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MINISTER FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT —  
BALMORAL SOUTH MINING PROJECT APPROVALS 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 
MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [12.13 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to allow the following motion to be 
moved —  

That the Minister for Regional Development explain to the house the following —  

(a) the content of his six face-to-face meetings with Mr Clive Palmer between 3 February 
2009 and 12 May  2010; and 

(b) why he did not release or reveal diary notes or minutes of those meetings as requested 
under the freedom of information request. 

As is customary, I will outline why this matter is urgent. As I go along, I will seek an indication from the 
government as to whether it will agree to the suspension and, if it does agree, on what conditions. That might 
prevent unnecessary delay to the house. I do not intend for this to be a long debate because it is pretty easy to set 
out the facts of the matter. The realisation of the seriousness of this matter came to light only this morning. I will 
endeavour to set out why, now that government members have arrived in the chamber, this matter is urgent.  

During the course of this week the relationship between Mr Clive Palmer, a large donor to the National and 
Liberal Parties, and the approval of his Balmoral South mining project in the Pilbara was raised in Parliament. 
Members are aware of the facts and that the opposition has already expressed considerable concern about this 
matter. That is all on the record. What has come to light today is the significant number of meetings between the 
Leader of the National Party and Mr Clive Palmer during the course of that approval process. There were six 
face-to-face meetings between Mr Clive Palmer and the Leader of the National Party, Mr Grylls, during the 
course of the approval process. That fact has come to light only today. Admittedly, it was answered in a question 
on notice some months ago. The matter slipped my mind, which was remiss of me, but it has again come to light 
today. The house is owed an explanation about the six meetings between Mr Palmer and Mr Grylls.  

Another point that has come to light is the fact that the notes, diary notes, file notes and minutes of those six 
meetings were not provided in the information that was revealed as a result of the opposition’s freedom of 
information application. In order to not delay the house too long, and so that I can expand on my arguments and 
go into them in some depth, I seek an indication from the Leader of the House as to whether the government will 
agree to the standing orders suspension. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: The government will not be agreeing to the suspension.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: We now know that the government has something to hide. When the member for Central 
Wheatbelt, the Leader of the National Party, is on top of things in this house, he is bellicose and brazen; 
suddenly, because he is under pressure, he is meek and mild. He has gone from bellicose and brazen to meek and 
mild. He is now walking out of the chamber while we seek to debate a matter that relates to his integrity and 
propriety. The Leader of the National Party, the Premier, the Leader of the House and members of the 
government are frightened and hiding from the facts. I will go through the facts so that members understand the 
importance of why this matter must be debated now.  

There were six meetings between the Leader of the National Party and Mr Clive Palmer, the National Party’s 
biggest donor, from 3 February 2009 to 12 May 2010. At those six face-to-face meetings the subject of Mr 
Palmer’s mining approvals was discussed. Has any other businessman aside from that billionaire donor to the 
National Party received similar treatment? I bet members that no other businessman has received the same 
treatment, favouritism and help from the Leader of the National Party. Can members imagine that a man as busy 
as the Leader of the National Party would be able to have six face-to-face meetings with another person? No, 
they cannot. The Leader of the National Party is too afraid to explain that point. We need to know what was 
discussed at those meetings. We need to know exactly what promises and help was held out by the Leader of the 
National Party to his biggest benefactor. That is what the Parliament and the people of Western Australia need to 
know, otherwise the propriety and integrity of the government’s approvals process will be brought into question. 
The opposition and the public need to know why Mr Palmer was afforded six meetings with the Leader of the 
National Party and why he received a $45 million benefit. The other point that we need to understand is why the 
Leader of the National Party did not release the diary notes, minutes, briefing notes, file notes, memos and 
attachments that relate to those meetings even though he was requested to do so under the freedom of 
information request. At a meeting between the Leader of the National Party and Mr Clive Palmer, attended by 
Mr Doug Cunningham, Mr Steve Imms and other staff from the office of the Leader of the National Party, it is 
inconceivable that no minutes or notes were taken, either by the Leader of the National Party or by his senior 
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staff, many of whom have worked for government for a long period. However, when I asked for those diary 
notes and for those meeting minutes in my freedom of information request, not only are they not provided, it is 
not even mentioned that they exist.  

Point of Order 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The motion before the house to suspend standing orders allows for only a very limited 
amount of debate. The member who was on his feet is now speaking to the substantive part of the motion rather 
than to the motion to suspend standing orders. I ask — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He has been given seven minutes already. He either addresses the motion to suspend 
standing orders or he be sat down. 

The SPEAKER: I am sure the member for Rockingham will address the motion to suspend standing orders. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I am addressing why it is necessary to suspend standing orders. This is a matter of urgency 
because the law may well have been broken; that is, under section 110 of the Freedom of Information Act, it is 
an offence for a person to conceal a document. We know that there are documents, and we know that they have 
been concealed, Mr Speaker. The Leader of the National Party can sit there laughing and hiding, but it is an 
offence under the Freedom of Information Act to not release those documents.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We need to know whether the Leader of the National Party is corrupt, and if he does not 
stand to debate this issue, one can only conclude that he is. If he were not, he would allow this debate to take 
place. Release the correspondence. Release the minutes of all these meetings. Reveal what took place in these 
conversations between the Leader of the National Party and Mr Palmer about the approvals. We need to know 
why — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Take a seat, member for Rockingham. 

Members on both sides of the house know that a serious motion is before the house. I have given the member for 
Rockingham the opportunity to address the motion. I have not given other members the opportunity to interject 
across the chamber corridor without reference to what is going on. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The letter requesting the information I was seeking was dated 31 March 2010. I waited a 
considerable number of months before I received an answer from the Leader of the National Party. As I have just 
outlined to the house, that answer did not reveal that there were diary notes or minutes of meetings. That is a 
direct break of the law. It was not revealed that documents were concealed. Again, that is a direct break of the 
law. I need and the public needs to know whether the Leader of the National Party and his office have broken the 
law of Western Australia in hiding these documents—these minutes of meetings between the Leader of the 
National Party and Mr Clive Palmer—and what offers, inducements and assistance the Leader of the National 
Party held out to Mr Palmer to help him avoid a $45 million bond. This is a serious question of corruption and 
integrity. It is very serious. The Leader of the National Party needs to answer this now. He can clear the air now 
by releasing the information and this issue may well — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: If you sit down, you might find that you will achieve something. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Is the Leader of the House indicating across the house that he will allow a debate? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I am telling you that you’ve spent nine minutes not debating the motion but debating the 
substantive motion. If you sit down, the Premier will rise and make some comments. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Hold on. Is that the conclusion of my remarks or will the government allow me to speak 
some more? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: We will allow it. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Thank you. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [12.24 pm]: We debated this issue under a matter of public 
interest format on Tuesday, and now the opposition wishes to re-debate the issue under an MPI format. We will 
agree to that because issues of integrity of ministers and accountability are important in the parliamentary 
process. However, to call for another debate two days later, it really is incumbent upon the opposition to 
demonstrate that it has some new information—something different from what has already been debated in this 
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house or something different from what the minister provided in answer to a parliamentary question on 20 April. 
Has the opposition found something new in the past two days that warrants another debate? 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Okay. We will wait to see. However, we will agree to the MPI format, but for the 
opposition to call for another debate on the same issue within 48 hours, the opposition really needs to 
demonstrate that it has some new information, not something provided to it on 20 April — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: That information was provided on 20 April—a long time ago. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: We will agree to debate the issue; we are not going to disagree. However, we will look to 
the opposition to demonstrate that it has found something dramatic, something important to this issue, in the past 
48 hours. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Members opposite can carry on, but the point is often made: put up or shut up. We are 
giving the opposition the chance to put up and let the public judge whether the opposition has anything to say. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [12.26 pm]: Mr Speaker, we are to debate this motion 
in the form of a matter of public interest, yet the member for Rockingham’s substantive motion simply allows us 
to debate whether the minister should or should not explain something. If Mr Speaker will give me a moment, 
we will try to change the motion to accommodate what the member for Rockingham wants to do. 

Mr M. McGowan: You can include the word “condemn” if you like. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am more likely to condemn my friend the member for Rockingham than I am the 
minister.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Thank you, members. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: For the benefit of the house, I am being assisted by the Clerk of the Assembly so that the 
member for Rockingham can have his way to debate the issue again. The Premier has explained quite clearly that 
unless the opposition has some new information that has come to light, obviously the debate will be a re-run of 
what was heard the other day. I will not say that the government hopes the opposition has additional information, 
but it will look to hear whether the opposition has additional information that warrants taking up the time of this 
house when it is dealing with a lot of very important legislation that is being filibustered up to its elbows. Quite 
frankly — 

Mr F.M. Logan: Speaking of filibustering! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am happy to do that at the moment. I am being forced to filibuster in order to correct the 
motion put forward by the member for Rockingham.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: This is one of my better speeches! 

Mr F.M. Logan: You are right; it is! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, I have had a B+ or was that a B–?  

With the assistance of the Clerk in trying to make the motion sensible—I do not mean that in a derogatory way; I 
want to amend it so that it is possible for the house to have a meaningful debate on this motion—I would like to 
amend the motion to delete the first line, “That the Minister for Regional Development explain to the house the 
following”, and substitute, “That the house notes the actions of the Minister for Regional Development in 
relation to”, and conduct the debate according to the time limits of a matter of public interest. 

Mr M. McGowan: I’ll agree to that on the basis that it allows us to debate the issue. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Amendment to Motion 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I move — 

(1) To delete the words “That the Minister for Regional Development explains to the House the 
following” and substitute —  
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That the house notes the actions of the Minister for Regional Development in relation 
to  

(2) To insert after “moved” —  

and that the debate be conducted under the time limits determined for a matter of 
public interest 

Amendment put and passed. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion, as Amended 
Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 

Motion 
MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [12.33 pm]: I move —  

That the house notes the actions of the Minister for Regional Development in relation to — 

(a) the content of his six face-to-face meetings with Mr Clive Palmer between 3 February 2009 
and 12 May 2010; and  

(b) why he did not release or reveal diary notes or minutes of these meetings as requested under 
the freedom of information request. 

This motion is serious, and members understand that it is a serious motion. The opposition raised an issue on 
Tuesday about the contents of a freedom of information document that I received in light of the very significant 
donations by Mr Clive Palmer to the Western Australian National Party. That document revealed that Mr Palmer 
had sought to avoid the ordinary operation of the law in Western Australia. At the end of the day, by whatever 
means, he obtained what he was seeking. That was the content of the debate on Tuesday. Mr Palmer obtained 
what he was seeking, which was the removal of a $45 million bond on the environmental approval of his mine at 
the Balmoral South project, 80 kilometres south of Karratha. The information provided in response to that 
freedom of information request included a range of documents that indicated that the Minister for Regional 
Development and other ministers took an unusually intense interest in that matter and appeared to advocate on 
behalf of Mr Palmer with other ministers. We then learnt that the Minister for Regional Development and Leader 
of the National Party intervened with the Minister for Environment; he has admitted that he spoke to the Minister 
for Environment. 

Mr B.J. Grylls interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Leader of the National Party’s chance will come. In fact, his day will come. 

We did not learn what he actually said to the Minister for Environment. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: No discussion. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Leader of the National Party is all over the place. It is interesting; when he comes 
under a bit of pressure, look at how quickly he folds. He is all bullish and excited when he is out there, handing 
out cheques, but when he is under a bit of pressure, look how weak he becomes! 

We received a range of emails that indicated that the Leader of the National Party’s office intervened with the 
office of the Minister for Environment and the Premier’s office. The emails also indicated that the Leader of the 
National Party would have something quite strong to say on behalf of Mr Palmer.  

The Premier posed the question: what is new? This has come to my attention today, and I will admit that it had 
slipped my mind. I refer to question on notice 2621, answered on 20 May 2010, from me to the Minister for 
Regional Development. On that occasion I asked him how many times he had met with Mr Palmer, considering 
that Mr Palmer is the biggest conservative donor in Australia and the biggest donor to the National Party. I asked 
him what the subject of the conversation was. The answer was yes, the Leader of the National Party had met 
with Mr Palmer. I will let the house know on how many occasions they met: 3 February 2009; 3 April 2009; 
29 May 2009; 11 August 2009; 26 March 2010; and 12 May 2010. Also present on those six occasions were: at 
the first meeting, the Leader of the National Party’s staff, Doug Cunningham and Steve Imms; at the second 
meeting, Doug Cunningham; and, at the third meeting, Susanna Ling and Chris Morris, his press secretary, who 
ambushes my press conferences. He stands around the back until he is ordered away by the opposition leader’s 
press secretary! He was standing at the back of the press conference and the opposition leader’s press secretary 
went over to him, said “Go away”, and he hung his head and walked off like a mangy old dog! 

At the meeting of 11 August 2009, Doug Cunningham was present. 

Mr V.A. Catania interjected. 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: We have up the back a member of the muridae family who has found that he can speak! 
People might want to google that one! 

At the meeting of 12 May 2010, Doug Cunningham, Jill Sounness and Jackie Farmer were present. At each of 
the six meetings, the Leader of the National Party had between one and three staff members present with him 
while he met with Mr Clive Palmer. My question to the Leader of the National Party is: what did he discuss? 
What were the details of the discussions at those meetings, bearing in mind that Mr Palmer had an environmental 
approval application for his mine on foot at the time of four of those meetings, and that by the time of the final 
two meetings, Mr Palmer had donated $150 000 to the National Party? By the final meeting, Mr Palmer’s 
application regarding the imposition of an environmental bond on his project was subject to consideration by the 
Department of Mines and Petroleum. 

We do not know how many meetings the Leader of the National Party had with Mr Palmer between 12 May and 
now. We do not even know how many telephone conversations the Leader of the National Party has had with Mr 
Palmer during this period, but we know that he gave Mr Palmer very special treatment. He had six meetings with 
one businessman. I pose this question to the Premier and to the Leader of the National Party: can they reveal to 
me one other businessman who has had six face-to-face meetings with the Minister for Regional Development? 
He can reveal that in his address.  

Then we go to the freedom of information application, which again is new information, according to the 
Premier’s test. The freedom of information application was submitted on 31 March 2010. It took some months of 
discussion between my office and the Leader of the National Party’s office before I received the document that 
he deigned to give me. I think it took at least four months of going backwards and forwards before I received 
that document. My freedom of information application requested all documents such as minutes of meetings, 
correspondence, briefing notes, file notes, memos, emails, attachments, notebook entries, diary entries and diary 
notes. I did not get one of those things. We do know that the Leader of the National Party had between one and 
three of his staff, some of whom I am aware from people on my side are very professional people, at six of those 
meetings. We know that minutes of those meetings would have been taken. Either the minister himself or 
members of his staff would have taken minutes of those meetings, yet when I received the information, there was 
no detail of any minutes of any of those meetings. What was even more damning was that there is no mention 
that they even exist. Therefore, I do not even know, but for the question on notice, that those meetings were held 
and those minutes exist. The Leader of the National Party did not mention in the FOI response that there were 
minutes of meetings, even though I specifically requested them.  

What does this indicate to the house? It indicates that the law—the Freedom of Information Act—has probably 
been broken. Information has been concealed. Section 110 of the Freedom of Information Act states that a 
person who conceals information has committed an offence. If the Leader of the National Party has concealed 
information and therefore committed an offence, he will have to resign. That is what will happen. If he has 
hidden that information from me as part of this freedom of information request, he will have to resign and all of 
his brazenness and bellicosity will be for nothing.  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: The member for Rockingham has the call. Nobody else has the call. I would like to hear from 
the member for Rockingham.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is easy for the Leader of the National Party to handle this issue. He needs to reveal the 
21-plus documents that he exempted as part of my freedom of information request. First, he should reveal them. 
There is no protection of those documents. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: There is. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Leader of the National Party does not understand. If someone wrote to him and his 
office is emailing people, there is no protection of those documents. If he wishes to reveal them, he can. He has 
not revealed them all. As we know, he has exempted 21 documents that are contained within this freedom of 
information request. He can reveal them today and clear the air on this matter. Second, he needs to reveal the 
minutes of every single meeting and every single phone conversation he has had with Mr Palmer, taken by 
himself or by his staff. He needs to reveal all of that information, as requested in my freedom of information 
application. He also needs to reveal why he did not comply with the freedom of information request and explain 
to the house why he did not answer what was asked of him. The Leader of the National Party can clear the air on 
this issue if he reveals all of those documents today. Then we will get to the bottom of the matter exactly, as 
much as we can, based upon written material of what the Leader of the National Party has done on behalf of his 
biggest supporter and benefactor, Mr Clive Palmer. 
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I turn to Mr Clive Palmer for a second. He has put out two press releases in the past two days demanding my 
sacking. He has used his considerable weight to try to pressure the Western Australian Labor Party, and he will 
not succeed. I want to read out what he said in his press release today. I want to read out to the house the lengths 
he will go to to protect his boy, the Leader of the National Party. The press release states — 

Mining magnate Clive Palmer has accused West Australian Labor frontbencher Mark McGowan of 
“conspiring to stop people participating in democracy”.  

The statement comes in response to Mr McGowan’s questioning of Professor Palmer’s lobbying over 
an EPA bond for an iron ore project in the Pilbara and his financial contributions to the Liberal and 
National Parties.  

“The way I see it, Labor’s spokesman on State Development is conspiring to stop people donating 
money to the Liberal Party,” Professor Palmer said. 

“I have been giving money to the Liberals and Nationals for more than 40 years, which is my 
democratic right.”  

Mr Palmer’s press secretary, the person who puts this stuff together, is a Mr Andrew Crook. We have Andrew 
Crook and we have Tony Crook. The National Party is full of crooks! 

Mr B.J. Grylls: That’s new information! We knew you had something! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I wanted to bring in a bit of levity to try to ease the mind of the Leader of the National 
Party, who once again is showing his nervousness. 

It is simple. The Leader of the National Party should release the information, explain to the house the content of 
the meeting, explain what he did for Mr Palmer and explain everything that has gone on around this matter or 
else a stench of impropriety and corruption will continue to surround him.  

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Central Wheatbelt — Minister for Regional Development) [12.47 pm]: What an 
absolute load of rubbish. We have just seen the operations of the house suspended — 

Point of Order 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I wish to make a point of order, Mr Speaker. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I am taking a point of order from the Minister for Agriculture and Food. I want to be able to 
hear the point of order.  

Mr D.T. REDMAN: The member for Rockingham made the point when he addressed the suspension of 
standing orders that this was an important matter. In the interests of it being an important matter, quite rightly, 
the house, and the opposition in particular, should give the Minister for Regional Development time to make his 
response without interjections.  

The SPEAKER: There is no point of order.  

Debate Resumed 
Mr B.J. GRYLLS: The member for Rockingham has come to this chamber claiming to have new information 
subsequent to Tuesday’s matter of public interest. He is indicating that this concoction of fantasy that he has 
paraded this week has somehow got more legs. He has based that on a question on notice provided to him by my 
office on 20 April that confirmed that I had met with either Clive Palmer or Mineralogy six times. That 
information was available to the member for Rockingham on Tuesday. He had it for several months.  

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: Let us be very clear. The freedom of information request was debated in the MPI on 
Tuesday at the same time as this information was available. There is no new information, but the member for 
Rockingham seeks to smear. I will give an example of how he seeks to smear. On 720 ABC radio this morning, 
the member for Rockingham said — 

Mr Grylls has also admitted to pressuring the environment minister, Donna Faragher, in relation to this 
matter … 

That is absolutely incorrect; in fact, it is a blatant lie. He knows that. He stood up and he issued a blatant lie.  

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr E.S. RIPPER: The Leader of the National Party cannot assert that a member of the Labor Party has blatantly 
lied without moving a substantive motion to that effect.  
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The SPEAKER: I will take that point of order, Leader of the Opposition. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I withdraw my remark that it was a blatant lie.  

Debate Resumed 
Mr B.J. GRYLLS: The member for Rockingham has gone to the press today making things up to run this story 
along and give it a bit more impetus, purely making things up. I put on the record again, as I did in question time 
yesterday and in the matter of public interest debate on Tuesday, at no stage did I put any pressure on the 
Minister for Environment. It was asserted that Clive Palmer was trying to avoid the appeals process. I put on the 
record again that he did not avoid the appeals process. It was fully appropriate for the Minister for Environment 
to require the issue to go to the appeals process, as it did. It was also stated that Clive Palmer had got away with 
not paying the bond. He has not got away with it. As the Minister for Mines and Petroleum pointed out, a bond 
will apply to this project.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: He’s got off the bond. Some poor Chinese investor will have to pay it.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: We have again today an attempt by the member for Rockingham to spin this out and 
continue to besmirch and smear my name. I am very disappointed about that. I am very disappointed that with 
absolutely no factual evidence at all, he seems to want to smear my name.  

I make no apology for having six meetings with Mineralogy. Mineralogy is very important and has a major 
project in regional Western Australia. 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Members, there are plenty of you who would like to say a lot at this stage. The opportunity 
might be when the minister sits down for you to stand up and seek the call. That might be the best way for some 
of you to contribute to what is in front of the house at the moment.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I make no apology for those six meetings. It is entirely appropriate that they were held. 
Mineralogy has major projects running in Western Australia; it employs thousands of people and spends billions 
of dollars.  

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington; I gave you a very subtle suggestion. I formally call you for the first 
time today.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: One of the arguments made by the member for Rockingham today was that it was entirely 
unusual for me to have had six meetings with Mineralogy over the course of two years.  

Mr F.M. Logan: It is actually.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I can see now why some of the problems existed in regional development if six meetings 
over two years with Mineralogy is regarded as unusual. Clearly, I am prepared to do the hard work and members 
opposite are not. I will list the meetings I have had with the major resource players in the past two years: 
Mineralogy, six meetings; Rio Tinto, eight; Chevron, eight; Woodside, four; and BHP, 16. Clearly, I can cram a 
lot more into my day as a minister than could members opposite. I make no apology for that and for having an 
open door to the major resource players in Western Australia, who are driving the economy of regional Western 
Australia. Why? It is because the number one project I am working on is the Pilbara Cities initiative. It is the 
number one issue in my portfolio to ensure that workers can live in the region rather than fly in and fly out; to 
adopt good buy-local policies; and to have sound development in those regions that will protect the environment. 
I have had multiple meetings with all those companies, as I should. I make absolutely no apology for that.  

I turn now to the freedom of information issue, which continues to be raised as though I am seeking to cover up. 
My staff found 51 documents in my office relating to Mineralogy and Clive Palmer. All 51 documents were 
referred to the State Solicitor for legal advice. The State Solicitor advised that 23 of these documents, including 
the itineraries the member for Rockingham spoke about, are not documents of an agency and, therefore, the 
access applicant did not have the right to access them.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Minister, take a seat. I have stood before and said that if members wish to make a 
contribution, the best way to do it is to stand and seek the call. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: Thank you, Mr Speaker.  

The State Solicitor advised that the other 28 of these documents are not “documents of an agency”, and therefore 
the access applicant does not have a right to access them. The State Solicitor advised also that, of these 28 
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documents, 17 favour no disclosure in full under section 4, “Commercial or business information”, and section 8, 
“Confidential communications”, of schedule 1 of the FOI act.  

I make it very clear that I have complied with all elements of the FOI act. Again, I make it absolutely crystal 
clear that in complying — 

Mr T.G. Stephens: You’re a bit like Joh—“Don’t you worry about that!” 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I am not saying do not worry about that. I will be absolutely comfortable for all of those 
documents to be released. There is nothing in any of those documents for me to be concerned about—absolutely 
nothing. The reason that these documents have not been released is because the State Solicitor’s advice to me 
was that there was commercial-in-confidence information in those documents, and under the FOI act they should 
not be released; and I have accepted that advice.  

If members want to get to the real crux of this, the member for Rockingham has had the opportunity to appeal 
that FOI decision and have the FOI commissioner view all of those 51 documents and make a decision. 
Strangely, the member for Rockingham has not done that. He has not appealed it. Why? Because once he appeals 
it, he will have no story! There will be no story once he appeals it! 

So, what we see here again today, after Tuesday, after Wednesday, after question time, is that because the FOI 
act is being used to protect the commercial-in-confidence information of a business in Western Australia, I am 
being attacked for not releasing this information. I will not release it. I am prepared to have this attack day in, 
day out—come back next week; come back the week after that; come back day in, day out. This government will 
not have it that companies are afraid to put their arguments to the government in corresponding with ministers. 
Companies have every right under the FOI act to request that commercial-in-confidence information is not 
released. That is exactly what has happened here. The State Solicitor has given me the advice that that is proper 
and correct. The member for Rockingham, so that he can continue on with his story, had not bothered to appeal 
it, because, if he appeals it, the story ends. While the story is running, he can go on the ABC and make things up 
and slander me. He can make up anything he wants. He can say anything.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I will not be suing him, because what this shows — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Take a seat, minister.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: What this shows is that the member for Rockingham, on a wild goose chase, with no 
information, and with nothing to go on, is just seeking to smear the company Mineralogy and Clive Palmer—he 
had a good go at that today—and me, on radio. I do not do politics like that, and I never will; the member for 
Rockingham does, and he will be judged by that. As the Premier said, the member for Rockingham sought today, 
through an MPI, to raise for the second time this week that he had new information. He does not. He looks like a 
mug, because he is tenuously joining a whole bunch of things together. I will continue to ensure that my office is 
open to the small businesses and the big businesses of Western Australia that drive regional development. I have 
shown that I am absolutely prepared to take their issues on board. When it comes to the proper process, we have 
followed it. The allegations made against me have not been borne out by fact. There was no getting away from 
the appeal process, and a bond will be applied under the Mining Act. Again, keep seeking to smear. Keep 
seeking to make the story up. I will defend it every day.  

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the day’s sitting, on motion by Mr R.F. Johnson (Leader of the House). 

[Continued on page 6323.]  
 


