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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR MARSHALL (Dawesville) [2.35 pm]:  This is a very special occasion for me.  It is the ninth speech I have 
made in the Address-in-Reply debate, but it is the first time from this side of the House.  The position feels 
uncomfortable.  It is like serving into the sun in a tennis match.  Although one has the opportunity in a tennis 
match of getting the good end in the odd game, I know that I am stuck here for another three and a half years 
before I get the opportunity to get the sun out of my eyes.   

I was elected to Parliament in 1993, when I narrowly won the seat of Murray against a tremendous representative 
from the Labor Party in Mr Keith Read.  In 1996, due to the growth of the area, I took a two per cent margin in 
the new electorate of Dawesville to 9.6 per cent.  In 2001 I am pleased to say that the people of Dawesville still 
trust me to represent them.  Elections are always exciting times, and I am fortunate to have the backing of a great 
and energetic campaign team, the support of over 200 volunteers and the support of a strong Dawesville Liberal 
branch.  On election night all of our volunteers came to the Halls Head Bowling Club and I thanked them 
verbally.  I would also like my thanks recorded.  Winning is a team effort, and I am forever indebted to so many 
generous people who believe in the Liberal Party.   

As the member for Dawesville I represent one of the fastest growing regions in Western Australia.  The 
boundaries of electorates are set by the Electoral Commission, with country electorates having about 12 000 
electors.  However, currently Dawesville has 17 506 electors, which puts it narrowly behind the seat of Mitchell.  
Population figures recently announced for Mandurah city show that the current figure is 49 420 but that will 
reach 84 348 in the next 15 years.  These amazing growth figures are matched by only two other WA regions - 
Swan Hills and Wanneroo in the metropolitan area.  It shows just how fast that southern corridor is growing.  
With so many people coming into the electorate we have a huge demand for community infrastructure.  In the 
past six years in Mandurah a TAFE college has been built, a 30-bed hospital has been transformed into the 140-
bed Peel Health Campus, and a magnificent 800-seat performing arts centre has been built.  I made an inquiry 
only last week to find out how that centre was going and what were the attendance figures.  I was staggered to 
learn that 220 000 people visited the performing arts centre in Mandurah last year.  That is an unbelievable 
figure. 

At the same time the policing numbers were doubled.  Two new high schools and three new primary schools 
were opened.  The Kwinana Freeway was extended to Safety Bay Road, and as a result of the construction of 
overpasses the traffic lights were removed from that part of the freeway that connects Mandurah to the 
metropolitan area, making the trip a little faster, although not so fast that one can lose one’s licence.  Work has 
also commenced on the Perth to Mandurah rail link.  As well as this, the bus services have been tripled to keep 
up with the public demand.  At the moment a $220 million, 500-pen marina is being built.  That will be opened 
in 18 months and will bring tourism, boating, employment and the like into the area.  It will top off what 
Mandurah has to offer to all the visitors who go there.  It is simply amazing.   

What does all that mean?  It means that more government money was spent in Mandurah in the past eight years 
than ever before in the history of the city.  However, the demands of the people will continue.  The impact of this 
development can be compared to dropping a stone into a pond and watching the ripples cover a huge 
circumference.  An easy example of this effect is the Dawesville Channel, which was an innovation of the Labor 
Government in 1992.  In September 1993 the $15 million Port Bouvard Bridge was built across that channel.  In 
April 1994 the channel was opened; it was a $50 million project.  This channel was a hugely successful 
environmental project that saved the estuary from becoming a cesspool due to the algal bloom.  For the 
information of those members who have not stepped outside of the metropolitan area, the Peel waterways are 
two and a half times the size of the Swan River.  If members doubt me, they can watch Channel Nine News, 
which shows an aerial photograph of the region.  It graphically shows the importance of those waterways that 
have become a playground for locals and tourists.    

Ms MacTiernan:  Tell us about the changed rail policy.  Hon Barbara Scott changed your rail policy.   

Mr MARSHALL:  I usually have time for the minister.  I would love to take the minister’s interjections, but I 
have so much to talk about in my electorate and I know the minister’s frivolous talk can be handled over a drink 
at the bar later on.   

I thank the former Labor Government for the Dawesville Channel. 
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Ms MacTiernan interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  Minister, the member has clearly indicated he will not accept interjections.  Perhaps we 
could listen to his speech.   

Mr MARSHALL:  I am praising the Labor Government of that time for this innovation, which has been one of 
its huge successes.  Thanks to the Dawesville Channel these waterways are now the jewel of the Peel region.  
They are so attractive that more people want to live in the area.  If William Wordsworth were alive today he 
would surely be writing poems about it.   

In the past four years Menzies Court Holdings Ltd with its north and south channel developments has sold 550 
blocks.  One hundred and twenty substantial houses have been built on the channel.  Three restaurants have been 
established and a marina has been opened.  One restaurant, the Jolly Frog Cafe Restaurant, has won a gold plate 
award.  The new marina has ramp facilities, moorings, fuel sales, boat hire and a tackle shop that sells bait and 
spare parts.  Fishing and boating have increased in the area.  The channel has introduced a larger variety of fish, 
and fishing from the rocks has become popular.  There has been a demand for fishing platforms for the disabled 
and pensioners.  Six platforms have been built but it seems they are not enough.  A toilet block is needed.  This 
is what happens; facilities are established and there are demands for more.   

On the estuary side of the channel a junior sailing club has been established but it now wants a clubhouse.  The 
Mandurah Surf Life Saving Club was relocated on the ocean side and it now wants a clubhouse.  Built as an 
environmental project, the Dawesville Channel has given enormous add-on value to my electorate through 
tourism, urban development, employment, sport and recreation and boating.  The channel, which is one of the 
showcases of Western Australia, has forced up land prices in the area.  My office is in Falcon, which has become 
a fashionable place to live.  The ocean shacks are being pulled down and two-storey mansions are being built.  
At a subdivision in Florida, south of the channel, 70 of the 250 lots have been sold over the past six months.  The 
Tims Thicket housing development is steadily growing.  The population boom has seen a new primary school 
opened in Florida, a Uniting Church chapel opened at Wannanup and there is demand for more facilities in south 
Mandurah.  Only six years ago these things were not even considered.  Land has been allocated in Falcon for a 
new police station.  The need was established and a suitable site was recognised.  The community expects a 
police station within two years.  I hope the building is provided for in the forthcoming budget. 

Due to another abundant crab season, increased fishing and boating has emphasised the need for more boat 
ramps at ocean and estuary outlets.  The needs of the local people are being magnified all the time and we must 
make sure that their needs are met.  More marine officers and fisheries inspectors are needed.  Each government 
department has only three officers working in that area and they have to cover extensive waterways including the 
Peel-Harvey Estuary, the Serpentine and Murray Rivers, the Waroona Dam and kilometres of beautiful coastline 
from Madora Bay to Lake Clifton.  More Department of Conservation and Land Management officers are 
needed.  It is impossible for a handful of staff to oversee the 12 888 hectares of Yalgorup National Park as well 
as the sand dunes and Lake Clifton stromatolite treasures.  

Mr Cowan:  Was it the member who was pulling in a fishing net by the river and asked a passer-by for a hand?  
The passer-by said, “Do you know who I am?”  And the member said, “No.”  The other man said, “I am a 
fisheries inspector.”  The member said, “I am pleased to learn that - I thought you might have been the owner of 
the net!” 

Mr MARSHALL:  I knew that was coming!  It is one of the member’s best jokes.  The House has heard it many 
times. 

There is also a need in my area for a water police unit to be established.  The unit could be set up at the new 
marina and work out of the new Falcon Police Station, which would be only two kilometres away.  The area is 
growing and needs extra facilities. 

Residents at Parkridge are circulating a petition requesting the Government and the local council for a 
community hall, and rightly so.  The population is there but it has no meeting place.  The area is like a country 
town that joins the metropolitan area.  The new Ocean Road Primary School wants new footpaths to ensure the 
safety of the children.  Natural gas is required in Pleasant Grove, sewerage is needed in Dawesville and 
increased bus services are needed south of Mandurah.  The Dawesville deviation has been completed and it is a 
fantastic project but, due to noise pollution, buffer walls are required.  Youngsters in Falcon also want a 
skateboard facility.  With some government money and help from the local council and the member for 
Mandurah, it will surely eventuate. 

Mandurah has become a satellite city of the Perth metropolitan area.  Constituents rightly want the same services 
that are available in the metropolitan area.  The population boom in the area caught state and local government 
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planners by surprise.  Last year an inner structure plan for Peel was finished.  It provides guidelines for the next 
10, 20 and 40 years.  However, it has come a bit late.  It is timely, but it cannot solve the city’s parking 
problems.  Mandurah consistently wins the award for the most-visited one-day destination in Western Australia.  
Twenty-five restaurants have opened in Mandurah in the past three years.  Nowhere else in the State can equal 
that record. 

Mr Cowan:  Where should I book? 

Mr MARSHALL:  They all contribute to my campaign so I have to be careful with my recommendations.  I 
mentioned earlier that the Jolly Frog won a gold plate award.  Parking remains a big problem and it is something 
that must be solved.  Help may be required from state planners.  As the suburbs spread, an increased bus service, 
especially linking the schools, is needed.  The Government must spend more money in this area.  The suburbs 
south of Mandurah - which only six years ago were just names on a map and now have several hundred people 
living in them - such as Halls Head, Erskine, Novara, Miami, Falcon, Pleasant Grove, Wannanup, Bouvard, 
Florida, Dawesville, Parkridge, Melros, White Hills and Herron all have an extra problem; that is, getting onto 
the Old Coast Road.  It is estimated that 8 300 vehicles use the Old Coast Road each day, but on weekends and 
public holidays the number swells to 13 000.  Residents towing a caravan or boat have great difficulty getting 
into the highway traffic stream.  The $10  million four-lane Dawesville deviation will help the problem.  It will 
improve road safety, as will the two proposed exit lanes at the estuary bridge.  The inner structure plan 
recommendation for the Peel deviation is vital for the area.  The deviation will run from the Kwinana Freeway, 
north of Mandurah, east to Pinjarra and south to the Old Coast Road at Lake Clifton.  It is estimated to cost $155  
million.  Now the punchline: the Liberal promise was to finish the highway by 2005.  The Labor Government’s 
pre-election promise was to bring forward Main Roads’ current 10-year plan for the deviation and allocate $5  
million to begin land acquisition.  I wonder whether that will happen.  The project is a vital priority for my 
region.  Federal money from the roads of national importance fund could easily be tapped into and the project 
could get under way.  When completed, the deviation will take traffic flow from the Old Coast Road, thus 
making the suburbs safer.  Haulage trucks travelling south in the early hours will be diverted.  This will stop 
traffic and gear change noise for residents who live close to the road.  The area will become a safe and nice 
community for families.  The deviation will provide better access between Perth and the south west.  It will cater 
for the increasing tourist promotions such as the wine festivals, the surf competitions, the Leeuwin concerts and 
fishing competitions.  It will also cater for the increasing number of sporting and cultural events in Perth. 

It is important that the Government ensures that the Peel deviation is safe for the people who use it, and that it 
caters for the promotion of tourism and developing employment opportunities.  Labor Governments are 
renowned for spending transport budgets on vote-catching items such as trains, cycleways and buses and they let 
roads deteriorate.  I hope that does not happen under the new Government.  I urge the Government to ensure that 
the Peel deviation becomes a priority.  I will be asking my colleague the member for Mandurah to give me great 
support on this issue. 

Mr Graham:  Can I ask a question? 

Mr MARSHALL:  Not yet.  

Finally, I could not conclude without providing members with an update on the Peel Thunder Football Club 
because I know they are all anxious to know its destination.  The league is in its fifth year and although it is 
consolidating slowly, it has enormous potential.  The administration and on-field play has strengthened each 
year.  The club is financially solvent and competitive, and it has increased its membership and match attendance 
while improving its facilities.  Given only six months to form a club when 18 months was required by the West 
Australian Football Commission, Peel Thunder has made magnificent progress.  However, a loophole in the 
rules has been found.  We thought the Football Commission controlled the West Australian Football League, but 
it does not.  The fine print in the constitution indicates that the presidents of the eight clubs, now nine, playing in 
the competition control its destiny.  It appears that the 100-year-old traditional metropolitan clubs, some of 
which cannot see past their noses, do not want Peel Thunder in the WAFL.  They want to get rid of the bye.  
Some believe that the last club in should be the first club out.  That is rubbish and typical of people who want to 
hang on to something they believe is precious, without consideration for the direction that football should take.  
If the presidents want the number of clubs to be eight, perhaps, as many people believe, Claremont and Subiaco 
should be amalgamated.  Both those clubs are struggling financially and have declining memberships.  Their 
attendances at games are very low.  Eight hundred people attended the last Claremont-Subiaco match.  That is an 
indication of how exciting their fans think those games are.  In addition, their junior development areas are 
limited.  
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Some people believe that the country-orientated Rushton Park facilities are not up to scratch.  I remind the House 
that the traditional champion West Australian Football League club, and a pioneer for league football, is East 
Fremantle Football Club.  It has won more premierships than any other club in this State.  It is second in the 
nation and it has always set goals for the other clubs to follow.  Sixty years of East Fremantle’s 100-year 
existence was spent working with half an oval and half a pavilion.  It shared Fremantle Oval with South 
Fremantle Football Club.  For four years after the big decision was made to move East Fremantle Football Club 
three miles to the outer suburbs in Moss Street, its clubrooms were a transportable hall.  At half-time the coach 
would tell us to keep quiet while we listened to the other coach give his pep talk on the other side of the 
partition.  They were great facilities!  The other clubs’ facilities are outdated; yet criticism is aimed at Rushton 
Park.  People are trying to prevent a young club from developing.  In the good old days of the WAFL, the clubs 
catered for 6 000 to 8 000 spectators.  They have had their day.  Most clubs now average attendances of 2 000.  
The country style of spectators watching a game from the outer areas in a car while listening to the races and 
another football game is what those followers like to do!.   

Peel Thunder is producing players who would not have gone to Perth.  Darren Bolton, Daniel Haines, Dale 
Walkingshaw and Dean Buszan were all signed this year to the Fremantle Dockers and the West Coast Eagles.  
A 16-year-old Kwinana Aboriginal lad, who is playing for Peel Thunder, has played four games.  At his opening 
game he kicked four goals followed by three goals, then two goals at the next two matches.  He kicked the other 
two goals when Peel Thunder beat East Fremantle last weekend.  The Australian Football League talent scouts 
are after him, yet his two brothers, who showed similar talent, played only for Kwinana.  They did not play for 
the metropolitan clubs.  Where are they?  This young footballer will progress because of the opportunity he had 
to play for Peel Thunder in the Rockingham-Mandurah area.  The development of junior players is progressing 
well.  Its under 16s team defeated the Victorian touring team.  The under 15s won the state championship last 
year.  The under 14s were runners-up and the under 13s won six out of its eight games.  Peel Thunder has solid 
financial support, which it earns through sponsorship and fundraising.  It holds a large auction each year.  Its 
women’s committee is energetic in its efforts to continually work at raising money.  The 100 Club comprising 
100 businessmen, including the members for Rockingham and Mandurah, who pay $100 each to be members, 
contributed $50 000 to the Peel Football League over four years.  Money is not a problem.  Peel Thunder has no 
problem retaining volunteers.  Each week more than 200 volunteers support the club.  Their work involves bar 
committee work, room management, time keeping, training, coaching and work on the selection committee to 
name a few.  They are all committed to the club.  It would be catastrophic for football if Peel Thunder lost its 
licence.  It gives local primary school youngsters an opportunity to identify with their local heroes.  Before Peel 
Thunder existed, those children did not know anyone who played for clubs such as East Perth, West Perth or 
Subiaco.  They did not even know whether teams existed north of the river.  Now they have their own club and 
wear with pride the Peel Thunder beanies, hats and scarves.  They can see that it is possible to take steps towards 
playing league football.  

Rockingham and Mandurah, aided by the country recruiting zone, which reaches south towards Bunbury, are the 
envy of some of the metropolitan clubs because of the enormous potential talent among the youth there.  Football 
in those areas has flourished with the formation of Peel Thunder.  Youngsters see that playing league football for 
Peel Thunder is achievable, but previously they did not believe they had the opportunity to play league football 
for a metropolitan league club.  If the Government is fair dinkum - I wish the Minister for Sport and Recreation 
were here; I hope a member will pass on this message - about sports participation, it should investigate the Peel 
Thunder dilemma and ensure it stays in competition. 

In closing I remind the House that the Mandurah-Dawesville growth rate continues to present a need for extra 
facilities.  I hope this Government is prepared to match the Court Government’s eight-year commitment.  My 
community in the Dawesville electorate expects the Kwinana Freeway to be extended to Mandurah by 2007.  It 
expects the Perth-Mandurah railway link to be operating by 2005.  It expects more boat ramps to be established 
on the estuary and ocean sites.  It also expects funding to the tune of $2 million for extensions to the day care 
facility at the Peel Health Campus, promised in Labor’s pre-election propaganda, to be included in this coming 
budget.  It expects the police station in Falcon to commence operation.  I believe it will, because the then 
Assistant Commissioner of Police, the present Minister for Health, was in charge of the Delta program operating 
out of Mandurah.  He selected the site and guaranteed it would proceed.  I hope that the Minister for Health will 
put on his police hat and convince his cabinet colleagues to build a police station at Falcon because this is a very 
important matter.  The community expects the number of police in that area to be increased.  It is presently 20 
officers below complement.  I am sure that, as he knows the area so well, the minister will switch hats and 
arrange for the community to be assigned more police.  We want more marine officers, more fishing inspectors 
and more Department of Conservation and Land Management rangers.  We also want a water police unit, 
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although that is not urgent.  The area of Pleasant Grove should be supplied with natural gas, although that is not 
the Government’s responsibility.  However, Dawseville requires a sewerage system and the extension of the 
system in the Falcon-Dawesville area must be continued because it is a pristine corridor bordered by the Indian 
Ocean and the estuary.  The long-term use of septic tanks would be detrimental to the area.  

The community also needs a better and cheaper bus service to Perth and the suburbs.  We also want to fast 
forward the Peel deviation and we want assistance for Peel Thunder to remain in the WAFL competition.  I say, 
on behalf of the youngsters who are always at our office asking - the community manager of the Mandurah City 
Council, Ian Hill, is looking into this - that we desperately need a skate rink at Falcon.  The previous minister 
promised up to $20 000 for that project.  However, I hope that the Minister for Youth in the new Government 
will see merit in doing that.   

As I said at the beginning of this speech, growing regions demand attention and assistance.  I challenge the 
Government to meet the project requests of my electorate.   

Amendment to Motion 

Mr MARSHALL:  I move - 

That the following words be added to the motion -  

but regrets to inform Your Excellency that the State Government has failed to meet its 
commitment to reduce fuel prices for country motorists as a matter of priority and has been 
unable to introduce a workable new petrol pricing system 

MR BARRON-SULLIVAN (Mitchell - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.00 pm]:  I am pleased to speak to 
that amendment.  The question of fuel pricing, particularly country fuel pricing, is a saga that has taken up quite 
a lot of time in this Chamber over recent months.  This question contains two key problems: firstly, why do 
people in the country pay so much more for petrol, diesel and liquefied petroleum gas than their counterparts in 
the Perth metropolitan area; and, secondly, what can be done to assist the small businesses, those retailers and 
distributors who are engaged in competition with the major oil companies, to ensure a truly competitive 
environment in the oil industry? 

I commence by looking at today’s prices and focus on my own home town, because I know that other members 
will wish to talk about their own regions.  The average price for unleaded fuel in Bunbury today is 105.3c a litre.  
In the Premier’s own electorate of Victoria Park - 

Mr Graham interjected. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  That would be a luxury compared with Port Hedland, I would imagine.  What 
would the price be in Port Hedland today? 

Mr Graham:  It is 105c a litre in Port Hedland and 127c a litre in Marble Bar. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The same arguments apply.  In Victoria Park today, the Premier’s own electorate, 
the average price for unleaded fuel is 94.9c a litre.  That is 10.4c a litre less than motorists are paying in the 
Bunbury area today.  Consumers in the electorate of the Minister for Consumer Affairs pay 95.9c a litre.  That is 
still 9.4c a litre less than motorists are paying in the Bunbury region. 

I refer to the wholesale pricing mechanism for the retail pricing.  The consumer affairs web site shows that the 
maximum wholesale price in Kwinana is sitting around 87.5c a litre.  If we assume that is a fair wholesale price, 
and we allow a couple of cents freight, deduct a cent for the federal subsidy and allow a reasonable margin for 
traders in the Bunbury area, we derive a fair price in Bunbury of something in the order of 92c to 96c a litre, 
depending on the circumstances surrounding each site.  So at the top we would be looking at paying around 96c 
a litre, not 105c a litre. 

The interesting question is: has this gap closed since the election, and has the action taken by the Government to 
date had any impact on the gap between country and Perth fuel prices?  The answer is very simple: no.  On 10 
February the gap was 9.6c a litre; today the gap between the price in the Premier’s own electorate and that of 
retailers selling fuel in the City of Bunbury is 10.4c a litre - a slight increase, but generally speaking the gap has 
remained the same.  We were fortunate to obtain information since February from the department that tracks 
petrol prices, and I can tell members that the gap has remained wide all the way through. 

What has happened at the wholesale level?  The maximum wholesale price today is around 87.5c a litre.  
Independent service stations today are being forced to buy fuel at 92c a litre.  They cannot buy it at 87.5c a litre; 
they are paying 4.5c more.  When the oil companies decide to throw in their rebates for franchise agents or oil 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 23 May 2001] 

 p382b-415a 
Mr Arthur Marshall; Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan; Mr John Kobelke; Acting Speaker; Mr Larry Graham; Mr Jeremy 
Edwards; Mr Matt Birney; Mr Max Trenorden; Mr John Bradshaw; Mr Bernie Masters; Ms Margaret Quirk; Ms 

Katie Hodson-Thomas; Mr Bill McNee 

 [6] 

company sites, independents are unable to compete, and we have heard this numerous times since the select 
committee was established and the matter debated in this Chamber.  The end result is that motorists throughout 
the State, particularly in country Western Australia, are paying through the nose for fuel.  It is interesting, 
because the Premier has acknowledged this.  I quote from an article in The West Australian of 25 January, in 
which the Premier was reported as follows - 

“There is no rational reason why there should be such a gap,” Dr Gallop said.  “It is a major problem 
and regional motorists should be getting a fair go. 

I agree with the Premier 100 per cent.   

The Government has subsequently implemented the maximum wholesale pricing system.  The framework for 
that was obviously provided in the legislation passed through Parliament by the previous Government last 
November, but establishing the system, getting it up and running, and working out the nuts and bolts has been 
the prime responsibility of the current Government since it took office on 10 February.  Essentially, the 
maximum wholesale price system is supposed to work by providing a fair price at the wholesale level for the oil 
companies to charge people who on-sell fuel.  It is designed to give the oil companies a fair return on their 
investment at the refinery level and to take into account all the factors associated with wholesale pricing of fuel, 
ranging from import parity pricing through to freight prices, exchange rate fluctuations and so on. 

While this maximum wholesale price system has been put in place, a system of transparency has been developed.  
The Ministry of Fair Trading has done an excellent job of getting a web site up and running and providing 
information to consumers throughout the State.  The irony is that in doing this, it has been promoting the cheaper 
sites, many of which have been operated or subsidised by oil companies.  I suppose that by advertising those 
sites and the fact that they are the cheapest, the ministry has not been doing the independents any favours, 
because the cheaper sites have been drawing customers away from the independents.  It is no fault of the 
independents that they are unable to compete at the retail level, for the simple reason that they cannot buy at a 
fair, low wholesale price.  The web site has been an enormous hit within the community.  I believe more than 
four million people have accessed the site and that it receives approximately 30 000 hits a day.  Briefly, that is 
the background.  Legislation is in place, transparency has been put in place, but the maximum wholesale price is 
something that has been developed in some detail since 10 February. 

On 6 April, taking effect on 12 April, the Government introduced an official order that put in place the 
mechanics of the new maximum wholesale price system.  We are now several weeks on and there is only one 
way to describe the circumstances surrounding the fuel market in this State: it is an absolute, complete mess.  
The Government has failed utterly in introducing the new maximum wholesale price system and it has not given 
the Ministry of Fair Trading the support and the backing it needs to make that wholesale price system work.  I 
will list a few of the failings.   

First, as I mentioned earlier, the maximum wholesale price is not working, because although it may be listed at 
87.5c a litre today, a person cannot drive a truck to the refinery - in accordance with the legislation - and buy fuel 
at that price.  One independent chain is paying considerably more than that - 92c a litre - to buy fuel, and that 
reduces competition in the marketplace and erodes the competitive standing of independents at a retail level.   

The second problem is that companies are not posting a maximum wholesale price.  The mechanism provides for 
a formula for this wholesale price, but it is up to the oil companies to work that out and send the information 
daily to the ministry so that it can be posted on the web site.  Some oil companies, for whatever reason, are not 
complying with that, and if one looks at today’s web site one will see a number of blanks. 

Mr Hyde interjected. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The member will like this one.  The Minister for Consumer Affairs himself, the 
most senior executive in this area at the government level, has been reported on the front page of The West 
Australian as saying that oil companies are profiteering from this situation.  I would hardly say that that is 
indicative of a system that is working smoothly.   

Another problem is that companies simply will not supply at the maximum wholesale price.  Even if they 
reluctantly accept that the wholesale price system is in place, it does not mean that they will supply independents 
at that price.  The Opposition has previously drawn attention to technical loopholes in the minister’s order, which 
came into effect on 12 April, and the fact that those loopholes did not reflect so much the intention of the 
legislation as the technical quality of the provisions introduced by the minister on 12 April.  It was a sad 
reflection on the mechanism the minister put in place.  The oil companies are disputing the way the formula is 
determined.  When I last spoke to them, they indicated that the retail price should have been 5c or 6c a litre 
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higher on that day.  I am not saying the oil companies are right, but until matters like that are resolved, the 
maximum wholesale price system will simply never work.  

The final problem I raise is in relation to price capping.  The Government has said that it will make price capping 
a high priority in regional centres.  In a media statement on 24 February, the Premier said that price capping 
would be “given top priority”.  The Minister for Consumer Affairs is on the public record as saying that he had 
set a target of 30 April for the introduction of price capping in regional centres, but that situation has not come 
about, because price capping cannot be introduced until the maximum wholesale price system is working.  If 
price capping were introduced today, a lot of the small independent companies could be put out of business.  
That would play into the hand of the oil companies, which would be able to provide fuel at book price to their 
own sites cheaper than they are selling it to the independent companies.  It is not uncommon in my home town 
for distributors, or bulk purchasers of fuel, to pay more than $1 a litre for fuel.  A couple of oil company sites in 
that area are selling fuel at 2c a litre more than the retail level.  By the time retailers’ margins are allowed for, 
someone is getting a raw deal.  If price capping is brought in before the maximum wholesale price system is 
working correctly, the prices differential may be reduced, but a lot of the independents and small business people 
who have stood by country areas for so long will be put out of business in favour of the oil company sites.   

Overall, the only conclusion is that the way this system has been put in place has been a dismal failure.  We will 
hear shortly from the minister an admission of defeat, since he is planning to change his official order.  The order 
was put into place on 12 April, and already the minister agrees that it is deficient in a number of respects.  In 
other words, he got it wrong, and now the Government needs to start tightening up and making changes.  We 
have not heard too much from the minister on this subject yet, and I worry about whether he has the resolve to 
take the stand that is needed on fuel pricing to bring down the difference in fuel prices between the country and 
the metropolitan area, and enable independents to compete on a fair and equal basis.  Making changes to some of 
the loopholes in the official order of 12 April is certainly a step in the right direction, and an admission that the 
Government has got the system wrong and did not get off on the right foot. However, much tougher action than 
that is needed if the system is to operate properly.  The Government has said a number of times that it is prepared 
to take tough action.  I have a press release from the Premier of 31 March, in which he says - 

While we would expect the oil companies to comply with the new regime, we will not hesitate to take 
tough action against those who seek to operate outside the rules.  

The Premier would know, if his minister has advised him, that, since 12 April when the order was made and the 
system put in place, the independent oil companies have not been able to buy fuel at that maximum wholesale 
price.  Several weeks later, I am still waiting to see what “tough action” the Government will take.  I am sure the 
minister will say he will tighten up the official order.  But a truck could be driven through the loopholes in the 
official order.  The order can be tightened up, but if the oil companies refuse to sell at the maximum wholesale 
price, then clearly something else needs to be done.  At the moment the oil companies will not provide fuel at 
that price.  After all the hype about fuel pricing and the Government setting it as a top priority, promising to get 
straight onto it and drop country prices and so on, more than 100 days into its term of office the Government has 
taken no action in country areas that remotely resembles its promise.  Understandably, there is a considerable 
amount of hostility in the community towards the Government.  It can even be seen in the media at the moment.  
There was a glorious cartoon a few days ago referring to the Cabinet as - 

Mr Sweetman:  Rebels without a cause.  

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Absolutely - rebels without a cause, Coffin Cheaters.  There was another cartoon, in 
which the Premier has caught the car but does not know what to do with it.  This is happening here.  The 
Government has made this commitment, and has a very firm mandate to reduce country fuel prices.  The 
Opposition wants to see some action.  It has been several weeks since the minister brought in his official order, 
and it has been more than 100 days since the Government was elected.  It is no surprise that there is so much 
community hostility.  A letter sent to the Premier says that three months ago, his party was elected to govern 
with a mandate to serve the people of this State in a fair and equitable manner.  One of the Government’s 
policies was that it would deal with the issue concerning retail fuel prices, and the constant discrepancy between 
city and regional centres.  

Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Andrews), I request a 10-minute extension.  Thank you, Sir.  The letter goes on to state 
that since the election, the writer had also sent e-mails to both the Premier and the Minister for Consumer Affairs 
expressing concerns on the matter.  It is interesting.  The letter continues - 

Points of Order 
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Mr KOBELKE:  Mr Acting Speaker, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition sought an extension of time, which 
would be quite right and proper on an actual motion, but on an amendment such an extension cannot be sought.  
I seek your guidance.  

THE ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Andrews):  I am sorry, but no extension is available to the Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition.  

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  In which case, Mr Acting Speaker, under Standing Order No 102 I seek an 
extension of time by motion.  

Mr KOBELKE:  I wish to speak to that motion.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition will need to submit the motion in writing.  

Mr KOBELKE:  I would like to speak to the motion while you are waiting for it to come forward.  The 
Government would be happy to agree to an extension if it were not part of a filibuster, as happened last night, 
simply for the purpose of delaying proceedings.  Can the Deputy Leader of the Opposition indicate, by way of 
interjection, how many opposition members intend to speak on this amendment? 

Mr Barron-Sullivan:  The Opposition has three speakers, and they will be very brief.  

Mr KOBELKE:  In that case the Government has no trouble agreeing to the grant of an extension to the Deputy 
Leader of the Opposition.  

Mr Graham:  I wish to speak on this matter, and I would like to be granted a similar time.  

Mr KOBELKE:  If the member for Pilbara has a written motion, it can be moved at the same time; that is, when 
he reaches that stage of his speech.  I assume the member for Pilbara does not have a huge number of other 
members of his party who will take up the time of the House!  

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Leader of the House, I am advised that your response to this motion cannot be 
allowed to continue.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I move - 

That I be granted an extension of time of 10 minutes.  

Question put and passed. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I thank the minister for his cooperation, it is much appreciated.  After the minister 
has been so gracious, I almost hate to finish by continuing referring this letter, further states that neither the 
Premier nor the Minister for Consumer Affairs had the courtesy to reply to the e-mails.  The writer goes on to 
say that he finds the situation in which the Government is unable or unwilling to fulfil its pledge to rectify the 
issue as wrong in principle as the problem of fuel pricing itself.  Thousands of people in his district have no 
choice but to use a vehicle, and many travel up to 70 kilometres or 80 kilometres on a daily basis just to go to 
work.  He asks the Government, if it has no intention of rectifying the commercial thuggery in the fuel industry, 
to at least have the decency to explain to the general public why.  That feeling is coming through in waves.  
People are looking to the Government to act.  The Minister for Consumer Affairs could say, as in the debate last 
night, that we are trying to score a few points by saying that the Government has not fulfilled a promise and is 
not living up to an expectation.  However, we are trying to do this in a positive way, to jolt the Government to 
take the necessary action to make the maximum wholesale price system operate.  The minister is considering a 
range of options, including tightening the official order.  I point him to the fact that the legislation passed last 
year to amend the Petroleum Products Pricing Act gave the Commissioner for Fair Trading the most extensive 
powers in Australia to investigate petroleum pricing matters.  I draw the minister’s attention to section 23 in part 
IV of the legislation, which details the commissioner’s very extensive powers.  Essentially, he can demand any 
information he wants.  He can seek information either verbally or in writing.  He can, and I quote - 

. . . enter at all reasonable times and search any premises and inspect any documents that he finds 
therein and take samples of any stocks of petroleum products and inspect any petroleum service carried 
on therein; 

With the authority of Petroleum Products Pricing Act, the commissioner can seek a range of information.  I ask 
the minister to request his ministry to launch a proper investigation of the situation at the terminal gate, because 
people arriving at the terminal gate are told they cannot buy fuel at the maximum wholesale price.  They have 
been given a range of reasons for that.  Quite frankly, they are furphies.  Some have been told they cannot buy 
fuel because they do not have the necessary credit rating.  If someone goes to the terminal, effectively with a 
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suitcase of cash - it is not quite that simple - he still cannot get his tanker filled at the maximum wholesale price.  
One of the reasons given is that the oil companies are committed long term to the people with whom they have 
contractual obligations, such as their franchisees and normal retailers, and that they also must service their own 
oil company sites.  Some companies are saying that they would supply the retailer, but that they cannot do so 
because they do not have a contract to purchase that amount from the refinery.  I am not saying whether the oil 
companies are right or wrong.  Needless to say, I am more than sceptical about the matter.  This must be settled 
once and for all.  The only way to do that is to send in a team of auditors under the powers of the Act.  The 
minister should get some people with good technical expertise to look at the books and the supply situation at the 
refinery and downstream from the refinery to the depots to investigate if the oil companies are right.  If they are 
right, we will have to rethink how the maximum wholesale price system operates.  If they are not right, it is up to 
the minister to bring into this Parliament the measures necessary to make the system work and compel the oil 
companies to sell at the maximum wholesale price in accordance with the legislation that was passed last 
November to promote strong competition.  From all accounts, the people in the ministry seem to be doing a good 
job in this area.  The FuelWatch area has had a substantial increase in staff, with more than 10 people employed.  
The FuelWatch service is costing taxpayers a lot of money.  We have not yet seen the benefits of it in the 
country, and the independent retailers argue that they have seen no benefits when they buy fuel at the bowser.  
The minister must make the system work.  

MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [3.24 pm]:  It is my intention to vote against the amendment.  I suppose that will put 
me in a politically sensitive, although not irredeemable, position.  If the motion had read “but regrets to inform 
Your Excellency that successive Governments have failed to meet their commitments to reduce fuel prices for 
country motorists . . . ”, I would have supported it wholeheartedly.  It is no secret that in March 2000, I gave 
notice for an inquiry into the price of fuel in country Western Australia.  The reason I gave was that the country 
had extraordinarily high fuel prices and did not enjoy the fluctuation and discounting of fuel prices experienced 
by the city.  Happily, both major political parties supported that inquiry and a select committee was established.  
For the members who were not here, I reiterate the circumstances in which country motorists found themselves, 
placing particular emphasis on the area I represent.  I made the point that the difference in the price of unleaded 
petrol between Perth and Port Hedland was 13c a litre, and that Coober Pedy in central Australia had cheaper 
fuel than Port Hedland, which has a bulk terminal on the coast of Western Australia.  I made the point that 
Longreach in Queensland, the home of the outback in Australia, had cheaper fuel than Port Hedland, which is on 
the coast with a bulk terminal serviced out of Perth, and that Katherine in the Northern Territory had cheaper 
fuel than Port Hedland.  I made the further point that Perth had the most expensive fuel of all the mainland 
capitals in Australia, except for Darwin.  I am pleased that the Government of the day and my old party, the 
Labor Party, supported the inquiry.  The select committee reported on 12 October 2000, after all committee 
members had worked long and hard.  

I pick up on one point made by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.  He said - and I interjected on him - that an 
immediate price cap in country Western Australia will not work.  He is well aware of the long discussions, 
debates and deliberations of the committee in arriving at this point.  I agree with him to the extent that I would 
not support retail capping in isolation in Western Australia.  We argued that in the committee.  However, one of 
the major findings of this select committee report was that the market in country Australia has collapsed totally.  
There are no competitive forces that can be relied on in country Western Australia to lower the price.  Taking 
that into account, the select committee recommended to the then Minister for Fair Trading that he use his 
existing powers under the legislation to form the pricing committee and immediately cap retail prices in remote 
and regional Western Australia.  To his credit, the outgoing minister immediately convened that committee, as 
he was entitled to under the Act.  That committee did not commit itself to cap retail prices.  Why?  It had nothing 
whatsoever to do with maximum wholesale prices and whether that would work.  It was a result of the 
manipulations inside the Liberal Party and the clear division about whether Governments should interfere in 
markets.  I was critical then of that Government and I have since been critical of this Government, because both 
ignore or will not accept the fundamental point that there are no market forces in country Australia that can be 
relied on to bring down the price of fuel.  We have debated this issue at length, but it does not matter how we 
talk about it or set it up, there are no competitive forces that can relied upon.  I accept the nature of politics, but I 
suspect a modicum of humbug in the Deputy Leader of the Opposition’s speech about the Labor Party not acting 
on this issue, given that he said nothing when the Liberal Party did not act on it.  Both parties have failed to 
introduce retail price capping.   

I now go through the select committee’s report.  Members have a tendency in this place to support their own 
work, and I am no different.  I will do that for two reasons: first, I think the select committee did a good job 
when faced with a very difficult and complex problem.  The select committee included members of the Liberal 
Party, the National Party and Independents.  Those members were faced with an unusual degree of difficulty.  
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The situation was compounded by the timing and the lead-up to an election in which rural votes were said to be 
crucial.  The fact that the committee produced 20 unanimous recommendations is an extraordinary feat.   

The committee’s first recommendation is that the State Government should request the Commonwealth 
Government conduct a review of the nation’s world parity pricing and supply arrangements regarding petroleum 
products.  If that has happened, it has happened in a vacuum.  I have not heard about it, and I am sure I would 
have had it happened.  The second recommendation is that legislation be developed and implemented to require 
retail sites to advertise and charge only one price for each fuel product daily.  That legislation has been enacted 
and has been found wanting.   

The next group of recommendations refers to multifranchising arrangements operated by BP Australia Ltd.  The 
report is clear in stating that those arrangements circumvent the intention of the Commonwealth’s legislation 
relating to sites.  To date, no action has been taken on that recommendation by either the State Government or 
the Commonwealth Government.  The fourth recommendation requires the State Government to ask the 
Commonwealth Government to forgo the February consumer price index increase.  Some rhetoric surrounded 
that issue, but the State Government did not pursue that recommendation.  Not as a consequence of this 
committee report but in response to pressure applied across Australia, the CPI has been ditched as a method of 
increasing the excise.   

Mr Trenorden:  That is very good news.  

Mr GRAHAM:  Yes, it is fantastic news.  Over about 11 years, the excise has increased from 6c a litre to 43c a 
litre.  While this is an interesting argument, it still does not address the reason fuel costs are so high in Australia.  
The fuel companies’ claim that we have the cheapest fuel in the world is humbug; it is not true.   

The next series of recommendations refers to converting vehicles, including those in the government fleet, to use 
liquefied petroleum gas.  That recommendation has been implemented in part.  Members of the Labor Party will 
say that they initiated that action and members of the Liberal Party will say that they implemented it.  At the end 
of the day, the recommendation has been implemented.   

The sixth recommendation refers to a subsidy scheme for bottled gas for seniors.  That is yet to happen.  I live in 
hope that the budget will include such a scheme.  The seventh recommendation relates to the establishment of a 
true terminal gate price system.  That is the key recommendation in the report.  The committee determined that if 
the Government could establish true terminal gate pricing - which means that anyone can buy fuel at the terminal 
gate price - it would provide for regulated competition.  The aim of that change is to introduce competition at the 
wholesale level.  The committee argues that such competition does not currently exist.  The Australian 
Competition and Consumer Commission has stated that the competition that exists is between the four major oil 
companies.  The committee did not accept that, and I certainly do not.  Four major players manipulate the 
market, but there is no genuine competition between those four players.  

Unfortunately, the legislation the Liberal Government introduced towards the end of last year that was designed 
to achieve that goal was not successful.  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has provided some but not all of 
the reasons for that failure.  I will deal with some of the other reasons later.  It is not fair to say that that 
recommendation has been implemented.  The coalition Government intended to do so, but it did not.   

Further recommendations refer to price monitoring for LPG and so on.  Those issues were addressed in the 2000 
legislation and the recommendations have been implemented.  The contentious 50-50 legislation is on the Notice 
Paper but is yet to be debated and implemented.  The report also includes a minor recommendation about 
covenants on the sale of service stations that also has not been acted upon.  Another recommendation relates to 
credit cards, but, again, that has not been acted upon.   

The twelfth recommendation refers to the immediate establishment of a prices advisory committee and 
procedures for price control for petrol and diesel in country Western Australia.  Again, that recommendation has 
not been acted upon.  We spoke about forming cabinet subcommittees - I remember those discussions with 
interest.  That has not happened.  We spoke about liquefied natural gas and compressed natural gas, including the 
hypothesis that the money for the gas that has already been paid for by Woodside Pty Ltd and the North West 
Shelf be used for domestic consumption and not be subject to world parity pricing.  That has not happened.  The 
Government has not acted on it and I doubt that it will.   

A recommendation was made that we evaluate divorcement and antitrust legislation relevant to the petroleum 
industry.  That has yet to happen.  The committee discussed forming another peak body to consider cooperatives.  
That has not happened either.  Some minor recommendations were made that also have not been implemented.  
Of the 20 recommendations made by the select committee, only two have been implemented fully.  One of those 
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has failed, for whatever reason.  Three or four of the recommendations have been implemented in part, but the 
bulk of them were ignored by the previous Government and the incoming Government.  “Ignored” might be too 
strong a word  - perhaps “shelved” or “put on the backburner” or “reprioritised” is a better description.   

Not even the most optimistic reading of the recommendations of the select committee could believe they have 
been implemented in their entirety.  What right do I have, as a member of the select committee, to ask why it has 
not been implemented in its entirety?  The nature of the industry is multinational.  It is vertically integrated from 
the wellhead to the bowser.  To be engaged in the industry, one must be on one’s toes and be occupied in it full 
time.  Will the Government regulate the industry or not?  It cannot argue for partial regulation.  The select 
committee was in favour of regulation.  I suspect that the Government is having difficulty with the concept of 
regulation.  The oil industry plays hard-ball worldwide, and it is no different in Western Australia.  It is a 
mistake to talk about the oil industry in Western Australia - there is no such beast.  There is a world oil industry 
and we are a bit player in it.  Small regional Governments are put in a position by the oil companies in which 
they must toe the line. 

An example of that was given when the select committee’s report was released.  Various spokespeople from BP 
said it would close its refinery.  I distinctly remember Premier Court reading a letter in Parliament that stated that 
BP was not able to put its case before the select committee and that BP would close the refinery.  As a result, 
Western Australia would lose 500 jobs.  The members who were present at the time will remember that, as the 
Premier spoke, I produced a transcript from the select committee that showed clearly that representatives from 
BP were on record answering the questions they had claimed they were not able to answer at the committee.   

There is no reason for the Kwinana refinery to close.  If it is a case of country motorists having to be ripped off 
with high petrol prices in order to keep the refinery open, close it and bring in the fuel from Thailand and 
Singapore.  We would not lose 500 jobs, as was claimed by BP - absolutely not.  On 12 July 2000, BP issued a 
media release concerning radical changes to its operations in which it would reduce its workforce from 500 to 
200.  It was not open to BP to state that it would lose 500 jobs if it closed.  It was a pull on of the previous 
Government which, unfortunately, folded. 

When I spoke about this subject a year or so ago, I outlined the problems and the difficulties of this industry and 
the problems that confronted country people.  Country motorists still pay more for their fuel than is reasonable, 
by any measure.  When taking into account also that we have no public transport or freeways, and none of the 
facilities that city people take for granted, we use our cars more.  More importantly, we depend on them more for 
our daily lives than do our city counterparts.  A resident of Marble Bar who must visit a hospital does not have 
the option of catching a train.  Nor does the resident have the choice of two or three hospitals in the area.  He 
will have to drive 200 or 300 kilometres in a car for which he is required to pay the cost of fuel.  People who 
take their children to school and sporting events are required to travel by car because there is no public transport.   

The impact of high fuel prices is infinitely greater on people in the bush.  As the Deputy Leader of the Liberal 
Party pointed out, the legislation that was passed last year gave the Prices Commissioner powers of intervention 
between the major oil companies.  It is a source of consternation and bewilderment that the Prices Commissioner 
still has to do it.  The Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party said that the number of staff in the Ministry of Fair 
Trading had been increased, but those increases have occurred in the area of prices monitoring, not enforcement.  
The number of staff has not increased to make the maximum wholesale price system work or to investigate 
breaches of the legislation.   

I know that because I brought before this Parliament four breaches of the legislation.  I know from subsequent 
conversations I had with the minister after he was made aware of those breaches that the Act provides for two 
sets of powers.  The first power is investigative and court related.  The other gives the Prices Commissioner, 
through his officials, the power to enter and seize documents, to seek information and to issue orders for 
compensation, and to take those orders to the court to be enforced.  It is bewildering that the Prices 
Commissioner has not used the powers given to him by Parliament.   

Before that legislation was passed, a contentious debate on the powers of the Prices Commissioner and how he 
could enforce them occurred.  The debate was about whether it was best to have a system that was legalistic or 
one that forced fuel companies to sell to all comers.  That legislation is in place, but it is not being used.  In my 
view, it is not open to the Government to say that it does not have the evidence.  The evidence is there for the 
Government to collect.  Independent retailers are reluctant to provide evidence because they do not trust 
government.  The past two years has taught them to not rely on the Government to enact the legislation.  The 
livelihood of independent retailers is dependent upon being able to secure a supply of motor spirit.  The retail 
competitive advantage of the majors depends on denying those independents access to that substance.  That is 
the conundrum of supply in this industry.   
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In conclusion, I outlined the situation that was in place in Australia in March 2000.  I painted a picture of high 
country fuel prices.  I have been most vocal and critical of the incoming Government for its lack of action on this 
issue in rural Western Australia.  It is not open to the Government to argue that it cannot set a retail cap until the 
wholesale price has been fixed; that is a recipe for not doing anything.  That is the Government’s reason for not 
doing anything.  It says that it cannot do one thing until it has done other things.  I reject the line put by the 
Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party that if retail caps are introduced in retail areas, independent retailers will be 
sent broke automatically.  The Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party put that view to the select committee over a 
year ago, and it was rejected.  It is not open to him to pursue that argument.   

Over a year ago, fuel was less expensive in Coober Pedy in South Australia than it was in Port Hedland.  Today, 
nothing has changed.  Coober Pedy still has cheaper fuel than Port Hedland.  Members will recall that I said that 
Longreach in Queensland had cheaper fuel, albeit with a subsidy.  The Queensland Government does not collect 
fuel taxes, but the margin is still the same.   

Katherine still has cheaper fuel than Port Hedland.  I defy anyone to explain how a town in the middle of the 
Northern Territory to which fuel is trucked can regularly sell fuel at a cheaper price than a town of a comparable 
size that is located on the coast with bulk terminal facilities.  Other political leaders have asked for an 
explanation of this situation.  There is no logic to it.  The gap in prices between Port Hedland and Perth in March 
2000 was 13c a litre on unleaded petrol.  

The margin between Port Hedland and Perth is now 15.2c a litre.  In the time that we had a parliamentary select 
committee, and two Governments have been prepared to act, the average price of fuel in my home town has 
increased by 2.2c a litre more than everywhere else.  I could get a bit paranoid about that, but I will not.  
However, it has gone up.  The irony of all this is that when we moved to establish the select committee, I said 
that if it did not bring down country fuel prices, it would have failed.  I have been critical since by saying that it 
has brought down city fuel prices.  This is where I will finish, because the effect of both Governments’ actions 
has been to drive discounting out of the market in Perth, contrary to what the fuel companies have said.  They 
have done away with the hourly discounting, or strategic fuel pricing as the majors call it.  Perth had the most 
expensive fuel in mainland Western Australia, except for Darwin, where it is still the most expensive - at least it 
has been consistent - and is now second only to Brisbane in the cheapness of its fuel.  When the excise 
Queensland pays to motorists is taken into account, the prices in Western Australia are cheaper than those in 
Queensland.  Country motorists have every right to be absolutely ropeable about what this Parliament has done 
to the price of their fuel.  They have every right to be angry and to sustain their anger about rising fuel prices in 
country Western Australia.  No action has been taken by either Government to bring down the price of fuel in 
country Western Australia.   

MR EDWARDS (Greenough) [3.52 pm]:  I am very pleased to follow the member for Pilbara, because I will 
take much the same line that he finished on.  I will make some comparisons of fuel prices.  I understand that the 
average price of fuel in the city is about 95c a litre.  I bought fuel for about 95c a litre last night.  In my part of 
the world in the mid west, people are paying $1.10 in Geraldton, $1.09 in Morawa, $1.12 in Mullewa and a 
whopping $1.15 in Kalbarri, so those figures equate with those the member for Pilbara was talking about.  That 
represents differences of 14c, 15c and 17c in the price of fuel in those areas from that in the city.  Country 
Western Australia is again being hung out to dry on this issue and I ask why there is such a difference.  My 
electors in those country towns, who are not all farmers - people seem to think that everybody who lives in the 
country is a farmer, but they are not; they are nurses, teachers, doctors, artisans, tradesmen and so on - suffer that 
high cost every time they drive a vehicle or travel.  Very often, people in those small country towns travel more 
than 50 kilometres and sometimes up to 100 kilometres each way, whether that be for shopping, taking their kids 
to school, visiting the doctor or hospital or any other reason that is necessary for their way of life.  The impact of 
the continued exaggerated price of fuel in country areas is reflected in higher prices for freight charges and 
related services and, consequently, that flows through to consumers and everything they buy.   

It is imperative that the wholesale price of fuel be made more fair and equitable.  We are all aware that the 
multinational fuel companies have controlled prices for far too long.  The present Government’s commitment to 
bring down fuel prices and to change the law, which was made by the previous coalition Government, is 
laudable.  However, that maximum wholesale price control, which is supposedly in place right now, to my mind 
is a farce and the major oil companies are thumbing their noses at the Government and the new law.  They are 
continuing to discriminate between city and country service stations.  It is time the minister stood up to them and 
enforced the Government’s will.  

MR BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie) [3.55 pm]:  I support this amendment.  Fuel prices have been an issue of concern for 
some time, particularly in my electorate of Kalgoorlie.  Yesterday, the price of fuel in Kalgoorlie reached $1.14 
per litre.  The price of fuel in Kalgoorlie on 12 April, the day the wholesale price cap came into effect, was 
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$1.04.  It seems strange to me that the Government has implemented what is essentially a very good piece of 
legislation; yet, the price of fuel in Kalgoorlie has increased by 10c a litre at a retail level.   

I also pick up on the comments made by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition who said that the price of fuel in 
the Premier’s electorate of Victoria Park is only about 94c a litre.  I think everyone would agree that there is a 
considerable difference in the price of fuel in the Premier’s electorate and the price of fuel in Kalgoorlie.  Fuel 
prices have been an issue of some concern; indeed, it has been a political football over the past 12 months, or 
perhaps even the past 24 months, with people from all political persuasions attempting to make some mileage 
out of it.  It seems that the Government of the day tends to cop it in the neck when it comes to fuel prices, and 
sometimes it may deserve it.  However, the Government of today has been given an opportunity to implement 
this legislation in a fashion that will reduce the price of fuel at a retail level, certainly in country areas.  The 
Labor Party campaigned vigorously in my electorate on the issue of fuel prices.  A brochure put out by the Labor 
Party during the campaign is entitled, “Working for the Goldfields”.  The brochure says quite clearly that the 
Labor Party will fight the rise of petrol, diesel, liquefied petroleum gas and the like in the electorate of 
Kalgoorlie.  I am very sorry to be standing here today advising the House that that has not been the case.  Since 
the wholesale price cap was introduced on 12 April, the price of fuel has increased by 10c a litre at a retail level.  
The Government has failed miserably in the introduction of the wholesale price cap.  This is a good piece of 
legislation and one that is necessary.  It has a lot of potential.  However, it needs a Government with the will and 
the backbone to implement it for the betterment of general consumers at a retail level.   

We must ask why fuel has gone in the opposite direction now that this legislation is in place.  Perhaps the 
brochure put out by the Western Australian service station cooperative - in recent times it has been distributing 
that brochure at all of its service station sites around the State - will give us some indication of why the capping 
of the wholesale price of fuel has not brought down the retail price of fuel.  One line from the brochure says that 
the Minister for Consumer Affairs is too afraid to enforce his new law and stand up to the major oil companies.  
This independent fuel distributor, or fuel retailer, is sending us a very clear message.  It is saying that the 
Minister for Consumer Affairs and the Labor Government do not have the backbone to stand up to the major oil 
companies and say that this legislation is there for the good of all and that the intention of the legislation is to 
have a flow-on effect to retail price.  That of course has not happened.   

The multinationals have controlled the price of fuel in Western Australia for far too long.  As a result, they have 
managed to drive out the majority of the private operators in the service station industry.  Therefore, the time has 
come to act.  People have talked a lot about this issue and successive Governments have attempted to address it.  
I am sure that the present Labor Government is genuine in its attempts to reduce the retail price but I question its 
resolve to do it.   

On 2 April, my local newspaper, the Kalgoorlie Miner, reported that Geoff Gallop said that his Government will 
be watching oil companies very closely to ensure that the new price cap is adhered to.  One does not need a 
microscope to work out that, in fact, the price cap has not been adhered to.  We have seen a blow-out in the retail 
price.  Clearly, the major oil companies are not interested in this legislation; clearly, they are looking for 
loopholes in the legislation; and clearly, they have found a loophole in the legislation.   

I am told that 98 per cent of fuel distributors in this State have existing contracts to buy fuel at the terminal gates.  
As speakers before me have already noted, people who are interested in buying fuel at the spot price are having a 
great deal of difficulty buying fuel at the advertised price.  Some 17 terminal gates in Western Australia have 
been recognised at the moment.  One has only to go to the FuelWatch web site to realise exactly the extent of 
this problem, because that web site lists 17 terminal gates for wholesalers, only four of which have posted the 
wholesale price.  My information is that even though they have posted a price, if people show up to the terminal 
gate with a tanker and a fistful of fifties, they still cannot get any fuel at that price.   

The Government appears to be supporting big business.  It appears to be very reluctant to act, to address the 
problem and to go to those major oil companies and say that the time has come for them to respect the 
legislation.  Labor Governments in the past have fallen into bed with big business.  I cannot help but wonder if 
this might be a bit of repetition. 

The Government has two choices: it can either enforce the legislation as it stands, which would appear to be the 
preferable option; or it can increase the wholesale price of fuel.  If the wholesale price of fuel is increased, the 
chance of getting a reduction in the retail price of fuel just about disappears.  We need to enable some of the 
independent fuel retailers, such as Peak Petroleum and Wesco Fuel, to buy tanker loads of fuel at the advertised 
wholesale price.  I am quite confident that the wholesale price set by the Ministry of Fair Trading has been set 
according to the correct formula.  We need to enable the independents to buy the fuel at that price, and then I 
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believe we will see a sudden downward spiral in the price of fuel, particularly that of some of the major oil 
companies.  

The benefits of wholesale price capping have not been communicated to the people in my electorate.  I have 
spoken to a number of service station operators in Kalgoorlie, a couple of whom have been quoted in the local 
newspaper.  They are completely bewildered by this legislation.  Nobody has contacted them to tell them what it 
means to them.  As far as they are concerned, it is business as usual.  Not one of them intends to bring down the 
retail price of fuel as a result of the wholesale price capping.  Very few are aware of exactly what this legislation 
is about.  The onus falls upon the Government to embark on some form of education and to talk to some of the 
service station owners to inform them. 

The price advertised on the FuelWatch web site is currently about 88c a litre.  It is generally accepted that it 
costs about 2c a litre to transport fuel from Perth to my electorate of Kalgoorlie.  I am told that 2c is a fairly 
reasonable impost for other country areas as well.  If one adds the 2c a litre transport cost to the 88c a litre and 
says that perhaps a 5c per litre profit is reasonable, the retail price of fuel in Kalgoorlie at this time should be 95c 
a litre.  It is terribly unfortunate that the retail price of fuel yesterday was $1.14 a litre.   

I have a document that the Labor Party handed out in my electorate of Kalgoorlie during the election campaign.  
The Labor Party said very clearly that it would address the price of fuel.  Its members appeared on the television 
and on radio, were quoted in the newspaper and stuffed these documents into letterboxes.  The Labor Party said 
that the price of fuel would come down under a Labor Government.  The price of fuel has increased 10c a litre 
under the Labor Government.  I call on the Labor Party to honour its commitment to my electorate and to 
country Western Australia on fuel prices.   

MR TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [4.08 pm]:  Unlike other speakers who were on the 
committee, I do not want to extend the time of the House; however, I do want to make a few points.  There is 
absolutely no question that the expectations of people in rural Western Australia on fuel prices went through the 
roof prior to the state election.  That expectation is still to be met.  The minister knows that and I am sure he does 
not need to be told.  Pensioners and everybody are expecting action to be taken on this matter because of the pre-
election rhetoric, much of which has been repeated today.   

The person who brings me down to earth on this issue on a regular basis when she rings me every two or three 
weeks is a nurse who is working in a nursing home in the Northam residency.  I suppose her journey to work 
would be about 60 kilometres.  She regularly tells me what that is doing to her wage and the effect that has on 
her family.  She expects me, and therefore the minister, to do something about it.   

The Government’s hundred days have passed.  A few days ago when the minister brought the 50-50 Bill into the 
House, he said that a downward pressure has been exerted on retail petroleum product prices in Western 
Australia.  On 13 April of this year the difference in fuel prices at a service station in Dianella compared with 
one in Narrogin was 13.6c.  The difference in prices at service stations in Dianella and Geraldton was 4.1c.  The 
difference in the price of premium fuel at a service station in Dianella and one in Collie was 7.4c.  

Mr Kobelke:  Will you comment on the Northam price and why it is particularly low? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I will get there in a moment.  The difference in the price of replacement fuel in Dianella and 
Waterloo was 6.2c.  It is interesting that that is not as great as others.  The price of diesel is also causing a lot of 
pain.  The real areas of pain are the prices of unleaded petrol, autogas and diesel.  The expectation out there is as 
strong as it has ever been.  The minister has the opportunity now of matching with action his rhetoric prior to the 
election, and people are expecting him to do so.   

I want to refer the House to a letter I have received from the Australian Institute of Petroleum.  I am sure the 
minister has received something similar.  The letter refers to three issues to do with the 50-50 legislation.  It 
states that there can be no guarantee of the quality of fuels if the Government allows the 50-50 legislation to go 
ahead.  Someone will drive to a Shell bowser and put petrol into the tank of their vehicle and someone else will 
drive to a BP bowser and do likewise; what nonsense, it is all BP fuel anyhow.  We all know where the fuel 
comes from, and it is a joke for people to write this nonsense.  Also, I have heard through the grapevine that the 
minister’s officers are considering a two-tank approach. 

Mr Kobelke:  No, the legislation is already there from the 1980s and it is quite strict about not mixing fuels.  
That issue will be taken care of in the existing legislation. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Does that mean people will need two tanks in their service stations? 

Mr Kobelke:  Fuel supplied by different providers will not be mixed. 
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Mr TRENORDEN:  That is absolute nonsense, and we will talk about it in the future. 

Secondly, the Australian Institute of Petroleum wants to know who will be held responsible for fuel losses. The 
member for Pilbara needs to understand and will love its third point; that is, if the Government introduces 50-50 
legislation, a highly efficient retail format will be lost.  The pressure is on.  If the member for Pilbara has not 
received a copy of this correspondence, I can provide him with a copy of the letter and the attached analysis 
prepared by Dr Ed Shann.  It is available to any other member of the House who would like a copy. 

Three months have passed and the fourth is approaching, and absolutely nothing has changed for the people of 
rural Western Australia.  They are starting to doubt whether anything will happen at all.  Unlike the minister 
before the election, I will concede that this is a difficult matter.  At least I was a member of the select committee 
and I attempted to deal with this issue in the climate that the member for Pilbara outlined.  It is a difficult matter 
but there is no doubt that a commitment has been made and an expectation must be met; it is as simple as that. 

In the letter from the Australian Institute of Petroleum I have been asked to urge the minister to refer the decision 
on the 50-50 legislation to a committee. 

Mr Kobelke:  It is in legislation before the House. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I have been asked to speak to the minister about referring the legislation to a committee 
before the Bill is processed through the House. 

Mr Kobelke:  For what purpose? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I have little idea of the purpose.  I have been asked to do that but I will not request the 
minister to do it. 

Mr Kobelke:  It is not our intention to do that.  The Government will proceed with the legislation. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I understand that, but these are the pressures on the industry.  I have spent a fair bit of time 
and effort on the legislation, so I do not want to revisit it.  It is now time for action, and it is the minister’s 
responsibility to respond.   

I will not discuss all the issues in the report as members before me have outlined them.  However, I wanted to 
put clearly on the record that as far as the National Party is concerned, these issues today are exactly as they have 
been for a number of months.  The previous Government was heavily criticised when it did not act on these 
matters, and it took that criticism on the jaw.  It is now somebody else’s responsibility to take the criticism; the 
Government has the ball and it has the responsibility to run with it.  Frankly, the Opposition wants an outcome.  
No issue is more critical for many of our constituents than the price of fuel.  The Press in recent weeks has 
reported that some people in the community have not been able to purchase fuel.  The minister has been 
challenged up-front by the four major fuel companies, which have deliberately kicked the prices up.  He is aware 
of that and is nodding his head in agreement.  If the minister can tell me how I can assist him to win this 
argument, I will be happy to do it, because some fundamental issues are involved that do not need to be argued 
on a political basis.  This fight must be won. 

MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington) [4.16 pm]:  I wish to make a very important point.  My colleagues have 
pointed out the failure of this Government to reduce fuel prices, as promised.  I know 50-50 legislation will be 
introduced, but it will not achieve much.  This will be discussed when the legislation is introduced.  When the 
fuel prices decrease in my electorate, I will be pleasantly and absolutely surprised because I do not believe the 
Government will deliver on its promises.   

Today I want to highlight the disgraceful action taken by the Minister for Consumer Affairs when he told people 
not to use Shell service stations.  The minister can laugh and carry on, but some small petrol station owners have 
lost half their business as a result of the minister’s action; for example, one station owner in Yarloop and another 
in Brunswick.  Both businesses are located on the highway, and motorists are driving past their premises.  Alfred 
Angi from Yarloop says his sales have dropped from 10 000 litres a week to 5 000 litres a week.  The impact 
compounds when sales of food, soft drinks and fruit are taken into account; it has an enormous effect on that 
business.  The Minister for Consumer Affairs can laugh his head off, but this is no joke, it is a serious issue when 
people’s businesses are affected as they have been.  It is disgraceful that the minister sits there smiling away at 
these poor businessmen.  Alfred Angi has had his business for about a year, and Jeff Steele in Brunswick has 
been there for probably less than a year and they are suffering because of the irresponsible attitude of the 
Minister for Consumer Affairs.  I will tell members what happened in England a few years ago. 

Mr Hyde:  Is Shell blameless.? 
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Mr BRADSHAW:  The member can do what he wants with Shell.  I am discussing the small business people in 
my electorate who are adversely affected as a result of this irresponsible minister, who sits there laughing.  I find 
it a total disgrace that the minister does not want to take any blame or responsibility for these businesses 
reducing by half.  In England a few years ago the Minister for Health said that all the eggs in England were 
contaminated with some bug, and egg sales dropped by half.  What happened to that minister?  She resigned 
about a week later.  I think the minister should consider that himself instead of sitting there with a smug look on 
his face.  He could not care less about these poor people who are struggling to make a living.  I am sure a range 
of small business people throughout Western Australia have suffered as a result of the minister’s irresponsibility 
in telling people not to use Shell service stations.  It is disgraceful what the minister has done and even more 
disgraceful for him to sit there with a smug look on his face thinking he is such a hero.  The minister must tell us 
what he will do to compensate people such as Alfred Angi in Yarloop and Jeff Steele in Brunswick for their loss 
of income.  I am fairly sure that Jeff Steele handed out how-to-vote Labor cards at the last election.  Jeff Steele 
blamed the State Government and the media for whipping up a storm on high petrol prices, for which the public 
were condemning station owners.  It is disgraceful and I want to know what the minister will do to recompense 
these people. 

MR MASTERS (Vasse) [4.19 pm]:  In supporting this amendment to the motion, I express my support for the 
50-50 legislation and any worthwhile attempt to reduce the price of petrol per se and also to reduce disparity in 
prices between city and country Western Australia.  However, I take this opportunity to divert members’ 
attention away from the 50-50 issue to comment on the United States antitrust legislation.  I raised this matter 
with the Select Committee on Petroleum Products Pricing in Western Australia when it had its meetings last 
year, which I believe deserves further consideration by the Government and the Opposition.  It is not often that a 
member of the Opposition gives a useful electoral tip or advice to the Government. 

Mrs Edwardes:  We are trying all the time but it doesn’t listen. 

Mr MASTERS:  Exactly.  I am about to give some advice to the Government, not so much with the hope that it 
will take the advice - I would hate this Government to get the credit for it - but because a federal election is 
coming up in six months and I believe the policy initiative I am trying to push falls more in the area of the 
federal Government. 

A number of United States Congress and Senate Acts relate to antitrust legislation or anticompetitive behaviour.  
These include the 1890 Sherman Antitrust Act, the 1914 Clayton Antitrust Act, the 1914 Federal Trade 
Commission Act and the 1936 Robinson-Patman Act.  It is interesting to note that 111 years ago, the United 
States enacted legislation to try to control its corporations’ anticompetitive practices.  My notes indicate that the 
Robinson-Patman Act outlawed discriminatory pricing, advertising allowances, cash discounts and the like.  My 
notes further indicate that a clause relating to price discrimination states that a seller charging competing buyers 
different prices for the same commodity or discriminating in the provision of allowances may be violating the 
Robinson-Patman Act.  Giving favoured customers a market edge may hinder competition.  However, price 
discriminations are generally lawful, particularly if they reflect the different costs of dealing with different 
buyers. 

If the minister were to travel to rural Western Australia, he would find two issues there: the first is the high cost 
of petrol and the other is fossil fuels.  When one explains to people that Australia operates under an international 
parity pricing policy that allows us to explore for fossil fuels with some success - one need only consider 
Woodside Petroleum Ltd and what happened with Santos, in Gippsland and elsewhere in Australia - they 
understand why we have import parity pricing.   

Another issue is disparity in prices between the city and the country.  If Australia had a truly strong set of laws 
consistent with the Robinson-Patman antitrust legislation of the USA and administered by the Australian 
Competition and Consumer Commission, the current price differential of between 12c and 16c a litre between 
city and country would not occur, as highlighted by the member for Avon.  Every member knows the cost of 
transporting fuel to the country is 2c to 3c a litre. 

Mr Trenorden interjected. 

Mr MASTERS:  I am happy to agree that it is 2c a litre.  Most people are prepared to accept that small country 
service stations demand, for their economic viability, an additional turnover margin of 2c to 3c a litre.  That may 
explain an increase in price between country and city of 4c to 5c a litre but it does not explain a difference of 
between 12c and 16c.  In a charitable mood, I would call the major oil companies profiteers.  The reason that 
they are allowed to get away with profiteering is because the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission 
does not have antitrust legislation it can use to ensure there is no price discrimination between customers. 
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I urge the minister to talk seriously to his federal colleagues and, with the federal Opposition, to lobby the 
federal Government to introduce to the federal Parliament similar legislation to the Robinson-Patman Act so that 
the price discrimination that results in the severe price disparity between city and country can be overcome. 

MR KOBELKE (Nollamara - Leader of the House) [4.24 pm]:  I shall address a couple of matters to individual 
members; perhaps the member for Murray-Wellington will remain in the Chamber.  I shall then refer to some 
general issues and try to answer members’ questions.  Obviously, in the time available I will not be able to 
answer all of them. 

First, I acknowledge the contribution made by the Leader of the National Party, which contained a great deal of 
commonsense.  I say that because most of what he said fits in with my position; I shall return to some of those 
issues.  However, the member for Murray-Wellington went beyond a reasonable level of debate in this place by 
repeatedly asserting in the Chamber totally untrue matters about my disposition because I told people to drive 
past Shell service stations.  If Shell again increases its price overnight by 10c a litre against all its competitors, I 
shall again tell motorists in this State to exercise their choice as consumers and drive past Shell.  Unless market 
forces are in place, petrol prices will not reduce.  That is the difference between this Government and the last 
Government. 

The member for Pilbara said that the underlying philosophy of the recommendations made in the report of the 
Select Committee on Petroleum Products Pricing in Western Australia was that the Government must regulate 
the petroleum industry in this State.  The Gallop Government is totally committed to fulfilling that philosophy.  
We are proceeding with it and not backing away from it in any way.  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition may 
not have made the comment in the context of this debate - I do not want to misrepresent him - when he said that 
he wanted the matter settled once and for all.  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition was correct in that attitude if 
he was speaking about this matter.  However, most people have the attitude that it is a “quick fix” problem, that 
we can resolve one small issue and suddenly the major international oil companies will roll over and we can 
tickle their tummies.  The world is not like that.  I assume most members, including the member for Avon, know 
that is not the way it is.  This regulatory regime must work and that means taking on the major international oil 
companies.  It requires a long-term strategy and I am sure many battles will be fought along the way.  This 
Government will not resile from that; however, if members believe that the resolution of one issue will fix the 
problem, they are simply not facing the reality of the marketing of fuel in Australia and throughout the world.  
As the member for Pilbara indicated, we are dealing with companies that have global strategies, not Western 
Australian or national strategies.  We will take up the battle at every turn, if required, to be able to win. 

I shall quickly place on the record the Government’s position, which will reflect many issues raised by members.  
A huge amount of anger and hurt exists in the community because of the high cost of fuel.  The Government 
accepts that and realises that is the reason why it is driven to achieve more competitive fuel prices and, through 
that, lower fuel prices for people in Western Australia.  We have already had some success.  For several weeks 
prices in Perth were between 8c and 10c below the prices people were paying in Sydney and Melbourne.  Then 
Shell, through its marketing strategy, upped the price to $1.04 or $1.05 a litre in metropolitan Perth.  That 
strategy flowed on in a range of ways and has existed for a couple of weeks.  We therefore need a range of 
effective mechanisms to deal with that issue. 

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition said that the regulation of 12 April, which relates to the application of the 
maximum wholesale price, has a loophole.  I do not accept that at all.  When people mention loopholes they 
think of something wrong with the regulation that allows people to get out of its effect.  That is not the case.  The 
Government does not wish to be retrospective in how it is applied.  The member for Murray-Wellington might 
take that into account, because the Government is cognisant of the effect it may have on small businesses.  We 
are not saying it will never be retrospective in this area, but it would be a last resort to apply something 
retrospectively, because in doing so and overturning the supply arrangements between the major suppliers and 
small retailers, it is likely that the retailers will get the short end of the stick.  We would adopt that measure only 
if it were a last resort and the Government was sure that the results would not be negative for retailers.   

The key issue, highlighted by other speakers, is that in setting the maximum wholesale price, the major suppliers 
are not supplying at that price.  When that issue was raised several weeks ago in the House it was done so with 
statutory declarations from the member for Pilbara.  On that basis and other information, the Government 
believed it could obtain prosecutions.  Work was proceeding to obtain prosecutions against the oil companies for 
their failure to deliver.  Legal advice indicated that we did not have the technical details that were needed for a 
prosecution.  Four things are needed: a retailer must be licensed and able to take the fuel; the order must be 
specific about volumes and the terminal from which it is derived; payment must be made; and there must be a 
refusal by the terminal to supply.  Once the retailers were informed, some of them obtained that information.  
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The Government believed it had cases it could prosecute.  The retailers concerned then said they believed it was 
not in their commercial interests to proceed with a prosecution.   

That is what we are up against.  I have talked further to retailers and urged them to come forward and I believe 
we now have some promising cases where people are willing to stand up.  That being the case, we will push the 
cases as hard as we can in order to obtain prosecutions.  With successful prosecutions there is also the 
opportunity to obtain awards for damages, through the prosecutions and compensation that can be ordered by the 
Prices Commissioner.  The Government is not resiling from these matters; it is taking them forward.  I 
understand that members on both sides of the House are a bit sceptical about what is happening or worried that 
things are not moving fast enough.  I appreciate that.  I am keen to move as quickly as I can, but I am not going 
to launch prosecutions in order to get headlines but knowing that the cases will fall over.  As I have indicated, 
this is a long-term strategy.  It is not a battle that will be won in one or two rounds.  As prosecutions proceed, we 
must ensure that we have done the necessary work thoroughly so that cases stand up.   

By the same token, it took a long time for maximum wholesale prices to be set, because when we assumed 
government the matter initiated by the previous Government was not well advanced.  We were starting from 
scratch.  We could not just say, “Here it is; let us put it in place”; we had to consult with industry.  The 
Government wants to get it right.  The major suppliers are saying that we did not get it right and that the 
maximum wholesale price is too high.  I do think that is the case.  We will continue to listen to the arguments.  
The maximum wholesale price is currently about 91c a litre.  I believe that with the technical and industry advice 
received, the Government has got the price right.  One can understand the major companies complaining that it is 
far too low.  Similarly, in order to cap retail prices in major regional centres we must develop a model.  It is 
almost completed, but we will not simply just put it in place as we wish to consult with industry.  We need to 
ensure that fuel is available at the maximum wholesale price so that we do not put an unreasonable burden on 
retailers in those areas.  If I understand him correctly, the member for Pilbara is opposed to the regulation of fuel 
in regional Western Australia.  I have a different point of view: I believe we can make it work.  It will work by 
designating regional centres.  In a town like Esperance that has particular concerns, one might decide that it has 
insufficient retail outlets and it cannot be designated a regional centre.  The Government will listen to local 
advice before deciding whether to designate Esperance as a regional centre.  In Bunbury, Albany, Kalgoorlie and 
Geraldton there is a view that those towns are regional centres.  They have enough outlets to ensure a 
competitive market, and a cap on maximum retail prices could be enforced.  Centres will be judged on their 
merits and on advice offered by members of Parliament and the wider community. 

Mr Trenorden:  Gull went to Northam a number of years ago and cut prices.  The town had two distributors, BP 
and Ampol, which is now Caltex, that met the market.  When relative pricing is compared, Northam comes out at 
the top, and that is due to competition. 

Mr KOBELKE:  I thank the Leader of the National Party.  We have a complex arrangement.  We all know that, 
prior to the establishment of a regulatory regime, we did not have a genuinely competitive market.  Regulation 
has been put in place and, in general terms, it restricts competition.  Regulation put into a market that is not 
working well establishes a greater degree of market competition.  It needs to be flexible, as the market will move 
once regulations are put in place.  If the market becomes more competitive, the Government will have achieved 
its goals.  If it moves to becoming a market with numerous restrictive arrangements between parties, competition 
will not be achieved.  I am concerned at the various representations made by the independent suppliers, as they 
have been crucial in creating greater competition in the marketplace.  We need to ensure that as we move 
forward with the regulatory regime, the major suppliers are not able to use it to squeeze out the independents.  
The independents fear that that is how it will be used.  One has only to consider the situation a few months ago 
when there were many service stations in Perth that went to exactly the same price on the same day.  That 
indicates that there was not a competitive market. 

The Government cannot accept the motion.  It is flawed in that it does not reflect the realities of the situation.  If 
the motion had stated that greater urgency was required, that would have been accepted as a reasonable position.  
The motion suggests that the State Government has failed to meet its commitment to reduce fuel prices for 
country motorists as a matter of priority.  The Government has been in place for only three months.  It is putting 
a regime in place.  To propose such a motion after only three months in what is going to be a difficult fight is to 
ignore reality.  The regime will be put in place in a way that will ensure it will work.  One does not simply rush 
in and try to achieve something without proper process.  The Government will require signboards to go up, and 
the 50-50 balance will be available.  The legislation is already in this House.  As has been commented, the 50-50 
arrangement of itself is not a panacea; it will not make a huge difference.  In rural areas it will be another factor 
that will help provide competition.   
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The motion suggests that the State Government has been unable to introduce a workable new petrol pricing 
system.  The Government is introducing one.  The Government has the legislation to fix the problem with the 24-
hour notice required of price changes.  Some of the steps needed to put in place the regulatory regime have 
already been explained.  A workable system is being installed.  To suggest otherwise flies in the face of reality.  
The Government is taking up the battle and it is committed to ensuring that the regulatory regime will work.  It 
cannot be done overnight.  It is frustrating, as it does not reach the high expectations of people.  We can do better 
and we will.  If this motion is introduced in a few months time there may be some basis to support it. 

Mrs Edwardes interjected. 

Mr KOBELKE:  In a few months time the member will see further progress towards getting a competitive 
market and lower prices.  If the member for Kingsley thinks that the major oil companies are so much of a 
pushover, that explains why she is now in opposition.  That is not the case.  The Government rejects the 
Opposition’s amendment and looks forward to working with all members to improve the market in Western 
Australia, to have a more competitive marketplace with lower petrol prices for consumers.   

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (19) 

Mr Ainsworth Mr Day Mr McNee Mr Sweetman 
Mr Barnett Mrs Edwardes Mr Marshall Mr Trenorden 
Mr Birney Mrs Hodson-Thomas Mr Masters Mr Waldron 
Mr Board Mr House Mr Omodei Mr Bradshaw (Teller) 
Mr Cowan Mr Johnson Mr Sullivan  

Noes (31) 

Mr Andrews Mr Graham Mr McGowan Ms Radisich 
Mr Bowler Mrs Guise Ms McHale Mr Ripper 
Mr Brown Mr Hill Mr McRae Mrs Roberts 
Mr Carpenter Mr Hyde Mr Marlborough Mr Templeman 
Mr Dean Mr Kobelke Ms Martin Mr Watson 
Mr D’Orazio Mr Kucera Mr Murray Mr Whitely 
Dr Edwards Mr Logan Mr O’Gorman Ms Quirk (Teller) 
Dr Gallop Ms MacTiernan Mr Quigley  

Amendment thus negatived. 

Debate (on motion) Resumed 

MS QUIRK (Girrawheen) [4.47 pm]:  Nice things always come to those who wait, and I am privileged to be 
speaking for the first time in this House.  First, I acknowledge and pay respect to the Nyoongah people on whose 
land we stand.  I look forward to working with the members in this place during the currency of this Parliament 
in a bipartisan manner to formulate changes that will ensure that the aspirations of indigenous Western 
Australians about self-determination, access to their land and economic viability are met.  In this context, I am 
proud to be serving in a Government with the member for Kimberley - the first indigenous woman member of an 
Australian Parliament.  The sincere and genuine commitment that the Australian Labor Party and affiliated 
unions made to her as a candidate is in stark contrast with other parties who cynically chose to exploit race by 
running talented indigenous candidates in seats where their prospects were remote. 

I join my colleagues who, over the preceding days, have congratulated the Speaker on his appointment to that 
position.  I am confident that he will serve the office with dignity and distinction.  His appointment 
acknowledges the importance of regional representatives in this place.  I am also certain that his rulings will be 
impartial and will demonstrate eminent good sense.  Finally, I am also hopeful that his exalted status will not 
diminish his legendary sense of humour.  In this context I also congratulate Madam Deputy Speaker who, I 
understand, is the first woman to hold that position in this place.  As I cast my eyes across the Chamber, I could 
be mistaken for thinking that the glass ceiling was intact.  However, as I look to my more immediate neighbours 
and to your achievement, Madam Deputy Speaker, and, in particular, those of the members for Armadale, 
Maylands, Midland and, in particular, the member for Thornlie, I am gratified to observe that some progress has 
been made.   

It is a great honour for me to serve in this Parliament to represent the people of the Girrawheen electorate.  I 
thank them for the confidence they have shown in me and for their continued support of the Australian Labor 
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Party.  The electorate of Girrawheen, comprising the suburbs of Alexander Heights, Girrawheen, Hamersley, 
Koondoola and parts of Balga, Mirrabooka and Warwick, is diverse.  As such, the interests that I must represent 
in this place are also wide-ranging.  However, I commit to work conscientiously towards all objectives that will 
benefit the community.   

Many people in the electorate of Girrawheen could be described as “battlers”.  I hesitate to use that words 
because it has been devalued by our current Prime Minister.  Nevertheless, I use the expression to mean genuine 
working people who, through a range of circumstances, are doing it hard.  These circumstances include changing 
workplace conditions including increased hours and casualisation of work, fewer full-time job opportunities, and 
marginalising factors such as language, literacy difficulties, illness, low income, homelessness, age, or marital 
break down.   

Battlers appreciate that the choice between the major parties is a real one.  It is not like choosing between Pepsi 
and Coke; rather, they understand that the Gallop Labor Government does not subscribe to individualism and the 
notion of looking after number one, when such a path would create inequality, divisiveness, greed and anxiety.  
They know intuitively that politics should reflect our best values; that is, those of compassion, diversity, hope 
and service.  Like members on this side of the House, they consider that the Government is not an impediment; 
rather, it is a crucial force in building and realising the full potential of individuals, the economy and society.  
They also adhere to the belief that a strong and active Government, with an effective and efficient public sector, 
operating in partnership with a thriving private sector, can best manage change to provide security and 
opportunity for all Western Australians.  

On behalf of the people of Girrawheen I pay tribute to my predecessor, Ted Cunningham JP.  For just under 13 
years, Ted devoted himself to serving his constituents, first in Balga and then, through a redistribution, in 
Marangaroo and, latterly, in Girrawheen.  His legacy is enormous.  Ted will best be remembered as someone 
with great personal integrity and strong moral conviction.  His proudest moments as a member were on issues in 
which he adopted a principled stand in the face of tremendous controversy and pressure.  I am frequently 
reminded by constituents of how much they admired his courageous approach to the problem of drugs so 
endemic in our community.   

However, to describe Ted in this manner is to do him a disservice.  It fails to mention those qualities for which I 
believe he would most want to be remembered in this place.  Ted is a person of great generosity and charm.  He 
has friends on both sides of the House who like and admire him.  That generosity was no more apparent than 
when he acted as my mentor and encouraged me to stand for this seat.  Many people in his position as an 
outgoing member would approach the prospect of riding shotgun with a rookie candidate as less than appealing - 
not so Ted Cunningham.  He embraced the task with enthusiasm and vigour.  He introduced me, among other 
things, to the joys of the school graduation, to a vast array of religious observances, to new and exciting 
multicultural experiences and to the cut and thrust of the Girrawheen Pumas footy game.  Most importantly, Ted 
helped me to appreciate our vibrant and diverse community.  For that I owe him an enormous debt of gratitude.  I 
must also express my gratitude to Julie Cunningham, the other half of the team.  I value greatly her quiet wisdom 
and friendship.   

The presence of so many new faces on this side of the House graphically illustrates that we are entering a new 
era of politics in this State.  Under the Gallop Labor Government, we face a range of challenges in how we 
approach the task of delivering open, compassionate and effective government serving the common good.  The 
success or otherwise of Governments is also directly related to their ability to articulate a coherent vision.  

I come to this place under no illusions.  At the beginning of the twenty-first century we face an environment in 
which the expectations of the role of government are blurred, trust in the political process is diminished and 
political dialogue is impoverished.  On 10 February, the people of Girrawheen in particular, and the voters of 
Western Australia more generally, clearly indicated that they demand that government take full responsibility for 
a range of vital services such as health, police and education.   

Before my election I worked in various capacities as a lawyer, principally in the public sector.  Most recently, for 
just under 10 years, I was employed in law enforcement as regional counsel for the National Crime Authority in 
Perth.  In that capacity I worked closely with both the Australian Federal Police and those from a number of state 
police forces, including many from the Western Australia Police Service.  We also worked with a dedicated team 
of other professionals, most notably forensic accountants and intelligence analysts.  We investigated complex 
organised criminal activity, including drug importation and distribution, money laundering, tax fraud and other 
serious criminal activity.  The effectiveness and utility of the National Crime Authority is the subject of ongoing 
debate elsewhere, and I do not intend to canvass that today.  However, it is clear to me from that experience that 
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crime is becoming increasingly complex.  Its investigation warrants a sophisticated and coordinated approach if 
we are to successfully combat organised crime at the highest level.   

Crime has a devastating effect on our community.  In a recent submission to a Senate inquiry the Australian 
Federal Police Association estimated that the health care and social costs of illicit substance abuse in this country 
was $1.6 billion a year.  Further, the profit from drug importations into Australia was valued at $3.5 billion and it 
was estimated that only 20 per cent of drugs imported were seized.  The association points out that although a 20 
per cent seizure rate is a significant one, from the community’s perspective, it could be viewed as an 80 per cent 
failure rate.  Clearly, the current law enforcement approach could not be described as fully effective.   

Nevertheless, recent suggestions that the difficulty in achieving more effective law enforcement lies in too high 
educational qualifications being required of our police officers are simply bizarre.  The assertion by the One 
Nation Party during the Queensland election campaign was that by setting educational standards too high, police 
recruitment authorities were excluding potentially streetwise persons from joining the service.  The two concepts 
are not mutually exclusive.  It is possible to have highly trained officers who are also wise in the ways of the 
criminal milieu.  In this context I am happy to say that during my career I have had the privilege of working with 
some highly professional and dedicated police officers.  They acknowledge that the reality of modern policing 
means a commitment to ongoing training and these officers also readily embrace new methodologies to assist in 
the fight against crime.  They also accept that, as criminal enterprise is becoming increasingly complex, they 
must keep abreast of these developments or the battle will be well and truly lost.   

Moreover, because of these realities, it is my considered opinion that government should bear the principal 
responsibility for policing.  Trends over recent years, which have eroded this responsibility, should not be 
encouraged.  The collective will of the people of Western Australia is to have a highly professional, well-trained 
and intelligently deployed public Police Service.  To do otherwise is to erode accountability and, more 
fundamentally, the standard of service delivery that is demanded.  We must resist the trend which has occurred 
in the United States, where private security guards now outnumber publicly employed police personnel.   

This is by no means a new concept.  Adam Smith in his seminal work An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of 
the Wealth of Nations wrote some 200 years ago that the administration of justice was an area in which 
government had a key role to play.  He asserted that government alone had the means to expend the moneys 
necessary to protect the whole of society.   

Having accepted that policing is a government responsibility, we nevertheless need to manage our police 
resources intelligently.  Changing circumstances and conditions might mean that police personnel need to be 
redeployed and priorities reassessed.  Although that is a matter for the Commissioner of Police and his 
management team, he should do so having regard to community concerns and expectations.  It is the role of the 
Government to articulate those concerns to him.   

While on the issue of police resources, I must make the observation that tougher, more targeted legislation will 
impact on crime rates only if sufficient means are given to use those new powers.  I give two examples.  The first 
relates to the Criminal Property Confiscation Act enacted in the latter part of last year.  The principle behind the 
legislation is sound.  If one takes away the profit motive from criminals, they will be less willing to commit 
crime in the first place.  However, that Act came into force without the necessary infrastructure and personnel 
being recruited and put into place.  Neither the Director of Public Prosecutions, who administers the Act, nor the 
assets branch of the WA Police Service has access to sufficient in-house forensic accounting skills or personnel 
to be able to undertake the level and number of investigations required for forfeiture orders.  Ironically, if more 
personnel were employed, more assets could be seized and the whole operation not only would be revenue 
neutral but also could generate well-needed income for other areas of police activity.  Similarly, the proposed 
DNA legislation will be a great utility.  However, if there are insufficient personnel for the timely collection of 
samples and to undertake forensic analysis, it will not be the great boon to policing it should be.   

Working closely with police officers at the National Crime Authority has given me a unique opportunity to 
appreciate the level of commitment and personal sacrifice made by many police and their families.  The death of 
my colleague Detective Sergeant Geoff Bowen and the serious injury to my counterpart Peter Wallis in the NCA 
bombing in Adelaide was a terrible tragedy.  It reverberated throughout the whole NCA and, more widely, 
throughout the law enforcement community and their friends, families and loved ones.  Prior to that time, such 
an event was only a remote contingency.  The occurrence also heralded a loss of innocence in Australian law 
enforcement.  Detective Sergeant Bowen paid the ultimate sacrifice and he will be remembered as a highly 
professional and committed officer who did his job and did it well.  Peter Wallis will bear both the physical and 
psychological scars of this terrible crime for the rest of his life.  His bravery is enormous.  On a daily basis police 
officers across this country place themselves under similar risk.  They work long hours of overtime - often 
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unpaid - and suffer the consequent disruption to their family and social lives, and expose themselves to 
unacceptably high levels of stress.  Criminals do not work nine to five Monday to Friday, so neither can police.  
These observations are not overly profound; however, it was only when I worked closely with these officers that 
I fully appreciated the level of that commitment and personal sacrifice.   

Much of what police do is not widely known or is inaccurately represented in modern television police dramas.  
For example, undercover infiltration is portrayed as glamorous, short term and ethically straightforward.  In 
reality, it is quite different.  It might mean remaining undercover for many months or even years, with the 
necessity to cut ties with friends and family, and might require developing a close friendship with the target of 
the investigation.  Studies undertaken in the United States have found that considerable long-term effects result 
from this type of work.  Many operatives experience profound changes in their value systems, they over-identify 
with criminals and they can question the very laws they were sworn to uphold and enforce.  Similarly, 
undercover work exerts pressure on interpersonal relations because of the odd hours, the days, weeks and months 
away from home, the unpredictability of work schedules, the concern over safety, the late-night temptations and 
partying that the role may bring, and the personality and lifestyle changes that the officer may undergo.  
Essentially undercover work requires officers to adopt a criminal persona, distancing themselves from police 
peers, family members and friends, as well as from conventional places where activities with these individuals 
normally occur.  The return to routine police work is awkward and many former operatives experience difficulty 
in adjusting to the everyday routine of traditional police work.  Moreover, some of the very attributes that are 
thought to be beneficial to undercover operatives - namely, deceit, manipulation and risk-taking - are not 
conducive to more pedestrian police work.  Studies have also recorded that former undercover agents frequently 
suffer from emotional problems such as anxiety, loneliness and suspiciousness and from a disruption in marital 
relations.   

It is important that the community is fully cognisant of what is involved in policing.  If our community expects 
and demands a successful fight against drugs and organised crime, such methodologies need to be deployed.  As 
such, the community must also appreciate that these activities come at a substantial human cost.  In other words, 
although the broader community holds police in high esteem, it probably does so without possessing a full 
appreciation of what they may be required to do.  Police have to detect and apprehend offenders, but they must 
do so within the parameters of the law, administrative guidelines and, by no means least, budgetary constraints.  
I do not consider that the constraints that these place on officers are necessarily fully appreciated.  If anything, 
many in the community believe that the end justifies the means and it warrants police taking whatever action is 
required to secure a conviction, irrespective of probity or legality.  However, that option is not open to our police 
and if they proceed down that path, it is at their own peril.  So-called noble-cause corruption cannot be 
condoned.  If convictions are secured by breaking the rules, police are no better than the criminals they are 
investigating.  That said, my observations over many years suggest that hard-core corruption is not endemic in 
Western Australia and that most officers are honest and conscientious individuals working well under difficult 
conditions.  This observation may be regarded as a trifle rash or naive.  I do not make it lightly.  I do not, for 
example, contend that serious corruption does not exist.  I have personal knowledge of a number of allegations 
and have also been subject to a number of unpleasant interviews with internal affairs in which such allegations 
were canvassed.  Similarly, it could have been said a decade ago that, in many respects, large sections of the 
Western Australia Police Service were procedurally lax and undisciplined.  My recent observations, however, 
suggest that this has improved markedly with the adoption of a range of procedures geared towards greater 
accountability.  Nevertheless, the extent to which any of us can be confident about the level of corruption relies 
upon the efficacy of the current regimes to monitor and detect such conduct.  I do not believe that the current 
checks and balances in place are appropriate or adequate. 

There is a well-known Latin phrase “Quis custodiet ipsos custodes?” which loosely translated means “Who will 
guard the guards?”  Questions about the efficacy of the current regime, of the Anti-Corruption Commission, the 
Ombudsman and police internal affairs, remain.  It is my contention that a pall hangs over law enforcement in 
this State.  There is a lack of confidence that significant matters are being professionally pursued; instead focus 
appears to be on issues of purely historical curiosity.  Ostensibly, there also appears to be an obsession with 
settling scores.  Objectively inappropriate standards are being applied and more generally there is a perceived 
lack of rigour and accountability in how those investigations are being pursued.  As someone who has also 
practised for a number of years in the administrative law field, I am a firm believer in the principles of natural 
justice.  Natural justice comprises two components: first, the right to a fair hearing, which incorporates notions 
of lack of bias; and secondly, the right to be heard - in other words, to respond to those allegations.  Put simply, 
justice must not only be done but be seen to be done. 

There is a technical and legalistic argument that as the ACC cannot of itself make a determination or finding of 
guilt, it is not required to comply with the principles of natural justice.  I consider this argument to lack merit and 
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to embody sophistry.  I am reminded of the phrase, “Leading by example”.  If the ACC conducts itself in a 
slapdash and cavalier manner, it can hardly impose higher standards on others.  Also, it is clearly arguable that 
police officers are being judged by today’s standards in relation to minor infractions which happened more than 
a decade previously when standards and expectations were quite different, and that this trespasses on 
fundamental notions of fairness and commonsense.  Surely a line should be drawn in the sand.  Hereafter, if an 
officer breaches well-defined and universally accepted principles, he is fair game. 

Public discourse in recent years suggests, however, that many in our community have serious reservations about 
whether the ACC is as fully effective as it might be.  For that reason alone, there is great merit in the 
commitment of the Gallop Labor Government to a royal commission which looks at the systems in place for 
dealing with allegations of corruption.  If we do not have a system which is unimpeachable, two consequences 
follow: firstly, the confidence of the community that allegations will be thoroughly canvassed and dealt with is 
diminished; secondly, it will be open to criminals and malicious individuals to make false allegations about 
honest police officers, thereby disrupting operational progress.  Unless the body charged with investigation of 
such matters is beyond criticism, any dismissal of these false allegations will not serve as an unqualified 
endorsement of the probity and integrity of the officers, the subject of the complaint. 

Finally, I appreciate that the concept of the separation of powers means that bodies such as the ACC cannot be 
exposed to indirect political interference through the budgetary process.  Nevertheless, I have for some time had 
concerns about whether we are getting value for money and whether more targeted expenditure might not 
produce better overall incomes.  For example, if part of the moneys allocated to the ACC were set aside so that 
better ethics training within the Police Service could be conducted, might this not be of greater utility?  After all, 
prevention is better than cure. 

It now only remains for me to acknowledge a number of people.  Firstly, the members of the Girrawheen 
campaign team, Jenny Gately, Hon Ed Dermer MLC, Bobby Tanososki, Chris Fisher, Marino Salinas, Tony 
Mullen, Darren Klarich, Mohammed Tahir Tahar, Tony Komarovski and June Payne.  Also, the tireless work, 
sense of humour and loyalty of Carmel Macri was much appreciated.  Batong Pham and his family come in for 
special mention.  Their unrelenting endeavour was outstanding and was vital in achieving the outcome, which 
we secured for Labor.  I am confident that in the not too distant future Batong will use those substantial skills in 
the other place.  I also thank Simon Ward who was a great sounding board and strategist.  The countless numbers 
of others who worked tirelessly in the unremitting Girrawheen summer heat are also thanked for their hard work 
and dedication to the cause.  In addition, Kylie Turner, my electorate secretary, is thanked for her enthusiasm, 
maturity, good humour and diligence.  I am grateful for her cheerful efforts more than I can articulate.  It would 
be remiss of me if I did not mention Clare Dalton, who, as Whip’s assistant, is prepared to have a crack at 
anything!  I thank my colleagues the members for Collie and Bunbury for their assistance in my role as Whip.   

Also, I express my indebtedness to my valued former colleagues at the National Crime Authority.  Over the 
years they have kept me grounded and sane in the midst of tragedy, change and managerial caprice.  In 
particular, my thanks go to Greg Melick QC, Marshall Irwin, Rob Philp, Rose Caré, Roxanne Hannay, Fred 
Stuart, Vanessa Twigg, Con Differding, Ann Carson, David Shannon and Denise Gordon. 

Next, I thank my comrades in this place who have been so helpful, positive and loyal.  The member for 
Ballajura, the member for Geraldton, the member for Swan Hills and the member for Nollamara have been very 
supportive, and I thank them.  The member for Yokine was also generous with his time during the election 
campaign despite his own pressing campaign obligations.  Last but not least, the patronage of the first law officer 
of this State, the member for Fremantle, was extremely gratifying.  I also acknowledge the wise counsel and 
support of Helen Creed, Secretary of the Miscellaneous Workers Union, and Jock Fergusson, Secretary of the 
Australian Manufacturing Workers Union.  All in this place would know that from time to time one forms 
unexpected alliances.  In my case, the unqualified loyalty and collaboration I have received from these 
unanticipated partnerships, I now value and esteem greatly. 

Other colleagues who have been true friends are Hon Kate Doust MLC and her husband, acting ALP State 
Secretary Bill Johnston, Hon Nick Griffiths MLC, John Little, Mary Durack, Guy and Heather Leyland, Joe 
Azzaro and Joan Keeling, and, last but not least, Emiliano Barzotto, although he can be a little short on 
occasions!  The considerable and generous assistance of my federal colleagues and their staff members 
especially Jann McFarlane MP, Senator Jim McKiernan, Stephen Smith MP and Graham Edwards MP was also 
invaluable. 

Craig Shannon and Laurie Hutchison of the Australian Federal Police Association gave me terrific support, 
acknowledging that having persons in this place who have specialised in law enforcement experience can only 
enhance the law and order discourse. 
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The member for Midland, her husband Greg and their girls, Elizabeth, Candice and Eleanor, have been 
unrelenting in their encouragement and friendship.  I have often observed that the member for Midland is wise 
beyond her years.  She liberally imparted that wisdom on demand! 

Finally, I thank my family for their loyalty and for enduring my many eccentricities.  To Sherrie, Chris, Nell, 
Charles, Tom, Jack and Anna Quirk, thank you for your help, advice and encouragement and for unquestioning 
allegiance.  To my mother, Helen, and my father, Professor Jim Quirk, thank you for instilling in me a strong 
sense of faith and social justice; the merits of public service; and an unflagging work ethic; and for ensuring that 
I valued the opportunities which they so generously gave me.  Not least of these was a high regard for the 
enrichment which education can provide.  The final legacy which my parents gave me was my first name, 
Margaret, after St Thomas More’s daughter Margaret Roper.  St Thomas More was recently made the patron 
saint of politicians.  More is an excellent choice, because he was a man of principle, choosing execution rather 
than compromising his values and integrity.  Happily in this place our decisions do not have such fatal 
consequences.  Nevertheless, I consider that integrity and the moral dimension do have a place in our political 
system, and as a member of the Gallop Labor Government I will work hard to improve community perceptions 
of our political system and to foster constructive debate about shared community vision.   

[Applause.]  

MRS HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [5.21 pm]:  I take this opportunity to congratulate the Speaker, although he 
is not in the Chair at this time.  I look forward to working with the Speaker and with you, Mr Acting Speaker 
(Mr Dean), during this thirty-sixth Parliament.  I also extend my congratulations to all new members of this 
place and wish them well.  To the member for Kimberley, I extend my congratulations on being the first 
indigenous woman to be elected to this Parliament.  To the member for Kalgoorlie, congratulations on being the 
first Liberal member for the seat of Kalgoorlie in 100 years - a seat I am certain he will hold for years to come.  
To the member for Southern River, I also congratulate him; as the first organ donor recipient elected to this 
place, it was heartening to share first-hand his experiences.  A priority of all members in this place should be to 
raise community awareness of the benefits of organ donation.  The gift of life that any one of us can grant to 
others to make their lives better and to extend their lives has always been a prime objective of mine.  I have 
elected to be an organ donor, as have my husband and our two children.  We have as a family often discussed the 
subject of organ donation and have all agreed that should the time arise, our organs would be available for 
donation.   

I take this opportunity to record my appreciation to a number of people who worked tirelessly on my campaign.  
To my husband, Kerry, and our two boys, Curtis and Carl, I thank them for their love, but more particularly for 
their sense of humour during a tiring campaign, and for their continued belief in me.  To Bob Cronin, my good 
friend and campaign manager, and recently endorsed Liberal candidate for Stirling, I thank him for his patience, 
wise counsel and friendship.  To my long time supporters, I extend my sincere gratitude for their ongoing 
support.  We as a group have been through many learning experiences together, and I am sure we will go 
through many more.   

I am sure I will not be the first or the last person in this place to say that we are all here to be of service to our 
electorates.  The opportunity to make a difference to the quality of people’s lives is what drives me.  My first 
term was filled with opportunity and challenge, and certainly much hard work.  It taught me that loyalty cannot 
be bought.  It is about consistency and clarity, and helping others understand one’s reasoning. 

In this regard I place on record my thanks to the good people of Carine for again placing their trust and faith in 
me.  It would be remiss of me not to take this opportunity to thank them for their patience and tolerance with the 
construction of the extension of the Reid Highway.  The Reid Highway runs through my electorate, and the 
extension is a major road project of which I have been and am still strongly supportive, and it has without doubt 
been an inconvenience for residents, students and motorists.  Of course, with any such major project, not all of 
my electors have been accepting of it.  It is, however, my hope that in time those who have been vehemently 
opposed to the construction will realise the benefits and will come to understand my reasoning and particularly 
my support for the project.  It was always my intention to achieve the best possible outcome for the community.  
That is not always easy when there are so many competing interests.  I endeavoured to work with residents and 
to listen to them.  I endeavoured to represent them to the former Minister for Transport, Hon Murray Criddle, 
who was always willing to listen and deliver many changes for the benefit of the community, as well as Main 
Roads WA, the City of Stirling and the contractor, Henry Walker Eltin Contracting Pty Ltd, in order to achieve 
this end.   

It has been almost seven months since the project commenced, and, as I have said, it has not been without 
inconvenience and pain.  Residents in the vicinity have tolerated vibrations, and noise and dust emissions, as 
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well as disturbances to verges and local street landscapes.  It is anticipated that the road construction will be 
finalised in the coming months, and we all look forward in anticipation to the extension opening and to the 
landscaping program that will enhance the road embankments.  

Another major benefit to my community is the infill sewerage program, a key initiative of the former coalition 
Government.  The former Minister for Water Resources, Dr Kim Hames, agreed to relocate the sewer line 
around the pristine Trigg bushland which is situated in my electorate.  That ensured the protection of the bush 
and wildlife in that area, and I place on record my gratitude to Kim for his assistance and support in this matter.  
It is my sincere hope that the Labor Government continues this important program without delay.  Many 
constituents in my electorate are awaiting the scheduled commencement of works in their areas, and it would be 
a grave mistake for this Government to consider any delay to this program.   

It is fair to say that my electorate has had a busy and productive four years.  Much of the work is visible.  The 
schools in my electorate have been expanded to include a performing arts centre at Carine Senior High School, 
and at Marmion Primary School a new information centre has been added to existing library resources to ensure 
access to the latest technology.  Other local projects include helping to ensure that South Trigg Beach is elevated 
in classification to an A-class reserve, and I put on record my thanks to the member for Kingsley who as the 
former Minister for the Environment certainly assisted me in that regard.  Lobbying for skateboard and BMX 
facilities for local youth, sponsoring the junior marine safety program, and bollards, bicycle racks, calming 
devices, footpaths, traffic lights and roundabouts are just some of the day-to-day matters brought to my attention 
as the local member.  These details play a significant role in the ongoing maintenance of our community.  It is in 
our communities where our strength lies - in our streets, our homes, our schools, our shopping centres and our 
leisure areas.  We need to do our best in preserving what we have, improving our assets so that they can be 
enjoyed tomorrow, providing much needed services, and caring for each other.  It is my intention to continue the 
hard work that I have done in my first term, and I look forward to doing so with the same commitment and 
passion that I have had in the past.   

Experience has taught me that in politics we must be prepared for the fight, but also we must be totally 
committed to listening, to hearing community opinion, and to blending our own ideas with what is right.  In this 
regard, I place on record my disappointment with the lack of commitment by the Government to the convention 
centre.  The Labor Government has never been a supporter of the project, and it concerns me that the convention 
centre may never go ahead when clearly so much is at stake.  Benefits to the economy and job creation have 
been highlighted often in this place, yet the Government seems intent to allow the project to fail.  There will 
never be a better time to build the convention centre and I urge the Government to seriously consider the 
ramifications to the State’s economy and to job creation if the convention centre does not go ahead. 

I also take this opportunity to mention the Ministerial Advisory Council on Mental Health, which I chaired for a 
short period in the last term.  One of my final tasks was to help organise the council’s planning day - a day 
established to re-examine the purpose and role of the ministerial advisory council.  The council seeks to change 
its current status from a non-legislative body, to one similar to the precedent set by the Ministerial Advisory 
Council for Disability Services. 

I say to the Minister for Health that I have taken the liberty of forwarding a copy of the planning document to 
him - it is brief and I am sure he will find it easy reading - in the hope that he will consider these changes with a 
positive result, recognising that the council plays a pivotal role in both policy and delivery of appropriate 
services for the mentally ill and their families.  I also take this opportunity to express my disappointment that the 
minister, since his election, has not yet met with the chairman of the Western Australian Community Advisory 
Group for Mental Health.  I hope the minister will give an undertaking to meet the chairman as soon as possible, 
otherwise I fear he will be regarded as a minister who cares little for those with mental illness and their families 
who care for them.   

In closing I also take this opportunity to place on record one last thank you to my electorate officer, Janet 
Graham.  Jan came to work with me about three years ago after leaving the office of the former Speaker, Hon 
George Strickland.  It has been a real privilege to work with Jan.  Her professionalism is of the highest order.  I 
value her loyalty, her friendship and her sound advice.  Many members know she is a wonderful person and I 
look forward to a long and fulfilling partnership with her for many years to come.   

MR MASTERS (Vasse) [5.35 pm]:  In rising to support the motion, I am pleased to begin by congratulating the 
Australian Labor Party for winning the election on 10 February.  As I have said to many people in my electorate, 
it was an election that the coalition Government virtually deserved to lose as it had stopped listening to the 
people of Western Australia.  That is not to say that the ALP can take too much heart at that statement, as the 
election proved yet again that Oppositions do not win government, Governments lose government.  I therefore 
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congratulate the ALP, the Speaker, the member for Burrup, and all elected members, especially the newly-
elected members on both sides of the House.  Regardless of the party that members were elected to represent or 
whether they stood as Independents, each of them, like me, has been greatly privileged and honoured to be 
elected, not to be just a member of Parliament and certainly not to be just a politician, but overwhelmingly for 
one main reason: to be a representative of the people.  The words “to be a representative of the people” are 
important.  Members are not representatives of big business, of the farm lobby, of the union movement or of any 
single interest group in the community.  They are elected to represent everyone in the community.  This may 
prove to be a challenge to some members of Parliament and may be beyond their capabilities, or it may not be an 
important part of their personal ambitions for their future careers as MPs.  However, it will not prevent me from 
reminding all members in this place that they are first and foremost elected as representatives of the people. 

I am pleased to pay tribute to the former Premier, Richard Court, and to the previous coalition Government for 
having done so much to further the economic and social wellbeing of the people of WA in the previous four 
years when I was the member for Vasse.  Belltowers and other issues aside, the previous Government rightly 
deserves high credit and accolades for its many achievements.  I therefore acknowledge the former member for 
Nedlands for the leadership he provided while he was Premier.  The election in Vasse was a difficult one for me 
and for the Liberal Party.  My most serious opponent was the National Party candidate who was, and still is, the 
president of the Shire of Busselton.  She ran a campaign that had many similarities to the campaign run by the 
One Nation party; namely, constant repetition of the many so-called problems in Vasse and WA in general, but 
few, if any, workable solutions to those problems.  However, it was a measure of the discontent in the electorate 
that, in spite of a lack of solutions, the National Party polled 23 per cent of the primary vote and One Nation 
polled another 12.3 per cent.  Issues such as the logging of old-growth forests and the development of location 
413 at Smiths Beach resulted in eight per cent of the primary vote going to the Greens (WA).  I can assure 
members, therefore, that the five-day wait for preferences to be decided after 10 February were the worst five 
days of my life.  However, in spite of the agony of not knowing for that time whether I had a political future, the 
knowledge at the end of the day that the seat of Vasse could not be bought as a result of a negative and high-
spending campaign by my main opponent was extremely gratifying.  In fact, it reaffirmed my belief in 
democracy, a subject I shall mention again at the end of my speech. 

Mr Pendal:  It always reaffirms our faith when we win, doesn’t it? 

Mr MASTERS:  It certainly helps. 

I extend my sincere thanks to my long-suffering wife Carolina, to the many loyal members of the Liberal Party 
and to supporters in general who worked on my campaign committee and to those who helped in the campaign 
office and staffed polling booths on the big day.  I extend special thanks to Murray Stenning.  I hope he enjoyed 
the bottle of Chivas Regal.   

The Vasse electorate is probably well known to most members in this place due to its premier position as the 
leading tourist area outside metropolitan Perth.  I could go on at length about its beaches, national parks, 
restaurants, fishing and other water-based opportunities provided by Geographe Bay and the west coast between 
the capes, but I will not.  However, I will let members into a little-known secret: most of the Margaret River 
wineries are actually in the Shire of Busselton.  Not only that, but some of the good wineries are in the 
Geographe region - for example, Capel Vale.  On the assumption that members are familiar with my electorate, I 
extend a warm welcome to all members the next time they choose to visit Vasse for their holidays.   

Several new members have given very interesting and informative accounts of their personal histories in their 
maiden speeches.  That was something I failed to do in my first speech in this place four years ago.  Therefore, in 
the hope that members may better understand some of my motivations and aspirations, I shall briefly summarise 
a few of the more relevant aspects of my background. 

In 1938 my father arrived in Perth, having left Austria just months before Adolf Hitler’s Nazis marched into 
Vienna.  My father was a Jew and quite a number of his immediate family members failed to survive the war, 
resulting in the Meister family - Masters is an approximate translation from German - now having few remaining 
relatives around the world.  In 1944, my father married a young woman from Kalgoorlie stock of mostly Irish 
ancestry who became my mother some six years later.  Being a Catholic, my mother brought up my two brothers 
and me in that religion, although it is now more accurate to describe us simply as Christians.  My father died in 
1968 when I was in my teens and my mother passed away last year at the age of 76. 

In the early 1960s, my mother had the foresight to take me on several excursions to the WA Naturalists Club.  As 
a junior naturalist, not as a naturist, I hasten to add, it was exciting - 

Mr Pendal interjected. 
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Mr MASTERS:  That may excite the member for South Perth.   

It was exciting to have people such as Len McKenna and Harry Butler - he being relatively unknown at that time 
- explain the geology of the Darling Range or catch tiger snakes for young people like me to gain closer 
inspection.  It was these early contacts with the natural environment that cemented in my mind a love and respect 
for nature while always accepting that human beings are part of that same natural environment.  

After obtaining a university degree in geology and zoology I spent 25 years working in the mining and 
environmental industries, primarily as a mineral exploration geologist but also with many conservation and 
environmental responsibilities and professional experiences under my belt.  It was this two-edged career 
background that firmly established the guiding philosophy of my life: that a healthy, diverse and resilient 
environment demands a strong and vibrant economy.  The green movement likes to reverse this along the lines 
of: no environment, no economy.  The truth is otherwise.  Unless the economic means exist to protect and 
enhance the environment, the demand for basic human needs such as food and shelter will totally overwhelm the 
realisation that the maintenance of air, water, soil and biodiversity is just as basic a need.  It was this realisation 
of the interconnection and interdependence of the economy with the environment that has formed the basis of 
many of my political beliefs.  I find it interesting that some people are critical of the role of capitalism in this 
modern world when thousands of years ago, before human beings invented capital or money, the most traded 
commodity was labour.  As human beings moved from being hunter-gatherers to an agrarian lifestyle, food and 
commodities were traded in ever increasing volumes between individuals and groups.  That led to situations 
where, at times, labour or goods could not be adequately exchanged for other goods or labour.  Money, which is 
nothing more than a token having an inherent material or labour value within it, was invented. 

If one looks at the early days of the settlement of the Swan River colony, one can see that the early settlers 
struggled to provide adequately for themselves because of the small size of the population, the shortage of labour 
to undertake both private and public works and the lack of both internally generated and externally introduced 
money to buy goods and labour.  The solution was to have the British colonial Government introduce convict 
labour.  The convicts provided labour for the construction of many public and private works.  Their keep 
demanded that the British Government provide money to the free settlers of Perth to feed and maintain the 
convicts.  While not judging the British Government or the early Swan River colonists for the decision to 
introduce convicts, the reality was that convict labour was a form of capital from which the whole colony 
benefited as a result of the transfer of that capital from Britain to the Swan River colony. 

I hope all members of this place remember that history and apply its important principles when in government or 
in opposition.  Without external capital coming into Western Australia, either in the form of capital investment in 
new or existing businesses or as money exchanged for mineral, energy, agricultural, and to a lesser degree, 
tourist goods - and as a reminder to the member for Alfred Cove, timber - our standard of living and quality of 
life, including environmental quality, would be greatly diminished.   

May I offer a few words of consideration to the new members of the Government.  I have learned from the past 
four years in this place that the differences between government and opposition, and independents, who at times 
are almost human, are often quite small.  I am pleased to advise the member for Southern River that I have been 
a registered organ donor for more than 10 years and a regular blood donor - with 86 pints having been sucked 
from my veins - over the past 34 years.  My last donation of blood was this morning.  The Red Cross nurses 
sometimes look at the scar tissue covering my veins and wonder whether I am a drug addict.  I am pleased to 
advise the member for Albany that, like him, I am a member of the Claremont Football Club.  It is obviously the 
best football club in the West Australian Football League.   

Why did the coalition Government lose the last election?  While there were many symptoms of the illness that 
was present in government ranks such as the mortgage brokers issue, the bell tower and so on, the actual illness 
was an unwillingness on the part of the backbench to stand up and strongly represent their electorates.  There 
was a failure to communicate with the Cabinet and ministers about what the people of Western Australia 
genuinely thought about government policies, legislation and actions.  That cost the coalition the right to govern.  
In some respects I would welcome the new Government’s backbenchers ignoring these last few words of mine in 
the hope or knowledge that they will be a one-term Government.  For the sake of the community and good 
government, I hope that they heed my words.   

In these days of modern, high-speed, invasive communication there is a genuine and serious threat to democracy 
and democratic government, both in Australia and around the world.  The threat is that a weak opposition allows 
the Government of the day to rule the people badly.  At the same time, a compliant media that is not prepared, 
for whatever reasons, to undertake its investigatory journalism role, can become a mouthpiece for the 
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Government.  That allows poor government to continue.  Only a few years ago communism in eastern Europe 
and the USSR was brought down because of strong political and community opposition and a fearless media 
using modern communication technology in countries such as Poland.  The possible slide of modern day Russia 
into a new dictatorship because of minimal public opposition and the muzzling of the media should act as a 
warning even in a free society such as ours. 

The Australian Labor Party was elected to govern more on the back of One Nation preferences than on the back 
of Green preferences.  The ALP may not like my saying that, but I can assure them that the former coalition 
parties do not like to accept the reality of that either.  It is nonetheless the truth.  The concerns of One Nation 
supporters, whether real or perceived, must be addressed by all political parties.  One Nation does not have many 
answers, but the Liberal, Labor and National Parties are the political groups that have the knowledge, expertise - 
and in the case of the Government, the public service - to allow answers to be formulated for the concerns and 
worries of One Nation supporters.  The answers must be formulated.  It is not a case of doing deals with One 
Nation or putting them somewhere other than last on how-to-vote cards.  One Nation will not go away until the 
other parties either coherently explain their policies and actions or come up with solutions to the problems.  To 
do anything less would be a disservice to all West Australians. 

I got involved in politics for many reasons.  In the 1980s economic mismanagement by Governments at the state 
and federal level was endemic around Australia.  It was genuinely upsetting to me in 1987 to meet a Kwinana 
resident who was unemployed and about to have his bank sell his house from under him and his family because 
of the 15 per cent home loan interest rates that existed at the time.  Let us not forget that compassion does not lie 
only with members of the Government; it lies, hopefully, with all members of Parliament.  I hope I have my fair 
share of compassion, especially after having met people like that resident of Kwinana.   

I feel obliged to declare a potential conflict of interest.  With the small inheritance left over from my mother’s 
estate, my wife and I have purchased a 103 hectare bush block.  It lies east of Collie and south of Darkan.  My 
wife and I intend to retain the property and its current high environmental quality and will manage it for its 
nature conservation values.  It is an expression of our commitment to protecting the environment.  As the 
Opposition spokesperson for the environment, I hope to support the new Government’s efforts to provide 
incentives and encouragement to people to protect their high-quality bushland and wetland areas, even if there is 
potential, theoretically, for my wife and I to benefit from such incentives.  Considering the urgency and 
importance of the need to protect and enhance our environment, I hope that this possible conflict of interest that I 
happily admit is not seen as an impediment to the development of sound environmental policies by this 
Government or by the opposition parties or to my role as the shadow Minister for the Environment.   

I conclude by saying a little about my electorate.  The Busselton jetty has to be one of the primary tourist foci for 
Western Australians travelling to the Vasse electorate.  At 1.8 kilometres in length the committee believes it is 
the longest wooden structure in the southern hemisphere and has heritage value.  The first stage of construction 
began in 1865, and sections were added during the following 105 years due to the shallowing of the water near 
the shore.  Today, of course, the jetty is no longer used for navigation or nautical purposes.  Instead, it is one of 
the prime tourist attractions in the south west.  Best estimates indicate that in the order of 200 000 visitors a year 
go onto the jetty; in addition, many more people purchase a weekly, monthly or yearly pass and go onto the jetty 
on many occasions.   

Recognising the high tourist value of the Busselton jetty, it is also important to speak about a future tourist 
attraction which will have tourism as well as environmental benefits for the south west and for Western 
Australia.  I refer, of course, not to the interpretive centre, which has just been constructed and opened and which 
will be a very useful addition to the jetty, but to the underwater observatory which has finally received sufficient 
funding to allow it to proceed.  I understand that tenders for that structure will be going out over the next few 
weeks.   

The underwater observatory will be a $2.4 million structure, probably made of concrete, with very large perspex 
windows which will permit people to look out from the comfort of the underwater observatory into the marine 
environment and see a world that at the moment can be seen only by people who are prepared to go snorkelling - 
like myself - or diving with aqualungs or hookahs.  The area beneath the Busselton jetty contains one of the most 
wonderful arrays of marine life anywhere in the world - with Coral Bay coming second. 

Since the final section of the jetty - which is about twice as wide as the remainder of the jetty - was constructed 
in approximately 1971, the shade that has been offered by that wide section has effectively created an 
underwater cave that is totally artificial and has been colonised by a wide range of soft corals, algae, sponges and 
animals, including fish, many of which have been brought down by the Leeuwin current from places that are 
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attractive but not quite as good, such as the Abrolhos Islands or Coral Bay, and have found the warm waters of 
Geographe Bay and the shade provided by the Busselton jetty to create an underwater wonderland. 

I went snorkelling at the Busselton jetty in February this year, shortly after the election, and because of a fire that 
had burnt out a section of the jetty near its end, thereby isolating the last 200 metres and effectively turning it 
into an island, we were able to swim around that virtual island, and, without exaggeration, we saw at least 
100 000 fish in large schools just swimming around the pylons.  I am pleased to say that not many of them are 
edible, so I am not encouraging the fishermen among us today to try their hand.  The fish consisted of a large 
number of herring, but they were probably below a respectable size, and yellowtail, oldwife and a wide range of 
other fish.  The sight was genuinely spectacular.  When the underwater observatory is complete it will be one of 
only three or four in the world.  It will be at least equal to the underwater observatory in the Red Sea, which I 
believe is managed by Israeli interests; it will certainly be a far more entertaining experience than the Milford 
Sound underwater observatory on the west coast of the south island of New Zealand.  It will contain fish of every 
colour of the rainbow and, provided a no fishing zone is applied around the underwater observatory, it will be 
absolutely spectacular. 

While I was a member of the Busselton jetty committee I did a few back-of-the-envelope estimates to try to 
determine the sort of income that would be derived from the tourists who went to the underwater observatory.  A 
very conservative estimate indicates that a net income of between $120 000 and $240 000 a year would flow to 
the jetty committee, which would allow the committee to rebuild, repair and maintain the overall jetty.  I thank 
both the previous Government and this current Government for the financial donations they have made to permit 
the construction of the underwater observatory to proceed. 

Mr Hyde:  Do we know the name of the anonymous donor?. 

Mr MASTERS:  Some of us do, but his name will remain anonymous.  The cost will be around $2.4 million.  A 
significant shortfall in funding was caused by the fire that I mentioned earlier, which required between $700 000 
and $900 000 to be diverted towards repair of the jetty.  Obviously, an underwater observatory could not be put 
in until the jetty was back in useable condition.  The money was finally raised, and I thank the former Deputy 
Premier, the member for Merredin, who came down to Busselton during the election campaign and made a 
commitment of $400 000.  I also thank the Minister for Peel and the South West, the member for Fremantle, who 
came down just after the election campaign and handed over the money.  I believe a further grant or donation of 
$50 000 or $100 000 came from the State Government - the details escape me for the moment.  I thank the past 
and current Governments for their commitments and donations. 

I now refer to the Busselton bypass.  Busselton as a town was seriously suffering from congestion at certain 
times of the year.  For more than 30 years Governments of all persuasions had been promising a Busselton 
bypass road, and to the credit of Main Roads the planning commenced more than 20 years ago, and it was only 
about 10 years ago that the planning for an outer bypass - in other words, a bypass to bypass the bypass - was 
incorporated into the shire and State Government planning documents.  The bypass has had some negative 
impacts.  People living on the south side of the bypass, in places such as Kalgaritch Estate and Country Road, are 
now experiencing significant levels of road noise which they had not anticipated when they purchased their 
properties.  I therefore hope that whichever minister is responsible for that section of infrastructure will provide a 
solution, which I think should be a sound deadening earth bund on the south side of the Busselton bypass. 

Mr Hyde:  Did your Government get the route wrong? 

Mr MASTERS:  No.  The whole community, including the former Government, members of the current 
Government and the people from Main Roads, did not appreciate how invasive the noise would be in two or 
three small suburban areas. 

Mr Hyde:  Are they up high? 

Mr MASTERS:  It is not in those areas.  It is a bit complicated.  Most of the noise seems to filter through the 
trees and impact upon certain residences in the lower-lying areas. 

Mr Bradshaw:  Was that route designated some years ago? 

Mr MASTERS:  It was, but, again, people have been taken by surprise, including Main Roads WA.  It is a 
simple, cost-effective solution that will not require massive funding.  I call on the Government to look after the 
interests of those people.   

The bypass has diverted between 30 and 50 per cent of the traffic that would otherwise have gone down the 
original Bussell Highway, which passes through the Busselton town site.  Most people appreciate it, but a couple 
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of fast food businesses have seen a drop of between 20 per cent and 30 per cent in patronage.  I am sure that, as 
Busselton grows and tourist attractions such as the underwater observatory bring more tourists into town, those 
businesses will quickly recover.  Nonetheless, it is important that the Government and I, as the local member, are 
aware of some of the negative effects of the construction of the bypass.   

HMAS Swan was sunk two years ago as a dive wreck.  Many former members of the Royal Australian Navy 
were disappointed that the ship could not be used as a floating museum so that more people could access it.  
However, as a dive wreck it has been a major tourist attraction.  During the first 12 months after the ship was 
sunk, about 10 000 people dived around the wreck.  I understand that a blue groper measuring up to three metres 
long and weighing about 100 kilograms makes its home under the exposed stern of the ship at different times 
during the year.  It is a wonderful facility.  I hope similar projects are established at other locations around the 
State.  Ongoing surveys are being conducted to see how marine life is colonising the wreck.  I predict that in 10 
years it will be as wonderful a marine garden as the Busselton jetty environment.  Geographe Bay, which is a 
hobbyhorse of mine, will benefit environmentally, socially and economically from these major tourist attractions 
- that is, the proposed underwater observatory and the HMAS Swan.   

MR McNEE (Moore) [6.03 pm]:  Mr Speaker, I join other members of this House in congratulating you on your 
elevation to high office.  I promise to try to behave myself.  If I break out on occasions, it will not be intentional.  
If members opposite do not tease me, I will be good.  If they lob rockets, they should expect some back, and they 
should not whinge.  

I talk to my old dog Bluey in the shed, but he gets sick of hearing me talk about my good theories and usually 
clears off, just like the ministers have.  There are two or three ministers in the Chamber.   

I thank the people of my electorate for returning me to this place.  I am deeply humbled and I respect their 
confidence in me.  As I have said time and again, my only commitment is that I will work for them like a galley 
slave and represent their interests to the best of my ability.  I am not making any promises other than that, 
because that is what I know I can deliver. 

I thank the people who helped me during the election campaign.  In particular, I thank Marie Wood, my 
campaign chairperson, and her husband Rob, my finance director.  I thank everyone who served on my election 
committee and helped on election day; I very much appreciate the work they did.  Anyone who has been through 
this process will know what is involved.  I hope I can honour their confidence.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr McNEE:  I will come to the Labor Party.  I do not like to be hurried.  I remind members opposite that we 
make better decisions if we work slowly.  Their decision-making processes are very bad. 

I have listened to all the speeches in the Address-in-Reply debate.  I have heard some members opposite speak 
about wanting to redistribute wealth.  Nothing has changed.  It is the same old grinding story: we should pull 
down the bloke at the top to help the bloke at the bottom.  They have learnt nothing if they go on with that tripe!   

I have been in politics for a while.  Members opposite appear to think that they will be on the treasury bench 
forever.  When I first became involved in politics, David Brand - later Sir David Brand - was Premier of this 
great State.  What a wonderful State it is, and what a wonderful thing he and Sir Charles Court did in developing 
it.  How could anyone not acknowledge their wonderful achievement?  No Administration - except perhaps the 
recent coalition Government - has come anywhere near mirroring those achievements.  Conservative 
Governments support progress.   

Members opposite have come into this place with stars in their eyes.  As a young member I thought, “I’ll be 
okay; Liberals always win.  The other lot are irrelevant.”  What happened?   

Mr Hyde:  Democracy.   

Mr McNEE:  We lost an election!  The new Government was in office for a while and the conservatives were 
returned.  That convinced me that all was well - we were back where we should be and the Labor Party was back 
where it should be.   

Members opposite have come into this place with great ideas.  They should be careful that their maiden speeches 
are not the only speeches they make while in government.  Governments do not want backbenchers to say very 
much.   

I was speaking to a friend the other day who told me that the kindest thing to say about this mob is that it is a 
“Government by accident”.  Members opposite did not win government; they increased their vote by less than 
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two per cent.  That did not propel them into office; the preferences of other parties did!  The new members 
should be careful.  Some of them will be “one termers”.  Based on their present performance, the public will 
have had such a gutful of members opposite at the end of this term that they will be swept out of office.  Some of 
them will be swept out with the tide.  The rest probably will not have the numbers.  They say they will do this 
and that in their electorates.  The new Premier has reduced the Cabinet from 17 to 14 members.  They have gone.  
When I need advice from members opposite, I will ask for it.  In the meantime, I will ask the member for 
Murray-Wellington.  If I were Sir Humphrey, I would be highly delighted.  Here I am, super Sir Humphrey!  I 
have this mob by the shirt tail.  That will affect members of the Government.   

When I look at the ministry, it reminds me of a shearer who had understaffed the shearing shed.  A shearer who 
did that would expect to get a rotten profit.  One gets out what one puts in.  Members opposite should not believe 
that they will be so good as to handle those super Sir Humphreys, because that will not happen.  However, it will 
affect how the members opposite get along in their own seats.  When a backbencher walks into the caucus room 
for a debate and the Premier is grumpy that day, or something has happened in the member’s electorate, the 
member will lose the argument.  If the opportunity for debate is missed in the caucus room, it will not occur in 
the Chamber.  Unless the debate occurs in the caucus room, the member is done like a dinner.  I wish members 
opposite well.  

Mr Bradshaw:  Not to well. 

Mr McNEE:  Not that well.  This will be a short-term Government because of the things that it does.  The Labor 
Party got less than a 2 per cent increase in its vote.  At the end of this four years, the members opposite will have 
been part of the Government.  Today, the ministers can blame our Government for everything, but that excuse 
will run out.  Very soon members opposite will have to stand up and ask themselves what they have done.  The 
Government has done absolutely nothing as yet.  It has not made any decisions.   

I was here when the Burke Government assumed office.  Like many of the new members today, the members of 
that Government were enthusiastic.  I can remember Premier Burke telling us that it was a “four on the floor 
Government”.  The members opposite are using the same gearbox!  Some of them are in reverse, others are in 
low gear and a hell of a fight is going on.  Meanwhile, the Government is going nowhere.  The Government has 
nowhere to go because it does not know how to drive the darn thing!  They are like the dog that caught the car.  
It was very good at catching cars but it did not know what to do with it when it caught one. 

Mr Bradshaw:  Do you know what they call this Government?  The mirror Government, because it is looking 
into everything.  

Mr McNEE:  That would be right.  It looks into things for no real purpose.  The Government is stuck and 
meanwhile the place is falling to bits around it.  It has overblown the budget by $190 million.  Members opposite 
are like kids in the cookie shop.  How could they possibly spend that amount in so short a time?   

Members of this Government have the cheek to talk about our Government.  The former Government left a $98 
million surplus.  I have seen young fellows who have left the farm with cash in the bank and a good plan but in a 
couple of years the money was gone; they blew it.  All the good management went out the door.  Members 
opposite want to get back to reality.   

I will talk about the number of police in my electorate.  I asked the Minister for Police a question but she could 
not or would not answer it.  I have been around long enough to know that I should write to the minister about 
issues.  I have also been around long enough to know that I have taken deputations to police ministers and they 
have told me that the issue is an operational matter.  I wrote to the Commissioner of Police about the issue of 
fewer policemen in country areas.  The Government pretends it likes the country, but it hates it and does not give 
a stuff about it.  The Government has given no indication it will do my electorate one iota of good.   

The situation is being made worse because 23 policemen will be taken out of the wheatbelt region.  Five of them 
have already gone.  I wrote to the Commissioner of Police.  However, he wrote back and gave me a lecture on 
protocol.  I did not need a lecture on protocol from the Commissioner of Police.  I thought that perhaps he could 
give me the answer, but he referred me to the Minister for Police.  The minister will not give me an answer 
either.  I had another question or two about that.  The Minister for Consumer Affairs is so puritanical today.  
However, members should have seen him perform when he sat where the member for Ningaloo sits.  If we had 
performed like that as a Government, the minister today would have been out of his tree because the way he 
behaved is a nonsense.  Some of the members opposite know the answer.  Perhaps the Minister for Health knows 
the answer.  I do not know.   
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The Government is saying that police protection is not needed in that area.  However, the criminals are smart.  
They know that if a policeman from Goomalling, Northam or Merredin is transferred somewhere else for a 
weekend, their chances of being caught are very remote.  

Mr Trenorden:  The criminals sit in Northam and listen to the scanners and they know exactly where the police 
are going.  

Mr McNEE:  Exactly; then they break into houses, shops and farms.  Members opposite are saying that 
protection is not needed in the area.  The Opposition believes that protection is needed.  This Government has no 
interest in the country.  

Mr Hyde:  Do city people not have the right to the same services that you have been getting?   

Mr McNEE:  The city people are well and truly serviced, make no mistake about that.  I will say a few words 
about the pioneers in this State.  It has been 100 years since Federation.  I want to talk about the hard times they 
had, and the member for Perth talks about being serviced!  I knew a lady, who is now dead, who lost two fingers 
in a chaffcutter one Sunday morning.  The early pioneers delivered a very good standard of living to the people 
who the member for Perth says get nothing.  The member for Perth has the cheek to tell me that he wants more.  
If it were not for the efforts of those people, there would be nothing to distribute.  That lady had to travel 60 
miles in a horse and cart to be treated.  They are the tough sort of people who made Western Australia the great 
State that it is.  They are the people I will pay tribute to  - not the layabouts that members opposite want to pay 
tribute to; those layabouts who want to lie on the beach and go surfing.  The people in the bush made this 
country what it is.  Members should make no mistake about that.  It is those people the Government is operating 
against by refusing such things as police services. 

I wrote today to the Minister for Health, and I want an answer about the Moora hospital.  I hope I get it.  I would 
have to ask my electorate officer to know how many letters we have written to government departments.  I wrote 
one to the Minister for Agriculture, but there has been no answer.  Perhaps the Minister for Health can break the 
record.   

Mr Kucera:  Ask the member for Avon.  He got an answer.  

Mr McNEE:  I do not want to ask the member for Avon; I want a letter from the Minister for Health, with his 
signature at the bottom.  The difference is that our Government last year - 

Mr Kucera:  How many fingers did she lose?  Does that mean we are now entering the digital era? 

Mr McNEE:  The minister probably is.  He should give me a sane, sensible answer in reasonably quick time.  
That is all I want.  I have not received an answer about the Moora hospital.  That is what I want.  In the past year, 
the Court-Cowan Government built, in my electorate alone, multipurpose services at Lancelin, Jurien Bay and 
Leeman and implemented the Silver Chain service at Eneabba.  It undertook major reconstruction at Goomalling 
hospital.  I am sure that, were we still in government, we would have built a new hospital at Moora.  That is the 
difference. 

Mr Day:  That is absolutely right.  

Mr McNEE:  That is the word from the previous Minister for Health, the man who was in charge.  Government 
members have the temerity to challenge or question our Government’s record.  The coalition Government has a 
record of which to be proud; the record of members opposite will be such that when they walk out of this place 
in four years, they will hang their heads in shame.  Not one member will have the guts to defend what he is 
supposed to defend.  That is the difference between the two Governments. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr McNEE:  I would like to cover many matters, and I do not have the time to listen to the nonsense of those 
who want to interject, although they are welcome to have a go.   

I talk about the lime sands route.  I held a meeting in my electorate the other day, and we wondered what this 
Government would do.  The previous Government had made a commitment, so we thought it would be okay.  
However, I spoke to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, and there is no money in the budget for the 
lime sands route.  The minister may not understand the importance of lime sands.  It is important in maintaining 
production in rural areas.  I could talk about a range of issues related to that, but I will not, as I am sure members 
opposite would not understand them.  They are much better at making inane comments.  Lime sands needs to be 
transported - 

Mr Hyde:  By truck.  
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Mr McNEE:  What a nasty word.  I will come back to the member’s problem.  I will talk about trucks and the 
member’s lack of knowledge about trucks. 

Mr Hyde:  I know about trucks.  I got my truck licence two years ago. 

Mr McNEE:  He would be the fool on the floor; he would not know a thing.  If he could get the truck into gear 
he would, but he cannot.  I talk about the lime sands route, which looks to be history under this Government.  
Without going into the details, two issues are involved: safety and economics.  However, members opposite do 
not understand simple bookkeeping; they would not understand what is meant by economics.  The Government 
also has moved in and stopped trucks going down Jarrahdale Road.  I am told that that will increase the cost of 
transporting livestock by about 10 per cent to 15 per cent.  Trucks have used that road for 26 years, and there has 
never been an incident.  I am told the trucks pass only a couple of houses, maybe a school, and definitely a pub.  
It is a road with minimal traffic; yet the mob on the other side will send the trucks into an area with lots of 
traffic.  It will increase not only the danger but also the freight costs.  The Government does not understand 
trucks. 

Mr Hyde:  Yes we do.  

Mr McNEE:  If the member keeps quiet, I might be able to teach him something.  He does not look like a very 
good student.  It looks like he might fail.  I will tell the House something about trucks.  Take, for example, B-
double trains, which have a certain configuration, the details of which I will not go into.  They are six-wheelers 
and classed on the basis of the number of triaxials.  A B-double train can legally cart 40 tonnes.  A single-axle 
truck has six wheels and can cart only eight tonnes.  The simple fact is that the small truck must make five trips 
to carry what the big truck can haul in one trip.  I would rather drive the big truck because it is safer, more stable 
and, as long as a Labor Party member is not driving it, quite safe - that is, if we could find a Labor Party member 
who could get the truck into gear and get it going.  If five single-axle trucks drove over a section of road, they 
would do more damage than if only one big truck drove over the road. 

Mr Hyde:  You said there was no traffic on the road.  Eight tonnes will put much less wear and tear on a road 
than 40 tonnes.   

Mr McNEE:  I said he was a bad student.  That is the Government’s problem: its members do not understand.  
They do not know what they are talking about.  I could not believe what the Government said about the lime 
sands route.  It will have a review.  Our Government had a task force review.  The member for Avon will tell me 
the name of the review with which local government people were involved.   

Mr Trenorden:  The 2020 review.  

Mr McNEE:  A task force examined the issue, and another body looked over its shoulder during that process.  
Certain recommendations were made.  However, this bunch wants to review it again.  It is carrying out more 
reviews than I could poke a stick at.  We will not get an solution to any problem; we will get a review.  
Government is about decision making.  As hard as it might be, and as much as it might try to avoid and duck 
around them, the Government will have make some decisions.  However, it does not want to do that.  It is 
playing up to a handful of people in the member for Armadale’s electorate.  Does that mean her electorate will 
determine the economic priorities of Western Australia?  I hope not.  

Mr Hyde:  Truckies love her.  

Mr McNEE:  The truckies cannot stand her.  She held a much-talked about meeting on 5 May.  The truckies did 
not even know about it.  Someone rang me today to tell me that he put his name down to go to that meeting.  He 
does not know what happened, but he was not invited.  He asked if that was what the Government called 
consultation.  I suppose it is some sort of consultation according to the Labor Party.  That is the way it works.  It 
is a nonsense.  I should not have to stand in this Chamber and bring these issues to the notice of a Government 
that was anywhere near competent.  They are not difficult issues. 

The Government has also increased licence fees on farm tractors and school buses by 25 per cent.  This 
Government hates school buses with a passion.  Would it pick on any industry other than the school bus industry 
and increase its fees by 25 per cent?  Who would have a school bus?  As it is, all that is needed in the country is 
for a family to move before there is deep trouble.  Those people need encouragement and help.  When I first 
came into this place and Mr Pearce was the Minister for Education, we had a great punch-up over school buses.  
That was the first thing that happened.  It is still on.  Members opposite cannot believe that at the end of the year, 
those people might make a slight profit.  By Jove, that is bad; we cannot have that!  It must be redistributed to 
somebody else who would not stand a snowflake’s chance in hell of making a profit!  I wish I had another half 
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an hour, but members opposite would not like that.  They will have to cop it for a long time yet.  They have four 
years and they will cop it every time I stand up.  I do not care because I will keep reminding them about this 
Government’s mistakes.  It will not be very hard to find mistakes with this bunch after the way it has started.  

Mr Day:  What about the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure?   

Mr McNEE:  How did she start?  I do not know what gear she had it in, but it was obviously top gear.  Members 
opposite will have to cop what they get. 

Mr Hyde:  Winning every vote! 

Mr McNEE:  The Labor Party has won as many votes as it ever will. 

Mr Ripper:  If you were a racehorse, they would investigate your change in form from being in government to 
being in opposition.  They would swab you.   

Mr McNEE:  They would not bother swabbing the member for Belmont, because he would not even make a 
statement when he became Treasurer.  The only thing he had ever handled was his play lunch.  He should not 
start throwing in his three penn’orth, because his mob are performing abominably.   

I have not had the opportunity to mention this, but the coalition Government also built a coastal road, which goes 
down to Cervantes.  It was done very well and it is a lovely road.  Will that road progress?  Now what we must 
do is toss a coin to decide to which minister we must write, because a range of departments deal with that.  I 
want to find out whether the coastal road will go ahead.  I suspect it will be like a lot of other projects in my 
electorate; that is, because it is in the bush, there will be a lot of nice talk and that will be it.   

Mr Bradshaw:  The road funding will dry up to half of what we are getting at the moment.  

Mr McNEE:  Everybody in the bush knows that and at the moment they are saying that that will be the last of the 
roads, and we will get nothing.  That has proved to be the case every time the Labor Party has been in 
government, because it has a propensity to spend the money and it has absolutely no idea.  Today I heard 
Beazley trying to downgrade the commonwealth budget.  It was an excellent budget.  He does not understand 
that in any budget - I have not yet seen a perfect budget - there are unders and overs and everybody can 
complain.  However, the Labor Party went out and borrowed billions of dollars and the interest rate went up.  
Then Howard, Costello and Anderson had to fix the problem and get rid of a lot of that debt.  Thanks to their 
management, we have the lowest interest rate we have had in years.  

The SPEAKER:  I remind members in this House that it is disorderly to interject, but it is extremely disorderly to 
interject from another member’s seat.  Several members have done that in the past half an hour, not just one 
member.   

MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [6.33 pm]:  First, I congratulate you, Mr Speaker, on taking up your new position.  
Secondly, congratulations to the Government.  I thought long and hard about what I would say in this speech, 
which is a bit unusual for me in this place.  I decided that I would address some of the things that have happened 
to me in the past couple of years, including my preselection.  I hoped, without being too pompous and too smart 
by half about it, that some of the newer members in the Parliament on this side of the House would listen a bit, or 
at least read a bit, and learn a bit.  I have some great regrets about what has happened in my political career, one 
of which is my dumping from the Australian Labor Party.  I have no particular axe to grind with the ALP.  What 
is done is done; what is over is over.  However, I want to go through it because it was an interesting little 
dilemma.  There is absolutely no doubt that I was dumped in a factional deal.  There is no doubt that the sponsor 
of my dumping was the Australian Manufacturing Workers Union, and there is no doubt that the individual who 
started that was Jock Ferguson, who is now, as I understand it, the state secretary of the Australian 
Manufacturing Workers Union and now a senior vice president of the Australian Labor Party.  It was interesting 
because about two years out from the election, I heard of a meeting in Fremantle at which the industrial wing of 
the left put forward a proposal - I am not paranoid; it was not about me - on how the seats should be divvied up 
for the next election.  It said that that would be best done on a faction-by-faction basis.  Those in the industrial 
left agreed to that and then the negotiations inside the factions took place on who should get what seats - not who 
as in which candidates, but which factions would get control of those seats.  The seat of Pilbara was allocated to 
the left, allegedly on the grounds that the then Amalgamated Metal Workers Union sponsored me into 
Parliament and therefore could claim the seat as its right.  That is not true.  In fact, my maiden speech indicates 
that I was sponsored into Parliament by a unanimous vote of the Australian Labor Party, I am happy to say.  
There were 11 candidates when I put my name in the ring and all but Tom Helm withdrew prior to the night.  
Some of the people who ran against me for preselection are now in this Parliament representing other political 
parties and, coincidentally, the Labor Party.   
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There is absolutely no doubt that the late Jack Marks was my mentor in politics.  I am very proud of that and I 
appreciate the role Marksy played in my life.  It is interesting how far that union had moved.  When it informally 
chose its candidate for the seat of Pilbara, she was still a resident of South Perth.  She moved back to Port 
Hedland to be with her husband, and it was about then that the alarm bells started ringing in Port Hedland.  The 
state secretary of the union lived in her house in South Perth.  Her daughter worked in the metal workers union 
office in Port Hedland.  When it came time for her preselection, she did not meet the preselection requirements 
of the Australian Labor Party.  The party retrospectively waived its rules to allow her to be the candidate for the 
party.  It is not an argument about whether she did or did not.  It would be quite absurd to argue that a political 
party would retrospectively change a decision, because the decision did not need changing.  She clearly was not 
a member of the Australian Labor Party.  

Mr McRae:  You know that as a matter of fact, and you know where I stand on this issue, but that is not an 
unusual decision for the Labor Party to make.  

Mr GRAHAM:  I accept that, but normally what happens is the member who is seeking preselection signs a 
certificate saying that he or she is entitled to be a candidate and the state secretary checks that and runs out a 
certificate of entitlement for that person to be a candidate or a motion to waive the rules.  Never in the history of 
the Australian Labor Party has it retrospectively waived its rules, apart from in this case.  Although what the 
member is saying is true, it is not accurate in this context.  The preselection came about largely because I gave a 
chap by the name of Don Bartlem a hand to run for state secretary of the union.  If that were the criteria for 
expulsion from the party, there would be fewer members on this side of the House, because many other people 
helped him.  The difference is that Jock Ferguson and I do not get along.  We have never got along.  I am proud 
of the fact that I have taken every occasion, both when I was in the trade union movement and as a member of 
Parliament, to accurately describe his talents to his membership.  He gets embarrassed by that; I do not.   

I helped Don Bartlem by giving a speech.  You will remember, Mr Speaker, that at the time I gave that speech 
my wife was dying of cancer.  I came back into the House to deal with some industrial relations legislation after 
the change of government.  The irony of this is never lost on me.  The speech I gave strongly supported BHP 
Iron Ore’s award negotiations with the unions, compared with the individual workplace agreements signed by 
Hamersley Iron Pty Ltd.  I gave that speech in the context of, I think, Graham Kierath’s second wave legislation.  
Don Bartlem pulled that speech up because I said, quite accurately, that I thought he was a good union 
negotiator.  I thought it was a great enterprise bargaining agreement.  Larry Graham, given his druthers and his 
history, would always rather have an award negotiated by good, strong unions and good, strong companies than 
to have individual contracts.  Don picked that up and put it in his publicity in his case for running for state 
secretary.  That was the crime that the Metals and Engineering Workers Union has run against me now for over a 
decade.  I find that one of the great ironies of my political life.  It is interesting that nearly a decade later the 
Metals and Engineering Workers Union was spreading almost the exact opposite rumours in an election 
campaign.  I will deal with that later.   

The union opposed my preselection for the election that followed.  Without going through it chapter and verse, I 
must have received 15 to 20 phone calls on the night of the preselection for the 1996 election from people of the 
left faction who expressed their absolute disgust at the way Ferguson started his speech by saying that the 
Australian Labor Party did not owe me anything simply because my wife had died.   

Another one of the ironies of public life is that I had already decided not to run again for the next term of 
Parliament.  I had no interest in continuing, I did not like the job and I was not blessed with the mad desire to 
climb the greasy pole that most of my colleagues seemed to share.  It was my late wife who talked me out of that 
on the basis of my loyalty to the Labor Party and that I should not leave it in the lurch in what was considered to 
be a tight election.  There she was, some four years after that, being attacked by the secretary of the Metals and 
Engineering Workers Union who implied that in some way the party owed me some great obligation.  
Thankfully, the then leader of the Labor Party, the member for Fremantle, opposed that preselection nonsense 
and I was preselected.  That did not happen with the current leader and the current preselection round.   

It is interesting that prior to the last preselection, the Labor Party changed its rules.  I accept that it was not done 
with intent.  It was done to simply change the rules to allow for, as the party said, rank and file input.  However, 
out on the balcony of the state conference a little clause was inserted which said that it was only for branches of 
more than 40 members.  Those of us who represent small country towns know that getting more than 40 
members in a political party is a difficult task.  Apart from the odd branch stacking exercise, there has never 
been a branch in my electorate with more than 40 members.  That rule change effectively disfranchised every 
Australian Labor Party member in my electorate from having a say on my preselection.  They wrote to the state 
secretary expressing their concern that they were not able to have a say on the preselection.  They are still 
waiting for an answer.  The members then signed a petition, which was sent to the state secretary, calling on the 
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ALP not to proceed with the preselection because neither they nor the electorate council could have a say.  That 
was the other effect of the rule change; the electorate councils, the local selection panels, were disfranchised.  
Eighty per cent of the paid-up, card-carrying members of the Metals and Engineering Workers Union in Port 
Hedland then signed a petition, which was sent to their union requesting that it change its mind.  It did not.  It 
absolutely and completely ignored its members.  The ALP members then decided that there was but one course 
of action.  Apart from the Metals and Engineering Workers Union officials, the ALP candidate’s family, and the 
kinds of members that all members of Parliament have in their branches, who have their local member’s 
thoughts foremost - I say that with my tongue firmly in my cheek - the branch resigned en masse.  Members said 
that they could no longer support the Australian Labor Party because of the preselection ruckus over me.  It was 
sad.  A lot of those people are still upset and angry about it.   

It is interesting that the Premier, who at the time was the leader of the Labor Party, was strong enough to support 
me in Caucus, but was not strong enough to support me publicly over my preselection.  He was not strong 
enough, despite writing to members of the ALP after the event and saying that he had voted for me.  He was not 
strong enough to deliver to the Pilbara the candidate of its choice, as he was able to do in Ballajura.  It is 
interesting to compare the performance of the Premier in the seat of Ballajura, where he involved himself and the 
federal leader of the ALP publicly, privately and with vigour, to his performance in the seat of Pilbara, where he 
did not.  I go to my grave - not now, if that is all right with members - knowing that when the leader of the Labor 
Party called on me for my support, both internally and publicly, he got it in every sense and in every way.  He 
will go to his grave knowing that when I called on him, he did not.  Nothing can be said about a leader that more 
clearly demonstrates a flaw than that.  Leaders get loyalty by giving loyalty.   

Moving on to the campaign, I note that the Metals and Engineering Workers Union has now sponsored Clark 
Butson, who lost the Labor Party’s safest federal seat, and Jackie Ormsby, who lost the Labor Party’s safest state 
seat.  That is a remarkable attribute to the knowledge of that union of those regions, and of those people on 
whom it could normally depend.   

The election campaign was absolutely fantastic.  By way of indication, I hold up one of two files that are chock-
a-block, both sides, of letters from people who supported me from around the State and my electorate.  It is six 
months since the election and I am still responding to letters that I received from around the nation, around the 
State and around the electorate.  I have never experienced anything like it in my life, apart from when my wife 
died.   
I had a local campaign team of some 350 people to work the election.  People volunteered - company directors, 
toilet cleaners, old army mates of mine, and Aboriginal people.  There were people representing every section of 
the community working on the campaign.  They became known as “The Friends of Larry Graham”.  It is ironic 
that at the same time, and on election day, we were turning people away from working on polling booths, 
whereas the Australian Labor Party could not staff the booths in any town in the electorate with local people.  
The union officials who were involved in the election played a disgraceful role by trying to browbeat their 
members and telling their union conveners and members that under their union rules they were required to vote 
Labor.  That is something I had never heard of and something I have never seen in practice.  Back in the so-
called “good old days” we used to have ways of talking to the troops on the job and persuading them of the way 
we thought they should vote, but I have never seen or heard of union officials telling their members that it will 
be contrary to their union rules if they do not vote Labor and they will have action taken against them. 
Mr Trenorden:  Kevin Reynolds was doing it three months ago, so it is not unusual. 
Mr GRAHAM:  Ironically the union official who was doing it was from New Zealand and could not vote, which 
quite intrigued me. 
Mr Day:  Do you see a similarity between the union officials you are talking about and those who are now 
speaking publicly about the Construction, Forestry and Mining Energy Union? 
Mr GRAHAM:  The union officials not only played that game but also blatantly lied to their members.  Stop-
work meetings were called in the last week of the election campaign when metalworkers union officials told 
their members that Larry Graham had received a quarter of a million dollars in cash from BHP as a political 
donation.  Had I received a quarter of a million dollars in cash, there would not have been an election.  It was 
absolute nonsense.  The union officials were partly right: I did once receive a quarter of a million dollars from 
BHP in a cheque.  I am very proud to say that BHP says it is the biggest donation that it has ever made in a 
country town in Western Australia.  That donation went directly to the police and citizens youth club for which it 
was destined.  We used it to fund part of the building program for the South Hedland centre.  If that is my crime, 
I am very proud of it.  Did I personally receive 1c from BHP?  Absolutely not.  Have I ever personally received 
1c from BHP?  Absolutely not. 
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The union officials were talking to their members about workplace agreements and industrial relations, as they 
should, but in the last two weeks of the campaign I asked the union conveners if I could speak.  For the first time 
that I can remember in some 26 years involvement in the north west the union officials had to go to their state 
secretary to get approval for me to talk to them.  They then needed the approval of the Australian Council of 
Trade Unions’ organiser in the town before they could talk to me.  We had a fantastic meeting.  I loved it.  They 
are a great bunch of blokes. 

At that meeting I was accused by the metalworkers - my good friends - of telling lies about the Labor Party’s 
policy on workplace agreements.  The meeting got a bit heated, as members can imagine.  The other candidate 
was there.  The metalworkers union officials turned out en masse, including those flown up especially from Perth 
for the purpose.  The lies that I was accused of telling to the poor union conveners - Mr Speaker, you have seen 
me do this from time to time - resulted from my sitting at the meeting and reading out the Australian Labor 
Party’s policy.  I said that it was what they were being asked to accept.  Whether it is a good policy or a bad 
policy is not for me to say, but it was not the policy that the unions and the Labor candidate were telling the 
workers in the iron ore industry that they were voting for.  The workers thought - it was quite deliberate 
misleading - that they were being asked to vote for a candidate who would come in here with the support of the 
ALP and make workplace agreements illegal.  That was never the Labor Party’s position; it is not the Labor 
Party’s position.  The candidate from the union grossly misrepresented any resemblance of it to the union 
members. 
As usual, when working people are confronted with the facts they are able to make competent decisions, and 
they did.  Despite union officials telling the union conveners that they had to carry a motion of endorsement for 
the Labor Party candidate, some quite astute union conveners there changed the motion to read that the 
recommendation be made to the troops that they not vote Liberal.  Even the union convenors at the height of the 
dispute with their archenemy - as they see it - BHP, did not support the metalworkers union or its candidate. 
It will be interesting to go through the declarations that are required by the Western Australian Electoral 
Commission to see who paid for the union officials to travel into the electorate.  In the last two weeks of the 
campaign a large number of state and federal metalworkers union officials were in the electorate working in the 
interests of the Labor Party.  Of course, that expenditure must be declared, and I look forward to that with great 
interest. 
Mr Trenorden:  It is normally about $1 500. 

Mr GRAHAM:  There is the cost of at least six airfares, and six wages for six union officials for at least one 
week, and more likely two weeks.  If that does not come to over $1 500, they should be sticking in a lot of claims 
to their employer.  Four aircraft were put in the air to do the remote polling for about five days.  That represents 
a huge amount of money.  I wait to see whether that money and that contribution are declared.  I know that the 
union members, particularly in Port Hedland and in the metalworkers union, are ropeable because they have not 
been able to get any service out of their union, but when a candidate that they do not want is foisted on them, 
they cannot move for union officials.  I will come back to that in a minute. 

One of the things that the Labor Party did in the electorate of Pilbara was to take Aboriginal people for granted.  
It assumed that because Aboriginal people had always voted Labor they always would.  They did not.  In some 
cases the swing against the ALP in communities was 80 to 90 per cent.  A swing of 80 to 90 per cent against the 
ALP is unheard of in Aboriginal communities in remote Western Australia.  I am very, very proud of the results 
that were produced in the seat of Pilbara.  I am not arrogant enough to claim that I did it, because I did not.  As I 
have said, I had a huge amount of support from a great number of people.  I am one of the few people who sits in 
this place with a clear mandate from my electorate.  I have received an absolute majority of the primary vote of 
about 55 per cent.  In two-candidate-preferred terms it as near as damn it squares to 70-30, which is a 
magnificent outcome.  I am pleased to say that it is the fourth election that I have contested in the Pilbara, and it 
is the fourth time I have increased the majority in the seat. 

Mr Marlborough:  It is similar to my record. 

Mr GRAHAM:  As I recall, the member ran for election in Pilbara and lost.  The swing against the Australian 
Labor Party was about 35 per cent in this election.  I have had people try to find that type of swing against a 
political party in the safest seat in a general election, and they are still looking.  It was an absolutely fantastic 
outcome. 

I would be negligent if I stood up and gave this speech and did not mention my good friend Ian Taylor.  I am 
forever indebted to that man in more ways than people could ever know.  He and his wife, Sandy, and their 
wonderful family have been a constant support to me in my political and personal life.  It is amazing the number 
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of people from all political parties who have mentioned that bloke and his contribution to them both publicly and 
personally.  That says a lot about the man whom the secretary of the Australian Labor Party described as being 
quite quirky because he was loyal to his friends.  I appreciate that.  Like a lot of other members in this place, I 
have benefited because of him.  I cannot speak highly enough of the guy and his integrity.  I hope that people in 
the Labor Party understand that he is not someone who should be punished for supporting Larry Graham; he is 
someone who should be applauded for supporting Larry Graham, John Bowler, Tuck Waldron and others, 
because he has been an absolutely fantastic ambassador for the Australian Labor Party.  

I also thank my electorate officer, Lauri Glocke, and her family.  I really want to record that, because she walked 
into my life rather dull and uncomprehending of what politics meant, and it has taken over her family and her 
life.  She has worked tirelessly in the electorate office and then gone home and done another 30 or 40 hours’ 
voluntary work on my campaigns.  She even works from home when no campaign is being run.  She has been a 
great tower of strength to me, and I appreciate her support.   

One of the reasons I was able to win the election in the way I did is that the Pilbara does not like being dictated 
to by people in Perth.  In its long history it never has and it never will.  It particularly does not like being dictated 
to by people who will not stand and deliver, and that is what happened in this case.  The unions with members in 
the Pilbara, particularly the metalworkers union, have completely lost contact with those members.  On election 
day, it was amazing to watch union conveners and shop stewards walk past the state secretary of their union and 
past the Australian Council of Trade Unions official with my how-to-vote card in their hand and then vote the 
way we asked them to vote.  It was one of the most humbling things that has happened to me in my life.   

The ALP has become a citycentric party.  In the remote seats, in the past 10 years the Labor Party has lost Ernie 
Bridge, Graeme Campbell, Tom Helm, Pam Buchanan, Larry Graham and, I suppose to a lesser degree because 
he was from Geraldton, Jeff Carr.  Each of those people was knocked off in some way, shape or form as a result 
of a factional deal in the city.  It is quite ironic that a party that was born and bred by working people in the bush 
is now losing and will further dilute its bush representation.   

Sadly, I am no longer a member of the ALP.  I have been elected as an Independent and I will remain an 
Independent for this term and see where I go from there.  The Labor Party can generally rely on my vote.  
However, when it comes to matters of procedure, rules and inquiries, I will generally vote in favour of them.   

I close by saying that I have no anger or aggression left about what has happened.  I have no axe to grind with 
the ALP about what has happened.  In fact, I am quite happy as an Independent member, and we should all now 
get on with our lives together.   

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bradshaw. 

House adjourned at 7.04 pm 

__________ 

 
 


