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PREMIER’S STATEMENT 
Consideration 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [2.51 pm]: Before the lunch break, I was speaking about how bureaucratic 
red tape has impacted on a planned $2 billion development at Belmont Park Racecourse. That bureaucratic red 
tape has just been referred to during question time when members spoke about the gas project in the Kimberley. 
It is a fact that bureaucratic red tape is tying up the system in such a way that even some ministers are becoming 
frustrated. As I mentioned, the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure has been frustrated by the Environmental 
Protection Authority and the Swan River Trust because they have virtually stymied a project that she was very 
supportive of—a project for the development of accommodation for 8 000 residents at Belmont Park 
Racecourse. As a result of their decision, the Western Australian Turf Club did not want to go to the expense that 
companies such as the one that was just referred to in question time go to, so it basically said, “No; we’re out of 
this. We’ll scale back our development.” It now wants its development to eventually accommodate 4 000 
residents. It had plans for a hotel, an Indigenous arts centre and some commercial facilities, as well as the 
residential facilities. Now that opportunity has been lost. That lost opportunity has been described by 
sustainability expert Professor Peter Newman as a tragedy. He was a big supporter of that project. He is a big 
supporter of Network City, and he thought that missing out on such a project would be an absolute shame. 

The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure claimed in her letter to the Minister for the Environment that she 
and the former Minister for the Environment, who is in the chamber today, had a mutual understanding that the 
amendment required to the metropolitan region scheme for the project could proceed without the need for a 
formal assessment. I know that, at the time, the then Minister for the Environment was also the Minister for 
Racing and Gaming and I am sure that he was supportive of the project, as we all were. However, the red tape 
even got the better of that minister. He could not effect anything. He has since said that he would not interfere 
with any of those processes. This is the problem that has clearly frustrated the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure. As a result, I asked the Premier: if a 30-storey hotel is planned for the new riverside development 
in the city, which involves a bigger area of land, how will that get through these environmental processes when 
the development at Belmont Park could not? This is another problem that the people who want to develop 
Western Australia are facing. 

I now move on to the subject of the southern suburbs railway. We heard the member for Mandurah banging on 
today about what a great project it is. We all support the railway. We know that we need a railway to the 
southern suburbs. I heard the Premier say yesterday that we are the envy of Australia because of the Perth-
Mandurah railway. I think that is going a bit too far. I wonder whether the Premier has seen railway systems in 
other parts of the nation or the world to make that statement. I have lived in Melbourne and it has an outstanding 
rail network. In fact, on Melbourne Cup day 80 000 people travel to and from the racecourse at Flemington by 
train. I reckon that even the residents living closest to the stations on the railway line to Mandurah would need a 
cut lunch and a waterbag to get to the station by foot. If they do not travel by car and are not lucky enough to get 
a car park at the stations that have car parks, they have to rely on a bus. When they get to Mandurah, the station 
is several kilometres from the centre of the city. We want tourists to be able to travel by train and we want 
people from the city to be able to go to Mandurah for picnics. People who travel by train in cities in Europe are 
taken right into the heart of those cities. I remember going by train from London to Brighton and when I got off 
the train at Brighton, I was almost in the main street and not far from the beachfront. However, to travel to 
Mandurah, people have to get off the train with their eskies and whatever else they take with them and then find 
a bus to take them into the city. I think the railway line is a good project and we support it, but I do not think it 
makes us the envy of all of Australia. 

I want to raise a point that has annoyed a lot of my constituents in South Perth; that is, the noise of the train. I 
would like all members to get out of their cars and stand somewhere near the train line that runs between Perth 
and Mandurah and listen to how loud the train noise is. The noise of the train is driving my constituents crazy. 
The minister assures me that it complies with appropriate noise restrictions. 

Ms J.A. Radisich interjected. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: It is much worse than the freeway, member. It is hard to describe the noise. It is a 
screeching noise. When I first heard it, I thought that maybe it was just the new tracks and that, just like a pair of 
shoes, they would be worn in, but that is not happening. I am not an engineer, so I do not know the reason for the 
noise. However, I suspect that it is the speed that the train travels at. I have been to a lot of cities around the 
world and this train would have to be the loudest one I have ever heard. It is a wonder that the Premier has not 
heard it from Melville. I guess the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure probably would not hear it in 
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Mt Lawley because there are plenty of trees there, and it is nice and leafy, so she would be sheltered from the 
noise. It seems to happen when the train gets up a bit of speed. I think that might be the problem. I am told that 
the train can travel at speeds of up to 130 kilometres an hour, but going through the South Perth, Como and 
Salter Point region it is supposed to travel at about 100 kilometres an hour. Some of my constituents have said to 
me that the train travels faster than 100 kilometres an hour. I asked them how they knew that, and they told me 
that when they drive along the freeway at 100 or 105 kilometres an hour, as most people do, and the train goes 
whizzing past, they know it is travelling faster than 100 kilometres an hour. I am asking the minister to let the 
train go as fast as she likes in areas further out from central Perth, where many of the suburbs are further away 
from the railway line and where in some cases sound barriers have been constructed to protect them. However, 
in an electorate like South Perth where residences are close to the line, there are no protective barriers. People in 
South Perth do not want to have protective barriers because they would affect their view of the magnificent river. 
The only thing we can do is to make sure the trains slow down. That is what I am asking the minister to do. Of 
the residents I have spoken to, one has said that the trains sound like a jet engine. Another resident of 20 years 
noted that prior to the railway the noise from the freeway was only an occasional disturbance. The resident went 
on to say that since the commencement of the rail service to Mandurah, the screeching rail noise has made life 
extremely unpleasant. Even with doors and windows closed, that resident cannot carry out a conversation on the 
telephone without the interruption of a screeching noise from the trains. Residents who had previously installed 
thicker glass to combat the freeway noise found that did little to counter the additional noise burden from the 
train. 

I would say that the train is travelling faster than 100 kilometres an hour. A case study was carried out and, under 
draft state planning policy, the department looked at the acceptable decibel level. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: Under criterion 1, the acceptable levels were 55 decibels by night and 60 decibels by day, 
and under criterion 2, they were 55 decibels by day and 50 decibels by night. Late last year, the late member for 
Murdoch raised in this place the issue of noise. He referred to the World Health Organization safety threshold of 
50 decibels as a benchmark for acceptable noise levels. The WHO said that 50 decibels were the beginning point 
for the emergence of noise-related health problems. I think that the Mandurah train noise levels are getting up to 
50 decibels during the day and 55 decibels at night. If they are not, I would like the minister to explain what they 
are doing. The minister said in the lead-up to the train service being put in place that the project was complying 
with the noise and vibration restrictions that had been placed on it under the relevant management plan. If that is 
the case, maybe we should consider lowering the levels, because this is a serious problem.  

The people who live in my electorate of South Perth feel even more aggrieved that although they have to put up 
with the noise of the train, they do not get to use the train.  

Ms J.A. Radisich: They chose that. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: No, we are waiting for a station, which is supposed to be coming into being in 2010. 

Ms J.A. Radisich: Why was the member for South Perth against a station? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: It might have been a previous member who did not support the station. There is now a 
plan to build a station. The minister has promised it will be here by 2010, but we are now informed that only the 
planning will begin in 2010 and it will be more like 2010-11 before that station is built in South Perth. I remind 
the member for Swan Hills that 600 000 people a year go to the Perth Zoo, so a station at South Perth is 
important. I support it and I think that most of the people in South Perth do. 

I am asking the minister to please have a look at the noise levels of these trains. I understand that it is meant to 
be a fast service, but if it was meant to be a bullet train, why not advertise it as a bullet train and let it go hell for 
leather all the way from Perth to Mandurah with the occasional stop? That is not what it was meant to be. It was 
meant to be a service that would get people from Mandurah and the southern suburbs into the city in a 
reasonable time and in a safe and convenient way. We support that, but some respect must be shown to people 
who do not want to put up with that screeching noise day and night as a train whizzes through South Perth. 

I would also like to talk about another issue that relates to my electorate; that is, the Manning Road on-ramp to 
the Kwinana Freeway. At the moment, if people are heading south, it is non-existent. The Stephenson plan for 
Perth’s transport system was wonderful and very visionary, but I have always been bemused by how our 
forefathers who planned the freeway system did not think of putting a ramp on to the freeway heading south for 
those people driving on Manning Road.  

Mr A.D. McRae: In the same way that people cannot go to the western suburbs from the freeway when they are 
driving from the south. They have to get onto Mounts Bay Road.  



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 28 February 2008] 

 p542d-562a 
Mr John McGrath; Ms Jaye Radisich; Dr Steve Thomas; Mr Bob Kucera; Mr John Quigley; Mr Colin Barnett; 

Acting Speaker 

 [3] 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: In which area? 

Mr A.D. McRae: People driving from the southern suburbs — 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: They cannot turn right into Manning Road. 

Mr A.D. McRae: I am just giving you another example of where there are failings in connections. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: This is one failing. The minister thinks that this would help the people of South Perth. She 
says it is not an urgent matter. Main Roads has long-term plans for the construction of an on-ramp. I have been 
urging the minister to get it done as a matter of urgency because Manning Road has now become a very busy 
thoroughfare. Some people driving from the southern suburbs might want to go into Curtin University of 
Technology campus or into the Cannington business strip and out to Welshpool. If they do not want to use Leach 
Highway and they just want to go into Curtin University campus, they would want to turn right into Manning 
Road. Similarly, when people driving on Manning Road want to go to Murdoch, the new Murdoch hospital or 
Mandurah and they do not want to catch the fast train, they must turn right, drive on the freeway and do a U-turn 
at Canning Highway. It just does not make sense to me. I think that if this project were undertaken by the 
government, it would be welcomed by people in Riverton and many of those southern suburbs because so many 
people use Manning Road. I am therefore urging the minister to keep that one in mind as we move forward. It is 
important because not everyone catches a train. Some people want to get into those areas to work. I have met 
people in my electorate who take their children to school in the southern suburbs. It is a nightmare and causing a 
lot of people to cut through Manning to get onto Canning Highway, to drive to Canning Bridge and then to turn 
left. 

Another issue I want to talk about is Canning Highway, which is one of the famous highways of the metropolitan 
area. John Watts used to famously say that the two good things to come out of Fremantle were Canning Highway 
and Stirling Highway, because he was very anti-Fremantle. He did not like the Fremantle footy clubs.  

Mr M. McGowan: What about you? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: I came out of Fremantle. 

Mr A.D. McRae: He said that were two good things. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: Yes. Canning Highway has been identified as an activity corridor as part of the 
government’s “Network city: community planning strategy for Perth and Peel”. This marks it as a valuable 
commodity for the future development of Perth. The minister has said on a number of occasions that she wants 
Canning Highway to be developed with some commercial nodes and with a bit of infill around those commercial 
nodes so that there are more residential areas, with a good transport system on Canning Highway, because it is 
still a very important link with the city and Burswood if people want to go to the airport. For people in South 
Perth it is an important road. The problem with it is that some time ago the government reserved land along 
Canning Highway. It has quite a few properties along Canning Highway; in fact, between Berwick Street in 
Victoria Park and Canning Bridge, the Western Australian Planning Commission or the Commissioner of Main 
Roads bought 77 properties covering a total of 5.25 hectares, which represents a lot of property. What has 
happened is that because all those properties are sitting idle, people who live near those properties or who might 
want to buy properties near them need some certainly about the future and what will happen to Canning 
Highway. Some time back there was a plan to widen Canning Highway to a six-lane highway, but when Leach 
Highway was constructed it was decided that Canning Highway would not need to be widened. We really are in 
limbo and Canning Highway is still only a four-lane highway. It copes with traffic reasonably well. However, 
where are we going with the Network City plan? I ask the minister whether it has been stalled? What 
improvements to Canning Highway can the residents of South Perth look forward to?  

A number of people have come to my office with complaints about Canning Highway. The main complaint is 
that if a bus stops on Canning Highway, the traffic is held up because there are no designated areas for the buses 
to pull off the highway to take on passengers and, at the same time, allow the traffic to pass. It has become an 
issue and a few accidents have occurred because of that problem.  

Another problem with Canning Highway is that people in the right-hand lane have to be Formula One drivers to 
determine whether a car ahead in the same lane is about to turn right. Quite often when in the right-hand lane a 
driver comes upon a queue of stationary vehicles because a vehicle is turning right and he is caught, he has no 
chance of changing lanes because cars are whizzing past in the left-hand lane.  

Canning Highway does not meet the requirements of either the residents or the people who use it to get from 
Victoria Park to Canning Bridge. I ask the minister to give the people of South Perth some indication of when 
the Network City plan will take effect and advise what she visualises for the future of Canning Highway. Will 
there be an infill of housing around the nodes that she is planning along Canning Highway? Will there be a good 
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transport route? Will there be light rail along Canning Highway? It would be an innovative idea to have a light 
rail to connect that area with the city and Curtin University. We need to start planning this road network, because 
Curtin University will become a massive precinct. Bentley Technology Park has already attracted international 
investment. The area could become an international centre for that type of development. For that to happen, we 
need a strategy that will link Bentley Technology Park and Curtin University with the rest of the city so that 
people can easily travel to and from that area.  

It is a big challenge for the minister. I do not know how high South Perth is on her priority list. I sometimes feel 
it is not high on her priority list, but that does not surprise me. I was told the other day that the minister went 
cycling around the South Perth foreshore with the mayor of South Perth. At least she is looking at my electorate. 
I will ask the minister to come up with a blueprint to give the people of South Perth an idea of her vision for that 
road network.  

I acknowledge that the state is doing very well, but more work needs to be done if we are to capitalise on the 
boom. We must get rid of the red tape that makes it difficult for people to invest and live in this state. We need 
an increase in population and more workers. Unless we give people an opportunity to buy into and invest in the 
housing market and give young people the opportunity to buy their first home, the population will not increase 
sufficiently to service the massive boom that this state is currently experiencing.  

MS J.A. RADISICH (Swan Hills — Parliamentary Secretary) [3.15 pm]: I am pleased to respond to the 2008 
Premier’s Statement. As always, I will canvass some of the successes in my electorate as well as highlight some 
outstanding issues that need to be redressed, as there always are. It is fair to say that under the Gallop Labor 
government and Carpenter Labor government the achievements in my electorate of Swan Hills have been 
nothing short of substantial and have literally transformed lives. It has been a great privilege for me to have been 
a part of that process.  

In recent times we have seen the redevelopment of the junior school at Bullsbrook District High School, which 
has changed the attitude of students, parents, teachers and, in fact, the broader Bullsbrook community for the 
better. Compared with the old facilities, the new facilities make the school a really exciting place to learn and 
work. I am pleased that the decision that was made when the current Premier was the education minister has 
been followed through. We have made significant changes to Eastern Hills Senior High School through the 
construction of the music centre. Darlington Primary School, including the administration area and the library, 
has been significantly upgraded. Only the other day the minister and I visited the brand-new Ellen Stirling 
Primary School, another public primary school in Ellenbrook and, of course, Ellenbrook Secondary College, 
which many members of the Liberal Party knocked, has gone from strength to strength. It is now in its second 
year of operation.  

In December, the Premier and I announced a commitment to construct the second stage of Ellenbrook Secondary 
College to accommodate the year 11 and year 12 students and planning for that is underway. It is very exciting 
for education in the eastern region.  

I have spoken in this place about many things that have happened in my electorate over the years, including the 
completion of the passing lanes on Toodyay Road and a new police station at Ellenbrook. Construction of the 
duplication of Middle Swan Road, as well as the new bridge over the river, will commence within the next few 
months. That extension will link Reid and Roe Highways. This has been on the agenda for quite a while, but it is 
very exciting for the eastern suburbs.  
Having said that, where to from here? The north-eastern suburbs are a special and unique part of Perth and 
require particular attention to accommodate the massive rate of growth that is occurring. Being an urban 
interface area, many planning and environmental challenges must be addressed.  

I have tried to pull out a few things that I think are extremely important to the north-eastern suburbs for the way 
forward. The one that sticks out for me more than anything else is to continue to promote and progress the 
availability of high quality public education in the north-eastern suburbs. For me, and I know the member for 
Midland concurs with me as does the member for Bassendean, Governor Stirling Senior High School must be 
entirely rebuilt and it must happen as a matter of absolute urgency. Governor Stirling Senior High School 
educated both my parents, all my uncles and aunties and other members of my family. It is an icon of education 
in the eastern suburbs. A number of sites are available on which to reconstruct Governor Stirling Senior High 
School. I encourage the government to take urgent action and make that project a priority for that region.  
In my electorate I am looking forward to a government funding commitment for stage 2 of the Bullsbrook 
District High School redevelopment, which will allow the accommodation for years 7 to 12 to be upgraded to 
complement the good work that has already been done from K-6. As I have already mentioned, Ellenbrook 
Secondary College, stage 2, is about to happen.  
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It is commonly known that the Labor government is rebuilding Swan District Hospital, which will be a boon to 
everybody in the eastern suburbs. The upgrading of that hospital will mean that fewer people in the eastern 
suburbs who have particular medical and health conditions will have to travel to the city tertiary hospitals to 
receive that treatment. That can only be a good thing.  
The environment and lifestyle is very important in the electorate I represent. I was at an incredibly elucidating—
that is one way of putting it—but fun meeting of the Swan Valley Planning Committee one night earlier this 
week. The committee had a broad-ranging discussion about the Swan Valley it wants for the future—the future 
of table grape growing and wine grape growing in the region, what the role of the act should be and, importantly, 
the allocation of water to horticulturists and viticulturists to allow them to continue their work and have the 
lifestyle that they want. The other element that was discussed was how to provide amenities in the Swan Valley 
that will benefit not only non-primary producing residents in that area but also the many tourists whom we 
strongly encourage to come and enjoy what the area has to offer.  
There are many difficult issues for us to face in coming years. As I said, urban growth is definitely a challenge. 
There are two main areas of urban growth in and around the Swan Hills electorate. Given the redistribution, 
these urban development issues will face the new seats of West Swan, Darling Range and Kalamunda. The first 
major influx of urban development will occur in the western side of my seat, which will essentially form the new 
seat of West Swan. Many tens of thousands of people will be housed in this tract of land. There are major 
environmental and planning issues associated with that kind of density. This development will essentially infill 
between the Beechboro development and the area just north of there—Bennett Springs—up to Ellenbrook. As I 
said, there will be issues for the state government to address, such as the quality of recreation, education and 
road infrastructure—the usual things that are provided in these areas—as well as difficult issues for developers, 
the planning commission and the council in terms of drainage and all the usual hard infrastructure that is often 
hotly negotiated when such developments occur. There are also developments occurring in Parkerville and 
Stoneville, which I am sure will be of interest to the candidate for the seat of Darling Range. Gidgegannup has 
also been identified by not only the North Eastern Hills Settlement Pattern Plan, which is a planning policy of 
this government, but also developers, who have bought up land and are now progressing rural residential 
developments as well as urban developments in this area. This is really hard stuff. We are not talking about areas 
like Balcatta, Maylands or Bayswater but about rural areas that have never seen this kind of urban infill before. 
We have to figure out what the hills lifestyle means to those who currently live there and to the rest of Perth, as 
well as how the government can balance the need for affordable housing for people who are young, old and 
everywhere in between with managing the demands on infrastructure. These issues will have to be slowly, 
carefully and responsibly managed to benefit all those categories of people.  
Transport is also important in the region. I hope that the government will commit funds to duplicate Reid 
Highway between West Swan Road and Beechboro Road. Black spots have been identified on that stretch of 
road and they need to be addressed. Of particular concern to me is the intersection of Lord Street and Reid 
Highway, which is completely insufficient as it stands, given the volume and speed of traffic along Reid 
Highway as people try to turn into Ellenbrook through Lord Street. That intersection is not up to scratch at this 
stage. Of course, when we talk about transport, we are talking not just about roads. The greater Ellenbrook area 
includes Ellenbrook, the Vale, which is now known as Aveley, and of course the massive development in West 
Swan, which is the Albion townsite. We need to do more than just build better roads. We have to pull out the 
plans from the last Labor government. Those plans, which are clearly marked on the metropolitan region 
scheme, show a transit corridor for heavy rail to transport people from those areas. I hereby call for a feasibility 
study into the Ellenbrook train line to service suburbs including Ellenbrook and Ballajura. It could perhaps be a 
spur from Bayswater, a loop around Midland or even a loop around Joondalup. If the government can invest in a 
feasibility study for a fast rail track to Bunbury, we should have a feasibility study into how to transport 60 000 
people from the growing urban corridor in the north eastern suburbs of Perth.  

That is a little snapshot of what is happening in the north eastern suburbs in and around Swan Hills. Of course, 
there are more issues of concern to me and to other members as they have relevance across the state. Over the 
summer break I thought about these issues and what I wanted to work on this year to help my electorate and to 
progress government policy. During that process I prepared what is known as my rebate glossary, which I will 
make available to everybody in my electorate who is looking to save energy, save money and save the 
environment. Unfortunately, this project was not as easy as I had hoped. It took a lot longer than I would have 
liked and was complicated. That then begs the questions: if it was hard for me, who could invest the resources 
that are at my disposal as a member of Parliament, to bring together incentives to save water, energy and so 
forth, how are home builders and home buyers meant to easily find this information? I know that many websites 
list this information, but that is part of the problem. Because there are so many it is a real minefield to try to track 
down what exists, who is eligible, when they expire, what is the application process, what documentation is 
needed before an application can be made and so forth. It is not easy. We need a whole-of-government approach 
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to this issue because it covers the portfolios of water, energy, environment and housing, as well as Treasury, 
because Treasury has its hand in everything. We need a better and simpler way to do it. I would like a couple of 
simple packages to be developed and made available to new home builders and to existing homeowners who 
might want to upgrade their homes and make them more energy efficient. I also call on the providers of energy-
efficient appliances and equipment to promote their products and services far more widely. With a little 
marketing and investment on the part of the private sector, demand would go up quite quickly. I think that is 
what some of the providers are afraid of; at least, that is what one supplier said to me. It is a two-pronged 
approach. The first part is to make the state government’s rebates clearer and simpler for people to access and 
the second is for the private sector to start selling its products, because there are some excellent products that can 
help people reduce costs as well as water and energy use. There is a lot of potential for us to make a real 
difference. It is not very popular but I for one am in favour of more regulation in this area. That is not something 
that I advocate very often. People say that we should not burden first-home builders or buyers by adding extra 
requirements, such as the installation of water tanks, solar power and so forth, but as a community and as 
individuals we need to make these investments up-front. As we know, the cost of water and power is rising and 
will continue to rise, so the rate of return on those investments will be much more rapid and will provide a 
cleaner and better environment for all of us in the near future.  

The next thing I will talk about is the state public service. Every government has a challenge; that is, how to 
deliver the best possible public services, how to engage the right kind of people to work for the public service 
and how to give those employees the right kind of employment conditions so that the government can deliver the 
best that it can for all taxpayers. We are experiencing a period of unprecedented economic growth in 2008. Of 
course, this poses a great challenge for the government in Western Australia. Perhaps it is a truism to say that the 
public sector can never compete with the private sector when a comparison is made on the basis of straight 
salaries. That could be disputed, but it has long been the case that the public sector has balanced its salary scales 
with other conditions that make public service an attractive employment proposition. Whether we are talking 
about the duties undertaken by teachers, police or general public sector staff—delivering services that many 
people take for granted—there will always be room for debate and room to move on improving wages and 
conditions. This general debate about public sector conditions has prompted me to try to think of another 
solution. I did not know whether I would find one, but a couple of years ago when I was on exchange, I got some 
information from Mr Sam Reid, the Secretary of State in Washington State, who pointed out to me productivity 
incentives that he initiated as Secretary of State. My proposal—I would like the government to consider this—is 
to devise a way to promote productivity. I have a fundamental issue with simply giving people salary increases 
for the sake of it. I argue that that applies also to members of Parliament but I probably will not be very popular 
trying to make that argument. Nonetheless, if we can encourage our public sector employees to be innovative 
and more productive and to think of better ways to do their job so that we as a government can provide a better 
public service, that can be only a good thing. Essentially, we can do that by introducing a suggestion-box style 
system perhaps with an external auditor being part of the process. We could provide cash or other significant 
incentives to public sector employees who contribute towards making our systems better. I have found in the 
past few years of being in government and working with our departments that the default position for many 
people in the public service—not everyone—is to say that it is too hard; it has never been done that way before; 
and, no, we cannot do it.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms J.A. RADISICH: I want that mindset to be turned around. I want us to think of new and better ways to do 
things to deliver more and better services for more people. I have written a discussion paper outlining a model 
that could be applied to make these cash incentives available. It would also help to promote job satisfaction and 
ensure retention within our state public service. One example of this kind of incentive that already exists is the 
Teacher of the Year Award. Whilst the underlying principle behind TOTY is not productivity, I think a similar 
kind of cash incentive model could be applied.  

Another matter in relation to the public sector is the use of contract employees. I believe that the practice of 
engaging contract employees in the public sector is being misused; it is inefficient and expensive. Over the past 
day or two we have spent a lot of time in the chamber debating the Office of Shared Services. I think the Office 
of Shared Services can play another role; namely, to coordinate a relief or contract pool of experienced public 
sector people who might want to work in a particular agency for only three or six months, for example. That 
office could play a coordinating role in filling vacancies for short periods. I am aware of one example of 
someone who was employed on a 12-month contract to work in the Police Service. This person was on a level 7 
or 8, not an insignificant salary position, and had been employed throughout that time through a human resources 
agency. For more than two years that agency took $10 an hour from the government for every hour that 
employee worked. I cannot fathom an explanation for why he was not made a permanent employee. I cannot see 
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any reason that, when the job had concluded, he could not have been moved to any one of the other many 
vacancies in the public sector. That is more food for thought. There must be better ways for us to do business if 
we want to keep running this state in the most efficient way possible.  

I now raise a slightly different matter. I have been talking about public sector staff, but a matter has been brought 
to my attention through my electorate about volunteers, particularly those in the volunteer Bush Fire Service of 
Western Australia. An incident has been brought to my attention involving allegations of sexual harassment, 
racial abuse and other forms of intimidation of a volunteer Bush Fire Service member. Naturally, this concerned 
me a great deal, given that there are 12 volunteer brigades in my area. I do not like to hear of this kind of 
harassment occurring at all, let alone become prolific. I investigated this problem and sought to understand the 
legislation that applies to it and the role of the local government and the state government in administering the 
volunteer fire service. It transpired that the legislation and the regulations do not provide a clear course for 
people who are victims of this kind of harassment or abuse. In fact, the protocol for a member of the volunteer 
Bush Fire Service to raise a grievance of this nature is to take it to the captain. A problem arises if the captain is 
the perpetrator. There is often argy-bargy between the state and local government in seeking to resolve problems. 
Arguably, because of what is in the legislation, local government has a greater role to play. However, there is 
nothing explicit in the regulations about any kind of compulsory mediation. There are too many avenues open 
that allow the problem to be not solved - it is too hard. I have raised this with the Minister for Police and 
Emergency Services. I hope he and his department can work with the Western Australian Local Government 
Association to help address this issue so that if situations such as this arise in the future, there is a clear path that 
members of volunteer fire brigades can take. 

We talked about what we can do to protect volunteers from sexual harassment, abuse and intimidation. It 
occurred to me to then ask: what can we do as members of Parliament to make sure we protect ourselves? There 
has been a lot of discussion of this nature in the house in the past couple of days. Many members have made 
their points of view known and put their views on the record. It is not a very popular thing for members of 
Parliament to advocate for themselves as such. We are generally here to advocate for people in our electorates 
and for volunteers and others. However, if we do not stand up and speak up for ourselves, how on earth can we 
expect other people to do the same thing? I thought, “Well, here I am in a very privileged position of being 
elected to Parliament with an unfettered voice, and I have one shot in the locker.” Sometimes we feel as though 
this is more of a lockup than a locker! Nevertheless, I will give it a burl anyway. I do not know how long I will 
be a member of this place; it could be another six months, six years or even 16 years, although I think the latter 
period is probably the least likely of all. In thinking about the approach I wanted to take to the Premier’s 
Statement today, I noticed that, in his opening comments, the Premier remarked that the Western Australian 
Parliament is not a boys’ club. However, I respectfully and very vigorously disagree with that proposition. I am 
far more inclined to agree with the propositions put forward by the members for Carine and Nedlands, and it is 
well known that I do not necessarily agree with those members often. Much has been made of Edith Cowan 
being the first female elected representative in this country on her election to the Western Australian Parliament. 
I reflected on her inaugural speech in 1921. She stated — 

I know many people think perhaps that it was not the wisest thing to do to send a woman into 
Parliament, and perhaps I should remind hon. members that one of the reasons why women and men 
also considered it advisable to do so, was because it was felt that men need a reminder sometimes from 
women beside them that will make them realise all that can be done for the race and for the home.  

It is 87 years on from that point and I think those words still ring true. Further on in her inaugural speech, Edith 
Cowan stated — 

I thank hon. members for their kindness to me, though I feel it is perhaps a little hard on them as 
members of the House that I am here, because my presence has meant the withdrawal from the Speech 
of the word “gentlemen” as applied to them. There is only one way of remedying that. I cannot 
personally do so, but hon. members can all help women at the time of the next general election by 
having elected a sufficient number of them — 

She means women — 

to enable the House to again be addressed as gentlemen, with the addition of the words “ladies and”. I 
feel sure that the greatest kindness and tolerance would be displayed each to the other by the two sexes 
in this and all Parliaments. The views of both sides are more than ever needed in Parliament to-day. If 
men and women can work for the State side by side and represent all the different sections of the 
community, and if the male members of the House would be satisfied to allow women to help them and 
would accept their suggestions when they are offered, I cannot doubt that we should do very much 
better work in the community than was ever done before.  
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There are no more pertinent words in 2008 than those that Edith Cowan spoke in 1921, in my humble opinion. 
When I was elected to this place in 2001, I did not know that seven years down the track I would be standing 
here taking a feminist point of view and arguing about gender issues. As you are aware, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
I attended university. At that time more women than men were enrolled in the commerce degree that I 
commenced than in my arts and law degrees. I thought that was how things were, that people would be judged 
on their merits and that we were all equal. However, the longer I spend in my professional and working life, the 
more I realise that this is, sadly, not the case. I fear that Western Australia is further behind the eight ball than are 
other jurisdictions around the world. It is already on the record that I joined the Australian Labor Party because I 
believed it had a better approach to equality and equal opportunity than the other major party. Now is the time 
for the Labor Party and the Labor government to take a leadership role on an issue that is clearly unresolved. 
When I came into this place, I assumed that people would be treated well and equally. The question arises: if we 
are not treated well or equally, what happens next? Some people might not know that many laws that protect 
people in other locations around the state do not apply to members of this place. This state’s equal opportunity 
legislation does not apply to members of Parliament; nor does the occupational health and safety legislation or 
the public sector standards legislation; and the Auditor General cannot inquire into the operation of this place—
the house of democracy. I find this completely unfathomable and it must change. How can we in this place 
legislate for independent statutory authorities and then say, “But you can’t look at us”? Madam Deputy Speaker, 
that absolutely must change. I call on the Premier, given the comments in his 2008 statement about changing the 
nature of the way we treat each other, our workplace and the role of women, to take his statement one step 
further. Urgent amending legislation must be brought into this place to bring Parliament into the twenty-first 
century so that the independent statutory bodies of this state equally and fairly apply to everybody in this great 
place that we stand in today. Everybody in this place—maybe not employees—who works in the Parliament of 
Western Australia, our house of democracy, must apply the same standards that apply to any other workplace of 
Western Australia. 

DR S.C. THOMAS (Capel) [3.42 pm]: I thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker, now that I have left the Acting 
Speaker’s role, for the assistance that you have given me in the past three years. It was a role that was not 
without challenges but it was very enjoyable and educational. 

I will respond to the Premier’s Statement and talk about issues that are impacting on the south west. I have quite 
a few to get through, so I will try to move through them quickly. I believe the south west of Western Australia is 
the powerhouse of the greater south west region. It is the driving force that will drive growth around Bunbury 
and the greater south west area. It is a powerhouse in a number of ways, but most importantly and firstly in the 
delivery of electricity to the state. The management of the electricity process and the service of electricity in the 
region has been average at best. There are many reasons for this. The government must increase its effort in this 
area. It must make sure that people in Western Australia can turn on their lights and keep them on. It is not an 
environmentally sound action for the government to come into this place and say that it is frightened that it does 
not have enough electricity for people to use their airconditioners in the peak of the day. It is a sad indictment on 
the government’s ability to supply electricity. There will be major changes to the electricity supply in the state in 
the next decade. One aspect that will impact on the electricity supply is the way in which this government has 
acted, firstly, by putting a cap on the state-produced electricity supply and, secondly, by using the state-owned 
electricity supply service as the supplier of last resort in many cases for baseline electricity. Although tenders go 
out to other suppliers in the private sector to provide a constant baseline electricity supply—the supply that is the 
most cost effective to produce and has the least wear and tear on facilities—it is farmed out to the detriment of 
the long-term supply in Western Australia. 

The second component to the issue of the electricity supply is the ageing infrastructure for electricity production. 
Muja power station is an ageing power station; incidentally, like Collie power station, it was initially built under 
a Liberal government. Muja power station has had its life extended by the government spending millions of 
dollars on it. That has not been a bad process, but the time is coming to consider replacing the large units at Muja 
power station. Muja A and B stations, which were producing very high emissions of unclean power generation, 
have been closed down. Stations C and D continue to produce about a thousand megawatts of power, which is a 
third of the state’s production. The time is coming to change them over and the government will need to consider 
how to manage that process. It cannot simply abrogate its responsibility by farming out energy production to the 
private sector. To that end, I believe Collie B power station needs to be processed, preferably as a public-private 
partnership, so that it can deliver to the state of Western Australia the next 300 megawatts of energy production. 
Having said that, it cannot be done in the way that it has been done in the past. Producing additional coal-fired 
energy will be difficult under the Rudd government’s new proposals for climate change restrictions. If the 
government is not careful, the new federal Labor policies will strangle energy production from the coal industry. 
To that end, the state must keep a hand in coal-fired energy production in the south west. It must be a partner in 
that process, because by being a partner in that process it can deliver super critical coal-fired energy, as opposed 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 28 February 2008] 

 p542d-562a 
Mr John McGrath; Ms Jaye Radisich; Dr Steve Thomas; Mr Bob Kucera; Mr John Quigley; Mr Colin Barnett; 

Acting Speaker 

 [9] 

to the sub-critical energy that is currently delivered to the state. Super critical coal-fired energy will reduce 
emissions from coal-fired power stations by something like 45 per cent. Admittedly, super critical coal-fired 
technology, which was a little unreliable in the past, is now a relatively reliable process. It can be found in 400 
countries around the world, including Japan, China and countries throughout the European Union. The 
government needs to consider super critical coal-fired generation now for the next generation of base-load 
energy in the state of Western Australia, otherwise it will let down the state, as the government will be reliant on 
the private sector to provide the majority of the base-load power and on the government sector to effectively 
provide peak load when and where it can find it, and that will run down the infrastructure for power generation. 
It is absolutely essential for the growth of the state that the government consider a public-private partnership for 
Collie B power station to produce the next 300 megawatts of super critical coal-fired power. 

I want to talk about another pet project that I would like to see delivered to the state of Western Australia. I 
would like to see this project explored and examined for its potential. One of the issues with using Western 
Australian coal is that there are currently only a couple of markets for it. It is used for the generation of 
electricity for either the state or a couple of major industry players. There is a shortfall of alternative energy 
sources. The state of Western Australia is the biggest user of that coal energy. Having signed long-term, 25-year 
contracts that do not finish until 2030, the state actually has a very good deal, as it is not required to compete 
with the export market. The export price of coal has gone up by about 50 per cent since the state government 
signed that deal, which is saving the state of Western Australia $100 million a year in coal price compared with 
what it would cost if the state had to compete for coal on the open export market. It is time to start reinvesting 
some of those funds. To do that, I believe the state should look at adding value to that coal market by developing 
an upgraded brown coal process to deliver a briquetted product. Some very good outcomes can be achieved from 
that value adding. The first part of the process of upgrading brown coal is that the coal is pulverised. The coal is 
then mixed with a recycled oil—it is generally a petroleum light oil, but it could also be a heavy oil—to make a 
slurry. The slurry is then heated to take off the moisture, because moisture is a real issue with the coal in Western 
Australia. The oil is then decanted off and recovered. We then end up with a powdery-type coal that can be 
briquetted. When coal is briquetted or upgraded in that manner there is a massive reduction in the greenhouse 
gas and other emissions from that product. That process will increase the thermal value of the coal from about 
4 500 kilocalories a kilogram to about 6 500 kilocalories a kilogram, and that will provide a premium for the 
state of Western Australia.  
What makes this process so attractive is that it involves a certain secret. The federal government is currently 
offering a subsidy for the use of recycled oil. At the moment, this state is generating an enormous amount—
millions of litres a year—of recyclable oil. That oil is generally exported to Christmas Island for industrial 
processes. If that oil were used in Western Australia, it would attract a subsidy of 10c a litre. That is the 
equivalent of $100 a tonne. The current export price for Western Australian coal is about $70 a tonne. Therefore, 
the secret is that a subsidy greater than the value of the product would be available if we could put in place a 
process to use that waste oil. It is extremely important to note that this process is not only about recycling oil; it 
is also about upgrading an energy source. That briquetted coal could be used in industry and in power 
generation. It could potentially also be used in the family home to replace the wood in wood heaters, because it 
would produce lower emissions than dried jarrah, which is the wood that is most commonly used at the moment. 
That is an exciting process that should be introduced in the state of Western Australia.  
I will make one final comment about energy and the use of coal. As I have said in this house previously, I am 
advocating a 40-40-20 mix for energy; that is, 40 per cent coal, 40 per cent natural gas and 20 per cent 
renewables. That would be a good mix for the state of Western Australia. However, we will need to ensure that 
our coal energy production produces maximum value and minimum emissions. This sort of visionary project for 
the south west of the state will be able to deliver outcomes for Western Australia that are currently not being 
delivered.  
I now want to make a very important point. The federal Rudd Labor government has announced a $500 million 
clean coal fund to try to mitigate the problem of greenhouse gas emissions in the coal industry by developing 
clean coal technology. Clean coal technology generally involves the capturing of carbon dioxide and other 
greenhouse gases, and their storage underground. When Kevin Rudd announced that process, he allocated nearly 
$300 million of that $500 million fund to specific areas and projects. Queensland, New South Wales and 
Victoria each received $50 million for the development of clean coal technology. These are one-off payments, or 
gifts. They are not for specific projects, otherwise they would all be for different amounts. Do members know 
what Western Australia received? We received $5 million! We received only 10 per cent of what those eastern 
states received. 

Mr R.C. Kucera: Nothing changes!  



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 28 February 2008] 

 p542d-562a 
Mr John McGrath; Ms Jaye Radisich; Dr Steve Thomas; Mr Bob Kucera; Mr John Quigley; Mr Colin Barnett; 

Acting Speaker 

 [10] 

Dr S.C. THOMAS: The member for Yokine is dead right—nothing changes. The sad part is that Western 
Australia produces about five per cent of the nation’s coal that is used for energy production. The population of 
Western Australia comprises 10 per cent of the nation’s population. However, Western Australia received only 
1.7 per cent of the clean coal funds. That is a crying shame and an indictment of the federal government. Even 
worse than that, when I raised this issue in the forums in the south west, some people from the Construction, 
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union jumped up and said, “No, no; we don’t need more money. The federal Rudd 
Labor government is looking after us wonderfully well. Don’t give us any more money.” I was amazed to hear 
that. I was even more amazed when the member for Collie-Wellington was quoted in the newspaper a week later 
as also saying, “Don’t give us any more money for clean coal technology. We don’t need it.” If Western 
Australia does not receive an adequate share of the clean coal funds, coal-fired energy production in the south 
west will be at risk. The government might say it is building the first of two new coal-fired power stations in the 
south west. If the Rudd government puts in place a target of reducing emissions by between 25 per cent and 
40 per cent by 2020, I doubt that the second part of that power station will ever get up and running. We need our 
fair share of those clean coal funds. We need our $50 million out of that $500 million fund to just commence the 
process of developing clean coal technologies. That is absolutely essential.  

I will now talk about a couple of other matters. In 2004, the Gallop Labor government made an election promise 
in my electorate that it would get the Greenbushes to Bunbury railway line up and running. I have been asking 
the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure questions on notice about when work will start on that line. The 
answer to my latest question on notice states in part — 

Work to upgrade the Greenbushes to Bunbury railway line can commence when the timber industry and 
a rail freight operator establish a commercial agreement to cart logs or woodchips. 

There is not even an agreement as yet. The government made an election promise in 2004 that it would get logs 
off the roads and onto rail so that log trucks would no longer endanger the lives of people who travel on South 
Western Highway in the area around Greenbushes, Kirup, Balingup, Mullalyup, Donnybrook, Boyanup and 
Bunbury. This broken government promise is putting lives at risk. What has the government been doing? The 
minister also states in her answer — 

The Government has not given up on the timber industry and a rail freight operator establishing a 
commercial agreement and is now looking at other options that will make the railway commercially 
viable. These options include: Improving the efficiencies of rail operations; — 

That has never happened before! The answer continues — 

examining strategies to reduce the gap between road and rail costs; — 

That is laughable! I particularly like the next one — 

providing a commercially viable environment by compelling a certain quantity of the product within the 
relevant catchment area to be transported by rail where it is viable.  

Where it is viable! The government has not even put in the rail line yet! The trains will need to be running before 
it will ever be viable to get the logs onto rail. The answer continues — 

The new licence for heavy haulage trucks in the South West effective as of 1 January 2008 will assist 
the Government in securing the future of rail operations in the South West.  

This new licence system will impose an additional tax on those business operators who need to use South 
Western Highway because there is no alternative. This broken promise from 2004 is one that this government 
will probably be taking into the 2009 state election. I intend to spend a lot of time reminding the people of the 
south west that this government cannot be trusted to deliver on its election commitments.  

This government may be willing to finally acknowledge that it has completely blown the issue of the 
Greenbushes to Bunbury railway and that it has made an election promise that it has no ability to keep. In that 
case, I suggest that the government take the funding for this railway—which has already blown out by 50 per 
cent because it has been four years and nothing has happened—and spend it on road infrastructure, because if the 
government cannot get the logs off the roads and onto rail, it should at least try to make South Western Highway 
a bit safer by investing those dollars, plus a bit more, into South Western Highway all the way through to 
Bunbury, North Boyanup Road and into the port, because at the moment that money is being wasted and lost.  

The government is not all bad. It has recently made a couple of good decisions for the south west. 

[Member’s time extended.] 
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Dr S.C. THOMAS: It was a good decision to add years 11 and 12 to Dalyellup high school and make it a senior 
high school. I hope it is an acknowledgement that the middle school model is generally a failure and should not 
be repeated in that area. 

Mr A.D. McRae interjected. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS: It is not a good outcome for that area. It is a much better outcome for years 11 and 12 to be 
kept in Dalyellup. 

Mr A.D. McRae: You just said that it was generally a failure. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS: There are some areas in which it has worked, but there are many areas in which it has not. 

Mr A.D. McRae: Is it generally a failure or not? 

Dr S.C. THOMAS: It has failed more often than it has succeeded, but there are some areas in which it is 
working. 

Mr A.D. McRae: Rubbish! You have no idea what you’re talking about. You’ve just gone way out on a limb 
and you have no idea. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS: The member should have a look at what is being done in England. I do not have time for 
foolishness. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I don’t want to argue with you on this issue, but every prestige private school in Western 
Australia, with probably one exception, has now gone to a middle school model. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS: England is changing the whole process. I do not have time to go into that issue. 

It was a good move by the government to include years 11 and 12 at Dalyellup, and I congratulate it for that. 
This year’s year 8 students are still required to go outside the area to Newton Moore Senior High School. Next 
year’s year 8 students will stay at the Dalyellup school. I think it is possible to bring back into the school this 
year’s year 8 students. The government should look at giving parents the option of bringing those students back 
into this school. That would be a good outcome for the area. 

The medical centre at Dalyellup needs expansion rapidly. The area is growing. The Shire of Capel is growing at 
a rate of 10 per cent. It is one of the fastest-growing local government areas. That expansion is very important 
for medical services to be provided to people in the area. That is not an issue for the state government; it is a 
matter of the approvals process getting through the Department for Planning and Infrastructure and the local 
government. I congratulate the local doctors, Ivan Jansz and Darryn Rennie, for the work they have done to get 
that process up and going. 

There are a number of other issues in the south west that need to be addressed. I have spoken briefly about South 
Western Highway, but roads in the south west, and road funding generally, need to be addressed. South Western 
Highway is only one road that needs to be addressed. Bussell Highway needs upgrading, particularly those 
sections to the west and south, as does the section of Coalfields Road that goes into Collie. Collie will be the 
industrial hub of the south west, and therefore Coalfields Road will require an upgrade to cater for the heavy-
haulage trucks that use the road to transport prefabricated buildings. Every year Main Roads WA applies to 
Treasury for funding for the works required for this road, and every year it is knocked back. It is essential that 
funding be provided for those roadworks to assist industry to develop in the Coolangatta industrial estate and 
other industrial areas in Collie. Heavy industry in the south west will be centred at Collie. The Kemerton 
industrial area has some severe problems and will probably only ever manage to get to the level of light industry. 
Heavy industry requires support, and upgrading Coalfields Road would accommodate heavy industry. 

Another issue I want to raise is the farming sector throughout the south west region. We have to decide whether 
we want to retain an agricultural sector. Agriculture in many areas in the south west is in crisis. I have said this 
before in the house, but I remember when my father sold cows in the 1970s for $1.10 a kilogram live weight. It 
is now more than 30 years down the track and farmers in the south west are selling cows more often than not for 
less than a dollar a kilogram, and some are getting as low as 70c a kilogram. Employees were paid about $80 a 
week in those days, but now they are paid $800 a week. There has been a tenfold increase in wages in more than 
30 years. The price of fuel has gone up; we used to buy 44-gallon drums of fuel for next to nothing—20 bucks. 
The price of fertiliser, pesticide and herbicide has gone through the roof. The amount that is being returned for 
produce, in particular to beef farmers, is less than it was 30 years ago. There is a problem in the industry. Not 
only has there been no growth in 30 years, but also there been a reduction. It eliminates a person’s capacity to 
plan long-term for his farm. It means that the next generation will simply walk away from farms. That is only 
one example. The same process is happening in the fruit industry. Most of the orchards between my place and 
Donnybrook have been pulled out. We have lost about half the number of orchards. The number of farmers in 
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the dairy industry has decreased from 400 to 200. The orchard industry has been stripped. Some orchardists are 
making money now; there are so few of them left that the prices are finally starting to move. The same has 
happened to the dairy industry. We talked about making economies of scale in the dairy industry and about 
saving the dairy industry. We talked about that for a long time and we said that we would halve the number of 
farmers but have the same number of cows, because each farmer would have twice as many cows. However, 
overall milk production has decreased. It was 400 million litres, but now it is close to 300 million litres, because 
many farmers have left the industry. We need to decide whether we are going to support the farming sector. Do 
we want a farming sector? We need to stop making life difficult for people who want to farm. Life is becoming 
so hard for them that they just stop farming. It is the death of the family farming process. It is happening by 
stealth. It is a death by a thousand cuts. Maybe there are some things that we need to look at to try to reverse that 
trend. Australian farmers have a long and proud history. This is not about feeding the world. The truth is that the 
world could be fed much more economically and cost-effectively if we got rid of family farms completely and 
one big corporate sector ran the whole thing. We could feed the world three or four times over. However, half 
the world would not be able to afford to buy the food. They would starve not because we could not produce the 
food, but because they could not afford to pay for it. 

Mr A.D. McRae interjected.   

Dr S.C. THOMAS: This is not about subsidies for farmers. It is not the agrarian socialist view. This is about 
minimising the restrictions, red tape and bureaucracy attached to the processes. People need to have a licence for 
this or they need to pay a registration fee for that. The farming community has no capacity to absorb and pass on 
those costs. We need to start making the process simpler rather than more difficult, because the farming 
community will effectively be limited to broadscale and often corporate commercial farming entities. Unless 
farmers are in it in a big enough way to have those economies of scale, they will not bother doing it. That is a 
risk for the south west. 

One key point for the electorates in the south west is that the Collie power station must be built as part of a 
public-private partnership. It must be in the supercritical range to provide efficiencies and also reductions in 
emissions. It is essential that we look at the process of using waste oil to produce briquetted coal to increase its 
value. It is extremely important that Western Australia get its fair share of the federal government’s clean coal 
fund, which it has been diddled on thus far, otherwise the future will be put at risk. There has been no indication 
from the federal government on the clean coal fund. As the member for Yokine said, nothing changes.  

It is probably too late to save the Greenbushes-Bunbury railway line. That is a Labor Party election promise that 
will be thrown out and acknowledged as a complete failure. If that is the case, the money needs to be reinvested 
in the roads to make them safer. That needs to apply not only to South Western Highway but also to Goldfields 
Highway and Bussell Highway. These are key critical areas for the development of the south west and they 
cannot be ignored. 

MR R.C. KUCERA (Yokine) [4.10 pm]: I wish to talk about two things: the electorate of Yokine, and a 
delegation that I helped head to Israel in December, just before Christmas. Firstly, I want to talk about the 
electorate of Yokine. In light of what was said about developments and what has been achieved in this state, I 
want to run through what we have achieved in the electorate of Yokine since the last election. We talked earlier 
about high schools and middle schools. I suggest that the member for Capel should look at Mt Lawley if he 
wants to see an excellent example of a middle school in operation within an educational precinct. I will go 
through these electoral achievements. Since the last election we have seen the completion of a $41 million-
development of Mt Lawley High School; a $2 million-plus upgrade of Mirrabooka High School; a $500 000-
regeneration of Dog Swamp; the completion of a major upgrade of Osborne Park Hospital; the implementation 
of a multimillion dollar maintenance program for schools, which I will talk about in a moment; and, for the very 
first time in Australia, the adoption of Hebrew as a tertiary entrance examination subject, which has been a great 
boon for the 5 500 to 6 000 Jewish people in my electorate. I thank the Department of Education and Training 
for assisting with that process. We have also achieved a $200 000-security upgrade to the Perth Synagogue after 
that disgusting attack on it some 18 months ago; and joint state-federal funding for the Morris Zeffert Aged 
Home. We have secured loan funds for both Carmel School and St Andrews School, as well as retaining 
numerous conservation areas and the establishment of Bush Forever sites. We have retained the Coolbinia 
kindergarten after an attempt to close it last year. That was a typically emotive issue. We also saw the 
redevelopment of Gill Street oval as the home of the Subiaco Football Club and its colts. I thank the club for 
offering me the vice-patronage of that club over the past few years, although my father-in-law turns over in his 
grave every time I walk into its hallowed halls. In addition, there have been numerous upgrades to sporting 
clubs, buildings, equipment and lighting. We have repaired and are building a new war memorial at Yokine 
Bowling Club to honour those members of the Yokine Returned and Services League. We obtained funding for 
and have completed the construction of the Yokine kindergarten. In addition, we have obtained $3 million for the 
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development of the Mirrabooka town centre—again, I will talk about the challenge of that project in a moment—
and we have obtained support from both the federal and state governments for numerous refugee support 
programs that are so desperately needed in the Yokine electorate. 

However, we have three major challenges. The member for Swan Hills mentioned Reid Highway; in fact, I think 
just about everybody with electorates in the northern suburbs has talked about Reid Highway. Reid Highway is 
starting to reach a stage of desperation. Never mind about extending Reid Highway; that is what happened 
before the 2001 election. Unfortunately, at that time the government did not complete the overpasses and 
intersections to the existing highway. The amount of traffic on that highway has doubled since then. At each 
consecutive election, promises have been made to deliver overpasses at Alexander Drive and Mirrabooka 
Avenue. I recently wrote to the federal Minister for Transport and Regional Services requesting that the federal 
Labor Party honour its commitment in the recent federal election to build the first of those overpasses. They need 
building desperately. Alexander Drive is now the worst intersection in the metropolitan area. I am fearful that 
there will be blood on our hands if we do not complete those intersections. 

The Mirrabooka regional centre is a huge challenge to us. The Stirling City Council has honoured its 
commitment to redevelop and sell land to ensure that that development will go ahead. The state government now 
needs to honour its commitments and the election promises it made in that regard. There is a desperate need for 
revitalisation of that area. The plans include a new bus station, but, quite frankly, I think there is a way around 
that. I have raised it with the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure. We need to re-visit that issue as a matter 
of urgency. I am meeting with Stirling City Council next week to put a new position to the state government on 
this area. It is absolutely needed. Mirrabooka has some of the oldest schools in the metropolitan area. Many of 
them are over 50 years old. They are in desperate need of a substantial facelift to ensure our students get the 
education they deserve. We need to ensure that the maintenance programs for our schools are re-visited, 
particularly in my electorate. 

Unfortunately, my electorate has been split and will become two seats in the coming election. There has been a 
deal of speculation about that in the press. As I said yesterday, we must all remember that the people who elect 
us are the local people, not those people who might choose to take a particular direction. In that regard, Rosa 
Madaffari is my outstanding electorate officer. I would suggest that she is probably one of the best we have on 
either side of this Parliament. David Michael is my research officer. They have both been with me since the 2001 
election. Their loyalty is unquestioned. I urge those people who are speculating about future directions that any 
member should take to look at the effect that has on that member’s electorate staff when we start to question 
whether they will have a job in 12 months’ time. People should think about that. It is not about the silly games 
we play in this place or in the parties; we are talking about people’s lives, particularly our electorate staff. I take 
my hat off to those two people; I have never met such loyal employees. They have carried me for the past seven 
years. In addition, my relief officer, Leonie Lane, is a tremendous young woman who fills in at any given time to 
assist us. I also want to pay tribute to the two unpaid people who do more work than anyone else in my office—
my wife, Susan, and my daughter Joanne. They do a tremendous amount of work in the community, unasked and 
unpaid. They just get on and do it. It is the true mark of local members when we can have not only local 
branches involved, but one’s own electorate staff and one’s own family. It is the real way to go. People should 
think about those things when they want to start making decisions about electorates. 

I move on to the second thing I want to talk about; that is, a delegation visit that was undertaken under the 
auspices of the Australia/Israel Jewish Affairs Council, the Rambam Israel Fellowship Program and the West 
Australian Parliamentary Friends of Israel. I was very fortunate to be invited by the Jewish community to set up 
that program two years ago. Both I and Hon Ray Halligan from the other place co-chair the friendship 
organisation. Between 10 and 18 December we visited the State of Israel under the auspices of that particular 
program and the Rambam fellowship program, accompanied by our irrepressible host, Steve Lieblich, one of the 
leading lights of the Jewish community in Perth, and an amazing fellow. We looked firsthand at the present 
social and political situation. The visit was also designed to strengthen the links between Western Australia and 
Israel. We met key political, community, academic and business leaders. We also saw enormous cultural and 
commercial opportunities for Western Australia. I heard the Deputy Speaker speak yesterday about issues to do 
with water. We, too, visited those places that she talked about. I will touch on those in a moment. 

My late father, who was a refugee from post-war Europe, used to say, “You cannot judge another’s nation unless 
you have walked in their footsteps.” Walk in their footsteps we did. In 10 of the most hectic days I have spent 
since I have been in Parliament, we travelled the length and breadth of Israel from Golan Heights, where we 
patrolled with the young men and women who make up the Israeli patrols and the United Nations patrols, to the 
Negev Desert.  

We visited and spoke with countless people from both the Israeli and Palestinian sides of the current political 
situation. I learnt from our discussions that I must set aside any preconceptions and views that I have gained 
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from years of press reports and news bulletins. The overwhelming complexity of the political situation is almost 
beyond comprehension. At all levels of the community people were striving to find a way forward. Never was 
that more evident than when we spoke to the people of Sderot who, on a daily basis, are constantly under attack 
by missiles. We talked to the Palestinians who are affected by the construction of security fences to stop the 
suicide bombers from entering Jerusalem. I will never comment again on what is happening in Israel unless I 
have the opportunity to visit that state to find out what is really happening. The one thing that was clear to me 
was the depth of propaganda that is practised on both sides.  
I will speak later about the real issues that are now emanating out of the Middle East. Unfortunately, it has 
moved on from just an Arab-Israeli conflict to something that affects every single person in Australia, regardless 
of their religious persuasion. In addition to the enormous political challenges that face the state of Israel, people 
must face the ordinary everyday challenges that every community faces, such as domestic violence, alcoholism, 
drug use and crime. All these things come underneath the overarching conflict that occurs on a daily basis.  
Another thing that we did not realise is that although the population of Israel is approaching seven million and it 
is a very affluent nation, it is estimated that 1.6 million people within that state still live on or below the poverty 
line. That is hardly surprising given the complexity of life there, including the large numbers of immigrants, 
refugees, displaced persons and indigenous Bedouins. The continued terrorist and missile attacks and a major 
shift from an essentially socialist structure to a free market economy, particularly since early 1990, have had an 
enormous impact on what was essentially a manufacturing and agriculture-based economy. In the past decade 
the Israelis have placed great emphasis on the education of their people and the development of their human 
capital, their people. They now have not only an economy of scale, but also an economy based on skill.  
We travelled the length and breadth of Israel, but I will refer to two of the most profound visits we made. The 
first was our visit to the town of Sderot. As we drove into Sderot we could almost hear the noise of missiles 
being fired. If members want to read the report I have written, I am happy to put a copy of it in the Parliamentary 
Library. I recommend that members read it because they will get a different view of what is occurring in Israel. 
We were taken to the police station at Sderot where literally hundreds of the remains of missiles come in on a 
daily basis. Shortly before we arrived a missile had struck an aged persons home. We were taken to it and 
viewed the damage. We spoke to the people who had been affected and, thankfully, on that occasion nobody was 
injured. Obviously, similar things happen on the other side. It is amazing to see these Kazam missiles. They are 
home-made missiles that are fired from the back of a ramp, and because Sderot is the only town within a 
10 kilometre radius around the Gaza Strip, it is the principal target.  
We met Yosef, the spokesperson for the mayor, and while we were talking to him he was being contacted by the 
press and he also received a phone call from the Israeli President. We were shown bombproof shelters that had 
been put in place by Christian groups to try to protect the children of that area. We met an amazing woman at a 
kindergarten that has been fully bombproofed and houses 200 children each day, which allows their parents to go 
to work. It was sobering to see the missile deflectors. These people live in constant anxiety on a daily basis and 
have done so over the past 10 years. The day after we left Sderot, 18 missiles hit the town and, as a result of that, 
two days later a retaliatory strike was carried out on Gaza by the Israeli military and three Hamas leaders were 
killed. There is constant toing and froing. We visited the Knesset, and my counterpart told me in a very cold 
fashion that they had just carried out a targeted attack on three Hamas leaders. It was almost as though he was 
telling me that he had just changed the oil in his car—it was that cold.  
As we drove through Jerusalem, for instance, we could see the current security wall that snakes through the city. 
There were differing views on both sides. I notice there was a program on television the other night that summed 
up the great difficulties that have occurred because the wall has split communities. We also spoke to Arnold 
Roth, a barrister from Melbourne who has lived in Jerusalem for a number of years. Three years ago his 16-year-
old daughter Malki was with a group of friends who were having a birthday party in a pizza bar on a Saturday 
morning in Jerusalem. Two children the same age as them walked into the pizza bar with explosive belts 
strapped to them and they detonated them and killed 17 people, including themselves. Arnold Roth now runs a 
foundation in memory of his daughter for the disadvantaged and, particularly, the families of disabled children. It 
was sobering to listen to him because it made us realise what it would be like live in those conditions and lose a 
daughter under those circumstances. We spoke to Palestinians and Arabs from Abu Gosh and the West Bank 
who had had exactly the same experiences. Again those experiences involved suicide bombers, people of their 
own ilk. The one thing that Arnold Roth said and I found difficult to understand was, “You can forgive people 
for killing your children, perhaps in a cause, but how can you forgive them for killing their own children?” It 
does not make sense. 
I will move from the conflict because we could get lost if I speak about only that. We visited Beersheba and 
were fortunate to meet with an Australian historian who had recently arranged the re-enactment of the great 
cavalry charge at Beersheba by the Light Horse Regiments. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 28 February 2008] 

 p542d-562a 
Mr John McGrath; Ms Jaye Radisich; Dr Steve Thomas; Mr Bob Kucera; Mr John Quigley; Mr Colin Barnett; 

Acting Speaker 

 [15] 

[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr R.C. KUCERA: I did not realise until I went there that every battle fought by the Light Horse Regiments in 
Palestine during the First World War was a victory. It was not a defeat like Gallipoli. They were magnificent 
victories and the battles that occurred around Beersheba and in the desert areas opened the road to the Jordan 
Valley, caused the fall of the Ottoman Empire and eventually opened the road to Damascus to meet up with 
Lawrence and then liberated Jerusalem under Allenby. We were led through this and it was an amazing 
experience to stand on the hilltop over the battlefield as the sun was setting—which is when the Light Horse 
went in—and to realise what the Australians had done.  
Australians are held in enormous respect and admiration by both Arabs and Israelis. It is amazing when one 
reads the history to learn how much Australians have had an impact on that area in creating the democracies that 
already exist. I have already had discussions with Bill Gaynor from the RSL, the Town of Albany and others to 
see whether we can establish a sister relationship with Beersheeba. On 28 April this year—I understand the 
Premier will be invited—the federal government will dedicate a major memorial to the Light Horse Regiments 
and the battles of Beersheba. It is hoped that dedication will attract those people who visit Gallipoli every year to 
walk the track that our Australian soldiers rode and to see where they were involved in such magnificent 
victories. I repeat that they were not defeats, but victories. It is a story that is yet to be told, especially to our 
young people. I urge anybody who goes to Gallipoli to undertake the trip into Israel.  
Despite the missile threats that occurred in Sderot, we never at any time felt threatened. It is a great place and the 
people of Israel are so welcoming and are only too happy to share with visitors what they have done.  
Anyone who drives through Israel cannot but be amazed by the development that has been undertaken. The 
Deputy Speaker spoke yesterday about water issues. We visited the Negev Institute, which is part of Ben-Gurion 
University. We met with many of the professors who are working there. Professor David Faiman in particular 
made us realise what is going on in Israel. They are searching constantly for technology that they can 
commercialise. After the second Lebanese war and over the past 12 years, the economy in Israel started to 
collapse as a result of constant missile attacks, so they realised that they needed to change direction. They set up 
a venture capital program called the Yozma program, which looks across the world for opportunities to develop 
technologies. The disappointing part about that is that many of the technologies that are being developed in 
Israel are Australian technologies—they are Australian innovations and ideas that could not get off the ground 
anywhere in this country because there is no provision for venture capital or risk taking. One thing that we saw 
was a device for measuring asthma attacks in children, which will be invaluable to parents in the next two or 
three years and will sell for about $35. That device, I understand, was developed here as a result of a joint 
program between Princess Margaret Hospital for Children and the Melbourne Institute of Technology. Why is 
that being capitalised in Israel? Because it can be. The program is run by a woman called Orna Berry. It is quite 
amazing. I spoke to Minister Logan and he has made arrangements for somebody to visit Israel in the immediate 
future to look at whether that sort of program could be done here. Essentially, a $US500 million fund was set up 
and privately administered by the chief scientist and boards of businesspeople. The program looks for high-
technology industries that can be attracted to and established in Israel. It is very smart thinking. It is also risky. 
Of the programs that have been funded, 68 per cent have been successful. Some have failed. Some members of 
our delegation were a little concerned about that. They said that if the state government moved down that path, it 
could perhaps be perceived as revisiting things that were described as WA Inc. I do not believe that that is the 
case. It is smart thinking. If it were properly managed, it would give all the burgeoning IT programs that 
currently go overseas an opportunity to be developed here. That fund has been recapitalised six times since the 
initial investment. The figures are in the report. I cannot remember them off the top of my head. I know that the 
program now earns some $US800 million a year. The capitalisation for those industries is in excess of $2 billion. 
It is really smart thinking.  
We travelled the length and breadth of Israel. I will touch quickly on water. Near Beersheba is a program that is 
funded by Australian donations under the Jewish National Front, which the Deputy Speaker spoke about 
yesterday. Under that program, most of the sewage water from the southern parts of Israel is collected and then 
returned to reservoirs, where it is in turn used to run massive irrigation programs. I have never seen such large 
irrigation programs. We never saw a sprinkler or the waste of a drop of water. Everything is used to the nth 
degree. The company, Netafim, has now been commercialised to the tune of $US2 billion annually. The 
company recently opened an office in Perth and has a factory in Melbourne. Netafim has a turnover of 
$US2 billion a year. It produces drip-feed irrigation that is designed for countries like Australia.  
The professor I talked about in the Negev is currently running a solar project that was designed at MIT. This 
project runs on a dish that is based in the middle of the desert. We have lots of desert in Western Australia. It is 
similar to a radio dish, and in the centre is an A4-sized solar panel that produces the same amount of electricity 
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that would normally be produced by a hectare of solar panels. That system was designed in Australia, for 
goodness sake! It is being commercialised over there.  
Mr G.M. Castrilli: We are good at doing that.  
Mr R.C. KUCERA: We are terrific at giving away our ideas.  
Mrs J. Hughes: There is a company that I have just come across that is now going to China to sell something 
that we could well use.  

Mr R.C. KUCERA: I can imagine that. I will now speak about waste disposal generally. We did not have a 
chance to go through the entire plant in Dudaim in the Negev. This plant deals with all the rubbish that comes 
from every municipality south of Jerusalem, which is an area probably the size of the wheatbelt and has many 
towns and a population of around four million people. These areas in the middle of the Negev desert, which are 
similar to some of the desert areas in the centre of this state, are essentially useless—they have no minerals and 
stock cannot be run on them. What have the Israelis done? They needed solar power. What is there in the desert? 
There is a lot of sunlight. They needed to get rid of and recycle rubbish, but they did not need things around that 
people might complain about. This is a massive operation. It is completely self-sustaining. It is now used as an 
educational institution for waste disposal for the whole of the Middle East. It is smart thinking.  

As we drove out of the Negev, we saw the same problems which we have in Western Australia and which were 
so widely depicted in Alastair Hope’s report last week about the communities in the north of this state. The same 
issues apply to the Bedouin Arabs, who live in shanty towns along the highways in the Negev desert. Again, 
there is an overarching conflict in Israel, but underneath are the same social problems that we have. That is why I 
believe that it is an amazing nation. People can argue about what happens with the Palestinians—I agree that 
things are done that should not be done—but at the end of the day, these people have to be admired for their 
tenacity. Six and a half million people have realised Ben-Gurion’s dream and have made the desert bloom again. 
That was the most impressive thing that we saw.  

We spent a day and a half in the Golan Heights with young officers who are patrolling with the United Nations 
and others. Again, this was a very sobering experience.  

I will quickly touch on the tragedy that happened to many Australians a few years ago at the Maccabiah Games. 
In 1997, the Maccabiah Games were held in Tel Aviv. Virtually all of the Australian team were marching across 
a bridge when it collapsed into the Yarkon River. Many people died. We visited the memorial while we were 
there. The river was so polluted that some of those who died had died from ingesting some of the water. The 
river is very similar to the Swan River in terms of its length and in being an estuarine river. It was far more 
polluted than ours has ever been. Since 1997, the condition of that river has been turned around through a series 
of programs. Instead of worrying about boats on the river and whingeing about putting up a building on the 
foreshore, the Swan River Trust should look at what can be done in the middle of a city to rejuvenate a river and 
ensure its future. Professor David Pargament, whom we met at the Yarkon River, has visited Perth and has 
offered his expertise and the technology that they have used. We should look at that. Instead of reinventing the 
bloody wheel every time we want to do something in this state, we should look at the things that are being done 
elsewhere. Again, much of the technology and the ideas have come out of Australia.  

We also visited the International Institute for Counter-Terrorism, where I was particularly interested in the 
briefing we received. The problems with Israel have expanded. It is not now an Arab-Palestinian dispute. Since 
9/11 and the Bali bombings, there is a new and frightening aspect to the conflict across the world, and it is one 
that will affect us. The doctrine of Wahhabiism, which comes out of the Muslim nations, is that there are two 
kinds of people in the world—those who are Muslim and those who are yet to be converted. Thankfully, only a 
very small group within the Muslim population thinks that way. Out of that is coming the fundamentalism that 
caused the bombings in England, in Bali and on 9/11. We need to work with our Muslim populations to ensure 
that that does not occur here. I could go on. We were made to feel very welcome at their Parliament, the 
Knessett.  

I urge people to read this report, which, I am afraid, comprises some 42 pages. Members can see from my 
enthusiasm that I was very impressed with what we saw. I thank in particular Marc Liebler and committee and 
staff of the Australia/Israel and Jewish Affairs Council; Peter Adler in Israel; Dr Colin Rubenstein from 
Melbourne; the irrepressible Steve Lieblich, who, incidentally, loves Cuban cigars; Paul Israel from the local 
chamber of commerce in Tel Aviv; Brian Sherman, AM, chairman of the Committee for the Rambam 
Fellowship Program; Yosef Cohen; Tova Ben-Dov; and Issa Jaber-ordinary people from Israel and Arab, 
Palestinian and Jewish communities who told it as it really was. I thank also Adrienne Bernstein, an incredible 
guide and interpreter, and a friend who led us through Israel; Rosa Madaffari, my office manager; and Lorraine 
Coogan, for helping to organise the whole event. It was a tremendous experience. I commend my report. If 
anyone wishes to see a copy, I will put one in the Parliamentary Library. 
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MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [4.40 pm]: I rise in response to the Premier’s Statement and to speak on a 
matter of keen public interest; that is, the current conflict between the Office of the Corruption and Crime 
Commission and the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission. I was present yesterday 
at a public hearing of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission and heard some 
of the evidence of the commissioner, Mr Roberts-Smith, QC. He was followed by Mr McCusker, QC, the 
parliamentary inspector. To say that I was confused by the conflict is an understatement. I thought I understood 
the law. I thought that when I voted in this Parliament for enormous powers to be conferred upon the CCC, I was 
comforted by the fact that an oversight body would ensure that the CCC was conducting itself in accordance 
with the basic principles underlying the law. On that basis, I stood in this Parliament and supported the 
inauguration of the powerful CCC. It was therefore with some alarm yesterday that I heard the evidence of the 
commissioner, Mr Roberts-Smith. This is not an attack on either Commissioner Roberts-Smith or the CCC, but, 
rather, an expression of concern at the commission’s attitude to the role of the parliamentary inspector.  
The CCC refuses to correct the public record in respect of a couple of matters raised by the parliamentary 
inspector—who conducts investigations on behalf of the Parliament, on behalf of this chamber-and simply 
asserts that the parliamentary inspector has got it all wrong. Moreover, Commissioner Roberts-Smith has sought 
to rebuff legitimate oversight by the parliamentary inspector, because it was revealed in the parliamentary 
inspector’s evidence that, on his initial approach to the new commissioner for access to the records of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission, he was rebuffed by Mr Roberts-Smith, QC, with the remarks, “But you’re 
an auditor and you’ve been put in to audit the CCC.” He referred-can members believe this-Mr McCusker, QC, 
to the Oxford English Dictionary and the definition of “audit”, which means to check financial transactions. I did 
not read the letter, but the commission said that the parliamentary secretary was welcome to go and check the 
CCC’s accounts-presumably how much is in the petty cash tin and who had bought morning tea-but not to look 
at investigations of the CCC. I understood from the evidence of our parliamentary inspector—the person who 
acts on our behalf, members—that after further approaches to the CCC, it retreated from its first position and 
conceded, and acceded to Mr McCusker’s getting some access to operational matters, while saying that he had 
no right to cast an opinion on its findings, even if the findings were not supported by the evidence; that is, there 
is a finding against the evidence. An underlying principle of law is that a finding made against the evidence is a 
finding bad at law. In other words, it is not a fact finding. When we appeal to the Court of Appeal, we can appeal 
on fact or on law. If we appeal on fact, we say that the jury got it wrong. Those appeals are very rarely allowed. 
However, an appeal on law is made to correct a legal error, and a legal error can include a finding that has been 
made without an evidential basis to support it. Commissioner Len Roberts-Smith, QC, says the parliamentary 
inspector is exceeding his jurisdiction if he seeks to inspect the workings of the commission on an individual 
matter to see whether it complied with the basic principles of law.  
I voted for the establishment of the CCC because I had enormous experience with the Anti-Corruption 
Commission. Everyone in Perth knows that and that, during my time as the police union’s general counsel, I took 
case after case to the Supreme Court, and the ACC did not win one of them because that secretive body was 
acting beyond the law. However, only the police could afford to go to the Supreme Court, because to do that on a 
prerogative writ, one would not see any change out of $100 000. Who can afford to do that, except the well-
resourced police union? The CCC was therefore proposed and given a wider mandate-not to look only at police 
but also at all public officials, and we now know that can include general members of the community. The 
member for Cottesloe just pointed to himself and me. It includes all of us, including members of the public who 
might interact with us. I was comforted and reassured by the Attorney General’s assurance to this chamber that a 
parliamentary inspector would be appointed. What did the Attorney General say to this chamber about the 
powers of the parliamentary inspector? On 15 May 2003, at page 7862, in his second reading speech-I will read 
it carefully and reasonably slowly-the Attorney General states — 

A greater degree of accountability is achieved through the role of the inspector — 
He is talking about the powers being greater than the powers of the ACC— 

which is extremely powerful. The inspector has completely unfettered access to all CCC information, 
including operational matters and, for the purpose of his or her inquiries, all the powers, protections and 
immunities of a royal commission. In addition to having a reporting function, the parliamentary 
inspector will have responsibility for auditing the operations of the CCC and assessing the effectiveness 
and appropriateness of the CCC’s procedures. In the overall context of the legislation, this office of the 
parliamentary inspector provides an important balance in relation to the CCC’s extensive powers. Its 
presence will give Western Australians an additional reason to have confidence in the CCC by ensuring 
that the CCC’s operations and exercise of powers conform to, and are conducted in accordance with, 
basic principles underlying the law.  
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Where Commissioner Roberts-Smith ever got it into his head that this Parliament only ever intended our 
inspector to check the petty cash tin is a mystery, and should be of great concern to all members.  
Ms M.M. Quirk: Hear, hear!  
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: As we all know, legislation is examined in the consideration in detail stage, which follows 
the second reading debate. That consideration in detail stage debate is at page 8331 of Hansard dated 5 June 
2003. In response to some questions put to him by former shadow Attorney General Hon Cheryl Edwardes, the 
present Attorney General states — 

. . . I am of the opinion that the inspector is a more powerful person than the commissioner, although on 
a practical day-to-day basis the commissioner will be in the limelight. 

I know that my speech will be read very carefully by members of the Corruption and Crime Commission, and I 
invite them to read the consideration in detail debate on page 8331 of Hansard. 

I was then very concerned to hear that the CCC intends not only to obtain an opinion on its powers from the 
Solicitor General of Western Australia, Mr Meadows, QC—such opinion could never be binding on this 
Parliament, the CCC or a court and would be nothing more than an opinion—but also to spend from its budget 
taxpayers’ money on engaging an interstate Queen’s Counsel, Mr John Hanks, QC to give the commissioner—
who after all is a former Supreme Court judge—an opinion on his powers. How can it be that taxpayers are being 
put to this expense? Who is this John Hanks, QC? I have never heard of him. Has the Minister for Corrective 
Services heard of him? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: No. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Has any other member heard of Hanks? No-one has heard of Hanks. I am so concerned 
that the CCC is now seeking to undermine the powers of our inspector that I have this afternoon taken it upon 
myself—not just myself—to engage Melbourne’s leading Queen’s Counsel and the most highly respected High 
Court practitioner in Melbourne, Mr David Grace, QC. Has anyone heard of David Grace? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Yes, I’ve heard of him, from when I was an NCA member. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The Minister for Corrective Services heard of him when she was a National Crime 
Authority member. Would the Minister for Corrective Services agree that he is one of Australia’s pre-eminent 
Queen’s Counsel? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Yes. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Agreed! I know Mr Grace’s charge-out rate, because I had to hire him! 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: Is that how you determine how good he is? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: At seven a day, it is not cheap. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: Seven grand? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: However, he has the pre-eminent legal mind in the country. I have engaged him to give an 
opinion so that I can bring the opinion to this chamber on whether our inspector is acting beyond power or 
within power in his inspection of the CCC. I have floated this idea with other members and I must say that the 
member for Victoria Park has said that it is such an important question that he would like to make a small 
donation to the fee I incur. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: If any other member would like to make a donation, as it is in this chamber’s interests, I 
would also welcome modest donations. However, the Quigley family, in the interests of democracy and the 
interests of this chamber, will stand the bill alone if needs be, because — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I am sorry; my brother, the member for Victoria Park, is already on board. 

It is because this is a critical question for this chamber. We in this chamber not only commissioned the most 
powerful corruption-fighting body in Australia but also, at the time we commissioned the CCC, offered the 
community a safeguard. The safeguard was an inspector who would report to this Parliament. Now the 
Corruption and Crime Commission has taken on full throttle the office of the parliamentary inspector. The 
members of the community must be confused. Who should they believe? Is Mr McCusker, QC right in his 
interpretation of the legislation, or is Mr Len Roberts-Smith, QC, former Supreme Court judge, right? 
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I said that I do not want this to be an attack upon the CCC, nor upon Mr Len Roberts-Smith, who practised for a 
while in the same building as I did, and I briefed him occasionally. However, I tell members that, like life, the 
courts and the judges are imperfect and get it wrong at times. Of course, Mr Roberts-Smith was part of that 
triumvirate of judges who disgracefully sent Andrew Mallard back to jail for the rest of his life. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You are not confusing the issue, are you? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I am not confusing the issue. Mr McCusker gave his time free for a 28-day hearing and the 
judges knocked out the case after reserving their decision for 10 days. The case then went to the High Court. I 
discharged myself from the Peter McCallum Cancer Centre to travel to Canberra to listen to the High Court 
appeal, and within the first hour — 

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I think the member is making some important points in his speech but it is not appropriate 
to describe a decision as disgraceful. To me it reflects on the person whom he has named, the head of the CCC. I 
think he should withdraw that remark. It will not impede his line of argument at all. I do not think he should be 
reflecting on a member of the judiciary and the head of the CCC and describing a decision as disgraceful in a 
way that reflects on and impugns his reputation. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman): Members, it is not our practice to reflect on individuals in 
that way. I found it difficult to discern in the member for Mindarie’s speech exactly whether he was reflecting on 
the person badly, but I ask that if he was, he withdraw it. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I am not reflecting badly upon the man. I withdraw any imputation upon the man. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The decision itself was a disgrace. I know that Mr Roberts-Smith has expressed to mutual 
friends his deep regret and remorse for his actions in that decision. The court not only sent an innocent man back 
to jail for the rest of his life but also attacked and criticised Mr McCusker, QC for his advocacy on behalf of an 
innocent man. When I discharged myself from the Peter McCallum hospital and travelled to Canberra for the 
High Court appeal, within the first hour, Mr Justice Callaghan saw the obvious error that the Supreme Court 
judge, then Justice Len Roberts-Smith, had made. He said to counsel appearing for the Director of Public 
Prosecutions that the non-disclosure of the wrench itself was enough to justify a retrial. Therefore, a very 
obvious point of law, stemming from Gray’s case and others, was got hopelessly wrong by three judges, because 
it was knocked on the head in one hour in the High Court. They got it so wrong that Mr Roberts-Smith put his 
name to sending an innocent man back to jail to rot in jail for the rest of his life. Therefore, I must ask myself: 
who is right and who is wrong in this dispute? More importantly, when members of the community ask 
themselves—when they read the paper, a report on evidence given yesterday, probably my speech and probably 
comments of Mr McCusker—they should not rush to the conclusion that because Mr Roberts-Smith was 
formerly a Supreme Court judge he must be right. He is a good bloke, but like the rest of us he can get things 
horribly wrong. I therefore suspect, although I do not know for sure, that he has got horribly wrong his assertion 
about our inspector. I am talking about our inspector, members, who the Attorney General told us is a more 
powerful person than Commissioner Len Roberts-Smith. Is this subordinate, the least important person in the 
CCC set-up, Commissioner Len Roberts-Smith, QC, right in his criticisms of his oversight body or is he wrong? 
That is a question of law. He intends to engage someone to give him an opinion at our expense. I have not seen 
this expense authorised in the budget. I have searched the CCC act and I cannot see where it is authorised or 
mandated by the legislation. However, at taxpayers’ expense he intends to engage an eastern states Queen’s 
Counsel to give him an opinion. This is nonsense. This is like the Chief Justice of Western Australia—whose 
court decisions may be overturned by the High Court of Australia, and are from time to time—saying, “Hold the 
phone, I’m going to get an eastern states Queen’s Counsel’s opinion on the constitutionality of the High Court.” 
That is just a nonsense. It is the same as it is nonsense for the CCC to be spending our money on an eastern states 
Queen’s Counsel to give it an opinion. The CCC is so secretive that it will not disclose to us all its telephone 
communications with that Queen’s Counsel. Therefore, we do not know how it is going to influence that 
Queen’s Counsel before he casts his opinion. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Therefore, what I am going to do, in order to be absolutely transparent and honest, is 
prepare a brief for Mr David Grace, QC. I am going to include in that brief the transcript of evidence of the 
hearing yesterday, the second reading speech, the consideration in detail, the legislation, and all other matters 
relevant that a Queen’s Counsel needs in order to cast an opinion. It will be my intention thereafter to take the 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 28 February 2008] 

 p542d-562a 
Mr John McGrath; Ms Jaye Radisich; Dr Steve Thomas; Mr Bob Kucera; Mr John Quigley; Mr Colin Barnett; 

Acting Speaker 

 [20] 

opportunity in this chamber, at the appropriate time, to seek leave of the chamber to lay on the table my letter of 
instruction to that Queen’s Counsel in Melbourne, and the Queen’s Counsel’s reply. 

Furthermore, I am not going to be gazzumped by the CCC. It is childish of the CCC to say, “You can come 
down only to look at our petty cash tin to see who bought the last packet of Devonshire cream biscuits or Monte 
Carlos.” I am not going to descend into doing the childish things that the CCC does, because I know what it will 
do. It will say, “You might have Australia’s pre-eminent Queen’s Counsel casting an opinion on this, but we 
have two—we have the Solicitor General and we have Mr Hanks.” Therefore, it is going to cost me twice as 
much, but I do not care, because I am doing it for all of us. I have selected another international scholar, a person 
whose integrity and legal ability is beyond repute — 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: You must have deep pockets! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: And the donations will just keep coming into them, member, I am sure!  

This is a very important point for the community of Western Australia. It is very important for our democracy. 
Should we appoint a commissioner who is attacking our inspector? Should we appoint a commissioner who, in 
the words of the Attorney General, is attacking someone who is more powerful than the commissioner himself? 
So, I will have to go doubles or nothing! I will be contacting this international scholar overnight, and I will see 
whether he will accept the brief to also give an opinion.  

Ms J.A. Radisich: Pro bono? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Only fools act pro bono, and that is me! I have acted pro bono for years, but that is only to 
make up for my sins earlier in life! I will leave it at that!  
Several members interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: That is my penance, actually, member for Bunbury! That is the way I do things. What I am 
doing, levity aside, because I do not mind a laugh in this chamber, is a most serious matter for all members —  
Several members interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I thank members for concurring with me on that.  
I am going to contact this international scholar overnight and send him the same brief. I undertake to seek leave 
to also lay that on the table of the house, not to win an argument, but for the edification of all the members who 
voted for the inception of the CCC, and for all the members who came into the thirty-seventh Parliament after 
the inception of the CCC and who support the principles of the CCC—which I do—to see whether the CCC is 
unreasonably attacking the parliamentary inspector. If the CCC is acting outside the law in the expenditure of 
public moneys on Mr Hanks, QC, and if it is acting outside the law in its attack on Mr McCusker, QC, that begs 
the question: what is it really hiding? As soon as a person avoids accountability and transparency, it begs the 
question: what is he hiding? If a person is called into a police station and the constable says, “Where were you 
on the night of the fifteenth?” and the person pleads the Fifth Amendment and says, “I refuse to answer your 
question”, it is not unreasonable that the next question is, “What are you hiding?” An honest person would 
answer that question. An honest organisation with nothing to hide would put it on the table so that we can have a 
look. However, the CCC has resisted this. It has said, “You can look only at our petty cash tin to see who bought 
the last packet of Monte Carlos, and here is the receipt from Tommy’s bakery.”  
I do not want this to be seen as an attack on the institution of the CCC itself, any more than the appeal to the 
High Court against the judgement by Mr Roberts-Smith, QC, on Mallard was an attack on Mr Roberts-Smith. It 
was to correct an almighty wrong. I am sure he was the author of that wrong. However, it was not anything to do 
with Mr Roberts-Smith. It was to correct an almighty wrong that he helped to author. 

Mr A.D. McRae: In the Supreme Court. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: When he was in the Supreme Court, yes. It was an almighty wrong of the Supreme Court. 
That was a disgraceful decision, as I have said.  
I realise that in public life, when I stand up to question bodies as powerful as the CCC, I am attracting its 
spotlight right onto me. I was given a great gift. People do not understand this. I was given a great gift in 2005. 
That gift released me from a lot of my anxieties in life and my concerns for the future. When God gives gifts, he 
does not explain them. It is for us in our daily lives to untangle those gifts. My gift was cancer. I had to stare 
down my cancer for 18 months, as everyone knows, with regular trips to Melbourne. I was told on trip three, 
when Colleen Egan came over to cover my treatment, that they had not had anyone with my rate of progress go 
past two years. I told members of this chamber when I went onto that treatment that it was an experiment with 10 
participants, and I got the number 10 chair. They will not tell me how those other nine people are doing—I have 
found out by my own means—but I am sad to inform members that four of those people, including a friend I 
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used to travel with, have taken a tram ticket to heaven. The last of those was in October. Thankfully, on 21 
January 2008, the cancer centre wrote to my general practitioner and said that John is in remission. I used to 
think Mindarie was the best place in Perth. I can tell members that remission is a better place—but only by a 
whisker! I do not want to put Mindarie down, but I do not want to move out of remission. I think the member for 
Roe, a doctor, would know what I am talking about. That gift that was given to me was not courage. It was, 
“Don’t be scared of the normal worries of life, because you’re playing in a bigger card game now, son.” The 
member for Roe is nodding. I am sure that in his treatment of patients he would have come across people who 
are moving through this same experience.  
Previously I would have worried about standing here criticising the CCC for its unwarranted and unseemly 
attack on our inspector, because I would have anticipated that that would bring down its wrath on me. However, 
that does not matter any more. In the life of the citizenry of Western Australia, I am almost irrelevant. If I die 
while I am a member, or whenever I die, I will get the one-minute’s silence, because that is part of the standing 
orders, and they will all mutter under their breath — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Just so long as you watch and keep quiet wherever you are! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I can only imagine what in that minute of silence members will be muttering to each other 
about me! If it starts to rain at that moment, that will be me!  
I must move past these sorts of worries and say that it does not matter what happens to John Quigley. I mean, it 
matters to my children, it matters to Jack, Isabella and Maggie-May, and, most importantly, it matters to my 
wife, Michelle. I am sure members do not want to see me croak just yet, but what happens to me is irrelevant. 
What happens to me in the life of Western Australia is irrelevant. However, the Corruption and Crime 
Commission cannot get away with this belting attack on our inspector, using taxpayers’ funds contributed by all 
members’ constituents to engage a secret, unknown Queen’s Counsel from the eastern states to shore him up in 
his attack on our inspector. Hansard, when I said “our” inspector, I was using capital O-U-R inspector for the 
Parliament. It is quite wrong for this agency to attack our inspector by using our taxpayers’ funds, and it was 
never intended by the legislation. I hope that Mr Roberts-Smith, QC, falls asleep tonight contemplating the 
words of the Attorney General of Western Australia — 

. . . I am of the opinion that the inspector is a more powerful person than the commissioner, . . .  

That is because he is our inspector. He is this Parliament’s inspector. I urge all members not to be afraid or 
intimidated, but to stand firm and protect the office of our inspector. That is why I have decided—I do not know 
what my wife is going to say when she hears about this tonight—to commit Quigley family funds to the 
engagement of Mr David Grace, QC — 

An opposition member: And the member for Victoria Park. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Yes, and the member for Victoria Park. I will comfort her by saying that he said that he 
would bear the weight. I do not know what he meant when he said, “Rely upon me to carry the weight.” I will 
tell my wife that tonight, and about three o’clock tomorrow morning I intend to ring the member for Victoria 
Park and tell him what the fee on brief is of the international scholar. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr J.C. Kobelke (Leader of the House). 
 


