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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [6.07 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Division Number, Corrections - Adjournment Debate 

HON ED DERMER (North Metropolitan) [6.07 pm]:  Earlier this afternoon a division was held on a question 
relating to the Conservation and Land Management Amendment Bill.  In that division, by arrangement with me 
and the Opposition Whip, 15 votes should have been cast for the noes, but as a result of an error I made, 16 votes 
were cast.  I extend my apologies to the opposition Whip and all others concerned. 

Member’s Staff, Attorney General’s Attack - Adjournment Debate 

HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan) [6.08 pm]:  I understand that today the Attorney General made an 
attack on a member of my staff.  That is regrettable.  It seems to be becoming a characteristic of this Government 
to smear people unreasonably.  Hon Cheryl Edwardes was loudly smeared but very quietly apologised to when 
the smear was found to be wrong.  The second smear was when an event concerning Hon Colin Barnett was 
exaggerated.  That seems to be what the Kieran Murphy smear machine is busily working on.  We can tell when 
people are on the run.  The Attorney General has been on the run for some time.  He has had a number of things 
done purely for the media’s attention.  That with which he has particular concerns relates to the matter of Robert 
Excell on which he told the people of Western Australia that he was looking after them, but he is looking after 
his political skin.  He tried to smear a member of my staff who has been very good at picking up things the 
Attorney General is up to, and he knows it.  I can assure him that she will continue to do so.  He tried to indicate 
some responsibility on her part for a prisoner returning to prison after testing positive as though the drugs were 
consumed while in her presence. 

The fact is that the prisoner tested positive to amphetamines then because he was tested when he got back to 
prison and not before he left.  There is nothing to prove that those drugs were taken while he was on leave.  In 
fact, I understand that the prisoner says they were taken before he left the prison.  The implication of the 
Attorney General was quite different.  He also said that there was an improper relationship.  I make it quite clear 
that no decisions about this prisoner were made by me.  That was something I decided at a very early stage 
because I purchased a painting from him.  I did not purchase $20 000 worth of paintings from prisoners, as the 
current Attorney General has done, but I bought some good art.  Therefore, I decided not to make any decisions 
about that prisoner.  It was after that that my chief of staff not only visited this prisoner, but also offered to be his 
home leave sponsor.  I do not regard that as improper but as showing a certain degree of compassion and interest 
in the prison system.  Perhaps if the Attorney General had that same interest, the prison system would not be in 
the disastrous situation it is in today.  It is in disarray.  Morale is terrible.  Hardly a day goes by when a prison 
officer does not come up to me in the shops and say that things are terrible.  The officers say that they are Labor 
blokes but that they are looking forward to the day we get back into government.  We saw another indication of 
the low morale today when we learnt that while a senior officer in the prison service was overseas on a mission 
to look at prisons, he was offered a job, which he decided to take.  We spent $9 000 sending this bloke overseas 
to look at the prisons and tell us about them, and morale in this system is so bad that he decides to take another 
job.   

I felt that I should put on the record that what the Attorney General is doing is unfortunate.  I would like him to 
understand that no matter how much it might be a policy of this Government to carry out personal smears, it will 
not stop us from pointing out how improperly he has acted, particularly in the Lewandowski affair.  I am pleased 
the people of Western Australia understand that he acted improperly.  He has acted improperly in many ways.  
We will continue to point those out.  If anything, this type of personal attack only makes us more determined to 
point out his actions.   

Opening of Maritime Museum - Adjournment Debate 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I was concerned that the very kind and generous offer made by the Minister for Housing 
and Works yesterday did not get into Hansard.  He made the offer by way of interjection after he had finished 
answering a question.  In accordance with the proper rules of this place, interjections that are not acknowledged 
by the person on his feet are not reported.  Therefore, the very kind offer by the Minister for Housing and Works 
that I should go as his representative to the opening of the Maritime Museum on Sunday was not recorded in 
Hansard.  I felt I should stand and make sure it is recorded in Hansard.  I had hoped that the minister would be 
in this Chamber.  He is obviously on urgent parliamentary business - probably trying to catch the government jet.  
I had hoped that he would acknowledge that remark, either by participating in the adjournment debate or by 
interjection.  Here he comes!   

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected.   
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The PRESIDENT:  Order!  Hon Peter Foss will not encourage interjections.  

Hon Tom Stephens:  By way of interjection, can I say that I would like to withdraw my offer?  

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Indian giver!   

Hon PETER FOSS:  I am devastated.   

Hon Barry House:  He had already put it in his diary.   

Hon Tom Stephens:  I have decided to go. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  Can I go with the minister?   

Hon Tom Stephens:  I would prefer to take my wife.   

Hon PETER FOSS:  It is in my diary.  Perhaps I was a little anticipatory.   

Hon Tom Stephens:  Who is the shadow Minister for Culture and the Arts? 

Hon PETER FOSS:  Hon Barbara Scott.   
Hon Tom Stephens:  Is she going?   

Hon PETER FOSS:  I sincerely hope so because she is a local member.  I entered into my electronic diary the 
fact that I was going.  I must confess that I did not believe that the honourable minister could be so callous as to 
raise my hopes in the way that he did.  I really felt that at long last he was trying to make amends for not inviting 
me to a handover and the fact that this Government has totally ignored my contribution in this matter.  Although 
it was an interjection, I had hoped that it was not a light and foolish prank.  I have heard other people use the 
term “merry prankster” when referring to the minister.  I hope he was not being a merry prankster in this matter 
but was genuinely trying to make amends.  It certainly sounded to me, and I am sure to all other members, that it 
was a genuine attempt at reconciliation by the minister to offer me the opportunity to go on Sunday to see this 
magnificent project over which I laboured for many hours, fought many a battle and had many an inspiration.   
Hon Tom Stephens:  Go the next day and pay. 
Hon PETER FOSS:  I offered to pay on Sunday.  The minister knows I offered to pay.  If it is an objection, I will 
pay double. 
Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  And you’ll take your own bottle of wine. 
Hon PETER FOSS:  I will take my own tea.  I actually drink tea.  I will take my own tea and cakes.  I beg the 
minister to reconsider his callous withdrawal, by way of interjection, of his generous offer of yesterday.  I am 
bitterly disappointed.  I thought he was a man of honour.  I am beginning to think I should move for the 
establishment of the sort of committee about which I learnt when I was in India - the undertakings committee.  
All Indian Parliaments have an undertakings committee.  Its sole job is to determine whether undertakings given 
by a minister in the House have been carried out.  The first reference to the undertakings committee would be the 
undertaking given by the minister when he made the offer for me to go in his place.   
As I said, I am bitterly disappointed.  The minister did not have to make the offer, I agree.  However, having 
made it, I think he is showing a callous disregard for common decency by withdrawing it.  I feel hurt and quite 
disturbed by his extraordinary behaviour.   
HON TOM STEPHENS (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Housing and Works) [6.17 pm]:  I will explain the 
situation to Hon Peter Foss.  It is true that I have been invited to this opening, and it is true, although Hansard did 
not record it, that yesterday I offered to have my invitation transferred to Hon Peter Foss.  I have since 
discovered that these invitations are not transferable. 
Hon Peter Foss:  Not even by ministers?  What a Government! 
Hon TOM STEPHENS:  I am told that I cannot transfer it.  The privilege of attending this function is not mine to 
give or bestow, much as I was very keen indeed to be represented by Hon Peter Foss.  

Hon Peter Foss:  If I approached the Premier and asked him to waive the - 

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  I think Hon Peter Foss should approach all and sundry. 

Hon Louise Pratt:  Why doesn’t he gatecrash it? 

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  That is one of the possibilities.  I would be more than happy to take Hon Peter Foss on 
a personal guided tour on another occasion and show him the excellence of this project. 

Hon Peter Foss:  Will you be giving a speech on Sunday? 

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  No, I will not be giving a speech. 
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Hon Peter Foss:  It is a pity.  I was going to suggest you could mention me in passing.   

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  I have made plenty of speeches about this project.  All those speeches on public and 
private occasions - 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Putting jokes aside, why haven’t local members been invited? 

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  I am not responsible for the invitations to the functions.  I think the responsible people 
there are very keen for as many ordinary Western Australians as possible, who are paying for the project, to have 
the opportunity of participating in it. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  I agree with the honourable member that Hon Simon O’Brien is growing more ordinary 
by the day.  However, ordinariness is not sufficient - 

Hon Peter Foss:  I will be as ordinary as you like. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  May I invite all members of the Opposition to accompany me, as Minister for Works, 
on a specially guided tour. 
Hon Peter Foss:  Like the Governor General got? 
Hon TOM STEPHENS:  Yes, like the Governor General got.  However, that would be difficult, because the 
crane on which I took him right to the top of the building has gone now.  That was used for part of the 
construction.   
Hon Paddy Embry:  Why not invite members of One Nation as well?   
Hon TOM STEPHENS:  I was thinking of taking all of the opposition members, preferably during a sitting day.  
I suggest that 3.30 pm next Tuesday would be a good time to go.  I would be more than happy to take the entire 
Opposition there next week.  All members would be most welcome to go on a guided tour that was personally 
conducted by the Minister for Works.  I repeat the praises that are due to those people who have conceived, 
designed, delivered and indeed paid for the project.   
Hon Simon O’Brien:  Local members stood up and publicly supported it while some people attacked it.   

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  Indeed.  I was trying desperately to eat humble pie and, in the process, members 
opposite could not resist the opportunity to rub it in my face.  I was trying to tell members opposite and the wider 
community that it has been a resounding success for the people of Western Australia.  Historically, it is worth 
saying to the Chamber that when I criticised the Maritime Museum, it was against the backdrop that the then 
Government had its priorities wrong.  Too many of its resources were being directed away from health, 
education, community safety, regional development and Aboriginal affairs.  However, this Government has its 
priorities right.  Against that backdrop it is reasonable -  
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  
Hon TOM STEPHENS:  It is more than reasonable now that this Government has got its priorities right that we 
proceed to celebrate the magnificent Maritime Museum, which is doing a splendid job.  I hope there will come a 
day when, as the Minister for Works, I will have the opportunity to deliver to the people of Western Australia the 
types of facilities that I advocated when I was in Opposition.  Again, that was said against the backdrop of my 
complaint about the Maritime Museum that this State had not yet found the opportunity to celebrate that which 
makes us unique and distinctive as a nation and a State.  The Aboriginal community does not yet have an 
interpretive facility or a cultural heritage facility that provides to visitors and the residents of Western Australia a 
way of celebrating that rich cultural activity, which could be a source of celebration for all of us.  I would love to 
have the opportunity to do that. 
Hon Peter Foss interjected.   
Hon TOM STEPHENS:  What did the member say?    
Hon Peter Foss:  I could not hear the member because he was facing his audience.   
The PRESIDENT:  Order!  It is a wonder anyone heard anything.   

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  I appreciate the good grace in which Hon Peter Foss has accepted this rebuff.   

Hon Peter Foss:  I have not accepted it at all; I am mortified.   

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  I regret to say that I have discovered that the invitation is not transferable.   

The PRESIDENT:  Before I give Hon Jim Scott the call, I indicate that even though the minister’s offer was not 
recorded in Hansard yesterday, I heard it, and over dinner last night I indicated to the Premier that the minister 
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would be represented at this function by Hon Peter Foss.  The Premier will be distressed by the member’s 
absence!   

Terrorism Bill - Adjournment Debate 

HON JIM SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [6.23 pm]:  I want to raise a matter that has concerned me for some 
time.  It relates to the Terrorism (Commonwealth Powers) Bill, which was introduced tonight.  For a long time, I 
have asked the Minister for State Development to table some cumulative risk studies of the Kwinana area.  The 
minister had previously refused to do so on the grounds that he had not yet read the reports.  In fact, the most 
recent of those reports was completed in 1998.  I put to him at one time that he must be a rather slow reader, and 
that he perhaps might table the report when he did finish reading it.  I also asked some follow-up questions.  The 
minister stated that there were some security concerns, and that the Government might be worried about 
terrorism.  In fact, when this report was finally tabled on Wednesday, the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister 
for State Development said -  

This 1998 study was an extension of a 1995 study into risk levels to the local population from industry 
in Kwinana.  The Minister for State Development is still examining the contents of the 1995 study and 
is taking time to clarify certain matters in that report.  

Mr President, you will appreciate that in these new and challenging times, when there is an increased 
focus on homeland security, it is vitally important for Governments to show caution in the disclosure of 
information that might unnecessarily identify the precise coordinates of key industrial components.  

This is a great worry.  I recently came across a document in which all the key industrial components in the Perth 
metropolitan area are clearly identified.  Hon Simon O’Brien knows about my terrorist background; he made 
some observations about my web site.  I found a document that clearly outlines exactly where these key 
components are located.  The document identifies that the BP refinery is located in Mason Road, Kwinana and 
that Coogee Chemicals Pty Ltd is located in Patterson Road, Kwinana.  Another page lists another important -  

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  That is right.  This book identifies all these key chemical industries and everything else; it is 
the White Pages.  If the White Pages were combined with the UBD street directory, one could get those 
coordinates really clearly.  I suggest to the Minister for State Development that rather than fobbing me off by 
saying that the reason he cannot table a document on the safety of people in the South Metropolitan Region is a 
fear of terrorism, he should ban and collect all copies of the White Pages and UBD in our society, because those 
documents provide the very precise location of each and every one of our industries in this State.  That is not 
what the minister is really on about.  I think the minister is being secretive.  He also said in reply to a question 
that he did not want to unnecessarily raise levels of concern in the community.  That is a great thing to say when 
one is refusing to release a report.  The best way to reduce concern is by telling people the truth.  If there is a 
level of risk, that document should be tabled as soon as possible.  I also point out that when these reports were 
written in 1995 and 1998, we did not have this concern about terrorism.  I imagine that the minister is a bit late in 
raising this particular issue of a possible terrorist risk by tabling a report.  By the way, nowhere does this 
document identify where those facilities are located - no coordinates are given.  As I said, the White Pages could 
be immediately collected and withdrawn from all households.  If that were done, we would probably be safe.  
That is a far better method to achieve that level of safety than by the minister giving this pile of rubbish in an 
answer as a way of escaping his proper responsibilities.  He should have read that report ages ago.  He should 
also have read the other report ages ago to ensure that the community living in the South Metropolitan Region is 
safe from any excessive risk from those facilities, and he should be doing something about it if there is a risk to 
those people.  The Minister for State Development should not give us this garbage; he should tell us the truth.  If 
he does not want to release a report because he has something to hide, he should tell us that. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 6.29 pm 

__________ 
 


