just the regional road safety initiative projects funded through the reallocation of Perth Freight Link 
funding. Maintenance expenditure is at record levels. The Western Australian Local Government Association state 
roads agreement funding is at record levels and is increasing each year. We are doing a lot given the tight budgetary 
considerations. We are doing major regional road projects, including, as I said, the Bunbury Outer Ring Road. 

Mr K.J.J. Michel: The Coongan Gorge. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I opened the Margaret River Perimeter Road a couple of weeks ago. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Whose electorate is that? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is the member for Warren–Blackwood’s electorate. It is a touchy subject. 

Mr D.T. Redman: I got feedback that you put the ruler over it to try to stop it happening. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is wrong. I saved it. The member is wrong again. I know the member has set views about me — 

Mr D.T. Redman: So you are putting on the record that you did not pursue the project to try to see whether you 
could claw it back as a saving. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Me? 

Mr D.T. Redman: Yes. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, absolutely. I know the member comes into the chamber with set views about me. But in 
a lot of instances I am fighting for regional WA. Maybe it is because I grew up on an orchard! Shall we go through 
that again? 

As I said, there is Karratha–Tom Price road; an upgrade between Albany and Jerramungup on South Coast Highway; 
Gibb River Road; Great Northern Highway from Muchea to Wubin; the Bow River Bridge, which I opened—it 
was a fantastic experience—and Great Northern Highway from Wyndham to Maggie’s Jump Up. 

Again, I want to highlight some of the exceptional work Main Roads has been doing in the regions and particularly 
the companies involved in the Margaret River Perimeter Road and some of the Kimberley projects that are really 
trying to facilitate — 

Mr P. Papalia: That is an impressive number. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is just half. 

Those companies’ engagement with local businesses and the local Aboriginal workforce has been exceptional. 
One of the most pleasing results of the government’s focus on local participation is some really good results on 
the ground. It means that young Aboriginal people living in the area are being employed locally. Some of the local 
knowledge they bring to the projects—for example, their role in some of the Kimberley projects around Wyndham 
in particular—about the environment and what is very important to the local community is essential. If we were 
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to contract out for that advice from other parts of the state, we would probably get different advice. They know 
the area so well and what is important to them rather than what could be seen as important to them, and that has 
worked really well. In Wyndham, two young men involved in the prison camp left the prison camp and obtained 
full-time employment. Again, that is incredible. We are also using day prisoners to help build these projects. We 
are getting really, really good outcomes. Like I said, 30 to 40 per cent of the workforce are locals, and that is 
something we are very keen to continue to encourage across the state. It is something that started in the past couple 
of years—probably before, but it has had renewed emphasis with the local participation strategies. It is something 
we are very keen to do. 

There is the Coongan Gorge realignment, mentioned by the member for Pilbara; the NorthLink project, which is 
a metro project that pops into the regions; and the regional road safety program. We are keen to promote the 
run-off-the-road crash road improvement. This program has been adopted by both sides of politics because of the 
cost benefits. For a limited cost, we get a huge benefit in relation to single driver accidents; that is, drivers running 
off the road because the shoulder is not wide enough or there is no audible line edging. We are keen to put this 
program to the commonwealth for funding because a small investment in this area can lead to great outcomes. The 
results are for everyone to see. Where we have gone in and widened the shoulders and put on audible edges, the 
number of crashes has reduced significantly. These are the priority issues that we would like to address throughout 
regional Western Australia. In the south west, the wheatbelt and the great southern, there are a lot of older roads 
with very narrow shoulders. In the overall scheme of things, a small investment in that area will produce some 
really great outcomes. We are putting that to the commonwealth, because we think that is a good investment of 
commonwealth funding to improve regional road safety. 

I also want to touch on regional airfares. The Economics and Industry Standing Committee conducted an inquiry into 
regional airfares. I believe, maybe because I am the transport minister, that transport in regional Western Australia—
whether that be roads or access to competitive airfares—is essential to facilitate economic growth, create amenity, 
and assist with lifestyle. That includes the rail system. The challenges that have been created for this government 
because of the closure of the tier 3 lines — 

Mr W.J. Johnston: How come they were closed? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It was because the National Party sold the regional rail network. For example, we funded the 
AvonLink. If what National Party members think of me were true, I would not have saved the AvonLink. I actually 
really, really support regional communities and access to excellent transport services. 

The inquiry into regional airfares recommended that the government develop an aviation strategy. We are 
developing that now, and Department of Transport teams will be in regional Western Australia over the next 
two weeks consulting with the community and stakeholder groups about what we can do about regional airfares 
across the state. Again, the Nationals, with $8 billion in the royalties for regions fund, could probably have done 
significant work on this issue in the eight and half years in which they were in government. They did not do much 
in this area, but are now calling for us to do everything immediately. Some good work has been done by the 
Minister for Tourism — 

Mr P. Papalia: On what? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Airfares. 

Mr P. Papalia: Outstanding! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I did not say outstanding. I just said good work. It was outstanding! Now the minister is 
listening! It was outstanding work by the Minister for Tourism. 

Mr P. Papalia: On what? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Regional airfares! 

Mr P. Papalia: Yes! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: He is very proud of the work so far, with Broome, Monkey Mia and Carnarvon. 

Several members interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Okay. We will give the former government Albany and Esperance, and we will take the rest. 
However, there is much more to do. I have had the opportunity recently to meet some senior people in some 
airlines. 

Mr P. Papalia: So have I! 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Not at the same time—they were different meetings, but hopefully we all agreed on the same 
thing. I think we both would have put up the importance of regional airfares to regional communities. Is that what 
you said, Minister for Tourism? 

Mr P. Papalia: Yes. I was speaking up for regional communities, as always. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We believe transport is a major catalyst, not only for economic growth, but also for amenity. 
We talk about people wanting to move into regional towns. I believe the ability for people to come back to Perth 
if they have sick relatives, for example, has an impact on their decision. If people can be guaranteed affordable 
airfares, that will play into their decision-making, because we are all parts of extended networks and we want the 
ability to go back to those networks should we need them or should they need us at any point in time. The Minister 
for Tourism would be happy to know that the Department of Transport is in the regions at the moment seeking 
feedback and developing a state aviation strategy. 

Mr P. Papalia: Good on you, minister! Brilliant! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, brilliant! We will then move on and do all we can on all the routes across the network. 
We wish more of that work had been done by the former government — 

Mr P. Papalia: Making up for lost time. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We are continuing to do what we can, to make up for lost time. 

I no longer have these particular portfolios, but in lands, we have done a lot. We have given a lot of approvals for 
regional age care, member for Collie–Preston; Minister for Seniors and Ageing, to help facilitate good outcomes 
and the ability for people to age in place. 

Over the past week I have launched some regional bike strategies. That is also a key element of tourism. I think 
the Minister for Tourism is very excited about how are working, through the transport and tourism portfolios, to 
grow more cycling experiences, whether that be road racing or mountain biking. Mountain bike trails provide a big 
tourism opportunity in the member for Collie–Preston’s area around both Collie and Margaret River. 

Ms L. Mettam: And Dwellingup. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. I met a regional tourism operator who explained to me just how popular bike trails are 
with families who come to the area and can take a package, hire the bikes and ride the trails. That is an exciting 
opportunity, particularly for international tourism across the south west and great southern. 

Mr M.P. Murray: It is right across the region. It is very well very spread out. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is also cape to cape. It stretches through both. 

Mr M.P. Murray: You asked, and we delivered. 

Ms L. Mettam interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Do not worry, member for Vasse. You did not really compliment me on my announcement 
down there. That was a bit of a bad one. That was a bit negative. You could have just given me that one, could you 
not? It was a bit negative. Anyway, even though the local member does not appreciate it, we are still doing the 
work to implement mountain bike strategies and a coordinated and consistent cycling strategy across regional 
Western Australia. 

All in all, it was upsetting to have such a personal attack by Nationals WA members on my integrity and 
everything about me through this motion. They will probably say tomorrow, “Set aside this guideline. Don’t 
worry about these rules; don’t worry about what the WA Planning Commission has said; don’t worry about the 
Public Transport Authority regional school bus policy, which has been there since 1999, and do a deal for me.” 
That is how they operate. I am upset that they did not see fit to really understand what happened with my staff 
member and the City of Karratha. I do not think that is fair. However, as we have always seen, National Party 
members believe they are above the law and the rules of this place and can say whatever they like to us. They 
say awful things to us. However, when we respond, somehow we are out of order. That is how the National Party 
has played this constantly. National Party members have come into this place and made some personal attacks. 
Through this motion, they have claimed a lot of things about my behaviour that are completely wrong and false. 
I have demonstrated in my 59 minutes that we are doing a lot of work in the regional transport space. That work 
was not done by the former government. 

We want to get better airfares. We want to do more on roads. We want to do what we can to support regional 
communities, which assist in the economic development of this state by creating diversity in our population. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 13 March 2019] 

 p1137a-1162a 
Ms Mia Davies; Mr Terry Redman; Acting Speaker; Mr Peter Rundle; Ms Rita Saffioti; Mr Vincent Catania; Mr 

Bill Johnston; Mr Shane Love 

 [23] 

We will continue to encourage the regions, from the tourism angle and also from the broader economic 
development angle. 

Mr P. Papalia: We sent Hemsworth and Damon up to the member for North West Central’s electorate! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We sent two Hollywood superstars to the member for North West Central’s electorate. I mean, 
honestly! 

Mr P. Papalia: Do not think that was an accident! We said, “Go to Vince’s seat!” 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. Thank you very much. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington — Minister for Mines and Petroleum) [6.18 pm]: I want to make a few 
remarks about this motion. This is not the main issue, but I first want to point out to the member for Roe that he has 
misrepresented what I said in this chamber when he asked me questions about the claimed bullying at Southern Ports. 
I will not directly quote what the member for Roe said because I did not write it down, but, inter alia, he said that 
I was not interested in the issue. That is not the answer I gave him when he asked about this matter in question 
time some years ago. I said to him that I am not able to intervene in the operations of WorkSafe. I then said that if 
he wanted to ask about the specifics of the port, he needed to ask the Minister for Transport, because that was the 
ministerial arrangement at the time and the Minister for Transport was the relevant minister. The member for Roe 
was asking me about the activities of WorkSafe. The point I made to him in question time and I make to him again 
now is that I do not actually control WorkSafe. By law, there is an independent commissioner, and he is not subject 
to direction about the way he executes his functions. He is, of course, subject to direction regarding policy matters, 
which is appropriate, but in respect to the way in which he does an investigation, for example, he does not answer 
to me on those issues. The point I made to the member in question time and I make again now is that he cannot 
ask the Minister for Industrial Relations about a decision of an independent commissioner. That is a stupid 
question, because it does not understand the functioning of government. That is the point I made to the member 
for Roe in the past. Apparently, because of his comments today, he still does not get that.  
I will make that point again: the investigation by WorkSafe into the issues with the Southern Ports Authority was 
independent of me as minister, and it should be. The point I made in question time on this matter was that if the 
member for Roe wants the minister to be the one who makes these decisions, I will make the decision to investigate 
a particular contractor in the construction sector who I think is an appalling employer. If that is what the member 
wants me to do, that will be the first thing I do. I understand that person has been a generous donor to the 
Nationals WA, but I would not make the decision for that reason; I think he is an appalling employer. If that is 
what the member wants me to do, that is what I will do, but I do not think that is actually what he wants me to do. 
The point I make to the member for Roe is that he should not come in here and say silly things, because if he does, 
I will stand up and point out how dumb they are. I ask the member to please actually think about what he says 
when the leader and deputy leader of his party ask him to make comments in this chamber. He should not come in 
here and say random things, because it is embarrassing to him. 
I will make another point on this. When there was a problem with First Quantum Minerals in the member for Roe’s 
electorate, the Premier and I personally involved ourselves in making sure that the people in his electorate were 
looked after. When there was a problem for the workers at the Cleveland–Cliffs project in Yilgarn in the member’s 
electorate, the Premier took the lead and I assisted him to make sure that as many people as possible kept their 
jobs, particularly in Esperance. The company that took over Cliffs had had an experience of exporting out of 
Kwinana, so it was quite likely that if it had gone ahead, it may well have made the decision to export from 
Kwinana, which would have led to the loss of jobs in the member’s electorate. We made the decision to make sure 
that those people were looked after in Esperance. As the Premier pointed out, it cost less to give that company 
assistance than if we had given no assistance at all and that project had closed. Both the Premier and I have been 
criticised by members of the National and Liberal Parties for saving hundreds of jobs in the member for Roe’s 
electorate. I do not get what it is about the Nationals that they do not thank this government for the hard work it 
has done to help that electorate and to make sure that the people who live there get looked after. It is bizarre that 
that is their attitude, but it is. 
I want to go on to an issue that relates specifically to one of the points in the motion about the resolution. Point 1 
of the motion referring to the Minister for Transport; Planning states — 

her extraordinary and unilateral decision to call in a State Administrative Tribunal appeal relating to the 
Bay Village fly in, fly out camp in Karratha; 

Let us put this in context. The Browse gas was discovered in 1971. That is how long it has been known that one 
of the world’s largest gas finds is off the coast of Western Australia. Think about that, members. It is 48 years 
since that find. That gas has been known about for nearly half a century. The idea that somehow that gas will 
simply come out of the ground by itself and be turned into LNG and exported is silly. Let us not forget what 
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happened. When the former Labor government was in power, a process was designed to provide an opportunity 
for that gas to come onshore. That was being done because the former Labor government was very keen to make 
sure that the Indigenous people in the Kimberley could get a benefit out of that gas. When the Labor government 
was defeated in 2008 and the Liberal government came in, the Premier, Colin Barnett, took over the 
management of that process and junked the process. He specifically chose the James Price Point site as being 
the place for the development of that gas. That was a controversial decision, because the process we had 
followed would have allowed Aboriginal people to have the final say on the location of an LNG plant, if it were 
to go ahead in the Kimberley. I remember when we were debating this issue in this chamber that 
Hon Colin Barnett, on behalf of the then government, said it was a bad decision and wrong of the Labor 
government to give that final decision on the location of the plant to Aboriginal people. I remember that, because 
I actually spoke in that matter of public interest debate and pointed out that all we were doing was to give them 
the same right that we give to farmers. 

Let us not forget what happened. That project went on. The joint venture partners at that time were different from 
the JV partners now. Two of those partners—Chevron and Shell—wanted the gas to come to the North West Shelf 
to backfill the existing LNG facilities on the Burrup. BHP was a JV partner at the time and did not have a view—
it did not mind if it went to James Price Point or the Burrup. Woodside at that time, under different leadership, 
supported it going to James Price Point. The point was that that was a controversial issue and the Premier was 
involving himself directly in it. Remember that the retention lease was tied; they were given a continuation of their 
retention lease, but it was tied to James Price Point. They had to proceed to see whether they wanted to invest in 
James Price Point. In December 2011, they did not say that they would not proceed; they said that they could not 
make a decision until 2013, which, of course, was conveniently after the election. That way, they did not have to 
admit that they could not get it to work at James Price Point. 

Members should remember that at the same time, the Prelude facility close by was being done as a floater. We do 
not want a floating LNG facility, because then we cannot get domestic gas. Remember, friends in the chamber, 
that domestic gas is the core of Western Australia’s energy system. The jobs of the workers at Pinjarra, Wagerup 
and Kwinana depend on the access to gas. We have a domestic gas reservation policy. I make that point: it is 
a domestic gas reservation policy. If we do not have LNG exports, there is nothing to reserve, so we have to make 
sure that it comes to shore. In 2011, the JV partners decided to delay a decision, conveniently for the then Premier, 
until after the 2013 election, so that they did not have to admit that the project was not proceeding. The point, 
again, is that the decision was again delayed on one of the world’s largest gas fields, which had been discovered 
in 1971. In January 2012, Inpex, which has the nearby Ichthys field, made its decision. I have the media release in 
which Inpex announced its decision. It is dated 13 January 2012 and headed “Inpex and Total make final 
investment decision on Ichthys LNG project, Australia”. I will quote, in part, Mr Kuroda, the chairman of Inpex, 
who said — 

“The Ichthys FID announced today by INPEX and Total signals the start of construction of one of the 
world’s largest LNG facilities based on an estimated 40 years of gas and condensate reserves from the 
Browse Basin offshore Western Australia,” … 

I want to make a point about that, because in 2011, when Woodside and other joint venture partners in the Browse 
project announced the decision to delay their decision, the then Premier, Hon Colin Barnett, said that that was 
good because it meant that Inpex could also join with the Browse project to come to James Price Point. In 2012, 
Inpex announced that it was going to Darwin. This project has been hanging around for a long time. 

Point of Order 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I cannot see anything in the motion that deals with Browse gas, Inpex or any of these matters. 
We are having a very nice history lesson on the development of gas fields offshore in Western Australia, but it is 
not actually mentioned in the motion. I do not quite see why we are discussing it. Previous rulings on this matter 
have been to bring speakers back to the points outlined in the motion. I ask that you do that with this minister, 
Madam Acting Speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms S.E. Winton): Thank you. Minister, I am enjoying your debate very much; please 
bring it back to the motion. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: This is about the Bay Village. We must understand what the Bay Village is about. I am 
sorry that people do not understand that Woodside says that it needs the Bay Village for the project to bring Browse 
gas to the North West Shelf. This is the point that I am making. The idea that, somehow, the Bay Village is 
a decision on its own and not related to the broader context of why Woodside wants to build Bay Village, shows 
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why the National Party, and apparently the Liberal Party, are incapable of governing Western Australia. I just 
make this point. 

In December 2011, the former Premier said that it was good to delay the project. 

Point of Order 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I would like a ruling from the Chair as to whether this fits into the context of this debate. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you, member; sit down. I am not giving a ruling; I have asked the member to 
continue his debate. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am addressing the first point, which states — 

Extraordinary and unilateral decision to call in a State Administrative Tribunal appeal relating to the 
Bay Village fly in, fly out camp in Karratha. 

The Bay Village fly in, fly out camp is required in Karratha because of the decision by the joint venture partners 
not to do what the Liberal and National Parties wanted them to do, but instead to backfill the North West Shelf. 
There is no way to understand why this is such a key decision for the people of this state and the people of Karratha 
until we understand what will happen if the backfilling of the North West Shelf does not occur. This is absolutely 
critical to the people of this state, and I am extraordinarily surprised that people on the other side do not understand 
how critical this decision is, and why the government of Western Australia has to do what is necessary to get this 
investment decision made. This is a $26 billion project, and it secures Karratha’s future for the next 40 or 50 years. 
Without this decision, Karratha will lose hundreds of employees. Hundreds of workers will leave Karratha, and 
the city will be undermined. I do not understand why the National Party, and apparently the Liberal Party, do not 
want to make holistic decisions. This is a difficult process. If it were easy, the former government would have 
achieved it, and the gas would now be onshore being processed at James Price Point. The problem is that it is 
complicated and difficult. 

So then 2013 came around, and the Browse joint venture had been realigned and it made a decision not to proceed. 
That then gives us the opportunity to backfill the North West Shelf. However the North West Shelf can only be 
backfilled if the gas is brought from Browse to Karratha. If that is not done, the Karratha gas plant will become 
idle. The former government, with the support of the Labor Party, passed a bill through this chamber to change 
the terms of the state agreement for the North West Shelf joint venture to allow gas other than North West Shelf 
gas to go to that plant. It also allows the current joint venture partners, with the approval of the government—they 
will have to ask—to idle the plant on the North West Shelf. That was not done by the Labor Party. We voted in 
favour of the bill, because it was a sensible outcome, but let us understand what happened. The former government 
set this up, and agreed with the North West Shelf joint venture to allow third party gas to come into that plant. 
That is critical, because work has been done on the gas field to increase its production, but that shortens the length 
of time the gas is available, because there is only a limited amount of gas, and it will eventually run out. All gas 
fields eventually run out. In the mid-2020s, that plant will start to idle. Let us understand: there are hundreds of 
full-time jobs in Karratha for permanent process and maintenance workers—not fly in, fly out workers—on the 
North West Shelf joint venture facilities. It has five export trains and two domestic trains, and it requires hundreds 
of workers, who live permanently in Karratha. 

If the joint venture is not able to bring the gas from the Browse field to the North West Shelf, there will be 
two disastrous outcomes. The first is that there will be no capacity for domestically reserved gas to support workers 
across Western Australia who rely on gas for energy for the companies they work for, and process operations that 
happen around the state. That is one bad outcome, because if there are no exports, we cannot reserve domestic gas, 
because the two things go together. Unlike on the east coast, where they messed everything up, here in 
Western Australia, Alan Carpenter’s decision for a gas reservation policy, which was supported by the former 
government, is very critical to us. If we do not have exports, we do not have domestic gas. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is why it is so critical. A lot of construction work will be required for this. As people 
know, there is discussion about building a second train for the Pluto facility, building a connection between the 
Pluto facility and the North West Shelf joint venture facility, which are next to each other, so that rather than 
running as two separate facilities they can run as a single facility. There is a need to build domestic facilities for 
Pluto, and then it is necessary to build the offshore subsea infrastructure to bring the gas and condensate up to 
a floating production, storage and offloading facility, and then a gas pipeline to Karratha to bring the feed gas to 
the North West Shelf joint venture facility. Without those construction works, Karratha will absolutely die. 
Hundreds of workers who are currently living in Karratha in high-paid jobs, and sending their children to school 
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in Karratha, will lose their jobs. Rio Tinto also has hundreds of workers living in Karratha. Remember, Rio and 
Woodside own more houses and have more permanent staff in Karratha than anybody else. The city cannot survive 
without those two companies. Rio uses the gas from the North West Shelf joint venture to operate its facilities. 
Without that gas, Rio’s business is undermined as well. It is absolutely essential for permanent workers in Karratha, 
who will have permanent jobs for the next 50 years in Karratha—not FIFO workers, but day workers who live and 
send their children to school in Karratha. They can only keep their jobs if Woodside can build the facilities it needs 
to bring to bring the Browse offshore gas to Karratha. Those facilities will have to have the support of the Bay Village. 
That is why this is critical. I do not understand why the City of Karratha is so opposed to investment in its future. 
Without Browse gas coming to Karratha, the City of Karratha cannot live. It is that simple. Anybody who wants 
to see a strong future for Karratha has to support that gas being brought down from Browse to Karratha and, to do 
that, Woodside says that it needs an accommodation camp. Obviously, the construction workforce is a temporary 
workforce; it is not a permanent workforce. There will be a period, just as there was on Barrow Island and at 
Wheatstone and Pluto and on the North West Shelf joint venture, when there will be a temporary workforce while 
construction is underway. It is just a fact; it is not an argument or a debate. 

I understand that the City of Karratha is not saying that it does not want fly in, fly out workers; it is saying that it 
does not want them at that particular camp. I was interested in the comments of the Minister for Planning. It is 
interesting that National Party members have not told us why they support other fly in, fly out facilities in Karratha, 
but not this one. This is the one that the companies that are going to invest billions of dollars in to secure 
Western Australia’s energy future say they need to get the job done. As the Minister for Planning outlined, had the 
City of Karratha and the joint venture partners come to an agreement, she would never have had to call in the 
decision. The reason that the decision was called in was that there was no agreement between the two sides. The 
facts are that there cannot be an agreement with one party; there has to be an agreement with two parties. Let us 
understand that the minister’s calling in this decision was the right decision for the state of Western Australia. It 
is like when former Ministers for Lands allocated land to FIFO camps in a range of cities across the north west. 
That was done under the previous government. This is exactly the same. As I say, without Browse gas coming to 
the North West Shelf facility, Karratha has no future. 

I am pleased that the member for Pilbara is interested in the City of Karratha’s future and that he is not just pulling 
political stunts and supporting long-term decisions that make people feel good but do not do anything for the future 
of this town or the state. This is a necessary decision. I must say that I would have preferred it if the City of 
Karratha and Woodside had come to an agreement, because then the government of Western Australia would not 
have had to be involved. That would have been the simplest way, but it did not happen. 

I am looking forward to the National Party explaining why it supports fly in, fly out to other facilities in Karratha 
but not to this one, because that is an important issue. Sometimes the National Party presents this issue as being 
about whether people support or oppose fly in, fly out. That is not the case here. This is not about whether there 
will be a fly in, fly out workforce; it is about whose village the fly in, fly out workers will stay in. That is an 
important question that we have not had a clear explanation on. 

The member who moved this motion is allowed to make personal attacks on the Minister for Planning. I think it 
is sad that she does that, but she is allowed to. The idea that somehow this is a minor matter and is just some issue 
on the side—an individual planning decision—shows why they are in opposition. They have demonstrated to the 
people of this state that they are not capable of running the place. The single largest victory of any party in the 
history of Western Australia was at the 2017 election, yet members of the Liberal and National Parties have never 
come in here and explained why they lost. They have never told us what they did wrong that led to so many people 
voting against them at the election, and why their hero Brendon Grylls was defeated by a small business man. 
What a fabulous success story—a migrant who came to Western Australia from India and made a life for himself 
as an air-conditioning subcontractor and built a successful business in Karratha. He was not a fly in, fly out guy 
from the western suburbs of Perth, like the former member for Pilbara. I remember the former member for Pilbara 
interjecting on me during a debate about where Horizon executives lived. He said that they had to live in Perth in 
the same way that he did. That is what he said in the chamber—go and read Hansard. At least we now have 
a member who lives in the electorate. The member for Pilbara has made his life in the electorate and reflects the 
values of the people of the Pilbara. It is a great story. When I meet somebody in the Pilbara, I often hear stories 
about how they moved from somewhere else in the world. Of course, there is also the great story of the Indigenous 
people up there. Apparently, it was all right for the former government to invest all that money in Karratha, but 
not Roebourne. Compare the amount of investment in Karratha with the amount of investment in Roebourne. That 
is an interesting issue. The member for Pilbara is an extraordinary success story in Western Australia. He was 
proudly able to come here. The National Party laughs at his accent and those sorts of things. It is an absolute 
disgrace the way they treat him. He is a success story that Western Australians love and they voted for him. They 
voted against Brendon Grylls and they voted in favour of the current member for Pilbara, and the National Party 
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has not told us why that happened. What was wrong with the National Party that it was voted out in that electorate? 
Who picked in their election day sweeps that the Labor Party would pick up the Pilbara? 

Mr D.J. Kelly: I did. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: There you go! But who in the National Party predicted that loss? Which members of the 
National Party told everybody that they were going to lose the seat of Pilbara? Given that none of them thought it 
was going to happen, they still have not told us why it happened. Why did they lose that seat? Why did the Liberal 
and National Parties get crushed in the worst defeat of any government in the history of Western Australia? I will 
tell members one of the reasons and it is demonstrated by this motion. They do not get the interests of 
Western Australians. They do not understand that they have to make real decisions for the future of the state and 
make tough calls that will ensure that Western Australia survives in the long term. 

As I say, without Browse gas coming to Karratha, Karratha’s future is undermined. It needs the hundreds of 
residential jobs created by the North West Shelf joint venture to survive, and it needs the gas to support the work 
of Rio, which also has hundreds of workers living in Karratha. Without those two companies, Karratha’s future is 
dim—as dim as the National Party’s decision-making processes. 

This is essential. This motion should not condemn the minister for calling in this decision; it should congratulate 
her for putting the interests of the state of Western Australia first, not narrow sectional interests or somebody’s 
commercial interests or any of those other issues. She put the interests of Western Australians first and she put the 
interests of the community in Karratha at the top of her list. We know from the people who want to potentially 
invest that money that they needed this decision to be made. Without this decision, their investment would have 
been more complicated. Let us make sure that people understand. The gas was found in 1971. It does not just pop 
out of the ground by accident; it has to be managed to get it to work. That is why the minister should be 
congratulated on making this decision, and congratulated by the City of Karratha because she is helping to secure 
the future of Karratha. 

Division 
Question put and a division taken, the Acting Speaker (Ms S.E. Winton) casting her vote with the noes, with the 
following result — 

Ayes (12) 

Mr I.C. Blayney Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup Mr R.S. Love Mr D.T. Redman 
Ms M.J. Davies Mr A. Krsticevic Mr W.R. Marmion Mr P.J. Rundle 
Mrs A.K. Hayden Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr J.E. McGrath Ms L. Mettam (Teller) 

 

Noes (28) 

Dr A.D. Buti Mr W.J. Johnston Mrs L.M. O’Malley Ms J.J. Shaw 
Mr J.N. Carey Mr D.J. Kelly Mr P. Papalia Mrs J.M.C. Stojkovski 
Mrs R.M.J. Clarke Mr F.M. Logan Mr S.J. Price Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Mr M.J. Folkard Ms S.F. McGurk Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr P.C. Tinley 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr K.J.J. Michel Ms C.M. Rowe Mr R.R. Whitby 
Ms E.L. Hamilton Mr Y. Mubarakai Ms R. Saffioti Ms S.E. Winton 
Mr M. Hughes Mr M.P. Murray Ms A. Sanderson Mr D.R. Michael (Teller) 

            
Pairs 

Dr D.J. Honey Mr M. McGowan 
Dr M.D. Nahan Mr R.H. Cook 
Mr K.M. O’Donnell Ms J. Farrer 
Mr V.A. Catania Mr B.S. Wyatt 
 

Question thus negatived. 
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