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GALLOP LABOR GOVERNMENT 
Motion 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [4.31 pm]:  I move - 

That this House condemns the Gallop Labor Government for its failure to govern in the interests of all 
Western Australians and the failure of its ministers to discharge their duties in an open and accountable 
manner. 

We are now approaching the end of the 2002 parliamentary year, and it is appropriate that we review in this 
Chamber what this Government has done, or failed to do, over the past 12 months.  I recall that at the end of 
2001, members on this side of the House had a view that this Government had been a very poor performer in its 
first year.  We also had a view that, inevitably, the Government would improve its performance in its second 
year.  However, I must say that it has got worse, absolutely.  One view in the community is that we have not only 
a do-nothing Government but also a do-little Premier - a Premier who does not carry a workload that is anywhere 
near as heavy as that of previous Premiers of all political persuasions.  The Premier of this State will go to 
extraordinary lengths to attend an opening, but he deflects his basic responsibility.  When Dr Gallop was elected 
Premier, he made a commitment to govern on behalf of all Western Australians.  He has absolutely failed to do 
that.  This Labor Government has been divisive and has worked in the interests of minority groups and in its own 
self-interest.  That is no better demonstrated than by the electoral law change farce.  Now, according to the polls, 
support for the Government is sliding.  In fact, it is a Government that has not been able to increase its electoral 
support. 

Mr M.P. Murray:  Did you read the Westpoll this week? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Yes, I did, and it showed the Liberal Party in front of the Labor Party, and the coalition 
three per cent ahead of Labor.  When a Government wins power, it is usual for it to increase its majority, or lead, 
for a period.  The Labor Government has been unable to do that.  I will tell the House why.  It is because this 
Labor Government has pursued interests that are not in keeping with those of the typical, middle-class Australian 
family.  In every respect, the values and aspirations that this Labor Government pursues are not those of 
ordinary, middle-class Australian people.  That is why, bit by bit, it continues to lose electoral support.   

In the past three weeks, we have clearly seen in this Chamber the desperation, bitterness and nastiness of this 
Government.  The Premier of Western Australia accused the member for Kingsley of swearing.  It was appalling 
for the Premier to attack an experienced and respected female member of this Chamber.  It was completely 
unsubstantiated.  There was then an attack on me this week.  As Leader of the Opposition, I expect that because, 
after all, the Labor Party has come into this place virtually every week since the last election and launched 
attacks on me or on other members on this side of the House - personal and deliberate attacks.  It is a desperate 
Government that uses personal attacks in this Chamber, and it is a foolish Government that launches those 
attacks without substance.  The attack launched on me by the member for Kimberley, with a non-thinking 
Minister for Education, was put together by the machinery within the Premier’s office.  Make no mistake; the 
public still thinks that this Premier is a fairly decent person.  However, members in this House and people in the 
bureaucracy are starting to learn some of the truth.  Just look at the conduct of the Premier in this House.   

I guess all of that has to do with politics.  I will now deal with some of the issues.  Let us look at the record of 
this Government. 

Mr M.P. Whitely:  Look at our financial management record. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Yes, look at it.  The Department of Health is $100 million over budget, and the minister 
will not even admit it.  He does not even have the brains to admit it.  I have no doubt that the Labor Party will 
continue its personal attacks.  After all, members on this side well remember the Easton petition.  Do members 
remember that one?  Do they remember the tragedy that came from that?  Who was in Cabinet at the time - one 
Hon Geoff Gallop, one Hon Eric Ripper and one Hon Jim McGinty.  Probably the three leading members of this 
Government were members of the Lawrence Cabinet that launched that vicious attack that resulted in a personal 
tragedy.  The member for Bunbury laughs!  Members opposite still laugh about the Penny Easton tragedy.  I 
admit that what we have seen in the past few weeks in this Chamber is not as serious as that, but it is exactly the 
same dirty, sleazy politics to which the Labor Party is absolutely committed.  Absolutely nothing has changed 
and I predict that it will continue, because that is what the Premier of this State, his staff and his political 
apparatchiki do.  They think that is what government is about.  One need only see what happens in this Chamber 
every day.  Government members come into this place and launch attacks on the Opposition.  Has it not occurred 
to them that they have a job to do - to govern this State?  I thought they might have learnt that after a year, but 
they have gone backwards.  They still do nothing in the interests of governing this State.   
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Mr M.P. Whitely:  Contrast it with your record. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I am happy to do that any day of the week, but that is not the point of this debate. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  Members, this will obviously be a very vigorous debate.  
However, when a member is on his feet and members on the other side behind the speaker start interjecting, it 
leads to an untidy mess and certainly does not help the debate in the Chamber.  The debate will be vigorous, but 
I ask that members not interject behind the member on his feet.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.  I will give an overview of the performance of this Gallop 
Labor Government.  It is a Government that is increasingly despised by the people of this State.  I will go 
through some of the portfolios.  I will not debate the issues; I just want to raise them.  I will remind members of 
this House of what this Government has been doing.  Do members remember the Premier when he was on the 
election campaign trail?  Do they remember his commitment to the State that there would be no increases in 
taxes?  Read my lips!  It is like Bill Clinton saying, “I did not have sex with that woman.”  The Premier said, “I 
will not increase taxes.  Believe me.  I’m a prospective Premier.”  People did believe him, and they voted for him 
- only 37 per cent, but they did vote for him.  There has been a $250 million a year increase in taxes.  That is just 
misleading the public.  The public will not forget it. 

Point of Order 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Leader of the Opposition has been on his feet for a short time - seven minutes, 
basically - and there has been nothing but a tirade of interjections from the backbench, the vegie patch in this 
Parliament, which is desperately trying to speak over the top of the Leader of the Opposition.  It is against 
standing orders for members to be disorderly in this Chamber, and they are doing nothing but that.  I ask the 
Acting Speaker (Mr P.W. Andrews) to allow the Leader of the Opposition the courtesy of being able to give his 
speech in silence.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  I will decide whether members are being disorderly.  As long as 
I can hear the Leader of the Opposition, and there are not orchestrated interjections from the other side of the 
Chamber the debate will continue.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  In tax and Treasury matters the Government showed a blatant breach of faith with the 
public in its first budget, which was repeated in its second budget.  There is no sincerity in that.   

The transport portfolio has been debated only this afternoon, in relation to the southern rail link.  Is the public 
filled with confidence in a shrill, erratic, aggressive and arrogant minister who insults not only the public but 
also her own public servants in front of the public?  She has no propriety or standard of ministerial conduct.  
Ministers of the Crown should abide by a standard of propriety and conduct.  Most ministers slip up from time to 
time.  That minister slips up day in, day out.  She is a great asset to the Opposition, if she is left in that portfolio.  
We all know that the southern rail link project is hopelessly out of control.  This minister has no idea what the 
final cost will be.  We can talk about $300 million or $500 million over budget.  We know that it is two years 
behind schedule.  The project is an absolute shambles.  Foolishly, the other members of Cabinet let her have her 
way.  That is why they will achieve nothing much in their portfolios, because all the money will be sucked into 
that rabid decision to change the route of the southern railway.   

What extraordinary arrogance the Government has shown on the Fremantle eastern bypass.  The Government 
says it will delete the bypass, and it will try to make it look as though the member for Fremantle was right all 
those years ago.  One hundred thousand people in the southern suburbs can see their amenity and quality of life 
being adversely affected.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure goes out and confronts them, and is 
abusive and arrogant.  The minister should keep that up, because three seats in those southern suburbs will return 
to conservative Liberal Party hands in the next election, simply because of the conduct and the arrogance of that 
minister.  Road funding has been cut by $115 million.  It is small wonder country people have a certain view.  

Let us look at the environment.  The Labor Party campaigned on stopping the logging of old-growth forest.  I do 
not agree with that, but the Government did it in its first year so it can claim to have delivered on that policy.  
However, the devastation to communities in the south west has been ignored.  People in the timber industry and 
the townships and the member for Warren-Blackwood say that not only are those towns declining, with workers 
taking redundancy payments and leaving the towns, but also they are in social disarray.  They are breaking 
down.  I talk to people.  I have friends in those communities and those industries.  The waste of public money in 
the way compensation payments are being squandered and misplaced is scandalous.  It is an issue I am sure the 
Auditor General will look at, to the shame of the Government and the responsible minister.  What is going on is 
a disgrace.   The Premier of this State has been to Japan and to the Middle East a couple of times.  Good on him; 
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so he should.  I support that, but he has not had the courage to get into his car and drive a couple of hundred 
kilometres south into the timber country.  After two years, he has not had the guts, as the member for Warren-
Blackwood said, to actually go down and talk to the people of this State.  It is great to go off to the United Arab 
Emirates, and he did a good job there, but surely he could have the basic courage, as Premier of Western 
Australia, to go down and face the music, talk to people and see what is happening in Western Australia, as I 
have done on four occasions.  Other members on this side have been down to that area on numerous occasions.   

The other environmental issue is salinity.  What a farce!  For two years the Government grizzled and complained 
about the federal package.  Only after members in both the Liberal Party and the National Party raised it 
consistently - and only last week an article appeared on the front page of Farmers Weekly, under the heading 
“Landcare in disarray” - did the Gallop Labor Government suddenly say it would give in and sign up.  For two 
years it neglected the salinity issue in this State.   

Let us look at electoral change.  The Government came in on an agenda of electoral change, but could it do it 
honestly?  No; on two occasions it tried to cheat in the way it put legislation through this Parliament.  The first 
time it was found out by the Supreme Court, so it tried to cheat again.  What reaction would members have to a 
son or daughter who cheated on their parents, and then cheated a second time.  Yet the Premier and the Attorney 
General are using those tactics in this Parliament.  They would do anything for the interests of the Labor Party.  
There are some basic values in this country.  People can have a go at something by all means - Australians like 
people to have a go - but they must accept the umpire’s decision.  Australians do not like people who will not 
accept the umpire’s decision.  They do not like people and political parties that try to cheat our parliamentary 
procedures and our constitutional arrangements.  That is the measure of this Labor Government.  It would cheat 
on the Parliament and on the Constitution.  

Let us look at the area of labour relations.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:   I am addressing the Chair, and members opposite will have an opportunity to speak on this 
debate.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  When it reaches the point at which I cannot hear the Leader of 
the Opposition, I will pull up the debate.  Members on my right will have the opportunity later to stand and speak 
if they so wish.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Everyone in this Chamber recognises that labour relations is one of the basic points of 
philosophical difference between the Labor Party and the Liberal and National Parties.  The Labor Party 
introduced its legislation, which ideologically totally followed the union path and was very naive.  We have not 
yet seen the impact of that.  We will begin to see it at the beginning of next year, particularly in the hospitality, 
tourism, aged care and health sectors, and a number of other areas including entertainment, sport and community 
services.  We will see it amongst young workers, university students, part-time workers, and casual employees.  
As I have said in this Chamber before, one of the groups most adversely affected by this will be female workers.  
They will be wives who work part-time to support the family, the mortgage or education of their children.  In the 
hotel industry, the largest single demographic group affected will be single mothers.  This is a Labor Party that 
champions itself as being concerned about people such as single mothers, and now it will disadvantage them 
grossly.   

In the years I have been a member of this Parliament I have sometimes described markets as a big lump of jelly.  
An economic market or a labour market can be squeezed, but it pops out somewhere else; there is a reaction.  
Economic fundamentals cannot be defied for too long, and in this case employers and employees have voted 
with their feet.  In their thousands, and ultimately tens of thousands, employees and employers have moved out 
of the state jurisdiction into the federal jurisdiction.  What a vote of confidence in the industrial law of this State 
that employers do not now even consider working under it, except for one group of employers - small 
businesses, sole traders, partnerships and the like that cannot be covered by the Corporations Law.  Typically, 
the small business sector cannot move across into Australian workplace agreements, so it will be stung.  The 
small business sector will be hurt, but maybe that is what the Government always intended to do.   

Let us consider the legislative agenda of this Government.  It is an absolute ripper.  Its priority has been a social 
agenda - gay and lesbian reform, cannabis law reform, family law to make de factos equivalent to married 
persons, prostitution and electoral reform.  That is it!  I do not dismiss any of those issues, but does the 
Government really think that mainstream, middle Australians really care that much about prostitution, or want it 
anywhere near them?  Do they really care about homosexuality, or want to have anything to do with it?  

Do members really think people care much about electoral change?  No, they do not.  Do members think people 
of this State want their children exposed unnecessarily and to a greater extent to cannabis?  Do the parents of this 
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State want their children coming home and saying, “It is okay to have cannabis because Premier Gallop says you 
can grow it yourself.”  The Government’s policy is that a couple of plants are okay.  If members do not believe 
me, teachers in the education system are telling us that the kids are saying cannabis is now okay because the 
Premier and the Government say it is.  Dope smokers will like this Government.   

This Government is more interested in gay pride than it is in state pride.  We on this side have a different view; 
we are interested in the people of this State.  We are interested in Western Australia and its future and the values 
of ordinary, middle Australians.  That is what we stand for. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I do not know whether you heard the member for Roleystone’s comments, Mr Acting 
Speaker, but they certainly were unparliamentary.  I ask that the member withdraw. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  I did not hear the member for Roleystone’s comments. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Does the Acting Speaker want me to tell him what they were?  I heard the member for 
Roleystone clearly say to the Leader of the Opposition that he was a homophobic prick, and I ask him to 
withdraw. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  I called the Leader of the Opposition a homophobic creep.  I stand by that comment. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Further to the point of order, I heard it quite clearly. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I want to take some advice on this issue.  I simply did not hear what the member for 
Roleystone said. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I think the member for Roleystone is happy to withdraw.  We should all take a deep 
breath and allow the member for Roleystone to withdraw. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I believe we should get on with the debate.  Does the member for Roleystone have 
any comments? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  If referring to the Leader of the Opposition as a homophobic creep is unparliamentary, I 
will withdraw. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  There is no point of order.  The language in this place should be totally aboveboard 
and not reflect negatively on any member of the Chamber. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I thank the member for Roleystone, because he has demonstrated the point on which I 
started this debate - the conduct of Labor members of Parliament.  We saw an incident last night with the 
member for Riverton, an incident today with the member for Roleystone, and an incident yesterday involving the 
Minister for Education with the support of the Premier.  I thank the member for Roleystone for making the point 
publicly for me.  He has demonstrated the point more succinctly than I could have argued it, and that is the 
reality. 

Let me move on to law and order.  Other members may speak about law and order.  The Labor Party promised 
an additional 250 police officers.  By mid-2002 we had 38 fewer police officers - recruitment is down nearly 40 
per cent.  That is terrific!  That is as good as the Government’s tax commitment.  Crime has increased.  It is a 
fact that every day 40 Western Australians are bashed, a car is stolen every hour and a house is burgled every 14 
minutes.  What a terrific performance!  The Labor Party now proposes to abolish sentences of less than six 
months and, as the member for Kalgoorlie and others have pointed out, the reality is that perpetrators of sexual 
and physical assaults will be released.  That is the soft-on-crime approach by Labor.  Why not?  It is into 
cannabis law reform, it is into a social agenda and minority interests, and it wants prostitution around the 
suburbs.  Do Labor members realise that the people of Western Australia do not share those values?  In fact, 
many people in the Labor Party do not.  This Labor Party is made up of a mixture of social campaigners.  At 
least in the old days Labor Party members came into this Parliament from the working environment and 
represented workers.  We knew what we were dealing with.  We might have had an ideological difference, but at 
least they stood up for the workers and the unions.  When I glance around the Chamber and look at Labor 
members I see a bunch of social campaigners. 

A government member interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  And proud of it - I do not mind that; but it is not the old Labor Party.  We do have one old-
style Labor member here - the member for Collie.  This week when he was asked whether he would stand up for 
the electricity and coal workers in his town of Collie, he said nothing.  I can remember meeting with him and his 
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colleagues in Collie when the debate was going on about the power station, and they did stand up for the 
workers.  I will go down to Collie over the summer period. 

Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The Premier and the Deputy Premier will not take me on.  Will the member for Collie have 
a debate with me in Collie? 

Mr M.P. Murray:  I will have my say. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The member has not had his say yet; we have not heard a bo-peep out of him.  When will 
he make a speech and stand up for energy workers in this State?  He will not do a thing; he is so weak and is 
such a wimp that he will not stand up for his constituents, because he is like every other Labor member: all he is 
interested in is his preselection and his superannuation; he will not stand up for the workers. 

I will not talk about health because the member for Murdoch can do that.  I could go right through the portfolios.  
This has been a do-nothing Government with a do-little Premier - a Premier who does not do this State proud.  
The Premier is the architect of the sleaze of the Labor Party - he will deny it; he pretends to be a nice guy - but 
the sleaze repeatedly comes from his office.  I have never seen a Premier of this State behave with such poor 
standards. 

MR M.F. BOARD (Murdoch) [4.58 pm]:  The Government may be feeling fairly smug as it finishes its second 
year in government, but I ask government members, especially those in the compost heap with the heat coming 
out of it, why they did not reflect on the Westpoll on Saturday? 

Several members interjected. 
Mr M.F. BOARD:  Do members know why?  I want to take those members back - 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  All right, boys; you are all getting excited.  I will be down there 
to join you in a moment.   
Mr M.F. BOARD:  I want to take those learned gentlemen back to the election of 1993 and tell them what 
happened within a two-year period in 1993.  There happened to be a by-election in a Labor seat and Labor lost 
that as well.  The coalition Government was given a further endorsement and Rhonda Parker came into this 
Parliament, having won a Labor seat in a by-election two years after we obtained government.  What happened 
in 1996?  Four years after that, we increased our majority and the polling from 1993-96 was all the way up.  
Why?  Because when we came into government we governed for all the people of Western Australia.  We did 
not govern for an isolated group or a small minority of people who were turning the screws on the Cabinet.  We 
governed for the people of Western Australia.  We fixed up Labor’s mistakes, we paid its bills, we brought down 
unemployment, we brought down youth unemployment, and we started investing in the economy.  Everybody 
shared in the benefits.  Union members shared in it and the Western Australian community shared in it.  The 
people of this State endorsed that program.  The Government should reflect on what it is doing.  It should reflect 
on its two years in government and why the people of Western Australia are not giving it a tick, but a cross.  The 
reason they are doing that is that the Government is not governing for them.  The Government is governing for 
minority groups.  Those groups have issues and many of those issues are important to them, but the people of 
Western Australia expect more; they expect direction and important legislation in the Parliament, and they 
expect to see Western Australia competing and going forward on the world scene.  In my opinion, the 
Government has managed to waste two years of opportunities in this Parliament to govern for all Western 
Australians.  We saw it with the labour relations Bill, which pandered to minority groups. 

Mr J.N. Hyde interjected. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Be honest, member for Perth.  Tell the people of Western Australia that the Opposition 
supported 99 per cent of the gay and lesbian legislation.  The legislation also affected the rights of children, 
which is something we could not support.  We could not support that and that is what separated us.  The member 
should not mislead people about the issues of equity and justice that we support.  The Government went too far 
and started affecting other people’s rights; people who had no say or representation in this Parliament. 

I will talk about two major pieces of infrastructure: the railway and Roe Highway.  Why could the Government 
not leave them with the plans that were endorsed and supported?  I will tell members why.  It is because the 
psychology of the Labor Party and the way it goes about business could not allow it to continue with major 
pieces of infrastructure that were initiated, supported and funded by the Liberal Party.  The Government could 
not stand to think that the bulk of the projects would be completed under the Liberal plan.  It had to come up 
with something different.  We have seen the change to the plan for the rail line.  We see ad hoc decisions about 
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the deletion of the Fremantle eastern bypass.  We are soon to see a mess in the southern corridor.  Believe me - 
members should mark this date in their diaries - it will cost all the Government’s seats in the southern corridor if 
it does not wise up to the fact that people will have their amenity affected and their house prices and investments 
will go down the tube because the Government thinks that trucks on the roads is a great way to go.  It is a pipe 
dream.  The Opposition supports a rail option but it does not support it to the extent of affecting people’s 
livelihoods and the environment.  The Government should get real and start thinking about the community.  It 
should start thinking about people - its voters - in those seats.  Those are the people it represents.  The people 
who voted Labor in my electorate do not support this project and the Government knows it.  The Government is 
going to be in deep trouble. 

Let us talk about health and youth.  I will start with the youth portfolio, as we have spent a lot of time talking 
about health.  Where is the youth portfolio?  It is missing in action.  What has the Government done for the 
youth of Western Australia?  Not one initiative has come from the minister in two years.  All we have seen is the 
Office of Youth Affairs wiped out!  The major initiatives put in place by the previous Government are now 
unfunded.  Members should look at the web site for the Office of Youth Affairs - it is unattended.  Programs 
such as the cadet program have had their funding cut, youth advisory councils are being starved of funds and the 
youth grants program is on hold and streamlined.  Why?  Where is the vision for young people?  Where is the 
commitment?  The problem is the philosophical blindness that does not allow the Government to commit to 
programs if they were commenced by the previous Liberal Government.  Rather than support a good program 
the Government would prefer to cut out something that has the full support of young people in this State.  It 
would rather frustrate and starve programs on the vine.  If the Government had decent alternatives, that would be 
fine, but the Government has not come up with any decent alternatives. 

Let us talk about the health portfolio.  By any measure, the Government has failed.  The Government made a lot 
of promises, and I guarantee that the Westpoll result last week had a lot to do with health, because the promises, 
the rhetoric and the expectations were high but there has been no delivery whatsoever.  The Government is 
blowing the budget all over the city and secondary hospitals.  The Government is in deep strife.  It should watch 
what happens in the hospitals over Christmas when people go on leave.  The Government will be embarrassed.  
Members opposite will be embarrassed to be part of a Government that made so many promises about 
controlling finances and what happens in hospitals.  Things are worse than they have ever been before.  
Members opposite should talk to nurses, health professionals and allied health professionals about staff 
relationships in hospitals.  They are not giving the Government a tick.  We have the worst prison nurses strike in 
the State’s history on our doorstep.  Does the Government call that a decent relationship?  I do not.  If a person 
goes to an emergency hospital he will wait longer today than ever before for emergency treatment.  If a person is 
unlucky enough to be in an ambulance he had better cross his fingers as to where it pulls up.  The reality is that it 
is a roulette.  A person might start at Fremantle Hospital but end up at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, Royal 
Perth Hospital or, more likely, a St John of God hospital, because they are the only hospitals prepared and 
capable of dealing with that number of patients and ambulances.  The minister stood up and insulted the 
Parliament today by telling it that health has gone through a great period.  We have gone through the worst 
period in the State’s history in health.  We have seen ambulance bypass after bypass.  Elective surgery waiting 
lists have blown out and we have seen the cancellation of other surgery.  We have seen the largest number of 
people on the public waiting list move to the private sector.  That is what has happened.  Members opposite 
should talk to people in the private hospitals and see what those hospitals are doing with elective surgery for 
people who have been on waiting lists for hip replacements and a range of other things, and who have no hope at 
present.  Members opposite should ask their minister whether he has cancelled elective surgery over the 
Christmas period.  They are about to find out and they will be embarrassed when the news comes through.  
Members opposite should talk to the health war cabinet that was at Parliament today, which implored the 
minister to make some very tough decisions about the budget.  The Treasurer knows, but none of them is 
prepared to come out and tell us where the tough decisions will be made.   

Members should visit the country; they should visit the bush. 

Mr J.N. Hyde:  Where are you going to go? 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  The member will see very shortly where we are going.  We will have some early policy 
initiatives, I can tell the member that much.   

Where is the Government’s health portfolio in the country?  Do people still play a role in country health 
services?  No!  People do not play a role any longer.  Is there any decision making about how towns operate in 
health?  No, that has been cut out.  What is the likelihood of having a general practitioner or specialist services - 
which, admittedly, were ad hoc?  Where are they now?  Where are obstetrics and gynaecology in the country?  
How many nurses are working in the country compared with only two years ago?  Where are the allied health 
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professionals in the country?  The dental services have given up.  People who live in country areas have to wait 
for 12 months before they can receive dental treatment from the public system; that is the longest waiting period 
in the State’s history.  By any measure, the Government has failed, and it is being judged accordingly.  The 
Government is full of rhetoric, but has no substance.  It is full of glossy pamphlets, Health Administrative 
Review Committee reports and administrative changes, but it has not made a single change that affects the speed 
at which services are provided on the ground or that affects where they are delivered.  A few emergency 
departments will be dressed up at the front, but that will not create more beds or increased services; it is just a 
facade, and the community knows it.   

There are a number of ways to judge the performance of a Government as it approaches its mid term.  The most 
important ways to judge a Government is to ask whether it has lived up to the community’s expectations, 
whether it has given the community a better deal and whether it is delivering what the community expected.  The 
answer on all of those counts is no.  The Government has failed, and is being judged accordingly.  Unless it 
adjusts the way it conducts its business and unless it makes the tough decisions that must be made and funds 
services appropriately, it will definitely be a one-term Government.   

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [5.11 pm]:  This is an interesting debate and I 
am keen to get into it.  I note that only three ministers are in the Chamber.  As I came into the Chamber, 
government members were crying out for members of the cabbage patch on my left to come into the Chamber to 
interject, which is just what they are doing.  I have been here long enough to have been like them once; I sat on 
the government benches once too and I went through the process through which they are going.  It is interesting 
that it has been left to the cabbage patch to carry the day and the ministers are not in the House.   

I am keen to discuss some issues.  On 21 May 2002, which was not very long ago, the Premier said that yet again 
the Commonwealth Government had tried to shirk its responsibility, and that there was more to come.  That 
highlights the Government’s hypocrisy.  Every time pressure is applied to this Government over an issue, it says 
that it is the federal Government’s responsibility.  The Government does not want to govern.  I will refer to a few 
matters just to get my heart beating a bit and to get the end-of-the-year spirit going.  One of the things you will 
find, Mr Speaker - you have not been here for very long - is that as soon as the jacaranda tree flowers, this place 
goes crazy.   

Ms S.M. McHale:  Is that the reason?   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is the reason.  The jacaranda is the cause of the disruption in this House.  The 
issue of a doctor in Merredin was a very critical issue for the National Party.  When that issue hit the fan, the 
Minister for Health said there was not a doctor in Merredin because the federal Government would not supply 
one.  He ignored the fact that he is responsible for at least 30 per cent of the funds that go into the Merredin 
District Hospital to retain a doctor.  He said it was totally a federal Government responsibility.   

I refer to the shortage of nurses in the State.  The registration and training of nurses is the State’s responsibility.  
However, the Minister for Health says that there are not enough trained nurses because the federal Government 
will not supply any places to train them.  According to the Minister for Health, it is the federal Government’s 
problem that we do not have any trained nurses in this State.   

I refer to transport.  Of the 119 listed road projects, 69 are unfunded, 51 of which are located in regional areas.  
Again the minister says that is a federal problem.  He says that we do not have money for roads in Western 
Australia because the federal Government will not provide money to this State.  He has totally ignored the fact 
that last year the State Government whipped out more than $100 million from the budget, and that will happen 
again.  Suddenly it is a federal problem.  I refer to the issue of AusLink, which is a federal program.  Suddenly 
the State Government flipped its position and decided that it did not want to be involved in AusLink because it 
was a federal program.  Where is the logic in that?  It is nothing but total hypocrisy.   

Mr J.N. Hyde:  We fast tracked funding for regional roads.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The Government fast tracked it straight out of the budget.  The funds have not even 
been provided for in the extended four-year budget program - they are gone.  Where have the funds for the lime 
sand roads gone?  They have vanished; they are not in the extended budget either.  What has happened to the 
Government’s funds for salinity and sustainable agriculture?  They have gone from the state budget too.  As soon 
as we said that the wharf at the Broome port had to be extended so that the Australian navy, in particular, and 
other people could access it, the minister said that it was a federal problem.  Even though the federal 
Government and the Broome Port Authority have supplied funds for the project - 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  There is one exception.  Remember last week when the Premier announced that he was 
bringing in the counter terrorism Bill as matter of priority?  He forgot to tell us that it was a federal Government 
Bill.  He got that wrong.   
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Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  He photocopied what every other State has done.  This Government has taken no 
action on that matter at all.  The State Government is the only party that has not committed funds for the 
construction of the wharf for the port of Broome.  The port authorities and the federal Government are 
committed, but the State Government is not.  When we asked the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure what 
she intended to do about it, she said that it was a federal problem.  She said, “I don’t want to govern or be 
responsible; it is a federal problem.”   

I refer to tourism, which was one of the Government’s favourite subjects early in its term.  When Ansett 
Australia collapsed, the Government said it was a federal problem.  Embarrassingly for the State Government, 
John Anderson came up with the money for Ansett, but what did it do?  Nothing.  The minister said there was no 
way that the Western Australian Government would put money into tourism because it is a federal Government 
problem.  The federal Government did put money into tourism.  What happened to this Government’s early 
commitment?  It has gone.  Two of the National Party’s favourite issues are water and salinity.  There are 1 700 
gigalitres of water under the wheatbelt, some of which is just a few kilometres over the hill.  Has this 
Government done anything about it?  No.  The State Government says that water is a federal Government 
problem.   

Mr J.N. Hyde:  We consulted.  You wanted a water symposium, and we held it.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The Government held the water symposium, but it did not invite any rural people.  
Rural people were there, but the agenda was totally focused on the metropolitan area.  The recommendations 
from that symposium had nothing at all to do with regional Western Australia.  The State Government says that 
the ground water problem is a federal matter and that it will not do anything about it.  Government members say, 
“Don’t ask us to do anything about it; we are only the State Government.  We don’t want to govern.  Don’t talk 
to us; talk to the feds.”  The State Government would not provide $98 million for the national action plan.  When 
we pressured the Government over that issue, we were told that it too was a federal Government problem.  The 
Government does not want the Opposition to ask it to provide funds for the national action plan.  The 
Government has said that if we want action to be taken, we should talk to the feds.  Although every other State 
contributed money to the plan, this Government would not contribute $98 million.  Again it told us that it is a 
federal Government problem.   

Mr J.N. Hyde:  The federal Government is spending all that money on the Murray-Darling basin.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is because this Government would not make an application.  Money was set 
aside for Western Australia, but the Government will not apply for it.  When I asked the Government about it, I 
was told that it was an agricultural problem.  The State Government said that the drought was a federal 
Government problem.  The Governments of Victoria, New South Wales and Queensland quickly initiated 
imaginative programs.   

Mr J.N. Hyde:  We did too.  We provided $6 million for drought relief.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The Government did not; it said that it was a federal government problem.  Unless 
farmers have lived for two years in an area that has been declared an exceptional circumstances area, the 
Government will not give them two and six; they will get nothing.  I would love to know how much money has 
been given under the Government’s proposal, because it keeps on saying that we should talk to the federal 
minister.  The Government claims that the suffering caused to Western Australians by the drought is a federal 
government matter.  After all, they are only rural people; they do not come from the metropolitan area.  
Insurance companies such as HIH Insurance were going under, but the Government said that they were federal 
issues.  It said that public liability and professional indemnity cover were federal problems.  I am glad to see the 
minister in the House.  Western Australians are suffering from the pain of professional indemnity and public 
liability insurance, but this Government has done nothing about it and is not interested.   
Mr E.S. Ripper:  There are two Bills in this Parliament to deal with the issue and another one being drafted.  
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I do not have time to debate those, but one of them is a Clayton’s Bill.  The 
Government says that it will give people cover as long as they do not ask for it or want lower premiums.  It will 
give them cover, but there are important considerations and they should not ask for it or for cheaper premiums.   
People are arguing about the placement of industrial sites on the Burrup Peninsula.  At the same time the 
Government is saying that the $300 million needed to fix up the sites is a federal problem.  Five or six industries 
want to operate in the Burrup.  The Premier is happy to go on television, but he just wants to be there for the 
photo opportunity, not to be involved in anything else. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  He will never miss a photo opportunity. 
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Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is right.  He would be there for the opening of the mail, but he would not be 
there for the allocation of money to that project.  He says that is a federal problem. 

Let me deal with the history of this Government in destroying - I underline the word “destroying” - regional and 
rural Western Australia.  It has abolished health boards and the community management of country hospitals.  It 
has shifted medical services from Derby to Broome.  It has wiped out all the history that goes with the Royal 
Flying Doctor Service at Derby.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Where was the member for Kimberley when the question of Derby came up?  She was missing 
in action. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  She had vanished, like the member for Collie when the issue of power comes up.  
There is an inability to resolve land issues to do with Broome International Airport.  The airport at Broome was 
closed for two weeks when Bali was in crisis, and international tourists were looking to go elsewhere.  Could 
they go to Broome?  No.  The Western Australian Tourism Commission communique suggested that they should 
go somewhere else.   

This Government rejected the National Party Bill that was designed to protect volunteers.  We came up with a 
solution.  We would not penalise volunteers.  What did the Government do?  It penalised volunteers.  We could 
go into just how much rural and regional Western Australia depends on volunteers.  What did the Government 
do?  It did absolutely nothing.   

I will not speak on the timber quotas, because I am sure the member for Warren-Blackwood will do so.  Having 
done what the Government said it would do in its policy statement, where is the support for that community?  It 
is totally absent.  One of the jokes is that the five agencies in the building in the middle of Manjimup have 
absolutely nothing to offer.  It is an appalling situation.   

The Government has introduced industrial relations changes that provide unions will full worksite access and 
have removed individual workplace agreements.  Country people are opposed to that.  Not one individual has 
spoken to me in favour of the Government’s industrial relations Bill.  Northam, in particular, has for a long time 
been a blue collar town.  I do not know of one person in that community who supports the Government’s 
legislation.   

What has the Government done to the Department of Agriculture?  It has cut its budget by $40 million and 
sacked 151 people over two years.  Road funding has had $100 million cut out of it and the Government rejected 
a National Party Bill to secure that road funding.  The Government has maintained exorbitantly high fuel costs 
and has totally failed to deal with the wholesale fuel situation.  That is even worse than its Clayton’s effort.  
There has been no assistance for country people even though big promises were made by the Labor Party two 
years ago during the election campaign.  Those promises have evaporated.   

The Government has broken its promises on regional investment funding.  Headworks schemes are very critical 
in the country for people who want to start small businesses and commercial activities in rural, regional and 
coastal areas.  There is no headworks fund; it is up for review for two years.  As a result, commerce in regional 
Western Australia has had a major handbrake applied to it.  The Government has siphoned money out of the 
regional investment fund to compensate for the loss of its premium property tax.  What a farce that was.  It was a 
memorable day in this House.  When the Government could not carry the property tax, which was purely a 
metropolitan issue, what did it do?  It ripped money out of the funds that had been allocated for regional and 
rural people.  The Government has not replaced it.  The Government removed $2 million from the regional 
airports development scheme.  One of the first items on the agenda for Ravensthorpe is a sealed airstrip for the 
community to service the magnificent mining project.  How will it be funded?  It will be interesting to see how 
the Government does it.   

The splitting of responsibilities of Western Power will be fantastic! 

Mr J.N. Hyde:  We brought down charges in the bush; eight years of your Government did not. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is a very interesting statement.  I must have been missing from this House, the 
State and the world when that happened.  That is a ridiculous statement by the member for Perth.   

Mr J.N. Hyde:  You ask them about it in Esperance. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The member has no idea.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Your minister had to issue a new press release on that within one hour because he got it wrong. 

Mr J.N. Hyde:  Ask the member representing Esperance; he will tell you. 
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Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It is interesting that I have to stand on William Street to tell the people of Perth what 
is happening in the member for Perth’s electorate.  He then says that I should go to Esperance.  I know what 
happens in Esperance.  I have been to Esperance several times this year.  I would like to know how many times 
the member for Perth has been to Esperance. 

Mr J.N. Hyde:  I will be there in three weeks. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  We are in the last days of November.   

Mr J.N. Hyde:  I will be spreading the good news about the Gallop Government. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I am sure that the people of Esperance are so excited that they can hardly contain 
themselves. 

Infill sewerage is one of the best environmental programs that has been initiated in this State for some time.  
Sewage was going into the Swan River, the Avon River and many other rivers throughout the State.  What has 
the Government done with the infill sewerage program?  It has slashed its funding and cut it back.  It affects not 
only the environment but also the jobs of thousands of contractors and people involved in a long-term, very good 
project.  The Labor Party did not oppose it when we were in government and put the project in place, but when it 
got into government it slashed the program. 

Mr J.N. Hyde:  It is a slight adjustment over four years. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The Government has absolutely slashed it. 

I have enjoyed running through this process, but the key point is that every time the Government on my left is 
confronted with an issue, it comes up with the common war cry that it is a federal problem.   

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood) [5.29 pm]:  The motion is -  

That this House condemns the Gallop Labor Government for its failure to govern in the interests of all 
Western Australians and the failure of its ministers to discharge their duties in an open and accountable 
manner. 

It is a very important motion, probably the most important motion that has come before this House for a number 
of months.  What do we see?  One wonders where the members on the government back bench would be if a call 
had not gone out over the public-address system to get them into the Chamber.  Where is the Premier?  Where is 
Hon Geoff Gallop, the Premier of Western Australia, who promised to govern for all people in this State?  Who 
do we see in the Chamber?  We see two ministers of the Government - the Treasurer and the Minister for 
Consumer and Employment Protection, the latter studying assiduously.  Where are the other ministers?  I put it 
that they are absent without leave.  One of the things that really disturbs me is that in all the time the Labor Party 
has been in power in this State, the Premier has found it too hard to visit the south west corner of Western 
Australia.  He has now been in office for 94 weeks.  The south west area has been more adversely affected by 
government policy than any other area in the State.  Does any member on the other side of the House deny that 
assertion?  Is there one member who denies that the south west corner of the State is the area most affected by 
government policy?  The silence is deafening.  That is acknowledgment of the fact that this Government has 
been negligent in the way that it has dealt with people in the south west of Western Australia.  There is no doubt 
about that.  That is the acknowledgment by all the backbenchers on the opposite side who are in the Chamber 
today: the members for Joondalup, Wanneroo, Roleystone, Eyre, Albany, Innaloo, Perth, Bassendean, 
Mandurah, Rockingham, Collie, Girrawheen, Ballajura, and Belmont and Mr Acting Speaker.  Not one statement 
of rejection of the assertion that this Government has failed the people of the south west.  Where has the Premier 
been?  He has been to the United Arab Emirates with 91 delegates, a move that I have applauded.  Although on 
reading the report by the Premier I found that half those delegates were bureaucrats, that is beside the point.  It 
was a very good initiative by the Government and I am the first to praise the Government for that.  However, I 
have said to the Premier via interjection and debate in this place that I do not necessarily need the Premier to 
bring 91 businessmen to the south west.  I do not think that he needs to bring even 50.  Perhaps the Premier may 
see fit to aggressively approach a range of businesses in downtown Perth and the State to ask them whether they 
would like to be part of a delegation to Manjimup and Pemberton to leave a bit of the foreign and city capital in 
the south west.  If not one thing came of it, it would still be a worthwhile exercise by the Premier.  Has the 
Premier been to the south west area?  What is the Premier worried about?  Does he think that the people in 
Manjimup, Pemberton, Bridgetown and Northcliffe are so backward that they would attack a Premier of the 
State?  Does he really think that?  There are just as many intellectually gifted and capable people in the south 
west as there are anywhere else in the State.  If the Premier visited the area, he would be afforded all the 
courtesies that are fitting for a person of his office. 

I will now speak about the ministers. 
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Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  Order, members! 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I acknowledge that a number of ministers have visited the area.  Last week, for example, the 
minister with responsibility for water supplies visited Manjimup to find that the only dam in the whole of the 
lower south west was empty.  One would have to ask whether this issue has been managed properly.  Have 
people working in the Water Corporation managed the Manjimup water supply properly?  Every other single 
dam in the district is full.  The people in the agricultural area faced the same drought conditions last year as those 
in the town.  Obviously there is a draw down for domestic consumption.  There is also a draw down on farm 
water supplies for irrigation.  This area is the largest horticultural area in the State.  However, all the farm dams 
are full and the town water supply is empty.  The minister, in reacting to a critical statement I made about the 
way that project has been managed, visited the area and consulted with the marron at the bottom of the dam.  
What did he come up?  He decided to send the gardening expert, John Colwill - a lovely bloke - to Manjimup.  
Talk about the hospital handball and passing the buck!  That is not acceptable in this day and age.  This area had 
the wettest October for many a long year and it now has a shortage of water.   

The good thing about the minister’s visit was that he actually drove to the area along the South Western 
Highway.  He would have seen all the crosses on the side of the road between Donnybrook and Bridgetown that 
denote road deaths.  I presume that he also would have acknowledged that every woman who is pregnant with 
her first baby must travel to Bunbury to see a gynaecologist.  Areas such as Manjimup, Bridgetown or 
Pemberton, which are not serviced by a visiting surgeon or anaesthetist, do not have facilities for childbirth and 
the pregnant women living in those areas are at risk.  What does this brilliant Government do?  It has taken what 
I believe is the most dangerous road in Western Australia - the South Western Highway - off the roadworks 
program; $60 million has been removed from the budget.  Well done Labor Party!  We can also add to that the 
Muirs Highway. 

It takes a full day for a delegation from the lower south west to meet with the Minister for the Environment and 
Heritage.  By the time the councillors from the Shire of Manjimup hop in a car and travel to Perth, it takes at 
least four hours.  They get a whole 20 minutes to meet with the minister, 10 minutes of which are spent listening 
to all the ills of the previous Government and 10 minutes of which are left to resolve the issue.  Guess what 
happened last week?  A delegation from the Shire of Manjimup visited the Minister for the Environment and 
Heritage and she quite magnanimously said that she was so pleased that the local member supported her calls for 
prescribed burning in Western Australia.  I do not know where I was!  I must have been in the same place as the 
Leader of the National Party was!  I thought we dragged the Labor Party kicking and screaming to allow 
prescribed burning in Western Australia.  That is the fact of the matter.  Talk about adding insult to injury; she 
should have at least acknowledged that the Government has been negligent in this area and that prescribed 
burning is needed.  The front pages of the newspapers show pictures of fires in New South Wales and 
Queensland, with flames that are 50 to 100 feet high.  That will happen in this State if prescribed burning is not 
carried out.  Where is Western Australia’s story placed in the newspaper?  On page 20, or thereabouts, stating 
that the Opposition has offered bipartisan support for prescribed burning in Western Australia and, yes, the 
metropolitan area will suffer some discomfort as a result of the smoke haze.  Smoke haze occurs every second 
day in Warren-Blackwood.  As a matter of fact, when the bush is burnt around my place next week, we will 
probably have smoke haze for a couple of weeks.  However, we do not whinge about it.  We know that the 
Department of Conservation and Land Management is doing its job; it is making the place safer for all Western 
Australians and making sure that the bush is regenerated in a proper environmental way.  That is what prescribed 
burning is all about. 

Mr J.N. Hyde:  Who’s whingeing on this side of the House?  We supported prescribed burning.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The only reason the Labor Party supported prescribed burning is that the opposition parties 
dragged it to the issue and made it face the fact that this State was facing a wildfire situation, second only to that 
in the United States.  That is why the Labor Party finally made its decision. 

I now turn to the timber industry exit packages.  I have resorted to getting some of my colleagues in the other 
place to ask questions for me.  I get a quicker reply in the other place than I do in this place because of the 
limited number of questions we are able to ask without notice.  Approximately 52 mills are seeking business exit 
packages.  Only 20 had received funding when I asked my last question.  Therefore, 32 more mills are yet to be 
exited from the industry.  With regard to employee redundancies, a package is provided by the Government that 
was initiated by the previous Government.  Those funds are now in the area.  Why is the economy of Manjimup 
and Pemberton depressed?  The place should be awash with money.  There are redundancy funds - lump sums of 
up to $60 000 - for some of the long-serving workers, and business exit moneys amounting to $15 million have 
been paid out to businesses.  Why is the town in depression?  It is because of the uncertainty that has been 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 27 November 2002] 

 p3511b-3524a 
Mr Colin Barnett; Acting Speaker; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Martin Whitely; Ms Katie Hodson-

Thomas; Mr Max Trenorden; Mr Mike Board; Mr Mark McGowan 

 [12] 

brought about by the lack of policy and decision making by this Government, from the Premier down to the 
lowest minister.  In fact, Manjimup is in a state of collapse from a social perspective.  I tried to ask a question 
yesterday in this House of the Minister for Community Development, and we got the same old platitudes; that is, 
that there has not been a significant increase in the number of domestic violence cases, families in crisis and so 
on.   

The fact of the matter is that only two years ago there were 200 Aboriginal people in Manjimup.  They were 
people who regarded themselves as being of Aboriginal descent.  Currently, there are 464 Aboriginal people in 
Manjimup.  A number of those families, as well as other families who are in need, have moved into that area 
because of the lowering of the cost of housing and the reduction in the waiting lists for Homeswest housing.  
With those families have come difficulties.  I have taken it upon myself to speak with the local constabulary.  I 
attend the domestic violence meetings in my electorate.  My officers and I attend resources committee meetings 
to ensure that people’s concerns are listened to. 

A report that is available for any of the government departments to peruse states that the extent of social decay in 
Manjimup is increasing.  Two policemen who were posted to Manjimup to assist in dealing with the people who 
were protesting in the bush have been removed.  The hospital lacks staff right across the board - in mental health 
and allied health.  Some children who go to the high school in Manjimup and to the special education centre 
have no food with them.  Schoolteachers are using their own money to pay for lunches for children in Manjimup.  
It is a matter of real concern to me.  It tears my heart out to listen to these people.  Teachers who approach public 
figures in public places break down emotionally because they cannot cope.  The Department for Community 
Development was not staffed adequately to deal with the influx of these families.  If there are problems in other 
parts of the State and the powers that be within the government departments decide to shift some of those 
families to Manjimup, I do not object to that.  However, at least the support services should be provided.  The 
support services are just not there.  Because of that, the people who are working in those government 
departments are getting burnt out - to the extent that when people come to see me on these issues, I despair.  
When I ask questions of the Government, I get platitudes and simple answers that are just not right. 

When I wrote to the Minister for Community Development in August, I did not make it a political issue.  I told 
her that it had come to my attention that families in Manjimup were in trouble.  Of course, the Treasurer has 
taken a lot of notice of this.  He is dead to the world in the middle of what I consider to be a very important 
debate.  He is still not awake.  The Treasurer, who was formerly a Minister for Community Development, has 
the power to provide funds.  I am glad the Treasurer is now back with us.  I hope that he takes some notes, 
because money, resources and people are needed in this area.  We need counsellors, Aboriginal liaison officers 
and people in the Aboriginal community who are able to point people in the right direction for training and job 
opportunities.  If we do not get them, the socioeconomic base of that district will be lowered. 

Members opposite agree that the Government has not dealt with the south west community adequately.  When 
the community is on its knees as a result of the Government’s political policies, what happens?  The community 
is flooded with families who have special problems, and the support base is not provided.  It is a recipe for 
disaster, and it should not happen in this day and age.  This is the sort of thing we are seeing.  Our schools and 
family and community services are under stress.  There is a lack of mental health, police and hospital support, 
and on it goes.  It is just not good enough. 

I might have had a couple of digs at the Government over the years, and I do not resile from that.  However, it 
almost seems as though the Government’s view is that it can just burn the Warren-Blackwood community - let it 
go and forget about it.  It is a country seat, and the Government does not really need it anyway, so it will just let 
the community die.  That seems to be the situation. 

What are the sorts of things that need to be done?  We need to see the Premier in that area.  If the ministers do 
not want to send the Premier down there, they can send down a minister with a placard of the Premier, and the 
minister can walk up and down the street and say, “This is Dr Gallop.”  The furniture industry needs to be 
relocated to Manjimup.  It is a project that can be achieved at the stroke of a pen.  As a minister of the Crown, 
the Treasurer can go to his bureaucrats and say, “Let it be done.”  Just go and do it; that is all the Treasurer must 
do.  Food technology and value adding of food projects could be undertaken. 

Recently, a school in Balga burnt down.  It was not difficult to find money for that school.  The Treasurer had to 
find it.  It would not be much more difficult to find $5 million to build a new Manjimup Primary School.  The 
Minister for Education visited the area.  I actually organised the itinerary for the visit.  That was the degree of 
bipartisanship that I was prepared to extend.  I invited all the school principals from the whole education district 
to a dinner, which was paid for by the department - not by the minister but by the Department of Education - to 
meet the minister.  The minister promised the Pemberton community $60 000 to build a science room at the high 
school.  He came into this place and said that he had given instructions for that to be done.  It still has not been 
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done.  That was months ago - 60 000 lousy dollars to build a science room!  The school already has $40 000 in 
the bank.  It will release a transportable building, and the Department of Education will save $70 000 or $80 000 
in another community.  It is not a big deal.  It is not too much for the communities of Manjimup, Pemberton, 
Nannup and Northcliffe to ask for. 

Why not build a new tourist bureau in Pemberton, similar to that which exists in Margaret River, and jazz up the 
main street?  We would be looking at a couple of million dollars.  In the overall scheme of things in the state 
budget, it would be 0.000-something per cent.  It would be a drop in the ocean to restore some confidence in 
those communities.  I sound a warning to the Government about what will happen when the redundancy money 
runs out.  When people are in the position that I am in, they learn to read the signs, predict what could happen in 
their community and move to address those issues in advance so that they do not have a major impact.  When the 
redundancy money and the business exit money runs out in the middle of next winter, there will be an economic 
crisis in the lower south west.  Therefore, I implore the Government and the Premier to govern for all people, as 
he said he would do, and to address those issues in the lower south west. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.47 pm]:  Mr Acting Speaker -  

Mr W.J. McNee:  Here is my local member. 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  Correct, I am the member for Moore’s member of Parliament.  The member for Cottesloe 
should take account of that when he criticises members for where they live.  What an appalling motion this is.  It 
is a general, vague motion that allows members of the Opposition to sprout whatever prejudices they want to.  
This is their opportunity to raise any petty gripe that they may have had over the past two years.  They may have 
noticed that they have aroused barely a flicker of interest in the press gallery.  Here is their moment of glory for 
the week in Parliament, but there has been barely a flicker of interest, because all they do - they do it every 
single week - is lecture government members on their perceived prejudices regarding where we may or may not 
have made mistakes throughout our two years in government.   

My piece of advice to the Opposition is that it must get serious about politics and about government.  It must 
deal with an issue each week.  For once, the Opposition should come up with something new.  How many times 
must I hear the Leader of the Opposition say, “This is a Premier who has no workload.  He does not do 
anything”?  The Premier has five portfolios.  As well as being the Premier, the member for Victoria Park is the 
Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal Affairs; Science; and Citizenship and Multicultural Interests.  
The Leader of the Opposition considers multiculturalism to be a joke because he is the person who endorsed One 
Nation and put it ahead of the Labor Party.  The Leader of the Opposition was criticised nationally because of his 
appeal for the race vote.  He may well think that the multicultural interests portfolio is not important, because, as 
the record shows, he put a racist party ahead of the Australian Labor Party.   

The motion - I hope the Leader of the Opposition has the courage to hang around to listen to what I have to say - 
refers to accountability.  The Leader of the Opposition has stated that the Government is not being accountable 
because it is delivering on its promises.  The Government is putting in place - or attempting to put in place - 
electoral reform, which is what it stated it would do before the election.  However, somehow that is not being 
accountable.  The Government is putting in place magnificent economic reforms in the area of electricity.  
However, somehow that too is not being accountable.  It is also putting in place a magnificent rail line, one that 
before the election it said it would build.  We are saving old-growth forests, a policy that was also outlined 
before the election.  We are also reforming labour relations, which is what we said we would do - to the word - 
before the election.  The Government is putting in place necessary social reforms in the areas of prostitution and 
cannabis possession and use - areas that Parliament should have dealt with decades ago - which is what Labor 
stated it would do before the election.  The Leader of the Opposition has criticised the Government about its 
level of accountability.  However, the Government is being accountable to the general public of Western 
Australia that elected it to office.   

The Leader of the Opposition also referred to attacks on himself and the member for Kingsley and stated that 
government members had behaved inappropriately.  I remind the House that last week the Leader of the 
Opposition sat in his seat and called one of the Government’s staffers, Mr Kieran Murphy, a sleaze.   

An opposition member:  A sleaze machine.   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I will take that interjection - the Leader of the Opposition called him a sleaze machine.  Mr 
Murphy is an employee of the Government.  He is not given the opportunity to come into the Chamber to defend 
himself.  The member for Kingsley and the Leader of the Opposition made personal explanations about the 
issues in which they were involved.  However, Mr Murphy does not have the opportunity to defend himself.  It is 
the Leader of the Opposition who is gutless, because he criticised a member of the community and called him a 
sleaze even though he knew that that person could not defend himself.  The matter goes even further.  Before the 
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last election the Leader of the Opposition assaulted my friend, the member for Willagee, and attacked the 
member for Armadale every day in a horrible way.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  In what way?   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  The member for Hillarys is aware of the criticisms alleging alcohol abuse on the part of the 
member for Armadale.  Quite frankly, such attacks are disgusting.   

Several opposition members interjected.   
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  Order, members!  
Mr M. McGOWAN:  The Leader of the Opposition also allows his colleagues, such as the members for Hillarys 
and Warren-Blackwood, to come into the Chamber and denigrate Aboriginal people.  I sit next to an Aboriginal 
person -  
Several opposition members interjected.   
The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!   

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The member for Rockingham knows that that is not true.  I would never seek to denigrate 
any person, let alone an Aboriginal person.  Aboriginal families are suffering and they need assistance.  I ask 
him to withdraw his comment.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr M. McGOWAN:  The Leader of the Opposition also permits the member for Vasse to verbally attack a 
gardener who belongs to his constituency because he has a part-time gardening job at a local school.  That is the 
standard set by the Opposition when it comes to dealing with members of the public.   

Let us get down to the issue of accountability, because I want the Opposition to be accountable about a few 
matters.  The Opposition - particularly the Leader of the Opposition and the member for Warren-Blackwood - 
constantly criticises the Government’s old-growth forest policy.  This is their chance to be accountable.  Will the 
Opposition log old-growth forests if it is elected to office?  

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected.   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  The Leader of the Opposition has just confirmed that the Opposition will log old-growth 
forests if elected.  Will the Opposition support the Government’s necessary and much endorsed - especially 
throughout the broader business community - electricity reforms when they are presented to this House and the 
upper House?  The Leader of the Opposition will not state his position, which shows his lack of accountability 
on important issues.  The Leader of the Opposition is a man under enormous pressure as a result of the electricity 
issue; therefore, he will not outline his position.  He will not show any accountability in the two above-
mentioned matters.   

Ms S.E. Walker interjected.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, member for Nedlands!   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  This Opposition that professes to be holier than thou, is the same team that permitted the 
former member for Alfred Cove, Hon Doug Shave, to preside over a portfolio in which Western Australian 
families lost millions of dollars.  The Opposition is also the same team that permitted the former member for 
Albany - before he was kicked out of his seat - to be a party to those dealings.  Further, it is the same team that 
endorsed the former member for Geraldton, Mr Bob Bloffwitch, when he failed to comply with Parliament’s 
rules of disclosure.  The Opposition is clearly wrong when it comes into this place and states that it is more 
accountable than the Government.  The record shows that the Government has been accountable to the people 
who elected it and that it is carrying out the policies upon which it was elected.  That is accountability.   

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [5.58 pm]:  We are almost at the end of the hour and a half of private members’ 
business.  I will bring to the attention of the House issues that reveal the dreadful inadequacies of at least four 
ministers of the Crown, including the Premier.  I intend to talk until six o’clock, which is only two minutes 
away.  I assure the House that next week the Opposition will continue this debate during private members’ time, 
because there are many issues - today we have heard only a few - that the Opposition wants to bring to the 
attention of the House and the people of Western Australia.  There are many examples of total incompetence, 
inadequacies and cover-ups in the Gallop Government. 

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected.   
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The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, member for Roleystone!   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I take great delight in winding up the vegie patch.  Whenever a member on this side of the 
House has something significant to say about the inadequacies of the Government and certain ministers, plan A 
comes into operation.  The vegie patch is told, “Shout them down and make sure that they cannot be heard, 
because that will distract them and that way we can keep the truth from the people of Western Australia.”  They 
try to put us off by carrying on when we are contributing to the debate.  That will not happen, because I have 
learnt a lesson.  The more government members shout and holler at me, the more I will lower my voice so that 
Hansard can hear me and so that you, Mr Acting Speaker, can hear me, because you are an important person and 
the person whom I am addressing.  I will not address some of the rabble that is on the other side of the House.  I 
will continue my remarks next week.  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.00 pm 
[Quorum formed.] 
 


