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NOTE TO READER 

Readers of this oral history memoir should bear in mind that it is a verbatim 
transcript of the spoken word and reflects the informal, conversational style that 
is inherent in such historical sources. The Parliament and the State Library are 
not responsible for the factual accuracy of the memoir, nor for the views 
expressed therein; these are for the reader to judge. 

Bold type face indicates a difference between transcript and recording, as a 
result of corrections made to the transcript only, usually at the request of the 
person interviewed. 

FULL CAPITALS in the text indicate a word or words emphasised by the person 
interviewed. 

Square brackets [] are used for insertions not in the original tape. 



INTRODUCTION 

This is an interview with Norman Moore for the Parliament of Western Australia Oral History 
Project and the J.S. Battye Library of West Australian History. 

Norman Moore was born in Kalgoorlie, Western Australia, on 24 August 1945. He attended 
Bullfinch Primary School and Northam Senior High School. After deciding to become a teacher 
he commenced studies at the University of Western Australia in 1963, where he was awarded a 
Bachelor of Arts and Diploma in Education. Norman also attended Claremont Teachers' 
College to gain his Teachers' Certificate. During his university days he began taking an active 
interest in politics and became president of the student council. 

Between 1967 and 1976 Norman held a number of teaching positions in Western Australia. 
These included secondary school teaching at Carnamah District High School, Morawa District 
High School, and Cyril Jackson Senior High School; Acting Deputy Principal at Karratha 
District High School; Deputy Principal and Acting Principal at Tom Price District High School; 
and Principal at Laverton District High School. During his time as a teacher his interest in 
politics grew and he decided to become an active member of the Liberal Party. 

In February 1977 Norman was elected to the Legislative Council as the member for Lower North 
Province after defeating the incumbent Labor member, Stanley Dellar. The electorate 
subsequently changed to the Mining and Pastoral Region. 

Early in his parliamentary career Norman was promoted to the position of Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Cabinet under Sir Charles Court. Between 1993 and 2001 he held numerous 
ministerial appointments in the Court-Cowan Ministry, which included education, sport and 
recreation, mines and tourism. 

Since 1997 Norman Moore was "Father of the House" in the Council chamber and from 2001 to 
2008 Leader of the Opposition in the Western Australian Legislative Council. Following the 
2008 state election he became Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Fisheries; Electoral Affairs and 
Leader of the Government in the upper house. 

During the interview, Norman offers his personal views on a variety of controversial topics, 
which include federalism, the centralization of power, secession, and issues relating to education, 
such as the national curriculum, industrial relations and the teachers dispute in the early 1990s. 

The series of eight interviews in digital format were conducted by Ron Chapman between 8 
October 2013 and 21 January 2014 and extend over a period of 11 hours and 25 minutes. 
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Interview One Hon Norman Moore I 

RC This is Ron Chapman, and I am a research historian. It is Tuesday the 8k" of 
October, 2013, and I am carrying out an interview with Norman Moore at his home in Perth, 
Western Australia. This interview forms part of an oral history project which records the 
recollections of former members of Western Australia's Parliament. First of all, Norman, I would 
like to thank you for agreeing to take part in this project. 

MOORE It's a pleasure. 

RC Just to start with I would like to ask you if you could tell me when and where you 
were born and something about your parents' backgrounds 

MOORE Yes. I was born in Kalgoorlie, in the Kalgoorlie Hospital in August 1945. My father 
was at that time working for Gold Mines of Kalgoorlie, which was a company owned by Western 
Mining Corporation. He and my mother had moved to Kalgoorlie in early 1945. My father was born 
in Goomalling and, regrettably, he lost his father when he was only 14. He had three sisters and a 
mother to look after, so he often told the story of working two jobs; one working during the daytime 
in a grocer's shop and in the night time at the telephone exchange in order to raise enough money 
to look after the three sisters and his mother. He eventually was able to gain employment in the 
mining industry. I think he first began in Big Bell up near Cue, and went to Kalgoorlie and that's 
where I was born. My mother was a Chidlow, and the Chidlow family were early pioneers of the 
Northam district. In fact, William Chidlow was, we think, the founder of Northam, whereas history 
books would argue that it was John Morrell, but I think they worked together. William Chidlow was 
a labourer, but he was able to acquire a significant amount of land at Northam, and that began the 
Chidlow family connection with the Avon Valley. Regrettably, William's son, William the second I 
call him, lost all of the fortune. We don't quite know how, but I think there were some probate 
issues and some suggestion of gambling that he lost the fortune. But my mother was a Chidlow, 
and so they have a long connection with Northam. And so, my father from Goomalling and my 
mother from Northam, both from the Avon Valley basically, went to Kalgoorlie and that's where I 
was born in 1945. 

RC Brothers and sisters, have you any? 

MOORE Yes. I have two sisters and a brother; Margaret and Trish and my brother Rick. 
Margaret and I were born in Kalgoorlie, and Rick and Trish [were] born in Northam. 

RC Could you tell me, Norman, a little about your early life in Kalgoorlie, or any 
recollections you have of that time? 
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MOORE We left when I was five, so that my recollection is fairly hazy, but I do remember that 

we lived in a little place called Trafalgar, which was a little residential area attached to Gold Mines 

of Kalgoorlie. I think it was called the Arroya shaft, and there were a number of families who lived 

in this little almost village called Trafalgar. At the back of that little village was in fact the bush and 

you could actually hear the Trans trains going by because Parkeston wasn't very far from there, 

which is where the Trans trains used to meet up with the Western Australian trains. We still had the 

different gauges in those days. So, for some reason I still remember trains going by in the bush not 

far from where we lived. Also I remember a lot of Aboriginal people used to walk up and down the 

back of the houses carrying spears, but basically wanting some sugar or tea or whatever it was in 

those days, but they were very nomadic and not cause for any alarm, as I remember. But I don't 

remember much about it, but I do remember one occasion my mother taking us for a walk in to 

Boulder, which was quite a long walk. I think I was in the pram or I was walking alongside and my 

sister was in the pram. We went past one of the slime dumps which were still around Kalgoorlie 

and the wind blew up and there was so much dust that I can still remember this, having to turn 

around and go back home again because we couldn't see where we were going. I don't remember 

much about it but, as I say, I left when I was five. 

RC In 1950 I think you moved to Bullfinch. 

MOORE Yes. 

RC Could you tell me why you moved and why that happened? Was that to do with your 

father's work? 

MOORE Yes. My father worked for, as I said, Western Mining Corporation, in their business 

called Gold Mines of Kalgoorlie. Western Mining decided to reopen an old mine in Bullfinch, an old 

goldmine, and they formed a company called Great Western Consolidated, which was put in place 

to mine this particular gold deposit at Bullfinch. Bullfinch had been a little tiny town. It had a long 

history of some mining and a little bit of agriculture, but when Great Western Consolidated moved 

in they actually built a whole new town basically. It was probably the first company town in Western 

Australia. Whilst the hotel and the shops had already been there, virtually all the houses were built 

by the company to house their employees, and my father was then transferred from Kalgoorlie to 

Bullfinch to assist in the setting up of the mine in the first place. Then I think they lived there for 13 

years during the production phase of that mine. Regrettably, the price of gold was still $US35 an 

ounce and it was a very expensive mine to operate and it never made a profit the whole time it was 

open. Interestingly, the manager there for a number of years was Sir Laurence Brody-Hall, who 

became a family friend and became a very significant figure in Western Australian mining. Arvi 
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Parbo's first job when he came out from Estonia to work in the Western Australian mining industry 

was in fact in Bullfinch. He went on to become a chairman of Western Mining Corporation; a very 

significant person in the mining industry. So, Bullfinch was a great little town. It had about 1,500 

people from all over the world. There were people from Italy, people from Eastern Europe and 

Australians. It became a very close-knit community [with] a lot of activities taking place, a lot of 

sports, a lot of community activity. It was a great little town; I remember it with great pleasure. I 

spent my seven years of primary school at the Bullfinch Primary School. 

RC Yes, I was going to ask you about your childhood in Bullfinch and your education 

there and what memories you have of that particular time. 

MOORE Yes. It was a good little school. It actually started off with two classrooms and 

finished up with six as the town grew; and as was the wont of the education department in those 

days the buildings were all transportable apart from the original two. So they transported the 

classrooms in. I have some great memories of some wonderful teachers. A fellow named Jim 

Pether, who was an outstanding teacher and a good athlete. Joseph Michael Brasich, who became 

quite famous and wrote a book about body language, I think, was one of our teachers in Bullfinch 

and was an excellent teacher. A teacher named Kevin Griffiths, who I remember well, [was] a good 

artist and encouraged kids to get into art and to understand nature studies and so on in those 

days. It was a good little school. I was reasonably successful. I was sort of towards the top of the 

class most of the time and quite enjoyed going to school there. We had interschool sports. I 

remember with great pleasure, with Bullfinch, Southern Cross, the Southern Cross convent, No. 7 

Pumping [Station], I think, Moorine Rock (all those little schools around the place) and we would all 

go to Southern Cross once a year for the interschool sports, which was, you know, a very 

important day in the school calendar. I enjoyed that very much. 

RC I just notice in your speech, Norman, you mention about Bullfinch and it is now a 

hotel, you said; is that right? 

MOORE A slight exaggeration but basically it's a hotel; a couple of old buildings are still there 

but all the houses, with the exception of a couple, have been carted away. Interestingly, a lot of the 

houses were taken to Morawa, where my father eventually worked as well when Western Mining 

set up an iron ore operation at Koolanooka. So, interestingly, a lot of the Bullfinch houses in fact 

followed the company to Morawa for the Koolanooka iron ore operation. But Bullfinch now is a very 

sad little town. When you go there now I can still see where things used to be. We were lucky 

enough that the company built a swimming pool because Bullfinch is a pretty hot place of course 

and that's where I learnt to swim. But now it's there but it's filled up with rubble. It's just quite sad. 
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There was a magnificent country club there that was also built, I think, by the company and that 

burnt down some years ago, so that's no longer there. But you look at the place and you can 

remember where everything was. But it's amazing just how small everything really is compared to 

what you thought it was when you were a kid. I remember the golf club down the road. There's still 

bits and pieces down there, still a couple of signs saying which particular fairway it is and what the 

yardage is and what the par is and so on. It brings back old memories when you go and have a 

look, but very sad. 

RC Just going back to your parents again, Norman, looking back, what influence did 

your parents have on your life? 

MOORE In those early days they were very keen to make sure that I did well at school, and 

they were very encouraging in respect to us getting a good education. They took an interest in the 

school. I remember my parents being quite friendly with some of the teachers who were teaching in 

the school, particularly through golf and sport. They encouraged me to play sport a lot. My dad was 

a good sportsman, and so I took up sport with some enthusiasm at primary school. I was 

reasonably successful at that. 

RC Which particular sports were you keen on? 

MOORE Bearing in mind we were just competing with kids in a little country town, I was no 

Olympian but I used to be able to do okay at athletics and I played football a bit and tennis and 

golf. I was never much good at cricket; I don't know why. [chuckles] 

RC In 1958, Norman, you moved to Northam to continue your education, 1958 to '62, 

and I think you boarded with relatives, is that correct? 

MOORE Yes. The Bullfinch school was a primary school, so in order to have a secondary 

education I needed to go away to school. As I said earlier, my mother came from Northam and my 

grandmother and grandfather were still living in Northam, so they were prepared to have me board 

with them while I went to school there. I got a scholarship to the high school. So, whilst my mother 

would have preferred I went to a Catholic school, I finished up at the Northam Senior High School, 

living with my grandmother and grandfather. I remember being quite homesick for a while, even 

though my grandparents were very good to me, but they were a fair bit older than me and I was 

sort of a little kid in an older home. It just added to the homesickness, I think; it wasn't quite like 

living at home with my brothers and sisters and so on and the other kids around the place. So I 

lived there for three years with my grandparents, and eventually I think I became a bit of a handful 
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for my grandmother who decided it would be [chuckles] probably a good thing if I went somewhere 

else. My mother's cousin and her husband, Jim and Joan Williams, also had a son a year older 

than me at school and a daughter a couple of years younger and they were good enough to take 

me in. So, I lived with them for a couple of years and they were two of the best years of my life. 

They were just lovely people and it was just a lovely environment to be in, and school was good 

and so they were very happy years, because I fell in love two or three times over those couple of 

years. [chuckles] But I became the school captain and performed quite well in sport and not so 

brilliantly education-wise. I did tend to waste a fair bit of time there, I think. 

RC Have you any memories of particular teachers at the school that stood out at the 

time? 

MOORE Yes. We had a teacher named David Baker. I think he was there for my first four 

years and he taught me a number of things: maths and social studies and so on. He was a brilliant 

teacher but very difficult to understand. He was a very complex person. I understand that he was 

extraordinarily religious. He did try at one stage to convince me that I should take up some sort of 

religious career. I never quite knew what he was talking about, as I remember, but as time has 

gone on I have come to understand what he was all about, but he was a great teacher. There was 

a fellow there named Norm Hoffman, who I had consequently had a lot to do with when I was 

education minister. He taught at that school and he taught me for a little while, but he was a 

brilliant mathematician, a brilliant math teacher. Another fellow, Peter Gunning, he was an English 

teacher and was a terrific fellow. Mal Bennett taught social studies and became a superintendent, 

a wonderful fellow. Bruce Sinclair was a phys ed teacher. I remember he coached our footy team, 

undefeated in my final year there. Yes, there's a long list of really, really good teachers. 

One of the things I've actually done since is organise class reunions for our class, I guess the 

leaving class of '62, and we've invited those teachers, the former teachers I could find. So a few of 

them have come along on a few of the occasions, and it was very interesting to catch up with them 

and learn what they were thinking at the time that they were trying to teach us. 

RC How about subjects at school, what were your favourites? On the other hand, what 

subjects didn't you particularly like? 

MOORE When I first went to high school, and indeed through primary school, I was actually 

quite good at most things, comparatively speaking. In the first three years at high school, I was 

quite successful at English, geography, history, maths, science, tech drawing. I used to like it all. 

But when I got to fourth and fifth year, for some reason I seem to have lost track of things and so 

my maths and science weren't too flash, but I still maintained reasonably good results in the social 
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sciences, if you like, but interestingly also technical drawing, which was a subject I was quite fond 

of. So, I did my leaving when in those days it was a Leaving Certificate. I passed six subjects and 

got two distinctions, but a couple of the passes were pretty close. So, it was a bit of a shame, I 

think I probably wasted the last two years, but I was very keen on doing other things like I did the 

school magazine in fourth year high school and very actively involved in sport and a couple of 

girlfriends and, you know, just other things that seemed to be more important than studying too 

hard. 

RC How about ambitions, did you have any particular ambitions just before you left 

school and finished? 

MOORE One of the things that I have regretted ever since was not having more ambition. 

Because my parents didn't have a lot of money and if I was going to go to uni I needed to get some 

help. And they had in those days teaching bursaries, so that if you applied for and succeeded in 

getting a bursary, it was in your fourth and fifth year high school, years 11 and 12, and your 

parents got a certain amount of money on the basis that you would go to teachers' college when 

you left school. We also had a thing called the Future Teachers Association at the school, and 

because the only sort of people I had much to do with in terms of vocations were teachers and I 

actually thought I wouldn't mind being one, but never really gave much thought to anything else. 

And that's a regret I've had in a sense because I never spent enough time thinking about whether 

I'd like to be a lawyer or an architect or anything else. But it was almost sort of ordained that I was 

going to be a teacher. I don't quite know why, other than some other seriously good role models I 

came across in my student days and it just happened. That's what I did, so eventually I left high 

school and went to teachers' college. 

RC Just a final question, Norman, on Northam, the school at Northam. Just reflecting 

back, what influence overall do you think that school had on your career? 

MOORE Probably quite a lot, because it was a really very, very good school in those days. 

We had some excellent teachers and it was a good school to be in. A lot of kids in those days 

[were] coming from country towns around Northam, and they had the boys' hostel and the girls' 

hostel there, so we had kids from all over the state really. But probably the thing that stands out 

most was the quality of the education and the way the school was run in terms of getting involved 

in things other than just the classroom; so sport was a big deal. I remember in fourth year high 

school they put on a Gilbert and Sullivan production, The Mikado, and I was in the chorus because 

I couldn't sing, not the only one in those days. But that meant going to rehearsals and getting 

involved with teachers and other kids in that environment. It was a very special time in my life. I 
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really enjoyed it very much, and I've kept an interest in Northam over the years. When I was 

education minister I remember agreeing to providing some capital works for the school because it 

was badly in need of some renovations. And then a few years ago now, probably about 10 years 

ago, a former student left a lot of money to the school, and his name escapes me at the moment, 

and so it was necessary to set up a trust in order to manage the money. So I was the chair of that 

trust for a few years until it got established. So I've kept an interest in the place and been back a 

number of times, been to a few reunions and, yes, special. 

RC In 1963 you went to the University of Western Australia. Could you tell me 

something about how you came to go to UWA and your studies there, which areas of study? 

MOORE In those days once you had decided to be a teacher you signed a contract basically 

with the education department and they paid us a small living wage. But when you turned up at 

Claremont, as it was Claremont Teachers College, on the first day, you didn't really quite know 

where you were going to go. Depending on your leaving results and in those days IQ test and all 

the rest, they would determine whether or not you were smart enough to go to university or 

whether you should stay at Claremont and become a primary teacher. But if you wanted to do 

secondary education you had to get a degree. So I was lucky enough to fall over the line in terms 

of getting to uni, and because my strengths were in the social sciences I enrolled for a Bachelor of 

Arts degree. So I did that for three years at uni. But in those days what you would do when the 

school year began, we would have to go to teachers' college and then, because the uni year was 

much shorter at the beginning and end of each uni year, we would have to go and do teaching 

practice. So, in fact, it was quite interesting really because when I first turned up at Claremont 

Teachers College and we decided where we were going to go, we then still had a month or so to 

wait for uni to start. So they sent us off to teach in primary schools as practice as student teachers. 

I was actually thrown in the deep end; we were only 17. But I spent the three years at UWA, didn't 

work all that hard, fell over the line; a bit like my school days. 

RC Yes. I notice you said in your speech here that '1 attended more than studied". 

[laughter] How would you look back on life at UWA in those years? You had a good social life. 

MOORE Yes, a good social life. 

RC Made some friends? 

MOORE Oh yes. But at uni I still had a lot to do with Claremont Teachers College and I 

actually chose to spend a bit of time at Claremont playing footy for their footy team, as opposed to 
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uni, and made a lot of friends of people at UWA who were also doing the same courses that I was 

to become schoolteachers. So we had a really good life. Initially I had to board, because my 

parents were still in Bullfinch, and that wasn't all that happy. But then my parents moved to Perth, 

which was good, so I lived at home. I did three years at UWA, finished up with a degree, Bachelor 

of Arts, then the next year was what they call the Dip. Ed. year where you got the Diploma of 

Education and you also do a teacher's certificate at Claremont Teachers College 

RC That was in 1966, I believe, at Claremont Teachers College. 

MOORE Yes. 

RC And you were president of the student council, I believe. 

MOORE I was, yes. 

RC You also said that it was during that time while at UWA and Claremont that you 

began to form your political beliefs and interest in politics. Could you tell me more about that? 

MOORE Yes, more an interest in politics than beliefs in a sense. I became very interested in 

student politics, and student politics was quite variable really. I remember the Claremont Teachers 

College football club took over the student council in one election, [chuckles] as opposed to the 

situation now where you've got, you know, political parties trying to take over the management of 

the student body. So, the football club did. So it wasn't heavily into party-political politics. But what I 

began to understand about education and teaching was that the teachers' colleges were treating 

students as if they were kids in school, and it particularly became obvious to me in my final year 

when I was student council president and a graduate of the university that we were doing courses 

at Claremont Teachers College which were just, in my view, ridiculous, and they had no relevance 

to what you might do when you went out to teach. We had to pass art and craft. Well, I was never 

going to teach art and craft, as I was going to be a secondary teacher and they had specialist 

teachers doing those subjects. It just seemed to me to be quite irrelevant and a sort of a throwback 

to the past. So I had a fair bit to say in the student newspaper and to the principal and others about 

what I thought we ought to be doing, as opposed to what we were doing, which didn't ingratiate me 

very much with the principal at the time, whose name was Bill Halliday. I actually got on quite well 

with him but when I published a few articles, he got very angry. I've actually noticed subsequently 

in the annual report for 1966 that they thought that the student council president was a bit anti the 

government, or not the government but anti the department. [chuckles] 
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RC You also mentioned J0 Vallentine, and she was at Graylands Teachers College, I 
believe. Jo Vallentine, of course, became prominent in Western Australian politics. 

MOORE Yes. 

RC Would you like to tell me about Jo and if you worked with her in that time? 

MOORE Yes. She was president of Graylands and I was president of Claremont, so we used 
to meet from time to time to discuss what student councils were doing and what we were up to. 
There used to be, I don't think it happens any more ... the teachers' colleges in Western Australia 
used to have what they call interstate, and we would take sporting teams and cultural teams from 
here, from Claremont and Graylands, across to Adelaide, and we would have competitions with 
Adelaide Teachers College and one other they had there (I can't think of the name of it now) and 
vice versa. So, a couple of hundred students would go on the train across to Adelaide and they'd 
send a couple of hundred over here. And J0 and I, being the leaders of our respective colleges, 
had a fair bit to do in respect to that. So I got to know her quite well. She was a very good speaker; 
very well respected by everybody. I think in those days she actually was a Country Party supporter 
[chuckles] I think she came from the country. But we got on very well together and I have sort of 
seen her from time to time over the years and she's changed, obviously her politics changed 
dramatically. But she was a, you know, very competent woman, or young lady in those days I 
suppose you'd say. 

RC After leaving UWA and the teachers' college, Norman, [from] '67 I think to '76, you 
had held a number of teaching positions. Just for the recording I'll name the positions you held. 
Correct me if I am wrong in any of this. 

MOORE Okay. 

RC A secondary school teacher at Carnamah, is it? 

MOORE Yes, Carnamah. 

RC Morawa. 

MOORE Yes. 
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RC Then Cyril Jackson Senior High School; Karratha District High School where you 
were acting deputy principal; then Tom Price District High School, deputy principal; Tom Price, 
acting principal; and Laverton District High School where you were principal. Are those correct? 

MOORE Yes; spot on. 

RC I'll just go back to your valedictory speech on 21 May 2013 where you spoke about 
the role of teachers, the role they play in rural communities. I wonder if you'd tell me about your 
reflections on this and how the experience you gained in your various teaching positions helped 
you in your future parliamentary career. 

MOORE Yes. I always had the view that everybody should get involved in what's going on in 
their local community, but particularly teachers, because teachers can provide an important role 
model. Because in those days teachers were, particularly in country towns, quite highly respected 
as being amongst, if I can use this dreadful expression, the elite of the sort of intellectual strata of 
the communities. I'd never thought myself in that category but I used to enjoy, or I've always 
enjoyed, sports so I was involved in sporting clubs and sporting groups and taking on executive 
roles. I was president of a number of golf clubs, president or captain of tennis clubs; just generally 
getting involved in these things, not just playing but in fact being involved in the administration of 
these particular sporting groups. But another example, when I was teaching at Morawa, I had 
begun to take a very serious interest in world politics, if you like, and Australian politics. It used to 
be called current affairs, if you like. And I remember running an adult education course at Morawa 
in current affairs for adults. In fact most of the people who came along were much older than me as 
it turned out, but [it was] fascinating just to talk to people in those communities about what was 
going on in the world and how they were really interested in knowing more about it. I didn't know 
much more than they did, about those sorts of things. I taught English to adults at Tom Price, and 
just things that you can do in the community that you can use some of the skills you've got to help 
those people who might need it. 

Probably the most important community involvement I had was in Tom Price. I spent four years 
there. I really enjoyed it very much. They had a festival there called the Nameless Festival, which 
was run every year. It used to go for a whole week. So I became the chair of that on a couple of 
occasions. 

RC What was that called? 

MOORE Nameless, N-A-M-E-L-E-S-S. 
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RC Nameless, really? 

MOORE There's a mountain just outside of Tom Price called Mt Nameless. The story goes 

that when Tom Price, who was the geologist who found Mt Tom Price, was flying across the 

ranges with some Japanese gentlemen, one of the Japanese asked him, "What was the name of 

that mountain down there?" And he said, "It's nameless." And so it became Mt Nameless. So we 

had the Nameless Festival, which was a really big event for the town. I got very heavily involved in 

that, it was a lot of fun, and managed to get other teachers to get involved too. So, having teachers 

doing things in the community beyond just simply teaching their kids I thought was an important 

contribution they could make to the community. It also gives you a chance to get to know your kids' 

parents and the environment they've been brought up in; a far better understanding of the social 

environment in which they were operating. The concern I have these days is that now I've heard of 

teachers who go and teach in Northam and drive up every day, up and back, and I think, "Well, 

what sort of contribution can you make doing that or even living up there during the week and 

coming to Perth on weekends?" You can't become part of a community unless you live in it seven 

days a week. 

RC You also said that it was while you were a teacher that your interest in politics grew 

and that you became an active member of the Liberal Party. Could you tell me what prompted you 

to take an active role in politics at that particular time? 

MOORE Yes. As I said, when I was at teachers' college I became a bit of a stirrer, I suppose, 

I think is a good way of putting it. I actually became quite active in the teachers' union as a student 

teacher. And so, being disappointed, if you like, with some of the things that I was confronted with 

in education and whingeing about it, it dawned on me after a while that there's not much point in 

complaining about things unless you go about trying to do something to fix it up. And so when I 

went to the north, and I had a year in Karratha and four years in Tom Price ... when Karratha was 

just beginning, when I arrived we had the school and about three rows of houses and nothing else; 

a dirt road to Dampier, just very primitive. And because there was a cyclone there was no furniture, 

no stock, no nothing in the school; we just had this empty building and 200 kids turning up and 

what are you going to do with them? It was just terrible and the education department didn't seem 

to know what to do about it. We had a very bad year in that respect as the school grew from, you 

know, very small numbers to just ... we were teaching kids in the house over the road from the 

school at one stage to just fit them in. And so I just became quite angry about all this, and I was 

angry through the teachers' union but decided that my local members ought to know about these 

things too. I got to know a couple of the local members: a fellow named Brian Sodeman who was 

the member for Pilbara, Bill Withers who was the member for North Province, and they, together 
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with a number of other people, encouraged me to get involved in politics, and because I was sort of 

fundamentally of the Liberal persuasion they encouraged me to go along to a branch meeting in 

Tom Price. At the first meeting I went to I got elected the president [chuckles] and as they say, the 

rest is history. But it all came about, Ron, I think, the interest in politics by having an inquiring mind 

and wanting to know why things were happening and thinking that you can do things better than 

this, and then the realisation that anybody can actually make a difference if you try hard enough. A 

lot of people feel inadequate when it comes to getting actively involved in political decision-making, 

and that ministers are sort of on pedestals and Prime Ministers are sort of like God and this sort of 

stuff. Well, when you start to meet these people who are these things, you come to realise they're 

no different from you, and that they're just people who are doing a job and are prepared to have a 

go. So that's what I eventually did. I thought there's no point in just sitting back whingeing about 

things. 

RC You said that you'd decided to join the Liberal Party, which was closest to your 

beliefs. Did you ever consider another party like, for instance, the Country Party? 

MOORE No, I never thought about the ... you see, the Country Party was never part of 

where I lived ... well it was initially when I was in the agriculture area but the Liberals were in 

power. When I went to Carnamah and Morawa they were both in the seat held by David Brand, 

and so it was a Liberal constituency, and then the north was Labor. One of the things that also put 

me off the Labor Party in the Pilbara was the behaviour of the unions. They were just outrageous 

at times back in those days. It's different now. 

RC In what way? 

MOORE The demands they were making on the company were just ridiculous, and there 

were strikes and stop-works constantly for no good purpose. You've heard the old tale about the 

different flavours of ice-cream weren't enough and they had a strike. But I remember one lady, in 

fact it is ... I won't mention her name. She was in my adult English class and she was a union 

stirrer. She was involved with the cleaning union or whatever it was called. They spent more time 

on strike than they did cleaning anything. She wanted to learn, interestingly; a real conundrum that 

lady. I could never quite work her out. I think she became a schoolteacher actually. [laughter] 

RC I was going to ask you, after you joined the Liberal Party, in what ways did you 

become active at that time? You told me that you became president. Is that the local branch? 

MOORE The local branch in Tom Price, yes 
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RC So, what sort of things were happening at that particular time in that local branch? 

MOORE That was when Gough Whitlam was heading towards the end of his prime 

ministership, that particular year. We had about 100 members in the Tom Price branch of the 

Liberal Party. It was quite amazing. 

RC Very active. 

MOORE Yes, it was very active. We used to do things in the community, again for example 

at the Nameless Festival we used to run a beef and burgundy lunch or something; nothing political; 

just so the Liberal Party's out and about and we're part of the community. At the same time ... the 

Liberal Party structure is based on branches and then the branches in an electorate become part 

of a division, and in those days it was called the Kalgoorlie North Division, and that was basically 

the Kimberley and the Pilbara. So I became the president of that in my final year up in the Pilbara. 

And that was the year of the Whitlam issue, so we had that massive political storm, if you like, in 

Australia which was just amazing. Being up there out of the limelight ... or not out of the limelight, 

away from the city ... all you could get was this sort of ABC news and the newspaper four days 

late. It was pretty hard to keep up with what was going on. But because I had become involved in 

the Liberal Party I used to take a very serious interest in what was actually going on and we 

became involved very heavily in the campaign for that election. 

RC Just talking about the Dismissal, we've just raised that particular event. Are you able 

to tell me your views on that, just reflecting back on a major historical event, if you like? 

MOORE I think it just demonstrated that the system works. Here you had a Prime Minister 

who was going to borrow billions of dollars from some unknown Middle East character. 

iT1gThhJ 

MOORE Well, Khemlani was the go-between but he knew where the money was coming 

from. Rex Connor was in fact the federal minister who was trying to negotiate those deals because 

the money was to buy back the resources of the nation from the so-called multinational companies. 

Rex Connor was the reason why the North West Shelf was delayed about five years; because 

when Woodside first discovered the gas off the North West Shelf, he said that they could develop it 

provided they piped the gas to Sydney and he would tell them what the well-head price was going 

to be. Of course that was just ridiculous, never going to happen, and so that was delayed five 
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years because of that, and that was something that was important to me at the same time. We 

were trying to get development in the Pilbara. But Whitlam and Connor just went too far and the 

Parliament said, as it's entitled to say, "We're not going to agree with what you are doing." And so 

the budget was held up and eventually Kerr decided enough was enough. Now, whether Kerr did 

the right thing or not, it will be argued forever while there are people who want to argue about 

these things, but what he did actually provided a relief valve, if you like. It removed the tension and 

said, "Now the Australian people can decide." Now, whether it should have been Fraser was the 

Prime Minister who ran the election or whether it should have been Whitlam, I don't really much 

care, so long as somebody did because what was needed then was an election, just like we 

needed it in Australia this year. Circumstances had got so bad, there was so little trust in the 

system that people just said, "Yes, give us an election so we can make a decision about it." And on 

both occasions the government gets tossed out. 

RC So it really provided an example, if you like, of the safeguards within our 

parliamentary system. 

MOORE Yes. I always took the view that because the result of the election was 

overwhelming ... I mean the Labor Party were decimated, it said to me that the people wanted to 

get rid of that government and the Governor-General gave them the opportunity to do it. Now, 

historians (I won't include you in this) have always come out and been highly critical of John Kerr, 

and his subsequent behaviour didn't help, but the decision he took resolved the problem. 

RC Okay, thanks for sharing that view, Norman. [laughter] Before I move onto the start 

of your parliamentary career, I really should mention this, that in January 1977 you were married to 

Lee, Lee Britnell, I think. 

MOORE Yes. 

RC I just wondered if you'd like to talk about that briefly. 

MOORE To get the record absolutely right, I was previously married. When I was living in 

Morawa I was married for four years. It was an unsuccessful marriage, regrettably. So when I went 

to Tom Price - that was when I'd separated from my first wife - and so four years later Lee and I got 

together. Lee had been a teacher in Tom Price and so we got to know each other well and then I 

went to Laverton and she stayed in Tom Price and we then realised that we wanted to get married. 

And so that happened in 1977 on the 1st  of January, but I still forget my anniversary. [laughter] You 

reckon you could remember that, but I've been very blessed. 
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RC I was amused in your valedictory speech you mentioned your marriage and you also 

said, "our honeymoon was spent in Carnarvon knocking on doors", which I think was your election 

campaign for entering Parliament. 

MOORE Yes. The election, I think, was about the 1 9th  of February. It was certainly in 

February '77 and we were married on the 1st  of January '77, so it was right in the middle of the 

campaign. I spent the previous year when I was teaching in Laverton getting out and about on 

weekends and school holidays knocking on doors around the electorate, but Carnarvon was the 

biggest town in that electorate. It was called Lower North Province. So we rented somebody's 

house and a couple of weeks of the honeymoon were spent living in Carnarvon in stinking hot 

weather out and about every day knocking on doors; so, not something I'd recommend to anyone. 

RC I believe you have three children. 

MOORE Yes; Kathryn, who is now about 33, I think she is; I keep losing track of these things. 

She lives in Thailand; a very busy young lady. She works in the hotel spa industry. She's made 

herself quite an expert on that. She spends lots of time in South-East Asia, China, the Middle East 

particularly, working for this company that installs spas in five and six-star hotels, and she's 

become quite an expert in that and is doing very well for herself. Our second daughter is Georgia, 

who is an economist. She graduated from UWA with a BA, BEc. She works for a consulting 

company called Pracsys and does economic modelling basically. She lives in Melbourne. And our 

son Daniel, whose school career was slightly less successful than mine. [chuckles] He spends six 

months of every year in Greece on the island of los running a bar. 

RC Very good! 

MOORE So when someone says to me when is he going to get a real job, and I think, "Well, 

what's wrong with that?" [laughter] 

RC Exactly! 

MOORE So he'll be home in the next month or two. He spends a few months home and 

heads off again having a great life. 

RC Norman, I just want to move on now to the start of your parliamentary career in 

1977. Could you first tell me what motivated you to run for election to state Parliament? 
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MOORE Well, as I indicated, I had taken a big interest in political issues across the board for 

a long time. You know, the current affairs I talked about before. It was just an interest I had in how 

governments work and what they should be doing and being irritated at various times by what 

governments weren't doing and should have been doing. So, when I joined the Liberal Party, I was 

encouraged by people in the Liberal Party to give some thought to standing for Parliament and 

when I went to Laverton in 1976, I was in the seat ... Laverton was located in an upper house 

electorate called Lower North Province and the sitting member was a Labor member called Stan 

Dellar. Interesting history there because Stan had beaten a Liberal by four votes the previous time 

around and that Liberal had actually beaten Stan Dellar's father, Dave Dellar, at the previous 

election, so it was actually quite interesting. It was a seat that was winnable and so I thought, 

"Well, here's that opportunity. I'm in the right place at the right time." But I was from outside. I had 

come from the Pilbara and I didn't know lots of people in Lower North Province and to get elected 

you have to get endorsed first. So I spent a lot of time trying to get myself known around the place 

and sought the help of a few friends in the Liberal Party itself. Anyway, I got the endorsement and 

then the election was the following February, 1977. So, I was lucky enough to win. But it was hard 

work because the electorate was about half the state but lots of tiny towns scattered from Eucla 

right across to Exmouth. So, getting around was hard work ... a lot of dirt roads. I drove thousands 

of miles going to towns, knocking on doors; you know, doing all the stuff you do in a campaign and 

at the same time trying to learn about what were the issues that were important to people living in 

that area. Having come from the Pilbara, where it was, you know, towns of 4 000 or 5 000 people 

and it was mainly mining industry and the issues that I was aware of were to do with the mining 

industry and living in remote communities and education issues and health and all that sort of stuff, 

whereas Lower North Province had fishing; it had horticulture in Carnarvon and the pastoral 

industry as well as the mining industry. So, that was a crash learning course for me to get to 

understand what plantation owners in Carnarvon were all about, what people living in remote 

pastoral stations were about and what were there issues. 

JO Can you recall what were the major issues, what people were telling you at the 

time? 

MOORE Most of the issues that people raised related to, basically, living in remote areas and 

all the trials and tribulations that go with that, and having spent most of my life in pretty small towns 

and most of them remote, I had a pretty good understanding of what they were talking about and 

indeed that was part of the reason why I went into politics into the first place because I just thought 

that central governments were not aware of what was happening in these remote communities and 

they were being too often neglected and that was the message that came through. It related to 

schooling. It related to health issues. It related to transport, roads. There was no television in those 
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days, for example. I think Carnarvon might have been had it but Exmouth certainly didn't. The 

postal service, the telecommunications systems ... all just very, very inadequate. I remember, for 

example, in respect to telecommunications, going to a conference in Canberra early in my time as 

a member when they first floated the idea of a domestic satellite for Australia. And subsequently 

that's happened and telecommunications have improved dramatically in remote parts of Australia. 

They were the main issues but then when you looked at the particular issues ... like the pastoral 

industry was having a serious drought, prices were low and things were grim. The fishing industry 

had foreign fishermen in our waters. The plantation industry in Carnarvon never had enough water 

and the mining industry was absolutely in the doldrums in 1977. There were probably about two or 

three mines operating in the state outside of the Pilbara. So, you know, it was a bit flat at the time 

and a lot of problems ... I remember speaking about ... my first speech was about Yeelirrie , which 

was a potential uranium mine and the reason for speaking about that was not so much to support 

uranium mining but to get some development in part of the state, because there was just virtually 

nothing happening. 

JC You mentioned earlier about travelling a lot of kilometres to knock on doors and 

speak to people and that sort of thing. I'm just interested how your campaign was run generally. 

How were campaigns run in those early days in 77? 

MOORE My upper house seat, Lower North Province, consisted of two lower house seats. 

One was Gascoyne, the other was Murchison-Eyre, and both of those seats had Liberal sitting 

members, Ian Laurance in Gascoyne and Peter Coyne in Murchison Eyre, so they were run as two 

campaigns, basically. There was the Murchison-Eyre campaign, the Gascoyne campaign and the 

upper house candidate was sort of attached, if you like. So, all the publicity and brochures and 

pamphlets and advertising always said "Vote for Peter Coyne for Murchison-Eyre and Norman 

Moore for Lower North Province". So, the strategy was to try to make it like a team. There was an 

upper house and lower house member both standing. People did not understand how the upper 

house worked very well in those days, but it was a system of provinces and you had to win in your 

own right. So, the campaign, basically, from my point of view, because we didn't have television 

and didn't have to worry too much about that sort of advertising, was getting out and knocking on 

doors. I had introductory pamphlets and after I'd been endorsed in '76, I spent the next two school 

holidays doorknocking. I used to spend weekends driving from Laverton to Murchison to knock on 

doors. At the same time I took an interest in playing golf, which I found a really good sport to get 

involved in in these little towns. You go to their golf tournaments and you got to know people quite 

well. The campaign started the day I was endorsed and finished the day of the election, but most of 

it was about getting out and about, just meeting people, listening to what they had to say, because 

there was no way of mass communication, if you like, that we've got now. 
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JC On 22 May 1977 you were elected as MLC for the Lower North Province after 

defeating Stanley Dellar of the ALP, who you mentioned previously. How did you feel when you 

were elected? 

MOORE Well, this is one of the interesting things about the electoral system. The upper 

house has fixed terms so the 22 nd  of May was when I took up my position even though the election 

was back in February. So, I knew I was elected in February. That was the actual election day. The 

next day when I knew the result was mixed feelings. I was overwhelmed at having won and gone 

to so much trouble to win and got quite a good result. I think I got 56 per cent of the votes. But 

being a young ... well, 31, relatively young; in fact, I was quite a lot younger than anybody else in 

the upper house at that time ... but a young green bloke from the bush whose experience of politics 

was very local, and I'd only ever been to Parliament House once, I didn't have a brilliant 

understanding of how the Parliament worked and I didn't have a brilliant understanding how 

legislation was created and all those things so there's a bit of trepidation attached to this whole 

new learning experience I was going to have to go through. When I think about it in retrospect, the 

Liberal Party wasn't very good at teaching people or training members, so you had to pick it up 

yourself. I did things when I first got there, like I just sat in the chamber all the time. Most of the old 

ones were in and out all the time. I sat in there all the time and just listened and watched and 

learned by osmosis, if you like, because I didn't have the background that a lot of other people had. 

Whilst I had been in the Liberal Party it had been in the bush so I was not part of the inner sanctum 

of the party. I didn't sort of know what it was all about and who was up who and why. So my initial 

reaction to being elected was, thank God, after all our hard work, but what does this all now mean? 

What am I going to do? 

RC Can you remember your first day in Parliament, Norman? 

MOORE Vaguely. We had to go to a meeting in the President's chamber, and I think I might 

have been late [chuckles] because I didn't understand the traffic or something. But it was to make 

a decision about who was going to be the President. I don't remember the first day, but I remember 

my first speech. 

RC Actually, I have a few questions for you later on about your first speech. 

MOORE That sort of stood out. Some things stand out in your mind about the different things 

that took place while you were sitting in the chamber. But in the very early days I just sat there in 

awe, just listening to what was going on, and trying to get to understand how it all worked. 
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RC Were there any people who stand out in your mind who helped you in your first 

days, who were particularly helpful? I'm thinking about not just parliamentarians; I'm thinking about 

parliamentary staff as well, those people. 

MOORE Yes, probably Peter Coyne and Ian Laurance helped, but probably the most 

important was George Berry who was the other upper house member. He and I shared an office in 

Parliament House. He was very helpful. But I've got to say, in retrospect, that there was not a lot of 

help from anywhere. The parliamentary staff were good, but not half as good as they are now. 

RC So there wasn't really an orientation day or anything. 

MOORE Nothing like that, no. Although I remember Charles Court, who was the then 

Premier, got us aside one day and went through a few issues with us, but it was only a short and 

sharp half-hour meeting. But these days there are orientation days and the staff get very actively 

involved in helping members to understand things. There's no doubt in my mind that the new 

members coming in now are far better prepared than I ever was. 

RC Going back to those first days, can you recall your impressions at that time of how 

the Legislative Council worked, how it functioned? I mean, I'm talking about your first impressions 

here. 

MOORE I was a bit overwhelmed, I've got to say, but I don't think anybody realises that you 

are overwhelmed. It's an interesting scenario where everybody assumes that everybody else is just 

like them. I think part of the problem I had initially was that nobody realised just how out of my 

depth I felt I was: "What am I doing here sitting in this plush red leather seat? What am I going to 

do?" Then they started talking about things that I didn't have a clue what they were talking about. 

There weren't many Labor Party members then, but Bob Hetherington came in when I did and he 

had a lot to say about lots of things. I'm sitting there listening to this guy thinking, "Well, I didn't 

know about that" or "I didn't know about this". It takes a long time to get some understanding of so 

many of the issues that come up in the parliamentary life. I guess I sat there just thinking, "Have I 

made the right decision? Am I going to be able to manage? Can I do this job?", because there was 

so much I didn't know. 

RC During those first few months, that first year, Norman, were there any particular 

people or speakers who impressed you at that particular time? Obviously, I'm thinking of probably 

Sir Charles Court, I don't know, but other people who stood out in your mind? 
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MOORE Charles Court was a dominating figure in Western Australian politics but he was 

also domineering in lots of ways. He used to frighten me, I've got to say. He frightened most 

people, but he was pretty gruff. Graham MacKinnon, who was the leader in the upper house, was a 

brilliant parliamentary performer. He was just a very, very good speaker and was just so clever at 

responding to things. I found him quite outstanding. Of course, Sodeman and Withers, who were 

the guys from the north who I knew, were hard workers. 

Perhaps to get things in perspective, when you went into the upper house in those days, you went 

in as an elected individual, so you had to stand as THE Liberal candidate for THIS seat and you 

had to get elected as an individual. That meant that you had the same pressure on you as an 

Assembly member to get yourself re-elected. So, initially, I just spent most of my time doing 

electorate stuff and trying to make sure that I was across the electorate issues because I knew that 

in six years' time I'm going have to get re-elected. So, unlike today where as long as you are clever 

enough to get on the right part of the ticket, you've got more time to think about what's Parliament 

about, what are the standing orders about, what is the committee system and what's that all about 

and look at the broader political issues and the broader policy issues, I never had a chance to do 

that. Lee and I lived in Geraldton in '77 for a year. I would be in Parliament for Tuesday, 

Wednesday and Thursday and I would head off to Geraldton on Friday to pick up my clean clothes 

and head off to Meekatharra or Laverton or somewhere for the weekend and come back to 

Geraldton on Monday morning and then fly down to Perth for Parliament. So, I was just constantly 

trying to make sure that I got re-elected and that ... I guess was one of the reasons why it took me 

a while to come to grips with what the major policies were all about. 

RC I'd like to talk now about your maiden speech in August 1977, Norman, 4th  of 

August. You spoke about the tough times your electorate was facing, particularly in the pastoral, 

mining, agricultural and fishing industries, and about the sociological aspects of living in isolated 

areas. Looking back over your 36 years in Parliament, how do you think things have changed for 

people who lived and worked in your electorate; in other words, just comparing how things were in 

1977 to how they've changed over the years? 

MOORE I'll just look at those in some sort of sequence. The fishing industry is in pretty 

reasonable shape. In fact, I was the Minister for Fisheries, so I know a little bit about it. But it's in 

reasonably good shape and the issue of foreign vessels is no longer a problem that it used to be in 

those days. 

Horticulture in Carnarvon will continue to have its ups and downs depending on the river, how often 

it flows or doesn't flow. But I think there's room for expansion in Carnarvon and that hasn't really 

happened yet. But there's been some work done in recent times to mitigate against floods in 
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Carnarvon, which I think has been a good move because there's been a couple of big floods in my 
time, which are very devastating. 

The pastoral industry is on the bones of its bum, to put it mildly, particularly the southern 
rangelands, which was where my original electorate was. That's the sheep pastoral country. And 
they've had droughts and wild dogs and poor demand for wool, so they've really had it very tough 
and they're still doing it tough. I don't know what the answer is for those people; I wish I did. 
Then there's the mining industry, which has just taken off. You've got nickel and gold and rare 
earth all going along extraordinarily well at the moment. 

The sociological issues: there are still health issues; little towns still haven't got good enough 
medical facilities. There's education issues that you just can't get the quality of education that you 
want in those little communities. Roads are better. Our air transport system is better. 
Communications are better. So we're getting there slowly, but you'll never ever overcome the 
disadvantage of remoteness. 

RC The tyranny of distance. 

MOORE Yes, and it's never going to be any different because the metropolitan area where 
most new innovation takes place is where most people live and it invariably takes longer for people 
in the bush to access those improvements and so they always feel like they're always behind. I 
mean, TV was a classic: the city had television, then the bush got it; then major regional towns got 
television; then little towns got it. So, the little remote towns are always last to get the 
improvements. The worst roads are in the bush, the worst air services, the worst airports. But 
they're getting there slowly. 

RC On the subject of television, I just note, as well, a sentence in your speech. You 
said - 

There is only one town in my area which has television, and that is Carnarvon. Exmouth is 
believed to be the largest town in Australia which does not have television. 

MOORE Yes, but [you] see Exmouth was also in those days linked to Carnarvon by a dirt 
road, probably the worst dirt road I think I've ever been on. It was just a terrible road. That was one 
of the things we did when we were in the Charles Court Government; we had that road sealed. It 
just made a huge difference to Exmouth. Exmouth is a great place. It has huge potential but 
nobody's taken advantage of it. The same with Shark Bay; there was a dirt road to Shark Bay, an 
equally as bad road. 

One of the great ironies, Ron, of politics is that the little town of Denham, which is the proper name 
for Shark Bay, had this dirt road in from the main highway going to Carnarvon. We promised that 
we'd seal the road. I reckon half the community didn't want it because they'd been isolated for a 
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very long time. It was hard to get there. The community had grown as a little isolated community 

with an interesting cultural mix and a lot of them just didn't want to be connected to the rest of the 

country [chuckles]. It was actually quite amazing. 

RC In your maiden speech as well, Norman, you mentioned this earlier about the 

development of the Yeelirrie uranium deposit. You said in your speech how important that was for 

the development of the state. Have you any comments on that now specifically? I believe it didn't 

take off. 

MOORE No. 

RC It didn't take off. 

MOORE Yeelirrie was a uranium deposit discovered by Western Mining Corporation on 

Yeelirrie Station, which is located between Sandstone and Wiluna. There's actually quite a lot of 

uranium around Wiluna in that part of the world, but Yeelirrie was the biggest. Western Mining 

were seriously planning on developing that particular deposit, which would have led to the 

development of a new town, because that's what they did in those days. At the same time as that 

was happening, Mount Isa Mines were developing the Leinster nickel mine. To get a decent sized 

ore body then companies were building towns, which then meant bitumen roads, better education, 

better medical facilities and so on. So, I was very keen for this mine to get up and running. For a 

variety of reasons it never happened. I think the price collapsed and then there were political 

issues around mining uranium, so it didn't happen. That was 1977. In 2012, the Western Mining 

asset of Yeelirrie had been transferred to BHP when BHP took over Western Mining, and BHP 

were contemplating mining it when we became the government in 2008. But, really, it was quite a 

small project compared to the Roxby Downs project in South Australia, so I never thought that BHP 

was ever going to develop Yeelirrie. Fortunately, they sold it to Cameco, which is a Canadian 

company, and Cameco are a bit keen to look at it more objectively, I think, than BHP. So, in the 

event that the price of uranium should go up again (and it is still pretty flat at the moment) I 

wouldn't be surprised if Cameco developed Yeelirrie, but it will be a fly in, fly out operation 

probably, so we won't get the benefits that we would've got back in 1977. 

RC You mentioned fly in, fly out, which I was actually going to ask in my next question, 

because we've been speaking about the development of towns and communities in those days, in 

the 70s and investment in mining, which would bring development into communities and expand 

the towns, but we now have fly in, fly out. I'm just interested in your views on fly in, fly out in 
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comparison to developing communities in the 70s. How do you think fly in, fly out has affected 
local communities? 

MOORE Quite adversely in many cases. But if you look at the history of the mining industry, 

the history is of the development of little towns based on an ore body. When the ore body is 

expired, the town closes down, and I've watched a few towns like that and that's very sad. Bullfinch 

was one. Up until probably 1978 or thereabouts most companies would build a town if the ore body 

was reasonably big, so probably the last mining town that was built in Western Australia was 

Leinster, and that began in 1976 and was basically up and running in about 1978 or thereabouts 

for nickel, but that was a big nickel mine. Since then I don't think there's been a new town built 

anywhere in Western Australia for a mining operation, and there are a number of reasons for that. 

One that a lot of ore bodies are quite small, and with modern technology you can mine them out 

very quickly. So if you've got a goldmine that's going to last for five years, then there's no point in 

building a town, so fly in, fly out makes sense for those sorts of operations. You've also got some 

existing mining towns like Tom Price where, because of expansions of their operations, instead of 

expanding the town, they've got fly in, fly out people working in some parts of their operations. The 

classic there is Marandoo, which is a mine about 20 or 30 kays from Tom Price, and the people fly 

in and fly out and live in camps in Tom Price and go to work. But what a lot of people don't 

understand is why fly in, fly out came in in the first place. There are two reasons. One (and this is 

the most commonly accepted one) was when the decision was taken to tax subsidised housing 

rentals in mining towns as a fringe benefit. You'd be aware that in those towns the companies used 

to give very cheap rent and that was a way of attracting staff to work there, and so with the new 

fringe benefits tax the companies were forced to pay tax on the fringe benefits they were providing 

through cheap housing, which just seemed to me to be a stupid idea at the time, but that was the 

deal. That turned companies off; they said, "What's the point of providing cheap housing if we have 

to pay tax?" They provided the housing as well, I might add, not just that, but the hospitals and the 

schools and the roads and the police stations and whatever. On top of that you had huge industrial 

relations issues in lots of those towns. You might remember Hamersley Iron had a 10-week strike 

in the Pilbara in the 1980s at Tom Price and Paraburdoo. The view was that with these isolated 

towns, very clever union activists could in fact use the isolation of the people to get across these 

activists' messages. You've got a captive audience in effect. The unions became extraordinarily 

powerful and because everybody was either in it or out of it and you lived in the same town, you 

went to the same pub and you played in the same bowling team, it was pretty hard to go against 

what was being trotted out as an industrial relations issue. People were quite frightened about not 

going along with what the unions wanted, and so you had this very unfortunate period of our 

mining history when you just had all sorts of industrial relations issues and people living in those 

towns being, in many cases, afraid to do anything about it. People used to come to me absolutely 
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in tears, just saying, "This is what they're threatening to do to me if I don't do as I'm told." It was 

quite intimidating. So the companies thought the only way to do this is, if we're going to fly in, fly 

out and 12-hour shifts as opposed to now three eight-hour shifts and weekends off, 12-hour shift 

means you go to work for 12 hours, you sleep for 12 hours and then you fly home, so there's no 

capacity for union activists to get hold of people, if you like, to ferment this industrial action. That's 

part of the reason why they've done it. Now, it's sad because I always loved living in mining towns. 

I always found them to be really good. In Bullfinch and Tom Price and Karratha and those places, I 

really liked it. 

But there's no answer to it now, really, because I think fly in, fly out is now part of the culture. I 

don't think it's been properly analysed. I mean, I've read a number of reports and some of the 

reports I've read have come to conclusions that the people who have engaged the authors wanted 

them to come up with. I don't think there's been any seriously objective look at fly in, fly out. Lots of 

people like it; lots of people don't like it. But it's given the mining industry a chance to really boom, 

because if you were requiring companies now to build towns, half the projects wouldn't have gone 

ahead. 

RC I'm just thinking, as you were talking just then, about what has come to light recently 

is the impacts of fly in, fly out on families; you know, the social implications of fly in, fly out. 

MOORE I don't think that there's been enough work done on that, and it hasn't been 

happening for long enough to really understand how it works. Clearly, there are examples of family 

break-ups; mum being home for too long on her own, the dad being away for too long. I think the 

companies are seriously working on trying to improve the situation. It depends on what they call 

the swings. A swing is how many days you work on and how many days you have off. In some of 

the construction phases of some companies, they were looking at four, five, six, seven, eight 

weeks on and one week off. Now, that's seriously bad for a family environment, but now there's 

often two weeks on and one week off; two weeks on and two weeks off; five days on, four days off. 

So it is far more family friendly than it used to be. It's one of those things. I mean, obviously there's 

family disruption; but on the other hand there's also money coming into families which is enabling 

them to buy houses and get nice motor cars and send their kids to good schools. So, it's a mixed 

response, I suppose. 

RC One of your early speeches, Norman, in the Legislative Council on 16 March 1978 

was about decentralisation, which you said was a subject "dear to my heart". Can you explain why 

this occupies such a prominent place in your political philosophy? 

MOORE That speech, was it '78? 
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RC Yes. 

MOORE I remember that one. It was after I'd been there a year or so, and the very first 
speech I made was just about my electorate, and I explained earlier that that was all-consuming in 
a sense. But with the Address-in-Reply speech, you get to make one every year about anything 
you like, and I thought maybe I should broaden my thoughts to go beyond needing a new school in 
Yalgoo to let's look at decentralisation as an issue. So I did some research into decentralisation 
and made the speech. I don't know that it was all that good. I remember Graham MacKinnon 
saying, 'Well, when you've been re-elected, start making those speeches." 

RC Oh, really. [laughs] So what prompted you to make that speech? 

MOORE Because I had this fundamental view that the only way to improve living conditions 
in remote communities or remote parts of the state was to have some decentralisation. Up until 
then, virtually all of the towns in my electorate were there because of the mining industry, with the 
exception of Carnarvon and Exmouth, which were there for other reasons. We needed to get some 
decentralisation of decision-making so that people's views in remote parts were at least being 
considered even if you weren't going to build a new town for the government workers or 
something. It just seemed to me that mainly decision-making was centralised, and it was 
centralised in the minds of people who live in the city. It's still the problem now, of course. It's going 
to get worse because most of the decisions that they're going to make in the future will be made in 
Canberra. And they just don't understand what the issues are for people in remote parts of the 
state. 

RC Just talking again about the late 1 970s, Norman, in Parliament at that particular 
time. I wonder if you can tell me how you saw the relations between the Liberal Party and, say, the 
Country Party and the opposition, if you like, as well. How were the relations between the parties at 
that particular time? 

MOORE Not much different from now, really. I think when I was first in Parliament, the Labor 
Party had nine members or something. There were hardly any of them there. The Liberal Party had 
a significant majority. There were a few Country Party members. The Country Party members 
always took the view that wherever they could they would take a different view from the Liberal 
Party just to remind us that they were there. They had guys, like Norm Baxter, who had been a 
minister, and had Mick Gayfer, feisty sort of country blokes. I used to like them, but every now and 
again they'd take a line that was designed just to make sure that everybody understood they 
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weren't the Liberal Party. I think the debates in those days were probably more feisty from all 

perspectives than they are now in the upper house. The upper house has become very tame in 

recent years. I'm not sure whether that's a good thing or not, but there were some really quite fiery 

debates in those days, and a number of political issues that the government was running that 

caused a fair amount of public agitation and so on. I think section 54B of the Police Act was one 

that I recall, where Bill Hassell was Minister for Police (this must have been in the early '80s) which 

prohibited gatherings of more than three people. [chuckles] It was pretty contentious at the time. It 

was mainly designed to stop union activity, but there were quite serious political issues which led to 

quite vigorous debates. 

RC What I was thinking about as well was 1980. There was a decision to close the 

Fremantle—Perth rail line. Do you recall that one? 

MOORE I do, yes. 

RC That seems to have caused quite a lot of outcry at the time. 

MOORE Yes, well, the railway system in those days was those old diesel railcars. There was 

no electric rail system. I think, as I remember, Cyril Rushton was the Minister for Transport and he 

advised us that every time a passenger got on the train, it cost $5 in subsidies. He'd found these 

Linc buses (you know, the two, the trailer buses that are still around the place) and he said, "We 

can move people between Fremantle and Perth far cheaper using these buses." So, they closed 

the railway line down, which gave the Labor Party a very significant political boost and, indeed, to 

give them their due, they reopened it and then electrified it, and the rest of the system that existed 

then. That was the Midland and Armadale lines. 

RC Did you think at the time that it was a good decision to close down the line? From 

what you're saying, it sounds as though it was economic reasons that it was closed. 

MOORE I didn't care much, because it didn't affect me and it didn't affect my constituents 

much, and if we could save a big heap of money, so much the better. But I didn't really understand 

the politics of that very well at the time. 

RC Just another issue, as well. It wasn't really an issue but it was a significant occasion, 

in 1979 Western Australia celebrated its 150th  anniversary. I wondered if you could tell me 

something about the parliamentary organisation at that time for celebrating the occasion. Did you 

have any input into that, or what was happening regarding the 150th  anniversary? 
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MOORE No, I did not have much involvement at all, but it was a year-long celebration; it 

wasn't just a one-off. They had functions continuously. 

RC That's right. 

MOORE I remember some of the ministers who were in the government dressing up in 

period costume for various functions and stuff like that. Then we had WAY 79 badges and that 

funny looking duck. Have you seen one of those? I might even have one in there. It's a badge with 

a funny-looking black swan with yellow, red and black on it. I don't know where they got the colours 

from. Yes, it was actually quite interesting. They had functions at Parliament House and special 

ceremonies and I think there were probably published a number of books for kids at school just 

recollecting the history of Western Australia and 150 years of development. We were going pretty 

well in 1979. Things had started to turn around a bit, and Charlie Court was going full bore. So it 

was actually quite an interesting year, really. These days we tend to just have a weekend of 

celebration and that's it. This went for the whole year. It was good. 

END OF INTERVIEW 1 
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This is Ron Chapman. Today is Tuesday, the 22nd  of October 2013. I'm continuing my interview 

with Norman Moore. This interview is for the Parliament of Western Australia Oral History Project. 

RC Just as a reminder, Norman, last time we were talking about the Court—O'Connor 
ministry in 1977 to 1983. You were appointed Parliamentary Secretary to the Cabinet in March 

1980. Could you give me some of your reflections on that appointment and about working in 

cabinet with Sir Charles Court? 

MOORE I must confess I was a little bit surprised to have been offered the job. I'd only been 

there three years, and in those days you had to have been there a long time before you got a 

promotion, so I was absolutely over the moon at the prospect of being promoted at that point in my 

life, and being cabinet secretary was the sort of job that had only been created, I think, about six 

years before that. We'd never had a Parliamentary Secretary of Cabinet. So, to get that job was 

very important, because it gave you a chance to work out or understand how government operates 

at a cabinet level, to sit in on cabinet meetings, to be involved in putting together the cabinet 

agenda and, indeed, watching the processes of cabinet. I was allowed to talk if I was asked a 

question, but I was not a cabinet minister, so therefore I was not entitled to be part of the cabinet 

deliberations. But it was a very exciting appointment and I had that for a couple of years under the 

premiership of Sir Charles Court. He was quite an outstanding Premier, Sir Charles Court. He was 

across every issue and, in fact, it surprised me that there were some occasions when he knew 

more about the issues being discussed in cabinet than the minister who was bringing it forward, 

because every weekend he would read all the cabinet submissions, but not just the submissions; 

the departments were required to provide the files to the Premier and he would study every issue 

before the cabinet meeting. It was fascinating at times to watch him when the debates were taking 

place in cabinet to know that he knew more than anybody else. It was just the nature of the man; 

he needed to be across every issue and to be aware of the consequences of government 

decisions. So it was a great learning experience working with him not just in the cabinet of course, 

but as one of his team in Parliament. The work he did for Western Australia is legendary. I mean, 

there's no question that he is probably our greatest Premier ever. 

RC In your valedictory speech, Norman, you said Sir Charles was "not a development-

at-all-costs Premier". Would you like to expand on this? 

MOORE Yes. There was a view around at the time when he was the Premier (indeed, when 

he was the minister for industrial development) that all he was interested in was getting mines up 

and running, getting new projects developed, all about economic development. There was a bit of 

a view that he was a bulldozer-type person who just wanted development for development's sake. 
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But having watched him closely and seen the contribution he was making in a whole range of other 

areas of government, demonstrated to me very clearly that he saw economic development as 

being but the vehicle for improving living standards for Western Australians and making sure 

everybody in the community benefited from the economic development that we were getting. And 

that meant he did things like completely refurbished His Majesty's Theatre, which was something 

most people would never have associated with him. He was involved, I think, in the building of the 

theatre down in ... what's it called? Mental block. Down by where the Duxton Hotel is. The Perth 

Concert Hall, which is regarded as one of the best concert halls in the world for acoustics. 

RC Acoustically it is, yes; that's right, yes. 

MOORE He was involved in that. And he took a big interest in all of the social issues as well 

as the economic issues, and probably equally as important was his determination that Western 

Australia wasn't going to be at the coat-tails of the eastern states. He desperately wanted Western 

Australia to cease being a mendicant state, as he used to call it. I think it was during his 

premiership that we actually ceased being a mendicant state and started standing on our own two 

feet, which was important to him. 

RC In your valedictory speech, you also spoke about Sir Charles Court's support for the 

federal system of government and your own belief in competitive federalism. Can you tell me more 

about that? 

MOORE The federal system that we have in Australia is based on the Constitution that was 

brought in in 1901, and it basically provided that, under the Constitution, a range of responsibilities 

would be given to the commonwealth and they would be specified in the Constitution and all of the 

other powers, the residual powers, were to be left to the states. The whole idea was that the states 

would manage most of the day-to-day activities of government and the commonwealth would be 

involved in those areas where there was a common interest amongst the states and could best be 

dealt with at a national level. Things like defence, for example, immigration; those sorts of issues. 

Over time, the powers of the commonwealth have increased extraordinarily, mainly through High 

Court decisions, but also through some constitutional amendments through referenda. Sir Charles 

wanted to develop Western Australia's economy, but found frequently that he was coming up 

against federal government policies and decisions that were contrary to the best interests of 

Western Australia, and the classic example probably is the embargo on the export of iron ore. 

There was some belief that Australia had no iron ore and then we discover we've got trillions of 

tonnes of it. He wanted to get into the business of exporting and had significant difficulty getting the 

commonwealth to agree. Another example was probably the North West Shelf, where the Whitlam 
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government made a decision that when Woodside discovered gas on the North West Shelf, the 
federal government would make the decisions about how that particular reserve was to be 
developed. The story goes that the then federal minister, Rex Connor, said to Woodside, "You can 
develop the resource but we'll tell you what price you can have at the wellhead and you need to 
put in a pipeline to Sydney." Needless to say, that delayed the development for quite a number of 
years, and then Sir Charles negotiated with Malcolm Fraser to get a good deal for Western 
Australia on the North West Shelf, which saw royalties split between the commonwealth and the 
state; 60 to the state, 40 per cent to the commonwealth, which reflected the involvement of the 
Western Australian government in that project compared to the commonwealth. 
They're a couple of examples of the sort of economic issues that Sir Charles faced, but he always 
felt that for Western Australia to do what it needed to do for its own citizens and for its own 
economy meant that it needed to be able to make its own decisions without having to rely on 
commonwealth decisions. He consistently argued that the commonwealth's getting in the way of 
the states doing what needs to be done. Nothing has changed over time; in fact, it's got worse. The 
situation now is that the states will eventually become service deliverers on behalf of the 
commonwealth. You see today debates about the Gonski education reforms, as they call them, 
health funding issues. Wherever you look, the commonwealth's now moving into areas of 
traditional state responsibility. Now, I've had a very strong view that competitive federalism is about 
the states being able to make their own decisions about a whole range of issues and that each 
state will be competing with each other to see which state can deliver the best outcomes, and 
having some competition's always been a good thing. But we're getting things like so-called 
reforms such as the national curriculum in schools, which is about having one curriculum for the 
whole of the country. Two reasons why that's not a good thing. One is no competition with 
anybody, so there's no benchmark to see who's got the best curriculum in various subjects. But, 
secondly, it means that a federal government writing the curriculum will decide what every kid in 
Australia learns, and that has enormous political ramifications that I don't think anybody's even 
contemplated much. It just means that the writers of the curriculum have enormous control over the 
thinking of every child in the country, whereas at the moment, up until the national curriculum, the 
states would compete with each other to see who could get the best outcomes in terms of 
curriculum development. 

I could write a book about federalism and I've been known to talk about secession from time to 
time because I think, ultimately, the states, as I said, will become merely branches of the federal 
system. 

RC I was actually going to talk about secession further down the track, but if you'd like 
to talk about secession now - 
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MOORE Having watched what has happened in my 30-odd years in Parliament and seen this 
inexorable movement of power and authority to the centre, I've concluded that something needs to 
be done. There needs to be a circuit-breaker to get back to what the federal Constitution was 
supposed to represent and we've gone a long, long way from that now. I'm a member of the 
Samuel Griffith Society, which was set up to look at the way in which the Constitution has been 
changed over time and to comment on whether that's a good thing or not. Generally speaking, 
most people think it's not a good thing. Centralising power is not a healthy political environment. 
What's the old saying? Power corrupts; absolute power corrupts absolutely. Federalism is based 
on the dispersal of power so that different levels of government have different responsibilities and 
the capacity to make decisions independently of the others, and that means that you don't have 
this completely centralised decision-making. Now, in Western Australia we're still a long way from 
Canberra, even though modern communications suggests we're getting closer; we're still a very 
long way from Canberra. The problem we have in Western Australia is most Canberra bureaucrats 
who are implementing government policies don't understand the situation in Western Australia very 
well. There's a very serious lack of knowledge and understanding of the resources industry, for 
example, and the classic case in respect to that was Kevin Rudd's crazy super profits tax. 
Decisions being made centrally and at the national level that don't reflect the needs and 
requirements of the states, but particularly states like Western Australia which are virtually out of 
sight, out of mind. Now, I've just talked about secession on the basis that that needs to be in the 
public domain not just because I think a lot of people would like it to happen, but because it keeps 
reminding central governments and central government politicians that Western Australia wants to 
be taken seriously and we want our issues to be considered at the national level. My view is that 
they are not. 

I might add on the other hand, when I was a young fellow living in Tom Price I had a visit from a 
fellow who was doing some work for Lang Hancock and Lang Hancock was in fact undertaking a 
significant amount of research into what would happen if Western Australia did secede and how 
would we manage it financially and how would the state of Western Australia operate as a 
separate nation. When you sit down and talk about how you might create a separate nation of 
Western Australia and then start thinking about what sorts of policies you might put in place, we 
could actually develop a very, very wealthy and very significant nation because of our resources 
and our diversity of industries and the nature of the people who live and work here. So, Hancock 
was actually looking at all sorts of things like a tariff-fee economy, low business taxation, GST 
instead of high income tax levels, things of that nature which could have meant ultimately that the 
state would be a very wealthy nation. As a result of this work being done by Hancock and me being 
a young fellow living in the Pilbara at the time, I found the whole thing quite interesting and, indeed, 
quite exciting. So, over the years, I've, as a Member of Parliament, become increasingly aware of 
the need for something to be done about looking after the interests of Western Australia. 
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I have occasionally said that secession may be the only solution. Now, I'm not necessarily 

advocating for secession, because there is a lot to be said for being a part of the Australian nation. 

On the other hand, if there is not a recognition by the major parties, and there has been no 

evidence that either of them recognise this ... If there is not a recognition by the Labor and Liberal 

Parties that we need to re-look at what the Constitution provided for and create a proper federation 

(if that doesn't happen) then the only solution for Western Australia is to secede. The worry I have 

is that a lot of people don't really care much about these things, but you need to be in the political 

world to actually see how the subtle changes are all taking place and how power is moving. A 

classic is (I was Minister for Mines and Petroleum in the last four years and a part of the ministerial 

council looking at that) that the commonwealth has no involvement in the resource sector at all, 

other than it has the power to give export licences, but it also has authority over oil and gas in 

commonwealth waters. But the rest of the resource sector (the mining industry) is nothing to do 

with the commonwealth, and yet their minister has got himself very actively involved in that. 

They're wanting a national mine safety system, they're wanting national involvement in how the 

mining industry works, so that increasingly the federal government will be seeking to have more 

influence over how the mining industry works. Part of the mining tax was all about that; it was all 

about the commonwealth taking over royalties from the states. It's just a demonstration of the fact 

that the federal government just simply doesn't understand it but wants to get involved in it. Now 

they're using things like ... I have mentioned safety. At the moment, in respect to safety, it's a 

uniform system where all the states basically have the same laws but still run their own 

jurisdictions, but ultimately with those, when they have these harmonisation processes, they finish 

up with the government saying, "Well, let's just have the commonwealth do that; that's all we need 

to worry about." So there's that. They're also using their environmental laws now to significantly 

influence what state governments and mining companies can and can't do. National heritage laws, 

world heritage decisions are all being made by the commonwealth, which affect the resources 

sector, and are being done by governments that really have no understanding of how the resource 

sector works. So, one can only hope and pray that we will have a government federally some time 

or other who wants to give power back to the grassroots, where it came from, and if they don't, 

then the various jurisdictions that make up the federation will have to consider whether they want 

to stay in it. 

RC Thank you. During your time with the Court—O'Connor ministries, Norman, were 

there any areas of the government's policies that you did not agree with? 

MOORE Not that I'm prepared to admit to [chuckles]. We brought in a law called section 54B 

of the Police Act. It was at a time in our history when union activity was very strong and we had lots 

of industrial disputations, lots of strikes, particularly in the Pilbara [and] on the waterfront; quite 
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aggressive industrial action that was having a very adverse effect on the state's economy. Charles 

Court wasn't one to sort of take a backward step on these things, and so he was very keen to take 

them on, if you like. But we brought in this section 54B, which was a device designed to stop 

gatherings of people (namely, union activists, I guess) in public, and I think that was an 

overreaction to the situation and I don't think it was ever used. But that was an example of how 

they tried to deal with an issue that was of serious concern. I mean, we had some very, very 

militant trade union leaders in those days. I actually went down to Fremantle once to listen to Jack 

Marks address a group of unionists in Fremantle because somebody had been arrested for some 

offence. I was actually quite frightened really, because the rhetoric these guys use and the way 

they could actually whip up a crowd was just amazing. I went away thinking, "Goodness gracious, 

I've never seen that before", and quite nervous about how union leaders, particularly those very 

articulate ones, are able to stir up crowds to the point where they can do things that they wouldn't 

normally do. I will talk about it later, but they did the same to Parliament when they closed 

Parliament down when Graham Kierath introduced his third wave of industrial relations reform, and 

that worries me from time to time. 

RC Who do you think were the most impressive ministers in the Court Government at 

that time? 

MOORE Charles Court himself, obviously. I thought that Peter Jones was an outstanding 

minister; Dick Old was a very good minister. A couple of the younger ones coming along, Ian 

Laurance and Barry Mackinnon, had a lot of talent. Andrew Mensaros was just a very dour 

character who was a very intelligent fellow; a good operator, Andrew. Yes, without trying to single 

anybody out ... I mean, I don't think there were any that weren't any good. I will just have a look at 

this photo to remind myself of who was there so I don't forget anybody. Yes, Bill Hassell was a 

minister in that particular government, and Bill was a very good minister and a very sensible fellow. 

Bill Grayden, I think, was Minister for Education; Bill was a real character. June Craig, who I think 

was local government in those days, she was also a very good operator. Of course, I have left off 

Ian Medcalf, who was the Attorney General. Ian was just quite a brilliant legal mind; a very 

measured, very competent person, Ian. Then there was Cyril Rushton. Cyril was like mother hen. 

He was actually local government minister for a fair bit of his time, and people used to liken him 

and local government to the broody chook looking after the little chickens. That was sort of Cyril's 

way of doing business. Then there was Ray O'Connor; I didn't have a lot of time for Ray, but I think 

in lots of ways he was probably quite a successful minister. Ray Young was a minister; Ray was 

health minister, I think. He finished up getting a job with the Labor Party after we lost government 

in '83, which I didn't think reflected all that well on Ray really. And David Wordsworth who is still 

around; David was Minister for Forests; he was also in the upper house. Gordon Masters, who was 
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Minister for Industrial Relations for a while, took on the unions and had a tough battle; a Pommy, a 

good guy. So they were all ... but I think the most outstanding one, obviously, was Sir Charles, and 

I think probably Peter Jones was the next one. 

RC During your time as parliamentary secretary to the cabinet, Norman (I'm obviously 

not going to ask you about cabinet decisions and that sort of thing), what were your impressions of 

how cabinet was run at that particular time? I am thinking by Sir Charles. In other words, was it 

very tightly run? How was the cabinet run? 

MOORE The Liberal Party has a position on cabinet where cabinet decisions are made by 

consensus, not by voting. 

RC Yes. 

MOORE Sir Charles, even though most people saw him as some sort of a dictator, was not 

that in cabinet. Everybody was given a chance to have their say, and he listened carefully to what 

everybody said. But, at the end of the day, he generally got the decisions that he wanted. That is 

probably a subtle way of putting it. But there were occasions when, in my judgement, cabinet was 

in favour of doing something and the Premier wasn't, and so instead of saying no, he would say, 

"Well, I think we might defer that until next week and have a look at it again and give me a bit more 

time", and it would never come up again. [chuckles] 

RC I see. 

MOORE But, to be fair, as I said earlier, he studied what everybody was putting forward. He 

knew more about it than most of them. He was across the issues. He was often able to convince 

ministers that they got it wrong or they could have improved their submission by doing things 

differently or whatever. But he never, ever, to my knowledge, stopped anybody from having their 

say on any issue. So he was a very democratic leader in that respect, quite contrary to what 

people have assumed about him. 

RC Sir Charles Court resigned from Parliament in January 1982. You partly answered 

this question, but I will just ask you if you could summarise your feelings about Sir Charles, his 

achievements and contribution to Western Australia's future. As I said, you partly answered that, 

but I will just give you this opportunity. 
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MOORE Well, my reading of the history of Western Australia would suggest that there are 

probably two quite outstanding Premiers: one, Sir John Forrest, and the other, Sir Charles Court. I 

mean, Sir Charles entered Parliament 1959 in an interesting election; I won't go into the details of 

that, but there was an independent Liberal, I think, or two Liberal candidates or something like that. 

Was it '59 he got in? No, no, they became the government in '59, wasn't it? When did Brand 

become the Premier? When Sir Charles became a member, they were in opposition, and then in 

'59, Sir David Brand led the Liberal—Country Party coalition to government. Court had been 

responsible for drafting up all of the policies for industrial development in Western Australia prior to 

that election. He often talked about how difficult it was to get the Liberal Party, at the lay party level 

(the federal Liberal Party) to come along with him. He'd often talked about how hard it was to 

convince Canberra-based Liberal Party politicians to understand what he was about. But from '59 

to '71, when he was fundamentally the economic minister of the government ... I mean, Brand was 

a great figurehead and a highly respected Premier. Court did a huge amount of the work behind 

the scenes in terms of getting the state's economy moving. So we saw the development of the 

Pilbara and the development of the Ord, the development of offshore gas, significant development 

in things like the railways. I think the railways made a profit one year that Charles Court was the 

minister. He was just quite an outstanding minister in that time. They lost office in '71 and he 

became the leader after Sir David Brand left, and so he was Leader of the Opposition between '71 

and '74 and just about drove the Tonkin Government to distraction because he knew more about 

government than they did. He just put huge pressure on Tonkin, who had a very small margin in 

the Parliament, so Court was now a very tough opposition leader. So they actually won the election 

in '74 and he became the Premier. So he was Premier then from '74 to '82, which again saw, as I 

was saying earlier, his involvement in a broader range of government activities as opposed to 

simply the economic portfolios that he had before. I think he was the sort of person who ... you felt 

proud to be a Western Australian when he spoke on behalf of Western Australia as the Premier. 

[He was ] just an outstanding orator; he was able to understand what Western Australia was all 

about and where we fitted into the world. He always had this grand vision, if you like, for what we 

could become. When you see our economy today and so on, a lot of it is very much due to the 

work he did. An amazing man. It was difficult to ever get to know him personally because he was 

always so busy. I remember one occasion we went up to the goldfields for a tour with him when I 

was a member. We were in Leinster for an evening function, and we flew back from Leinster about 

10.00 or 11.00 pm. When we got to Perth Airport he said, "Would you boys like a lift home?" We 

said, "That'd be nice." He said, "Well, I'm going to the office, but I'll get the driver to take you 

home." So we dropped him at the office about midnight and he said, "I've got a couple of hours' 

work to do." He used to operate like that; he just never stopped. I gather he didn't need much sleep 

and he just worked incessantly. 
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But you never really got to know him as a person very well because most of what he was about 

was work. There were never many occasions when he'd sort of sit back and relax and have a chat 

about the kids or "How's mum?" and all that sort of stuff. I might add, after he left Parliament, I did 

have a few occasions with him where there was more conversation about what he thought about 

things and other than politics. An interesting character; a very interesting fellow. When he was very 

old, he had a stroke (as you might be aware) and he couldn't speak very well and he couldn't write. 

I think he was about 92 or something years old and he started to teach himself to write again. Now, 

why he'd want to do that, I don't know, but he was just determined to make sure that everything he 

did was done properly and he worked hard on being able to speak better. Then regrettably he 

passed away, but I think the eulogies that surrounded his passing demonstrated the respect that 

the community had for him. 

RC Right, thank you for sharing that, Norman. 

MOORE You're welcome. 

RC Sir Charles was succeeded as Premier by his deputy, Ray O'Connor. You were not 

reappointed as Cabinet Secretary and you describe this as one of your "political scars". 

MOORE [chuckles] Yes. 

RC Could you tell me why you were not reappointed and how you felt about that? 

MOORE You'd need to ask Ray about that and, unfortunately, you can't now because Ray 

passed away quite recently. 

What happened was that Ray O'Connor knew that Sir Charles wasn't going to stay around forever 

and Ray thought that he should become the successor. But he spent a lot of time making sure that 

he had the numbers to get the job, so he had a group of members around him that he promised all 

sorts of things to. Now, in a sense, there was a sort of a factional situation in the party. It wasn't an 

ideological faction; I think it was just more a personality faction, if you like. There were members in 

our backbench who were being courted by Ray O'Connor who hadn't been made ministers and 

hadn't ever been promoted. Ray used to very cleverly, not manipulate, but encourage these people 

to the view that they should be in the government and Sir Charles had got it wrong, and when he 

became the leader, they'd be all okay. Now, as it turned out, some of them were okay and got 

promoted, but he only had one year as the Premier and then lost the election. Now, I was never 

considered to be one of Ray's friends, if you like, part of his group; I'd sort of aligned myself with 

the Courts, if you like. So, I was expendable and I was replaced by Tom Knight who was a member 
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for the South Province and a close friend of Ray O'Connor's. Tom got the job, which is fair enough; 

that's how politics works; sometimes you win, sometimes you lose. But I'd only had two years at 

that job and it's pretty hard to become a star of the Liberal Party when you're the 

parliamentary secretary for a couple of years and learning the ropes. 

But I was pretty upset about it, really, I guess, and it took me a little while to get over that. 

However, I got over it and got on with things. Then we lost the election, of course, and then spent 

10 years in opposition. 

RC I think I probably know the answer to this question, Norman ... Well, probably the 

next two questions, but I'm just going to ask you: how did you feel about Ray O'Connor taking over 

as Premier? 

MOORE Well, I didn't think that he had what it took to be a successor to Charles Court. This 

was part of Ray's problem; he was following along behind this icon of Western Australian politics. 

RC Hard shoes to step into. 

MOORE Absolutely, yes; very difficult. So, I acknowledge how difficult it was for him, but I 

don't know that he actually realised that. Ray was a very pleasant fellow. I mean, he was good to 

be with; he was good company; he would tell jokes. He'd look after people and take people out to 

lunch; just generally a really friendly sort of a guy. But I don't think he really had the capacity to 

take over from Charles Court. Maybe in another time Ray might've been more successful. He was 

a very popular fellow, Ray, and popular in the community, so there was no dive in the Premier's 

popularity stakes when Ray became the Premier. He was well regarded, but I think people found it 

was just, over the period of time he was the Premier, a little bit beyond him; that he wasn't quite up 

to it. But maybe at another time he may well have been very successful. He was coming at the end 

of three terms and so there's this "it's time" feeling in the community. The Labor Party had got rid of 

some of their older leaders and put Brian Burke in as the leader. It was seen to be a fresh, new, 

younger brigade. Ray was leading a team of ministers who'd been around a long time, a bit older. I 

think he suffered from that as well. 

There were some quite difficult economic times towards the end of 1982, so unemployment was 

up, jobs were down, and I just don't think his government responded quickly enough. There were a 

few decisions they made at the end of that term where it was almost panicky stuff; people could 

see that they didn't have an answer for the problems. 

RC Are you able to tell me what those decisions were? 
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MOORE I think they made Bill Hassell Minister for Employment or something in about 

December (this is my vague recollection) to reflect the view that the government needed to do 

something about employment because unemployment was increasing. But everybody thought it 

was just too little too late and not really a solution but more trying to create the impression that it 

was a solution. I do know that Ray didn't take a lot of notice of some of the research that was being 

given to him over that last year that he was there that was suggesting certain things needed to be 

done and I think he just didn't believe it. 

RC In November 1982, Norman, the Legislative Council debated the Education 

Amendment Bill which allowed schools to expel students, which you described as "the most 

sensible bill dealing with education matters I have seen introduced" at that time. 

MOORE [chuckles] 

RC As a past member of the teaching profession now, I wonder if you could tell me why 

you considered this bill to be so important at that time? 

MOORE What was the date again? 

RC November 1982. 

MOORE That would've been the Jim Clarko bill, I think, was it? 

RC The Education Amendment Bill, yes. 

MOORE Having been a teacher myself, the thing that really concerned me (and still does 

actually) is the inability of teachers to deal with problem children in a way that is meaningful and is 

going to achieve an outcome that we would expect to happen. I mean, for example, if there are 

seriously disruptive children in a school and the law says they still have to come to school, then 

there is really no sanction or no penalty to do anything about those particular kids. So being able to 

expel them meant that those seriously disruptive children can be removed from the school, not for 

their benefit (obviously, when you don't go to school and that's bad for that particular child) but my 

concern always was for all the other kids who were having their education disrupted and for the 

teachers who spent half their life dealing with a particular disruptive element and haven't got the 

time to concentrate on the others. I think even to this day that there's just not enough sanctions 

available to teachers to deal with children who won't toe the line, and you've got to have discipline 
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in the classroom if children are going to learn. But I don't recall that bill very well; I don't know what 

else was in it. 

RC Norman, before I move to the 1983 state election, I'd just like to ask how you saw 

the relations between the Liberal Party and the Country Party at that particular time. 

MOORE You might recall between '74 and '77 ... When the coalition was elected in '71, the 

then Country Party split into, I think, the National Country Party and the Country Party. A couple of 

the Country Party leaders, Matt Stephens, and I'm not sure who the other one was, withdrew 

from... 

RC Dick Old, was it? 

MOORE No, it wasn't Dick; Dick stayed on. Ray MoPharlin and Matt Stephens and 

Hendy Cowan and a few others left the coalition and those who remained in the Country Party 

were Dick Old and Peter Jones. Dick Old became the leader, Peter the deputy leader, and I think 

Bert Crane might've been one who stayed with them and Harry Gayfer. So when I got there, there 

were the two rural parties and they didn't like each other very much. Indeed, there was a view I 

think amongst those ones who had left that Jones and Old were too close to Court and that that 

was an unhealthy arrangement. So, you had that three-year period up to the 1980 election where 

Jones and Old (and then from '80 to '83 again) were important ministers in the government and the 

rest of them (I think they called themselves the National Country Party then, with Cowan as the 

leader) were not a disruptive element but they wanted to take different points of view from Old and 

Jones. Ultimately, of course, as you know, they ... Well, in fact, I think Jones and Old joined the 

Liberal Party and the National Party got itself together and became the National Party, and that's 

what we've got now. 

RC So at that time when you were in cabinet or you were parliamentary secretary, the 

relations were good at that particular time? 

MOORE Well, I always got on well with Dick Old and Peter Jones. I found them to be good 

ministers and very competent fellows. They weren't about trying to score points off the Liberal 

Party; it was about being part of a successful government. I think they both were exceptionally 

good ministers. So, there was none of the tension that was probably around the Richard Court 

Government with Hendy Cowan as the leader. 
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RC The O'Connor Liberal Government was defeated at the 1983 state election. I'm 

interested in your views on why you think this occurred. You've mentioned one or two things, but 

I'd just like to ask you. 

MOORE I think that after three terms there's always a feeling in the community that they want 

change. Burke was portrayed as "the best new leader in Australia", I think was the slogan they 

used, as I remember. We called it "the best new bleeder in Australia", but he portrayed himself and 

his ... He straightened out a lot of his colleagues too. There were guys in his shadow ministry 

who'd probably never worn a tie in their life because they thought that was too establishment. He 

got them all straightened out; they all had to go get a haircut and he cleaned them all up. There 

was a general mood in the Labor Party that they could win the election but they needed to come 

across to the community that they were competent and capable of being ministers. So, you had 

some quite good ministers, people like Julian Grill who was, in my view, quite an outstanding 

minister, and Burke who initially was extraordinarily popular and they were talking about making 

him the Prime Minister at one time. They portrayed themselves as being new and fresh and "It's 

time for a new era; Court's gone and O'Connor's not that flash. They're tired and it's time for 

somebody else". All of those circumstances came to bear and so we were quite resoundingly 

beaten in '83. 

From my own point of view, having been left out of that O'Connor cabinet group, I decided I 

needed to get out in the electorate more. So I worked very hard on getting myself re-elected, 

because in those days we were still getting elected under the old province system, which meant 

you had to go out and get elected as an individual. I managed to get 58 per cent or something, so I 

was pretty pleased about that. 

RC Can you recall, just coming up to that election, what were the main issues just prior 

to the election? 

MOORE Unemployment had become a problem. There was some economic decline. There 

had been a lot of industrial action, people didn't like it much. It's a bit hard to remember exactly the 

reasons why people turned against the then government other than the ones I've mentioned now. 

Things weren't all that good; it wasn't a good economic climate to be going to the election in. You 

had all these issues at the national level. At the same time as Ray O'Connor lost, Malcolm Fraser 

lost, so there was the "seriously it's time" factor in Australia right across the board. I think the state 

election was before the federal election and there's a bit of a view that they can't wait to get rid of 

Fraser, so they'll throw out Ray O'Connor on the way; a bit of that at the time, I think. 
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RC Just a final point on that election defeat, Norman, how did the Liberal Party cope 

with that defeat at that particular time? 

MOORE Very badly. We went from being the dominant party in state politics to being a 

squabbling group of factional groupings within the parliamentary party, within the lay party, '83 to 

'89 was pretty difficult; probably '83 to '90 was a very unhappy time in the Liberal Party. 

RC Norman, I would just like to talk now about the years in opposition, which is 1983 to 

1993. In your valedictory speech, you described the early days of the Burke government as 

"exciting and quite fascinating". Why do you think this was so? 

MOORE Well, Burke came across as being a really new, vibrant, exciting sort of a person. 

He was the complete opposite to Charles Court and he was able to get across a message that we 

didn't need to be sort of staid and dull like he portrayed Sir Charles but we could be more exciting 

and we could be doing more things. So he started talking about casinos; he started talking about 

and he was lucky that the America's Cup was on at the same time and things that were never, 

ever contemplated by our Liberal governments, and people saw this as being a bit refreshing, if 

you like. I'm just trying to think of some of the things that he was doing apart from the casino, but it 

was just ... I think for the first couple of ... for most of Burke's time, actually, he was well regarded 

by the community. We always thought he was a bit of a rogue, and we didn't think highly of him, 

but he was able to come across as being caring, as capable, as invigorating, if you like. So there 

was a period while he was the Premier where people thought that this was a new government 

doing new things. I mean, some examples have just popped into my head, things like Exim 

Corporation and the creation of these organisations that were sort of government organisations 

designed to work with business to get economic growth and development. 

RC Exim. That's E-X-I-M; is that right? 

MOORE Yes, Exim, export—import. And whilst they eventually caused his downfall, or led to 

WA Inc, at the time I think there was a degree of excitement about what could happen. Burke was 

also very clever. He was able to convince a lot of the major business people in Perth to come on 

board and be part of his plan for a new Western Australia, and you might remember the Curtin 

Foundation, which was set up as a fundraiser, I think, but had some very significant Western 

Australian businessmen involved in that, and that gave Burke a serious amount of credibility in the 

community, and at the same it saw people like Laurie Connell take serious advantage of him. So 

for most of Burke's time he was well regarded and the proverbial hadn't hit the fan when he was 
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still the leader. It was only afterwards that we began to find out what was actually going on during 
that time, and when he left, he got a standing ovation in the lower house. 

RC Right. Brian Burke in the office of Premier. What did you think of him occupying the 
office of Premier? 

MOORE We always thought Burke was a bit of a ... I'm just trying to think of the right word 
that's not disrespectful in any way ... I'm just trying to think of the best way to describe him ... we 
all thought he was clever and articulate and humorous and personable, but that he was sort of 
deep down probably a bit of a crook [chuckles], not necessarily, but they didn't always play by the 
rules. But we'd come from Charles Court, who always played by the rules; he was a stickler for 
rules, whereas Burke was much more flexible in the way in which he went about doing things. But I 
was quite surprised at how he came across as being very capable and that he was attuned to what 
Western Australians wanted and that he was certainly electable; he won in '83 and then again in 
'86. The only thing we had going for us in '86 was land rights. It was the only issue we could come 
up with to try and save us from oblivion. So he was really very popular, and lots of things were 
happening. So I actually thought it was quite an exciting period in fact. I remember saying to one of 
my colleagues, or one of my colleagues saying to me, that we would never have had this 
happening under a Charlie Court government. It was just different. I guess the America's Cup, you 
can't put too big a point on the America's Cup, but it was a euphoric period in Western Australia 
and we, Western Australia, had knocked off the United States in the major yacht race in the world, 
and Bondy of course, was one of the four-on-the-floor entrepreneurs that Burke was trying to 
encourage, and so here we were, under Burke's leadership, taking on the world and winning and 
Burke's mates were all, you know, actively involved in the economic growth of the state and we 
were getting other things like the casino, which was also a big deal at the time. So it was a whole 
new ball game really, and everybody felt really good. And so that's basically how it was. But it 
wasn't until really later in the piece that people like Hassell and MacKinnon started to do serious 
hard work on what had been going on in the government. 

RC You also said in your valedictory speech that the Liberal Party went through a 
period of introspection and factional warfare after the 1983 election defeat. You mentioned that 
briefly. Can you tell me something more about that? 

MOORE When the election was held and we lost, O'Conner was re-elected as the leader, but 
I don't think anybody saw that as being anything other than a temporary arrangement, but Ray 
didn't want to go, of course, and he was eventually knocked off by Bill Hassell in a party room 
coup. I can't quite think of the date of that but it was probably about six or eight months after 
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O'Connor became the leader. So Hassell became the leader but he was not universally loved by 

everybody in the party room and so the sort of factions that had been, I guess, controlled or 

overridden by Charles Court started to emerge. It had started with O'Conner, because O'Connor 

had his favourites, and so there was this sort of different groupings within the parliamentary party 

and that became exacerbated when Hassell became the leader, and so you had ongoing 

antagonism, if you like, within the parliamentary party, but it was also happening in the lay party. I 

mean the whole Crichton-Browne—Chaney factions in the lay party as well, and because we were 

in opposition for the first time in a long time nobody quite knew how to handle it. So it was just a 

very unhappy time. You just didn't know who your friends were and who your enemies were, and 

then there were that, and there was all mutterings that had rolled in and why has he got a job and 

why hasn't he got it. 

And then we went to the '86 election with Hassell as the leader, and that wasn't a very good 

campaign. Bill, who's a close friend of mine, has been for a very long time, was the complete 

opposite to Burke, if you like. Bill was almost severe in what we called a severe hairdo, if you look 

at a photograph, straight-laced, old time, old fashioned, if you like, against Burke, who was seen to 

be the new breed of politician who was going to make life exciting for everybody. And so Bill led 

the party but he was not universally loved by members of the parliamentary party, so it wasn't a 

good campaign in '86 other than, as I said, land rights, which was an issue that Burke had put on 

the table and which we'd sought to exploit, and I was fairly heavily involved in that because I was 

the Shadow Minister for Aboriginal Affairs then. That factionalism that had sort of really come out in 

those three years continued on until 1992 when Richard Court knocked off Barry MacKinnon, so it 

was two factions for all that time, and when you've got factions at war with each other within the 

same party it's not a pleasant environment. And when you've got factions at war with each other 

within the same party, it's not a pleasant environment. 

RC You were, as you mentioned just now, Shadow Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. You 

spoke about your concerns regarding a trend towards "separate racial development" for Aboriginal 

people, such as moves to acquire large tracts of land, separate legislation and the growth of 

administrative organisations. This was in September '83. Why did you think these issues were 

such a concern at the time? 

MOORE Land rights had become an important issue in the political world, and Aboriginal 

people were looking to get land over which they would have total control. You might recall that the 

Fraser Government, before it was defeated in '83, had brought in the Northern Territory land rights 

act, and that was a Fred Chaney—Ian Viner creation (ironically two Western Australians who were 

in the federal ministry) and that gave virtual freehold title to about half of the Northern Territory to 

Aboriginal groups, which then gave them enormous power in terms of things like royalties and who 
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could and couldn't go on the land, and things of that nature. Burke had promised land rights in 

Western Australia for Aboriginal people, and I did a lot of work on what did this mean. If you 

translated the Northern Territory to Western Australia, what would it actually mean? That meant 

that about half of the state would become Aboriginal land, and to me that was a totally 

unacceptable situation where you had, I think it was, about two per cent of the population 

controlling half the state. And "control" meant control; that they'd control who could go in, who 

could mine the resources, who would pay royalties and all the rest. Part of the land rights and 

subsequent native title action in Australia has seen the creation of all these land councils and other 

administrative bodies that have become, in some cases, the playthings of white lawyers who see 

them as a great vehicle for extracting money out of people. My concern in those days was that we 

were headed down the path of virtual separate development, because you were going to create 

large areas of the state that would be out of bounds to non-Aboriginal people. At the same time 

you had Bob Hawke talking about a Makkarata, which was a treaty between the Aboriginal nation 

and the rest of Australia. And I was always worried that we'd finish up with (would you believe) 

almost the opposite to apartheid, where instead of creating one race ruling the others, you would 

finish up with two nations almost. So, we took the view that land rights wasn't in the best interests 

of the state and that everybody should be treated equally in terms of the law. And that was the 

major campaign in the '86 election: anti—land rights. 

RC Yes, thank you, Norman. 

MOORE Sorry, I did a lot of research on it at that time. The World Council of Churches, as I 

remember, were very active in trying to support Indigenous groups around the world, and they'd 

sent out a lady from (would you believe) East Germany to tell us how we should, through the World 

Council, create land rights in Western Australia. I thought that was a bit of an interesting scenario 

really. Elizabeth Adler her name was; I don't know why I remember that. 

RC You also supported legislation designed to withdraw mention of Aboriginal people in 

the election act so that the law should be the same for everyone, and argued against the concept 

of positive discrimination. This was in December '83. Do you still hold the same views on that? 

MOORE Yes, I do; I always have. If we're going to be a nation made up of a whole range of 

different racial groups, then the laws have to be the same for everybody. When you start creating 

positive discrimination laws, not just for different races but also for different groups in the 

community, then you create division and just ... I guess there has been discrimination [interruption 

for phone call]. So I've taken the view all along that we don't need separate laws for separate racial 

groups in Australia, and that's what apartheid was: separate laws for separate races, and we 
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shouldn't have that. That's not to say that we shouldn't recognise people in need. Many Aboriginal 

people are in need, and I always took the view that we should be doing something about the need 

rather than some of this almost ... what's the word to describe it? It wasn't meaningful. It was 

sloganism, you know: "We support land rights", as if that's going to somehow or other solve the 

education problems with Aboriginal people. I thought, "Let's work on education instead of land 

rights." 

RC You were chairman of the Select Committee on Aboriginal Poverty from 1984 to '85. 

Could you tell me something about your work on that committee? 

MOORE Yes. We travelled right around the state looking at a whole range of issues. The 

Labor Party said it was just a token effort to try to distract attention from our anti—land rights 

position. But it was a genuine attempt to say, "Look, the problems aren't about land ownership; the 

problems are about health and education and living conditions, and all the rest." But it was a 

difficult committee to be on because there were some very strong differences of opinion on that 

particular committee. So, it never reported, as it turned out, because I think the topic was too hard 

and there were too many entrenched positions on the committee to reach any consensus. 

RC You were also a member of the Select Committee on the Allocation of Funds by the 

Aboriginal Liaison Committee in 1986. Can you tell me about your work on that committee? 

MOORE Yes. When Burke decided we were going to have land rights in Western Australia, 

he appointed Paul Seaman, who was a QC at the time, to do a report into land rights in Western 

Australia. Part of what Seaman was about was to provide funds to different groups to make 

submissions to his inquiry, and so I decided to find out who was getting the funds and what it was 

being used for, and what came out of it was (it took a lot of hard work to get the information in the 

first place) first of all I just asked questions, as you do, and got told, "It's none of your business." 

So, I started to smell a bit of a rat; there was something they were trying to hide. I think Ernie 

Bridge might have been the chairman of the committee handing out the money. It was quite a lot of 

money, a few hundred thousand dollars, and eventually I managed to convince the upper house to 

agree to a motion requiring the Leader of the House to table the documents. And that eventually 

happened. We started going through all of the acquittals for the money and found all sorts of things 

like people using it to pay for their groceries and people spending money on ... one thing that pops 

into my head is the Bombers Softball Club in Northam got money for something or other. So, all 

these quite extraordinary groups of people [were] getting money that perhaps they shouldn't have, 

but then some of the money [was] being spent on things that were totally inappropriate for that 

particular inquiry. So, when all that information became public, we moved to set up an inquiry in the 
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upper house to deal with it. This was not long before the election, so it would have been 1985, the 

end of '85. The motion was in the upper house being debated when Burke prorogued Parliament. 

So, we were still sitting and he prorogued it in (it must have been) November—December 1985. 

That particular action didn't attract a lot of attention from the media, whereas it should've because 

it was the most blatant attempt that I've ever seen to stop Parliament doing something. We actually 

came to the house for the sitting and there was a sign on the door saying that Parliament's been 

prorogued. And that was the end of that committee. Then we had the election and then we had 

another go at it, and it proved a very difficult committee to be on again, with again entrenched 

positions. And so it really, I think, basically recommended that if you're going to do this in future 

you've got to have far better processes in terms of who gets the money and what they spend it on. 

A very interesting time that was, very interesting indeed. 

RC In July 1986, Norman, the Burke Labor Government introduced the electoral reform 

bill, which proposed to introduce a system of multimember electorates and the method of 

proportional representation, which is weighted to give extra representation to rural constituents. 

Can you tell me why you were opposed to this legislation? This was in November 1986. 

MOORE What we'd had up until then was the province system, which meant that each 

province returned a member each three years, but there were two for each province and they had 

six-year terms. It meant that individuals had to go and get elected in their own right. So, I , Norman 

Moore, if I wanted to be member for Lower North Province, had to have my name on the ballot 

paper and go out and canvass for votes around the electorate and be judged on my performance 

as an individual. That happened every six years, and in fact I went through two of those. The 

multimember electorate system that they created meant that the political parties would have total 

control virtually over who would get elected. Even though under the old system the political parties 

endorsed the candidates, you still had to get elected as an individual. Under the PR (proportional 

representation) system now, it's that you just vote for the party, and in above-the-line voting now, 

you just put a "1" next to the party that you want and most people wouldn't even know who the 

candidates are. So, I felt that wasn't a good move anyway. But, secondly, it also meant that there 

was no longer this overlap. I think that was when they brought in the four-year terms for both 

houses. And so, instead of having the old system where half the members went out each time, you 

had some continuity of understanding and knowledge of the place, whereas with four-year terms 

for everybody ... [doorbell rings] 

RC Norman, your electorate changed at this time from Lower North Province to the 

Mining and Pastoral Region. I wonder if you could tell me how this affected your representation. 
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MOORE Well, a number of ways. Firstly, the electorate went from being half of Western 

Australia in area with 6 000 voters to seven-eighths of Western Australia with about 65 000 voters. 

So it was quite a different electorate altogether. It took in, or the new parts of the electorate were, 

the Kimberley, the Pilbara and the whole of the goldfields, so it was a significant change. But 

because it became a proportional representation system with, I think in those days, five upper 

house members elected from the Mining and Pastoral Region, it meant that in order to get elected 

what you had to do was get yourself number 1 on the ticket. So I then had to spend a lot of time 

going from branch to branch really looking after Liberal Party members, as opposed to the broader 

electorate, to make sure that I was going to get either 1 or 2 on the ticket. And as it turned out, I got 

number 1, which meant that in the 1989 election I was number 1 on the ticket and so was able to 

be elected. But it just changed the whole system. It became more necessary for members to curry 

favour with their branches and Liberal Party members than it was the broader community. And so 

you didn't have to go out and try and get elected as an individual because the voting system under 

PR is basically voting for parties, and so it didn't matter much who you were as far as the 

population were concerned because they didn't really know. It changed the system altogether. I'm 

not altogether happy with it still really; it's the way it's turned out. But getting rid of the six-year 

terms and having four years and everybody going out I don't think still has been a good thing; you 

get too much turnover in the upper house. It's also lost that close relationship between the upper 

house members and their electorates, and I don't think that's altogether been positive either. 

RC In an Address-in-Reply debate on 6 April 1989, and I know we've mentioned this 

briefly before, you spoke about the national curriculum for schools and expressed the view that 

"Once the Commonwealth has control of what people learn in schools, that is virtually the end of 

the whole deal for the States." Can you tell me more about your views on this issue? I know we've 

mentioned it previously but this was at the time of the bill. 

MOORE I didn't realise that I was saying that in 1989. 

RC This is in the Address-in-Reply debate, 6 April 1989. 

MOORE Well, it must have been reasonably new at that time, because when I became the 

Minister for Education in 1993, one of the first things I did was to get rid of the national curriculum. 

There had been a lot of work being done by the ministerial council to create a national curriculum 

and I managed to organise the numbers at the first ministerial council I went to to close it all down, 

and so all the committees that were working on national curriculum were closed down. I remember 

Kim Beazley was the federal minister and he was very angry about that decision, and he started 

talking about the different railway gauges in Australia and what a terrible thing that was and all the 
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rest. I just took the view that education shouldn't be controlled by one group in Canberra, and that 

a national curriculum, as I said earlier, gives the writers of the curriculum enormous power 

politically, because you can decide what every child in Australia is going to learn and the 

perspective from which it is going to be taught. And that's something that really still concerns me in 

fact. I can't remember talking about it in 1989, but I can certainly remember the activity I did in 

1993 as Minister for Education, and I'm still saying it. I said it in my final speech. I'm still really 

concerned about it now. 

RC Because it's still a very topical issue now, isn't it? 

MOORE Yes, that's right. So, you see, I haven't lost my enthusiasm for anti-centralisation. 

RC On 7 May 1991, Norman, you introduced a bill which sought to remove the 

legislative requirement for students at tertiary institutions to become members of the student guild 

or association, and I believe this was introduced in later years as well. Could you tell me about 

your feelings on this issue? 

MOORE Yes. It was an article of faith amongst the young Liberal people and the university 

Liberal students that having to be a member of the guild was very anti-democratic. You may recall 

that, in those days, if you didn't join the guild, then you didn't get your results. And so those 

students who simply didn't want the services provided by the guilds or were opposed to the way in 

which they were spending the money, and there were a lot of quite left-wing activities being 

undertaken by some of the guilds in those days, I just took the view that this notion that you had to 

compulsorily be a member of this organisation that you didn't want to belong to and unless you did 

that you couldn't pass your exams, I thought was very unfair. So I introduced legislation to deal 

with it, but of course the Assembly knocked it back. But I eventually, when I became Minister for 

Education, had an act pass through both houses to bring in what they call voluntary student 

unionism. I didn't call it unionism myself; I called it voluntary student association, and anybody who 

wants to be part of an association that requires you to pay fees should have a choice about that. 

And I think I was the first Liberal minister in Australia to do that, but it's subsequently been watered 

down. When Labor won in 2001 they changed it again, and then the Howard government brought 

in legislation which says, "No federal funding to universities that make it compulsory to be a 

member of the guild." Whilst the end sometimes justifies the means, I don't think in this case it did, 

because it was the use of commonwealth financial powers to force universities to do things, as 

opposed to it being done by legislation. The states still control the universities through legislation, 

so it should be up to the states to decide what's in the universities' legislation, not the 

commonwealth simply saying, "If you don't do what we want you to do, you don't get any money." 
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RC I think there was also, I seem to recall recently a question of amenities fees rather 

than guild fees. They changed it, if I recall, to paying an amenities fee for universities, I think. 

MOORE Yes. 

RC Is that correct? 

MOORE There are all sorts of permutations on this and it's changed a number of times. I'm 

not absolutely sure what the current situation is, other than the argument that was put up that 

guilds provide amenities for students and so therefore everybody should pay, but I think the view 

then is: but you don't have to be a member of the guild. One of the attempts that was made (I think 

Peter Jones was Minister for Education in the 1970s, late 70s, no probably early 80s; I'm not sure 

when it was, late 70s, early 80s) was that you paid the money but you didn't have to join, which I 

thought was a bit wishy-washy really. [chuckles] 

RC In an Address-in-Reply speech on 8 May 1991, Norman, you spoke about your 

views on unionism and said that while you thought the union movement was necessary, you 

considered it in a sense to be "old hat and out of step with the needs of a modern society because 

it imposes great restrictions and a very inflexible system on the labour market in Australia." I just 

wondered if your views have changed in any way on this issue. 

MOORE No. [laughter] But times have changed though. When I was making that speech, we 

had rampant industrial action in Australia and the unions were just out of control. The Pilbara was a 

real worry. There was a 10-week strike at Hamersley Iron in Tom Price, which just about sent the 

company broke. We're not having that sort of thing these days. I mean, militant unions of the sort 

that we had then are a thing of the past, and in fact I think only about 25 per cent of workers in the 

private sector belong to unions these days, which is a good thing because the inflexibility in the 

marketplace in those days was such that it was putting our industries at serious risk. So, things 

have changed for the better. 

END OF INTERVIEW 2 
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This is Ron Chapman. Today is Tuesday, 2911i  October, 2013. I'm continuing my interview with 

Norman Moore. This interview is for the Parliament of Western Australia Oral History project. 

RC Norman, last time we were speaking about time in opposition, 1983 to 1993, the 

Burke, Dowding, Lawrence ministries. I'd like to start today by asking you to give me some of your 

views on WA Inc. The late 1980s was a time of political unrest in Western Australia, and the period 

has been termed the WA Inc. years, when the state government colluded in major corporate 

dealings with private businessmen, which ultimately resulted in a considerable loss of public 

money, estimated at a minimum of $600 million. That's one estimate. Could I start by asking if you 

could give me some of your personal observations on this important, yet notorious, period of 

Western Australia's parliamentary history. 

MOORE I think, as I said last time, there was an element of excitement when Burke became 

the Premier; quite a different government from the one of Sir Charles Court and Ray O'Connor, 

and a young man running the state, with close relationships being developed with the leading 

businessmen in Perth. There was a bit of a view around that this was a very positive way in which 

the government could encourage business to carry out activities in the state. But, as it turned out, 

the government was taken for a ride by a number of businessmen. The naivety, I suspect, of Burke 

and some of his colleagues was such that the companies were able to take advantage of the 

government, and that led to the whole WA Inc. saga, which I guess culminated in the collapse of 

Rothwells bank and the attempts by the government to bail it out. I guess the most important and 

most significant events surrounded that Rothwells issue. When they tried to create a petrochemical 

plant in Kwinana on some land the government owned and they were buying and selling things and 

bailing companies out left, right and centre, Homes a Court was involved. He had done 

extraordinarily well out of the government, so they sought to bail him out when he got into financial 

strife. So the government was spending money on causes that were simply based on supporting 

their business colleagues who had got themselves into serious bother. Rothwells was a classic 

case, and Laurie Connell was just very adept at getting involved with the government in various 

activities. I think one called Northern Mining [was] to do with a deal in relation to Argyle Diamonds, 

which saw Connell take a success fee and the company fly in, fly out of Argyle instead of operating 

out of Kununurra. But then Connell just went on. He ran the bank as if it was his own pocket money 

and just spent the money on all sorts of things. I guess one of the things that sticks in my mind that 

offended me the most was that Princess Anne visited Western Australia on one occasion when 

Burke was the Premier, and instead of having a function at Parliament House so that all the 

members of Parliament could attend, they had a function at Laurie Connell's place in Bedfordale. 

Just things like that were just thumbing its nose at the so-called, I guess, conservative element of 

Western Australian society. Lots of stuff has been written about WA Inc. so I won't try to go through 
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all that now, other than to say that at the end of the day the government lost a lot of money. You 

say $600 million. The figure billion was thrown around. Who'd ever know the exact amount at the 

end of the day, but they were very dark days in the state's history. 

RC What was the Liberal Party's response, or strategy, if you like, regarding WA Inc.? 

MOORE Initially, there were quite a few Liberal members of Parliament who were also having 

a good relationship with some of the entrepreneurs, so when people like Bill Hassell and Barry 

MacKinnon started asking hard questions about what Bond was up to, what Connell was up to, 

what Holmes a Court was up to and trying to find out what the government's involvement was in 

business dealings, there were quite a number of Liberal Party members who weren't happy with 

that. Indeed, I remember one occasion when Laurie Connell invited the parliamentary party room 

to meet with him at his office to discuss a number of issues that had been raised, and the fact that 

half of our members went to that meeting demonstrated to me at the time that we had serious 

divisions of opinion within the Liberal Party about this. But I think ultimately when all the facts 

became known and Rothwells collapsed, I think most members realised that they'd also been 

sucked in by Laurie, like everybody else. 

RC You said there were differences of opinion within the Liberal Party. Just how deep 

were those divisions do you think? 

MOORE In a couple of cases, quite deep. Without mentioning any names, at least one of my 

former colleagues was allegedly having a business relationship with Laurie Connell, and that 

continued for some time, so that particular member was very unhappy and spent a lot of time trying 

to convince the party room that Laurie was okay and that we should not be going down the path we 

were. It seemed a bit like the conservative establishment; the Hassells and the Courts and those 

sort of members as opposed to some of the newer ones who weren't part of that scenario, and I 

think I mentioned it before that we had significant factional differences in the Liberal Party at the 

time, and I think that contributed a bit to the divisions that occurred in relation to WA Inc. 

RC On the 19th  November, 1990, Premier Carmen Lawrence, who had succeeded 

Premier Peter Dowding, announced her government's intention to hold a royal commission into WA 

Inc. after she initially refused do so. How do you think she was persuaded to change her mind? 

Was it pressure? 

MOORE There was enormous pressure in the political world for an inquiry so we would all 

know exactly what happened. Obviously, being in Parliament, most of us members were 
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reasonably close to what was happening because we were in the thick of it, but the general public 

were reading about it in the media and there was a genuine desire to know more about what was 

happening. Premiers are not all that enthusiastic about having royal commissions into activities 

that have taken place within their term in office, obviously, especially if it's likely to come up with 

some information that causes the government serious political damage. But there was just 

enormous pressure on to have a royal commission. In fact, I was going through my cellar 

yesterday and I came across a bottle of wine made by Pierro in Margaret River called Royal 

Commission Red. It was just an example of some community people doing different things to try to 

get the message across that we really did need to know what went on. 

RC What were your impressions of Carmen Lawrence as Premier? 

MOORE Well, she probably saved them from complete decimation. I mean, Peter Dowding 

was an interesting character; a very aggressive parliamentarian. [He'd] been known to get very 

angry and to be quite aggressive in his dealings with people when he felt the need to. He was the 

Premier and he won an election, but his party decided that they didn't want him and they brought in 

Carmen. Carmen Lawrence in fact improved the Labor Party's prospects quite dramatically, from 

my recollection. The first female Premier in Australia, articulate, intelligent, so she was able to, I 

think, stave off inevitable annihilation in 1993, and I think she gave the Labor Party still a chance to 

win that election. Calling the royal commission, I think, demonstrated that she was trying to put the 

past behind her and draw a line in the sand, if you like. She was quite successful in the sense that 

she was able to raise their stocks at the time when they should have been headed for inglorious 

defeat. 

RC In late 1992, the WA Inc royal commission report was published. What were your 

views on its findings? 

MOORE My recollection was that it was a pretty reasonable summary of what had been 

taking place. I don't think there were any silver bullets, that I can recall, that were going to destroy 

anybody, but it did demonstrate once and for all that we'd gone through a period of unhealthy 

relationship between government and the private sector and that there needed to be some 

changes to the way in which government operated. As a result of that, one of the first things the 

Richard Court Government did was to bring in a new Public Sector Management Act, which dealt 

with the relationships between ministers and government departments and relationships with 

private entities. I might add I think that legislation went too far. There were certainly some 

overreactions to the royal commission findings, but it did demonstrate that governments and 

business getting into bed together can cause enormous difficulties. 
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RC It brings up the question of government accountability, which is really what you're 

saying, I think. I am just interested in your views on government accountability, not necessarily 

regarding WA Inc, but overall during your time as a minister in Parliament. 

MOORE According to the media, governments are never accountable enough, and according 

to the opposition, the government of the day is never accountable enough, but, ironically, in terms 

of politicians, everything changes when you change sides. But it is necessary for governments, 

from time to time, to be able to undertake activities in secret. It is impossible to make hard 

decisions often if you've got to declare right up-front what you're seeking to achieve or what you're 

going to do to achieve something. The media get carried away when they discover that 

governments are doing something that they hadn't been told about. But you can never achieve 

much if, from the moment you start to do something, it has got to be on the public record from day 

one. This sounds a bit obscure, but governments need to be accountable to the Parliament and to 

the community for the things they achieve or don't achieve, but accountability doesn't, to me, mean 

that every step of the way needs to be made public, and it is necessary, from time to time, for 

government ministers and government departments to undertake activities that they don't reveal 

until such time as the outcome is known. I think it's fair to say, though, that there has been a 

significant strengthening of accountability since the WA Inc. days. As I said, [there's] the Public 

Sector Management Act, which puts certain obligations on ministers and governments to do things 

and to make them public. The classic case is, for example, ministers can't write references for staff 

in their agencies. Ministers are not involved in the appointment of staff in government agencies. 

Part of that is to make sure that you don't get political involvement in the business of the public 

sector. I think some of that is a good bit over the top, but, anyway, that's what sort of came out of 

all this. I think there's been a strengthening of the parliamentary committees. The upper house has 

got stronger committees now that have public hearings; similarly with the lower house. They now 

have a committee system that drills down into government activities. The Auditor General is still a 

strong element for accountability. I think it's better than it was, but I've got no doubt that ... As I 

was saying earlier, some governments need to keep things secret to achieve certain ends. Some 

governments keep things secret to avoid the political ramifications of it becoming known. It's when 

that happens that you can get into trouble. 

RC Thank you. The cost of the WA Inc. royal commission has been estimated (one 

estimate) at $30 million. Do you think it was worth the expense? 

MOORE Oh, yes. I mean, I don't know why royal commissions need to cost so much. I guess 

it's the price of lawyers and the amount of work they need to do. Because royal commissions are 
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not bound by the normal rules of evidence, they often can come out with findings that give us a 

better understanding of what's going on as opposed to a court of law where sometimes evidence is 

not made public or not revealed because of evidence issues. So most royal commissions, I think, 

that we've had over time have been worth the money, albeit it's a lot of it. 

RC I'd like to ask you now, Norman, about some of the characters, if you like, or the 

main players associated with WA Inc. I'd just like to run these names past you and if you could 

perhaps comment on each name. First of all, obviously, Brian Burke. 

MOORE Yes, well, Burke was a consummate politician. He was amusing. He was tough 

when he needed to be. He was sympathetic when he needed to be. He was the ultimate politician 

in the sense that he was able to engage with the community in such a way that he became 

extraordinarily popular. When Burke left ... he only stayed five years; he said he was only going to 

be there for five years. I don't know whether he decided he better get out before he got caught or 

whether he genuinely wanted to go after five years, but he and Mal Bryce, who was his deputy, 

both left after five years in government. At that time, his reputation was intact. But it wasn't until 

afterwards that we began to find out what he was up to and he finished up being found guilty of a 

number of offences, which, in retrospect, probably weren't the sort of offences that people were 

hoping to find. I think one of his stamp collections might have been involved in one of those. But he 

went from being a superhero politician to basically the community has very low regard for him, 

which is sad in a way. But he continues to make his presence felt in the community. Only just 

recently he was involved in some lobbying activities that caused Parliament to be a bit offended. 

RC You've already mentioned Peter Dowding. Have you any further comments on Peter 

Dowding regarding WA Inc. matters? 

MOORE Well, Dowding actually started in the upper house when I was there, and for the first 

time we had a member who asked a whole lot of questions without notice in the upper house. Up 

until then, we hardly ever had any questions without notice of ministers. Dowding changed the 

nature of the house quite dramatically for a time. He was aggressive. He was argumentative. He 

debated vigorously, asked lots of questions, put huge pressure on the government, which had 

never been put under that sort of pressure in the upper house before. So, we were all a bit 

surprised, though, when he went to the Assembly and became the leader because we didn't think 

he had that rapport with the community that Burke had had, but I think Burke supported his 

appointment, as I recall, on the basis that Dowding was smarter than everybody else, and that was 

probably true; he was a very intelligent, capable lawyer. But I don't think he was cut out to be the 

Premier. There were some legendary rumours about chair throwing and serious temper tantrums 
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at meetings, because I think what he found was that WA Inc. had already started and he inherited 

it and it was his job to deal with it. I think he was probably as upset with his own side as he was 

with everybody else, but they didn't keep him on, so they obviously thought he wasn't worth 

keeping as a Premier either. They needed a complete new break when they put Carmen in. 

RC And David Parker? 

MOORE Yes, very sharp, smooth, intelligent, capable person, probably the youngest minister 

I think ever appointed in Western Australia, as I recall. But David obviously got sucked in with the 

euphoria of the relationship with business. There was a rumour about big payoffs to him for various 

favours and eventually he lives overseas, so I guess that's the history of David Parker was he was 

considered to be a seriously bright and up and coming young politician and was going to go a long 

long way. He did go a long way but it was overseas. 

RC And Julian Grill? 

MOORE Julian was considered by many people to be one of the better ministers that we've 

ever had in this state. Most people you talk to who've got long memories about these things will tell 

you that Grill was a very, very good Minister for Agriculture, a good Minister for Fisheries. I was 

Minister for Fisheries myself, and people still talked about the fact that, until I turned up, Julian was 

the best minister!! Because he was capable ... Labor had some very capable, bright young 

lawyers. I mean, you've got Parker and Dowding and Grill, all very intelligent people, but they all 

got carried away with the accoutrements of office. Whilst Grill did a good job as a minister ... in 

fact, he was Minister for the South West and caused us a lot of political damage in the south west 

because of his 

[interruption] 

He was a successful minister, particularly in the south west where he caused us a lot of political 

damage in Bunbury, which in those days was sort of the seat that decided which party was going 

to be the government. I think they called it Bunbury 2000 or something like that; some slogan that 

they invented instead of the South West Development Commission. Really, he was very clever 

politically with the way in which he went about doing his job, but he went the same way as the rest 

of them. He and Burke are still close together obviously, and involved in the lobbying business. I 

think a few things that happened to them in recent times were a bit unfair, but that's for others to 

judge, not me about that. 

RC The other one I have is Joe Berinson 
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MOORE Berinson was a very capable .. again another lawyer on the Labor Party side. He 

was leader in the upper house. He was extraordinarily good in defending the government's position 

in the upper house. George Cash was our leader and George was a quite outstanding 

parliamentarian, very forensic, workaholic-type person who just asked these probing questions and 

raised issues and moved motions and did all sorts of things. But, to give Berinson his due, he 

survived, and it was a withering attack almost every day. To give Berinson his due, he came out of 

it, I think, looking reasonably clean. Now, whether he was, who'd ever know, but I think he was 

very good at covering his tracks or very good at keeping himself at arm's length from what the 

government was actually doing so that he could defend his position when the time came. 

RC You've just spoken about parliamentarians regarding WA Inc. I wonder if I could just 

ask about people such as ... you already mentioned Laurie Connell. Are you able to talk about 

people such as Alan Bond, for instance, and Connell again perhaps regarding WA Inc? 

MOORE Connell was the main player because - 

RC With Rothwells. 

MOORE With Rothwells, and when Rothwells collapsed, Burke (was it Burke or Dowding? 

Whichever) discovered that many of the Catholic schools and churches around the state had 

money invested in Rothwells because they were paying higher interest rates than anybody else, 

and there was serious concern that the collapse of Rothwells would lead to the collapse of the 

Catholic education system, so they were bailed out on that occasion and then it collapsed again 

and that was the end of it. But Connell was the main player. Bond, on the other hand, was busily 

going about his business of doing business with anybody or everybody. I don't know to what extent 

he was given preferential treatment other than having won the America's Cup at the very beginning 

of their term in office; he was flavour of the month with the government and who'd ever know what 

deals he did on behalf or with the government over that time. But Bond came out of it reasonably 

intact at that time and quite wealthy. His problems came around later than that. He diversified his 

activities. He actually went into goldmining. He went into beer brewing; all sorts of things. The 

Bond Corporation was a big deal, but, again, it was a bit like Connell's or a bit like Rothwells; it was 

generally based on somebody else's money. 

RC A question that just springs to mind as we were talking, Norman, you mentioned the 

word "power", if you like, regarding WA Inc. Do you think a lot of it was attributable to the abuse of 

power amongst the people such as Brian Burke, Peter Dowding, David Parker? Was it the power 

thing, in other words? 
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MOORE Well, I think Burke started it. You might remember the Curtin Foundation, which was 

set up by the Labor Party, which consisted of about a dozen of Western Australia's top business 

people, and there's the famous photo I've seen of Burke and Bob Hawke with the businessmen 

and they're all contributing to the Labor Party financially and as a result of that Burke was doing 

deals with them on the side. It was, I think, a serious lack of understanding of how the Westminster 

system works. At the same time, maybe it's an ego thing that these guys who were intelligent and 

capable but not part of the establishment saw this as a way of ingratiating themselves with the 

establishment, if you like, and getting close to business people in the state and then being able to 

argue that they could manage the state's economy better than the Liberal Party because they had 

this capacity to deal with the private sector. But at the same time as doing all that they were 

creating these government agencies. One was called Exim, which was really a statutory authority 

designed to create a close relationship between the private sector and the government in terms of 

doing business, and that consumed, at the end of the day, a lot of money. So, it's probably a power 

thing. Burke would rationalise this by saying that the government needs to not just sit back and be 

a regulator of the economy, but should in fact be part of it and that doing deals with the private 

sector isn't a bad thing, and probably it isn't; it's just the way you go about doing it and the way in 

which you ensure there's transparency in respect to the relationships, and that was never all that 

clear. You might remember the casino with Dallas Dempster; that was also being built at that time. 

I mean, Dempster's one of these four-on-the-floor entrepreneurs that Burke used to talk about; 

young guys who are making their mark in the private sector. Nobody could work out why Dempster 

got the deal to do the casino, which was a massive investment, and Dempster was not really a 

massively financed individual. So there was always doubt about why people got contracts. Was it 

because of their relationship with the Curtin Foundation or with Burke? Terry Burke, who is Brian's 

brother, used to go around collecting money. So there was always just a smell that there were 

deals being done that were underhand, and that can be a power thing. 

RC Thank you. What impact do you think WA Inc had on public perceptions of the 

integrity of Parliament and the political process in Western Australia? 

MOORE Well, obviously not as much as some people would think. The 1993 election should 

have been an absolute landslide to the Liberal Party. It was a significant victory, but Labor was 

able to recover, as I said earlier, with Carmen Lawrence being made the leader and the removal of 

some people, and then the royal commission that they were cleaning up the mess. But, generally 

speaking, those people who remember WA Inc. remember it as a period of time in our history 

where a lot of money was lost, a lot of government deals were done with not-so-honest private 

sector operators, and that they don't want to see that happen again. 
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Parliament, I think, came out of it reasonably well, ultimately. There were a number of inquiries in 

Parliament that assisted in coming to grips with what was actually going on. You might remember 

the Western Women issue. That was one where an upper house inquiry was able to find out what 

was going on with that. But at the end of the day, if a government wants to completely ignore 

Parliament, if it's got the numbers, then, generally, they are able to do that. During this period 

Parliament found it very hard to get information from ministers because they just simply didn't 

answer questions. You can get away with that if you've got the numbers. 

RC I propose to move on to another topic now, Norman, unless you have anything 

further to say on the WA Inc. period. 

MOORE No; that's fine. 

RC Okay, thank you. On the 5th  of November 1992, a petition was tabled in the 

Legislative Council by John Halden, MLC, containing an allegation that the state opposition leader, 

Richard Court, had improperly provided confidential information to Penny Easton about the 

financial arrangements of her former husband Brian Easton. What impact do you think that this 

incident, known as the Easton affair, had on the Liberal opposition at that time? 

MOORE Well, it was quite profound. The great irony of all of that was that it occurred not long 

after Richard Court had become the Leader of the Opposition after he'd defeated Barry Mackinnon 

in the party room, and Richard was actually struggling as opposition leader. There was the 

infamous media interview with a journalist on the ABC radio or television (I can't recall which) 

where the reporter said, "Well, you're just a wimp, aren't you?" or something. It was just a terrible 

moment and Richard didn't handle that well, as you could expect, but when this petition was 

brought down, two things happened. One, there was a move within the parliamentary party to get 

rid of Richard, which he didn't forget and, secondly, it actually brought out the best in Richard Court 

as a public figure. He was so incensed by what was happening that he actually came out swinging, 

if you like. He came out tough and positive and angry and offended but at the same time came out 

as the sort of person who could in fact be a Premier because he was strong and articulate. It in fact 

was one of those events where the intention was to destroy him; in fact, it had the reverse effect 

and strengthened his position within the community and within the parliamentary party. Those 

factional enemies of his who saw this as an opportunity to get rid of him as leader very quickly 

realised that the whole thing had backfired not just on them but also on Halden and the Labor 

Party. But of course when you then go onto the fact that Penny Easton committed suicide and the 

way in which the media handled that was just unbelievable. I'll never forget Geoff Parry trying to 

interview Penny Easton in her garage with the lights of the cameras sort of shining on her like a 
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frightened rabbit. It was just an appalling bit of journalism and I think he should be eternally sorry 

for that. 

RC The incident led to the Marks royal commission eventually to investigate the Easton 

affair and the circumstances. Ultimately, Carmen Lawrence was required to give evidence on the 

Easton affair. There was a perception in the media that Carmen Lawrence, of course, evaded the 

questions and forgot about the incident or the actual mechanics of the incident, if you like. What 

are your comments on that? 

MOORE My recollection is that the things that were forgotten were what were discussed in 

cabinet about the decision to table the petition. Some ministers forgot what happened in that 

cabinet meeting; some ministers remembered that it wasn't discussed; other ministers 

remembered that it was discussed. So there was all sorts of conflicting evidence about the extent 

to which the government knew about the tabling of the petition. It was done by John Halden, who 

was not a minister but was a leading light in the upper house. I guess the whole purpose of the 

Marks royal commission was to find out to what extent it was a government plot to destroy the 

opposition leader. I think at the end of the day, as I recall, again there was no silver bullet that put 

anybody down, but I think it just demonstrated that Carmen's memory had failed her on a number 

of occasions when perhaps it shouldn't have. 

RC She was ultimately charged with three counts of perjury resulting from the findings 

of the commission but she was tried by jury and she was acquitted in July 1999. Any comments on 

that? 

MOORE No, other than it was a long, drawn-out affair. At the end of the day, I think Carmen's 

reputation was tarnished as a result of all of that and most people these days would still say, "Oh, 

Carmen, she's the Premier who couldn't remember anything." People have said that that was a 

political exercise, the Marks royal commission. I don't think it was. Well, it was obviously a political 

activity, but I don't think it was done for political purposes; it was done in the context of a petition 

being tabled, a woman committing suicide as a result of it and a government trying to destroy an 

opposition leader, all in one hit. You put it all together, it actually was worthy of some inquiry, so 

the outcome was as it was. 

RC I'm interested in what you were saying: in many ways it was a turning point for 

Richard Court. You said it had the reverse effect to what the intention was. 
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MOORE Yes. Richard came out very strongly on that; very strongly. He was able to, well, not 
deliberately, but his response to what had happened demonstrated that he had the backbone and 
the moral fibre to be a good leader. That certainly helped because you might recall in 1992, I think 
it was, when Carmen became the Premier, she sacked a couple of ministers, one of whom was 
Pam Buchanan, who was the member for Pilbara (or Ashburton it was in those days) and there 
was a by-election as a result of that in Ashburton. One would've assumed that the Liberal Party 
was going to win that seat, even though it was a Labor seat. MacKinnon was our leader and 
Carmen was the Premier and the result was a very slight swing to the Liberal Party. It suggested 
that somehow or other that Carmen had done enough to get the Labor Party over the line for 1993. 
That was one of the reasons why Barry MacKinnon was removed, but it was important that 
Richard Court was also then capable of being the Premier. I think the Easton affair demonstrated 
that he had what it took. 

RC In your valedictory speech, which I keep referring to because it's an extremely 
useful speech for me 

MOORE [Chuckles] 

RC You observed that the Liberal Party had four parliamentary leaders during its period 
in opposition at that time (that's between 1983 and 1993) that is, Ray O'Connor, Bill Hassell, 
Barry MacKinnon and, finally, Richard Court. I would like to ask, Norman, how you would assess 
each of these in terms of carrying out their role as opposition leader? 

MOORE Ray O'Connor couldn't get over not being a minister because he'd been a minister 
for a very long time and opposition was not for him, and Ray wasn't the hardest worker going 
around. The worst job in the world is being Leader of the Opposition and the support and 
resources you get are minimal compared to what you have as a minister. 
Bill Hassell was a tireless worker, very meticulous, very confident, very intelligent; a good friend of 
mine, Bill. But if I could be a little bit critical, he was a bit too severe, if I can use that word. He 
came across as being aloof with no sense of humour and a little bit too serious, if you like, for what 
most people really wanted and at a time when Burke was the leader. Burke was quite the opposite; 
flamboyant, outgoing, humorous. Hassell came across as being the exact opposite. At that time I 
think people were pretty fond of the sort of leadership that Burke was providing. Hassell took us to 
the election in 1986, which we lost, but, I think as I said to you before, the only issue we had going 
for us in those days was land rights and that probably saved us from complete annihilation. 
MacKinnon then took over. MacKinnon was not as sharp as Hassell in the sense that he didn't 
have a legal background, but MacKinnon was more a community person, if you like. He developed 
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a very good rapport with the community, but I think, ultimately, they saw him as a bit of a plodder; 
that he was a good guy, everybody liked him very much, capable, but maybe he'd been promoted 
one step above his ability. He would be a very good deputy leader but there was a view after a 
while that he didn't quite make it as a leader. Again, I like Barry and he worked very, very hard. He 
is a workaholic, like most of the people I know, and it was a shame. He lost the election in 1989. 
He was very angry about that because all the polling had showed that we were going to win that 
election, until the last week. Some people blamed Bill Hassell for jettisoning the campaign because 
during the last week of the campaign he made a speech at Fremantle criticising Alan Bond. He 
made some allegations about Bond that were subsequently found to be correct, but Hendy Cowan 
spat the dummy over that and the media were offended, so the view is that our election prospects 
went down the tube. I don't subscribe totally to that view. I think that what had happened was 
during the last week of the election, people had decided they didn't want to change the government 
for whatever reason, so whilst we were in front a week out, we were behind on election day. But 
Barry and others have criticised Bill Hassell for that and blame him for losing that election, which I 
think is exaggerated and unfair. But MacKinnon stayed on then for another few years. 

RC Until May 1992, I have here. He was leader for almost, well, five and a half years. 

MOORE I think you can only be Leader of the Opposition for a certain period of time. I think 
there comes a time when people say, "Well, he's the Leader of the Opposition; that's where he 
should be." So Barry was removed in a party room coup, if you like, by Richard Court. Richard had 
previously had a go at it and didn't succeed. Then in May he did succeed and Barry left Parliament 
pretty well after that, and then Richard became Leader of the Opposition. We've discussed that. He 
started off fairly poorly, but then hit his straps when the Easton affair hit the headlines. From then 
on he led a pretty good opposition which was good enough to come up with some quite good and 
innovative policies for the 1993 election, which he then won. 

RC So with Barry MacKinnon then, was it really a case of he'd been there too long; it 
was time for fresh ideas, a fresh person? 

MOORE Yes, I think that was the view. He'd had a go; he lost an election; we weren't making 
any traction; Carmen Lawrence was doing very well; the time had come for us to change. I mean, 
here we were looking at a situation in, say, 1992 where we'd gone through WA Inc. we'd had all 
these scandals, the Labor Party was in disarray and it looked like they might get re-elected. Barry 

became boring, if I can put it like that. I think that was the problem. People wanted a bit of 
excitement, and the change to Richard and then Richard performing well after the Easton affair 
provided that capacity for the Liberal Party to win the election. 
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RC In November 1992, Norman, the Liberal Party and the National Party formed an 

agreement for coalition in preparation for government. Can you tell me anything about how this 

agreement was put together? 

MOORE Not a lot. All I know is that there was a view within both parties that we had a better 

prospect of winning the election as a coalition than as two separate parties, and I know Richard 

Court had that view strongly held. The difficulty was that there had been a significant amount of 

antagonism over quite a long period of time between the National Party and the Liberal Party, 

going back to Charles Court's days, in fact, when there was a split in the then Country Party, and 

Dick Old and Peter Jones stayed in the government, and McPharlin and Matt Stephens left the 

cabinet. The split stayed around for quite some time, and eventually the National Party (I think they 

called themselves the National Country Party and the Country Party then) came back together 

again. Old and Jones left, and Cowan became the sort of leader of the then National Party. Hendy 

was always a fairly aggressive supporter of his own position, and most people found him quite 

difficult to deal with unless he got his own way all the time. I suspect the negotiations, which I don't 

recall being involved in, would have been quite difficult, but at the end of the day we formed a 

coalition in opposition and the shadow cabinet, I think, had ... everybody in both parties had a 

shadow cabinet position, so there were no ins and outs. There was a management team, as I 

recall, that managed the day-to-day affairs of the then opposition. So, it was a good move and 

eventually led, of course, to winning in 1993 and Hendy becoming the Deputy Premier. 

RC You just mentioned that prior to that, over the years there had been some areas of 

disagreement with the Country Party and National Party. Are you able to tell me some of those 

particular areas? 

MOORE Some of it had to do with the agrarian socialist view that the National Party have 

had for a period of time: statutory marketing, government support for the farming sector, the 

railway system, and these issues are still around now. There were some philosophical differences 

between the two parties, probably exemplified by the fact that the Pastoralists and Graziers 

Association has always been a sort of a Liberal organisation, and the WA Farmers Federation 

have always been sort of National Party. They have quite different philosophical and political views 

about things, and that continues today. Of course, at the same time, the National Party needed to 

be different from the Liberal Party, so Hendy always took the view that every now and again he 

needed to kick the Liberal Party hard so that everybody knew they were different, because if they 

are the same, there is no point in having two parties, and that still exists at the present time. 
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RC So it needed to differentiate itself at certain times from the Liberal Party. 

MOORE Yes. The classic case is what Brendon Grylls did after he became the leader in 

opposition: he went his own way and refused to go into coalition. With the assistance of a billion 

dollars of royalties for regions money he has been able to establish the National Party as a pretty 

powerful force. 

RC At the time of the coalition agreement in 1992, Norman, how would you assess the 

relationship between the Liberals and the Nationals at that particular time? 

MOORE It was improving (there is no doubt about that) because we both saw a prospect of 

winning the election if we did it properly. I remember part of my job during the election campaign 

was to liaise with the National Party on a daily basis to tell them what the Liberal Party was doing 

and to make sure they were kept in the loop. I do remember after the election being told that that 

was very helpful from the National Party point of view, so this relationship was held together when 

it could have easily fractured if we weren't careful. I think everybody went out of their way to make 

it work, because the prospect of victory was getting closer and closer, and I think the general view 

was, "Let's not stuff it up now; let's bury our differences and get on with it." As it turned out, I think 

the Richard Court Coalition Government was a pretty successful government. I think the National 

Party did pretty well out of it, probably better than they should have. But Brendon came along and 

said they didn't get enough, which I always found a bit amusing really. 

RC What are your views on Hendy Cowan, the Leader of the National Party? 

MOORE Hendy was a very tough, stubborn sort of a character who had his own views about 

things and didn't always go out of his way to look at other people's points of view. People say he 

was a strong leader; I think sometimes he was more likely a belligerent person who simply wanted 

to make sure that he got what he wanted, and it didn't much matter what the consequences were. I 

never noticed him being much of a facilitator of compromises, if you like. Hendy was more 

interested in making sure that he got his own way. Of course, the fundamental problem that 

coalition governments have is that both parties still need to try and maintain their degree Of 

independence from each other so that people have got a reason to vote for one as opposed to the 

other. So you always get tensions within coalitions. I think up until 1993, there was a lot of tension, 

and I think from '93 onwards we were able to put together a good coalition government. 

RC The election campaign leading up to that 1993 election: from your recollections, 

what were the main features of that election campaign? 
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MOORE We ran hard on WA Inc. obviously and the incompetence of the local Labor Party to 

manage things. They were fighting against the "it's time" issue, where they had been around 10 

years and they had been through WA Inc. and, whilst they had Carmen going quite well, they were 

really up against it at that time. We had some quite good ideas. One that sticks out, which I would 

think was the first thing we announced, was a gas pipeline from the Pilbara to the goldfields, which 

was considered to be a pretty innovative idea, and that was actually built in about the first two 

years of government. So it was actually quite a good campaign from that perspective, but 

fundamentally a negative against the Labor Party. 

RC I was going to ask you: the Liberal—National coalition won power at the 1993 state 

election. My question was going to be: why do you think they were successful? You mentioned a 

few points, but was it mainly on WA Inc.? Was that the main feature, the economy, if you like? 

MOORE Elections are won and lost on a whole range of issues, and it is often very hard to 

pinpoint one. But clearly the "it's time" factor, WA Inc., time for a fresh approach, Richard Court, 

son of Sir Charles, back in charge again, a coalition being formed, potential for a good 

government. I think putting all those together led to us winning that election; probably not as 

overwhelming as some people would have thought it should have been. 

RC On the other side of the coin, I was going to ask why Labor lost the election. There 

were several factors, WA Inc. one of them. Do you think that was a contributing factor to their loss, 

why they lost? 

MOORE Yes, no question about that. They had serious internal issues, a bit like the Rudd 

government had in recent times. There were ministers who had been sacked and didn't like it. 

There was internal disputation within the Labor Party and they were burdened with WA Inc., and 

people thought it was about time they were removed. 

RC In February 1993, Norman, following the election victory, you were appointed 

Minister for Education, Employment and Training. How did you feel personally about your 

appointment? 

MOORE I was very happy with that. It was my first appointment as a minister, and I did ask if 

I could be the Minister for Education, which was something I wanted to do, and so I was delighted 

when I was given that job. But just as a matter of political history, the formation of the government 

was actually quite difficult. The negotiations with the National Party, coming back to them, and the 



Interview Three Hon Norman Moore 65 

Liberal Party after the election were very intense. I didn't attend the meetings because I wasn't the 

upper house leader at the time, but I'm told that there was a lot of argy-bargy and bargaining and 

so on going on, even to the point where there is anecdotal evidence of Richard Court being 

halfway down to Government House to inform the Governor that he was about to form a 

government when he got a message to say that agreement hadn't been reached and that didn't 

So it took a little while to form that government, and the National Party, of course, wanted what I 

thought at the time was more than their fair share of the spoils. But eventually agreement was 

reached, so Hendy was Deputy Premier and the ministers in that government got the portfolios 

they wanted. So that was a fairly testy start, but, as it turned out, Eric Chariton became Minister for 

Transport and did a good job and Monty was agriculture, so he was looking after his constituents. 

RC That is Monty House. 

MOORE Monty House, yes. Hendy had this job, which was an interesting one. It was like a 

trade portfolio, which gave him the capacity to be involved in lots of things the government was 

doing that weren't specifically related to his portfolio. But, from my point of view, education was 

what I'd always wanted to do, so I had the prospect of being the minister, so we hit the track 

running. It was a fascinating few years. 

RC At the time of your appointment as a Minister for Education, Norman, what did you 

see as your main priorities? 

MOORE Well, I guess it was all about lifting the status of the education profession. Having 

been a teacher and having experienced what it is like to be a teacher in the community and having 

recognised that we really did need to do something about the teaching profession, that was 

probably my first objective. We also wanted to look at giving schools more autonomy and capacity 

to make decisions within their own environment. Mind you, that's happening now; it has taken a 

long time to get here! But I was instantly, the moment we became the government, confronted with 

an outrageous demand from the teachers' union for a significant pay rise. 

RC Yes, I was just going to come on to that. 

MOORE So, whilst we were able to make a lot of changes in a fairly short period of time, 

most of my time as the minister was tied up with this interminable dispute. But there were other 

things that I was particularly keen on, and that was distance education. My electorate has a lot of 

people who needed better educational opportunities. One little thing that I remember very well: the 

education department had a facility at Leederville next to the Leederville Primary School; it was an 
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audiovisual centre if you like. The previous government had decided the day before the election, or 

whenever, that this facility was going to be transferred to the Department of [Culture and] the Arts. 

So, I moved in and had that changed, and we then turned the Leederville centre into a centre for 

excellence in distance education. We used satellite technology and all the rest to improve the 

delivery of services to School of the Air kids and to remote communities. Then we built 

accommodation for parents who wanted to come down from the pastoral country to be with their 

kids when they went through remedial programs and so on. But, as part of that, we closed down 

the Leederville Primary School, which caused me a lot of grief at the time as well. I did endeavour 

to rationalise the school system in the sense that we had a lot of schools that were unviable in 

terms of the number of kids they had and in terms of the programs they could deliver. So we began 

a program of rationalising schools, which was also very controversial, and eventually that led to a 

number of schools being closed and a number of amalgamations taking place. It was needed at 

the time. There was one school with three kids and five staff, and it just couldn't continue like that. 

So that was a fairly radical thing. 

I also did the legislation to take away the requirement for university students to be members of the 

guild—first minister to do that. So it was a period of significant reform. Phys. ed. in primary schools, 

we did work on that. Everywhere you looked, there were all sorts of things. It was actually a very 

exciting period of time. I did a review into how the department was structured. I actually split it up. It 

was called the Ministry of Education in those days. It was just one great big monolithic 

organisation, so we split that up into different groups that did different things. We separated the 

funding of non-government schools from the education department to a new organisation called 

the Office of Non-government Education. As I sit and think about it, there were just lots and lots of 

things we did. It was exciting. 

RC I'm going to come on to the considerable reforms that actually occurred later on. If I 

could just talk about the dispute at the moment, if that's all right? 

MOORE Yes. 

RC As a preamble, after you became Minister for Education, the State School Teachers' 

Union began an industrial campaign for improved conditions of employment, which included calls 

for a 20 per cent salary increase, smaller class sizes, smaller schools and additional leave 

provisions. The claim was costed by the education department; a figure I have is $428.3 million a 

year. You described the ensuing teachers' dispute as one of the issues in your political life that 

caused you the most grief. I wonder if you'd give me some insights into the dispute from your own 

perspective. 



Interview Three Hon Norman Moore 67 

MOORE Yes, it caused me a lot of grief because I actually thought that what we were doing 

in education was good. I think a lot of the reforms that we had introduced were worth doing, and I 

think I had a pretty good understanding of how the system worked. But the log of claims that the 

union made ... when they first arrived with it, I thought, "This is a joke", that they couldn't possibly 

be serious about wanting me to find that sort of money every year so that teachers got paid 20 per 

cent more, taught less hours, taught less children and somehow or other that was going to be good 

for the education system. Besides, I just didn't have $420 million. The government didn't have it; 

the Labor Party had left us in pretty poor financial circumstances and there was debt to be cleared 

and there was just no avenue for that sort of increase. Now, whether teachers deserved a 20 per 

cent pay rise or not was not an issue for me, because I just couldn't deliver it anyway. So we went 

through a period of negotiation with them and I just assumed that we would eventually negotiate an 

outcome and it'll be somewhere between what we want and what they want and that'll be the end 

of it, but I could never get a negotiated outcome. It didn't matter how close we got to it. I said in my 

final speech that I thought the secretary of the union was more interested in a political scalp than 

he was about the teachers' log of claims. It seemed to me that was the case; it was like here's this 

minister who wants to change the system and we don't want that to happen. I had often argued 

that teacher unions aren't necessarily organisations that are good for education. They do lots of 

good things, but, fundamentally they are all about more money and less work. I took the view that if 

teachers are going to be professional people then you don't have fixed hours that you work, that 

professional people work for the period of time for which the task requires and that they shouldn't 

have to be unionists in order to convince the government that they needed better support. 

So I had planned to set up this thing which we called the Centre for Professional Excellence in 

Teaching, which was going to be, I guess, a professional body representing the interests of 

professional teachers, and the idea being that teachers themselves could manage their own 

profession instead of them consistently and constantly thinking of themselves as being employees 

of a state government agency. What I experienced was I was an employee of the government as a 

teacher; I wasn't a professional educator. I worked for the government and I worked X hours and I 

got paid X dollars. It was like I was a labourer working for somebody, whereas I looked at other 

professions, engineering, law, medicine; they've all got their own organisations, they all manage 

their own affairs, they all decide who can and can't be members of the profession without the 

government making these decisions. So, we were going to set up this organisation which would 

then become run by the teachers themselves. It didn't happen, regrettably. So I was very anxious 

to try and create an environment for the teaching profession where it could manage its own affairs, 

and I had Claremont Teachers College premises lined up as a place where this organisation could 

be located. I had difficulty getting it back. The university had it at the time. It was Edith Cowan and 

they weren't prepared to let me have it. The thing didn't proceed, unfortunately, although we 
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finished up with a college of teaching, which was a complete failure, and nothing's happened since, 

regrettably. 

RC It has been suggested, Norman, that much of the teachers' dispute could be 

attributed to the union's opposition to workplace agreements, which they suspected the education 

department would use to break union solidarity. Do you think this was the case? 

MOORE Part of it, yes; no doubt about it. I mean, we were going through quite significant 

changes to industrial relations, under Graham Kierath as the minister, and part of that was 

workplace agreements. We were prepared at the government level to offer workplace agreements 

to our staff and that applied in the education system as elsewhere. The unions hated it because it 

meant that negotiations would be between individuals and the government and not the union and 

the government. So, that was part of the dispute. Many principals were keen to go into workplace 

agreements because we were looking at flexibility in respect to their working conditions and more 

of this professional stuff that I was talking about earlier that would be part of it. 

One thing we did create, which the union never gave me any credit for, was the Remote Teaching 

Service, which was the use of workplace agreements to encourage teachers to go to remote 

locations and to stay there. So we offered workplace agreements for those people, and they 

contained such things as significant increases in salary, free rent, better remuneration generally, 

and six months' leave after, I think, four years, all designed to recognise the circumstances of 

those particular locations and to have working conditions that reflected those conditions. But the 

union hated it because some teachers were being treated differently from others, when in fact not 

every environment is exactly the same as every other one. But that was all part of it; it was all tied 

up with this ideological dispute. It was also a dispute over what was called devolution in those 

days, which was about giving schools more authority. The union always saw that as being another 

wedge to take away the power that they have. It was not intentional; it's just that I've always felt 

that teacher unions are the greatest impediment to educational advancement of any organisation 

there is. 

RC Did you see the teachers' dispute then as much about an ideological confrontation 

between government and union? 

MOORE There was some of that. I think the unions, to be fair to them, saw what I was 

seeking to do as a diminution of their capacity to control the system. When I did come in, I always 

thought of the previous minister's position, which was that the education system was run as a joint 

venture between the government and the union. I didn't see the union should have that sort of 

authority at all. I mean, it's an industrial union looking after industrial conditions, but it was involved 
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in all sorts of things—policy decisions, curriculum decisions, things that more rightly belonged to a 

professional body, not to a union. 

RC The teachers' dispute resulted in you ultimately losing your education portfolio. Can 

you tell me why this happened? 

MOORE Well, you'd better ask Richard Court that. They decided (when I say "they", Richard 

and the leadership team decided) a year out from the next election that we couldn't continue to 

have this industrial dispute. They decided that I couldn't resolve it and that we needed somebody 

else to do it. I disagreed vigorously with that and, indeed, it wasn't that far away there was going to 

be a decision by the federal Industrial Relations Commission that would've set the union back a 

very long way, but I couldn't convince Richard Court and his colleagues that I should stay in the 

job. The irony was that I was succeeded by Cohn Barnett who then did the deal and a significant 

pay rise and the dispute finished, but I could've done that three years earlier if the government had 

have wanted me to. But the irony was that I was adhering to the government's wages policy that 

was, I think, three per cent per annum and anything more than that through productivity 

improvement. That was the government's position and I adhered to it, and then eventually I get the 

sack through adhering to the government's position, and my successor just did the deal which was 

way outside the guidelines. 

RC You described the loss of your education portfolio as your "second political scar". Do 

you consider, then, this to have been one of the worst periods of your parliamentary career? 

MOORE There is no doubt that that was the most depressing period of my 36 years. I had 

actually thought I was doing a good job, but I was depressed that I couldn't resolve the dispute. I 

was especially depressed about some of the things the union was doing; for example, cancelling 

Country Week, which was something as a kid at school myself I'd thought was just wonderful. I just 

couldn't believe they'd do things like that. So, to not be able to convince my colleagues that I 

should stay on was pretty depressing as well. That all happened about November 1995, I think it 

was 

RC Yes, the end of 1995 I have here in your speech. 

MOORE Yes, it was. So, I actually went overseas with my mother and sister and Lee, my 

wife, joined me later. But we'd actually planned this trip (my mother had never been to Europe) to 

go in the middle of the year, but the dispute was on and so I thought, "Well, I just can't take a break 

now and go away." So it was pretty disappointing for the family, but we went at Christmas time. I 
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spent three or four weeks in Europe over that Christmas period being very, very angry at 

Richard Court and I should've stayed here because I would've had less time to brood, I suppose. 

So when I came back, I found it very hard to resume my normal friendship with Richard for some 

time. 

RC As you said in your valedictory speech, Norman, there were some new initiatives 

and reforms (and you mentioned them briefly earlier) during your time as education minister. The 

Vickery report recommended improvements to the state's delivery of education and training. Could 

you tell me about that? 

MOORE Bob Vickery had been a previous director general of education, one of the most 

outstanding educators I think we've ever had in this country. I don't know the circumstances which 

led to him retiring or leaving the job, but I inherited a public servant named Greg Black as the 

director general. Greg didn't have an education background and I'd always taken the view that to 

be a director general of education, you need to know a bit about education. So, the Labor Party 

had appointed Greg Black. 

I was saying earlier that this great big monolithic organisation called the Ministry of Education, 

which had so many different functions all mixed up in one, was not the best way to get outcomes 

that we wanted, so I engaged Bob Vickery to do a report into restructuring the ministry. As a result 

of that we finished up going back to the title "education department" that ran education; we had the 

Department of Training, which ran training; the Office of Non-government Education that did non-

government education. We had this crazy situation where the non-government sector was being 

funded by the government to do certain things, but all the decisions were being made by the 

government education department, so they'd got a vested interest in making sure that the least 

amount of money possible can go to the private sector. I thought that's a conflict of interest, so we 

set up this separate organisation which then made recommendations directly to cabinet about what 

support we should provide to the private sector. They were the main changes that came out of 

Vickery. 

I always took the view that small is better in government, not bigger is better. I still have that view, 

even though Treasury doesn't support it. If you've got smaller agencies with a particular task, then 

they are better placed to get good outcomes, rather than one big organisation with a head director 

general at the top who doesn't know much about half of what's going on in the various sub-

departments. You don't always get the best outcomes that way, and that's what Vickery was all 

about. 

RC The Vickery report resulted in the drafting of a new bill, which became, I believe, the 

School Education Bill 1997, to provide a new legislative and administrative framework to effectively 
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manage the operation of government and non-government schools and home education. I wonder 

if you can give me your thoughts on the new legislation. 

MOORE I began the review of the Education Act, which was about a 1903 act or something 

like that ... variation legislation, so that we'd need to rewrite this. It was another reform that I 

thought was absolutely necessary. We got to work on doing that, but I left before the work had 

been completed. Cohn Barnett then proceeded with it. Interestingly, I had to handle it in the upper 

house when it eventually arrived. That was 1997, so that was after the election. The numbers in 

the upper house had changed during the '97 election and, as a result of that, the government didn't 

have the numbers. So, the education bill was subjected to a huge amount of amendment by the 

upper house, and because they had the numbers, they just did it anyway. I think the ultimate 

outcome is an act that could've been vastly better than it actually is now. I must confess I can't 

remember all the details at the moment, but I do know that having sat in the house for interminable 

hours going through clause by clause and then having the opposition (and I think it was Democrats 

and Greens at the time) voting down particular clauses was not something I appreciated very much 

at all. 

RC Right. The Scott report was significant for the future of childhood education in 

Western Australia. Could you share with me your thoughts on that report? 

MOORE Barbara Scott was one of the upper house members who had a lifelong interest in 

early childhood education, so we asked her to do a report into what we were delivering. As a result 

of that report, we put significantly increased resources into pre-primary education. I think Western 

Australia still leads the nation in terms of its pre-primary education programs. But one of the 

controversial parts of that was to change the starting date for children. That was very difficult to 

explain to the community and it was another one of those issues that caused me a lot of grief, 

trying to explain what it all meant. But that change to the starting age now reflects better what's 

happening in other states in Australia, so that's actually gone through the process now. I think, 

because of the changed starting age, there was a cohort of children going through the education 

system which was half what would normally be the case, and that's just about gone through the 

system, I think, now. So we now have a starting age which more reflects the maturity of children 

than the old system. The Scott report was very well received. Like everything else in those days, 

the attention's always on the controversial bits, and so a lot of the good stuff we were doing was 

overwhelmed by our inability to explain well enough the changed starting age. 

RC And you mentioned previously, Norman, about education in rural areas of the state 

The Tomlinson report examined this particular issue, the provision of education in country areas. 
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As the MLC for the Mining and Pastoral Region, I wonder if you could tell me about the importance 
of this report for your electorate. 

MOORE Well, it was more than just the remote parts; it was country education generally 
speaking. I must confess that my memory of the recommendations of that is a bit vague at the 
moment, but I particularly wanted to make sure that country kids got a good deal. But I think there 
are some inherent issues in education that will never be overcome for country kids. There's never 
been enough of them so that the schools are never big enough to give you the broad range of 
subject offerings that they get in the city. Secondly, teachers don't like living in the bush anymore 
for some reason; I don't quite know why. But, as I said earlier, one of the better things we did in 
respect to remote education was the Remote Teaching Service workplace agreement strategy, 
because that meant that instead of teachers going to a place like Wingellina out in the desert, and 
then stay for six months and then have to be brought back to town, that they could go for two or 
three years and often take their wife. We'd pay good money and give them rent free, so it actually 
made it worth their while to go and stay for a couple of years. My understanding is that that's been 
a very successful program ever since it was introduced. 

RC The Hoffman report into devolution was controversial at the time. That was in 
August '93. I wonder if you could give me your thoughts on that report in light of the recent 
establishment of independent public schools? 

MOORE There's how long things take to happen. 

RC Yes, you did say it took a while. 

MOORE When I first became the minister there was a lot of talk about devolution. I hadn't 
really given a huge amount of thought to it as a policy initiative, so I did a bit of work and indeed 
looked at what was happening in England and New Zealand and a few other places where there 
were some quite radical changes taking place in education systems. I was convinced that giving 
schools more authority would lead to better outcomes for students. This issue of devolution, I 
discovered, had been around for a while. The union didn't like it and whenever the word devolution 
was mentioned, they'd have a strike or whatever. So, Norm Hoffman, who had been a deputy 
director general of education, but a fellow who'd actually taught me and who I taught with, I'd 
asked him if he would look at doing a report into this and he said, "Well, I don't agree with 
devolution." He said, "You need to run it from head office." I said, "Well, you're the best guy to do 
the report because you don't have a vested interest. You don't support it, but you might actually do 
us a report that's balanced." So eventually he did the report, and it came down about a week 
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before I left. It sat in the cupboard of my successor for his time as the Minister for Education, which 

was five years, and then it sat there for the eight years of the Labor Party. Interestingly, before the 

2008 election, Peter Collier, who was then the shadow minister, was looking for a policy idea, so I 

told him to go and read the Hoffman report. I suspect, although I'm not absolutely convinced yet, 

that as a result of him doing that, we now have independent public schools in Western Australia. 

Interestingly, the current Premier, who could have done this in 1996 had he read the Hoffman 

report, could have done it 10 or 15 years earlier. 

RC So it just sat there gathering dust. 

MOORE As a lot of reports do. Reports are often done by politicians or ministers to delay 

making decisions about things and to get them off the front page. Sometimes that happens and 

then the report's done, and everybody's forgotten about the issue, so the report just gathers dust. 

But this was a good report and I think the outcomes are now being realised. 

RC I just mentioned those reports and I've asked for your comments, Norman. Were 

there any others that were particularly important to you that I haven't mentioned? 

MOORE We did one into physical education in primary schools by a fellow, Les House. That 

report eventually, without being disrespectful to Les, went off onto a few tangents and, at the end 

of the day, it was not a report that gave me much capacity to make any changes. The concern I 

had was that in primary schools there were no specialist physical education teachers, but we had 

them in high schools. But by the time kids got to high school, their physical education had come 

from, you know, 50-year-old female teachers who make up most of the population of metropolitan 

schools. It was pretty inadequate because that's not what these women were good at doing. When 

kids are in their formative years in primary school that is the best time to teach them good physical 

education programs, so we were trying to work out a way to get some specialist physical education 

into primary school. Regrettably, the whole thing didn't really go very far. It was one of the failures, 

I suspect, of my time. It was something I was very strongly convinced needed to happen, but there 

wasn't much enthusiasm in the education department for what I had in mind. 

RC In your valedictory speech, Norman (you mentioned this briefly earlier) you 

mentioned your disappointment at failing to establish a centre for professional excellence at the 

Claremont Teachers College. I wonder if you could tell me why this was so important to you. 

MOORE It comes back to what I was saying earlier about the professionalism of teachers. It 

just seemed to me that, when I looked at other professions who were managing their own 
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professional conduct, their own professional development, why should we have a system for 
teachers where the government decides all those things? What I wanted to set up with them was 
using government resources to get this thing established, which would then become a self-
managing professional organisation. It would decide who would be able to teach, who would be 
able to meet the professional standards of teachers, what professional development you'd need to 
do. So that instead of the government trying to say to teachers, "We want you to spend one week 
of your school holidays doing professional development" and them saying, "No, we don't want to 
because the government's telling us to", if we had a situation where the teaching profession, 
independent of the government, was saying, "Well, in order to be a member of this profession, you 
need to do this", just as architects and lawyers and all the rest have to do. That would then mean 
that it's not the government controlling the teaching profession; it's the profession itself. I'm very 
sad that didn't ever eventuate. 

END OF INTERVIEW 3 
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RC This is Ron Chapman. Today is Tuesday, the 5 th1 of November 2013. I'm continuing 

my interview with Norman Moore. This interview is for the Parliament of Western Australia Oral 

History project. 

Just as a reminder, Norman, we're talking about the time you were a minister in the Court—Cowan 

ministry, 1993 to 2001. I'd like to just ask now about a controversial issue at the time, which was 

the proposed sale of Bankwest in late 1995. I wonder if you could tell me something about that if 

you have any recollections about that particular issue? 

MOORE Part of the government's problem when it was first elected was the debt that had 

been accumulated through WA Inc. There was a determination to deal with that and to regain our 

AAA credit rating, which had been lost during the Carmen Lawrence period. Part of the solution 

was the sale of assets. The government had sold a number of assets over its term in office, one of 

which was Bankwest, which had previously been the R & I Bank (the Rural and Industries Bank) 

which was a government-owned bank set up mainly to assist the farming community and local 

industry. So, it was very much a Western Australian institution and a government bank. There were 

some people who'd think having a government bank's a good thing. Somehow or other 

government banks seemed to be, in the minds of some, more secure than non-government banks. 

I don't think that's ever been proved, but the federal government had sold off the Commonwealth 

Bank and so the government banks were no longer considered to be necessary. But there still was 

concern in the community that we were losing a state-owned asset that most people had some 

empathy with; a lot of people banked with them. But it was sold. I can't recall the amount of money 

that we received for it, but it was bought by the Bank of Scotland. It continued to trade well in 

Western Australia. It's subsequently been purchased by the Commonwealth Bank; it's a subsidiary 

of the Commonwealth Bank now, but its home is still in Perth. There were certainly conditions 

attached to the sale that required it to be based in Perth. I think the majority of directors had to be 

Perth based. A number of things like that that we put in place. I think they've subsequently been 

amended or changed. It was controversial, but at the end of the day it didn't make a lot of 

difference in terms of the capacity of the government to attract investment and to ensure that we 

had a bank that really did take some interest in Western Australia. 

RC Were there any disagreements within the coalition over the sale of Bankwest? 

MOORE There may have been some, but nothing that I can think of that was really dramatic. 

I don't think there was any falling out between the parties. The National Party may well have had 

some concerns about the consequences for the farming community, but I think it went through 

generally pretty smoothly, as I recall. 
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RC Another controversial issue at the time was the construction of a 300-megawatt 

coal-fired power station at Collie. Can you tell me anything about this issue? Do you recollect that 

issue at the time? 

MOORE I know we did it and I know it cost a lot of money, but I can't remember the details 

surrounding that now. It was something I didn't take a lot of interest in at the time. Quite obviously, 

Collie was the main source of energy for the south west of Western Australia and we needed to 

make sure that there was enough base load energy coming into the system to make sure that the 

state could function. Interestingly, when we lost government (and I think Eric Ripper was the 

Minister for Energy) we actually found we didn't have enough energy. There were a few occasions 

in a couple of summers when we didn't have enough electricity to provide for the total community. 

Building coal-fired power stations was beginning to become controversial in those days simply 

because it was coal and people were beginning to be concerned about greenhouse gas emissions 

and so on, but Collie continues to be the fundamental source of energy for the south west of 

Western Australia. As you'd be aware, the current government is refurbishing part of Muja in Collie 

to provide the additional backup that we need. 

RC The WA Inc years, Norman, had left Western Australia with a large debt, a huge 

debt. Can you tell me about the strategies that the government put in place to reduce that debt? 

You've already mentioned the sale of Bankwest, were there any other measures at that particular 

time that you can recall? 

MOORE Yes. I think our first budget, as I remember, was seriously lacking in any great fiscal 

discipline. I guess it was because we'd been out of office for a long time and there programs being 

run in government that we were unable to stop or slow down, so that we were then confronted with 

latter budgets in trying to rein in expenditure. A fair bit of hard work was done by people like 

Max Evans, who was Minister for Finance, to make sure that we weren't wasting money in 

government. There was a fair bit of belt-tightening for most of that period of time. But, as is the 

case now, the 1990s was a fairly significant period of growth in the Western Australian economy 

and Western Australia was doing very well up until the end of the 90s when we had the Asian 

financial crisis. There was a lot of pressure on the government to provide for services and a lot of 

pressure on for pay rises and a growing population, so it was hard work trying to reduce 

expenditure at a time when there's increased demand. 

One of the strategies that was taken quite strongly was a privatisation agenda where a number of 

assets were sold. I've mentioned the bank. We sold off the Dampier to Bunbury natural gas 

pipeline. That was a very significant sale for the government. I think it was a couple of billion 

dollars. I can't think of the exact figure, but most people were surprised at how much the private 
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sector was prepared to pay for that asset, and it was very helpful in dealing with a lot of debt 

issues. But some of the money from the sale of the pipeline was in fact used for a number of other 

projects, one of which was the convention centre. A hundred million dollars was set aside from that 

money to pay for the convention centre. So that was the sort of thinking. I think also $300 million 

[was] set aside for a railway line from Mandurah to Perth out of that sale as well. State 

governments don't have many assets to sell, but we sold the ones that we thought were 

appropriate to be sold. 

RC Right, thank you. In April 1996 as Minister for Employment and Training, you 

reported that Western Australia had recorded the lowest unemployment rate in Australia, with 

youth unemployment falling to the lowest March figure in six years. I wonder if you could tell me 

what were the factors which contributed to such a good result at that particular time? 

MOORE The economy was growing quite strongly during the 1990s. Certainly in 1996 it was 

growing very well, mainly in relation to the mining industry and the oil and gas sector; nothing like 

the boom we've had in the last probably 10 years, but it was still a period of quite significant 

growth. As a result of that, there was strong employment growth. Whilst I can't remember the exact 

details of 1996, obviously it must have been pretty good if I put out a statement saying it was 

[chuckles]. Of course the unemployment figures would come out every month and the media 

always wanted a comment from the employment and training minister at that particular point in 

time. So it was 7.7 per cent in 1996, well, that's significantly higher than it is at the present time, 

but it was good for the time. 

RC Yes. Also in April 1996, you became Leader of the Government in the Legislative 

Council. I wonder if you could tell me how you felt at that appointment and about your 

responsibilities in that position? 

MOORE George Cash had been the leader in the upper house, and quite an outstanding 

parliamentarian was George and a very, very competent leader. George had some illness issues 

and took the view that he couldn't continue in cabinet and, as a result of that, couldn't remain as 

leader in the upper house, so he stood down. I nominated for the position. It was a very tight ballot, 

in fact, between myself and Peter Foss for the job. I prevailed, I think by one vote actually, even 

though we're never allowed to know what the score is. I think looking at the numbers, because 

there's not many of us, it was 15 or so votes. So I took on the role as leader and recognised that 

taking that on following George Cash was a big ask, because they were big shoes to fill, but it was 

something that I already had thought about for some time, that I wouldn't mind having that job. As it 

turned out, I had it from 1996 until 2013, which I think is some sort of a record as a Liberal Party 
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leader in the Legislative Council. But I took the view that being leader meant that I needed to make 

sure that we operated as a team and that there was mutual respect for each other and we got to 

know each other well. So we continued to have separate party meetings of upper house members 

from the lower house members, we had regular dinners at the end of each parliamentary sitting, 

just the members to get together and socialise. I took the view that because I had been elected 

narrowly that there may well have been a potential for two factions to develop, if you like, or two 

groups to develop antagonistic to each other, so I felt the need to try and make sure that we 

mended any differences and that we had a united team going forward. Peter Foss was very helpful 

in that respect. As it transpired, I think it was a pretty successful period of time as leader over all 

those years. 

RC Thank you. In May 1997, Norman, you also became father of the Legislative 

Council. I wonder if you could tell me how you felt about, firstly, that title, father of the Legislative 

Council, and what it meant to you? 

MOORE Well, it was not something I aspired to when I first began obviously. Father of the 

Legislative Council or father of the Assembly is the longest-serving member. When I began as a 

member of Parliament I never ever imagined that I'd ever become the longest-serving member. I 

hadn't aspired to be a long-serving member; I just kept getting re-elected on the basis that that's 

what I wanted to continue doing. So you get this cumulative effect that eventually everybody else 

had either retired or moved on, so I eventually became the longest-serving member. It was a bit of 

a worry in a sense, because you start to recognise you're getting older, but when I eventually left in 

2013, I was well and truly the longest-serving member and one of the longest-serving members 

ever. But part of that I guess is due to the fact that I began being a member of the Legislative 

Council at age 31, which was relatively young for members of that house. In fact when I first got 

there I think I was quite a lot younger than anybody else. So having started off as a young man it 

was, I guess, potentially likely to happen that I'd become the father of the house. I think they began 

to call me the grandfather of the Parliament after a while [laughter]. 

RC As Minister for Mines, the issue of mine safety was a continuing area of concern, 

particularly following a triple mining fatality at the Bronzewing goldmine in June 2000. Could you 

tell me about your initiatives to improve mine safety and the role of the Mines Occupational Safety 

and Health Advisory Board, or MOSHAB as it was called? 

MOORE When I became Minister for Mines there were a number of fatalities. The one you 

mentioned was the most significant, but there were quite a few, and that caused me great concern. 

One of the reasons why it caused me a lot of concern was because I had been brought up in 
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mining towns and understood the impact that mine fatalities had on the community. Indeed, when I 

was in Bullfinch as a kid, our next-door neighbour Ted Ryan was killed on a mine at Southern 

Cross and he had I think four or five kids, so it was a very devastating impact on that family and the 

community, which remained with me forever that fatalities in the mining industry can cause a lot of 

grief. But there was a bit of an attitude I think that, "Well, it's a dangerous business so people get 

killed." I took the view well that's not acceptable, so we began a campaign in my first term as 

Minister for Mines to do some serious hard work about fatalities. 

The triple fatality at Bronzewing was a bizarre event. As I recall there was a breach of a retaining 

wall that was holding back sludge that was being pumped back into the mine to fill voids that had 

been created. It broke and the sludge just filled up an area of the mine where men were working. 

Richard Court and I flew up there the night of the day it happened, and the gory part was that they 

were actually carting the sludge out of the mine in trucks half expecting to find miners in the 

sludge. It was just an awful thing. They were spreading it out over the dumps that were there, and 

it was just an horrendous thing. 

MOSHAB was a joint government—union—employer organisation designed to provide advice to the 

Minister for Mines on safety issues. I don't think we got far enough in that four years that I was 

minister on that occasion in respect to mine safety. I guess when we talk about later events, I think 

we did more in the last four years than those four years. But I do recall having some very harsh 

words with at least one company, Western Mining Corporation, that had seen a number of fatalities 

on their leases. I became quite aggressive in respect to my advice to them that they needed to lift 

their game, just as when I became minister the next time round I had a similar confrontation with 

BHP Billiton about their attitude to mine safety. But if you have a look at the history of mine 

fatalities in Western Australia and lost-time injury rates, even though there are more and more 

people involved in the mining industry, the number of deaths and lost-time injury rates have fallen 

steadily ever since 1890, so we're heading in the right direction, and 2012 was the first time in 

history that there were no fatalities in the mining industry. 

RC Thank you. In December 1997, the National Party opposed the Oakajee industrial 

development proposal for Geraldton and called for an inland site. Could you tell me about that 

disagreement within the coalition? 

MOORE No, I can't really. I'm just trying to remember what it was about. Oakajee clearly was 

a project that Cohn Barnett as resources minister was very keen to pursue. I can't recall 

Murray Criddle taking a contrary point of view to that. Off the top of my head, Oakajee was to be a 

port about 30 kays north of Geraldton. It may (as I'm beginning to remember) be about the National 

Party's view of the port of Geraldton and what its future should be and, I think, their concern was 

that with the development of Oakajee that the Geraldton port would in fact suffer as a result of that 
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and that the CBH would be required to shift their grain handling from Geraldton to Oakajee. They 

didn't support that and, in fact, during Murray Criddle's term as Minister for Transport, we realigned 

the railway line going into the Geraldton port, which gave it a longer life. So, I guess that was the 

reason, now that I come to think of it. I could never understand in retrospect what was so important 

to them that they would take a different point of view from the minister within the coalition 

government. 

RC And Oakajee's still a talking point at the moment, isn't it? 

MOORE Well, Oakajee's been around for a long time, and there is a need for a port bigger 

than Geraldton if we're going to develop the mid-west iron ore province. Now at the moment, 

there's quite a lot of iron ore going out of Geraldton; I think it can handle about 12 million tonnes a 

year or something like that. But the potential for the mid-west if all the potential iron ore mines were 

to come into production is, you know, 100 million tonnes, which is vastly in excess of what 

Geraldton's capable of. So the reason for Oakajee was to develop a port capable of large tonnages 

being shipped out. At the same time an area of land has been set aside for industrial development, 

so an industrial complex can be created in association with the port. Now, that was going very well 

until the global financial crisis got us and the price of iron ore dipped. Then there were problems 

getting the Oakajee Port and Rail project up; disputes between the Japanese and the Chinese and 

different companies. So it hasn't proceeded yet, but I suspect that it will in time. It's a matter of 

herding the cats and getting some consensus across the industry to make it work. 

RC Also in 1997, Norman, the National Party voiced its strong opposition to any 

attempts by the Labor or Liberal Parties to introduce one vote, one value legislation. I wonder if you 

could tell me about the Liberal Party's position on that issue at that time? 

MOORE We didn't have any intention to get rid of the weighted voting system; it was only the 

Labor Party really that wanted one vote, one value. The Nats from time to time would make 

suggestions that the Liberal Party wanted to get rid of ... that they wanted to introduce one vote, 

one value as a mechanism to try and create division within the country community. But as it turned 

out ultimately, nothing was done during our term in office to change the electoral system, but it did 

eventually change during the Labor Party's term in office under Geoff Gallop. One former Liberal 

upper house member who had been disendorsed by the party in fact voted for one vote, one value, 

which got it through, but the Liberal Party never supported it. 

RC Later on in the interview, Norman, I'm going to touch on one vote, one value 

legislation again further down the track. 
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In August 1996, you were speaking to a motion about Aboriginal reconciliation. You said that you 

had seen vast amounts of money wasted over the years trying to solve the "Aboriginal problem". 

What do you see as a solution to solving the problem of Aboriginal disadvantage? I'm not just 

talking about then; I'm just interested to hear your views on that particular topic. 

MOORE Well, I suspect there isn't an answer. It sounds a bit silly for a former politician to 

acknowledge that there's insoluble problems, but I've always taken the view that ... if you go back 
in history, when the Aboriginal people were very badly treated by many of the early settlers and 

over time were dispossessed and they lived in reserves in very poor conditions, and apart from 

pastoral stations, very few had jobs, they were a seriously disadvantaged group of people. The 

policies, however, over time were described as assimilation where "let's breed them out" was sort 

of the mantra that surrounded that, but it was also based on the notion that all Australian citizens 

should have access to the same services and welfare if they need it; so, support for disadvantaged 

people should be based on the disadvantage, not on the race. But what started to happen from the 

referendum that recognised Aboriginal people to be counted in the population of Australia is the 

commonwealth became involved in Aboriginal issues much more so than they had in the past. We 

then had the land rights movement in the Northern Territory and in Western Australia, all of which 

was about different laws for different races. I always took the view that that was totally 

inappropriate; that you create division as opposed to what we're seeking to achieve, which is 

cohesion. 

So, governments were spending lots and lots of money on Aboriginal issues, much of which in my 

view was tokenism, to somehow or other demonstrate that they were doing more than anybody 

else had ever done to help disadvantaged Aboriginal people. You had things like out station 

movements being supported so that a group of Aboriginal people would go and live out in the 

desert (say, Well 33 I think was one on the Canning Stock Route) where governments built 

infrastructure (you know, water supplies and electricity supplies and houses and so on) so that so-

called traditional owners could go and live on their traditional land, but there was nothing for them 

to do. There were no jobs; there was no activity other than trucks coming in every week with 

supplies. It just seemed to me to be partly political, because it's all about trying to establish 

traditional ownership in the context of the native title issues, so that if an Aboriginal group went and 

set up a community in the desert that that would help them get native title when the time came for 

its determination. 

But it just seemed to me that we would be far better off spending money on health services and 

educational services and other, I guess, social services, if you like (homemaking services and 

community welfare services) based on the fact that many Aboriginal people were disadvantaged, 

but on the other hand, many weren't. There was no need for separate financial support for people 

on the basis of their race but on the basis of their need. 
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I've watched over time with native title where native title has been granted, or even before it's been 
granted, where mining companies are paying multimillions of dollars in royalties and compensation 
to Aboriginal traditional owners and I've yet to see much benefit from that. I don't know where all 
the money goes; I suspect somebody needs to find out one of these days. 
But it is a big issue. I don't think this notion that even Bob Hawke was trotting out of a makarrata, 
which was a treaty between Aboriginal people and the rest of Australia, which would in effect 
recognise two different races and two different "nations" in Australia ... I think our future lies in us 
having one set of laws for everybody, regardless of their race. Ironically, in South Africa, apartheid 
was having different laws for different races, and we all found that abhorrent, yet the notion here is 
that whilst it's about having positive discrimination in favour of Aboriginal people, it's still about 
having separate laws for different races. 

RC Just flowing on from what you've just said, I'm just interested in how you think the 
situation of Aborigines has changed since the mid-1990s, which we've just been speaking about. 
Do you think the situation of Aborigines in Western Australia has improved since the mid-1 990s? 

MOORE For some, it has. 

RC For some? 

MOORE Yes. To give the mining industry its due it's the only industry that's really got into the 
business of employing many Aboriginal people in meaningful employment. But for many others 
nothing's changed. In fact, there are significant crime issues surrounding young Aboriginal people. 
I mean, metropolitan Aboriginal kids don't seem to have the opportunities that are available to 
others. I don't quite know why. There are health issues in the Aboriginal community (diabetes, 
obesity) all of which I guess relate to poor diet. I really don't know whether it's getting any better or 
not, other than I'm very much aware that some Aboriginal people are leading very productive lives 
because they're working in the mining sector and looking after their families well. It's a very difficult 
issue this; very, very difficult, indeed. One thing that's always stuck in my mind as being totally 
counterproductive but was done for all the right reasons, that was the stolen children report. 

RC The stolen generation. 

MOORE Yes, done by Ronald Wilson, who was a High Court judge (I think the first Western 
Australian High Court judge). It was a very emotive report that got a huge amount of attention and 
basically frightened governments into not doing many of the things they needed to do. So, 
Aboriginal children who are living in very poor family conditions and often being abused, 
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governments are too frightened to take them away. You had the situation where the Howard 
Government decided to bite the bullet in the Northern Territory and they had the intervention, which 
was about we have to deal with abuse of children because it's just unacceptable, regardless what 
anybody thinks about the human rights of it all or regardless of the stolen generation report. 
There's just been a huge amount of emotion mixed up with all of this that has created this feeling of 
guilt amongst white Australians that, "Okay, we didn't do everything right in the past, but we 
shouldn't take any risks now in case we get tarred with the same brush." It's led to some serious 
issues in some Aboriginal communities that governments are loath to deal with because they don't 
want to be considered to be racist. 

RC In March and in May 1999, Norman, you said that native title was "a serious 
impediment to exploration in Western Australia". Could you tell me your views on the impact of, for 
instance, the Mabo decision and the impact on exploration in WA? 

MOORE The actual decision itself wasn't necessarily a problem. The High Court found that 
native title existed on Murray Island, I think it's called, in the Torres Strait. They found that there'd 
been continued occupation by the same Aboriginal people and their ancestors forever and so there 
was an argument for native title to be found. The problem was when the Keating Government 
decided to introduce native title legislation to cover the whole of Australia and argued that 
Aboriginal people could make claims for native title on the mainland. As a result of that the 
legislation they put in place created a situation where once an Aboriginal group had made a claim 
for native title, that they were entitled to negotiate with anybody wanting to do anything on that 
land, including mining companies. So it transpired that most of Western Australia is covered by 
native title claims and all the claimant groups then had the right to negotiate with mining 
companies. As a result of that, even though many of them didn't ever get native title or had no 
hope of getting native title, they were still able to be part of the negotiations so that mining 
companies would have to go to native title claimants and negotiate to enable them to do their 
exploration. Usually it meant paying money to those native title groups and in some cases very 
large amounts of money. I think Hamersley Iron paid $40 million for the Marandoo project to get 
native title access. 

So my comments then still apply to these days because one of the biggest impediments to 
exploration is native title and it's being used by some Aboriginal groups to extort money from 
mining companies. I have a strong view that we can solve the problem by simply taking away from 
claimants the right to negotiate and leave the right to negotiate to native title holders once that is 
determined. At the moment if you're a claimant but you've got no hope of becoming a native title 
holder, then [interruption by ringing mobile phone]. If you're a claimant and you've got no chance of 
being a native title holder, then it's in your interest to prolong the determination of native title 



Interview Four Hon Norman Moore 84 

because whilst you're a claimant, you've got the right to negotiate and the right to extract money. 

But if you got rid of the right to negotiate for claimants, then it's in everybody's interests for the 

determination of native title to be made expeditiously so that we weren't wasting everybody's time 

and the holders would get benefit, which is what was always intended; that native title holders 

would be given the right to be involved in decisions about the land that they hold as native title. The 

quicker that is determined, the better, but it's taken ... well, how long? When did the legislation 

come in? In 1994 or something, and here we are 20 years later and there are still huge areas of 

the state where native title hasn't been determined. We're still now talking about the south west of 

Western Australia and the state government's put up a proposition to the Aboriginal people to 

extinguish native title in the south west in exchange for a lot of money. It's just the legislation's 

what the problem is, but nobody's got the nerve at the federal level to deal with it. 

RC Talking about legislation, the Native Title (State Provisions) Bill 1999 sought to 

establish a state native title commission to deal with future acts involving native title in WA. Could 

you tell me your views on this particular legislation? 

MOORE My views are different from the High Court which ruled it invalid 7-0. But it was put 

together by Peter Foss, who was our Attorney General and quite an outstanding legal brain. It was 

all about how we define native title. It was not to be seen as land title in the same context as the 

Torrens system, which provides for freehold title and leasehold title and so on. It was seen to be a 

land usage issue, and our interpretation of the Mabo decision was it was all about land usage, not 

about land ownership. So, the Western Australian government legislated for a recognition of native 

title in that context, and it put in place the processes that would apply to native title claimants and 

what they would get in the event that native title was found to exist. It was designed to try and put 

in place a mechanism which would look after the interests of everybody. But, as we found out, the 

High Court determined that it was unconstitutional and it was thrown out, which was very sad 

because had the federal government had similar legislation then half the problems with native title 

wouldn't exist. 

RC You partially I think answered my next question, Norman, but I'll ask it anyway. I 

wondered if you could give me some insight into the Court Government's decision to challenge 

native title legislation in the High Court? 

MOORE Well, we were concerned with what Keating was seeking to do and the 

consequences that could have for Western Australia. If you look at the original Mabo legislation 

and there was the Wilk case, which was in the High Court, which was all about pastoral leases and 

how native title would be dealt with. We were told by Keating that native title had been 
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extinguished by freehold title. But in Western Australia only a very small part of its estate is 
freehold compared to the whole state, but vast areas of Western Australia are in fact vacant crown 
land and also vast areas of pastoral leases. Ironically our pastoral leases provided for Aboriginal 
access, always have had, so Aboriginal people can go on pastoral stations and carry out traditional 
activities. We were concerned that what we could propose and what the federal government was 
proposing could in fact have a deleterious effect on our pastoral leases, but could also make vast 
areas of the state which were vacant crown land into Aboriginal-owned land. We didn't see that as 
being a desirable outcome where you've almost got two nations within the one state. But we were 
also concerned about the consequences of Keating's legislation on the mining industry, on the 
agricultural industry and the pastoral industry, but particularly the mining and petroleum sector 
where they could be denied access to vast areas of land that were highly prospective. So we went 
to the High Court and didn't win; didn't win any of those. Pity, really. 

RC Norman, I'd now like to ask if you could give me some of your reflections about 
some initiatives during your time as Minister for Tourism; Sport and Recreation. I propose to list 
some of the major ones, but if there are any others as we are talking please feel free to talk about 
them. The first one I have is the country sport enrichment scheme. 

MOORE That was an invention of mine, in fact. One of the things that concerned me was that 
we were getting top-class sport in the city but the country communities were not really getting any 
access to them at all. We invented this thing called the country sport enrichment scheme which 
was some government funds that were to be used to assist sporting organisations to run events in 
country communities. I guess the sport that took it up the most, and still does, is Aussie Rules 
football. We started having WAFL games in the bush; a couple a year. They still operate very 
successfully. I remember going to Kununurra to see a footy game, [and] Karratha. We actually had 
an interstate football game in Kalgoorlie between Tasmania and Western Australia. And just a 
couple of other examples: the Wildcats did some travelling around the country communities. So it 
was all about trying to get country communities to have access to good sporting opportunities in 
their own towns. I think it was a very successful program, that one. 

RC You also had the bid for the 2006 Commonwealth Games 

MOORE Yes. I was very disappointed about that, as it turned out. We had to make a 
submission in about 1996, I think it was, to the Commonwealth Games Association to get the 
Games. We made an application. We were told that we were likely to get it because I think 
Melbourne had had the Olympic Games, and Perth ... it was about our turn basically. As it turned 
out the Commonwealth Games Association put so many conditions on the bid that our Treasury 
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refused to agree that we should make a bid based on the financials the Commonwealth Games 
Association wanted. As it turned out we did not proceed with the bid. Melbourne was the only city 
that bid, and they got it, but the concern I had was that Melbourne having got the bid, the 
Commonwealth Games Association then changed the rules to satisfy them-1 gather they didn't—
and they were successful in Melbourne. But it would have been fantastic for Perth. We would have 
had a stadium in place already and we would have had some very special sporting facilities that we 
haven't got now, which would have been built as a result of the Commonwealth Games. 
It was interesting the way the media treated that. I vaguely recall, when we made the decision to 
proceed with the bid, the headline in The West was something like "$300 million bid for 
Commonwealth Games". They forgot to mention that there was probably $300 million worth of 
revenue to be got as well. I was just irritated by the negativity that surrounded that. I vaguely recall 
having a conversation with one of the morning shock jocks about it [who was] complaining what a 
terrible waste of money it would be, and trying to explain that was actually the outlay but there was 
revenue to be had. We would have had a reason for building things that we still don't have yet. So 
we would have had a brand-new stadium possibly on the same site as the one we're getting now 
because we were talking about Belmont Park back in those days. I was very sad we did not get 
that. I regret that Treasury didn't have more ... more prepared to take a little bit of risk on what I 
thought was a pretty reasonable proposition that we were putting forward. 

RC The Elle Macpherson campaign was controversial at the time. I wonder if you can 
tell me about that; how the idea started and how it progressed. 

MOORE It goes back to a yacht race. There is a Whitbread Round the World yacht race. This 
guy in Sydney, whose name escapes me; I think his name was somebody Harvey—it will come to 
me shortly I hope—he knew Elle Macpherson. There was also a yachtswoman, I think her name 
was Callinan. He came up with this idea of an all-women's yacht to go in the Whitbread race and 
that Elle would be part of it, and that we would base it out of Perth and it would be used to promote 
Western Australia if we paid a certain amount of money for sponsorship. So we agreed. I think it 
was about $1 million we paid for her. The idea was that Elle Macpherson would meet the yacht at 
each of the locations that it stopped at during the race and promote Western Australia. In addition 
to that we then negotiated with her to do some advertising for Western Australia to become, if you 
like, the face of Western Australia. At the time we were trying to promote the state as a place that 
was fresh and green with pristine beaches and all that sort of stuff, and gorgeous looking women, 
as Elle Macpherson was and still is. But having a high-profile person like that, of course, it always 
attracts negativity, and because I think there was $1 million involved people started to say, "What a 
waste of money. What are we going to get for it and what would she know about Western Australia 
anyway?" But as it turned out the yacht didn't eventuate because Mr Harvey's side couldn't deliver 
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a yacht that was going to work and the syndicate collapsed, but we still operated on the basis of 

Elle promoting WA and being the face of Western Australia. We ran a series of ads—two series of 

ads in fact. The first lot she did she came out here to make the ads on site. It was all going very 

well until they were making an ad down at Walpole on that forest walk thing they have got there. 

RC The Tree Top Walk. 

MOORE The Tree Top Walk, and she was doing an ad there. A triple J journalist decided to 

break the security bounds that we had in place just to make a nuisance of himself. He was evicted 

by Elle's bodyguard. He claims to have sustained great injury and damage as a result of what the 

bodyguard had done to him. The West Australian newspaper took photos of his bruises and ran a 

front-page story showing the photographs and a big headline saying "Elle of a mess". I thought, 

"This is just pathetic stuff." He claimed to have been grabbed by the testicles. The only photo that 

wasn't on the front page of The West was his testicles. We had all this negativity then as a result of 

that, but the ads were made and they were good ads. Subsequently she came out and did another 

series of ads. We actually managed it better, so that we gave the public access to her. I remember 

being in Kalgoorlie when they were doing an ad at Leonora and she came to Kalgoorlie. They 

closed off the traffic at Maritana Street and Hannan Street. All the people gathered there and she 

went around like royalty, if you like, shaking hands with everybody and kissing babies and stuff. It 

was just a huge success. She became quite a well-regarded and popular celebrity. The television 

ads were shown mainly in the south east [of the] United Kingdom and were very, very successful in 

attracting tourism to Western Australia; very successful. The whole thing caused a lot of interest at 

the time and the typical media response was, "This is a waste of money. What are we getting for 

it?" and all the rest. But to me it was just tall poppy syndrome stuff. Here we were going outside the 

normal advertising where you show a photo of Rottnest and say, "This is a lovely place." We 

instead got somebody like Elle Macpherson on a boat at Rottnest diving into the water or 

something, or swimming with a whale shark. They were really, really good ads and they were 

successful. But the opposition didn't like it because it was cutting through ultimately and they were 

attacking us and the media typical just couldn't understand what it was about. 

RC Just a question that springs to mind from what you're saying, Norman: was there 

any estimation or evaluation done of the impact of the Elle Macpherson campaign in monetary 

terms? 

MOORE There was. 

RC And tourists, the import of tourists to WA? 
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MOORE Yes, there was a lot of work done on that, because that was part of the KPls 
surrounding the money. I can't remember at the moment what they were, other than to say that the 
impact on the number of tourists coming to Western Australia was quite significant, and of course 
when people come here they spend money. So I look back to that campaign with great interest. It 
was exciting, it was interesting and it was about international celebrities. One thing that happened 
that was actually fascinating was that when we launched the campaign in London it was in fact set 
to be done on a particular day, and it turned out that the week before that Lady Di was killed. 

RC Oh, yes. 

MOORE And the whole place was in mourning and we had to decide whether to cancel this 
launch or not; I went across for it, and it was to be done in a hotel in London. So we decided to 
proceed with it, and Elie agreed to be part of the launch. She had known Lady Di and so she was 
pretty distressed about it, but when we announced that she was going to do the launch the number 
of journos who were going to turn up went from about six to 36 in one hit. We had a magnificent set 
of Western Australian pearls available and [went to] a lot of trouble to get them insured, and Elle 
dressed in a very appropriate way in an understated black dress, magnificent pearls, and we did 
this launch. It was extraordinarily successful at a time when probably they needed something like 
that in London. So I remember it well. It was on that occasion that we then had dinner afterwards 
and she showed us the ultrasound photos of her baby that hadn't been born yet. [chuckles] But she 
was a really nice person, Elie, and I liked talking to her. [She was] a very professional person too, I 
have to say. A lot of celebrities are difficult to deal with, I'm told, [and] that they are pompous and 
they're arrogant and that they treat people with disdain; well, she was just very, very easy to get 
along with. She was so professional that there was never any argument about when the photo 
shoot was going to be held. For example, in one of the gorges in Karijini we had to get the exact 
moment the sun was coming over the top, and so I think that was quite early in the morning and so 
it was an early-morning start, and all the make-up and all the rigmarole that goes with making an 
ad had to be done, and she just did it all without any complaint. 

RC A true professional? 

MOORE A true professional, yes; she was, she is. 

RC I would like to move on now, Norman, to the 1998 World Swimming Championships, 
which you mentioned in your valedictory speech and you said it was quite a fantastic experience 
for you, being involved in that. Could you tell me more about that? 
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MOORE Yes. We'd already had the swimming championships in 1992, was it? I can't 

remember when we had it. But it turned out that ... was it 1998 we were going to - 

RC 1998? 

MOORE Yes, we got them in 1998. Tom Hoad, who is a legend in the aquatic world in 

Western Australia, was working for the Department of Sport and Rec and he had worked on the 

previous World Swimming Championships at Challenge Stadium. He got to know the people 

running FINA, which is the international swimming body, very well. In fact, the secretary or the 

director of FINA was a fella named Cornel Marculescu, who was in fact a Romanian water polo 

player, and Tom and he had a very interesting relationship; I think they hated each other but they 

also respected each other, which was interesting. So we found out that nobody really wanted the 

1998 World Swimming Championships so we decided we'd have a go for them to see if we could 

get them for the second time. We went through all the process of nominating and getting the 

Australian nomination and putting it all in, and it transpired that we were the only nomination. I went 

to Rome in 1994, I think it was; the world championships were being held in Rome, and that's 

where they would then announce where the next one was going to be. When I arrived I met with 

the president of FINA, Mr Larfaoui from Algeria. I met him the day before the announcement was to 

be made and we sat down and he said, "Look, we think it should be in Sydney." I said, "Well it can't 

be in Sydney because the Australian nomination is Perth, not Sydney", and he said, "Yes, but we 

would prefer to go to Sydney", because they wanted the line-up for the Olympic Games. So I said, 

"Well that's not on, and I want you to be clearly understanding that Perth is the Australian 

nomination", and he said, "Well, we will make our own decision", and I said, "Well that's not how it's 

going to happen." I managed to track down the head of Australian swimming (Evelyn Dilmackey, 

her name was, or is). I was in Rome and she had been in Canada (it must have been the 

Vancouver Commonwealth Games) and so it was the middle of the night where she was (like four 

in the morning) and I managed to track her down and she was at some little settlement way out in 

the middle of Canada somewhere. The fact that we were able to find her was just extraordinary. I 

rang her and said, "This is what Mr Larfaoui is trying to do; would you please ring him and inform 

him that Sydney is not the nomination for Australia, Perth is", which she did. So the next day we 

had a meeting with the FINA board and I just read out to them what our position was, that we were 

the only nomination, and that they had been informed by Mrs Dilmackey that Sydney was not an 

option, and so they then agreed that it would go to Perth. Now, following that, we didn't have good 

relationships with FINA, but we did a deal with them that they would fund a certain proportion of 

any losses we made up to a million and a half, I think it was, but we had always expected that we 

would actually make a profit. As it turned out, there was a bit of the panic during the last week 

before the swimming championships and a lot of money was spent that probably didn't need to be 

spent, so eventually we actually went into a loss situation. So when we then went to FINA and 
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said, "Look, you know, we want the money now because we made a loss", they said, "You can't 

have it." So I met with Marculescu and Larfaoui in Sydney and explained to them that we wanted 

the money and that we believed we had a legal right to it, and they said, "Well we'll see you in 

court", so that was interesting. So I then engaged a lawyer (a Western Australian lawyer) and I 

said, "This is the issue, I want you to find out what we can do to get the money", and so he 

discovered a law (I can't recall which one it was now) that meant that people owing money who live 

overseas and arrive in Australia can be detained on their arrival until such time as the matter is 

resolved. Now, we knew that the FINA executive members were all coming to Sydney for the 

Olympic Games in 2000, and so they were told that when they arrived in Sydney for the Olympic 

Games they would be arrested, and so they sent us $1 million, which wasn't the whole lot but the 

lawyer said that they will settle for $1 million and I said, "Grab it as quickly as you can", and so we 

got the money. The championships were quite successful, although we didn't quite get the crowds 

we expected. Part of the problem we had was trying to fit in with the eastern states daylight saving 

time, and so the events in the morning were very early and the events in the afternoon were late 

afternoon as opposed to the evening, and it was the middle of summer and so you had the setting 

sun and an outdoor pool and it just wasn't quite as comfortable as it could have been. But I found it 

a fascinating exercise. We also had the situation when the Chinese swimmers all arrived at Perth 

Airport to have it discovered that some of them were carrying drugs, and some of them indeed 

looked like they'd been taking all sorts of drugs for a very long time. You might recall some of those 

Chinese women swimmers who looked like gorillas. 

RC Steroids? 

MOORE Steroids; all sorts of stuff they were taking. So the media got on to that immediately 

and it looked like this was going to blow up as the World Swimming Championships becoming the 

drug capital of the world or something like that. So I managed to convince FINA that they should 

have an inquiry, and so the inquiry was announced that they would have a high-powered 

international inquiry into drugs and swimming, which did the job of hosing down the issue, and the 

Chinese sent these people home. So we got over that, and the championship went on regardless 

of all that. So it was generally successful, and a rather fascinating experience for me to learn how 

these international sporting organisations work. FINA, I don't know who elects FINA other than 

itself, but the president, Larfaoui, was from Algeria (I don't even know whether he could swim) and 

he was a mate of Samaranch, who was heading up the Olympic committee, and he was actually 

also on the International Olympic Committee, Larfaoui; it was very much a boys' club, if you like. 

They believed that because they hand out sporting events, they're not beholden to anybody. That's 

why the International Olympic Committee has got such enormous powers; it decides who is going 

to get the Olympic Games. There is no body bigger than them that can judge their behaviour. 

There is an international court of sport or something it is called, based in Lausanne, but it's run by 
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these people, I think. It just demonstrated to me very clearly that I can understand why there is 
graft and corruption in respect to international sport. I read a book called The Lords of the Rings, 
which was a book about the International Olympic Committee and the corruption that surrounded 
that, and I can believe all of it. We had to give the FINA executive members free accommodation in 
suites in five-star hotels, clothes, food, a driver; whatever they wanted they could have, and that 
was part of the deal. The whole thing was fascinating. 

RC A major initiative, very successful, was "Best on Earth in Perth". Do you recall that 
one, Norman; I'm sure you do? 

MOORE I do very much. [chuckles] 

RC I wonder if you could tell me more about that. It attracted top-class events to 
Western Australia. Could you tell me how that came about? 

MOORE Event tourism is a big deal and because I was sport and rec as well as tourism, we 
combined the two. So a lot of the international sporting events were, from my perspective, 
important for me as sports minister as well as tourism minister, so we invented this thing called 
"Best on Earth in Perth", which was a long list of events that we attracted. I don't think there has 
been anything anywhere near as successful ever since. But, again, one of the things that really 
annoyed me was I remember when we had the press conference to announce the "Best on Earth 
in Perth", and I think there were 10 or 11 events that we were going to have in '97—'98, The West 
Australian newspaper ran a story, not about the 10 or 11 events we were going to get but the one 
we didn't get, which was a dancing competition that Richard Court or Sir Charles Court had been 
somehow involved in. They tried to create a scandal surrounding that, so there was virtually no 
commentary about the fact we got all these events. When you look at it ... I'm just looking down 
the list of events that we had. The only one that survived is the Hopman Cup. The Festival of Perth 
did and the rest have all gone. But, it was a fantastic year. There was the world cycling 
championship, which gave us a reason to do up the cycling velodrome, and the world triathlon. I've 
got to say that the world triathlon was an absolute disaster because the athletics track or the 
running track was measured wrongly so when the race had finished, they looked like they'd broken 
the world record and one of the runners said, "Well, it didn't seem far enough to me", so they 
remeasured it and found that it wasn't long enough, so that was a very embarrassing moment for 
me, as if I was the person responsible for measuring the track. 
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RC It started in 1998, according to the information I have. Then there is another media 
statement in December 2000, headlined "Minister: Perth to host 15 major events in 2001" so it did 
continue for a few years? 

MOORE Oh, yes. We kept calling it that. I don't know whether the Labor Party kept calling it 
that when they became the government or not. It was a great slogan, but it was backed up by the 
fact that we were delivering in terms of the events we were getting. 

RC I'd just like to go on now, Norman, to Rottnest Island; the Rottnest Island 
management plan. What can you tell me about that? I have a media statement here, "Blueprint for 
Rottnest Island's future development released". This was in December 1997. Could you tell me 
about the plans for Rottnest at that particular time when you were minister? 

MOORE Yes, Rottnest is a fascinating part of Western Australia. It is very political, but it is 
very special. Prior to me being tourism minister, Richard Court was the Minister for Tourism and he 
visited Rottnest and was appalled at the state of amenities on Rottnest, so he engaged a guy 
name Brian Easton, who was a commonwealth public servant, had become a state public servant, 
but a very good fellow, to do a report into Rottnest, and Brian did this report and made all these 
recommendations about what needed to happen on Rottnest. As a result, I was basically given the 
job, when I became the minister, to implement it. We employed Brian Easton as the CEO of 
Rottnest and got to work on a whole range of things. From a physical point of view we started 
gutting the cottages and refurbishing them, because they were in very bad condition. There had 
been no proper maintenance done for years, so we worked very hard on fixing up the 
accommodation; all of that area around where the shops are, we got all that cleaned up. We put in 
a lovely park where there was a worn-out old tennis court in place. We did all the landscaping as 
you went from the main jetty into Thomson Bay settlement. We built a new tearooms on the ocean 
and we really got to work on cleaning the place up and enhancing the place. We got a lot of 
vehicles off the island, but the most important reform, which caused Brian Easton a lot of grief, was 
our decision to put workers on Rottnest Island on workplace agreements and to require them to 
live on the mainland. What Easton found was that a lot of the workers had lived on Rottnest for a 
long time and had become very much Rottnest islanders and they didn't much like the mainland 
and they thought that visitors coming to Rottnest were a pain and they'd have to go and unload the 
ships or the boats and that sort of stuff. They were almost ... I won't say inbred; that's a terrible 
word to use, but there was this sort of a purple circle, if you like, that existed on Rottnest and it was 
quite strongly unionised and they just didn't work very hard at all. They occupied a lot of the 
accommodation on the island, so we made the decision to go to workplace agreements and 
require the workers to go and live on the mainland and travel by ferry to work every morning and 
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back in the afternoon. We then engaged Transfield to carry out a lot of the work on the island, 

managing the power station and doing the rubbish collection and all that sort of stuff. As it turned 

out, we in fact, made a profit one year on Rottnest. For years and years it had just consumed 

taxpayers' money. With all of those reforms in place, there was just an operating profit, even 

though I think we spent about $16 million, as I recall, in the last couple of years on upgrading the 

general infrastructure. So it was a very interesting time. I enjoyed it very much. I was saddened 

when we lost office and Bob Kucera became the Minister for Tourism and he reverted back to the 

old living on the island bit, so he did another report into Rottnest and nothing much has happened. 

One of the sad things that I did have to experience on Rottnest was to do with the hotel. The lease, 

which was held by Brian Gardner (he passed away recently), who had run a car sales company in 

Perth and had the lease on the hotel, which had been granted to him by Pam Beggs, who was a 

former Labor minister. Part of the contract that he had was that at the end of his lease he would get 

paid back half of the capital he put into the hotel. Now, when I went and had a look at the hotel, it 

was an absolute abomination of a place; filthy, dirty, smelly. It looked like there hadn't been a cent 

spent there in years. 

RC This is the place that was called the Quokka Arms, is that right? 

MOORE Yes, the Quokka Arms. That's the one. So when his lease was about to expire he 

said he wanted half his money and he claimed that he'd spent a couple of million dollars and he 

wanted a million dollars and I said to the Rottnest Island Authority, "You're not to give it to him and 

we'll go to court if necessary." Well, they made a decision to pay him out without consulting me. I 

was furious about it because we were getting taken for a ride. It took them about a week to clean 

the place out to the point we could actually get in it to put in new tenants. But what has happened 

in recent times, to give whoever did it their due, the hotel has been rebuilt. The Prendiville family 

now run it and it's a vast improvement on what it was in those days, but it was a terrible disgrace 

and I was disappointed I couldn't solve the problem, really. 

RC Thank you, Norman, for those reflections. The API Rally Australia was another very 

important event at that particular time. Could you tell me a little about that as well? 

MOORE Rally Australia was part of the world rally championship circuit. We got it In ... I'm 

just trying to think who was the minister who got that in the first place, but it was an international 

event which attracted the world's top rally drivers. We also had a special event on Langley Park 

where they made Langley Park into a rally circuit and people could go and watch it by buying 

tickets in the grandstands that were built for the purpose and then they had the legs of the rally out 
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in the bush going through the various trails through the forests. It was a very, very important event 
for Western Australia but it was costing money and the state had to pay for the rights to have the 
event. We were dealing with some pretty tough international businessmen who actually owned the 
event. Bernie Eccelstone is the fellow's name who owned it at the time. He also owned Formula 
One and had a lot of influence and power. At the time Victoria thought they'd like to have the event 
(they were trying to pinch everything we had) so there was some dispute about whether we were 
going to keep the rally, so a lot of hardened negotiations were undertaken to make sure we kept it, 
and so we did. But the good thing from my point of view about the rally ... I'm no rev head or 
anything like that, but it used to be a fantastically important event for the thousands of motoring 
enthusiasts in Perth who not only went to watch it but were involved in it and a lot of people were 
volunteers who worked to make the rally work. I remember going to a briefing they had prior to one 
rally and about 300 or 400 people were there being briefed what their jobs were. They were all 
volunteers and they all just loved it because they were just motoring enthusiasts. So we kept 
running that and it was good, except when the Labor Party became the government and Mark 
McGowan was the Minister for Tourism they got rid of it; [they] argued they couldn't sustain or 
couldn't justify the cost, which I think was a tragedy, really. It was a very sad thing to do. It was a 
few million dollars, but in the overall scheme of things it attracted attention to Western Australia. So 
we finished up getting some Frisbee-throwing competition or something in its place. [Chuckles.] 

RC In September 1999, Norman, you travelled to London to give an address for the WA 
Land of Plenty promotion. Could you tell me something about that? 

MOORE Yes, that was a campaign organised by the then Agent General, Clive Griffiths, who 
organised with Selfridge's a campaign to promote Western Australian produce in Selfridges' stores. 
He convinced me that, as the tourism minister, I should attend. I think Richard Court also went, as 
the Premier. What was happening was that Clive had to convince a significant number of Western 
Australian producers [of] wineries, rock lobsters, crayfish and even New Norcia fruit cake and 
things like that to go and make their products available in Selfridge's stores in London and 
Manchester. It was promoted as Western Australia Week and they provided tastings for people. 
Generally [it was] a campaign to promote Western Australian produce in London to try to 
encourage people to want to buy it and make sure that Selfridge's and other retailers would then 
import the products from Western Australia. It was a fantastic week, but I don't know that it was 
extraordinarily successful in the long term. It was interesting finding out about things. Having been 
Minister for Fisheries I know a bit about rock lobster. We have rock lobster, which I think is great 
food, but people in London were buying lobster from Cuba, which looked different. They were 
actually a smoother shell rock lobsters, whereas ours are spiny rock lobster. It turns out the English 
don't like these spiny rock lobsters because they've got all these things sticking out of them, which 
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I found amazing. They quite like the flat ones; the smooth-shell ones. [With] little things like that 
you realise how difficult it sometimes is to get into some markets because there are things that 
affect people's buying habits, you just don't understand. But I think some of the produce is still 
being sold well in London. A lot of the wines (Leeuwin Estate) were there. But it was a good 
attempt to promote us in that particular market. Maybe we should do it more often. 

RC Just finally on my list here, Norman, I have the Perth Convention and Exhibition 
Centre and Perth stadium. In November 2000 contracts for the construction of these projects were 
accepted. Could you tell me something about those two projects? 

MOORE [Chuckles.] There's a lot to be told about those. 

RC A lot to tell. [Chuckles.] 

MOORE Well, when I became tourism minister I was informed in no uncertain terms by the 
tourism industry that they needed a convention centre; that we had nowhere that was big enough 
to cater for conventions that Perth was missing out on. Indeed, I was involved in an attempt to get 
the American Society of Travel Agents international conference to be held in Perth and they were 
very keen to come to Perth but they just said, "Your facilities aren't good enough." Having 5,000 
American travel agents in Perth seeing everything we've got to offer is a fantastic opportunity for 
those people to go back home and say, "Come to Perth", and sell Perth. So the history of that 
particular conference is that the cities in which they are held generally have a significant boost in 
tourism for the next 12 months, so we wanted it but they just said, "Your facilities aren't good 
enough." So I kept going to the government saying, "Well, how can we build a convention centre?" 
We didn't have any money. So when we sold the pipeline, the Premier said, "Well let's set aside 
$100 million out of that, go out to the investing public and say that we'll put up $100 million as an 
incentive to build a convention and exhibition centre and associated facilities if they wanted, like a 
hotel and office space and all the rest. So we did that and we went through a very convoluted 
process of assessing the bids and eventually we had a task force that I chaired and there were 
subgroups of the task force looking at particular aspects of the submissions and eventually came 
down to three propositions. One was the Multiplex proposal, the other was Leightons and the other 
was Janet Homes a Court's lot, John Holland, I think. It was either John Holland, or, who's the 
other major construction company? It'll come to me in a minute. We then went through a very 
detailed assessment of the three proposals and really found that at the end of the day, based upon 
how much money we had to spend and how much money you need to build a convention centre 
and what the returns are, none of the submissions met all of the criteria that we had set. We had a 
choice then to say, "Well none of you met the criteria; we'll start again". We then thought, "Well, 
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we'd been very thorough in this and it seems that the economics are such that unless we put in a 

lot more money we're going to have to have some reduced capacity in these facilities." At the same 

time, we were also looking at getting a stadium for soccer, so we threw into the mix that anyone 

building a new convention and exhibition centre might like to build a stadium at the same time and 

make it part of the same package and we set aside another $10 million for that. The proposal that 

we eventually agreed to was the Multiplex proposal, which was to use the car park side where the 

convention centre is now located and they'd build a stadium between Wellington Street and the 

railway line just near the freeway, just to the west of the old entertainment centre. The John 

Holland proposal was to build over the railway line where we are now currently sinking the railway 

line and the Leighton ... was it Leightons? Did I say Leightons earlier on? 

RC You said Leightons earlier. 

MOORE Okay. Leightons had this thing that looked a bit like a spaceship and they wanted to 

build it right on the river down by the Narrow's Bridge. That was the most exciting architectural 

proposition but our engineering panel said that you can't build it. It was designed by a renowned 

English architect, Norman Foster, I think his name is, who did the Reichstag in Berlin when they 

rebuilt it, but they just said, "If it's [going to] come out like that it's not going to work, you can't build 

it. So we went through all the process and we eventually gave it to Multiplex to build. There was a 

fair bit of controversy because of the conditions attached to the project. I think Leightons 

complained that we were giving it to Multiplex and they hadn't met all the conditions that were 

necessary and we said, "Well, nobody has, and we think they are the best of the three we've got, 

so they are going to do it." The opposition jumped up and down and carried on about it and it was a 

very difficult issue. When we made the decision about the $110 million, and this probably 

happened about the time of the announcement that the contract was going to Multiplex, we made 

the decision that we would give them the money after they'd built it instead of up-front. Instead of 

saying, "Here's $110 million now, you build it and then in three or four years' time when it is built, 

we will give you $110 million plus an inflator to cover the increased cost of money over that four-

year period." When we announced that it was going to cost $110 million net present value, and the 

media discovered it would actually mean $140 million in four years' time, they screamed and 

carried on and said what a terrible thing that was. I'm trying to explain to them what net present 

value meant and why we were giving them the money at the end of the project, not the beginning 

of the project, because we wanted it finished first before they got their money. They didn't 

understand that, so I was mercilessly attacked by one journalist, whose name will remain 

confidential. But the Labor Party then proceeded to build it but they couldn't do a deal in respect to 

the stadium so that was dropped off. I actually even offered in opposition to mediate between the 

then Perth Glory and Multiplex, but couldn't get any agreement from the government. They just 



Interview Four Hon Norman Moore 97 

ignored me so they dropped the stadium, and the convention centre got built and I think it's been a 
great success. It doesn't look all that good. I remember saying, I think, in Parliament, "People 
complained that the roof didn't look any good from Kings Park, so I suggested they just paint cars 
on it and make it look like a car park, which it had always been." But it's a very functional facility 
and, ironically, it's probably too small. 

END OF INTERVIEW 4 
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RC This is Ron Chapman. Today is the 26th  of November 2013, and I am continuing my 

interview with Norman Moore. This interview is for the Parliament of Western Australia oral history 
project. 

Norman, last time we were talking about various initiatives taking place in Western Australia while 

you were Minister for Tourism; Sport and Recreation. You said to me, after we finished, that you 

wanted to say a little more about the convention centre and a deal with Perth City Council. Would 

you like to talk about that now? 

MOORE Just briefly. The original concept of the convention centre was that it would be a 

self-contained unit that would have the convention centre, the exhibition halls, the hotel, the 

parking area and also I think an office block was to be part of that as well. So the idea was it would 

be a single entity with those various components making up its structure. The problem transpired 

as we went through the process of determining who was going to build it and how much it was 

going to cost was that we actually didn't have enough money to do all those things. And so it 

transpired ultimately when the Labor Party became the government and put into effect the building 

of the convention centre that the Perth Convention and Exhibition Centre was owned by I think the 

Wyllie Group, the parking was sold off to the Perth City Council for a capital contribution to the 

building and the hotel was then built as a separate entity as well and with some commercial 

building at the same time. So, you had a situation where instead of having one entity that could 

make money out of all aspects of it, they all were doing their own thing independently. That has 

been a disappointment in a sense because the Convention and Exhibition Centre struggled for 

some time. You get the crazy situation when there are functions on at the Convention and 

Exhibition Centre when you can't get a parking bay because the Perth City Council rents out the 

parking for businesspeople during the day. So it seems to me that there should have been some 

capacity to use that parking area for Convention and Exhibition Centre activities alone. Similarly 

the hotel doesn't coordinate, I'm told, well with the events going on at the PCEC. Again, that was 

part of the thinking that a hotel would be useful as part of the project so that people attending the 

Convention and Exhibition Centre would have somewhere to stay, whereas this operates quite 

independently of that. So I guess that's a disappointment, but I'm told that the PCEC is working 

well. It's a good facility. Certainly, it's an excellent facility inside, well regarded, and the irony 

probably is it's too small. 

RC Right; yes, thank you. Also after we finished our last conversation, Norman, you 

mentioned to me about the Murdoch University Rockingham and Peel campuses, which were 

started off in the 90s. As education minister you were instrumental, certainly, in the Murdoch one, I 

believe. Could you tell me more about that, please? 
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MOORE Yes. When I first got the job there'd been a lot of talk between Murdoch, the 
government and the Kwinana Town Council about a Murdoch campus in the Peel area and also in 
the sort of Rockingham area. There was a lot of pressure put on me to say we should agree to it 
going into Kwinana, because they wanted something like that, I guess to enhance the amenity of 
Kwinana. But it seemed to me that Rockingham is the major centre in that part of Western 
Australia, so I made the decision it should go into Rockingham. The problem at Rockingham was 
finding a location for it and there was a fair bit of controversy about that. I think it is Dixon Road 
that it is located in, so we eventually found that site and went ahead with the building. 
Similarly with Mandurah, there was a proposal for a TAFE college combined with a branch of 
Murdoch somewhere in the Mandurah area. My predecessor, who was Kay Hallahan, had talked 
about building something at Ravenswood, I think to try and keep people in Pinjarra happy. When I 
had a look at the site and realised that for half the year it would be underwater because it's very 
low-lying country out there, we then started looking in Mandurah for a site. I actually drove down to 
Mandurah to have a look at where the old Peninsula Caravan Park was located, thinking that might 
be a really good site for sort of a TAFE-cum-university college. Well, the word got out that I was 
doing that and there were all sorts of outraged people complaining that you just can't build it there, 
it's where people go for their holidays and all sorts. Eventually we found another site; it was sort of 
actually out in the bush a bit on the outskirts of Mandurah. But eventually that came to fruition as 
well, so we managed in that period of time to deliver tertiary education in Rockingham and 
Mandurah, albeit with a degree of controversy attached to both of them. 

RC Thank you. In August 1999, the Deputy Premier, Hendy Cowan, criticised 
Premier Court over his spending priorities, which comprised $200 million in projects such as the 
convention centre, the belltower, the soccer stadium and the motorsports complex. Do you see 
these projects as being spending priorities at that time? 

MOORE Well, there's never a time to build things like belltowers, just as there was probably 
never a time to build the Eiffel Tower or some of the other iconic buildings throughout the world, 
not that the belltower is anything like the Eiffel Tower. It's easy to argue that building things that 
aren't of some practical use is a waste of money, but it seems to me that there's a time when 
governments need to do those sorts of things. The belltower was much maligned and as a result of 
the criticism, including from Hendy Cowan, it finished up being smaller and less noisy than it 
should've been. The irony is it cost $5 million, and $5 million is sort of morning tea in the health 
department for a year. So it was a shame, because it's not as good as it could have been, bearing 
in mind the historical value of the bells. I was actually lucky enough to go to London on one 
occasion for some purpose and went out to Whitechapel with Clive Griffiths, who was then the 
Agent General, to look at the casting of the final bell; there was one short apparently. They made it 
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out at Whitechapel in this very ancient, old foundry that made bells. The metal had actually come 
from Western Australia; the mining industry sent over whatever the metal was. I can't think what it 
is now. So I watched that being cast. 

But when you look at the Convention and Exhibition Centre - that is a significant economic driver. I 
mean one of the reasons why we built it was because we were missing out on so many exhibitions 
and conventions because we didn't have the facilities. Hendy never understood that, although I 
never could quite understand his reasoning for doing that; why he'd felt the need to be critical of 
Richard Court. Maybe there were some issues around the place. I mean, the convention centre 
was being criticised, even though we only put in $100 million for that, and that money came out of 
the sale of the gas pipeline from Dampier to Bunbury. So it wasn't consolidated revenue money; it 
was in fact money coming from the sale of an asset. 

Similarly, we needed a soccer stadium because there was just a huge amount of demand to 
provide a better facility for Perth Glory, which was doing extremely well in those days, so there was 
a lot of support for the notion of a stadium. We tried to combine the convention centre and the 
stadium into one package. That didn't quite work at the end of the day, unfortunately, but had it 
worked, we would have had a soccer stadium located where the Arena now is located. 
So I could never quite understand Hendy's motivation in being critical of Richard, when that added 
to the tension that was around the place between the two parties but also was picked up by the 
media, of course, as disharmony and disunity in the government. I think Cohn Barnett might have 
supported Hendy, as I recall. 

RC Just talking about the stadium - of course there's going to be a new stadium now at 
the Burswood area. What are your thoughts on the new stadium there? 

MOORE When does this get published? [chuckles] No, I've always taken the view that 
Perhaps, we'll go back a step in time. When I mentioned to you earlier about the Commonwealth 
Games we looked at a stadium out near Belmont Park; in fact, possibly on Belmont Park 
Racecourse land, which seemed like a good idea at the time. But as I watched the football world 
growing and the need for better than we had at Subiaco, when I got some money spent on Subiaco 

I think I probably might have mentioned that, did I? Have I talked about Subiaco? 

RC I can't recollect that, no. 

MOORE Perhaps we could do that now 

RC Yes. 
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MOORE I was sports minister and the Football Commission were strongly of the view that 

Subiaco Oval in those days (this is back in the late 1990s) was totally inadequate for AFL football, 

and they were right. I remember going to the footy one day with John Langoulant, or he and I were 

in the same corporate box, and he was the Under Treasurer at the time. I explained to him, by 

actually showing him the ground, what the Football Commission wanted to do and how they 

wanted to fund it. The idea was that we would stump up $30 million and they'd pay it off; we'd meet 

the interest payments. I explained to Langoulant what they wanted to do and he said, "Well, that 

sounds like a good idea." I said, "Well, that's good to hear because up till now nobody's been 

interested in Treasury about that." He said, "Put up a Cabinet submission and I'll support it." So I 

did, and he did, and we eventually saw the $30 million refurbishment of Subiaco which provided 

significantly enhanced amenity for football goers. I've always thought ever since then that the way 

forward for football would be to just keep fixing up Subiaco, vastly less than the billion dollars that 

you're going to spend at Burswood. The beauty of Subiaco, apart from its historical value, is that 

it's located in an urban area where people can actually do other things before and after the game, 

so you've got restaurants and hotels and cafes. Even though it gets a bit crowded, it's quite easy to 

get in and out of Subiaco, because the roads all go off in different directions; you're not bound by 

one mode of transport or one major road. Any rebuilding could have included potential retail outlets 

on the ground floor so that the area would be used during the daytime as well when there's no 

footy on. The problem with stadiums is they only get used when there's a football game on and that 

can be one day a week. So, it's a huge investment for a very small, limited use. So, I strongly held 

the view that they should either redevelop Subiaco or build a new stadium at Subiaco. 

Unfortunately, with Langoulant ... there's a certain irony as Langoulant got the job by the Labor 

government to do the report into a new stadium and he recommended Subiaco. I was surprised 

and disappointed when Cohn Barnett, and whoever, decided that it was going to go to Burswood. 

The problem with Burswood is there's virtually no access or exit capacity for the sort of numbers 

you're talking about that would make it easy. You've got the railway line going past it and you've 

got Great Eastern Highway, and the other side is the river, and I think it's going to be an absolute 

nightmare for people getting in and out of that place. Wait and see. [laughter] 

RC You were also racing and gaming minister for a year. Why was it necessary to unite 

the Western Australian Turf Club and the Western Australian Trotting Association? I believe this 

caused some animosity at the time. 

MOORE No. I united them in opposition to me. What happened was that there had been a 

push for a long time in the racing world to concentrate all the racing and trotting in the city. The turf 

club and the trotting association were based at Ascot and Gloucester Park respectively and they 

weren't all that fussed about country racing and country trotting. It was my view strongly held that a 
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lot of our country towns were getting dudded by the turf club and by the trotting association, so I 
tried to work out some way in which we could give them some help in the bush. Now, funding for 
racing comes from the TAB and there's a TAB dividend, basically. It used to be given to the codes 
on a formula; most went to racing, next most to trotting and then to greyhounds. So I brought in 
legislation that capped the total amount of money that would go to the three codes, and any 
amount above that that was raised could be spent by the minister. It was about $5 million, I think, a 
year, not a huge amount. I had Parliament pass that and then I started making funds available to 
country racing to encourage little country towns to keep their race meetings going, and things like 
we would just pay unpiaced horses $100 or something so that it would encourage trainers to take 
their horses to these events. When I did all that, of course, the turf club and the trotting association 
were vigorously opposed to that; greyhounds a bit differently, because the greyhounds is in fact a 
statutory authority and they couldn't yell at their minister too hard; the other two didn't mind. And I 
remember a photograph of the chairman of the turf club and the chairman of the trotting 
association, a full colour photo on the back page of The West Australian, shaking hands in 
opposition, that they'd come together in opposition to the minister. Now, the beauty of that was that 
whilst that was completely unintentional, for most of history the trotting association and the turf club 
had been at each other's throat arguing about the TAB allocations; neither was happy with what 
the other was getting, and so they could hardly talk to each other. So I thought it was a major 
achievement really to have them at least agreeing on something. [laughter] 

RC So, that all went through successfully, did it? 

MOORE It did and it's still there. 

RC And it's still continuing, yes. 

MOORE Yes. I'm not quite sure that the minister's involved. Nick Griffiths succeeded me. 
Nick Griffiths was a good Minister for Racing and Gaming. He brought in new legislation, Racing 
and Wagering WA legislation, which I think's been a major success. But they certainly didn't take 
away the minister. Certainly, prior to Racing and Wagering WA being set up, the minister didn't 
change the capacity for the minister to spend some of the money [chuckles]. 

RC During that time, Norman, the privatisation of lelstra was another controversial 
issue (in the late 1990s, that is) particularly regarding the provision of services in the bush. Could 
you tell me your views on that sale and its impact on your electorate? 
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MOORE I was always quite comfortable about Telstra being privatised. The old PMG, as we 
remember it being, was a very bureaucratic organisation run like a government department. It 
provided very poor service, unable to respond quickly to customers' needs; in fact, it never had to 
because the customer was always wrong. So, privatisation was fine by me. But you're right, there 
was concern in the country that a privatised entity would not provide the level of service that people 
in the bush had come to expect. But as has transpired I think the service in the bush now is as 
good as, or it's probably better than, it's ever been. I think some of the fears that people raised in 
those days just didn't come to fruition. 

RC So you didn't have any reservations about the sale of Teistra? 

MOORE No, I didn't. I might have said things such as, "If this goes ahead then they must 
make sure they look after country communities", which is what you do. I think a lot of members 
said that, and I think they got the message that that was part of the package. 

RC On the 10th  of August 2000, Norman, you moved a motion calling - 
on the Opposition to repudiate demands by the union movement and the 

federal Australian Labor Party to scrap state workplace agreements and 
acknowledge that its opposition to state workplace agreements since 1993 
has been ideologically driven and dictated by the union movement. 

Could you tell me why you think the coalition government's labour relations legislation caused such 
considerable industrial unrest during the 1990s? 

MOORE Yes; a very fascinating part of our history that was. 

RC Yes. 

MOORE Graham Kierath was the first minister in Australia to invent workplace agreements, 
individual workplace agreements, because up until then all negotiations for working conditions 
were made by unions. So you had collective bargaining and you had the accord that Bob Hawke 
had put in place and all that sort of stuff, but individuals were never part of the negotiations for their 
own wages and conditions. The area that was of most concern to us was in the mining industry, 
particularly in the Pilbara, where you had big companies like BHP and Rio operating very big 
enterprises that were being strangled to death by union intransigence and plain downright bloody-
mindedness. I had lots of conversations with people living in those Pilbara communities about the 
intimidation and the standover tactics and all the rest that were besetting them individually; and if 
you didn't, you know, follow the union's dictates, you were blackballed in some of those places. So 
it was a very, very nasty situation, and productivity was appallingly bad. I remember a 10-week 
strike in Tom Price that just about crippled that company for no good purpose; lots of ridiculous 
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strikes that were unnecessary. Anyway, the workplace agreements package was put through by 

Graham Kierath, and that provided for individuals to be able to negotiate with their employer for 

their own employment conditions. It took off, particularly with Rio (then Hamersley Iron) in the 

Pilbara, because the company was then able to go to individual workers and say, "We will give you 

this, that and the other if you sign up an individual workplace agreement" and things like ... I will 

give you an example. Train drivers in the iron ore business for Hamersley Iron were getting paid a 

lot of money and doing very little work. There were all sorts of rorts. They would take enough food 

for one journey to Tom Price and back from Dampier to last their family for a week, and just all 

sorts of things like that. Nobody cared about property being owned by Hamersley Iron. There was 

just an ongoing trail of theft going on in a lot of the workplaces in the Pilbara and nobody cared. A 

classic example of how workplace agreements worked was, say we're train drivers who were put 

on contract or offered a contract, "We'll give you a contract to drive our trains. This is what you'll 

deliver for us and this is what we'll pay you. And if you and your wife want to go into a small 

business and contract to us as a small business, then you can organise your taxes to meet those 

requirements." One fellow I knew very well went onto a contract, probably got paid 250 grand a 

year in those days to drive trains, as a small business man. The end result, particularly in Rio, not 

so much with BHP but with Rio, was that eventually there were only three unionists left in their 

whole Pilbara operations. The rest of them had gone onto workplace agreements and were loving 

it. Productivity went through the roof because there was more responsibility for these people to do 

things properly because they were contracted and their contracts required them to do certain 

things but they were getting paid well in exchange. Perhaps if I go back a step, in those days you 

had what they'd call white hats and everybody else. The white hats were the staff and everybody 

else wore different coloured hats. And there was this them-and-us attitude. So a lot of wages 

people went onto staff and became salaried employees. A different attitude to the company 

developed as a result of that, so the whole Pilbara just changed dramatically during the 90s from 

being a complete basket case of union domination to virtually no union activity at all, and workers 

making a lot more money and being a lot happier because they weren't on strike half the time and 

were able to organise their finances in a better way than ever before. 

The problem we had was that at the end of the 1990s the unions had convinced the Labor Party 

that this was a bad thing and they had every intention of turning it around. That's the reason for the 

motion; it was to draw attention to the fact that this particular industrial relations reform had been 

hugely successful but not for the unions because they were, and still are, struggling to get a 

toehold back in the mining industry. Julia Gillard did her best to help them, but the mining industry 

doesn't need the union movement because the issues like safety and so on are being dealt with by 

governments. But I think at the end of the 1990s where you had what was called a third wave of 

industrial relations legislation, and that was probably one step too far (a bit like John Howard's 
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WorkChoices, just probably one step too far) which then gave the unions the capacity to run this 

campaign that this was sort of the end of the world for workers. We then had that infamous 

RC Yes. That was actually going to be my next question, but carry on. 

MOORE The infamous takeover of Parliament by the union movement. 

RC Yes. In your valedictory speech you said when "the chamber was taken over by the 

mob"; that's quoting from your speech. The question was going to be (obviously, you said it related 

to the third wave of industrial relations legislation): I wonder if you could tell me a little more about 

that incident itself? I presume you were in the chamber at that time. 

MOORE I was the Leader of the House. When the legislation came to our chamber, the 

unions came as well and they filled up the galleries with all these people. They filled up all the 

areas surrounding the Parliament as well. There were hundreds and hundreds of them, and they 

just started making all this noise. And as we are trying to deal with legislation in the chamber, you 

actually couldn't hear yourself think, let alone hear anybody talk. And they had klaxons and all 

these sorts of things, and whistles and bells and all sorts of noisemaking things, so that it just 

drowned out the whole debate. Then when we adjourned the house to try and have the police deal 

with it, the police wouldn't. They said, you know, "We're not prepared to take a risk of somebody 

falling over the balcony and breaking their neck." 

One of the policemen in charge was Bob Kucera, who became a Labor member of Parliament 

subsequent to that. I was a bit disappointed with his approach, although I understood it at the time. 

It seemed to me that the police needed to deal with these people because they'd actually closed 

down a house of Parliament as a riotous mob, which is all they were. Even worse than that, when 

we adjourned the house for an hour or so just to try and sort it out, they managed to turn the lights 

off in the whole building, so the place was plunged into darkness. Nobody could see where they 

were going or what they were doing. We had torches out to see so that we could get around. 

Eventually we just closed the place down, came back the next day and they were all still there. To 

his eternal shame, in my view, one of the Labor members stayed in there and was going out and 

getting pizzas and all sorts of stuff to keep feeding these people. On the other hand, there were 

some Labor members who were terribly shocked by what was going on and genuinely thought it 

was a dreadful thing to do. 

We came back the next day and they wouldn't let members in the house. One lot tried to stop me 

going in and I just said, "Well I'm going, whether you like it or not." Olive Griffiths, who was the 

President, was in fact assaulted. They just blocked all the entrances and the whole ... We 

eventually got in. The noise kept going, so we finally went to a meeting room upstairs (this is the 
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chamber) finished the legislation there and they were throwing rocks at the roof. It was just a 

terrible, frightening state of affairs. We had all these fired-up unionists surrounding Parliament 

House, buffeting women members. I remember June van de Klashorst, who was one of our 

ministers, was treated very badly as she was trying to get to her car in the car park. It was 

horrendous. To this day, I think that's the most shameful thing I've seen in my parliamentary life. 

The tragedy, however, was not what happened necessarily; it was the way the media reported it. 

One journalist (whose name I won't mention) who's no longer with us, was the leading journalist in 

Western Australia and described it as a pyjama party. He thought it was a joke. When I started 

talking about putting perspex barriers around people in the gallery so they couldn't get over the 

balcony, I got criticised as, "This is not democracy." They just didn't understand what was 

happening. The level of understanding of the parliamentary system by the media in those days just 

appalled me. It was anarchy. Had that happened to both houses and closed the whole Parliament 

down, you've got to say to yourself, that's a pretty serious thing, a very serious thing to do, by a 

mob who simply didn't like what the Parliament was doing. Well, you're always entitled to protest 

but to close the Parliament down by making it impossible to conduct a proper debate and then 

plunging the place into darkness, which created all sorts of safety issues, was just completely over 

the top. 

RC What elements of the third wave industrial relations legislation do you think 

prompted this outburst or this demonstration in Parliament; why was it so vitriolic? 

MOORE Well, it was the final part of the package which had started off with workplace 

agreements. It was all to do with things like voting for strikes and giving unionists some say over 

what was going to happen when a union wanted to go on strike or call a stop-work meeting or 

whatever. There had to be votes for these things and there had to be secret ballots and all that sort 

of stuff. That was just going to completely undermine the union leaders' capacity to control the 

system, but there were a number of other things which I've forgotten about now. All I know is that 

in retrospect we didn't need to do that then. Had we done all the things that Graham Kierath had 

done in the first couple of pieces of legislation and just let them settle down then there might have 

come a time when you went the next step when all these things were happening. As has happened 

now, there are only 30 per cent of workers in unions, these days. They still have a lot of power 

because they can frighten people, as they did with John Howard's WorkChoices legislation in that 

election that he lost, but their power is slowly being diminished as people decide they don't need 

them anymore. 
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RC On the 1St  of January 2001, Norman (moving onto happier things now) you were 

awarded the Centenary Medal for service to Australian society through Parliament. I wonder if you 

can tell me about the award and what it meant to you at the time? 

MOORE I was very surprised, actually, that I should get one, but I thought it was an 

interesting decision by the then government to have the Centenary Medal. But there were a lot of 

them issued and I sometimes think that it might have been a little bit cheapened by the fact that 

every man and his dog got one and maybe I was just every man and his dog, but I was flattered 

because I didn't know I was being nominated. I just got a letter to say that you've been awarded 

one. It's always nice to receive an award, so I was pretty chuffed, really. 

RC Just moving towards the 2001 state election now, Norman, could you tell me about 

the Liberal and National Parties' strategies to fight the 2001 state election? Was there any 

agreement at the time between the Liberal and National Parties about strategies for the election? 

MOORE I'm not really sure, to tell the truth. Obviously, we worked together as a coalition as 

opposed to the situation we have now where there's an alliance. It was a coalition but I think there 

was a fair bit of tension between the National Party and the Liberal Party. A lot of it went back to 

Hendy Cowan's behaviour as Deputy Premier; the times when he took on the then Premier, 

Richard Court, on a number of issues. It wasn't just the one we talked about before; there were a 

number of occasions when he felt the need to be critical of the government and yet he was the 

Deputy Premier. But I don't think there were any serious issues. We didn't lose the election 

because there weren't any serious differences between the two parties, I think, as I remember that 

election. We lost because we'd been there too long. I guess things like the belltower and the 

convention centre, which had been going along okay until a few of our own started to criticise it (it 

wasn't just Hendy, one of his members decided to get stuck into the belltower on one occasion) 

and I think that just highlighted in the public's mind that the government wasn't united in respect of 

these projects and that the government's priorities were wrong and they knew it was wrong 

because people in the government were saying it was wrong. I think, as I also remember, we were 

in fairly difficult financial circumstances because the Asian financial crisis had struck. That had had 

a fairly deleterious effect on the state's finances at the time and industry was flat and there was 

rising unemployment. All of the circumstances surrounding the government at the time were 

negative, really, and so we lost. 

RC The campaign itself, Norman, I wonder if you'd tell me a little about the campaign in 

your own seat of Mining and Pastoral Region as you remember it? 
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MOORE I've been through so many campaigns [chuckles], Ron, trying to remember that 

particular one is going to be difficult. 

RC I was just thinking about issues at the time. You mentioned a few already. I was just 

interested about on the ground, if you like, away from Parliament, how the campaign went in your 

own electorate? 

MOORE I was pretty tied up with the central campaign. For a lot of my time in Parliament I 

had been a member of what they used to call "Team Blue", which was the campaign committee, 

made up of members of Parliament and lay party people, so I had a fair bit to do with what that was 

about. But what had happened was, no matter where you went, we'd actually run out of ideas. 

When you're trying to create new policies for an election and new ideas and you haven't got any 

money and you've done everything you think you can do anyway for eight years, you do suddenly 

find yourself short of good, new ideas, and I think that also added to the fact the campaign wasn't 

hugely successful. 

RC My next question was going to be why you think the Court—Cowan coalition 

government was defeated in 2001. So you think the lack of ideas, running out of ideas, that was 

one of the main reasons? 

MOORE Yes; I think the issue about priorities had resonated, partly because of criticism from 

within. There was a view that the government was arrogant. But when you're in there you don't 

really see yourself being arrogant, but what I noticed in retrospect was that ministers would start to 

argue the point with people instead of taking on board their views and going away to sort it all out. 

The Premier was seen to be arrogant and then the "it's time" factor I think was a pretty important 

element to that. We'd been in for eight years and done a fair bit (done a lot actually) but then the 

industrial relations thing was so mixed up in all of it. A whole range of factors lose elections, not 

just one. 

RC That election (the 2001 election) has been termed by some parliamentarians as 

"The One Nation election". What impact do you think the One Nation Party had on the election 

outcome? 

MOORE It depends on whose figures you look at but one psephologist I've talked to thinks 

the One Nation Party won the election for the Labor Party and, in fact, was the reason why we lost. 

You might recall that John Howard in his "great wisdom" decided that we should put One Nation 

last. That was seriously offensive to One Nation because we were saying, "You're worse than the 
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Communist Party; you're worse than every mad socialist group that exists; you're just the worst of 

the worst", when a lot of the people voting for One Nation were in fact rusted-on Liberal 

conservative—type people, particularly country people, who had come to believe that they weren't 

getting their fair share of what was going on from government. The issues that Pauline Hanson 

raised did resonate with quite a large number of people in the community, not just conservatives, 

but, in fact, conservative Labor voters who didn't like a lot of what was going on with, you know, 

boat people, immigration policies and all that sort of stuff. So when we decided to put them last, 

they said, "Well, we're going to punish you for that." I know that's the exact words that they used 

because I was sent along with one of my colleagues to have a meeting with the One Nation 

people, one of whom had been a former member of the Liberal Party in one of my branches, a very 

good guy, John Fischer. 

RC What was his name, John? 

MOORE John Fischer. 

RC Oh, John Fischer, yes. 

MOORE I liked John very much. He just said, "You know, you've treated us with total 

contempt, so we're going to do the same to you; we'll punish you." So they didn't preference us in 

the seats that were marginal; they preferenced us in a couple where they had particular reason to 

do that, but overall we got a bad deal from them. They got a lot more votes than anybody ever 

expected and, in fact, got three members in the Legislative Council. Their preferences were 

enough to see we lost a number of seats. Depending on how you look at the numbers, they could 

well have been the reason why we lost, at the end of the day. I mean, there were lots of other 

reasons why we should've lost perhaps, but that may have been the tipping point where the 

disgruntled, who might have come on board with us had we sort of got into bed with One Nation, 

decided to go somewhere else. 

RC Just out of interest, Norm, what are your own personal views about One Nation, or 

what were your views at the time about One Nation? 

MOORE Oh, well, I didn't think it was anywhere near the sort of crazy media frenzy that 

came out of that. When Pauline Hanson first got endorsed as a Liberal for a seat in Queensland in 

the federal election, she made some comment about Aborigines (I can't even think what it was 

now) and something about migrants, which I didn't think was necessarily the end of the world. They 

were comments that a lot of people make to me. As I go around my electorate, people have some 
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very nasty things to say about Aborigines. She was tapping into a sentiment that existed in the 

minds of many, but John Howard overreacted and they disendorsed her and she stood as an 

Independent, then became One Nation and got elected. Clearly, the people in that electorate had 

the same view as she did, and then Howard decided to get on the high moral ground over the 

whole One Nation thing and kept telling the Liberal Party that we had to put them last because they 

were this terrible group of people who were racist and were sort of anti-investment from overseas 

and had some quite weird and interesting ideas about things. I didn't know much about what they 

stood for, but when they had three members in the upper house and they started talking about 

what they believed in, clearly they were almost ... Who was that English group who did never want 

things to change? Luddites, I suppose. 

RC The Luddites, yes 

MOORE They wouldn't support foreign investment in Australian business, just completely 

ignoring the fact that without foreign investment there isn't enough money in Australian capital 

markets to finance the industry we need. They were in some ways racist but, on the other hand, 

they were pointing out things that needed to be pointed out, things like special deals for Aboriginal 

people simply because they are Aborigine, and not for any other purpose. I wasn't altogether 

horrified by them; I thought they were reflecting the views of a significant number of people in my 

electorate. As it transpired they got a lot of votes around the state and around the nation at one 

stage. John Howard was clever enough to, I think, move into their territory a bit, so the Tampa and 

all those sort of issues to do with boat people. There was a bit of a view that whilst he treated them 

with contempt and put them on the bottom of the ballot paper, he was in fact grabbing hold of some 

of their policies to promote himself, which was very clever because it tapped into that lot as well, so 

they eventually disappeared because they didn't need them anymore. 

RC Norman, I'd just like to ask, on reflection, what do you see as the major 

achievement of the Court—Cowan government? 

MOORE The major achievement in my view is industrial relations reform. We talked about 

that before, but it actually revolutionised the way in which workplace relations operate in this 

country. It began the process of giving individual workers far more say about they're own lives than 

they ever had before. Interestingly, John Howard, in his book, claims that he was the inventor of 

workplace agreements when, in fact, we'd had them in Western Australia before he was even 

elected. But I know he had a long interest in industrial relations. I think it's fair to say though, the 

things I was involved in, I think there's a fair amount of education reform and the convention centre 

was important to me. It's a while ago now, Ron, to try to remember all these things. I think it was a 
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steady government; it got the books back in order. We sold off some assets, we retrieved the 

state's AAA credit rating and generally brought some discipline into the way in which government 

operates. We took on a few issues with different groups. I mean, for example, Stateships, which 

was an interesting issue; not a big one in the overall scheme of things but a fairly philosophical 

issue that needed to be dealt with. A lot of extra roads were built. Eric Charlton was into the roads 

system and spent a lot of money doing that. They're the main ones, but I suppose if I sat down and 

spent a bit of time reminiscing, I could think of a million things. You do things, but I guess it's what 

you think of as a collective at the end, and I think industrial relations was. I mean, many would 

argue that's not correct, but I think that was the major achievement. 

RC On the other side of the coin, Norman, were there any missed opportunities, you 

know, policies that should've been implemented that weren't? 

MOORE [There are] always missed opportunities when you're the government. You always 

have to weigh up what you want to do with what you're able to do. I'm sure there were hundreds of 

missed opportunities. I missed a number in education that I wanted to do. We talked about the 

centre for professional excellence in teaching; that's still something in the back of my mind that 

hasn't been fixed. I can't think of any particular ones that are of any great magnitude other than 

some incremental changes that could've been made, which weren't. I'm just trying to think what we 

didn't do that we should've done. [Pause] Probably more effort [could have been] put into regional 

WA than we had. I think Hendy had a reasonable complaint about that, although he was getting 

more money than most other ministers to spend on these things. We did a lot of things, but 

sometimes didn't ever get the credit for them. I remember in retrospect thinking, "Why don't they 

like us more than they do, because we've done all these things?" People say to me, "Well, that's all 

very well that you've done all these things, but that's what you're supposed to do because you're 

the government". So once you've done it, that's history, we want to know what you're gonna do 

next. Sometimes governments get complacent because they think they've done everything and 

therefore, they should get credit for it when, in fact, people say, "That's what you're supposed to 

do; what's next?" We didn't have a "what's next", I don't think. 

RC Over those years in government, Norman, was there anything that you think the 

government did but could perhaps have been done differently? 

MOORE Without going into the detail of particular projects and things you might have done, 

one thing that we didn't do well was in fact to promote what the government was doing and what it 

did. We were not good at communicating, particularly in the last term or the second term when we 

were more about arguing with the media rather than trying to get them to report things favourably 
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about what we were doing and what we had done. I think that all added to the notion that the 

government was arrogant, out of touch [and had the] wrong priorities. All of that came home to 

roost. Things like the convention centre ... I was very heavily involved in that but (I use this as an 

example) it was going to be very good for the Western Australian economy. The government was 

putting in $100 million and the thing was going to cost $300 million. It was the best deal done 

anywhere in Australia in respect of convention centres and the amount of government money that 

went into it, yet it was a political disaster. [Chuckles] So you know I found it hard to fathom that out, 

because the way in which the media and the opposition just nit-picked and took a completely 

negative approach to what we were trying to do without recognising that 

RC So the perception out there, in other words, was far different to the actual reality? 

MOORE It was in that case, but it was our fault that we couldn't get the message out. I mean, 

the site of it was controversial, the actual building itself (it's very hard to make a convention centre 

look attractive) was controversial and then the financing package became controversial and the 

tendering process became controversial. We never got any clear air in respect to that and it looked 

like the government was vaguely incompetent when, in fact, it was probably the best deal [that had] 

ever been done for a convention centre in Australia. All the others were built by governments; they 

paid the whole lot. We put in $100 million out of $300 million, and we get it back in 35 years from 

the time, so that would be 2035 or thereabouts when the government gets it back. 

RC Richard Court; I'm interested in your observations of Richard Court as Premier 

during those years of government. 

MOORE Richard was a very good Premier in my view. He had a few issues to deal with 

when he first got the job. You might remember how when he became Leader of the Opposition 

before the election in '93 and the controversy surrounding that and the perception that he wasn't 

quite up to it; that he wasn't his dad. But I thought he performed very well. He was a good leader 

and he was prepared to listen to other people's points of view. Cabinet meetings were always quite 

lively because people always felt they had the right to say what they thought and their views were 

taken into account. 

He was very much a consensus-type of a person (he was not dictatorial) and he had a few things 

to deal with, too. He had Cohn Barnett, who was not always totally supportive of him. He had 

Hendy, who supported him when he felt the need to. There were some sort of factional hangovers 

from the opposition days that he had to deal with. Like all new Premiers, having come in after 

10 years in opposition, there was a bit of a struggle to start with. He eventually employed a guy 

named Ian Fletcher as his chief of staff and Fletcher did an amazing job in getting a bit of discipline 
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into the system. So Richard went on to be, in my view, a very good Premier. I think, however, at 

the end of his term, he lost a bit of touch. I think he became a bit arrogant. He lost Ian Fletcher, 

which didn't help, and then he became a bit (I'm just trying to think of the right word) ... He was not 

as much into consensus as he was before and he started to do things on his own without talking to 

people. But I think he could be very proud of his achievements. 

RC You have said that, like in 1983 when you lost government then, the Liberal Party 

again went through a period of instability. Can you tell me about that; for instance, why was 

Richard Court replaced as leader? 

MOORE When Richard lost the election he decided to retire. He'd had enough; he wasn't 

going to stay on as an opposition leader. The problem that the party had at the time was that 

Cohn Barnett was the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party; he wasn't Deputy Premier, but Deputy 

Leader of the Liberal Party. Cohn was the most obvious person to take over from Richard, but a lot 

of people in the party room weren't supportive of Barnett. He wasn't the most popular minister. 

RC Why was that? 

MOORE He used to do his own thing all the time; very rarely involved anybody else. Bit of a 

loner in a sense; had a few close allies in the cabinet, but generally was not seen to be a team 

player. So there was quite a degree of antagonism towards Cohn in the party room; in fact, more 

than I ever thought. So, when we were faced with the prospect of Richard (this is after the election) 

resigning and Cohn being the leader, there was a bit of a view there's got to be a better way than 

this. As a result of that this plan was hatched to talk Julie Bishop into standing for Richard's seat, 

Nedlands, and make her the leader. A fair bit of effort was put into making that potentially happen. 

It got a bit confused at various times when the suggestion was made that if Cohn Barnett was not 

going to be the leader, maybe he could go to Canberra and take Julie Bishop's seat, which would 

mean that instead of her standing for Richard Court's seat, she would stand for Cohn Barnett's 

seat. But he was never approached to talk about it, so that when the whole so-called plot became 

public, there was a huge reaction to it all from those who were supporting Cohn. But the party room 

in fact voted to allow it to proceed and that we should just see how it worked out and that Richard 

would stay on until it had been resolved. Then Julie Bishop (how do I explain this?) lost heart and 

decided not to proceed, and, as a result of that, Richard said, "I can't stay on in all conscience", so 

he resigned on the spot. We then had elections and Julie Bishop stayed where she was; she was 

the member for Curtin in those days. 

We then had a party room meeting to elect a new header, and there was a group of people in the 

party room who were sort of the ABC group, the Anybody But Cohn faction. So, a guy named 
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Rod Sweetman (who was the member for what was called Northern Rivers in those days, based 

on Carnarvon) put his hand up for leader. Rod hadn't been minister and he was probably not 

leadership material in the sense that he could be the Premier, but he was a good man; a good, 

honest, reliable sort of a fellow. Anyway, he nearly won (he didn't, but Cohn won by a fleeting 

amount; I can't recall the exact numbers now) which surprised everybody because nobody ever 

thought of Rod Sweetman as being Premiership material, and yet there was enough anti-Cohn 

feeling that Cohn nearly got knocked off. But at the same meeting, the deputy was Dan Barron-

Sullivan who got elected. Dan was an anti-Barnett-type, so it didn't help there was myself and Dan 

and Barnett as the leadership team. We were all antagonistic towards each other, so it was a very 

unfortunate outcome in the sense that we'd gone from being a reasonably stable united 

government to an opposition where we were all over the place. 

RC Between 2001 and 2008 you were going to have four opposition leaders; that's 

Cohn Barnett twice, Matt Birney, Paul Omodei and Troy Buswehh. I wonder if you'd give me your 

thoughts on those individuals as opposition leaders? 

MOORE Cohn did his own thing as opposition leader from 2001 to the 2005 election. He had 

his own friends. I didn't really have all that much to do with the way the opposition operated in 

those days, because even though I was leader in the upper house, I just concentrated on our 

chamber. Cohn was, in those days, still a bit in his grumpy phase; difficult to get along with. He 

used to argue with people. He had some ideas of his own that he would come out with that nobody 

knew where they came from. But he didn't spend a lot of time trying to get along with his 

colleagues which, I would have always thought, is the main job of an opposition leader; to get a 

united group. Cohn had his friends, but they generally didn't belong to the overall group in the party 

room, so it was quite an unfortunate situation and there's a fair bit of factional activity going on, as 

tends to happen in opposition. 

I guess what really happened during his four-year term was what happened at the end when we 

went to the election in 2005 and he just announced, without any consultation, that we were going 

to have a canal from the Kimberley to the south west, which, I've got to say, I thought was a stroke 

of genius at the time, because it was visionary. It was completely out of the box. It changed the 

debate in respect to the election so that all anybody ever talked about was Cohn's canal. It took all 

of Gallop's policies and ideas off the front page. The only problem was if we had have perhaps 

announced it two weeks later then it might have won the day, because what happened was he 

announced it at the beginning of the election campaign, so it was about four weeks when, of 

course, the opposition and the media spent a lot of time trying to denigrate the policy. They did a 

lot of work on undermining it to the point where eventually, because there were no costings and 

nobody believed it was going to work, they started looking at the detail of it. I mean, Cohn had got 
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the idea from a private company that actually had proposed the canal. I remember meeting them 

myself at one stage and they explained how it was all going to work. But it was a bit too technical 

to try and explain to people how a canal would work and the notion that somehow or other the 

water would just flow downhill because it is in the north and it flows down from the north to the 

south. I mean, it was highly technical and things like "how do you get a canal to go across a river?", 

especially a Pilbara river that floods in cyclone season. How do you pump the water? They 

explained it and it was actually quite simple; instead of pumping the water through a pipe like you 

do with the goldfields pipeline, you actually let it run downhill until you get to a point where you've 

got to go uphill. You then pump it vertically and then let it run down again. The pumping is just a 

vertical lifting of the water until you then allow it to run downhill again, so quite a fascinating 

engineering idea. But that was almost good enough to win that election. 

RC Yes, that's the 2005 election, isn't it? 

MOORE Yes. But it was typical of Cohn, because he had the idea but he never told anybody 

about it and he saved it up for himself. You might remember he was having a debate with Gallop, I 

think, during the election, at the beginning of the election, and that's when he announced it. 

RC Matt Birney followed Cohn Barnett as opposition leader. 

MOORE Yes. Cohn decided not to stand again after the election, after we lost in 2005. I don't 

quite know why, because he decided to stay on in Parliament so he might as well have stayed on 

as leader. But I think he decided that his time had come and gone and it was time to sort of use his 

time in Parliament to write his book and that sort of stuff. So Matt got the job. Now Matt Birney's a 

friend of mine and I've had a fair bit to do with his campaign because he was member for 

Kalgoorlie, a bright young man. He attracted a huge amount of support in Kalgoorlie, from the 

younger people particularly. He was good-looking, articulate, a successful businessman. He came 

in in 2001, but he hadn't really had enough experience to become the Leader of the Opposition, 

but he was the only nomination, as I recall. I think in a sense some of the others who thought they 

might have been the leader thought, "Well, let's give Matt a go because he's bound to stuff up 

somewhere down the track and then we'll replace him." Matt tried hard, but he made some serious 

faux pas along the way, just lack of experience. But at the same time, he was a very presentable 

leader. In fact, I've got somewhere some of the opinion polling that showed that his popularity was, 

in fact, higher than Barnett ever was, even when they got rid of him. 

But there was a plot to get rid of him and that was brought about, I guess, because of a few 

mistakes he was making. There was a group who (they'd been around a bit longer than him) 

thought that he wasn't up to the job, so they made Omodei the leader. Omodei got it by one vote, 
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which was interesting because that ballot has led to an issue that has gone on ever since. That is 

to do with Troy Buswell's reliability and trustworthiness, because he had told Matt Birney that 

(because Troy was the deputy at that stage) he would vote for Matt. When the ballot was 

conducted somebody happened to see what Troy wrote on the ballot paper and it wasn't "Birney". 

So that became public and then Buswell had to admit he didn't vote for Matt Birney, which was the 

vote that he needed to win. So his trustworthiness became an issue and has remained forever 

since. Can you trust a man who would do that? 

So anyway, Omodei became the leader and he was never up to it either in my view. I quite liked 

Paul; he was an honest, reliable fellow. He worked hard as a minister, but he didn't have that sort 

of presence and that statesman-like approach you need to be particularly a Leader of the 

Opposition that is coming from a situation where we've had three leaders in three years. He didn't 

last all that long either and eventually got knocked off by Buswell. I probably supported Buswell 

because I thought he was a young guy with some talent down the track, even though I was 

unhappy with what he'd done to Matt Birney. So he became the leader and then got involved in all 

those indiscretions that he was involved in. 

But to go back a step, Matt also made a very significant blunder in respect to some share 

disclosures. We'd been looking for things in opposition, as you do, to try and undermine the 

government. Somebody discovered that Bob Kucera, who was a minister, had in his 

superannuation package a whole stack of shares in a whole range of companies. He had publicly 

disclosed all these companies in his pecuniary interest statement. We went through it and found he 

had shares in Alcoa, I think it was. And so the question was just asked innocuously: has the 

government made a decision about a certain thing to do with Alcoa? The answer came back, "Yes, 

cabinet considered it on such and such a date." The next question was: did Bob Kucera exclude 

himself? The answer was no. But to be fair to him, he probably didn't even know he had the shares 

because they were in sort of a managed fund that he'd had no control over on a day-to-day basis. 

But for some reason, Gallop overreacted and basically sacked him, w h i c h was s ill y i n m y 

view. But then somebody tried to look at Matt's pecuniary interest statement 

and he had forgotten to put something in and very quietly tried to insert an extra sheet of paper that 

explained something and got caught out. So he was ridiculed as well as a result of that. 

So we went on to Buswell. Buswell's indiscretions are now legendary. We were in a situation in 

about August, going into an election in February, when Buswell just couldn't stay on. People 

started talking about who could, and the only person that was possible was Barnett. So a few of us 

who hadn't been friendly with Barnett for a long time sat down and said we're happy to support him 

becoming leader because at least he'll give us a go. It was actually interesting, because he then 

became the leader and I couldn't believe it was the same Cohn because he became friendly to 

everybody, he was positive, he was happy, he was smiling, he was doing all sorts of good 

electioneering things. Carpenter made a bad blue by calling the election six months early, thinking 
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that Barnett couldn't catch up in that time. What he didn't recognise was that the new Cohn would 

probably become the old Cohn if the election campaign went for six months. By just giving Cohn 

one month to be the new Cohn he was able to manage to do that and, as a result of that, we went 

to the election and won and he became a very successful Premier after that. He's reverting to the 

old Cohn at the moment. [laughter] 

END OF INTERVIEW 5 
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RC This is Ron Chapman. Today is Tuesday the 31d  of December 2013 and I'm 

continuing my interview with Norman Moore. This interview is for the Parliament of Western 

Australia oral history project. 

Norman, today I would like to move to the period between 2001 and 2008, the Gallop—Carpenter 

ministries, when the Liberals were in opposition. You were Leader of the Opposition in the 

Legislative Council from 2001 to 2008. I wonder if you could tell me a little about your work in that 

role and about some of the critical events, if you like, that occurred while you occupied that 

position. 

MOORE Well, it's a pretty difficult period of time actually. As I've explained on a previous 

occasion in the 1990s, the opposition and the Liberal Party do not go well together. And we had a 

whole range of issues that we had to deal with. But in the Legislative Council I saw my job as trying 

to keep the team focused on what our job was to do; that is, to keep the government on the straight 

and narrow and to make sure that we took our job seriously and that we were doing our best to 

keep the government to account. However, there were a few problems from time to time. One 

particular issue, which I still am embarrassed about, was an occasion when the then Gallop 

Government was seeking to repeal the industrial relations legislation of the previous Court 

Government. The debate was going for a long time and we were, quite sensibly, trying to make the 

point very clearly that this was a negative backward step. Because the debate was going for such 

a long time (members were making long speeches and people lost interest) it turned out that we 

finished up with one person sitting in the chamber and that person decided to go for a walk and 

there was nobody [from our side] in the chamber. The Labor member on his feet sat down and the 

vote was put. I was in my office and I saw this all unfolding on the television screen [laughs], and I 

raced into the chamber and found that it was all too late. The media people for the government put 

out the story that we were all watching television; there was some popular television program on at 

the time and the suggestion was we were all sitting in the bar watching television instead of doing 

our job in the chamber, which wasn't true, but made for a good story. So that was a very 

unfortunate situation, but very cleverly managed by the government. They saw this opportunity 

arising and, without mentioning any names, they managed to engineer one of the One Nation 

members not to get to his feet, when he could have done. Anyway, the vote was put and the bill 

was passed. Because it was a very important piece of legislation we were roundly criticised by 

every man and his dog for not doing our job properly, and they were justified in doing that. I have 

never forgotten that! We decided to call pairs off for a number of years over that, because of the 

way in which the government had actually engineered to get the vote. Even though it was our fault, 

they were a bit devious in the way in which they went about making it happen. 
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RC Soon after attaining office, Norman, the Gallop Government set about introducing 

one vote, one value legislation. In October 2002, the initial bill was ruled invalid by the Supreme 

Court because Labor had circumvented the requirement for an absolute majority. A subsequent 

one vote, one value model, which depended on Greens' modifications for support, was passed in 

2005. I wonder if you could give me some insights into the passage of this legislation and your 

views on one vote, one value. 

MOORE It was a torturous affair, because there was a constitutional debate about what was 

required in terms of a parliamentary majority to repeal that legislation or to bring in the new 

legislation. As you just pointed out, the matter was taken to the court and the Supreme Court ruled 

that an absolute majority was necessary, and therefore the bill was invalid because it hadn't 

achieved an absolute majority. I think, as I remember, the numbers were very finely balanced in 

the Legislative Council. The one vote, one value legislation was considered to be, you know, a very 

significant policy difference between us and the Labor Party. We'd always taken the view that, 

because of the nature of Western Australia and its sparse areas and huge distances there was an 

argument for having vote weighting, so that not only did you have to take into account the quality of 

representation but you needed to take into account equality of representation. The capacity of 

members of Parliament with huge electorates to represent their electors was, in our view, a good 

enough argument to say you should have less electors. My electorate was seven-eighths of 

Western Australia and vastly more difficult to service than an electorate that is a North Metropolitan 

Region. So we argued strongly against that. At the end of the day the Greens were able to do a 

deal with the government, but it required one of our Liberal members to also vote with the 

government, and that was Alan Cadby who had been disendorsed by the Liberal Party and was a 

disgruntled backbencher, you could say. He had decided that he would support one vote, one 

value, but was prepared to negotiate with me about a number of amendments that we could put in 

place. But eventually the upper house agreed to ... well, one vote, one value in the Assembly was 

put into place, with some tolerances, but not significant. In the upper house they went for six 

regions of six members, which was a bit of a surprise to us because that is a long way away from 

one vote, one value. That's what was eventually agreed. There was another variation in the 

Assembly representation system and that was this provision for very, very large electorates to have 

what was described as dummy voters, where, depending on the size of the electorate, you could 

calculate the number of voters differently and there could be a reduction in the number of voters 

based upon the size of the electorate. Again, that was a compromise that in a sense was sensible 

from our point of view. But the legislation that we eventually got in both houses is still a fair way 

away from pure one vote, one value, if that's what you wanted to achieve. But there doesn't seem 

to be any intention by anybody these days to change the rules anymore. 
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RC So those negotiations over one vote, one value were quite protracted over a period 

of time, from what you are saying. 

MOORE First of all the legislation being declared invalid did add another dimension to the 

whole thing and then it became very clear that Labor needed at least one of our members to 

support it. They eventually got that, but that took a long time to achieve as well. So it was a very 

drawn-out affair. The National Party saw it as a way that they were going to be destroyed by one 

vote, one value. As it turned out, they weren't; they've come back stronger than ever, ironically. But 

it was a long, drawn-out affair and, as I say, complicated by the need for the Supreme Court to 

make a judgement about what was required in Parliament for that to be passed. It was a very 

interesting constitutional debate actually, putting aside the issue of one vote, one value. It was 

interesting to see what the powers of the Parliament are or were in terms of its capacity to 

legislate. There are only a couple of pieces of legislation that require an absolute majority of both 

houses to be passed, and it transpired that part of the Electoral Act was one of them. 

RC In June 2001, Norman, the Legislative Council debated a motion to offer an apology 

to Western Australia's Indigenous people for past policies under which Indigenous children were 

removed from their families. You did not support the motion, describing it as "tokenism" and saying 

that the house should not apologise on behalf of all Western Australians. Can you tell me more 

about your views on this issue? 

MOORE Well, there were a number of occasions in recent history where governments and, 

consequently, Parliaments have felt the need to apologise for things that were done in the past. I 

don't think that that is necessarily appropriate. What people did in the past was done in 

circumstances that we may have no understanding of. Whilst a lot of things have been done in the 

history of mankind that one wouldn't these days regard as being appropriate, I don't think it's 

necessary for modern human beings to apologise for the deeds of past human beings, because we 

weren't living in those circumstances; we don't know what the prevailing thought or prevailing 

views were at the time when it came to the implementation of various policies. There is no doubt 

that many of the policies of previous governments, particularly many decades ago, in respect of 

Aboriginal people were abhorrent and they were treated as anything other than human beings. On 

the other hand a lot of Aboriginal children who were taken away from their parents have told me 

subsequently that it was the best thing that ever happened to them. I knew a lot of Aboriginal 

people in my electorate, particularly in the goldfields, who were part of the so-called stolen 

generation and unequivocally said that if they hadn't have been taken away, then they would have 

finished up living in the bush. Many of them were fine, upstanding citizens making a significant 

contribution to the whole community, not just the Aboriginal community. So there were lots of 
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different opinions about all that. I just felt that saying sorry is, in a sense, tokenism when it comes 

to the affairs of the past. But if there's something that I've done that I should apologise for, then 

that's fine; but I'm not going to apologise for what somebody else did because I don't know the 

reasons why they made the decisions that they did. 

RC Just flowing on from that topic, Norman, I would just be interested in your views on 

John Howard's subsequent, a few years later, intervention into Aboriginal communities in northern 

Australia. 

MOORE I think it was a very brave thing to do and very necessary from everything I knew. 

There are many, many Aboriginal communities around Australia, not just in the Northern Territory, 

that are totally dysfunctional. There's no employment, there's no hygiene, there's no cleanliness, 

there's no leadership, there's alcoholism, there's abuse, there's children being abused. When I was 

education minister there was an occasion in one Aboriginal community where shots were fired at 

the school from a rifle and I ordered the teachers to be evacuated. It's a strange issue in respect of 

Aboriginal affairs. Obviously, pre-European settlement Aboriginal people lived a very traditional 

lifestyle. Europeans have had a dramatic effect on that, and so there was sort of a policy over the 

years of assimilation and the whole strategy was to, if I can put it crudely, breed 'em out. Now 

that's changed and a lot of Aboriginal people have wanted to go back to their traditional lands, 

having moved into the towns and cities and the coast, but trying to live a traditional lifestyle these 

days is just about impossible. So you've got all these little communities spread around the nation 

where there are Aboriginal people living in a sort of a semi-traditional, semi-contemporary lifestyle, 

and without the food truck going out to these places they wouldn't be able to survive. It's an awful 

middle-ground situation where there's lots of issues that are of serious concern. The intervention 

was an attempt to say, "Look, we don't think it's appropriate for children to be abused; we don't 

think it's appropriate for women to be abused; we don't think it's appropriate for alcohol abuse to 

take place, drug abuse, petrol sniffing, you name it." Something had to be done about it. Sending in 

the army seemed to some people like a serious overreaction, but I think it was a very necessary 

activity and maybe it should be done in more places. 

RC Thank you. In August 2001, you were critical of Alan Carpenter, then education 

minister, for creating uncertainty within the Department of Education through the establishment of 

the Harken review, which was tasked with reviewing support services and resources within the 

department. Could you give me your opinion of the Labor Government's approaches to education 

during its term of office? 
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MOORE Alan Carpenter came into the role trying to create the impression that somehow or 

other that this was this dynamic new Minister for Education who had inherited an absolute mess 

and was about to fix it all up. Interestingly, the current Premier had been the Minister for Education 

prior to Carpenter, and education was in reasonable shape, I thought. It's a pity about education 

and politics. There's always this desire by oppositions to denigrate whatever goes on in the 

education system, the same with health. It just seems to be one of those sorts of issues that the 

media jump on bandwagons and there's always some little thing going wrong somewhere which 

you can't help. It's almost as though education's in a constant state of crisis. Carpenter was going 

to fix it up. Ed Harken was part of a review committee. I'm struggling to remember all the details 

about that, other than a recollection that (I mean, Mr Harken had been the president of the State 

School Teachers' Union and a person who gave me a lot of grief when I was the minister) he was 

overstepping the mark in terms of the review that he was undertaking, by Carpenter. I think the 

director general, Peter Browne, was asked to resign, but he'd been highly respected and highly 

regarded in the system. A number of senior executive officers were also moved on, so it wasn't 

necessarily a time of consolidation; I think it was a time of upheaval. 

But over the Labor Party's period of time, Ljiljanna Ravlich became the Minister for Education and 

Training for a while. She oversaw a number of serious problems; outcomes-based education was 

one of them. Ironically, that had been started by probably me at the end of my time as Minister for 

Education and continued by Cohn Barnett, and the proverbial started to hit the fan when Ljiljanna 

was the minister. There were a number of other issues, too, surrounding the CCC and the way the 

department was dealing with child abuse in schools, which led to a select committee of inquiry into 

why the minister sacked the then director general. Quite interesting days, really, and I don't think 

the Labor Party would look back on those seven and a half years in government as being the best 

time they ever had in education. 

RC Thank you. Two issues that were controversial at the time (or controversial projects, 

shall I say) were Mauds Landing and Barrow Island, which reflected the conflict between economic 

development and environmental protection. I wonder if you could give me some insights and your 

thoughts on these two issues. 

MOORE Yes. It was actually quite interesting, really. Perhaps I can put it in this context: 

Harry Butler, who's a well-known conservationist and a fellow I've known for a very long time, 

actually came out and said that Mauds Landing should go ahead and Barrow Island shouldn't go 

ahead, and history would show that the reverse in fact happened. 

Mauds Landing, I had a lot to do with that when I was tourism minister. There was a proposal put 

forward by a company at the request of the then Labor government to develop a resort at Mauds 

Landing near Coral Bay. So, it wasn't as though some private company just invented the idea; the 
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government actually actively sought expressions of interest to do it. Peter Dowding was the 

minister who did that. So, this particular company was given the right to proceed with a proposal. 

When we became the government in '93, we inherited that process. This company had put forward 

this proposal. Now, it was a bit grandiose; it had an 18-hole grass golf course and a range of other 

things. But fundamental to the development was the creation of an inland marina and a housing 

and resort development around it. The then environment minister was Cheryl Edwardes. She in 

fact knocked back the proposal and used a section of the Environmental Protection Act that 

basically meant that it couldn't proceed again. Now, I was tourism minister and I was horrified by 

this decision. It hadn't been made in consultation with other ministers, so I convinced Cabinet that 

we should reopen the discussions with the company, which we did and they came back with a 

scaled-down version of the proposal. Then we lost government. Geoff Gallop was looking for an 

environmental issue, so they made the decision to knock it back, even though the EPA had given 

approval with conditions. I remember Gallop flying up to Coral Bay and standing in the water and 

saying, "We've saved Ningaloo." 

A huge environmental debate took place over that. You had Tim Winton and all the guys from Freo 

running this campaign "Save Ningaloo Reef", all these car stickers all over the place. The irony 

about saving Ningaloo Reef is that the location of Mauds Landing, which is on a station called 

Cardabia, is in fact directly opposite a break in the Ningaloo Reef, and so it's a very good place to 

have a development because boats going in and out don't have to go anywhere near the reef. 

There's this gap, so it's safe and there's no environmental damage. Ningaloo Reef stretches for 

about 300 kilometres and we're talking about one kilometre of that. They're saying that this thing 

was going to destroy the reef. Anyway, the bottom line is that they killed off the project, much to my 

anger because there is a need for some controlled development in that part of Western Australia. 

Lots of visitors go up there now and there's no bitumen roads; they just drive their four-wheel 

drives everywhere. It's a very fragile environment. There's more damage being done by 

uncontrolled access than would ever be done by one controlled residential location. You could've 

said, "If you want to go to that part of the world this is where you go, and that's it." Anyway, it hasn't 

happened. I think the closest thing to a resort up there is not a resort; it's a place where people visit 

but you stay in tents and it's about $500 a night or something like that. 

RC Luxury camping 

MOORE Yes, luxury camping. It's extraordinarily expensive and very few people, of course, 

can afford it and there's very few opportunities for people to go there. So, that was a seriously 

wasted opportunity, but I don't think anybody would be game enough now to reopen that as an 

issue. 
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On the other hand, Barrow Island, that was already an A-class reserve and the intention was that 

Gorgon would be built on Barrow Island, the LNG plant. Now, we opposed that, not for 

environmental reasons but we believe that Gorgon should've been built onshore. There was space 

on the Burrup Peninsula, Dampier, for the Gorgon project to proceed there. The company claimed 

it was going to cost them a billion dollars more to go onto the mainland as opposed to Barrow 

Island. A billion dollars seemed like a lot of money in those days, but, in retrospect, the blowout on 

the Gorgon project is about 10 times the $1 billion it would've cost to go on the mainland. But 

Gallop decided, his government decided, to allow them to go onto Barrow Island. Whilst we didn't 

have any objections from an environmental perspective, provided they meet their obligations to 

protect the environment to the best of their capacity, we would've preferred it was on the mainland. 

But it's gone ahead now and it's being built. Interestingly, the current government is trying to find 

more land for them because they need more space than they were given. The environmental 

conditions in relation to Gorgon are just unbelievable. Everything that goes there has got to be 

wrapped up, it's got to be fumigated; even rocks have got to be wrapped up in plastic so there'll be 

no contamination of that environment. I think it's just added an enormous expense to the building 

of that project. It would've been far better for everybody if it had have gone onto the Burrup. 

RC Okay; thank you. In a statement to the Legislative Council in June 2004, you 

criticised the federal government's Schools Assistance (Learning Together—Achievement Through 

Choice and Opportunity) Bill 2004, which was designed to provide "greater national consistency in 

curriculum". I wonder if you could tell me why you were so opposed to the notion of a national 

curriculum in education. 

MOORE I still am [chuckles]. There are several reasons why I'm opposed to a national 

curriculum. The first one is political; that is, if anybody running the federal Department of Education 

wanted to ensure that every child in Australia learnt the same thing, then a national curriculum is 

the vehicle for that to happen. So you can use it for all sorts of political reasons by tainting the 

curriculum in whichever political direction you think's appropriate. That means that every child is 

going to be learning the same thing and it's sort of brainwashing on a massive scale. That's the 

first concern I have, and my concerns are being played out by what's contained in the current 

national curriculum that's being developed and how there are some issues that are considered to 

be paramount in terms of what children learn which, in my view, are completely irrelevant and in 

some cases are wrong. 

As a federalist I also believe in competitive federalism, where by having different jurisdictions 

competing with each other to see which jurisdiction can do the best job, you actually get quality 

outcomes, because there is competition between the states to see who can deliver the best 

curriculum. That ought to be a sort of competitive mechanism that brings out the best in everybody. 
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But having one national curriculum means there's no competition; it's just what you get. So, it can 

often just be sort of a dumbed-down version of what you might otherwise have, in order to get 

consensus across the board. Often the consensus uniformity gives you the lowest common 

denominator and that's what worries me about the curriculum from a national perspective. In fact, 

I've probably already mentioned that I actually killed off the national curriculum in 1993 when I first 

became education minister by convincing the ministers at the ministerial council to abolish all of the 

committees that were set up to deliver the national curriculum. But what's happened is that it's just 

gone on and on and the bureaucrats have eventually won. 

You've now got a curriculum that I don't think even mentions the mining industry. I was at a 

function the other night and I was wondering whether there's anything in there about the fishing 

industry, because kids are being taught a lot of environmental stuff, but are they being taught that 

in order to get a proper balance, you've got to consider environmental issues but at the same time 

you've got to consider economic issues. If you decide that the ocean needs to be protected and 

you don't catch any fish then you've got an economic problem as well as a nutritional problem. But 

are children being taught a balanced curriculum when it comes to those sorts of issues? I suspect 

they're not. 

I think if you look at the history of the national curriculum, the federal government has sought not 

just to control the curriculum, but in fact to control the way in which education is delivered. Even 

though the federal government doesn't run any schools, (the states do) the federal government 

thinks it should have a direct involvement in what goes on in our schools, and so they give money 

to the states with strings attached requiring them to do certain things in order to get the money. 

This is not just Labor governments federally; it's Liberal governments as well. I remember 

Julie Bishop making one of the conditions of funding that every school have a flagpole or 

something like that and fly the Australian flag. Well, I mean, this sort of stuff is just silly; the states 

need to retain the ability to run their education systems and to be able to do it independently of 

commonwealth control, bearing in mind that the taxes are generated in the states and not in 

Canberra. The use of grants to the states to control the political agenda to me is one way in which 

we will eventually destroy the Federation, and the states will just simply do as they're told in order 

to get the money. 

The current debate over education funding (you know, the Gonski issues) is all about the federal 

government saying, "We'll provide all this money for education in Australia, but there are strings 

attached and this is how you will manage your education system." That's one of the reasons why 

Cohn Barnett rejected it, on the basis that there was no desire by the government here for the 

commonwealth to tell us how we should manage our schools. 

RC You just mentioned Gonski. It wasn't going to be one of my questions, but I was just 

interested in your views, Norman, about the current situation with the federal government and 
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Gonski. I mean, it's perceived by the media as being a backflip. I am just interested in how you see 

this at the moment with the Abbott Government. 

MOORE Yes. I didn't study the Gonski recommendations very carefully, other than I am 

aware of the strings that are attached to the money. It is just another blatant attempt by the 

commonwealth to control the way in which state governments run education in their states. As I 

said earlier, you finish up with the lowest common denominator. Abbott's current offer, as I 

understand it, doesn't have the strings attached that Gillard provided, and that is a positive step 

forward. I mean, I don't have a problem with the federal government providing funding for 

education. I mean they collect ... the way in which the nation's revenues are raised is very much 

out of balance. The federal government raises vast amounts more money than the states ever can 

because the states have lost their capacity to raise revenue, so you've got this imbalance between 

the delivery of services and the raising of revenue to the point where the commonwealth has all the 

money and the states still have the responsibilities. So what ought to happen is that the federal 

government should simply give the states per capita grants plus some extra money to take into 

account things like remoteness and distance away from capital cities and so on, and let the states 

just get on with running their education systems in competition with each other and in collaboration 

with each other so that you get the best of both worlds; you get uniformity where that's considered 

to be appropriate, and you get competition where that's likely to give you better outcomes. So 

having just one central government telling everybody what they should do in education in every 

school in Australia to me is just a very, very backward step. 

RC Just moving on to another issue that was a recurring issue at the time, which was 

daylight saving. 

MOORE [chuckles]. 

RC In Western Australia we've had three referenda on daylight saving, as far as I can 

recall. I wonder if you could tell me your views on this controversial topic. 

MOORE Well, to go back in history, Brian Burke was the one who raised the idea of daylight 

saving. I think it was a political ploy, actually, to change the subject at the time. Politicians can be 

very clever at changing the subject. I mean, if you've got a problem, then you put something else 

on the agenda that will provoke more conversation, and daylight saving is one of those issues that 

raises many, many emotional arguments. When it was first brought in as a referendum (I think we 

had a trial, as I vaguely recall) our children were very young and I didn't see it as being of any 

benefit to me as a parent, with the sun going down at 9.30 at night and children trying to go to bed 
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in the middle of summer and it's hot. So I have consistently been opposed to daylight saving, 

having come from that position to start with. But over time I have spent a bit of time studying this. 

Western Australia, and particularly Perth, already has about 20 minutes of built-in daylight saving 

because we're west of the longitude line that determines Western Standard Time. So, when we get 

one hour of daylight saving, effectively we've got about an hour and 30 minutes of daylight saving. 

So the sun goes down very late in Western Australia under daylight saving, but in the morning it's 

dark until, you know, 6.30 or something, which is the case during winter anyway. So those people 

who do things in the morning were disadvantaged; when I say "do things", they go jogging and 

have their exercise and so on, as opposed to those who do it after work. I was one of those who 

used to (and still does) go walking in the morning. In winter it's dark, and then in summer it was still 

dark, so I didn't support it on any occasion. Initially, as I said, it was a diversionary tactic by Brian 

Burke. One of our leaders in the opposition days between 2001 and 2008 was Matt Birney, who 

was very keen on daylight saving. Something I could never quite understand was why he was so 

adamant about that. I think he put forward a private members' bill, as I vaguely remember, and that 

is how we eventually got another trial period. But the majority against daylight saving has 

increased in each referendum that we've had, so I don't think anybody is going to be talking about 

it for quite a while yet, unless we get another WA Inc. and somebody wants to throw this into the 

mix. 

RC Retail trading hours was also another recurring topic at that time. How do you see 

retail trading? 

MOORE There are two arguments here. One relates to giving shoppers the capacity to go 

shopping whenever they like, within reason, and the other is the capacity of small business to 

deliver. Because my wife has a small business, I was looking at it from her perspective as much as 

anything and recognising that most small, family-run businesses just simply are unable to open 

seven days a week and have any lifestyle. It suits the big companies because they just employ 

people in order to keep their shop running and they've got enough staff to cover people having 

time off, whereas small business people would simply find that they were working seven days a 

week. But it was an issue in the Liberal Party because we were being lobbied very strongly by the 

small business side. We were being lobbied by IGA, who had a little monopoly on Sundays with 

their small stores being able to open on Sundays. And we saw it as a sort of a battle between the 

little blokes and Coles and Woolies, who wanted to completely dominate the grocery market or the 

supermarket market. Some of our members were very supportive of extended trading hours, one of 

whom was Richard Court, in fact, and Cohn Barnett was, but generally the party was supportive of 

the small business sector on the basis that they were the people who voted for the Liberal Party, 

that Coles and Woolworths don't vote, and so we took the view during those years that we wouldn't 
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extend trading hours. The Labor Party tried on a few occasions, but they had their own issues with 

Joe Bullock and the "Shoppies" union and all the rest who didn't want extended trading hours 

either. So it was an interesting conundrum. But Cohn Barnett's government has made some 

changes now that seem to be working okay, although there aren't many small businesses left in 

shopping centres, or not many that open. The law basically says you can't be forced to open 

beyond certain hours if you've got a small business, but there will come a time when the major 

tenants in shopping centres (that's Coles and Woolworths) will simply say to the shopping centre 

owner, "We want everybody to be open (all the shops to be open in the shopping centre) because 

they attract each other, and unless everybody does, we'll move somewhere else", or whatever. So 

there are all sorts of subtle ways that shopping centre owners can require tenants to do things that 

they mightn't otherwise want to do. 

RC We're moving now towards the 2005 state election. I wonder if you could tell me 

about the Liberal Party's election campaign for that election. 

MOORE It was about Cohn's canal; that was basically the whole election. It was announced 

right at the beginning of the campaign and captured the attention of everybody for the duration of 

the campaign, and so pretty much the whole Liberal Party's campaign was based around the 

promotion and the defending of that particular announcement made by the then Leader of the 

Opposition. I don't remember much about anything else in fact. [chuckles] It was an interesting 

strategy, and I think I might have already said that I thought it was a brilliant strategy on Barnett's 

part because we were not likely to win after only being in opposition for one term and he needed 

something to capture the imagination of the population, and it did. Just as, interestingly, Metronet 

at the last election was used by Labor as the only policy they had, but it captured the imagination 

of the media and the public and it was a good strategy, in my view. So, anyway, the bottom line is 

that the canal didn't get enough votes over the line, and I think it was quite discredited by the end 

of the campaign. I think I've often said that had it been announced two weeks before the election, it 

may well have seen Barnett win, but because it was about four weeks out I think there was enough 

time for enough people to discredit the plan and so it lost creditability at the end. 

RC You just mentioned the canal. You mentioned Metronet. Do you think that one of the 

key strategies for elections is this one issue; to come up with one big issue that resonates with the 

public? 

MOORE Well, it's easy to campaign on one issue. As you saw in the last election, all the 

opposition leader, McGowan, ever talked about was Metronet. So every day they came up with 

another argument about congestion on the roads and people jammed into trains and all sorts of 
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things. They were able to relate a whole heap of pressing issues to their solution, if you like. If you 

can find an issue in the community that is a vote changer in large numbers, then it probably makes 

sense to concentrate on that. I think there was a pretty strong view around that because Western 

Australia was booming and our population increasing rapidly, that congestion on the roads and on 

public transport had become a significant issue, and Labor tapped into that. But I think you'd need 

to be a bit careful in the future just to make sure that if you're going to do that, you pick the issue 

that's going to change the votes. I think our research actually showed that whilst people were 

concerned about congestion, it wasn't going to be an election loser. With the canal, I think, 

however, that was an attempt by Barnett to create a positive new vision, if you like, for Western 

Australia. You might remember we went to the 1993 election promising a gas pipeline from the 

Pilbara to the goldfields, which was the first announcement we made in that election campaign to 

try to get the impression out there that this was a government of vision with big projects in mind 

and good infrastructure development. John Forrest had his water pipeline, Richard Court had his 

gas pipeline, and Cohn Barnett was going to have his canal. But you need to be very careful about 

how you do that, because one issue doesn't generally change people's voting. 

RC The Gallop Government was returned to power at the February 2005 state election. 

I just wonder, Norman, if you would tell me why you think the Liberals failed to win that election. 

MOORE A number of reasons. One, we'd only been in opposition for four years, and most 

people these days give governments two terms. It seems to be a generally accepted position that 

we find ourselves in. Cohn Barnett hadn't really enjoyed the overwhelming support of the 

community. Cohn's a very competent person, but I think he was still in his grumpy days. In those 

days, you might remember, he did a press conference in respect to our costings for the election 

and got it wrong. There was a line left out and when the journalist raised it with him he told the 

journalist they didn't know what they were talking about, and then had to apologise afterwards. So, 

there were a number of things like that that just didn't gel with the community. But I think the 

fundamental reason why we lost was because Labor hadn't done such a terrible job that people 

thought they should be evicted. Gallop was reasonably popular and the time wasn't right for a 

change. 

RC Right. During your period in opposition, you held shadow resources and mines 

portfolios. Could you tell me about some of the areas in mining and resources in which you were 

critical of the Labor Government? We've covered a couple; I just wondered if there are any others. 

MOORE Yes, probably the Gorgon one was the main one that sticks out in my mind, arguing 

that that was the wrong place to put it and that it should have been on the mainland. There was a 
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bit of a view around too at the time that the Labor Party thought that we had enough resource 

development. I've been told subsequently that some of their ministers were not taking the view that 

we should be encouraging development of the resource sector, but in fact we shouldn't go out of 

our way to try and attract any more because we didn't need any more. That started to become a bit 

obvious to me when we were in opposition that here was a government that didn't really appreciate 

the way in which the mining industry is the backbone of the economy. They created a thing called 

DOIR, the Department of Industry and Resources, which combined the mines department with 

state development and commerce in one great big department, which basically meant that the 

people in the traditional mines department felt neglected and not appreciated and, indeed, they 

were not encouraged to do the job that they were set up to do, and that is to keep the mining 

industry going and to continue to keep going. I don't think that the mining and resources sector was 

a major consideration for the Labor Party. I don't quite know why. They were more interested in 

issues like the environment and those sorts of feel-good issues. But nothing stands out as being 

particularly good or particularly bad, other than, as I still argue, that Gorgon should've gone 

onshore. 

RC So would you say, then, from what you're just saying, Norman, would you regard 

that period as a stagnant period, if you like, for the mining and resources industry? 

MOORE Yes, there's a fair bit of that still going on. I mean, they would argue that there was 

plenty of activity going on and we didn't need any more and it was just putting pressure on the 

state's capacity to manage these things, but I think they could have done more than they did to 

encourage mining. 

RC From November 2006 to August 2008 you were a member of the Select Committee 

into the Department of Education and Training. I wonder if you could tell me a little about your work 

on that committee and its achievements. 

MOORE Yes. I think I might have been responsible for moving the motion that set up that 

committee. You may recall that the CCC was taking an interest in the way in which the education 

department was managing allegations of interference with children by teachers. There seems to 

have been a significant difference of opinion between the CCC and the education department 

about the way in which these things should be managed. The CCC made a report, which was 

made public, and it was highly critical of the education department. So Ljiljanna Ravlich, at the 

instigation, I understand, of Alan Carpenter, who was then the Premier, sacked Paul Albert, who 

was the director general of education on the basis of this report. Not just Paul Albert but also the 

executive officer in charge of that area, Alby Huts, and both were sacked, and we decided to find 
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out why and what was actually going on. So the select committee was set up to find out the 

circumstances surrounding the outcome of this rather unfortunate affair. 

At the end of the day the select committee was given a lot of conflicting evidence and the minister 

claimed not to know about what was going on when in fact some evidence was given that she did. 

It was actually a very interesting select committee. I think, in retrospect, that some people probably 

perjured themselves, but we never knew who they were. So the final report basically said, "Well, 

we can't tell who's telling lies and who's not." So the findings were a bit wishy-washy, but it was 

because the evidence was so conflicting, so contrary with other evidence. I know that that caused 

the minister a bit of grief, but, at the end of the day, when you sack a director general, people are 

entitled to know why, particularly in circumstances like that. But I have got to say, in retrospect, my 

own view, listening to the evidence, was that the CCC overreacted, that they were gung-ho on this 

and that the way in which the education department was managing it, I thought, was quite 

appropriate. I didn't think that Paul Albert should have been sacked for what he was doing, but 

that's what happened. So he remained sacked and Ljiljanna remained the minister, and the select 

committee really didn't determine what actually had happened in any way that was convincing, if 

you like. 

RC Norman, I'd like to ask now your opinions of the two Labor Premiers from February 

2001 to September 2008. Geoff Gallop was Premier from February 2001 to January 2006. What 

are your feelings about Geoff Gallop as Premier? 

MOORE Well, I always quite liked Geoff Gallop. I thought he was an honourable fellow. 

Whilst I didn't know him very well I'd had a little bit to do with him in the political world and always 

found him to be straight and a good guy, if you like. When he became the Premier he tried to 

continue that persona, if you like, that he's an intellectual person who's got the good of the state at 

heart and won't get involved in politics, if you like; he won't be a highly political leader, when in fact 

he was. The classic was Ningaloo Reef, where it was just a straight-out bandwagon thing that he 

jumped on and it was a highly political strategy designed to win the green vote. If he had a 

problem, whilst he was process driven from what I could gather, the process was more important 

than the outcome, and often their government couldn't make decisions. One of the reasons why 

Burke and Grill became very influential in the lobbying world was because the only way to get 

anything done in the state that involved the government was to get a lobbyist to go and lobby 

somebody to do something about it. So people were saying that if you want to do anything in 

Western Australia go and get Burke and Grill because they're the only ones who can make 

anything happen. I think there's a fair bit of truth in that from what I can gather. But I had respect 

for Geoff Gallop. 
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I don't think he is one of the greatest Premiers we've ever had but certainly not the worst by a long 

shot either. Alan Carpenter: I liked Alan Carpenter; I still like him as a person. Whilst he was a bit 

aggressive at times and could be a bit abrasive, I actually got on very well with him. But I think that 

he, as the Premier, in an attempt to be seen to be cleaner than clean and whiter than white, made 

some decisions about his own members that really were an overreaction in my view. He sacked 

Bob Kucera ... that might have been Gallop even; both of them. They sacked a number of 

ministers over what I considered to be reasonably minor indiscretions. You might remember an 

upper house committee looking at some issues of contempt of Parliament, made some adverse 

findings against a couple of members of the upper house. The first thing that Carpenter did was to 

try to get them expelled from Parliament, which was just a complete overreaction to the 

circumstances. So I think he just tried too hard to shake the WA Inc. image. I think Gallop was a bit 

like that too. They were just too frightened to make decisions that might create the impression that 

Labor was always going to be making decisions like they did during the WA Inc. era. As a result of 

an overreaction to things I think they lost five ministers for various reasons during their term. I don't 

think in retrospect that most of them should have been sacked. A couple of them should have 

been, there is no question about that, but not all of them. 

JF On 4 August 2008, Cohn Barnett was re-elected as Liberal Party leader to replace 

Troy Buswell. Could you tell me about the circumstances surrounding his re-election as leader? 

MOORE Buswell had got himself into a lot of bother over a period of time and he decided 

himself that it was an intolerable situation for him to remain as the leader. We just about tried 

everybody else out over the previous eight years. There was a view around that even though Cohn 

Barnett had announced he was retiring that maybe we should go for a safe set of hands to try to 

limit the damage that was potentially going to be inflicted upon us at the election. As I recall, I am 

just trying to think, I was approached and a couple of us were asked what we thought about it and 

came to the conclusion that Cohn was potentially able to do the job because he had been Leader 

of the Opposition before, and if we made him the leader that it certainly would give us a chance, 

not necessarily to win but at least to protect the furniture, if you like. He was elected unopposed 

and, as I say, the rest is history. 

JF On 7 August 2008, this is a matter of three days after Cohn Barnett's election to the 

leadership, Premier Alan Carpenter announced that the state election would take place on 6 

September 2008, which was five months earlier than scheduled. Why do you think the election was 

called early? 



Interview Six Hon Norman Moore 133 

MOORE Obviously Carpenter thought that the Liberal Party was in disarray, it had a new 

leader, so he might as well take advantage of that situation. What he underestimated was the 

reaction of the community to having an election called so early. It had never happened in Western 

Australia before and everybody saw it as just a cynical political ploy. We were able to make a big 

deal of that during the election campaign. Here is Alan Carpenter trying to be squeaky clean about 

how he deals with things, and just trying to manipulate the election outcome by trying to take 

advantage of the Liberal Party's internal issues. I think there was a genuine backlash against that. 

At the same time Carpenter was promoting the so-called dream team that he had put together. He 

was upsetting the Labor Party as well as everybody else. That didn't work either. But what he 

underestimated most of all, in my view, was the fact that Cohn Barnett had lost in 2005 partly 

because he didn't seem to have the personality to connect with the public in a positive way. I have 

often described the old Cohn and the new Cohn, or the grumpy Cohn. To give Cohn Barnett his 

due, when he was elected in that August he took the view that his job was to be a very pleasant 

fellow and his job was to try to connect with the community and to enforce the view that he was not 

a grumpy old fellow as they thought he was but was capable of running the state and had good 

ideas for how it might be run. He had a sympathetic side to him, concern for people in difficulty. So 

he was able to go to that election without the Labor Party being able to position him back to where 

he was in 2005. Had the election been held at the normal time in February there would have been 

six months or so of the Labor Party just reminding everybody why they didn't vote for Cohn last 

time. That never happened. Cohn ran a brilliant campaign and, much to the surprise of many of us, 

fell over the line. Then he continued on with that very positive approach which made him a very 

popular Premier for a long time. 

JF Could you tell me a little about the Liberal Party's campaign for that election? I am 

thinking also about your own electorate, about the major issues at that time in your own electorate. 

MOORE It was a funny campaign because we didn't have time to finalise our policies. They 

were sort of all made up as we went along in the four-week period of the election. It was an 

election basically around: why are we having an election now? Alan Carpenter had actually run out 

of things to say. Like I said earlier, one of the reasons why Richard Court lost was because he ran 

out of things to do. When Carpenter had his campaign launch, he had nothing to say. There was 

nothing new. People just decided their time had come to go. We're in a bit of the same boat 

because we hadn't had time to finalise our policy, so a lot of what we went to the election with, as I 

vaguely recall, were just responses to issues like we'll have more marine parks or more national 

parks, or we'll do this, that and the other. It was a gladbag of what seemed like good ideas at the 

time. There were no overwhelming campaign strategies that I can remember, but it was enough to 

convince the public that at least we were enthusiastic about potentially being in government. I 
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remember that we ran the campaign launch down at the Octagon Theatre at the University [of 

Western Australia] and it turned into a bit of a party. We had balloons and all sorts of things. I 

thought, "This is a terrible strategy" at the time. I thought it was not going to work, but it actually did 

quite the opposite of what I expected; that is, that the media coverage was such that the Liberal 

Party is confident of winning and confident of being a good government, and they had confident, 

competent people running it. Then Carpenter ran theirs and it was a dull and boring affair. It came 

across as dull and boring. We had, one, the opposition dying to be the government, and the 

government with no enthusiasm about continuing on. Carpenter really stuffed up that campaign 

and did as much towards us winning as we did; probably more if the truth be known. 

JF The National Party went into the 2008 state election as an independent party 

representing regional Western Australia. What were relations like between the Liberals and the 

Nationals just prior to that election? 

MOORE A bit more strained than usual, because of the fact we weren't in coalition. In fact 

there was just two separate parties; there was no alliance, no nothing. I think we assumed that the 

National Party with one vote, one value was going to find it very hard to do any good at all. But 

they had invented royalties for regions and they just ran on royalties for regions and it just captured 

the imagination of a lot of country people who had believed that both the Liberal Party and the 

Labor Party were ignoring country Western Australia and they weren't getting their fair share. So 

this notion of 25 per cent of the royalties going to the country was very popular and, as a result, 

they did very well to the point where they had the balance of power in both houses, I think. 

RC What is your opinion of Brendon Grylls as National Party leader? He's not leader 

now, but what was your opinion of him, particularly around that time? 

MOORE I thought he was quite outstanding. I don't know who invented royalties for regions, 

like every good policy that's got lots of parents. But he promoted it extraordinarily well and he ran a 

campaign in 2008 which was based almost solely around royalties for regions. It wasn't an 

expensive campaign, but they ran a lot of television ads in country Western Australia with Brendon 

leading the charge. I think people saw in him a young man who had potential; he had a lot of talent 

and was a hard worker. They sold it extraordinarily well. Brendon was a pretty tough operator. 

When he became the minister he demanded that he have a lot of say in how the money was spent 

and the National Party almost in a sense had their own bank account which contained 25 per cent 

of the royalties. You've got to give him huge credit for, one, saving his party from potential 

annihilation to becoming (it still is) a major force in Western Australian politics. 
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RC The 2008 state election, as you know, resulted in a hung Parliament with both the 

Labor and the Liberal Parties having to negotiate with the National Party in order to gain sufficient 

support to form government. Could you give me some insights into the Liberal Party's negotiations 

and how an agreement was eventually reached which enabled Cohn Barnett to form a government 

with the Nationals? 

MOORE Yes. We sat down when the election result was known and looked at what the 

National Party wanted and then we sat down to see whether you could actually do it and whether it 

was achievable. We sat down with them on a number of occasions and had very fruitful 

discussions about how it might all work if we were to form government together; that it wouldn't be 

a coalition, it would be an alliance; and that it would be called the Liberal—National Government. I 

think we probably offered Brendon the Deputy Premiership, but he didn't want it. Without going into 

all the nitty-gritty of who said what and why, we were able to put a proposition to them that we 

thought was a good one. In retrospect I think the 25 per cent should have been 25 per cent of the 

net royalty receipts and not 25 per cent of the gross royalty receipts because that has tended to 

distort the quantum of money going into this fund. The Labor Party also put up a proposition which, 

I understand, Brendon preferred to the one that the Liberal Party put up. But eventually his 

colleagues persuaded him that they couldn't go with Labor, they had to go with the Liberal Party 

and they got a good deal out of us, so that's where it finished up. 

RC You've just spoken about royalties for regions. This was central to the agreement, 

with 25 per cent of mining royalties revenue invested in rural and regional Western Australia. I 

wonder if you could give me your views on whether you think royalties for regions has been 

successful, entirely successful, in its objective of delivering improved services and infrastructure to 

regional Western Australia. 

MOORE There's no question it's been a great success. I mean when you've got over a billion 

dollars to spend every year on projects that would not normally be funded. One of the difficulties of 

actually implementing the program was that it was not to be used for normal recurrent government 

expenditure. So if the government was going to build a school, for example, in Bencubbin, then it 

couldn't use royalties for regions because the government was going to build the school anyway. 

So, a lot of things were built that wouldn't otherwise get built around country WA. It funded a lot of 

programs and projects that had been clearly advantageous to country WA, particularly the Pilbara 

which had been neglected for a long time. What had actually happened is most of the fundamental 

infrastructure in the Pilbara was built in the 1960s when Mount Newman Mining and Hamersley 

Iron first began their operations. I don't think anybody in those days built anything to last more than 

20 or 30 years because nobody quite knew how long the iron ore boom would go. Also, everything 
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was built at the same time; come 40 years later, everything's starting to deteriorate at the same 

time. So, a lot of the fundamental infrastructure in the Pilbara had gone well past its use-by date. 

There was a need for significant investment in infrastructure in that part of the state. Brendon, to 

give him his due, recognised that the Pilbara was where most of the money was coming from and 

had probably the greatest need for vast increases in government support. Little did we know he 

was going to also stand for the seat himself [chuckles] and subsequently win it. So it tended to be 

just as much ... It was as much political as it was about putting the money back where it came 

from. 

I guess one of the fundamental problems, though, is that a lot of the money was spent on capital 

works in regional WA and so a lot of small shires have got new sporting facilities and so on. The 

problem is going to be that with those sorts of facilities the biggest problem is not the capital up-

front; it's the recurrent money that you need later on to maintain it and to operate it. I think a lot of 

these country shires are going to find it very hard to find the money to pay the recurrent cost of the 

facilities that are being built, because Brendon's view always was that this capital money is a 

capital grant, but it's not necessarily going to be backed up with commitments for recurrent 

expenditure in the years ahead. That's a potential problem for a lot of local governments around 

the state. But you can't knock it. It was a necessary thing anyway. It was necessary that a lot of 

extra effort was put into country WA. Now whether this was the best way to do it, I don't know; but 

in my view it's been very successful. The problem now is that having been in place for four or five 

years the time's probably come to redirect the funds, perhaps into some of the needs of the 

regions that governments would normally fund but, because of circumstances, simply can't at this 

point in time. So instead of the money being for things that governments wouldn't normally fund, 

maybe the time's come for that to be modified. 

RC There has been in the last two or three years some allegations that royalties for 

regions has been (it's been) a pork-barrelling exercise and some rorting in the system, if you like. 

Have you anything to say about those sorts of comments? 

MOORE There was no doubt it was pork-barrelling; politicians do that from all sides, so the 

National Party are no different from anybody else except they just had more money than anybody 

else. I think if you look at some of the statistics about where the money was spent, I think some 

National Party electorates did better than others. As for rorting, I don't think I need to have a view 

on that at this point in time. If there has been, it will come to light one of these days. But I think in 

the early days, because it was a brand-new scheme and there was an anxiousness on the part of 

Brendon and his colleagues to get the money out into the regions, I'm not sure that the processes 

were as rigorous as they've subsequently become. But that's what you get when you put in place 
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new programs. It's for others to decide whether there was any rorts, but to me I'm not aware of 

any. 

RC Right. 

END OF INTERVIEW 6 
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RC This is Ron Chapman. Today is Wednesday, the 11th  of December 2013. I'm 

continuing my interview with Norman Moore. The interview is for the Parliament of Western 

Australia oral history project. 

Norman, last time we were talking about the 2008 election, and the Liberals, with the aid of the 

Nationals, obtained government in Western Australia. The first question: How do you reflect on the 

seven years of the Gallop—Carpenter ministries? What do you see as their achievements and 

perhaps their failures? 

MOORE I think if you just look at them overall they were a process-driven government. They 

were fastidious about making sure they didn't do anything wrong. I think they were responding to 

the criticism they got during the WA Inc. period and the view that they assumed the public had that 

they couldn't manage the state's affairs in a proper way, and I think they went out of their way to 

make sure that they did everything according to the book. I think that was Geoff Gallop's strong 

intention as the Premier, and so I don't think they took too many risks and they didn't do too many 

things. One of the interesting advertisements we ran during the 2008 campaign was "Can you list 

three things that the Labor Party did in government?", and most people couldn't. It was quite a 

good ad, although they did the Mandurah railway line, which they would claim was a significant 

achievement, and indeed it was, although they neglected to mention that it was actually started by 

the Richard Court Government and $300 million of the cost of it was obtained from selling the gas 

pipeline that the Court Government had sold. So I guess when you look back over that period of 

time, I think they were a competent government. I think that they sought to do the right thing. I 

thought Eric Ripper was a good Treasurer. They saved up for things, like the new Fiona Stanley 

Hospital, and I think that they generally were quite well organised and quite well managed in the 

way in which they handled the state's finances. But I think that they were seen to be a government 

that didn't do much. Alan Carpenter tried a bit at the finish to create the impression that they were 

doing things. He talked about Dubai on Swan and all the development on the Swan River and the 

new stadium that they were going to get around to doing but just had a committee looking at it. So 

they started talking big towards the end of their term, but they really hadn't delivered much in the 

time they'd been in government. 

RC Right. You just mentioned Eric Ripper as Treasurer. Were there any other ministers 

in the Gallop—Carpenter ministries that you saw as outstanding? 

MOORE Oh, well, I've never seen an outstanding Labor minister yet [laughter], I have to say. 

But in the upper house I thought Kim Chance was a good minister. He was across his portfolio. He 

was a good upper house leader, in my view. I thought Carpenter wasn't a bad minister, until he 
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became the Premier. Eric Ripper I thought was a good Treasurer. But I don't think it's for me to tell 

the world who I thought was any good on their side. 

RC Right; okay [chuckles]. Just a final question on that period, 2008: I'm interested in 

how you think the Liberals managed to put themselves in an election-winning position in 2008, 

albeit with the help of the Nationals? 

MOORE We were in all sorts of diabolical trouble up until Cohn Barnett became the leader. 

So the situation for the Liberal Party was: a period of time from 2005 to 2008 where we had a 

number of leaders, I think we've talked about this before 

RC Yes. 

MOORE And we had all the problems associated with Matt Birney, followed by Paul Omodei, 

followed by Troy Buswell, and the issues that they confronted are well known. It got to a stage in 

2008 where we simply had run out of new leaders, if you like. Birney had been burnt off; Omodei, 

in my view, whilst he tried hard didn't have what it took to be Premier; and then you had 

Troy Buswell, who is quite an extraordinary talent but subject to getting himself into trouble on silly 

little things that he got involved with. So it got to the point where we almost in desperation went to 

Cohn Barnett and said, you know, "We'd like you to lead us at the next election." That was I think in 

July or thereabouts 2008. And lo and behold, Carpenter called an election. I think that calling the 

election helped the Liberal Party significantly because, one, people were quite angry about having 

an early election (that early; I mean it was six months earlier than normal) and, on top of that, it 

was during the Olympic Games, and the last thing people wanted was an election when the 

Olympic Games were on, and that played into the Liberal Party's hands because there was only 

probably two weeks of any real debate in the campaign. We didn't have any money or policies, so 

with two weeks, people didn't expect much. Labor, I might add, didn't have any either, which quite 

surprised me. I think they were totally disorganised. I don't think their party (the lay party of the 

Labor Party) knew that the election was coming early and so they were completely disorganised. 

So we were not seen as a threat. The Labor Party were unable to remind people why they didn't 

vote for Cohn Barnett in 2005, which, given another six months, they may have been able to make 

an issue of that. As it turned out, we got enough seats; we won 10 seats off Labor in that election, 

which then gave, ironically, the National Party the balance of power. They claim it was their efforts 

that got the balance of power and therefore royalties for regions. Well, the bottom line is they 

actually lost one lower house seat in 2008, but because we picked up 10, we then put them in a 

position of having the balance of power. Had we not picked up the 10, then they would have had to 
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do a deal with the Labor Party, which they contemplated, I might add, anyway. So that's the rough 

history of it all. 

RC Thank you very much, Norman. I'd like to move on now to the Barnett ministries 

2008 to 2013. First up, I wonder if you could tell me about the formation of state cabinet following 

the 2008 state election? 

MOORE Well, because we were in an alliance with the National Party, they were given three 

portfolios, which reflected their numbers in relation to our numbers in the Assembly. They chose 

not to have Brendon Grylls as the Deputy Premier and so you had three National Party ministers 

and 14 Liberal Party ministers. The National Party informed us that even though they were part of 

the government and members of cabinet, they would reserve the right to abstain from cabinet 

decisions on issues that they didn't support or, indeed, they may in fact oppose something that the 

Liberal Party wanted to do in government. So it was quite an unusual cabinet relationship, one that 

I'd not experienced before, but, in retrospect, there were only two or three occasions when the 

National Party took a contrary view to the Liberal Party in the cabinet process. I think it was 

generally a very well managed and well organised government. 

RC Are you able to say what were those occasions when the National Party differed in 

cabinet? 

MOORE One that comes to mind readily is to do with shopping hours. The Liberal Party said 

that the Premier wanted to extend the trading hours, and the National Party had a different point of 

view; they weren't prepared to support that. I think also on the issue of local government 

amalgamations they took the view that it wouldn't happen in the country, and what the Liberal Party 

did in the city was their business. So they're a couple of examples, but they were few and far 

between. 

RC Right. You were appointed Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Fisheries; and 

Electoral Affairs. How did you feel about your appointments? 

MOORE Well, I suspect that I was always going to be Minister for Mines, having been the 

minister previously and had a role in opposition in relation to shadow portfolios to do with the 

mining and resources industry. I think I was probably best equipped of the members of the cabinet 

to take on that portfolio, so I was very happy with that. In respect to fisheries, I was having a 

conversation with Cohn Barnett about which portfolios I would be getting and I did make a couple 

of suggestions, or at least one suggestion, which I won't detail here, but he had already appointed 
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somebody to that position, so we went down the list and we came across fisheries. I'd taken a bit 

of an interest in fisheries in the previous couple of years with Bruce Donaldson, who was the 

shadow minister, and I'd attended a fisheries conference in Brussels, which I found very 

interesting. So whilst I didn't know anything much about the fishing industry, I thought it would be 

quite an interesting portfolio to have. I actually learned how it all worked and to see if I could make 

any changes that might be beneficial, so I was quite happy to take that on. Electoral affairs: I'd 

taken an interest in that before and had been the minister previously. Whilst we didn't have any 

major policy decisions to be made in that portfolio (we weren't going to change the electoral 

system or do anything of any significance), I was quite happy to take that on and, in a sense, just 

be the mother hen for the Electoral Commission. 

RC Yes; right. What were the new government's priorities when it assumed government 

in 2008? 

MOORE I suppose it's fair to say in retrospect that we didn't have many significant policies 

going into the election. As I was saying earlier, we were all caught by surprise at how early the 

election was held. So as a consequence, we didn't have a huge policy suite that contained many 

exceptional propositions, so it was really getting into government and trying to govern well. And as 

time went on, we had the royalties for regions program rolled out and it took a while to bed that 

down, and then we started looking at some major issues such as the development of Perth; the 

sinking of the railway line, the Elizabeth Quay project, the new stadium, a massive program of 

rebuilding hospitals to the point where that's put enormous strain on the state's finances. But it was 

all about, I think, improving the quality of services for people, particularly in health, and also a 

significant investment in education. I suppose one thing that stood out was this determination to 

ensure that our capital city reflected the growing status of Western Australia as a major resource 

economy, so a lot of the work being done in the city now will transform that city into a vibrant 

international city, which I would suggest is appropriate for a state which has an economy that in 

world terms is very significant. 

RC And your own electorate, Norman, Mining and Pastoral, now you're in government, 

what did you see as the priorities for your electorate? 

MOORE Ironically, the good things that were happening in my electorate were being done by 

the National Party ministers. Brendon Grylls grabbed hold of the Pilbara Cities plan. Even though 

we had gone to the election promising some extra money for Karratha and Port Hedland, that all 

became part of the royalties for regions program. A lot of money was spent in Karratha and Port 

Hedland, particularly South Hedland, to create an environment that was attractive to people living 
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in the Pilbara as opposed to fly in, fly out workers. When you start looking around the electorate, 

there was a lot of money spent through royalties for regions in my electorate. I mean, Kalgoorlie 

got a new courthouse and a new hospital; the Ord stage 2 in the Kimberley; a lot of work done in 

Broome. As I mentioned already, the bulk of the money went into the Pilbara. Most of the state's 

resources are generated in the Pilbara, and it was only appropriate that we should start returning 

some of the royalties from those industries back into the Pilbara. That also meant places like 

Tom Price, Newman and Paraburdoo also got extra help. There was work done in Carnarvon in 

respect to flood mitigation. So right across the electorate we saw examples of how the royalties for 

regions program was benefiting that part of the state. 

RC Yes, right. As Minister for Mines and Petroleum you oversaw a number of reforms. 

One of these was the separation of Mines and Petroleum from the Department of Industry and 

Resources. Can you tell me why this was necessary? 

MOORE The Department of Industry and Resources was one great big department that 

ranged from mining regulation right through to economic development right through to 

manufacturing, commerce. A whole range of business and commercial activities in the state were 

being managed by one department, which, in my view, became quite directionless because they 

were trying to concentrate on too many different areas and, really, not being successful in any. So 

we decided that big is not always best when it comes to government administration and that a 

stand-alone mines department, as they used to be called historically, should be reinstituted, but we 

called it the Department of Mines and Petroleum because of its involvement in the petroleum 

sector. Then we had the Department of State Development, which was set up to manage major 

projects in the state, state agreement acts and major projects, and then the Department of 

Commerce, which then picked up all of the other commercial-type activities of government that had 

previously been done by DOIR, the Department of Industry and Resources. We thought by doing 

that we would have departments with a far more focused approach who clearly understood what 

their role was. As it transpired the people working in DOIR who were involved in the administration 

of the mining industry had actually lost heart, from what I could gather; they just felt that their views 

weren't being taken into account; they were just a small part of a great big monolithic organisation. 

So when they went back to what they'd always been in the past, their own organisation, there was 

a massive lift in morale amongst the people working in that department, and then when I became 

the minister, because they knew I was supportive of them, we eventually got to a situation where 

that department is quite outstanding. 

RC The government also lifted the ban on uranium mining. I wonder if you can tell me 

how this was achieved. 
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MOORE It was just a decision that the government took; it didn't require anything to happen 

because the Labor Party, whilst they had professed to be anti—uranium mining, never legislated to 

make it illegal. It was interesting they did that because they had gone to elections and they had 

promoted the view that they were anti—uranium mining, but when the Greens brought in legislation 

to prohibit the uranium mining by an act of Parliament, the Labor Party would not support it. That 

almost surprised me because it just meant they really had double standards; that they professed to 

be opposed to it, but, at the same time, weren't going to make sure it never happened. So they 

actually didn't ban exploration for uranium; they just said if you make an application to mine, it will 

be refused. So it was all done by them as a policy situation. The government had a policy which 

there will be no uranium mining; if you apply to do it, you won't be given authority. All we did was 

just say if anybody applies to go uranium mining, they can. There was no need to change any 

legislation. But what was necessary was for us to go through all of the regulations surrounding 

radioactive materials to see whether our regulations would be appropriate for a uranium mining 

industry, and, as it transpired, virtually all of the regulations in place, regulations relating to sand 

mining and the handling of radioactive materials and so on were perfectly adequate to regulate a 

uranium mining industry. So we had a number of independent assessments done of our regulatory 

system. We went to South Australia and the commonwealth and the Northern Territory, who 

already had uranium mining, and learnt from their processes, so we gave it the green light. As it 

turned out, the situation at Fukushima has already put a bit of a stopper on the uranium industry 

because the price of uranium has dropped quite dramatically. But there are a number of 

companies that are still working hard: Cameco, looking at developing Kintyre; they are also looking 

at developing Yeelirrie, which they bought from BHP; Toro, which is looking at developing uranium 

at Wiluna at a place called Lake Way. So there is still a fair bit of activity going on and I would 

expect in the next year or two that we will see a uranium mine in Western Australia. 

RC In April 2009, the state government launched (this was a royalties for regions 

initiative, I believe, as well) an exploration incentive scheme. It was announced in Kalgoorlie. Could 

you tell me a little about that scheme and its objectives? 

MOORE Yes, sure. It actually had its gestation in South Australia and the National Party went 

to the election promising a South Australian—type exploration incentive scheme, which we had 

agreed to. I should add in the 2001 election, we went to the election promising some $60 million to 

assist the exploration industry at that time, because they were in serious trouble in 2001. So had 

we been the government in 2001 and not lost, we would have had an exploration incentive scheme 

in place then, but we weren't and the Labor Party didn't proceed with the $60 million that we had 

promised. So the National Party's election commitment was picked up by myself as the Minister for 
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Mines and Petroleum and we put together, through the mines department, the mechanisms for 

making the system work, and we allocated some $80 million a year for a range of activities that 

were designed to encourage exploration. Some of it was for joint drilling programs, which we 

directly funded companies on a 50-50 basis to drill in green-fields areas. A lot of it was spent on 

the Geological Survey doing significantly increased work in providing geo-scientific information to 

the mining industry. I'd say it's been a very successful program, one that I would hope will continue 

for a long time to come because exploration is fundamental to the mining industry. Without 

exploration, you don't get tomorrow's mines. Companies, often when they feel a bit of financial pain 

the first item of discretionary expenditure that goes off their budget is exploration, because there is 

nothing in exploration at the time, so if you are going through tough times, like the gold industry is 

at the moment, you could expect them to cut back on their exploration program, and that's not in 

the best interests of the state in the long term. It is in our interest to get them out there and not 

brown-fields sites, but green-fields areas where nobody has explored before. Ironically and 

interestingly, Western Australia is largely under-explored when it comes to the minerals industry. 

We have a very mature resource industry, but there are still large areas of the state that nobody 

has ever put a drill hole in, and there may well be, in those large undercover areas or covered 

areas out north and east of Kalgoorlie, some very major ore bodies that have yet to be discovered. 

Basically, what you have is in most traditional geology you've got rock outcrops and geologists can 

determine that there's a potential ore body by looking at the rocks that are exposed. But vast areas 

of the state are covered over by sand and dirt and there are no outcrops of any description, so you 

really need to have the technical capacity to understand what is underneath the cover and 

potentially find the ore bodies that have been covered over, over generations—millennium. A good 

example probably is Telfer, which was found by accident, and, in recent times, Tropicana, which is 

east of Kalgoorlie, another major gold discovery that's been brought about by an advanced 

geological technique developed in large part by the Geological Survey of Western Australia. 

RC The global financial crisis caused closure of some mines and job losses. It was a 

critical issue during the government's early days. Could you tell me how the Barnett government 

approached this issue or this crisis? 

MOORE There's nothing much you can do in any direct sense if a mine closes. One of the 

things about the Western Australian economy is that mines come and go and every mine is finite, 

so it is generally accepted that mines will close. So it is not a huge issue, other than the problem 

for those people working in those sites who lose their jobs. But the buoyancy of our minerals sector 

in 2008-09 and that period was such that, even though BHP, for example, closed down their 

Ravensthorpe project, most of the workers were relocated into the Pilbara, where there was growth 

taking place in the iron ore sector. So it's a fairly mobile workforce; they move around. So we did 



Interview Seven Hon Norman Moore 145 

all we could to encourage the companies to make sure that they were giving their workers every 

opportunity to relocate, and, indeed, most of the redundancy packages that I saw, particularly, say, 

the BHP one at Ravensthorpe, were very generous and the company looked after their workers. 

But Ravensthorpe was a disaster for BHP; it cost them a lot of money and it simply didn't work. It's 

been purchased by a smaller company called Quantum. Quantum have made it work. It is now 

producing nickel. So you don't have to be big to be best. 

RC In December 2008, the government announced that James Price Point near 

Broome was the preferred site for liquefied natural gas development. It resulted in a prolonged 

campaign by environmentalists and some sections of the local Indigenous population against the 

proposed gas plant. I wonder if you can give me your views on the proposal, the campaign and the 

recent stalling of the project. 

MOORE I thought it was a very good decision to go to James Price Point. The government 

looked at about four different sites. The previous government, under Eric Ripper's stewardship, 

couldn't find a location and they made the silly decision that a location would only be agreed to if 

the Aboriginal people agreed to it. That becomes a sovereignty issue in a sense. But we looked at 

a number of locations, and James Price Point, which is about nearly 70 or 80 kays north of 

Broome, seemed to me certainly as a good location for this development. It had meant it was not in 

Broome, so it didn't impact on the town of Broome. It was far enough away to be a separate entity, 

but it was close enough for people to be able to fly in and out of Broome airport, for people wanting 

to live there, that there would be jobs for their wives in town, for the husbands who might have 

wanted to live in the place. I just thought it was a win-win for everybody. The deal that was 

negotiated with the Aboriginal people, $1.5 billion of assistance, was to me excessive, but that was 

the decision that was taken, so it was a huge amount of money for an Aboriginal community. The 

problem was the Aboriginal communities up there are divided and there are two competing native 

title groups seeking native title over James Price Point, so they were instinctively opposed to each 

other and so you had one group supporting James Price Point and the other not. This went on and 

on. There was one particular Aboriginal person, Joseph Roe, who took every possibility that he 

could to stop the project from happening, and it was then supported by a lot of green groups and a 

lot of trendy singers and others who seem to think you've got to get onto the bandwagon about 

these things, to the point where I think, even though it probably wasn't the determining factor about 

not proceeding with James Price Point, the protests really dampened the ardour of Woodside and 

its colleagues to build James Price Point. 

The tragedy of that is that now Broome is going to get nothing [and] the Aboriginal people will get 

nothing, even though the Greens leader, Bob Brown, suggested that they should still pay the 

money for the Aboriginal people, which is just bizarre; I mean, you don't pay for something you 
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don't get. They will not benefit at all. So now Shell and Woodside and the others are talking about 

floating LNG production off the Browse Basin, which will be an absolute tragedy for Western 

Australia because we will get absolutely nothing. The way it is, is that offshore gas that's in 

commonwealth waters pays a petroleum resource rent tax to the commonwealth but it doesn't pay 

anything to the state. The benefit we would get from James Price Point would be the construction 

taking place on Western Australian soil and the benefits that would provide to our economy. So if 

they go with floating LNG off the Browse, then the commonwealth will get the tax and the state will 

get nothing, and no economic development either. So it's just a bad, bad decision all around. I just 

hope those Greens and Aboriginal groups and other trendies who were opposed to it get theirs in 

due course. I mean, if you're a singer of some renown, as one of them is, they have a job, they've 

got an income, they've got a nice lifestyle. One particular female singer, I gather, has a house in 

Broome and just likes being there and doesn't want to see anything change. So she's quite happy, 

and it doesn't matter that 10,000 Aboriginal people in the Kimberley haven't got a job. 

RC From November 2008 to May 2009, you were a member of the Select Committee 

into the Appropriateness of Powers and Penalties for Breaches of Parliamentary Privilege and 

Contempts of Parliament. Could you tell me about your work on that committee, and its findings? 

MOORE Yes, the committee was formed initially, I think, when we were in opposition, under 

the Labor government. It did not finish its work, and I thought it was appropriate that we should 

reinstate that committee, and it was and it met. The members of the select committee were in fact 

the leaders of all the parties, with a common determination to resolve the problem that Parliaments 

always face when there's a member found guilty of contempt. I had watched, over the years, the 

houses of Parliament wrestling with what to do with members who were in contempt of Parliament 

for whatever reason. The penalties that are provided are not appropriate to the circumstances, and 

indeed a person can be jailed by a house of Parliament for being in contempt of Parliament, as 

indeed we did on one occasion when we were in government in the Richard Court era of jailing a 

member of the public who had refused to apologise to the Parliament over his involvement in a 

tabling of a petition (the Penny Easton petition). So we also had the situation where some of the 

rules in relation to what you can and can't do in Parliament are contained within the Criminal Code. 

A simple example of that is that the Criminal Code contains a clause that makes it a criminal 

offence to give false evidence to a parliamentary committee. The problem is that the courts can't 

hear cases in relation to giving false evidence before a parliamentary committee because the 

proceedings of Parliament are covered by section 9 of the bill of rights, which basically says that 

proceedings in Parliament shall not be considered by any other court. So the evidence, which is 

the words spoken which may be false, can't be used by the courts or by the prosecution in a court 

to find somebody guilty of telling lies. So what happened was a decision was made following a very 
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unhappy select committee looking at some activities of another committee of the house where two 

members were adjudged by the select committee to have given false evidence, and several other 

citizens as well, so I think about four. So the issue of them giving false evidence was referred to 

the DPP to take action. As it transpired, the DPP, after long deliberations, came back to Parliament 

and said, "Well, we can't use the evidence", which is the transcript of what was said in the house or 

the committee, "in any court case. So therefore we can't proceed with it." So it seemed to me and 

others, what's the point of having a law if it can't be used? So it seems to me that the Parliament 

itself should be given authority to deal with those sorts of contempts. So we sat down and looked 

at all the penalties in the Criminal Code, we looked at what was available to the Parliament through 

the Parliamentary Privileges Act and so on, and came up with a report which basically 

recommended that we abolish the penal provisions of anything the Parliament can do, we abolish 

several provisions in the Criminal Code, and we create a system where each house can deal with 

its own contempts and put in place a range of penalties that could be imposed in the event that the 

house found a member to be in contempt. We took the view, fundamentally, that Parliament should 

be responsible for its own affairs in the context of offences that would be considered to be 

contempt. We agreed to leave some things in the Criminal Code that would be a criminal offence 

outside of Parliament, such as assaulting a person or stealing or whatever, but the issues that 

related to giving false evidence in a committee or refusing to obey a lawful order of the chamber 

and those sorts of things, we were of the view that Parliament itself should determine the guilt and 

the penalty. Regrettably, that particular report, which I think is one of the better reports done, has 

languished ever since. In my final speech in Parliament I did make the point that this was 

something the government needed to look at very carefully, and to do it because it's all very well to 

say, 'Maybe it won't ever happen again", but you can bet your bottom dollar it will. If something can 

go wrong, it will. There will always be a member, sometime or other, who will break the rules in 

such a way that there's got to be a penalty. So we just thought we needed to formalise the way in 

which that penalty was imposed, or determined and imposed. 

RC On 3 June 2008, a pipeline gas explosion occurred on Varanus Island, and the 

subsequent state government prosecution case against Apache Northwest Pty Ltd and its co-

licensees was withdrawn. Could you give me some insights into the government's response to the 

Varanus Island explosion; why the case against Apache was withdrawn; and the impact of the 

explosion on future safety regulations for the gas industry? 

MOORE The Varanus explosion just demonstrated how fragile our energy security system 

was at the time. I think there was a 30 per cent reduction in gas available to the state, and it was a 

very difficult situation for many industries. When we became the government I set up a review in 

conjunction with Martin Ferguson, the federal minister (an inquiry into what actually happened at 
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Varanus Island). That report was done by Mr Bills and Mr Agostini and was provided to me; 

however, the company, Apache, were able to gain an injunction against that report being made 

public, and indeed nobody was to even read it. I was, therefore, prohibited from doing anything 

with it, other than giving a copy to the Department of Mines and Petroleum to read the 

recommendations and to put in place, as quickly as possible, the findings of the report in terms of 

safety in the industry. But the report was not made public, and every time I sought to circumvent 

that obstruction, if you like, by Apache, I was met with another court hearing and the thing just 

dragged on and on and on. But I did insist that the government should prosecute Apache under 

the pipelines act, which was that it basically failed to maintain a pipeline in good order. That 

particular court case went on and on and eventually was withdrawn on a technicality over the 

definition of a word. That was embarrassing to me that we would lose a case on a technicality. 

However, I was eventually able to make the report public and the report clearly demonstrated that 

the company had engaged in activities that had led to the explosion taking place and it was only 

through providence and sheer luck that there were not any fatalities attached to it at the same time, 

so it was a long, drawn-out saga. It probably still goes on. A number of companies who were 

affected by the restrictions in gas supply have taken civil action against Apache. I think those 

cases are probably still going. But it is probably fair to say that, because of circumstances, Apache 

got away with it. 

RC Are you able to say more about what you said was the technicality over a word? 

MOORE I can't think at the moment exactly what the words were but it related to "pipeline" or 

some other word like "pipeline" and the charge was in relation to, as I recall, failing to keep a 

pipeline in good order or something like that, when, in fact, there is another word they use to 

describe pipes in that location and the word that was used in the charge was the wrong one. 

RC I'm just reading an extract from Hansard here concerning the prosecution and it 

noted that "the company did not maintain the pipeline 'in good condition and repair'." 

MOORE That was the charge, but I think you'll find that the word "pipeline" was not the 

correct word to use in that charge, and so it didn't apply. 

RC This is Hansard 29 March and you said, "I am very unhappy that due to what I 

believe to be a legal technicality, Apache is able to avoid facing the court in regard to this offence, 

which is related to the major incident which cut Western Australia's gas supplies by 30 per cent." 
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MOORE Yes. I can't, off the top of my head, remember the exact words but it was just a 

question of wording. It is a complicated issue because what you had was the gas fields which fed 

into the Varanus Island, so you've got pipelines in commonwealth waters coming onto an island 

that belongs to Western Australia. The pipe starts at the gas field and goes onto Western 

Australian soil, so once it comes onto Western Australian soil, it's in Western Australian waters 

Well, before it goes onto the island, in Western Australian waters, then it goes onto the island, 

which is part of Western Australia, so you've got Western Australian regulations and 

commonwealth regulations, and then off the island itself onto the mainland you've got a similar 

situation where you've got different rules for what goes on the land and what happens in the sea 

and then it comes onshore in Western Australia on the mainland, so that the whole administration 

of gas pipelines from the gas field to the processing plant to the mainland is a very complex 

jurisdictional issue. Part of what came out of the Bills—Agostini report was the need to get some 

better coordination between the state and the commonwealth over how these things are to be 

administered. 

RC Norman, we have discussed mine safety during your time as Minister for Mines in 

the Court Government. I wonder if you could tell me about initiatives to improve mine safety during 

your period as Minister for Mines and Petroleum in the Barnett Government? 

MOORE Yes, it was a very serious issue because we had a number of fatalities in the first 

year that we were in government. In fact, there'd been a number before we became the 

government in 2008. I was very alarmed at the number of fatalities and determined that something 

should be done about it. So I sat down with the Department of Mines and Petroleum and we had a 

long conversation about what they were doing what they weren't doing, to be told by them that they 

had approached the previous government for a significant increase in funding for the mine safety 

division of what was then WorkSafe, because they were losing all the good staff the mining 

industry and so they really had no great capacity to do the job they were supposed to do and yet 

they were being knocked back for extra funding. I said, "We've got to get more money, but the 

government hasn't got any money, so there's got to be a better way", and it was suggested that we 

go down the path of cost recovery from industry to pay for mine safety. Bearing in mind also when 

we set up the Department of Mines and Petroleum we moved mine safety out of WorkSafe and put 

it into the Department of Mines and Petroleum so it became a separate entity from WorkSafe, 

which is where it belongs because they are different issues. I said, "How much money do you need 

to run this division efficiently and effectively?" They told me how much they needed, so we then 

worked out a formula that we would then charge the companies a certain amount of money 

per employee to meet this funding requirement for the department. That gave them a significant 

financial boost, but more importantly than that we were able to convince the Public Sector 
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Commissioner that the employees in the mine safety division, the inspectors, who generally are 

engineers and people with those qualifications, could be paid a competitive wage to that of industry 

so that we didn't keep losing all the good inspectors we got to industry, so we were able to 

compete financially. That meant that, I think, over the four years, we employed another 

60 inspectors in my time. At the same time the department instituted a new program in respect to 

how safety is to be managed on mine sites. It took away the prescriptive regulatory system that 

was in place for many, many years and put in place a risk management process where each mine 

site is required to have, basically, a safety plan where they determine what the risks are and how 

to mitigate those risks. It's going to take a while for there to be a change in culture in the mining 

industry because it has often been a risk-taking industry amongst employees and so we've got to 

change the culture. But one thing I will be eternally grateful for is that the number of fatalities 

steadily came down to the point where 2012 was the first year in recorded history that there were 

no fatalities in the mining industry. Regrettably, this year there have been two, so you can never, 

ever rest on your laurels in this business; you've just got to keep at it and at it and at it. But it was 

always to me the number one priority in respect to my ministry as the Minister for Mines. 

RC Referring again to Hansard in November 2009 when you introduced a bill, the Mines 

Safety and Inspection Amendment Bill 2009, you said - 

That the bill be now read a second time. 
The purpose of the bill is to implement a cost-recovery regime through a levy on the mining 
industry. This will enable the regulator to have the necessary resources to deliver a safety 
regulatory regime to the mining industry that is on par with world-class standards. 

Did you want to just comment on that? 

MOORE That was the legislation we put in place to require the industry to pay a levy to fund 

mine safety, so the taxpayer saved money, the industry paid and that legislation was given support 

by all sides of Parliament. To be fair to the Labor Party they made an amendment to it which 

required the funds to go into a trust account so it couldn't be used for other activities in the mines 

department, and we agreed readily to that because that was the intention. So I give credit to 

Jon Ford, who was the shadow minister who recommended that amendment which improved the 

legislation. 

RC In July 2010, a Senate Select Committee on Fuel and Energy estimated that a 

disproportionate amount of money raised from the federal government's mining tax would come 

from Western Australia. Could you tell me about the government's responses to the mining tax and 

its potential impact on the mining industry? 
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MOORE The first federal government's mining tax was called a super profits tax. Kevin Rudd 

just announced it one day without any consultation with anybody. It was quite a bizarre tax. It 

basically said if you're making more profit than the long-term bond rate percentage, then you need 

to pay extra tax. It was this view that was held by some that mining companies were making 

squillions of dollars of profit at the expense of the citizens of Australia. It was also intended to 

replace state royalties with this new super profits tax, but Kevin Rudd didn't quite understand that 

the states would strongly resist losing their royalty revenues because they are very significant, 

particularly in Western Australia. The protests against the tax were quite extraordinary from the 

industry and well supported by the community, I might add, because they saw this as a punitive tax 

on an industry that was really keeping the country going during the global financial crisis. 

As a result of all of that, Rudd lost his leadership and Gillard came in and set up a committee which 

consisted mainly of the big mining companies, BHP, Rio and Xstrata. It came up with a version of 

the tax called the minerals resource rent tax, which was then only to apply to coal and iron ore. In a 

sense that killed off the issue politically for an election, but it's still around. The opposition at the 

time pledged to get rid of it and, as you would be aware, they're doing their best to do it right now, 

but the Greens and the Labor Party are resisting that. The problem is that the Labor Government 

estimated far in excess of what they were ever going to receive from the MRRT. In order to try to 

win some favour amongst the voters they actually allocated the revenues from the minerals 

resource rent tax to a variety of tax cuts and other benefits to the community that simply aren't 

going to be able to be provided. The current government is having to get rid of the mining tax but at 

the same time get rid of the things that the Labor Party was going spend the money on, albeit they 

were never going to get enough money to deliver what they said they were going to deliver on. 

That hopefully will be gotten rid of and this unnecessary burden on the industry will be removed. 

What a lot of people fail to understand is that, first of all the minerals belong to the states, not to the 

commonwealth. So the Western Australian minerals industry is not there to support New South 

Wales; it is there to provide support to Western Australia. The companies pay royalties to the state 

of Western Australia, but (which is often forgotten) all their employees pay tax to the 

commonwealth and the companies pay profits taxes to the commonwealth already, so the MRRT 

was just another tax on top of a tax and on top of a royalty. So the suggestion that somehow or 

other the mining industry doesn't pay its way is just absolute rubbish. 

RC Thank you. You were also Minister for Fisheries during the Barnett Government. 

Could you tell me about some of your initiatives in that portfolio? I'm thinking of one such as stricter 

conditions on recreational fishing and changes to the rock lobster industry. 

MOORE It was interesting. With the recreational fishing industry the system that was in place 

when I got there was one where you had to buy a licence to catch certain sea creatures, if you like 
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(rock lobsters, trout and so on) but you didn't need any licence to catch other sorts of fish. What 

was needed was more money for the Department of Fisheries to better manage the fishery. 

It wasn't going to come from Treasury, so the suggestion had always been around that there 

should be a fishing licence; so if you want to go fishing, you pay a licence, and that money would 

then be used to better manage the fishery, bearing in mind that at this time there was significant 

pressure on the west coast demersal fishery and a lot of pressure on stocks like dhufish and 

snapper and baldchin groper and so on that were really under significant pressure in terms of their 

sustainability. I put up the proposition that we should have an angling tax for everybody, and that 

wasn't accepted by the government, but they accepted a compromise, which was a fishing-from-a-

boat licence, so you needed to pay a licence to fish from a boat. At the same time we introduced a 

number of measures to try and reduce the amount of vulnerable demersal species that were being 

caught. One proposition we put up was that if you wanted to go into catching dhufish and others, 

you needed to pay, I think, a $500 annual licence. That really set some of the anglers off in a very 

angry way. Eventually we managed to come up with a compromise where we started reducing bag 

limits and put in place a two-month closure of the fishery and introduced the fishing-from-a-boat 

licence. But, at the same time, with the fishing-from-a-boat licence, we also agreed to use some of 

the revenue from that to fund Recfishwest, which is the organisation looking after the interests of 

recreational fishers, so that they had an assured revenue source. We also gave them some money 

to allocate for particular projects that would enhance the recreational fishing experience, and the 

rest of the money went into research work being done by the Department of Fisheries to better 

understand the fisheries that the recs were involved in. As a result of all that we were able to 

reduce the catch of demersal scalefish by 50 per cent and provide a revenue source for 

Recfishwest and its supporters to carry out programs that would enhance the fishing experience. 

For example, money was provided to restock the Swan River with prawns. There used to be 

millions of prawns in the Swan River. There's hardly any there now, and we are going to restock 

them, so the money was going to be used for that. Similarly, up and down the coast, restocking for 

mulloway was also part of the use of the fishing-from-a-boat licence revenue. 

But then, if you come on to crayfish, the rock lobster industry, that was in dire straits when I first 

became the minister. They have a process called counting puerulus, and puerulus are baby 

crayfish that come back in the Indian Ocean to the Western Australian coast. Basically the eggs of 

crayfish go way out into the Indian Ocean and come back again, and then they implant themselves 

on the reefs off the Western Australian coast. The fisheries department put these collectors down 

the coast and collect puerulus, which they then go and count every month. That has been able to 

be a good predictor for the catch, within about five per cent accuracy, for the next four years, 

because puerulus take four years to become adults. When I first became the minister they told me 

that there were no puerulus (there weren't any) and that we had a serious problem on our hands, 

that somehow or other there was going to be no crayfish in the future and what was the problem. 
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So we sat down and worked out a strategy to reduce the catch quite dramatically from about 

11,000 tonnes, I think, per annum down to about 7,800, and then eventually down to about 5,000, 

to give the fishery a chance to replenish. Nobody quite knew what the problem was. I think there 

was an element of overfishing. I think that we hadn't managed it as well as we perhaps could have; 

there may have been some environmental factors that we were not aware of. But it was in dire 

straits. Reducing the catch did put a lot of pressure on a lot of fishermen, and quite a few went out 

of the industry, which I always regretted, but you can't just keep catching marine animals and 

expect them to survive. Once you go below the threshold of a sustainable biomass of fish, then 

they don't recover, and so we had to deal with that. Now, in order to reduce the catch, it required a 

lot of what was called input controls, and we had to make decisions about when fishermen could 

go out fishing, and we often had to change the rules in midstream. It was a very messy 

arrangement, so we eventually decided we would go to a quota system, which basically meant that 

everybody who had a unit of entitlement in the rock lobster fishery was entitled to a certain number 

of kilos of rock lobster. We worked out what the annual catch was going to be, say 5,000 tonnes, 

divided it by the number of units in the fishery, and that's how many kilos you could have on your 

licence. What this meant was that fishermen knew at the beginning of the season how many 

crayfish they could catch, so they didn't have to rush out on the first day and try and beat their 

neighbour to see who could catch the most. They started to rearrange their fishing habits to better 

meet the market. What was happening was, under the old system, when the season opened, there 

would be a mad rush by everybody to see who could catch the most, and so they'd flood the 

market and the price would be very low, and then later in the season, when there's more demand, 

there's none left to catch. This has meant that they now catch for the market; they don't have to go 

out when the seas are too rough, when the weather is inclement. They don't need to take the risks 

they used to take, and it doesn't have to be a seven-day-a-week job for the whole season, as was 

the case with many of them. I always use the phrase, "We want to turn fishermen into 

businessmen", so that instead of judging your success by how many crayfish you caught, you 

judge your success by how much money you made. That has meant that over this past season the 

prices held up very well indeed, $40, $50, $60 a kilo, when at times in the past it got down to less 

than $20 a kilo. At the same time the price of pots, which is what you buy to get in the fishery, has 

gone through the roof. So I think that we probably saved the rock lobster fishery by going to quotas 

and by taking the hard decisions we took in the first place to dramatically reduce the catch. I am 

told that the puerulus count is improving, but we mustn't ever count our chickens before they hatch. 

It would require, in my view, a very conservative approach if we're going to increase the total 

allowable catch in the future. It's got to be based on the very best science, and it's the sort of thing 

you can't ever take a risk on. The problem with fishing management is you can't, unlike with a 

farm, go and count the number of sheep in a paddock; you've got to estimate how many fish there 
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are in the ocean, and that is a very difficult thing to do. So, I have always taken the view that the 

precautionary principle is probably one you should apply to fisheries management. 

RC In my next question I was going to refer to your valedictory speech in which you 

said, "I believe it is possible to maintain sustainable fisheries by good fisheries management rather 

than the creation of sanctuary zones up and down the coast." I think, Norman, you have probably 

answered quite a lot of my next question, but would you like to comment on that quote about good 

fisheries management and sanctuary zones? 

MOORE There is a view in the green community that you've got to have sanctuary zones, 

which means that nobody can go in there and catch anything, and that 30 per cent of the ocean 

should be devoted to sanctuary zones. I've always taken the view that if you've got good fisheries 

management based on the very best science then you can allow fishing to take place provided you 

do it in a sustainable way, and so you don't need to block off large areas of the ocean and you 

don't need to have marine parks all over the place; you can in fact control what's happening in the 

marine environment by managing the fishery, bearing in mind that the only people who have an 

effect on the marine environment, certainly more than 100 metres out from the shore, are 

fishermen. There's nobody else out there, so the only people who can have any effect on the 

marine environment generally are fishermen; otherwise, if there's no fishermen, then there's no 

change to the marine environment all. So if you can control what fishermen do and manage their 

activities properly, then you can let them and the marine environment coincide. You don't have to 

say, "No go." I don't know that my views are held by anybody in the green movement, but I 

certainly know that there are many scientists who work in fisheries who thoroughly concur with that 

proposition. 

RC Just taking that a stage further, Norman, also in your speech you commented on 

green activism in Australia, saying you believe that human activity involved elements of risk to the 

environment and that it was the responsibility of the government to minimise such risks. I wonder if 

you could tell me how you think it is possible to reconcile rapidly increasing human needs for 

energy and resource development with the responsibility to protect and preserve the environment 

for ours and future generations? That is quite a large question, but I would just be interested to 

hear your views on that. 

MOORE There are people who would have us do nothing as an economy or as a society and 

who would have us stop drilling for oil, stop drilling for gas, stop chopping down trees, stop 

catching fish and all these sorts of things, which inevitably and invariably have to have some 

impact on the environment. Whenever you drill a hole, it has an impact on the environment; it can 
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be big or little, depending on how well it's managed. So the view I take is that if we're going to have 

a society where people can get energy through oil and gas, through coal, can get iron ore through 

mining, can get wood from forests, can get fish from the ocean, then we've got to allow people to 

do it, but it is the government's responsibility to make sure they do it in an environmentally 

sustainable way, and that is not impossible. One of the things that the green groups have done is, 

of course, draw attention to environmental issues, which has really put governments on notice to 

make sure that they manage them well, but to try to continue the argument that we shouldn't do 

anything is just quite ludicrous in the context that the human race needs to be sustained and it 

needs energy and food and all the rest. So, it's the responsibility of government. As I was saying a 

minute ago in respect to sanctuary zones, it is the responsibility of the government to make sure 

the fisheries are properly managed. It is the responsibility of the government that if an oil company 

wants to drill an oil well that they know what they're doing; that they've got proper seismic 

information that the integrity of the well is going to be such that it doesn't crack and cause any 

effect on underground aquifers and so on. It is possible for governments to put in place regulations 

that have a very positive impact on the environment but at the same time do involve an element of 

risk. With any element of risk sometimes things go wrong and you've got to accept that that's going 

to be the case. But you imagine a world without fish, without agriculture, without wood, without iron 

ore, without coal; it's just not an issue. It's not possible to maintain the, I think, eight billion or nine 

billion people on the planet now. Even though some green groups say that one billion is the 

optimum number of people who should live on the planet, I'm just wondering what they're going to 

do with the other seven or eight billion people. There is an interesting book called Confessions of a 

Greenpeace Dropout, which was written by one of the co-founders of Greenpeace. He writes in 

those terms that you've got to recognise that there are, I think, seven billion people on the planet 

who have got needs and somehow they've got to be delivered. You've just got to make sure that 

you deliver those needs, bearing in mind that probably about five billion of those are living in 

substandard circumstances. If we're ever going to give them a chance to have a standard of living 

that is comparable with our own, we've got to have energy and food and all the other production. 

But if governments are sensible enough to invest in the best possible environmental management, 

then you can have both. 

RC Right, thank you. 

MOORE It's a hobbyhorse of mine that one [laughter]. 

RC Yes, I thought it might be. 

Just on a different subject now, Norman, in March 2011, as the Minister for Electoral Affairs, you 

introduced the Electoral and Constitution Amendment Bill which sought to enable a fixed election 



Interview Seven Hon Norman Moore 156 

date for general elections in Western Australia, with elections to be held on the second Saturday in 

March every four years. Could you tell me a little about this bill and why it was necessary? 

MOORE When Alan Carpenter announced the election for 2008, some six months ahead of 

the scheduled time, he made it very clear that the current law allowed a government to have an 

election whenever it wanted to, although with one slight proviso that if it was held more than 

12 months before the Legislative Council was due to expire (that is, the 31st  May) that only the 

Assembly would be out for election. So, in effect, there was no fixed term for Legislative Assembly 

elections, but upper house members have a fixed four-year term; 21st  May to the 21st  May four 

years later. So we made a commitment at the election in 2008 that we would bring in fixed-term 

elections, but that instead of having a fixed date we would have a fixed period of time, so it had to 

be, I think, February or March every four years. When we won the election I then went out and 

consulted with everybody (all the other parties and publicly) about what we ought to do about this. 

The consensus was that we actually needed a particular date as opposed to a period of time and 

we chose the second Saturday in March as the most appropriate time. Up until now, most elections 

have been held in February, a couple in March. The view was that February's not necessarily a 

good time to have elections; people have been on holidays and they're not much interested in 

politics at that point in time, the weather is extraordinarily hot, so we came up with the second 

Saturday in March. There are some provisos that if there's a federal election, I think, within a week 

of it or on the same day, there are provisions for it to be held on another occasion. The last 

election, in 2013, was the first under the fixed-term proposal and I think most people see that as a 

pretty good outcome, really. 

RC We've spoken about your views on secession earlier in this series of interviews, 

Norman, but in July 2011 you were strongly criticised for your remarks in the Australian Financial 

Review saying that Western Australia could make a unilateral declaration of independence and 

form alliances with China and the United States to cover defence needs. Premier Barnett made it 

clear that Western Australia had no intention of ever seceding from Australia. Could you tell me 

why you hold such strong views on the question of secession for Western Australia? 

MOORE Well, I'm not necessarily a secessionist per se; what I am is a federalist. I have a 

strong view that the Federation, as it was originated, doesn't exist anymore and that the capacity of 

the states to make decisions for their own people has been significantly reduced over time. It has 

been reduced by High Court decisions, it has been reduced by taxation decisions and it has been 

reduced by commonwealths using their fiscal powers to require states to undertake policies that 

the commonwealth wants in exchange for revenue. So over time the ability of the states to make 

decisions for their own people has been seriously reduced and I think that's a bad thing. There's an 
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old saying, "Total power corrupts totally" or words to that effect, and if you give a national 

government total power over everything in Australia, then you really have got none of the benefits 

of federalism, which is, in my view, a means by which different jurisdictions can compete with each 

other to see who can do things better. Having just one government making all the decisions means 

that you've got no competition with anybody and you will eventually get the lowest common 

denominator, which is the worst of all possible outcomes. I've only ever spoken of secession in the 

context that unless somebody is prepared to fix up the Federation then the only option for Western 

Australia if it wants to continue to maintain control over its own affairs is to be a separate nation, 

because the way it's headed ... Having been a minister I watched this on a daily basis, with the 

commonwealth just usurping more and more authority using the strings attached model. For 

example, even the Howard Government had strings attached to its education funding to the states, 

where they had to do certain things in order to get the money. Because the states don't have a 

very good significant revenue source, we have to get most of our money from the commonwealth, 

so they collect it and then say, "We collect it, so we'll tell you how you can spend it", when in fact 

Canberra doesn't generate any money; the states generate the revenues that go to the 

commonwealth. I've just taken the view that if Western Australia wants to continue to run its own 

education system or if it wants to continue to run its own health system, then it's going to have to 

either put up with the commonwealth telling us how to do it or go it alone. When I say that, all the 

media then say, "Who's going to defend the country?" and all that sort of stuff because they can't 

get their minds around what the real issue is; that is, fixing the Federation. You'd be surprised how 

often, when I've raised secession, commonwealth governments take more interest in Western 

Australia because they think I'm serious and that there's a serious view here. In fact, in 1934 or 

was it 1936, we actually voted to secede at 65 per cent. There is an element out there who would 

like that to happen. Deep down, I'd love to be part of a separate country called Western Australia; it 

could be the most successful country in the world with our resources and our capacity to do things. 

But that's not what I'm arguing for; I'm just arguing that somebody's got to fix up the Federation. 

My problem is that nobody seems intent on doing that. Neither side of politics is vaguely interested 

in giving any power back to the states; in fact, quite the opposite, they're intent on taking it away, 

and that is Liberal and Labor. 

END OF INTERVIEW 7 
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RC This is Ron chapman. Today is Tuesday, 215t  January 2014. I'm continuing my 

interview with Norman Moore. This interview is for the Parliament of Western Australia Oral History 

project. 

Norman, you were appointed Minister for Justice for a period in June 2012. I wonder if you could 

tell me about the reason for this brief appointment. 

MOORE It was a decision made by the then Attorney General, Christian Porter, to resign 

from the cabinet and then contest the federal election, so the Premier had to make a decision 

quickly about who would take over his role while he assessed the various other options. In our 

system, to be the Attorney General you need to be a lawyer, so if you're not a lawyer and you're 

handling that portfolio, you become Minister for Justice. I held the job for a couple of weeks 

pending the appointment of Michael Mischin as the Attorney General. Ironically, I spent 10 days of 

my term as Minister for Justice in hospital with salmonella poisoning, so I didn't get to do much 

work in terms of the justice portfolio; in fact, virtually nothing. I had a very thorough briefing about 

all the issues and didn't have to do anything. 

RC Okay, thank you. In your valedictory speech you said that a review of standing 

orders was a task that you wanted to complete in your final term. Why was this so important to 

you? 

MOORE Well, it was important in the context of the way in which the upper house operates. 

The standing orders have been evolving over a very long period of time, from probably the 1840s 

right through to now. Lots of parts of the standing orders were redundant, no longer applied. 

Manner and form in respect to the way in which the house operated had changed the way in which 

a number of standing orders were interpreted and it was my view, and the view of others before 

me, that we did need to have a thorough look at the standing orders. Laurie Marquet, who was 

Clerk for much of the time I was a member, had always wanted to rewrite the standing orders but, 

for reasons which I don't always understand, it never happened and so I thought, "This is most 

likely to be my last term; I think it's time we put in place a process of rewriting them to make them 

far more contemporary and to include within the standing orders the procedures and processes 

that had built up over time in the house." I'd been involved in a number of quite significant changes 

to the standing orders over time in relation to, for example, when the house sat and the sitting 

hours and the way in which the day's business is conducted. We made a number of changes and 

they had not been incorporated into the standing orders but had been operating as sessional 

orders. So, having tried these for five or six years or perhaps even longer, it occurred to me it was 

time we stopped operating under sessional orders and rewrote the standing orders. Little did I 

realise that it was going to take two years to do. It was a very complex, complicated and difficult 
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process because people doing the review were politicians and they were all looking at the standing 

orders from their own perspective, so when you're in opposition the standing orders are there as a 

vehicle for giving the government a difficult time and from the government's point of view you want 

the standing orders to make life as easy as possible, so trying to get a balance was very difficult, 

but in the end we came up with a new set of standing orders, which will have to be amended from 

time to time as they are implemented and they recognise whether or not the new form is in fact 

workable and whether it is a better way of doing business. 

So I was very pleased when that finished. It was quite a difficult task, particularly at the finish when 

the house debated the new standing orders and their adoption. A couple of members were very 

angry about some changes that were being made to the constitution of a particular standing 

committee, and it looked for a while then as though their opposition would mean that the standing 

orders weren't implemented. 

RC Are you able to say which committee that was? 

MOORE It was called the Uniform Legislation Committee, and I saw its role being a bit 

different from the role that its members thought it should have. Interestingly, both sides of politics 

agreed with the position I took. The ones who opposed it were the members of the committee who 

saw it as having a different role from what it was intended to have. So, that was eventually sorted 

out, and that committee now operates, I think, the way it was always intended to operate. 

RC Thank you. In February 2012, Norman, you announced that you would not be 

seeking pre-selection for another term in in the upper house and would be retiring at the 2013 

election. Could you tell how you came to that decision? 

MOORE Well, I had actually thought that I wouldn't stand in 2008. You'll recall that we were 

in opposition before that and we'd had three leaders and so on in the period from 2005 to 2008. 

And so I had basically thought that the time had come to leave. I wasn't enjoying it. There was a lot 

of antagonism and unhappiness in the party. We were dysfunctional, we looked like we were going 

to lose again and I thought, "Who wants to spend all their life in opposition?" But when it came to 

the pre-selection period for the 2008 election I was approached by a number of "power brokers" 

who were supporting Troy Buswell, who was at that point in time the leader, asking me if I would 

stay on because if he lost the election he was going to need a lot of help in opposition, if he won 

the election he was going to need a significant amount of help in government, and so I agreed to 

stand again, bearing in mind that had we lost I may well have only stayed around for a year and 

then left because in the upper house if you leave mid-term you don't cause a by-election. It's just 

the next person on the ticket gets the job. So, I agreed to stay on and as it turned out we won the 
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election and so I then had four years as a minister. But in the back of my mind I'd always had the 

view that I was getting to an age when you really do need to think about doing other things, that 

you can't just stay there forever. There are a few people in the Liberal Party who had a view that 

there were too many old people in the Parliament and it was time for some younger ones. Whilst I 

don't agree with that, I mean there are some US senators who are in their nineties, for example, so 

I took that into account. Without mentioning any names, I did actually approach a couple of people 

whose encouragement I was looking for if I was going to stay on and it wasn't forthcoming, which I 

found disappointing. And so I put all that together and decided that my life had become too one-

dimensional, that all I ever thought about was politics, and it was time to put myself in a position 

where I needed to try to do other things. And that meant not standing again and redirecting my life 

after politics. It hasn't quite worked that way yet, but I'm hoping that's the case in due course. But I 

had a few things I wanted to do, of course, and when you have a political life and you're a minister 

it's very time-consuming; not only just time but it actually consumes your mind, if you like. So the 

things that, for example, I wanted to do in respect of our little farm at Toodyay were getting done 

once every month instead of spending a week or two up there to do the jobs that needed to be 

done. I was actually falling behind in some of the things I really wanted to do in addition to politics, 

so the time had come to give it away; a very difficult decision, I might add. I actually filled in the 

application form and it was due in at midday on a particular day and at 11.30 I decided not to put it 

in. 

RC Just moving on now to the 2013 state election, Norman, could you tell me 

something about that election campaign, and bearing in mind you decided you were going to 

leave? 

MOORE I wasn't very much involved in a direct sense. Traditionally the Liberal Party used to 

have a thing called "Team Blue", which was the campaign committee that met daily and consisted 

of the lay party and a number of senior parliamentarians. This time around the Premier decided 

that there wouldn't be a Team Blue and that the election would be run basically out of his office. So 

I didn't get very much involved. In a sense I watched the campaign from outside, which was the 

first time in 20 years that I'd been in that position, but I did take an interest in the Kalgoorlie seat, 

and I spent a bit of time helping our candidate in Kalgoorlie. So I watched the election with some 

interest, and was a little bit surprised at the decision by the government to make a number of 

promises that it didn't really need to make in my view, and significant expenditure promises that 

they're not going to be able to deliver on, certainly not in the short term. 

RC What were some of those promises? 
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MOORE Some railway lines and those sorts of things. They're the major ones. I mean, the 

airport railway line, the Ellenbrook railway line, the light rail project; all of which are good policies 

but to say that they had been fully funded and fully costed at a time when they probably weren't 

was something which surprised me about the campaign because the Liberal Party was a long way 

in front. The Labor Party had very little chance of winning that election. And so to make what in 

retrospect people would regard as being irresponsible commitments was something that surprised 

me at the time. 

RC That campaign, Norman, what were the main issues that the Liberal Party fought 

the campaign on? Can you recall those? 

MOORE Well, it was all about saying, "This is a government that makes decisions. We're 

getting on with it. We can see the bigger picture. We're all about employment, all about wealth 

creation and we're about stable government, a well-managed government, economically sensible." 

The tragedy is that the things that happened since the election have undermined a lot of that 

credibility the government had prior to the election, and in my view was a bit unnecessary. 

RC The Liberals were returned to power in the March 2013 state election with a majority 

in the Legislative Assembly. Looking back over the Barnett government's first term in government 

what do you see as its main achievements? 

MOORE There was a lot of good work done in the area of resource development. Some of 

the projects that the Premier was pursuing haven't come off, but that's not through lack of trying or 

lack of effort on the part of the state government, and in my view they were the right things we 

should have been pursuing. I've mentioned Oakajee as an example. 

RC Yes. 

MOORE That wasn't the government's fault that that hasn't come about, and it's 

something we should continue to pursue, because that port has the potential to open up the mid-

west iron ore province and be a significant part of our economic infrastructure. Then of course 

there was the James Price Point issue, and seeking to make sure that Western Australia benefited 

from the Browse Basin gas reserves was absolutely fundamental to the future of the state. And so 

Barnett did all the right things in respect to that in my view, and in fact went much further in trying 

to appease people than I would have ever thought about doing had I been in his position. We also 

did the Ord scheme, which is a big development there; a lot of legislation in relation to law and 

order issues, tightening up a lot of the laws that are related to crime and antisocial behaviour; 
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royalties for regions was a significant boost to country Western Australia right across the board; 

and whilst there is the Liberal - National Party divide over that and who was claiming credit, the 

bottom line was that country Western Australia did very well out of that. I don't think it is 

necessarily sustainable but certainly at that point in time that extra expenditure in the country was 

very much needed and very much appreciated. So, I suppose I guess the main achievements were 

that we were able to keep the state ticking along, responding well to the growing Chinese demand 

for our resources and generally managing the state's affairs in a way that people had confidence in 

the government to look after their interests. 

RC Just looking back over that first term, Norman, in the Barnett government who did 

you see or who do you see as the, shall we say, the outstanding performers or the drivers of that 

government? Obviously the Premier, but I am talking about in cabinet and the ministers. 

MOORE Well, the Premier was very much a leading light in the government. I mean, the 

Premier involved himself in everybody's portfolio and had a hands-on involvement in all aspects of 

government; in my view a little bit too hands-on, but that is to be understood. But when you look at 

the ministers, I mean, Kim Hames did amazing things in Health. The health budget has always 

been a problem for governments, but we've probably built more hospitals in that four years or 

started the building of more hospitals than ever in the history of Western Australia. I mean, there's 

just an amazing amount of work that's been done. You had Fiona Stanley, you've got the children's 

hospital, you've got the Midland Health Campus, you've got the Albany Hospital, the Kalgoorlie 

Hospital, Busselton Hospital, Karratha hospital. Wherever you look there was money going into 

health, and Kim was able to make sure that that happened. I thought Brendon Grylls was a good 

minister, a very astute National Party minister. Similarly, Terry Redman I thought was a good 

Minister for Agriculture. The trouble with doing this is that if I leave anybody out you'll think I 

thought they were no good. 

RC That's right. [laughter] I was just asking who you thought was outstanding, you 

know, who were the top performers if you like. 

MOORE Christian Porter was an excellent minister. Troy Buswell in my view is a quite 

outstanding minister. One of the things that really annoyed me a lot was that the media kept 

referring to the Barnett cabinet as being a bit light on, and there was a lot of criticism that it was a 

pretty average sort of a group. Well, as I sat in the cabinet room looking around the room and 

listening to ministers making submissions on their own behalf or commenting on other people's 

submissions, I thought they were a pretty good lot. I've been in a few cabinets over time and I 



Interview Eight Hon Norman Moore 163 

thought Cohn Barnett's cabinet was very good. I mean, some ministers get into trouble from time to 

time but that's part of the political world. Most of them are good, solid performers. 

RC Right. Just on the other side of the coin, Norman, I'd like to ask your views about 

opposition leaders, Alan Carpenter, Eric Ripper and now Mark McGowan as opposition leaders. I 

wonder how you think they performed. 

MOORE Alan Carpenter, I don't think ever was opposition leader, was he? 

RC Well, briefly after the 2008 election, only briefly, then Eric Ripper took over. 

MOORE Of course, yes, when he lost. He didn't stay on long, did he? He was interesting. He 

became the Premier without having been Leader of the Opposition. In fact, I remember that well 

because I was actually in London at the time of Geoff Gallop's decision to resign as Premier and 

Alan Carpenter was quite coincidentally and unknown to me staying in the same building as I was. 

I bumped into him in the staircase and we had a bit of a chat and that's when we got the news that 

Gallop had decided to resign. Carpenter was on the phone pretty well much of the time he was 

there talking about what his prospects were. I had actually liked Alan Carpenter; I'd always got on 

well with him and so I thought he'd be a good Premier. But he got carried away with a few things 

and became almost overbearing. He treated his cabinet ministers who got into a bit of trouble very 

badly; in fact, sacked quite a few that should never have been sacked. He set the bar so high that 

nobody could possibly adhere to the standards he was setting, and then he got angry. Alan's quite 

capable of being very angry and I think that came through during the election campaign. Then the 

arrogance of going to the polls in August instead of February was just the last straw in respect to 

him. 

Eric Ripper: I have a lot of time for Eric. I thought he was a good Treasurer, considering that he 

was from the Labor Party. I thought he made some hard decisions about government expenditure. 

He didn't start off too well as a Treasurer because he was into some new taxes. I vaguely recall a 

residential tax he invented that if you had a house worth more than $1 million you had to pay extra 

tax or something. It wasn't good. But as Leader of the Opposition he was honest, reliable, asked 

hard questions, but he didn't set the world alight. He just didn't have that personality that got him 

through the media. The media's a very exacting taskmaster when it comes to leaders and if you 

seem to be a bit boring and a bit dull, no matter how capable or competent you are, then you're not 

considered to be leadership material. Whilst I think Eric did a good job as Leader of the Opposition, 

he just didn't survive the political process. One thing I do admire about him was that when Labor 

lost in 2008, when they didn't expect to, I just assumed that they would become a demoralised 

rabble, if you like, which sometimes happens when you lose an election that you didn't expect to 
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and you go start blaming everyone and the blame game gets played. But Eric became the leader 

and I thought he held them together very well. They were a disciplined opposition. Their internal 

disputes were well and truly kept under wraps and, generally, I thought that under Ripper they did 

a pretty good job. But it was on the cards that he was going to get rolled. The initial attempt was 

made by Ben Wyatt, which didn't succeed. Ben just simply didn't read the tea-leaves well enough, 

I'm afraid, so he didn't succeed. 

Then McGowan took over. I have very little time for McGowan as a person. I don't like him; never 

have much. 

RC Why is that? 

MOORE I don't know why. He's attacked me on a number of occasions in the Parliament; 

quite personal attacks, which were unnecessary. He can be vindictive. When he was a shadow 

minister and I was the minister (he was shadow Minister for Tourism while I was Minister for 

Tourism) he was pursuing lines of inquiry that were about personalities and that didn't impress me 

at all. I think, though, to be fair to him, he did a good job during the election in 2013, but he was a 

one-trick pony, basically. It was Metronet and that was it, but that captured the imagination of 

people and I guess that's why the government responded by making some significant 

commitments to traffic or to rail infrastructure. I don't know that McGowan will survive as Leader of 

the Opposition until the next election. I know that he's not all that popular within his own party. He's 

considered to be the sort of politician who would do anything to promote himself and that's why he 

was called "Sneakers" because of the fact that that's all you could see of him when he was talking 

to Geoff Gallop. It was a serious put down, but it came from his own side, which was interesting. 

RC What was that; "Sneakers"? 

MOORE He was so far up Gallop's bum all that was left were his sandshoes. That's where it 

came from. But he approached a former Liberal Senator to try and get some dirt on Liberal Party 

members so he could use it and then denied that the meeting ever happened. He actually lied in 

Parliament over that. So, the view was (in his own party and others) that he was so ambitious that 

he would do anything to promote himself. Then he became a headkicker and went down the 

personal line in Parliament. And those sort of people I don't have a lot of time for, really. 

RC I'd just like to move on now, Norman, to some more general questions about your 

parliamentary career. Just looking back over those 36 years in Parliament, how did you feel; what 

were your personal feelings when you left Parliament? 
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MOORE A combination of relief and sadness, really. When I first started, I never imagined I 

would be there for 36 years. It's one of those jobs where you can't say, "Well, this is my career, 

and I'll be there till I retire." That's just not the sort of job it is. So it was a relief in the sense that the 

time had come to start doing other things, as I was saying earlier, but sadness because I had been 

doing it for such a long time, which is part of my life. I actually liked it. I particularly liked being a 

minister. I thought that was really what you go into politics for, so you can actually make decisions 

about things and you can actually get on with the job of trying to improve the state from the 

perspective that you bring to the role. So I was particularly sad to stop being a minister, partly 

because I hadn't finished all the things I wanted to finish and, secondly, because when you're out 

of it, you're out of it; you can't sort of fade away as a minister or just do it for three days a week or 

something. You're either it, or you're not. So when you stop being one, that's just the end; you 

come to a brick wall and it stops. Now I find as I sit around and watch the political world go by, I'm 

saying to myself, "Well, I wouldn't do that" or "I wish I was there to fix that up" or "Why isn't 

somebody dealing with this?" So I'm going to have to get that out of my mind somehow or other. 

If I think about it over the 36 years I had lots of really good times and lots of really difficult times. 

Some of the difficult ones were within the Liberal Party itself with internal bickering, fighting, 

factional warfare and personal vendettas that people had about others, so there were some pretty 

tough and difficult times. And at times I just didn't get any pleasure out of it at all. But being able to 

do things (first of all as a backbencher to try and help individual constituents): people come to see 

you because they've got a problem; you can go and try and help them and you get a lot of 

satisfaction when you succeed. Being a minister, if you can see there's a problem with, for 

example, the crayfishing industry, can you fix it up? It becomes a challenge and then you get on 

with trying to do it, and so you are in a position where you can actually make things happen for the 

betterment of individuals and for the community generally. So it's actually very challenging in that 

respect because it's not always easy to effect change or to make things happen the way you want 

them to happen, but at least when you're a member of Parliament you've got a chance to do it and 

that's what you get paid to do. I got a lot of pleasure out of that. I liked travelling around the 

electorate; just meeting people in different parts of the state. My electorate was very big and very 

diverse and there are some really wonderful people who live in remote parts of the state who do 

good things and who lead some pretty tough lives, really, when you think about it. 

RC Looking back over those 36 years, Norman, what do you consider to have been 

your most satisfying achievements? 

MOORE Oh, that's a hard one, that one, because it depends a bit on what time within that 

36 years. 
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RC I'm just thinking really the more outstanding things that you achieved, that gave you 

the most satisfaction? 

MOORE Probably, initially, when I'd been a member for three years, when I first started, and 

after the 1980 election I was appointed as Parliamentary Secretary to the Cabinet of Sir Charles 

Court. That was a very significant accolade for me, in a sense, because I'd only been there a short 

time. Sir Charles Court was my hero and he was doing things that I really wanted to get involved 

with. That was a feather in my cap in a sense. I mean, it offended a lot of my colleagues because 

they thought, "Well who's this bloke? He's just a newie. Why is he getting a job and not us?" 

Interestingly, all members of Parliament think they are Premiership material; it doesn't matter how 

good or bad they are; it's just sort of the nature of the job. So there were a few people upset about 

that, but, from my point of view, it told me that I potentially had the capacity to be a minister and 

that I wasn't going to be sitting on the back bench for the rest of my life. If Charles Court thought I 

was worthy of promotion then I must have been doing something right. That was good; I enjoyed 

that, but then I got the sack by Ray O'Connor when he became the Premier, so that set me back a 

bit. 

I did a lot of work in the Liberal Party in those awful years in the '80s trying to get our branches 

going, trying to keep the Liberal Party strong in my electorate. Then, of course, we won in '93 and 

becoming a Minister for Education, as I was, was something I had aspired to for all my life in a 

sense because I'd been a schoolteacher and I really wanted to get in there and fix it up, so I 

thought. We did a lot of things in education. I probably talked about that earlier in the interview, but 

a lot of things that gave me great satisfaction. Again, because I was a reformer and wanted to 

make change (and I wasn't about just doing one thing at a time and we had lots of balls in the air at 

various times) because I was doing those sorts of things and making change, there was always 

resistance to that. And then, as I've already explained, we had the teachers' strike and I got the 

sack from that job too, so that left me pretty flat. But then I got tourism and I really worked hard in 

tourism. Some people still say that I was a good Minister for Tourism, which is nice to hear. Did a 

lot of things like Rottnest, the convention centre, then sport and rec, you know, getting involved in a 

whole lot of different developments in respect to that portfolio. Then mines, getting started on mine 

safety. Then, of course, the last term as a minister in Cohn Barnett's government, again mine 

safety, mines rehabilitation strategy, fishing, the rock lobster fishery. All of those things, I look back 

on with a great deal of satisfaction. 

The only regret I have, in a sense, is that there are a few things in the fisheries portfolio I didn't 

quite finish (they still aren't finished and I'm a bit concerned about that) one of which is a new act. 

I'd had the bill drafted but couldn't get it through the system before I left. That is a significant piece 

of legislation that is considered by many to be world-leading fisheries legislation. That's still 
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hanging around and hasn't been finished. Then there's the ongoing issues of sharks and all that 

sort of stuff. 

RC As you were talking, Norman, I was just wondering what your reaction was to the 

current proposal for baiting sharks? 

MOORE When does this get made public? [chuckles] 

RC If you'd rather not comment on that, that's fine. 

MOORE I would've probably gone down the path of trying to kill a few sharks, even though 

the advice was "don't do it". The advice that we had related to not just drum hooks, it also related 

to nets. In Queensland they've had drum lines and nets for 50 years and they catch hundreds of 

sharks every year and nobody seems to worry about that. The problem is that the nets actually 

catch other bycatch (turtles and dolphins and so on) whereas the drum lines and the hooks don't 

generally do that. So it's sort of a halfway policy; a bit like Queensland, but not the same. The 

problem is going to be, of course, that if it does catch unintended bycatch ... I don't know whether 

dolphins can take the hook that size, but if they can and a dolphin gets caught, then that's a 

serious political issue because dolphins are revered by people. But something had to be done; it 

was getting to the stage where people were frightened to go in the water. We also spent a lot of 

money (and it hasn't been given much attention) on research into what sharks do, where they 

come from, why are they here, and are there wetsuits that you can wear or surfboards you can 

produce that actually repel sharks. There's a bit of that around; all sorts of potential barriers that 

you can put in the water to stop sharks. One interesting one is to have an air hose on the bottom of 

the ocean and you have holes in it and blow air through it, which causes bubbles and they don't go 

through bubbles. Another one is a wetsuit that looks like a sea snake because they don't like sea 

snakes apparently. There's a lot of work being done on those sorts of things. I think I would've 

probably been a bit more inclined, though, to try and put in more shark barriers around a few 

beaches so that you could actually say to mum and dad who worry about their kids, "You can go 

down to Cottesloe because we've now got a shark barrier from the groyne around to the pylon and 

nothing can get in there so the kids can go swimming." There's no way the government is ever 

going to be able to protect surfers and divers because you just can't, and they're the ones most at 

risk. 

RC I'm interested, Norman, in your thoughts about Parliament having a greater turnover 

of members these days. I wonder if you think Parliament is better or worse off for having a greater 

turnover, or is it better to have longer-serving members such as yourself who served for 36 years? 
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MOORE I think you need a mixture of both. When I first became a member the upper house 

members had six-year terms, which was twice the Assembly term. The idea of that was that only 

half the upper house went out each election, which meant that you had a continuity of membership 

of the upper house, so each member at least was there for two Parliaments, whilst if you're a mug 

that's not helpful. Most people need time to learn how it all works, to understand not just the 

parliamentary system, but how government works. I think there's a lot to be said for having longer-

serving members. I don't think it's a good idea for the turnover to be there that there is. If you've 

got lots of young ones come in or one-termers who do one or two terms and leave, often unhappy 

and disgruntled because they couldn't do what they wanted to do in the short period of time they 

were there. They've got to learn that if you want to make change in society, it's going to take a 

long time. Everything always takes much longer than you want it to, but you've got to persevere 

and be patient. That only comes about by being there for a long time and working out how the 

system works. It was interesting, one of our upper house members who retired the same time as I 

did (a National Party guy whose name escapes me at the moment) had only been in there one 

term, which is now four years, and in his final speech he was talking about (Phil Gardiner his name 

is) how disappointed he was at not being able to make the sort of changes he wanted to make. 

RC In four years? 

MOORE Yes. I thought: well, that's what happens, Phil. Moving public opinion and getting the 

changes through the system takes time, and it's just the way the system is. It's a good thing really, 

because the parliamentary process (laborious though it may be) just means that decisions are 

given all the scrutiny they need. You can't simply make a decision to do something and just do it 

without anybody knowing about it, and that's a good thing. Having two houses of Parliament 

means that every piece of legislation gets looked at twice; is that a good thing? Some people say, 

"Why have two houses? It's a waste of time", when, in fact, it's not. It is that check and balance that 

you need to make sure that you get good public policy. I don't care how long it takes, as long as 

you get the right outcome. But often when you get people making decisions, particularly in 

dictatorships where they just make a decision on the spot and do it, you have all sorts of difficulties 

in the community. So there is a lot to be said for a mixture. You need some people who want to 

make a commitment to a parliamentary life who are prepared to do it for 10 or 20 years. 

RC One issue I'd like to ask about, as well, that is raised from time to time, Norman, is 

the question of late-night sittings in Parliament. What's your view of that? 
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MOORE Well, late-night sittings are good for the government, and for most of my time we 

had late-night sittings. It was the only way you could sometimes get legislation through in the upper 

house because we traditionally didn't use a gag, so you'd legislate by exhaustion. If the house sat 

all night then people would gradually lose the capacity to keep talking. In fact, I remember one 

occasion there was a Labor member named Roy Claughton, and Roy had quite a monotonous 

voice, but a very committed, dedicated Labor man, Roy. There was some legislation the 

government wanted to get through to do with industrial relations; it was the Charles Court 

government actually. Roy started talking and went on all night. Part of the reason for doing that 

was because there was apparently an Industrial Relations Commission hearing the next day which 

might have had an effect on whether this legislation was necessary, and so they sought to try and 

prevent it from going through. In those days you could speak for unlimited periods of time in the 

upper house, so we went and had breakfast. It was a tactic the opposition then used. I remember 

for most of my early years that the budget used to come down in August or September, and the 

last thing the upper house would do before Christmas was to debate the budget, so we'd sit all 

night to get the budget finished, which was a bit silly because that's a pretty important bit of 

legislation that you shouldn't be doing when people are half asleep. So, I actually got some 

changes made (not I personally, but I was involved in getting some changes made) to the upper 

house sitting times so that the only way you can extend the sitting hours beyond about 10 o'clock 

on Tuesdays and Wednesdays is by having a suspension of standing orders, and the only way to 

suspend standing orders is to have an absolute majority; whereas in the old days, the government 

would just use its numbers to sit to whenever it wanted to sit. In fact, initially there was no end time 

for the upper house, and there isn't for the Assembly either. Well there is; just ignore that bit about 

the Assembly. The upper house used to have no end time, so that you would sit until the Leader of 

the House moved that the house adjourn, and then it would stop. Then we brought in end times 

like 10 o'clock or whatever, but you could sit beyond that if the government moved a motion to do 

that. Then we eventually changed it so it became part of the standing orders and can only be 

changed by an absolute majority. So there are very few late-night sittings now (in fact, hardly any 

that I can think of) and that's got to be a good thing. However, the only problem is that if 

oppositions want to filibuster, they can, knowing that often the government can't sit beyond the 

time set to stop, in which case they can't get the legislation done, and that's been happening in the 

last couple of years in fact. So, mixed feelings about that; I think it should be a bit easier for the 

government to sit later if it has to, but we shouldn't go back to the old days of sitting all night. I 

remember driving from Parliament House to my ministerial office at five in the morning and 

dropping off stuff and picking up stuff, coming home, having a few hours' sleep and going back to 

work again. It was just crazy stuff. 
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RC I'm interested in the particular difficulties in representing a remote and vast 

electorate such as Mining and Pastoral. Can you tell me your views on your experiences over the 

years representing remote areas? 

MOORE Initially, when I was first elected, it was called Lower North Province, the seat I was 

in, and that was basically the Gascoyne, the Murchison and the north eastern goldfields. So it had, 

would you believe, 6,000 voters in an area that covered half of Western Australia in area. In those 

days, upper house members had to get elected as individuals, not as part of a ticket as we do now. 

That meant that I then had to spend a lot of time doing the sort of work that Assembly members 

had always done, and that is knocking on doors and going to P&C meetings and doing constituent 

work. So places like Exmouth, Carnarvon, Shark Bay, Meekatharra, Cue, Mt Magnet, Sandstone, 

Leonora, Laverton, Leinster and all those places, I used to go to a lot. In fact I spent a lot of time on 

the road going to those places, and there were a lot of dirt roads, a lot of punctures and a lot of 

tearing my hair out. But that was the job and you drove around, and when Parliament wasn't sitting 

you were out going to functions and visiting towns. Some of that I liked very much because it was 

challenging to resolve problems and if towns had particular issues you'd get involved in that. On 

the other hand it was time consuming. I was away from home a lot and travelling a lot, and you get 

quite worn out doing that. The electoral system then changed in 1987 for the 1989 election. They 

created this thing called the Mining and Pastoral Region and then went to proportional 

representation in the upper house, which changed the whole role completely. In the Liberal Party, 

in order to get endorsed you needed to get the votes of your branches, and once you've got those 

and you are number one or two on the ticket, then you're going to get elected. So your election 

campaign really was making sure all the branches were going to vote for you, and that meant 

currying favour with branch members who were going to vote on your pre-selection, as opposed to 

necessarily doing a lot of the constituent work that I used to do. Then when the elections came, in 

the old days when you had to get elected as an individual, you had to go and knock on doors, you 

had to go and do all the things that Assembly members were doing, whereas the new system 

means that nobody knows hardly who the upper house candidates are because they vote above 

the line, which is Liberal, and they wouldn't have a clue who the candidates were. So you actually 

became less of an individual and more just a part of the party that endorsed you. I don't 

necessarily think that we've got a good system at the moment. I don't know what the alternative 

ought to be, but it's a bit like the Senate, where individual Senators, unless they take a particular 

interest in a particular subject, are generally almost anonymous, and so are upper house 

members. 

It just means members of Parliament are spending all their life trying to ... I won't say manipulate 

the branches and the voting structure, but taking a seriously big interest in who's going to be voting 

at pre-selection, and it can lead to branch stacking and those sorts of things. The difficulty with an 
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electorate like the one I had was that it was so big that you didn't ever belong to any part of it. One 

of the things about being an Assembly member ... say, for example, you were the member for 

Geraldton, you live in Geraldton, you're part of the Geraldton community, you know everybody, and 

that's your constituency, so you can actually become part of the community; whereas, with an 

electorate like mine, which goes from Kununurra down to Eucla, 50 to 100 towns of varying sizes, 

you just can't become part of any one of them. So I lived in the city because that was the easiest 

way to get to the maximum number of places. People used to say to me, "Why don't you live in 

your electorate?" and I'd say, "Well, you tell me where?" The middle of it is probably Newman. If 

you live in Newman, you can't get to Kununurra; you can't get to Kalgoorlie; you've always got to 

go through Perth. It's a serious disadvantage in that sense that you can't belong anywhere. I've 

always felt that that's been something I've missed out in my life, that I don't actually belong any 

place. I live in Booragoon but I don't know anybody in Booragoon. I live in the City of Melville. I 

don't know much about what they do. It's just fly in, fly out of Booragoon. Having electorates that 

big it's virtually impossible to do the sort of job you want to do. I watch federal members for 

Kalgoorlie who have similar size electorate just about kill themselves because trying to get yourself 

across this huge electorate and get yourself known so that people recognise your name and what 

you do for them is just extraordinarily difficult. 

RC Talking about vast electorates, Norman, the actual mechanics of visiting places in 

your remote electorate, do you think the allowances for being away from home and actually visiting 

the electorate were sufficient compensation? 

MOORE I think so, yes. It improved over the time. When I first got there you got paid an 

electorate allowance on top of your salary and that was to pay for everything: your 

accommodation, your travel, your car, any charter allowances, anything. It all came out of your 

electorate allowance. That changed over time. The electoral allowance continued to grow but they 

also provided benefits in addition to that, for example, aircraft charter allowances, accommodation 

allowances. They provide a motor car; they provide a fuel card. It's nowhere near as onerous now 

as it used to be. That's a good thing. I don't think the benefits you get paid are insufficient or would 

deter you from going anywhere. If you go to Kununurra you put in a claim and you get paid so 

much accommodation allowance for Kununurra. The government pays your airfare to go there. If 

you need to hire a car, the government pays for that within an allowance that you are entitled to 

have. I think it's pretty generous these days. 

RC I'm just thinking as well; recently there's been one or two cases of, shall we say, 

claiming allowances by members to which they've not been entitled or they've had to pay back. 

Just the question of allowances raises the question that perhaps the allowance is too generous 
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and people think they can, you know, I won't say rort the system, but actually manipulate the 

system? 

MOORE Yes. I think some of the issues that have arisen in recent times have been more 

about just inadequate supervision of your office or not filling in the forms properly. I always found it 

quite a simple process to claim what you were entitled to claim. I mean, one of the allowances that 

is interesting is probably what I could call a "second house" allowance. If you've got a house in the 

city and a house in the electorate you're allowed to claim for one or the other, depending on which 

one is your principal place of residence and you get paid an amount for the number of sitting days, 

I think, that you attend. I never got involved in that because I always just had one house. Because 

it's a bit complex, you're entitled to X number of days a year to claim and I think sometimes 

members just make mistakes genuinely. I've never really thought that the money was an 

impediment to being in politics or having a remote electorate. But I do have a strong view that 

ministers don't get paid enough money and Premiers don't get paid enough money and I believe 

that if you want better quality members of Parliament, or particularly better quality ministers, then 

you need to pay a lot more than you do now. 

RC Compared to the private sector. 

MOORE Yes, it's crazy stuff, crazy. The Premier gets less than half the local government 

CEOs in Western Australia. 

RC A final question on your electorate, Norman. Reflecting back over your 36 years 

again, how have things changed in your electorate? What has been the progress, if you like; how 

have things altered over all those years? 

MOORE Perhaps I should say right up front, one of the things that has disappointed me 

about my career is that I didn't do as much as I should've done in the electorate, for a number of 

reasons, none of which can be completely justifiable. One, it was so big, it was hard to get around; 

two, I was taking a leadership role in the Liberal Party for a long time and when you're a minister 

it's very hard to do electorate stuff at the same time, but I really do believe I didn't do as much as I 

should've done in the electorate. But what's changed mainly is the significant improvement in living 

conditions for people in the electorate. When I first started the only town in my electorate that had 

television, I think, was Carnarvon and I remember one of the campaigns around was to get 

television. Eventually everyone got television. Roads: the road to Exmouth was a dirt road, and we 

got that sealed. The road to Shark Bay was a dirt road. The campaigns we used to run were about 

fundamental infrastructure that we take for granted now. Gradually over time, with technology and 
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just the improvement in government services, people in the bush are now better off than they ever 

were before in terms of the quality of life they can experience. But it doesn't matter what you do, 

there's always more to be done, so there's always another problem that replaces the ones you 

solve. So over time it just continues to go on, but I think if you look at the Mining and Pastoral 

Region as it was in, say, the 1970s and what it is now, the quality of life, the availability of 

government services, the infrastructure (the road system, the airline system) is all a lot better now 

than it was then, not necessarily because of anything I did but simply because progress has been 

able to be reflected in the quality of life that these people now live with. 

RC Norman, I'd just like to ask now about your thoughts on Parliament itself. 

Specifically, I'm thinking about reforms; are there any reforms that you would like to see within 

Parliament that haven't occurred? 

MOORE Not really. I think, as I was alluding to earlier, you shouldn't change Parliament 

rapidly or quickly; it needs to evolve. As issues arise from time to time, you should spend a lot of 

time just making sure that you resolve them so that you don't have massive change. We had 

massive change in respect to the electoral system in the late 80s when they changed the upper 

house completely and I don't know that's been a good thing at all. I'm not sure proportional 

representation is the right way to go either, but I'm not sure of any better alternatives to that. 

Massive change to Parliament or the electoral system can have some serious unintended 

consequences and it needs to be considered very carefully. I'm one of those conservative-type 

people who think incremental change is far better than dramatic change. Parliament is a different 

place now, though. It is largely ignored by the media, whereas when I first became a member there 

was always somebody in the gallery all the time from the media. The West used to have a 

parliamentary reporter who sat in the upper house and listened to everything, so all the things that 

Parliament was doing were being reported. Now it's not; the only thing that gets reported about 

Parliament is question time or when somebody gets thrown out for being silly or whatever or some 

major piece of legislation gets passed. All of the workings of Parliament are generally not reported 

by the media. 

RC Why do you think that is? 

MOORE Because they're not interested in what they consider to be boring news. 

RC So they're after sensationalist news? 
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MOORE Absolutely; that's all the media's interested in. If you watch the Channel Seven news 

(and the ABC is not much better anymore) it's all about little grabs of sensational material which 

they exaggerate by the language they use, so that they turn what could be a relatively mundane 

incident into a major crisis. The word "crisis" gets used all the time; it's just the nature of the media 

these days. So we don't have a journal of the record, basically. There's not a media organisation 

that's reporting the affairs of state, if you like; "The Parliament today passed a piece of legislation 

in relation to workers' compensation" or something, or "The Mining Act was amended today to 

allow for such and such." People don't know that and there's no way to find out unless you log onto 

the Parliament website and have a look, and most people don't do that. That's something that the 

media needs to pay a bit more attention to. Similarly, they ought to spend more time recognising 

the hard work that politicians are doing, particularly in Parliament. Some of the significant 

contributions that members make to debates just never get any recognition at all, but if they forget 

to fill in a form or something, then that's a front-page story. It's sad really. 

One of the most positive changes that have taken place in the upper house, particularly in my time 

there, was the creation of a committee system. We never had any upper house committees when I 

first started; the first one came in in about 1982, called the Standing Committee on Government 

Agencies. That was set up on the instigation of the late Bob Pike, who was one of my colleagues in 

the 1977 election. Since then we now have half a dozen standing committees that do good work 

and do inquiries into all sorts of issues and look at legislation carefully. I was talking earlier about 

uniform legislation. Its role was to look at legislation that we were enacting here that would reflect a 

uniform national scheme and the whole purpose of that was to look at what, if anything, the state is 

giving up in terms of its sovereignty by going into a uniform scheme. Often those pieces of 

legislation were about the state ceding power to the commonwealth in areas that had been 

traditionally a state issue. That committee's job is to make sure we're not giving away something 

that the state might want to retain or to at least make the community aware that this is what the 

state is doing. So, the committee system is a major improvement but, again, unless there's some 

seriously controversial issue on, the work that the committees do is largely ignored by the media. A 

committee can work for a year or two on a really in-depth analysis of some issue, bring down a 

report and the media doesn't mention it; nobody even knows it's happened. So it's a bit hard to get 

messages out in the community unless the media are prepared to run with it. 

In respect to the future of Parliament I think it's got to be taken more seriously by the press. I think 

a lot more work needs be done (whether it's in schools or universities or wherever) on getting 

people to better understand the parliamentary processes and how it works, why we've got it, where 

it came from, what are its great virtues and what are its drawbacks. I just continue to be amazed at 

how little people know about the processes of Parliament and the processes of government. But it 

is fundamental to our democracy that we have this Westminster parliamentary system of 
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government that actually works. Because it's always been like that, people don't often know how 

we got it or how it works. 

RC Just picking up on the point you just mentioned, Norman, do you think that there is a 

deficiency in schools, teaching politics, teaching children about the parliamentary system, the 

Westminster system? 

MOORE Well, if they're teaching it, a lot of kids aren't learning it; they just don't have a clue. 

Maybe in the secondary system, I think, politics (everybody doesn't have to do it; you can choose 

to do it) should almost be a compulsory subject, not necessarily politics in the broader sense, but 

an understanding of parliamentary democracy, how the houses of Parliament work and the 

relationship between the commonwealth, state and local government. Young people need to know 

far more about that than they do now. I'm surprised at how little people understand. When you say 

there are three readings of a bill in the house, they say, "What are you talking about?" And you can 

understand it, because why would you do it three times? Why would you do it twice in each house? 

Why do you have a committee stage? What is a bill? What is a law? I mean, most people wouldn't 

have a clue what a law is or what a piece of legislation is or what a bill is: "What's this bill stuff?" 

And that's just education. It's just amazing how little people know about these things. 

RC Yes; right. I'll just take you back, Norman, to your last day in Parliament. What 

memories do you have of that day? 

MOORE My last day? Well, I did make a speech that went too long [laughter]. 

RC Yes, I have a copy of your speech. 

MOORE I couldn't work out what to leave out, but I left out lots of things I would have liked to 

have talked about, but I tried to say as much 

RC Are you able to tell me about any of those things that you omitted? 

MOORE Not really. I think we won't go there because there were some things that I really 

thought I wouldn't mind saying, but would have been controversial and unhelpful, so I didn't go 

down that path. I tried to be measured and to comment on some of the major issues that I'd seen 

happening over the years. It was a very special day. Most of my family were there; in fact my 

immediate family were all there, which was good. Unfortunately, my mum couldn't come; she was 

ill. I managed to get through an hour and 40 minutes or something of the final speech, which was 
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ignoring the standing orders which say you can only speak for an hour. So that was ignored. The 

President made an interesting commentary on my parliamentary life where he compared me with 

other long-serving members and, basically, the time I'd spent as a frontbencher, as a minister or 

opposition leader or whatever was well in excess of the others who had served a long time. So he 

was making the point that probably I've spent more time on the front bench in the upper house 

than anybody else, even though I'm about fourth or fifth in terms of longest-serving members. The 

longest-serving member is a fellow named Vernon Hamersley, who was a member for about 

44 years, but never achieved front bench status at all in his whole time, so I can't imagine what he 

did while he was there. So that was very encouraging and very nice. Then the Parliament had 

engaged a painter to do a portrait and that was unveiled on the last day. I don't know where it is 

now, I'm told they're not sure where to hang it [chuckles]. See, again, just on that, all the Labor 

Party members of the upper house thought that was appropriate: somebody had been there that 

long, had had that sort of career in Parliament that maybe this is one way of starting to recognise 

people who had been there a long time, because we never had in the past. But Mark McGowan 

came out and said it was a waste of money and why would we be doing this, just nasty, negative 

personal stuff; he didn't have to say it, really. Then the President put on a function in the members' 

lounge for all the retiring members and their families and that was very special as well; it was just a 

very special day. But, the next day I was out the door [laughs], and all of a sudden you're not there 

anymore. 

RC What effect has your parliamentary career had on your family, Norman? 

MOORE I did actually make a little speech in the house during the valedictories before 

Christmas in 2012, because that was the end of that parliamentary sitting at the end of that 

parliamentary period and we were then going to the election. There's no guarantee that the house 

would return before the 21st  of May, so I got up just before Christmas and said, "Look, I'm not sure 

I'm going to be able to make a valedictory address because the house mightn't be sitting when I 

leave, so just in case I can't, I just want to reflect on my family." So I made a little speech about my 

family and thanked my wife, Lee, copiously for raising our three children, running the family, 

running the household and doing all the things that kept us all together in one piece as I was 

virtually constantly on the road, initially, when the children were little. We got married before I went 

into politics on the 1st  of January 1977 and I got elected in February 1977, so all my married life I've 

been in politics with the exception of the first three weeks. Our children have had to put up with me 

being away a lot, missing out on the things that they want you to be at. It became very, very difficult 

at times because if there was, say, the Laverton races were on on a particular weekend (and I 

used to always get the Laverton races) but if there was a school function on for the kids or 

something or whatever, then I had to make a decision. What do you do? Do you go to the 
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electorate or do you stay home? Most of time I went to the electorate and that was unfair on them 

and I didn't really have a lot to do with them when they were little and I regret that. 

As I also said in my speech they have all turned out to be really good citizens so I'm pretty happy 

with that and they're all grown up now so, but it was hard work and without a wife like I've got 

who's an extraordinarily confident woman ... she was a school principal running a family and 

running a little business on the side, a travel agency ... just an amazing person. 

RC How about your own life Norman? What effect has Parliament had on your life? 

MOORE Very positively. I mean, I've been very lucky ... lucky to have survived as long as I 

did because it's a cutthroat business. I think I've made a contribution to Western Australia. That's 

for others to judge, of course, as to whether it's significant or not. I've done my best and I left at a 

time when I was making good decisions and being recognised by people right across the board as 

somebody who'd done a good job and the send-offs I had were a bit overwhelming really. I kept 

thinking to myself: "If I'm this good I should stay on!" But, of course, people are nice to you when 

you're leaving and I left on a high. There's nothing worse than leaving politics when you've just lost 

an election. Not only have you lost the election, you've lost your job. So I went out as a serving 

minister. I had been relatively successful and I had a long innings and I was going out at a time 

when I could do other things so I wouldn't change it at all. 

RC My next question is quite a broad one, Norman, but you've been a cabinet minister 

over the years. You've been in Parliament for 36 years. You've been involved in making decisions 

and decisions that affected the future of Western Australia. I wonder more generally how do you 

see the future for the state? 

MOORE The state has a very prosperous future if things go right. That means will there be 

some country that wants to buy our resources? It's interesting. Last night I went to the Japanese 

Chamber of Commerce new years cocktail apart and talking to some Japanese business people 

about how fortunate we were in the 1960s that Japan's economy was booming and they wanted 

iron ore and gas and coal and all the rest and they were saying how fortunate they were that we 

had the materials and we could get it to them at a reasonable price so we complemented each 

other very well in the '60s and then that's kept going until now and Japan is our second major 

export destination. That has been supplanted by China, which in the last 10 or 15 years has 

become a major buyer of our resources. But if anything was to go wrong with either of those two 

markets there probably aren't any others that I can think of that would be wanting the sort of 

production we're engaging in. There's no reason why the Chinese economy shouldn't continue to 

grow and there's no reason why the Japanese economy can't recover from its downturn in the last 
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10, 15 years, but what it highlights is the one-dimensional nature of our economy. We're very much 

a resource-rich, but resource-based economy and any downturns in the use of resources by 

countries like China or Europe or the United States could have a dramatic impact on our economy. 

So, we need to be looking at diversification and that is again very difficult because, as we have 

seen with the motor car industry, we've only got a very small population. There's no big domestic 

demand for manufacturing. We're good at IT and other particularly resource company-related 

activities. We're good at that, but we are running the risk of pricing ourselves out of the market. 

Agriculture ... we need to do a lot more work in agriculture. Although I've got to say our farmers are 

extraordinarily efficient and if we could just control the weather that would make life a lot easier for 

them, but there's work being done in the Ord to expand that. We need to look at using some of the 

resources of the north to engage better in agriculture and horticulture and feed-lotting of cattle and 

all that sort of stuff. I think there's a lot of potential there, but it's going to take a lot of investment. 

Fishing industry is not going to grow. It will remain much the same, I think, because we've 

developed it. Interestingly, we have very few fish in our oceans compared to other parts of the 

world where there are major fisheries and we don't have those mass aggregations of fish. I don't 

think that's going to grow although there's some potential for aquaculture and the Cone Bay 

barramundi project in the Kimberley is one that's got some really significant potential if it's done 

right. Tourism is an industry that really does need to be helped. Again, the tourism industry is made 

up of lots of little tiny operators and there's no really big players, so it's always been a bit tenuous. 

But we've got to as a state spend some serious time and energy into looking at what our future 

economy is going to look like. And I don't know what it is. I mean, I've spent a lot of time thinking 

about this. For example, Dubai and Abu Dhabi and those places in the Middle East where they've 

got a lot of oil money, they are building new economies with the money. So, you've got Emirates 

airline, which is now one of the major airlines in the world, and Dubai airport, which is just massive 

and that in itself is an industry. Abu Dhabi is doing the same and they're creating tourism industries 

and retail industries so people can get to Dubai. They are buying sporting events, using their 

money to build up a hospitality—tourism—holiday-type economy and then they'll be attracting 

financial institutions and others like that to set up business and organise their tax system to make 

sure that they're competitive. But we aren't doing that sort of thing. There was talk about a future 

fund in Western Australia and there is one, but it does not have much money in it. The federal 

government has a future fund, but it seems to be sitting there waiting for a rainy day. I think we've 

got to start saying, "What is the Australian economy of the future? What are we going to do that we 

don't do now and in which we are competitive?" So that in the event that the resources boom hits a 

hurdle, we don't go down the gurgler. So, I mean, they talk about booms and busts in the resource 

sector and it's a fact of life. We are affected dramatically by what happens in other parts of the 

world. Most of the European countries are in bother because they've spent more money than 

they've ever earned and as a result of that they've all got economic problems. The United States 
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was in the same situation. Without China we'd be in deep trouble. So, the future of Western 

Australia could be very, very bright provided China and Japan and these countries still keeping 

buying our stuff at the levels they have been. I mean, a classic example is Mount Newman Mining 

when it first started, same as Hamersley Iron in the 1960s, were built to take five million tonnes a 

year each. They are both now around 250 million tonnes a year. There's been massive growth but 

most of that significant growth has been Chinese demand in the last 10 years. Now we can't just 

keep relying on that to get us going forward. We do have a future in respect to energy. We can 

produce oil and gas. We've got huge potential with gas. The trouble is most other parts of the world 

have got huge potential for gas, particularly shale gas. Uranium mining ... plenty of coal, but coal is 

a bit on the outer. But because we've been blessed with these resources we need somebody to 

buy them because our own domestic markets are not big enough at the moment. So, it's a 

challenge. It's a real challenge. I think, at the moment we've got to be very careful that we don't 

price ourselves out of all the markets. 

RC Thank you. Speaking of the future, Norman, I wonder if you could tell me something 

about your plans for your future outside Parliament. 

MOORE People told me when I left that you can't just retire. You can't just go and play golf or 

work in the garden or whatever. You've got to get some jobs to keep your mind active. Somebody 

told me last night, if you retire you die, and you need to keep working. So, I'm doing a number of 

consulting jobs at the moment. I do some work for a Japanese company called ltochu, Minter 

Ellison lawyers. I've just taken on the chairmanship role of a company called Cannings Purple. I do 

some work for the Charles Court Foundation, which is a pro bono thing. I'm doing some work with 

the school of mines graduates association to try to do something about mining education in 

Western Australia. Again, that's another honorary job. So I've got enough to keep my mind busy. 

The only problem I'm finding is I'm totally disorganised because when you're a minister or even as 

a Member of Parliament you have an electorate secretary or office staff who organise things. So, if 

you want something typed, there's somebody who can type it. If you want somebody to organise to 

be picked up or dropped off or whatever, then there's somebody to do it. Every day as a minister 

they give you a file that says, "This is your day file. This is what you're doing today," and it's all 

organised. All the invitations have been accepted. All the information you need about them is all 

collated and the speeches are all done and everything is there so you just go off and do it. So, your 

days are totally organised and now I find that I've got to do all that myself. Whilst everybody else 

on the committee has been doing it themselves forever you get out of the habit a bit when you are 

organised like that. So, I'm finding it very difficult to manage my time and I'm not good at it. So, I'm 

doing things like a meeting a day or something like that, which means that the whole day is taken 

up because I've got a meeting on or something. And I'm not getting on to the things that I thought I 
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was going to do when I retire and that was develop my little farm at Toodyay and build a house at 

Dunsborough and play a lot of golf and do some travelling and perhaps buy a caravan and go 

travelling and none of that's happening. So, I'm thinking now that I'll work for all of this year doing 

what I'm doing and at the end of this year just have another look at whether I'm doing too much or 

whether I want to give it away altogether and just start being a retired pensioner. But it's nice 

sometimes not having to get up every morning at six o'clock as I used to, go through the normal 

routine of going for a walk, having breakfast, getting picked up by the driver, taken to a conference, 

making a speech, going off to meetings with various people, going to Parliament, putting up with 

the opposition and answering questions, talking to the press, dealing with issues that were hard, 

getting home at 10 or 11 at night and then doing the same the next day. I mean, I've got over that. 

[Chuckles.] 

RC I've reached the end of the questions I have for you, Norman. I'd just like to give you 

this opportunity if there are any further comments you'd like to make or other issues that you'd like 

to talk about for this interview? 

MOORE Not that I can think of, Ron, at this point in time because I think we've covered just 

about everything I've done in my life. Your research has been incredible and the questions you've 

asked have been everywhere. I'm not sure that I can think of anything that we have not talked 

about at all. Because during the questions and so on since we started we've often wandered off on 

to different issues. I don't think I can think of anything we haven't talked about. There we go. 

RC If there's nothing further, Norman, I'd like to thank you on behalf of the 

parliamentary oral history project for giving your time and agreeing to take part in this project. 

MOORE It's been an absolute pleasure, Ron, and thank you very much for the way in which 

you've conducted the interviews. I think you've done superbly well and you know more about me 

now than most people do, I suspect. [Chuckles.] 

END OF INTERVIEW 8 


