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SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS 
Leader of the House to Make Statement - Motion 

HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan) [11.05 am]:  I move without notice - 

That standing orders be suspended so as to permit me to move -  

The House expresses its deep concerns at the double blow delivered to the Manjimup 
community yesterday by the incompetence and mismanagement of the Gallop Government and 
calls on the Leader of the House to give a full and open disclosure of -  

(a) the facts surrounding the announcement of the jarrah quantities and the 
implications for south west communities; 

(b) the reasons why the Government has made no announcements of other 
native timber arrangements; 

(c) the action by the Government to avoid the closure of the Manjimup storage 
facilities; 

(d) the actual financial assistance promised, granted or withdrawn with respect 
to those facilities; and 

the House further calls on the Leader of the House to explain the state of his knowledge at the 
time he answered questions of Hon Barry House and Hon Peter Foss on Wednesday, 27 
February 2002 and to explain whether he actively misled the House.   

This is a serious and urgent matter, and one I considered moving as a privilege motion.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Why didn’t you move it as a privilege motion?   

The PRESIDENT:  The Leader of the House will come to order! 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I am happy to move it -  

Several members interjected.   

The PRESIDENT:  The Leader of the House will come to order.   

Hon PETER FOSS:  I do not want to disappoint the Leader of the House.  I am happy to move a privilege 
motion if the result of this motion is not satisfactory.  I trust the Leader of the House will listen to what I have to 
say and explain to the House how it was that he made the statements he made yesterday, which at best can only 
be described as disingenuous.   

Point of Order 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I object to the use of the term “disingenuous” to describe the information that I supplied to 
this House.  It is tantamount to suggesting that I have deliberately misled the House.   

The PRESIDENT:  The member has objected to certain words.  Does Hon Peter Foss wish to respond?   

Hon PETER FOSS:  Yes, because that is the subject matter of the motion; that is, the Leader of the House must 
explain whether he actively misled the House.  Unless I raise the question that he misled the House, it is rather 
difficult to call on him to explain whether he actively did so.  Therefore, this is a matter directly in course with 
the motion.  I have to give some satisfaction to the House or else the motion will not have the opportunity to be 
supported.   

The PRESIDENT:  There is no point of order.  

Debate Resumed 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I will go over some of the events that occurred.  I do not wish to take up too much time, 
because the most important thing -  

Hon Kim Chance:  We all know why you are doing this.  You are just filibustering -  

The PRESIDENT:  The Leader of the House will come to order. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I not only deny the claim made by the Leader of the House, but intend to point out why this 
is another attempt by the Government to mislead the people.  We are in the one-hour time slot for motions, and 
this will be followed by a one-hour time slot for committee reports.  I intend to finish this in the shortest time 
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possible because I am interested to hear an explanation from the Leader of the House.  I assure the minister that 
his interjections are the only actions delaying this debate.  The only person or cause that will take this matter 
longer than an hour is the Leader of the House’s failure to satisfy members that he did not actively mislead the 
House.  

Hon Kim Chance:  That is a direct allegation.  Why don’t you bring this matter forward in a privilege motion?   

Hon PETER FOSS:  Because -  

The PRESIDENT:  Members, the interjections will cease.  The Leader of the House will have an opportunity to 
respond after hearing the nature of the argument.   

Hon PETER FOSS:  If it is justified, I am happy to move a privilege motion.  It sounds as if the Leader of the 
House would prefer that I move a privilege motion.  I do not know the state of his mind when he spoke to the 
House.  I am beginning to suspect what it might be, but no doubt we will find that out after he has spoken.  At 
that point, we will know whether this matter justifies a privilege motion.  Hon Tom Stephens has continuously 
made outrageous accusations about the nature of the privilege motion without any basis whatsoever.  I do not do 
that. 

Hon Kim Chance:  This is the payback, is it? 

Hon PETER FOSS:  No; I do not do that.  I am giving the Leader of the House the opportunity to give a full and 
complete explanation, and we may very well find that he was not misleading the House but was being 
completely honest and frank with the House.  However, if he keeps interrupting me and prolonging this speech, 
it will go on longer.  I will try to finish it in about 10 minutes, but so far I have not had a chance to say anything 
substantive because of the interruptions and interjections of the Leader of the House.  I do not know how long 
this has taken so far, but I know who has taken the time; it has not been me, because I have hardly gotten a word 
in edgeways in my own speech. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Get on with it! 

The PRESIDENT:  Order! 

Hon PETER FOSS:  First of all, I will deal with the first part of the motion that I wish to move.  There was a 
double blow to the Manjimup community yesterday.  I do not think there is any doubt about that.  I want to show 
that despite what was said by the Leader of the House yesterday, the Government had a direct hand in both 
blows.  Perhaps I should deal with the second part of the motion to a degree, because Hon Barry House will give 
us a little more information on that issue.  I will mention what happened yesterday.  A question was asked by 
Hon Barry House of the Leader of the House about the Manjimup Apple Export Syndicate closing its doors.  He 
asked whether the minister was aware of this impending closure.  He went on to ask -  

Given that the peak processing period for apples and potatoes in particular is over the next three 
months, is the Government involved in negotiations about the future; and, given the Government’s 
continued neglect of the Manjimup community since elected, what does the minister intend to do to 
assist this valuable south west industry?   

The interesting thing about it is that part of the answer stated -  

I understand that the Government proposes to provide assistance to the order of $1.5 million through 
two separate propositions.  The propositions relate to assistance that may be provided to attract a new 
buyer.  Although discussions have taken place with the current owner, the proposals may not have been 
acceptable to creditors.  I cannot go into the matter in great detail.  It is something that should more 
properly be put to the Minister for State Development.   

I pause there because it is a matter of finding out what the Leader of the House knows as opposed to what the 
Minister for State Development knows; nonetheless, the Leader of the House went on to give us an answer.  It 
continues -  

The broad answer to the question is that the Government proposes firm action and the value of that is 
$1.5 million.  

Hon Kim Chance:  And I tabled the documents in evidence.   
Hon PETER FOSS:  Yes.  However, what the Leader of the House did not tell us, and where the House was 
given a totally false impression, was that prior to this happening - I would like the Leader of the House to check 
the facts, because I have been informed of this by the people involved - the Government by letter had promised 
$250 000 to the business to keep it going.  Prior to that, the previous Government had advanced $1.1 million by 
way of a loan which would convert to a grant when certain circumstances were satisfied. 
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Hon Kim Chance:  That was not in the question.  The question was about future actions.  

Hon PETER FOSS:  The Leader of the House should wait until I finish.  Let us wait and see whether the Leader 
of the House thinks he was frank with the House.  The business then asked for $650 000, which is what it needed 
to carry on.  With proper handling - this is a matter of opinion at this stage - the disaster could have been 
avoided.  Not only did the Government not deliver the $250 000 it had previously promised by letter, but also it 
took away the money that had been lent.  Part of the $1.5 million is the money that was given by the previous 
Government.  There was no new money.  Over $1 million of the money that the Leader of the House boasted to 
us yesterday that the Government was giving as hard support had already been lent by the Government.  The 
Government had knowledge of this situation.  What does that do to the people who delivered their property and 
provided services and who are coming in every hour to the offices in Manjimup to say, “I am in for $50 000” or 
“I delivered $40 000 worth on Friday”?  What do they get?  The Government has taken away $1.1 million and 
has reduced the amount of assistance money it will give to the company.  What does the Leader of the House say 
about that type of hard help?  The Government can put a good gloss on something, but it cannot put that much 
gloss on it when it has taken $1.1 million off a company and has given $1.5 million to the new buyer.  That is my 
understanding of the situation.  I would like to know what the Leader of the House understands the situation to 
be.  That is why I am giving him the benefit of the doubt. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Why would I be aware of those facts on the basis of a question without notice?   

Hon PETER FOSS:  If the minister did not know, he should not have said anything. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I told you what I knew.  That is what I was asked, you dummy! 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The Leader of the House will come to order.  If the Leader of the House continues in 
this manner, the debate will be interrupted.  

Hon PETER FOSS:  I would not have had a problem with the Leader of the House if he had stopped when he 
said that the question should more properly be directed to the Minister for State Development.  Nobody expects 
the Leader of the House to answer a question about another minister’s portfolio, and he is not obliged to do so.   

Hon Kim Chance:  I was asked about my knowledge.  I provided you with my knowledge.  I referred specifically 
to the media statement, and you know that.  

Hon PETER FOSS:  The motion that I wish to move calls on the Leader of the House to explain the state of his 
knowledge at the time he answered the questions.  That is why I have not moved a censure motion.  I have asked 
the Leader of the House to tell us what he knows.  

Hon Kim Chance:  I have told you. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  No, the Leader of the House has not told me.  We will ask him to tell us what he knows.  

Hon Kim Chance:  Sit down and I will tell you.  

Hon PETER FOSS:  It important that we record in Hansard not only what the minister said, but also the truth.  
Although the Leader of the House may have been peddling his usual government rubbish, he stated without 
qualification -  

The broad answer to the question is that the Government proposes firm action and the value of that is 
$1.5 million.   

The Leader of the House did not have to say that.  

Hon Kim Chance:  Exactly, and I have tabled the evidence.  

Hon PETER FOSS:  As I understand it, the $1.5 million package includes the $1.1 million the Government took 
off the company. 

Hon Kim Chance:  That is your allegation.  I do not know.  

Hon PETER FOSS:  That is why I want to know what is the position of the Leader of the House. 

Hon Kim Chance:  How would I know?  You should ask the Minister for State Development.  

Hon PETER FOSS:  In other words, the Minister for State Development might have been misleading the public, 
and the Leader of the House has just picked up on what the minister said.  When the matter was raised in Cabinet 
- I assume that the Cabinet discussed the $1.5 million package and the Leader of the House was present - did the 
Leader of the House listen to what was happening?  Did he find out the source of the $1.5 million?  The 
Opposition is on the outside looking in, and we can see that the Minister for State Development produced a 
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glossy statement that the Government would provide assistance of $1.5 million, yet now the Leader of the House 
does not know whether it is $1.5 million.  How am I supposed to know? 

Point of Order 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Mr President, I understand we are debating a motion on whether a matter has arisen that 
can justify the suspension of standing orders.  However, the mover of the motion is getting into a detailed and 
extraordinary account of what the mover believes the Government has done.  It is impossible for me to respond 
to the specific allegations made in the wording of the motion other than by way of interjection, and I apologise 
for my unruly behaviour in that regard.  This motion is about whether standing orders should be suspended, not 
about the fine detail that the member might want to debate in the - I hope unlikely - event that the House will 
support this absurd motion.  

The PRESIDENT:  There is no point of order.  The member is putting the case as to why this matter is so 
important that we should suspend standing orders to discuss it.  If the House agrees, we will have a debate on the 
substantive motion.  However, there is latitude for putting the case as to why standing orders should be 
suspended.  There must be some reference to why standing orders should be suspended to discuss it.  Therefore, 
there must be some overlap.  There cannot be merely a first debate on the motion followed by a second debate.  
The debate must be related to the reason for the suspension, but that of necessity must refer to the subject matter.   

Debate Resumed 

Hon PETER FOSS:  Thank you, Mr President.  Perhaps I have gone into more detail because of the interjections 
that have been made.  I had intended to deal with the matter in a broader form and explain why I believe that this 
is an urgent matter.   

We who are in opposition and not privy to government can only determine things from the outside and from the 
matters that are brought to our attention by the public.  My concern is that I left this House yesterday after 
question time with the firm impression that the Government had given $1.5 million in assistance to a new buyer 
of the Manjimup facility.   

Hon Kim Chance:  You got it wrong; it was an offer. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I beg the pardon of the Leader of the House - it was an offer.  I believe the statement is 
disingenuous, which is perhaps the best word to use.  It would be more than disingenuous if the Leader of the 
House knew the situation.  If the Leader of the House is relying upon a press release, of course, one can expect 
press releases to be disingenuous.  One must be very careful when repeating press releases in this House.  If the 
Leader of the House knew that the $1.5 million had been removed from the facility, his statement would be 
misleading the House.  The fact is I do not know the knowledge of the Leader of the House.  All I do know is 
that I believe that this House has been left with a very false impression of what happened in Manjimup.   

If I may go back to why I think it is urgent we deal with this matter, as members know, and nobody denies, the 
south west has been terribly affected by the decision made with regard to old-growth forests.  That decision is 
there.  It is then a matter of the competence of the Government to ensure that the pain felt by the people of the 
south west is kept to a minimum. 

Point of Order 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Even without responding to interjections on this occasion, the mover of the motion is 
going into great detail about the substance of the motion that he is proposing to move.  He is not dealing with the 
question of why standing orders should be suspended.  He is going into enormous detail on the substantive 
motion.  He is not speaking to the motion before the House.  Again, my reason for raising this point of order is 
that I cannot in the context of this motion respond to the allegations that the member is making.  For that reason, 
and why we have such rules, it is a matter of fairness that the member be required to stick to the motion, because 
I am unable to respond to the issues he is raising in the context of this motion in the detail in which he is raising 
those allegations. 

The PRESIDENT:  I rule that there is no point of order.  As I heard the member, he got one sentence out in 
respect of why part (a) is so important that it should be considered.  I do not consider one sentence being an 
extensive exposé.  There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon PETER FOSS:  Thank you, Mr President.  May I draw members’ attention to the clock.  I think I have had 
about five minutes of this speech and the other 15 minutes has been interjections and points of order.  I will try to 
contain a continued line of thought and explain the matter in such a way that members will understand why 
standing orders should be suspended. 
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As I have said, there is a serious problem in the south west as a result of the decision relating to old-growth 
forest.  The Government gave an undertaking to provide assistance to offset the effect of that decision and, in 
particular, to try to encourage further employment.  Why I say that there needs to be an explanation and why we 
need to debate the matter urgently is that I believe it is important that the Government be urged by this House to 
take positive action to offset the pain.   

The first example I gave was of the Government’s incompetence in its handling of the Manjimup processing 
facility.  That is an indication of an area in which the Government could have put some of that money but failed 
to do so.  The Government pretended it had put the money in, but it has been recycling most of it.  The other 
example relates to the answer the Leader of the House gave to a question I asked about when the Government 
would be in a position to announce final annual contract quantities of marri, jarrah, karri and wandoo.  Hon Kim 
Chance replied - 

At one o’clock this afternoon the Government made an announcement about the nature of what it can 
do.  I believe that announcement will bring a great deal of certainty to an industry which has been 
lacking certainty.   

The question I asked was about jarrah, karri, marri and wandoo.  The Government yesterday announced the first 
18 contracts for jarrah.  There appear to be some problems with that announcement.  One matter the Opposition 
has been concerned about, and which the Leader of the House has discussed many times in this House, is the 
quantity of jarrah that will be available.  The figure of 140 000 cubic metres has been spoken about.  The 
question was whether further amounts could be obtained through other areas.  I would like the minister to make 
clear whether the figures announced yesterday were good news, which he indicated them to be, or whether the 
announcement was just another attempt to smooth over and give a good light to something which in fact is a 
disaster.  Was it in fact not good news, but disastrous news?  As I understand it, the figure remains at 140 000 
cubic metres.  That is despite taking into account those areas for early step down and what I call a moratorium.  I 
know the minister puts that into a couple of categories, but he knows what I mean. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Yes, moratorium and reserve boundaries.   

Hon PETER FOSS:  As I understand it, the Government is now taking that into account and is using that to get 
to the figure of 140 000 cubic metres.  I would like confirmation of that, because that is my understanding of the 
situation.  Furthermore, the B-team is unclear about how much first and second-grade jarrah it will get.  That will 
be announced later.  It appears from the minister’s announcement that the B-team might be getting very bad 
news; that even after its members put in their business cases, they will not get first and second-grade jarrah.  
They may well get lower grade jarrah.  I do not know whether that is the case and I am keen to know if it is. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Who is the B-team?  You have lost me. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  They are the ones who have not been given definite answers - the ones who must put in 
business cases.  In other words, the Leader of the House has given some people a definite tick, but has not given 
others a good tick.  Some are completely out of the business. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I think you have misunderstood the process.  

Hon PETER FOSS:  They will be pleased to hear that.  That is not the essential part.  What I really want to know 
is whether the Leader of the House has properly indicated to the House the quantity of jarrah that is available, 
taking into account the question of the reserve and moratorium areas and the step down.  

Hon Kim Chance:  What has that to do with this motion? 

Hon PETER FOSS:  The Leader of the House should wait and see. 

Hon Kim Chance:  It is an interesting question, and I am happy to try to answer it, but what does it have to do - 

Hon PETER FOSS:  It relates to the first part.  I am concerned, because it appears that the Leader of the House 
has completely mucked up in the provision of the extra quantity of jarrah that is required to sustain the industry.  
After having promised for some time that a sustainable quantity would be provided - I think we all agree that 
140 000 cubic metres might sustain the jarrah forest but will not sustain the industry - we have ended up with all 
those things being taking into account and the 140 000 cubic metres being it.  I believe that is a disaster for 
Manjimup.  The Leader of the House cannot say that this is good news or give those people some certainty.  The 
only certainty they have is that they will die.  Death is a certainty.  To know that one will die as opposed to 
wondering whether one will die may in fact be useful.  What was given yesterday was dressed up as good news, 
but was in fact bad news.  The bad news is that although the Government has tried to say for some time that it 
has done better than it has, it has in fact done worse than it was going to do.  In fact, the quantity now in real 
terms is down.  The Government has dropped the quantity because it has added in those amounts and there is still 
only 140 000 cubic metres. 
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Hon Ken Travers:  Why didn’t you get a briefing? 

Hon Kim Chance:  I am happy to offer the member a briefing. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I am pleased to hear that.  I would like to have had it yesterday. 

Hon Kim Chance:  That’s reasonable.  If you didn’t understand the process, why didn’t you ask me for a 
briefing?  You clearly do not understand the process. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  What I am complaining about is not the process but what the Leader of the House said 
about this matter.  I asked him a genuine question yesterday. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I am afraid the answers will be somewhat embarrassing to you. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  Why? 

Hon Kim Chance:  You have clearly demonstrated your failure to grasp what is going on.  If you wanted a 
briefing because you did not understand the issue, I would have been more than happy to give you one.  Instead, 
you wanted to waste the House’s time and make allegations about my not telling the truth in the House.  You are 
a slime ball, Foss! 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I am not wasting the time of the House, because I asked the Leader of the House a question 
yesterday and he tried to tell me - 

Hon Kim Chance:  You are a slime ball! 

Hon Barry House:  He is very touchy, isn’t he? 

Hon PETER FOSS:  He is. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Wouldn’t you be touchy if someone called you a liar?  Yes, I am touchy. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  Hon Peter Foss should not respond to the interjections.  Hon Peter Foss is making an 
argument for the suspension of standing orders, not responding to interjections. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  The point I am making, Mr President, is that I asked a question about the breadth of native 
timbers and I got an answer that the announcement was made yesterday telling us all about it.  We found that the 
announcement did not add anything; it actually withdrew something.  Rather than an announcement at long last 
from the Government telling us where we are going, it was more of the same and, in fact, took us no further.  I 
suppose at best it has sent 35 businesses to the wall. 

Hon Kim Chance:  This is surely an opinion about policy you are arguing now. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  No. 

Hon Kim Chance:  What does it have to do with the suspension of standing orders? 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I am saying two things.  It is interesting that because the Leader of the House is being 
personally attacked, he sees only the second part of the motion.  I should clarify something for him. 

Hon Ken Travers:  You are personally attacking him. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  No.  The Leader of the House sees the second part of the motion as a personal attack, and 
that is all he can see.  He has missed the first part of the motion.  I thought the Leader of the House would be 
more interested in defending the Government’s record; but no, he can see only one small part of the motion.  
Only seven words in the motion refer to the Leader of the House.  I can tell you, Mr President, there are 
considerably more words in this motion than those seven words.  The Leader of the House appears to believe 
that when I say the concern - 

Hon Kim Chance:  This is ridiculous. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  He does not seem to be worried about the south west.  I would think that you, Mr President, 
would be interested in this matter, as Manjimup happens to be in your electorate.  I raised the matter because this 
Government yesterday dealt two body blows to the south west, and all the Leader of the House can think about is 
whether I have impugned his reputation.  I am sorry, Mr President, but that is pretty mild. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The member is straying from the argument on the motion.  The member should get 
back to the import of the motion. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  Mr President, I would hate the Leader of the House to think that I am urging the House to 
suspend standing orders merely to discuss the state of his mind; that is by the way.  What is really urgent and 
concerning to me and members on this side of the House is what the Leader of the House did to the south west 
yesterday.   
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Hon Kim Chance:  Why didn’t you move that? 

Hon PETER FOSS:  That is what the motion says.  It states - 

The House expresses its deep concerns at the double blow delivered to the Manjimup community 
yesterday by the incompetence and mismanagement of the Gallop Government and calls on the Leader 
of the House to give a full and open disclosure of -  

(a) the facts surrounding the announcement of the jarrah quantities and the implications 
for south west communities; 

(b) the reasons why the Government made no announcements of other native timber 
arrangements; 

(c) the action by the Government to avoid the closure of the Manjimup storage facilities;  

(d) the actual financial assistance promised, granted or withdrawn with respect to those 
facilities; and  

I have read most of the way down the page and not even mentioned what the Leader of the House thought he 
knew.  That is the matter of some concern to the Opposition that it wants addressed.  That is the urgent matter 
that has caused a blow to the people of the south west.  They have been set aside by the Leader of the House, 
who has constantly interjected because all he can think about is his own skin.  I am sorry that the issues have 
been diverted to that extent.  The matters that concern me and other members on this side of the House are of no 
concern to him.  We consider that he was a little less than frank with the House yesterday.  We want him to be 
frank with the House today.  That is why I gave the Leader of the House some notice of this motion.  I want him 
to tell us something about this matter. 

Hon Norman Moore:  Unlike Hon Tom Stephens when he moved to suspend standing orders. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  He used to give no notice whatsoever.  I gave notice of this motion to the Leader of the 
House.  I would like to hear his answers.  He seems to have gone off on a tangent about his involvement in this 
issue.  Although that is serious, it does not affect the lives of thousands of people as do the issues outlined in the 
first part of the motion.  The Opposition is concerned about those issues, as I am sure everybody in this House is 
concerned, particularly members from the south west, which is bleeding due to the problems with the timber 
industry.  The Government might have campaigned at the election on this policy, but surely that campaign was 
based on a promise of competent management.  The south west community does not expect another blow every 
time the spotlight is turned that way.  Political parties that take on the responsibility of government and policies 
such as this take on a responsibility to prevent pain to communities.  The Government’s dealings with this issue 
have been nothing short of incompetent.  It has not satisfied the Greens (WA) or the people of the south west.  
The Government’s efforts have been one bumble after another.  The matter is urgent, but what are we doing?  
We are debating anything other than what is happening.  The Roman Emperor Nero, who fiddled while Rome 
burnt, had nothing on this Government.  We could debate any entirely irrelevant matter rather than deal with real 
people who are hurting and going broke, real families who have been split up and scattered throughout Western 
Australia and real communities.  If nothing more, the town of Manjimup needs the Government to at least think 
about it.  The Premier will not visit the area to talk to people in that community.  He does not give a tinker’s cuss 
for them.  This Government has been in power for a year but he has not been near the place.  Will the House not 
at least suspend standing orders to enable the Government to focus on the issues with which those people are 
faced and try to provide the right answers for once?  Why are we left with this situation?   

When we debate the substantive motion we will talk about the difficulties this problem will cause to some of the 
people in that community.  We are talking about irremediable loss.  In cases of insolvency, prompt action can 
stop or minimise a loss.  Bad action can cause irreversible loss.  Through the incompetence of this Government 
irreversible loss has occurred in that area.  It is extremely urgent that this House debate this matter and 
understand that, before any more irreversible loss takes place in the south west, it has no more urgent job at this 
time than to deal with the harm the Government has caused the people of the south west.  I do not know anything 
more important than that.  I do not think the ingenuousness or otherwise of the Leader of the House is the most 
important issue.  This motion contains the right balance between what is happening in the south west and his role 
in events there.  Members should not fail to see that the bulk of this motion deals with the south west, which 
region suffers daily either from inaction or a body blow as a result of some action.  The neglect of the south west 
by this Government is disgraceful.  It saddens me that having made the initial decision - fair enough, I accept 
that that was the decision of the people of Western Australia - the Government has not taken on the enormous 
burden that goes with such a decision.  It has deferred the payment of moneys.  Everything that is supposed to 
take place to mitigate this has been deferred.  Now the Government is making wild claims that the amount of 
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money it is giving is enormous, but all it is doing is taking from Peter to pay Paul, and it has really made no 
useful effort to support the people of Manjimup and the south west.   

It is essential that we suspend standing orders.  I notice that the Leader of the House is yawning.  Obviously, he 
finds that the south west, unlike the agricultural region, is a bit of a bore. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I find you a bit of a bore, frankly, as well as a slime ball. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  Hon Peter Foss has the call. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  There is a double sadness in moving this motion.  One is the sadness for the people of the 
south west, because what has happened to the south west is terrible. 

Hon Kim Chance:  You really are exploiting people, aren’t you?  Those people who call you an exploiter really 
got it right.  I thought you were better than this.  You are exploiting people who are having real difficulty in the 
south west.  You are screwing it for every ounce of political capital you can get out of it.  You’re a disgrace. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  This is not to warrant a general run of interjections, or even one run of interjections.  
Hon Peter Foss has the call, and I thought he was bringing his comments on this motion to a conclusion but for 
interjections. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  You are absolutely correct, Mr President.  I will reply to that allegation, because one of the 
things I have tried to do in this whole matter is not to exploit. 

Hon Kim Chance:  What part of slime ball don’t you understand? 

Hon Norman Moore:  You are really pathetic. 

Hon Barry House:  A very nasty little side to the character. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  A real statesman, Leader of the House. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Wouldn’t you be offended if somebody called you a liar? 

Hon Barry House:  You’re the only one who’s mentioned the word. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Read the motion.  In fact, if I had the motion I would like to read it, but because we were 
ambushed I have not got it. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I gave a copy of the motion to the Leader of the House an hour ago.  I do not know what his 
staff are doing, because I gave it to them an hour before the motion was called on.  It just shows more 
incompetence on the part of the Government.  It cannot even get a piece of paper from the Leader of the 
Opposition’s office to the Leader of the House’s office. 

Hon Norman Moore:  Given directly to the Leader of the House’s staff member one hour at least before the 
House sat, which is more notice than he ever gave us. 

Hon Kim Chance:  You might appreciate that I had other things to do. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  That is not our problem.  It was so fresh - I had only finished writing it - that I am amazed 
the ink did not smear.  That is how quickly I got it to the Leader of the House.   

I will reply to the Leader of the House.  Throughout this whole business, I have been trying to assist this Leader 
of the House.  I have been a mild person on forestry.  The Leader of the House can look through Hansard to see 
what I have said.  I have criticised the Leader of the House because of his inaction - boy, I do not need an awful 
lot of evidence to say that not much has been happening in the south west.  I have certainly not exploited people.  
It is extraordinary that the Leader of the House, who purports to be a different sort of person, uses terms like 
slime ball and extorter -  

Hon Kim Chance:  Exploiter. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  Exploiter - when he knows perfectly well that is not the case. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I did not know you were an extorter as well. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  No.  The Leader of the House is really showing his statesmanship. 

Hon Kim Chance:  You used the word. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  The Leader of the House is really showing his statesmanship with the use of terms like 
exploiter and slime ball.  I would like to make sure that everybody has got down who said it and where it came 
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from.  Frankly, the Leader of the House is showing his true colours.  If he thinks that his answer to what the 
Government has done in the south west is to attack me personally, by all means he can do so.  I do not mind.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Come on!  This is a deliberate smear attack on me by you.  Do you expect me not to respond? 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  Hon Peter Foss has the call to speak to a motion, not to respond to interjections that 
should not be taking place. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  Thank you, Mr President.  I quite agree with that remark. 

I make it clear that I hope the Leader of the House has sufficient concern for the people of the south west that 
when he replies he does not become so self-centred and egocentric, as he appears to be in the course of his 
interjections, that he fails to deal with the substance of what this Government has done in the south west and 
with the state of the people of Manjimup.   

I hope that he will be prepared to put considerably more time into stating what the Government is going to do 
about the people of the south west, and particularly the people of Manjimup, instead of, as he appears to have 
done by way of interjection, spend his whole time saying, “Me, me, me - this is an attack on me!”  He may think 
it is an attack on him, him, him, but it is actually an attack on his Government and the actions of his Government 
over its genuine concern for the people of the south west, which needs to be answered.  I find it extraordinary 
that this man has not made one interjection through the whole of my speech except for himself. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Because you called me a liar. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order! 

Hon Barry House:  The word has not been mentioned from this side of the House. 

Hon Kim Chance:  There was a slimy implication. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  We will not conduct a dialogue that does not even involve the member who has the 
call. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I know that one should not interject at all, but if one is to interject it is to be hoped that the 
interjection puts the important part first.  It is quite clear what the Leader of the House sees as important.  The 
concerns of the south west, the incompetence of the Government and the actions it has taken are seen as not 
important and as inessential.  The Government believes it does not need to talk about that; the minister just wants 
the opportunity to hop up and defend himself from an allegation that has not been made.  I said that what he said 
about the $1.5 million leaves a lot to be desired.  It may very well be that he was misled by a glowing press 
release.  He may have had no knowledge; he may have been asleep in Cabinet or outside when the details went 
through.  He may not have been listening or he may not have read his cabinet papers; he had no idea of the 
source of the money.  All these things are possible.  Ministers are busy.  Obviously, it is a matter that does not 
concern him very much.  He has made that quite clear during the course of his interjections.  For the Opposition, 
it is important.  The Leader of the House needs to explain the situation.  I hope he knows that we are concerned 
that a statement about $1.5 million of assistance is a little less than frank if $1.1 million of it is recycled.  Is that 
the case?  If he does not know, does it concern him?  Would he be worried if he had told the House the 
assistance was worth $1.5 million when in fact $1.1 million was being recycled?  It would worry me if I made 
such a statement.  I would be concerned, not so much to protect my reputation by attacking someone and calling 
him a slime ball, but to give the House details of the real situation regarding the money and my state of 
knowledge.  It seems that he would prefer that I instantly assume that he is a liar, as Hon Tom Stephens always 
did: no notice, straight in - “You are a liar.”  I have not done that.  I have said what I am concerned about, which 
is the people of the south west.  I am also concerned to know the state of his mind and whether he has even 
bothered in the last hour to find out the facts. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I have just been handed the facts. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I am very pleased to hear that. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I do not think I am going to give them to the member. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  That is very nice to know. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order! 

Hon PETER FOSS:  That sounds very accountable. 

Hon Ken Travers:  You have got more out of this Leader of the House than we ever got from your side. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order! 
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Hon Kim Chance:  The member wants me to give him information that could hasten the downfall of the 
company.  I think the member is an outrage to ask for material like that to be tabled. 

Hon Ray Halligan interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The Leader of the House will come to order.  Hon Peter Foss was completing his 
speech.  Hon Ray Halligan will not be drawn into the debate. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I will not give the financial details to the House - 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I am not asking you for them! 

Hon Kim Chance:  You have already provided misleading data to the House! 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I am asking the minister to tell us. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I do not intend to.   

The PRESIDENT:  The Leader of the House may not intend to tell us something, but there is an appropriate time 
when he should not tell us.   

Hon PETER FOSS:  I am amazed how I continue to have my speech rewritten and re-said for me.  I have not 
asked for the Leader of the House to provide confidential information.  If anything, I have said he should not 
give information that is misleading.  If he cannot provide information without misleading the House, he should 
not give it.  That is the essential thing.  My complaint about this member is that he boasts and claims the 
Government has done wonderful things, and he then says he will not tell us what it has really done in case - 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The member may be straying from the motion, having been lured into giving a 
response to an interjection. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I agree, Mr President.  I make it clear that I do not ask the member to table anything that 
will damage the company.  On the other hand, I ask that he not make claims that cannot be substantiated without 
making available information that he should not make available. 

Hon Kim Chance:  And you put me in a position now in which if I respond to your allegations - 

Hon PETER FOSS:  The Leader of the House should have shut his mouth yesterday. 

Hon Kim Chance:  - I will put this company at greater risk.  I hope you are proud of yourself. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  The Leader has done pretty well already.  He made statements yesterday about which he 
should have kept his mouth shut.  He knows that. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Nonsense.  I quoted from a media statement. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  He could not resist boasting; nor could his Government. 

Hon Kim Chance:  The media statement is correct. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  We are straying from the debate on the motion to all sorts of other debates. 

Hon Kim Chance:  The member is just an outrage. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  Mr President, I have been trying to bring this speech to an end.   

Hon Kim Chance:  What have you got against the former Manjimup Syndicate Coolstores Ltd? 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  These interjections are out of order.   

Hon PETER FOSS:  Mr President, I would like the opportunity to finish my speech, which I have been trying to 
do now for about 20 minutes. 

Hon Kim Chance:  You had better, before you send someone else broke. 

Hon Norman Moore:  What a pathetic statement. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The interjections will cease and then Hon Peter Foss will not respond to the 
interjections. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  As I said, it is a worry that this minister has been filibustering this debate. 

Hon Ken Travers:  Ha, ha!   

Hon Norman Moore:  He has, you dope. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  The powerbroker is hard at work. 
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Hon Norman Moore:  The putative powerbroker. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  We are certainly off the debate again. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  There is serious concern about what is happening in the south west.  Yesterday we received 
confirmation that approximately 4 000 people will lose their jobs in the south west. 

Hon Christine Sharp:  Rubbish!  Absolute rubbish! 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  This was not an open invitation to follow the example of the Leader of the 
House.   

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!   

Hon PETER FOSS:  A disastrous situation has occurred for the growers in Manjimup, and daily it is getting 
worse.  The Government has known about it for some weeks and it has done nothing to protect the growers and 
the people whose money is invested in that company.  I am very worried that this Government is presenting 
everybody with a rosy picture of what is happening, when such rosiness is not there.  It is about time this House 
told the Government to get on and do the job and protect the people in the south west.  I urge the House to 
support the motion to suspend standing orders so that we can debate this issue.  We will then have the 
opportunity to hear from the minister all the wonderful things that will keep the south west going, because that 
region certainly deserves to have the support of this Government, and it was certainly promised. 

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [11.54 am]:  Whether the Government likes it or not, it has the tiger by 
the tail and the tiger is about to bite.  The Government has destroyed confidence in many sectors of the south 
west.  

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  I indicate to the member that the House is not debating the substantive motion.  He 
must speak to the question of why standing orders should be suspended.  He can then refer to the importance of 
items, but he cannot begin on a full-scale attack as though a debate on the motion were taking place.  

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I thought the House was discussing the urgency of the situation in that part of our State.  

The PRESIDENT:  Provided Hon Paddy Embry relates his comments to the urgency of the need to suspend 
standing orders, he may make such comments.  

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  For people who live in that area, it is of the most extreme urgency that the Government 
repair some of the damage it has brought about.  It is extremely urgent for people’s livelihoods and their 
families.  The promise of financial assistance was made at the same time as the promise to destroy the timber 
industry.  The timber industry has been destroyed, but the Government has not provided the financial assistance.  
Before the election the Government promised this assistance, and very little has been forthcoming.  The people 
in Manjimup and its surrounding district are under extraordinary stress, brought about by the Government, which 
has destroyed their confidence.  The timber industry is the major income earner and job provider in that district, 
but it is being destroyed.  Confidence is nearly everything, and the lack of confidence is reflected in other 
industries.  Yesterday the main cool store operation in the town closed down.  It goes on and on.  The maternity 
section of the hospital has closed down, and the Government says that people should go to Bridgetown.  

Point of Order 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  As I understand it, this is a motion about whether standing orders should be suspended.  I 
have not heard anything in the matters raised by Hon Paddy Embry, particularly matters concerning health 
services in regional areas, which could possibly be related to a motion to suspend standing orders.  

The PRESIDENT:  Hon Paddy Embry will need to relate his comments specifically to the motion, not to other 
matters that might support the general thrust of the motion.  His comments should be related to the argument 
about why the House should suspend standing orders to discuss this matter.  

Debate Resumed 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  Surely the urgency is brought about by the desperate plight of these people.  Is not this 
motion about the urgency for something to be done to alleviate their plight?  It mentions the actual financial 
assistance, which is what I was talking about.  I have received so many telephone calls - and I am sure the 
Leader of the House has also received such calls - from people who are in dire straits.  Without motions such as 
this, how is that urgency to be brought home to the Government; how is the House to debate the issue and get the 
Government doing what it should be doing?  
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HON BARRY HOUSE (South West) [11.58 am]:  I support the motion of Hon Peter Foss to suspend standing 
orders.  The suspension is justified because, since I asked the question yesterday that is mentioned in the motion, 
information has come to me which has aroused several concerns about the matter I broached in that question.  
Firstly, in his answer to the question the Leader of the House indicated that he became aware of certain matters 
only a few days prior to the question being asked.  The information I received, which I understand to be accurate, 
is that ongoing discussions and negotiations have taken place between various arms of government and this 
company for about three months.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Were the discussions held with me?  

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  That is why I want the motion to be debated - so that I can hear from the Leader of the 
House which arms of government were involved in those negotiations and discussions.  

Hon Kim Chance:  Why do you not ask them?  

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  We are seeking a full and frank explanation.  

Hon Kim Chance:  I am not the Minister for State Development. 

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  Forgive me for asking, but does the minister not classify the growing of apples, 
cauliflowers and potatoes as agriculture?  What does he classify it as?  What sort of responsibility does he take 
for his portfolio? 

Hon Kim Chance:  I thought you were talking about the corporate failure of a regional business.  

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  Yes, and this situation is affecting agricultural industries in the area. 

Hon Kim Chance interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  We are developing a dialogue.  

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  This motion seeks a full and frank explanation.  A suspension of standing orders is 
needed to allow us to debate the proposed motion, and I support that suspension.  There were omissions from the 
second part of the answer to my question yesterday that were illuminating and raised enough concern for me to 
support this motion.  The minister omitted to make any mention of the $1.1 million that had been previously 
committed to the Manjimup Apple Export Syndicate. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Why would I know about that?  That is under the portfolio of the Minister for State 
Development; it is not the responsibility of the Minister for Agriculture.  

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  Why should the Minister for Agriculture not know about it?  It is a vital corporate entity 
- 

Hon Kim Chance:  Perhaps I ought to know details of the duplication of the Narrows Bridge, but I do not.  

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  That is not in the minister’s portfolio. 

Hon Kim Chance:  No, and nor is Manjimup Syndicate Coolstores Ltd.  Part of that $1.1 million was offered 
while the previous Government was in office, and you want me to answer a question about what your lot did in 
government.  This is a joke and a waste of time. 

Hon Peter Foss interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members! 

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  I want a debate so that I can hear from the minister, and any other member of the 
Government with information on the matter, the full and frank details.  The $1.1 million was made available 
through the former Department of Commerce and Trade more than a year ago.  It was a loan that would convert 
to a grant on the understanding that certain conditions were met.  My information is that most, if not all, of those 
conditions had been met.  Why did the Government not fully commit that money to the company? 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members! 

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  The minister implied that the $1.5 million was new money.  We now know that it was 
not new money.  I want to get to the substantive motion so that I can go through the minister’s answer line by 
line and address some of those matters.  However, I will not do it now because that would be out of order.  We 
know that the money is only an incentive.  In the answer yesterday the minister implied that an attempt to offer a 
similar sort of incentive had also been made with the existing company.  My information suggests otherwise.  I 
do not know whether or how that can be justified by the minister. 
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Hon Kim Chance:  Are you saying that there have been no discussions with the company? 

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  No, I am not saying that at all. 

Hon Kim Chance:  What are you saying? 

The PRESIDENT:  Hopefully the member is speaking to the motion. 

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  Standing orders should be suspended because more substance is yet to be heard from the 
Government.  The information at my fingertips suggests that the Government has done a quick soft-shoe shuffle 
with taxpayers’ money to appear as if it is magnanimous, supportive and caring of the Manjimup community.  In 
fact, once again, the Government has passed to the that community an obligation and a responsibility.  MAES 
owes upwards of $1 million to suppliers, tradesmen and businesses.  Therefore, once again, the full impact will 
be visited upon the Manjimup community.  It will not be taken up by the Government in any way, shape or form.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Why doesn’t the Opposition want the Government to provide assistance?   

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  We want the Government to provide assistance -  

The PRESIDENT:  The interjectors will desist, and the speaker who is recognised and the speaker who is not 
recognised will desist from responding.   

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  To my knowledge the Government has made a Clayton’s offer of assistance to the 
operation in Manjimup.  I want the minister, who represents the Government in this Chamber, to provide more 
details about this matter.  A full and accountable explanation must be provided to the people of Western 
Australia through this Parliament.   

HON CHRISTINE SHARP (South West) [12.07 pm]:  For personal, public and political reasons, I could very 
much support the motion to suspend standing orders to discuss the matters raised by Hon Peter Foss.  Since 
1989, when I was appointed to the Environmental Protection Authority, one of my key interests has been the 
sustainable supply of timber.  The substantive motion that we would debate if we were to suspend standing 
orders is a matter of great personal interest; and during this week it has clearly also become a matter of great 
public interest.  The public is interested to know how we can achieve the allocation of timber supplies and at the 
same time protect the integrity of a major statutory process to develop forest management plans, particularly in a 
context in which the key decisions about the number of trees that are to be removed have already been made. 
There is a serious problem with the credibility of major statutory processes if the most fundamental decisions 
pre-empt those processes.  I would dearly love to put everything in this Chamber on hold so that we could 
discuss this matter.  I would also relish the opportunity to get into the politics of this matter and discuss Hon 
Peter Foss’s record when he was Minister for the Environment.  Hon Peter Foss has already stated that he was 
very mild when he was the minister in charge of these matters.  He was very mild indeed, because he oversaw 
the over-cutting and over-allocation of timber supplies by 80 per cent.  I would love to have the opportunity to 
hear Hon Peter Foss -  

Several members interjected.   

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!   

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  I am astounded by the remarks I have heard in the Chamber today.  The majority of 
members do not seem to understand that sustainability is absolutely fundamental.  We cannot cheat on that.  We 
cannot get around the fact that we have been over-cutting for a century.  We cannot create jobs when there are no 
trees growing.  It is absolutely fundamental.  

Hon Paddy Embry:  That is not a fact; it is false. 

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  It is absolutely a fact.  If the member would like to understand, he should look at the 
debates on this issue in previous Hansards.  However, I will not go down that path.  I am reminded of the other 
stunt that opposition members pulled earlier in the week when we discussed the plight of the country.  What 
substance did they have in their urgency motion?  Absolutely zilch!  Where is the cleverness of their critique?  
Where is the intelligence of their thinking?  We relied on Hon Dee Margetts to point out to all members the 
fundamental realities and, in that case, the plight that the national competition policy is causing as one of the 
fundamental government policy dynamics that is wrecking regional Western Australia.  It amazes me that 
members opposite can carry on in this way and ignore the really important things that underlie and are the causes 
of the matters before us.   

I would dearly love to suspend standing orders to discuss this issue; however, regretfully, the Greens (WA) will 
oppose this motion because there is not a jot of reason that we should suspend standing orders to deal with the 
Opposition’s histrionics today.  This is an absolutely classic example of, to use the words of Hon Peter Foss, his 
disingenuousness.  I am disappointed at having to sit in this Chamber on many different occasions and hear him 
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sprout on about many different matters that he has absolutely zero sincerity for and information about.  He just 
loves to take the stage. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order! 

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  Here he is centre stage again!  I am sure he is lapping up every moment of it, with 
his disingenuous concerns about the people of the south west.   

Hon Peter Foss:  Do you really care? 

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  If I thought Hon Peter Foss really cared about the south west community, my 
attitude to his motion would be very different.  I believe that everything he said was insincere and based on the 
grossest aspects that have caused politics to have such ill repute in the community.  This motion is a perfect 
example of it.   

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!   

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  What is this motion to suspend standing orders really about?  Clearly it is about the 
political advantage to the Opposition in holding up the orders of the day and ensuring the failure to progress gay 
and lesbian law reform.   

Several members interjected.  

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members! 

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  That is one of the reasons it is very convenient to go through this absolute circus this 
morning.  I thought that suspending standing orders was a fairly serious matter that one did very rarely.  I cannot 
off the top of my head remember the last time the House suspended standing orders.  It happens rarely in this 
place and happens for matters of great significance that deserve to hold up other matters, including gay and 
lesbian law reform and other important orders of the day on the Notice Paper. 

Hon John Fischer interjected.  

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  Indeed, members’ constituents put pressure on us to put on hold many other matters 
so that we can discuss their problems and concerns about their own towns.  This Chamber is a crucible for all 
types of pressures.  However, we should not use the suspension of standing orders, which is a serious matter, to 
pull political stunts.  For example, I would love to discuss Peter Foss’s record.  More than any other member in 
this Chamber, he has been responsible for destroying forests that could have been allocated for future 
generations, for the scandalous amounts of waste left in the forests, and for setting absolutely pathetic recovery 
rates.  I would love to discuss those issues; however, I will sit down.  

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [12.16 pm]:  I did not intend to 
involve myself in this debate until I heard the last moments of the previous speaker’s comments and the 
interjections of the Leader of the House that he agrees with them.  They believe that this motion is designed to 
avoid debating the gay and lesbian legislation.  I do not care if this House never passes that legislation.  I am 
opposed to it and always have been.  However, that is not the reason for this motion today.  Let us get a few 
things straight.  

Hon Kim Chance:  Get a good old smear campaign going.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Today the Leader of the House has demonstrated a side of his nature that really 
worries me.  

Hon Kim Chance:  Did Hon Peter Foss even tell you what he was doing?  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  He told me one hour before we sat, which was the same time I told a staff member of 
the Leader of the House.  

Hon Kim Chance:  Do you support this outrageous motion? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I do.  I hope to put up my hand in support of it if we get a chance to vote on it.  

The PRESIDENT:  The Leader of the Opposition is trying to confirm his support for this motion.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  First, I am trying to advise the House that for the first hour on Thursdays, members 
debate motions.  The alternative to debating this motion was to debate Standing Order No 73, limits on speaking 
times and certain debates.  The Leader of the House should tell us whether he thinks that is more important than 
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the situation in Manjimup.  That first hour was to be used for that purpose anyway and it is now being used for a 
far better purpose to discuss the situation in Manjimup.  Secondly, I said to the staff member of the Leader of the 
House that we would debate this motion quickly.  Hon Peter Foss took twice as long as he should have because 
half his time consisted of interjections from the Leader of the House.  I do not blame the Leader of the House for 
responding to Hon Peter Foss’s motion, but the interjections were over the top and they were pathetic.  

I remind the Leader of the House of the many occasions when the previous Leader of the Opposition moved 
privilege motions against ministers without any notice at all.  Today, the Leader of the House was given notice 
and he had time to prepare for the debate.  Also, the Opposition has agreed with a request from the Leader of the 
House to sit to six o’clock tonight to make up another hour.  We have not tried to take up any time of the House 
that would have been set aside for the debate on the gay and lesbian legislation.  I do not care if the gay and 
lesbian legislation never gets passed, but the Leader of the House cannot say with any justification that what has 
happened today has anything to do with that legislation.   

Hon Christine Sharp’s speech was a tragedy.  She wants to debate this matter but she thinks there are more 
important things to be done; that is, the gay and lesbian legislation.  She believes that that legislation is a priority 
for her constituents.  I cannot believe it.  If I were her and looking after the interests of my constituents, I would 
suggest that we go ahead with the suspension of standing orders so that we could debate the real issues.  Hon 
Peter Foss could then respond to her outrageous allegations about what he did as a minister; obviously he cannot 
do that now.  The tragedy of this morning is the way in which Greens (WA), and to a lesser extent the Labor 
Party, believe that dealing with gay and lesbian legislation is far more important than dealing with the problems 
of the people of Manjimup. 

Hon Kim Chance:  The whole purpose of this motion is so that you can go to the media and make that statement. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order! 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Not at all.  I said that I had no intention of talking until the Leader of the House made 
that allegation.  I said that we have made an extra hour available.  This hour would have been taken up with 
motions anyway, and the Leader of the House knows it as well as I do.  He will get as much time today for his 
legislative program as he was going to get anyway.  That suggestion is rubbish, as are most things the Leader of 
the House has said today. 

Hon Kim Chance:  It is a good old smear campaign, is it not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  There is no smear.  It is a genuine attempt to deal with an issue. 

Hon Peter Foss:  Where is the smear?  You are the one who keeps insisting that you are being called a liar. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The Leader of the Opposition wants to exercise his right to speak. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The Leader of the House has demonstrated a very thin skin today.  If he reads the 
motion carefully, he will see it is not a privilege motion.  The motion does not say that the Leader of the House 
lied.  It asks him to please explain whether he has misled the House, because there is some suggestion that he 
may have.   

I have sat on the government benches.  I have said things because they are what I believed them to be.  It may 
well be the case that one may have unintentionally misled the House.  We have said to the Leader of the House 
that what he said yesterday may have misled the House.  Let us have the opportunity by way of a substantive 
motion for the Leader of the House to let us know what are the facts.  This is not a motion that says that we 
should take a point of privilege against the Leader of the House, which is what Hon Tom Stephens used to do on 
a regular basis. 

Hon Kim Chance:  It would have been cleaner if you had. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  It would not. 

Hon Kim Chance:  If you want to smear, do it properly. 

Hon Peter Foss interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  If the Leader of the House and Hon Peter Foss wish to continue a separate debate, 
they might go to a separate Chamber. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The Leader of the House should not have such a thin skin on these sorts of issues.  
There will be many occasions in the future when he will be accused of all sorts of things. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Am I to just sit here and smile at you while you call me a liar?  You are a joke. 
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Hon NORMAN MOORE:  That demonstrates once and for all that the Leader of the House does not understand 
how this place works.  It is the first time he has had anybody say anything about him in a derogatory sense.  He 
cannot cope with it.  He sat here for eight years and abused us every day.  One learns to wear it after a while.  
One gets up and defends oneself, which is hopefully what he will do some time in the near future when he tells 
us what he meant yesterday.  If he did not mislead the House, we will thank him very much. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Why not just ask me?  Why go through all this? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  This is a place where issues like this are debated.  Putting aside anything to do with 
the Leader of the House’s comments yesterday, the first three-quarters of the motion deals with an issue that 
deserves to take precedence over everything else. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I told you how to fix it.  You should speak to the Minister for State Development. 

Hon Peter Foss:  We are allowed to have a debate, are we not? 

Hon Kim Chance:  Why suspend standing orders? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  It worries me.  If the Leader of the House has the view that this House should not 
debate issues of this magnitude, he has a strange understanding and idea of what Parliament is about.  Parliament 
is about discussion and debate. 

Hon Kim Chance:  All I am saying is, if you want to know something you have only to ask. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  If the Leader of the House keeps interjecting, I will keep going.  I am trying to finish.  
I am trying to tell him to settle down and stop using the sort of language he has used today to describe members.  
The Leader of the House should grow his skin a bit thicker and accept that there will be times when people will 
criticise what he says.  That is what it is all about.  He must not yell at people and call them all sorts of names or 
suggest that we have some motive other than the importance of this issue, because he is wrong in that assertion.  
I suggest that he debate this matter on its merits and tell us what he meant yesterday and what he is doing about 
the south west.  Then we can get on with some other business. 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [12.23 pm]:  I never thought I would see a worse 
Government than the Government we had when the mob opposite was in power.  That is probably true.  What I 
thought I would never have to say is that I have never seen a worse Opposition than this mob in opposition.  
They cannot even manage opposition.  They are a bunch of jokes.  They come into this House making 
allegations and then say that they are talking about substantive issues and not calling me a liar but asking me to 
explain whether I actively misled the House.  What is active misleading if it is not a lie?  It is a slime-bag term 
for a lie. 
Hon Norman Moore:  Next time we will call you a liar.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  That would be much better.  To suggest that I actively misled the House is to call me a 
liar.  To say that I have made disingenuous statements is to say that I have lied.  There is no other interpretation.  
Disingenuous means insincere.  An insincere statement is a lie.  If members opposite want to call me a liar, they 
should come out and call me a liar.  They should do that outside the House as well.   
Hon Peter Foss:  Tell us the truth! 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The Leader of the Government will address the issue, which is whether we should 
take more time of the Chamber to debate the substantive motion, rather than to directly debate the substantive 
motion.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Thank you, Mr President.  If members opposite want to know whether I told them the 
truth in question time yesterday, they should ask me if I told the truth.  All they had to do was to ask a question 
like: does the Leader of the House stand by the answers he gave to Hon Peter Foss and Hon Barry House in 
question time yesterday?  I will now answer the question.  Since members opposite have failed to give me the 
question, I will give the question and the answer.  The answer is yes, I will stand by every word I said in the 
answers to those two questions and to any other question.  That is the end of the issue.  I have been asked 
questions about $1.1 million, which was actually committed by the previous Government.  I am the Minister for 
Agriculture, not the Minister for State Development.  Not only was the information I gave clearly sourced, but 
also I tabled the source of the information.  
Hon Peter Foss interjected. 
Hon KIM CHANCE:  No, Hon Peter Foss will get my answer.  I clearly advised in my answer to a question on 
notice that the source of my information was the media statement.  I tabled the media statement.  Even though I 
was later informed that it was a correct statement, I did not say that $1.5 million of new money had been 
provided for that company.  I said that I had seen a media statement - which I did not have with me at the time - 
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and that my recollection of that media statement was that it contained certain facts.  I checked those facts.  I can 
tell members that those statements are correct.  I could not tell members that during question time.  I told the 
truth.  All members opposite had to ask was, “Kim, did you tell the truth?”  I would have told them that I had 
told the truth.  They have gone through a process of accusing me of lying to the Parliament, which I have never 
before been accused of in my 10 years in this place.  I have not lied to this place and I do not intend to start now.  
I deeply resent -  
Hon Peter Foss:  Mr thin skin!   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Hon Peter Foss thinks I am being thin-skinned about this.  I deeply resent being called a 
liar by him or anyone else.  If he wants to call me a liar, he should have the courage to do so outside. 
Hon Peter Foss:  Are you challenging me?  

The PRESIDENT:  Order!   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I think Hon Peter Foss is a coward. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  We are engaging in dialogue here.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Hon Peter Foss is a coward.  He is gutless.  He has come into the House with this motion 
and has accused me of being a liar. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!   

Point of Order 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I put up with “slime ball”, but it has got to the stage where a line must be drawn.  When the 
number of epithets exceeds the number of actual words, it starts to become unparliamentary.   

The PRESIDENT:  Does the member object to the term? 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I am drawing the matter of relevancy to your attention, Mr President.  The Leader of the 
House should talk about the motion and reduce the number of epithets about the member sitting opposite him.  

The PRESIDENT:  I take Hon Peter Foss’ point about the use of objectionable words, which is covered by 
Standing Order No 116.  A range of objectionable words has been used today.  Hon Peter Foss has not asked for 
those words to be withdrawn, but they would qualify under that standing order.  The point has now been raised.  
I bring to the attention of members that they should watch their language.  

Debate Resumed 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am not too sure where I stand.  Am I required to withdraw a word; if so, is it the word 
“gutless”, “coward” or “slime ball”? 

The PRESIDENT:  The Leader of the House has not been asked to withdraw any words. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Thank you, Mr President.  I shall be more careful. 

The PRESIDENT:  I think the flag is up to indicate that is the next one. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Thank you, Mr President.  Serious issues have been raised in this motion that must be 
addressed.  I apologise to you, Mr President, and to the members in this place if I have been vigorous in my 
defence, but I do not like the imputation that I have lied to this House.  I have not, I never have and I do not 
intend to. 

I refer, first, to the question raised by Hon Peter Foss, in particular the issue that appears to revolve around the 
first part of his question, which was -  

When will the Government be in a position to announce final annual contract quantities of marri, jarrah, 
karri and wandoo? 

I want honourable members to be clear about what that question asked.  When answering the question yesterday, 
I twice said that I was sure Hon Peter Foss had worded the question carefully.  The words we must be careful 
about are “final annual contract quantities”.  Those words are important because the Government cannot enter 
into a contract with a proponent unless a forest management plan is in place.  Not every member would be aware 
of that but Hon Peter Foss would be.  I carefully analysed his question, aware that he probably knew a contract 
could not be let without a forest management plan.  All of us know that a forest management plan is not likely to 
be in place until some time in 2003.  The only answer I could give Hon Peter Foss, given the precision of his 
question, was the answer I did give, which was -  

The announcement cannot be made until the forest management plan is finalised and approved. 
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Hon Peter Foss:  I do not have a problem with that part. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I thought that was the part with which the member had a problem. 

Hon Peter Foss:  No, it was with the other information that you volunteered. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Because I was aware that other members of the House might not appreciate the distinction 
between contract and agreement in that context, it was necessary for me to inform the House.  I could have 
stopped there. 

Hon Peter Foss:  You should have. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  If Hon Peter Foss does not want the Government to provide full and complete answers, I 
guess he has picked a great way of indicating that. 

Hon Peter Foss:  I just want them to be accurate.  If you go on, you should be accurate. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I was accurate and I stand by every word in the answer to the question. 

Hon Peter Foss:  That is disingenuous. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Mr President, I have again been called disingenuous.  I have again been called a liar. 

Hon Peter Foss:  No, disingenuous; it is different. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The member needs to read a dictionary. 

Hon Peter Foss:  Carefully chosen, correct answers can give a different impression.  I don’t doubt that you gave 
carefully chosen, correct answers. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Come on!  It was an answer to a question about which I had some notice, but I went on to 
explain that I was answering a question that went beyond the notice because I wanted members of the House to 
have some understanding of what was happening in the agreement process, which is different from the contract 
process.  In fact, I answered the member’s question precisely, clearly and correctly.  I then came into the House 
the next day to be called a liar. 

Hon Peter Foss:  No, disingenuous. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The member wonders why I get offended about that. 

I shall move on from that to talk about the former Manjimup Syndicate Coolstores Ltd. 

Hon Peter Foss:  You haven’t dealt yet with the other part of your answer. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I told the member that I answered the question accurately. 

Hon Peter Foss:  Yes, but the problem is you then further informed the House in a disingenuous manner.  I do 
not have a problem with your answer, just your disingenuous aside. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Mr President, this is a fresh allegation. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  This is not question time. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  It is not a fresh allegation.  The Leader of the House was not listening - he was interjecting 
too much. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  It is a fresh allegation.  Hon Peter Foss claimed that I again misled the House or again 
made a disingenuous statement.  I ask for that remark to be withdrawn, as I am offended.   

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  I rule that disingenuous is not an objectionable word and will not ask that it be 
withdrawn. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Thank you, Mr President.  Hon Peter Foss alleged  - I have no way of knowing whether it 
is correct - that Manjimup Syndicate Coolstores received assistance from both the former and the current 
Governments.  That is probably correct, although this is not a matter for which I have ministerial responsibility.  
I understand Hon Peter Foss to have said that some of that assistance somehow forms a component of the 
$1.5 million that has been offered by the Government.  Hon Barry House indicated that Manjimup Syndicate 
Coolstores was offered a sum of $250 000 but has not received it.  

Hon Peter Foss interjected. 
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Hon KIM CHANCE:  There is no reason for the Minister for Agriculture to know the fine detail of that 
arrangement. 

Hon Peter Foss:  Well, you shouldn’t give answers. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I did not give an answer.  Hon Peter Foss asked that question.  I did not refer in detail to 
any financial payment made to Manjimup Syndicate Coolstores.  That is a total invention.  I referred to the 
media statement, which is a matter of fact.  Hon Peter Foss may like to dispute what is in the media statement.  
However, I referred to the existence of a matter of fact.  Furthermore, I tabled the matter of fact.  Now I am 
being accused of telling lies.  How could it be a lie to describe what the media statement said, while 
acknowledging that it was not my ministerial responsibility, and to say that to assist members I would table the 
ministerial statement to establish that my knowledge of the contents was correct?  Yet I came back into this 
House the next day only to be accused of being a liar. 

Hon Peter Foss:  You are not; you are being asked whether you told the truth. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  This is the most hopeless Opposition this House has ever seen.  It cannot even properly 
smear a government member.  

Hon Peter Foss:  You have not even read it. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I have told Hon Peter Foss the truth. 

Hon Peter Foss:  Is the $1.5 million definitely new money? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Hon Peter Foss told the House that the $1.5 million was new money. 

Hon Peter Foss:  Will the Government give Manjimup Syndicate Coolstores $1.5 million?  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I have never said that the $1.5 million was new money.  I indicated today that I had been 
informed today that it was new money.  I did not say that yesterday.  This is not a component of the motion.  My 
understanding is that the $1.5 million is new money.  However, I do not know whether that is correct.  That is 
my understanding based on what I have been told in the past 25 minutes. 

Hon Peter Foss:  Can you check? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  No; I am not inclined to check.  The Minister for State Development will check and 
inform the House. 

Hon Peter Foss:  Aren’t you part of a Government that answers questions like this? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I do not see why I should go out of my way to assist Hon Peter Foss beyond the usual 
process, because he has come into this place and called me a liar. 

Hon Peter Foss:  We haven’t, of course, Mr Thin Skin. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Beyond what would usually be required of a minister, I sought to provide information for 
the assistance of the House.  However, because I was genuinely concerned about the situation in Manjimup and 
the fate of Manjimup Syndicate Coolstores and its suppliers, I provided a greater degree of information, which I 
knew to be correct and which I later tabled in this House.  On the basis of going that extra mile and trying to 
assist the Opposition, I have been called a liar.  

The Opposition could not manage government and it cannot manage Opposition.  It is the most hopeless 
Opposition I have ever come across.  The base requirement for an Opposition is to learn how to smear 
government members and this Opposition has not done that very well. 

Hon Peter Foss:  We don’t smear. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The Opposition has made a deliberate attempt to smear. 

It has been suggested by either Hon Peter Foss or Hon Barry House that, I think, $250 000 was promised to 
Manjimup Syndicate Coolstores but not paid.   

Part of what one of those two members said was correct.  The offer of $250 000 was contingent upon certain 
conditions being met.  It was then asserted that the conditions were met. 

Hon Peter Foss:  No, you are blurring two things.  The $1.1 million was a loan that would become a grant upon 
certain conditions being met.  Hon Barry House said that he understood that most of those conditions, if not all, 
had been met.  I raised the issue of the $250 000. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  What does Hon Peter Foss want me to tell him about that $1 million? 
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Hon Peter Foss:  Certain things are being said in Manjimup.  We would like to know the situation.  To what 
degree is the $1.5 million that is being offered by the Government - the hard offer that is being made - dependent 
upon the withdrawal of the $1.1 million grant that was originally made? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  My information is that the $1.5 million is new money. 

Hon Peter Foss:  And the $1.1 million has not been withdrawn? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  That is one of the things that I am not prepared to talk about. 

Hon Peter Foss:  That is important, and you can understand why we are concerned to know the truth about that, 
because it has a fundamental effect on creditors prior to the administration.  That is why we are worried. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  That is one of the reasons that I am disappointed that it has been raised here so publicly 
and in the manner in which it has been raised, because I regard this as an extremely serious issue.  Had I sought 
to defend myself in the terms in which Hon Peter Foss has made the accusations about me, I would have used the 
information I have here.  Sadly, had I used the information that I have here, I believe there would at least be a 
possibility that the company’s prospects of survival would be lessened.   

Hon Peter Foss:  I don’t know about that. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  No, Hon Peter Foss does not know about that, but I am telling him that that is the case, or 
at least that is my assessment of the information that I have in my hand.  I do not want to reveal that information, 
or confirm or deny some of the things that Hon Peter Foss has said about that money that was put in place by the 
coalition Government, at a time when Labor was not in government and I was not the minister; yet the member 
expects me to provide him with details.  I will not do that.  However, in the spirit of being helpful, I will ask the 
Minister for State Development whether he is prepared to provide Hon Peter Foss or any other member of the 
Opposition with a confidential briefing on the matter.  I believe that is a proper response to the question.  Had 
Hon Peter Foss asked me or Hon Ken Travers for that, we would have put it in place.  However, Hon Peter Foss 
has come into this place and has accused me of being a liar on the basis of something that the coalition 
Government did.  We will provide Hon Peter Foss with that information if that is what he wants us to do.   

Points of Order 

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  I am doing my best to listen to the Leader of the House, but the constant babble of 
interjections from members on the other side of the Chamber is impeding my capacity to listen to him.  I would 
be grateful if you would bring them to order, Mr President. 

The PRESIDENT:  There is no point of order.  I think the Leader of the House has won interjections by 10-1 so 
far. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  There is one small matter.  I am sure that I will stop interjecting if the Leader of the House 
will stop addressing his remarks to me as opposed to you, Mr President.  I am sure you will not interject. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I will do my best.  Frequently when I am addressing my comments to you, Mr President, 
perhaps I glance in Hon Peter Foss’s direction occasionally. 

Serious issues are raised in this motion - issues that we are prepared to approach in a proper and responsible way.  
The reason that this matter has been debated in such a vigorous and adversarial way is attached entirely to the 
statement at the end of the motion, which infers that I have lied to the House.  Of course I will get offended by 
that.   

However, I will now go to the difficulties caused to the people of the south west as a result of the roll-out of the 
old-growth forest policy.  Of course it is causing extreme difficulties for people in the south west.  The 
Government is as desperately sorry about that as anyone.  The purpose of making the announcement yesterday 
was to provide a path toward certainty for those communities.  I cannot understand why the Opposition cannot 
grasp this: the outcome of yesterday’s statement will be that hopefully within weeks - certainly within a few 
months - we will be able to identify proponents with a firm resource security over a given amount of jarrah.  
With that guarantee, they will be able to start evaluating opportunities and create new employment in line with 
the old-growth forest policy.  I cannot understand why the Opposition is opposed to that.  It has been saying for 
months that the Government should get on and create more certainty in the industry.  However, when we do that, 
we suddenly become the bad guys.  The first line of the motion states, “the double blow delivered to the 
Manjimup community”.  How is delivering some certainty for the future employment opportunities of workers 
and businesses in Manjimup a component of the double blow?  If the Opposition cannot get its facts straight and 
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manage a good smear, perhaps being in opposition is too good for it.  The difficulty the Government has with 
this Opposition is that it cries, squeals, complains, wails and gnashes its teeth about nothing being done to 
progress the employment opportunities in the timber industry that will come from value adding, yet when the 
Government progresses those employment opportunities it says that we have got it wrong.   

As an aside, I just heard a member say that we have got our figures wrong.  What would the member have us do?  
Should we issue agreements, underwritten by the State, that proponents will get 220 000 cubic metres of jarrah?  
Pick a figure!  The Leader of the Opposition in the other place mentioned 180 000 cubic metres.  That is a nice 
round figure.  In fact, it is a figure I would like us to achieve.  Should the Government enter into binding 
financial contracts based on 180 000 cubic metres?  Tell me; it is a genuine question.  If the Opposition were in 
government, would it do that? 

Hon Peter Foss:  We will support legislation that lets the Government do that. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  That is interesting!  I recall that in November 2000 the Opposition was in government and 
it gave us the legislation that now binds us.  That legislation requires that before we enter into a contract with a 
proponent, we wait for the Conservation Commission and the Environmental Protection Authority to tell us what 
we can do.  This is the Opposition’s legislation, yet it now says that it will give us new legislation to allow the 
Government to do something different!  That is really helpful, Mr Foss!  Thank you so much!  We believe every 
word he says. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  I am sure that Hansard is now getting confused with all the loud and strident voices.  
There should be one fewer loud and strident voice. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Difficulties have flowed from the introduction of the old-growth forest policy.  Those 
difficulties have arisen from the legislation, because the Government cannot finalise the forest management plan 
until it has met its statutory obligations.  The Conservation Commission and the Environmental Protection 
Authority first have to meet their statutory obligations before the Minister for the Environment can make such a 
decision and before contracts can legally be entered into.  There is another problem, and members opposite have 
been very keen to tell us about it.  One of the most important factors that has caused the reduction in resource is 
the old-growth forest policy itself.  The first action of the Gallop Government on the very day it was sworn in 
reinforced that old-growth forest policy, because we promised the people of Western Australia that we would do 
that.   

Hon Peter Foss:  That is where you get caught. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Keep coming. 

Hon Peter Foss:  I will tell you.  The reason you have this problem is that with this policy, you have reduced the 
amount of available timber.  When the legislation was passed in November, that policy was not in position, but 
you need some new legislation now because you have mucked up the form of the legislation. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  That is the confirmation I was looking for: if elected, this lot will roll back the old-growth 
forest policy.  They will have the chainsaws in the old-growth forests; Hon Peter Foss has just confirmed that.  
They will start up logging in the old-growth forests.  It has taken a long time to get them to say that, but finally 
they have come clean: “We are going to log the old-growth forests.”  All of that karri, jarrah, tingle, she-oak and 
all the old-growth forests will come down - a new Barnett Government will start up the bulldozers.  Great stuff!  
It is not going to be a very convincing argument to the people of Western Australia who voted for this 
Government on the basis that it would stop just that. 

Hon Peter Foss:  We will wait and see what the policy is. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Come on: the member has confirmed it.  He is going to start up the chainsaws. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  I remind the Leader of the House that he is addressing a particular motion. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  That is a good note to end on, Mr President.  My answer to the question of whether the 
Government will support the motion is, sadly, no.  On this occasion we will probably not support the motion to 
suspend standing orders.  I thank all members for their contributions.  I forgive members for calling me a liar.  
As to the question of whether I misled the House yesterday - 

Point of Order 

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  The Opposition has never accused the Leader of the House of being a liar.  He is the 
only person who has used that term, and he did mislead the House when he made that last statement. 

The PRESIDENT:  There is no point of order. 
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Debate Resumed 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  So that I do not give offence to Hon Barry House, I withdraw the accusation that 
opposition members called me a liar.  I simply say that they implied that I was a liar; that would be far more 
accurate.  I do not think that would offend Hon Barry House. 

I refer to the critical element contained in this motion and say clearly and precisely: did I lie to the House 
yesterday during question time?  The answer is no. 

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [12.52 pm]:  First, I wish to raise a few issues about the real urgency of 
this debate.  The urgency in the timber debate is that there has never been an assessment of the scandalous 
economic assumptions under which most of the timber industry has been operating for decades.  The thesis I 
tabled this morning contains two clear case studies outlining the data referring to some of the scandal involved in 
the economics of the timber industry in Western Australia.  We should have been debating those kinds of things 
for a long time.  The assumptions that the timber industry can survive without assistance are now being 
challenged.  This debate is about how much assistance is necessary for an industry which I believe could never 
have survived without government assistance.  What does that say about the economic sustainability of the 
industry?  We have not had that debate in this Chamber, and this motion did not even refer to that debate. 

Secondly, the real urgency also appears to have been missed in relation to the former Manjimup Syndicate 
Coolstores Ltd.  The debates we should be having today are about the cause of the pressure on this industry; how 
much the volumes and prices of food have been affected by changes in world trade; free trade and free markets; 
decisions that have been made at a federal and state level; the extra impact caused by salinity in the area; the 
number of fruit trees that have been pulled out over time; and the extra little pressures due to things like fire 
blight etc.  The debate on the motion to suspend standing orders has been a childish exhibition and, 
unfortunately, we have not gone near to solving any of those long-term and urgent problems. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result -  

Ayes (12) 

Hon Alan Cadby Hon John Fischer Hon Frank Hough Hon Simon O’Brien 
Hon George Cash Hon Peter Foss Hon Barry House Hon Bill Stretch 
Hon Paddy Embry Hon Ray Halligan Hon Norman Moore Hon Bruce Donaldson (Teller) 
 

Noes (13) 

Hon Kim Chance Hon N.D. Griffiths Hon Jim Scott Hon E.J.R. Dermer (Teller) 
Hon Kate Doust Hon Dee Margetts Hon Christine Sharp  
Hon Adele Farina Hon Louise Pratt Hon Ken Travers  
Hon Graham Giffard Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Giz Watson  

            

Pairs 

 Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon Jon Ford 
 Hon Derrick Tomlinson Hon Tom Stephens 
 Hon Barbara Scott Hon Robin Chapple 
 Hon Murray Criddle Hon Sue Ellery 

Question thus negatived.  

[Resolved, that the House continue to sit until 6.00 pm.] 
 


