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KURRA VILLAGE — NEWMAN — WORKERS’ CAMP RENEWAL —  
GOVERNMENT POSITION 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [2.50 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That standing orders be suspended so far as to enable the following motion to be moved forthwith — 

That the house condemns the division and chaos of the Barnett government and calls on the 
government to immediately provide a unified position in respect of the Kurra camp lease. 

The opposition seeks the agreement of the government to allow some time for this to be debated. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I am thinking about it. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier is going to think about it. That is great, because whilst he thinks about it, 
I will set out the argument. The Premier has been in a very bad mood. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: No, I’m not. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Whenever I accuse my children of being in a bad mood, the first thing they say is, “No, 
I’m not!” The Premier, true to form, said he is not. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The reason this matter deserves a suspension of standing orders is that during questions 
without notice, the Premier himself said there was a significant sovereign risk involved in this issue. To quote 
him again, he said that out of 63 or thereabouts state agreements, there has never been a state agreement reneged 
upon by a state government. Immediately prior to him saying those things, the Leader of the National Party said 
that he was not going to use his powers as the Minister for Lands to accede to the agreement that the Premier has 
reached with a major miner in Western Australia—BHP Billiton. In light of the fact that this is a significant 
sovereign risk, and that there is disputation at the highest levels of government, we need some certainty in 
Western Australia about what is going on.  

Mr J.H.D. Day: We will agree to 20 minutes each side. You can sit down. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I thank the Leader of the House for being so gracious with his commentary.  

Standing Orders Suspension — Amendment to Motion 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [2.52 pm]: We agree to a debate limited to 20 minutes 
for each side. I move — 

To insert after “forthwith”, the following — 

, subject to debate being limited to 20 minutes for government members and 20 minutes for 
non-government members 

Amendment put and passed. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion, as Amended 

The SPEAKER: As this is a motion without notice to suspend standing orders, it will need an absolute majority 
in order to succeed. If I hear a dissentient voice, I will be required to divide the Assembly. 

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 

Motion 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [2.53 pm]: I move — 

That the house condemns the division and chaos of the Barnett government and calls on the government 
to immediately provide a unified position in respect of the Kurra camp lease. 

Mr Speaker, this is a government at war; it is at war with itself. It is dysfunctional, chaotic and divided. As 
Bob Hawke always said—he was right—“If you can’t govern yourselves, you can’t govern the state.”  

Several members interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: I do not want the wall of noise. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I have never seen a question time in my time in this place — 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Treasurer, I call you to order for the first time.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I have never seen a question time in which a question has been asked of the Premier of the 
state, who has given a categorical answer to a significant issue, and then a minister in his government has given 
a directly contradictory answer to exactly the same issue, thereby challenging the Premier. I have been here 
19 years and I have never seen that before. That is why I say, with some justification, that this government is at 
war with itself, when the Leader of the National Party directly contradicts the Premier of the state. If the Premier 
cannot govern his cabinet, how is he going to govern Western Australia? If the Premier cannot make decisions in 
respect of his own cabinet, how can he make decisions in respect of the people of Western Australia? It is a fair 
point to ask.  

There are two possible outcomes here. As the Premier said, this agreement will need to be signed, according to 
him and the agreement, by 31 December this year. There are two possible outcomes for this matter. The first is 
that the Premier backs down on what he negotiated with BHP Billiton. Bear in mind what he has said. He said 
that this is a matter of sovereign risk if this agreement is not signed. He said that there has never been a state 
agreement not adhered to by a government in the history of Western Australia—his words in relation to this 
matter. Therefore, if he backs down on this matter, by his own definition, sovereign risk ensues, and there is 
a breach of a state agreement act. According to his own definition, that is what happens. He said in this place 
yesterday that it is our statutory obligation, and it will be signed by the end of this year. He said that yesterday. If 
the Premier backs down, that will mean that he has been rolled by the Leader of the National Party—and by his 
own definition, sovereign risk for Western Australia ensues.  

If the Leader of the National Party backs down in relation to what he has said, that will mean that he has misled 
this house. In question time today, he said that he would not be signing an agreement for 600 beds. Therefore, by 
his own definition, he will have misled this house, and it will mean that he has no credibility as 
Minister for Lands and would need to resign his position. I will quote what he had to say earlier this week in 
relation to this issue. It is really quite extraordinary. He accused the Premier, and I quote, of “screwing” the 
Pilbara town of Newman. He said — 

… if we continue to make these decisions, we are undermining in my view the very good work we’ve 
done in WA through Royalties for Regions. If this (decision) carries out, Newman is screwed. 
“This is totally wrong.” 

Point of Order 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Perhaps the Leader of the Opposition did not intend to do so, but someone reading those 
comments could conclude that those comments have come from me. That is not the language I would ever use. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you. Just carry on, Leader of the Opposition. 

Motion Resumed 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker, I was clearly referring to the commentary by the Leader of the 
National Party, a member of the Premier’s cabinet. As I understand it, the Premier is not very happy with those 
comments. As I understand it, he expressed his displeasure in the Liberal Party room in relation to those 
comments by one of his ministers. Over the course of the last week, the Premier has had a minister accuse him, 
and I quote again, of “screwing” the town of Newman. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Not quoting me—thank you very much. Those are not my words. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker, the Premier is losing it.  

I say again, one of the Premier’s ministers has accused him of, and I quote, “screwing” the community of 
Newman, and he tolerates that in his cabinet. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: This is a public forum that is broadcast. Your language is inappropriate.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Acting Speaker, I did not say it.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): Members!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier seems to be angry at me for quoting one of his ministers. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Do you think you should be using that language in Parliament? 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier needs to take that up with his minister. 

Either way, if the Leader of the National Party backs down, he is condoning the Premier “screwing”—in his 
words—the town of Newman. He is also misleading this house. If the Leader of the National Party backs down, 
he will have no credibility on any issue concerning the FIFO workforce. The Leader of the National Party cannot 
get a front page and an inside story in The West Australian, in which he makes a big man of himself to the 
people of the Pilbara, and then put his tail between his legs and go away meekly. He cannot do that and keep any 
credibility. The Leader of the National Party has set the bar, and here it is. He has set the bar this high. If the 
Leader of the National Party does not meet that standard, the people of the Pilbara should know that he is all puff 
and wind. If the Premier backs down on this issue, there it is in his own words: we have sovereign risk, and 
a breach of a state agreement act. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: That’s correct. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier just said, and I quote, “That’s correct”. Therefore, when I say that the 
government is dysfunctional, I think the evidence is there. 

I want to quote one other thing. It is not just the National Party that is undermining the Premier. I have a release 
from the member for Eyre, Dr Graham Jacobs, which says that Dr Graham Jacobs is, and I quote, “appalled at 
the Government’s decision to extend BHP’s Kurra Village lease for another 20 years.” The member for Eyre sits 
on the Education and Health Standing Committee. That committee is made up of three respected former 
ministers—the member for Eyre, the member for Murray-Wellington and the member for Hillarys. That 
committee has also put out a statement on this matter, and I quote — 

The Education and Health Standing Committee notes with concern the recent decision by the Premier to 
extend the lease of BHP’s Billiton’s Kurra camp at the northern edge of Newman for a further 10 years. 

We have three former ministers who are revolting, we have members of the National Party who are revolting and 
we have members of the Liberal Party who are revolting. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): Members! 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Treasurer! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We have the Premier — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills, I call you to order for the first time. I am not going to have 
interjections flying across the chamber. The person with the call will be heard in silence. The Leader of 
the Opposition currently has the call. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We have members of the National Party who are revolting and we have members of the 
Liberal Party who are revolting. The Premier is being undermined by both the Liberal backbench and the 
National Party and seems to be powerless to do anything about it. I have never seen, as I said, a question time in 
which a minister so defied the Premier of the state. In any other government, a minister who did that would be 
brought into the Premier’s office, and they would either leave, or resign, and would no longer be a minister. That 
is the case. The choice is there. It is Hobson’s choice. Either the Premier has created sovereign risk, or the 
Leader of the National Party has been shown to be full of puff and wind. 

The motion refers to the division and chaos of the Barnett government. Have we ever seen a more dysfunctional 
and chaotic management of a government project in Western Australia than with the Perth Freight Link? I have 
never seen a project that has been managed in that way. The Premier is undermining the Minister for Transport 
every day of the week. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Premier, and Treasurer, please! I am trying to listen to the Leader of the Opposition, 
who has the call. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Every day, we have new revelations that show that the government cannot manage the 
Perth Freight Link project—a project worth up to $2 billion. We have the cancellation of the new railcars; we 
have the report of the Corruption and Crime Commission, which damns the government’s management of the 
police; we are still waiting for the sex offender legislation—that is out there somewhere; and we have the 
massive land tax increases. That is just in the last fortnight! What will happen in the next 16 months in the lead-
up to the election? I know what will happen. The government will get more and more dysfunctional. The 
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government is being led by a Premier who really should go. The Premier has clearly had enough. His ministers 
have had enough of him, his backbenchers have had enough of him, and God knows the public has had enough 
of him. The Premier really should go, because his time is up. 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Warren–Blackwood — Minister for Lands) [3.05 pm]: Mr Acting Speaker — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): Member for Bassendean, I call you to order for the second time. 
Again, I am not going to have chaos reign in the chamber. The Leader of the Nationals has the call. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: Obviously the National Party will not be supporting this motion. However, I want to put 
some things on the record about where the Nationals sit, and the reason why the Nationals sit in that position. 
The first point is that both the Leader of the Opposition and the Premier talked about sovereign risk. We 
fundamentally do not agree with the position that the Premier has taken on Kurra Village, and we have made that 
position clear. In relation to the decision that has been made by the Premier as it applies to state agreement acts, 
the Iron Ore (Mount Newman) Agreement Act 1964 states, in part — 

The Minister may make such reasonable alterations to or impose such reasonable conditions on the 
proposals or new proposals (as the case may be) as he shall think fit having regard to the circumstances 
including the overall development and use by others as well as the Company … 

It makes the point that the Premier has discretion about the proposal that has been put to him by BHP Billiton. 
That is the reason I do not accept that there is an issue of sovereign risk. Therefore, it comes back to the issue of 
what is reasonable for the communities in regional Western Australia. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro! 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I accept that there are isolated mine sites that need workers’ camps and transient workers’ 
accommodation that enable people to fly in, fly out for construction and operational purposes. However, as those 
camps get close to large regional communities, at what point do we say it is unacceptable to have a work camp 
next to a working town? I made the decision as Minister for Lands on Gap Ridge Village in Karratha, where 
2 500 men were living in a camp right next to the city of Karratha. It is unacceptable that that camp should be 
there, because it undermines, in my view, the regional development opportunities in the town. This is not just 
about fly in, fly out versus residential, although the objective is to get as many residential workers as possible. 
We can have FIFO facilities that are integrated in the town and part of the community. That is what came 
through in the recommendations of the inquiry that the member for Eyre was involved with. This is not a FIFO 
versus residential argument; this is about integrating a FIFO workforce into a regional community. Therefore, it 
is more than reasonable to accept that the National Party would take a strong policy position on the back of the 
investments that we have been making. 
I also make the point that the agreement that we have with the Liberal Party allows us to take different policy 
positions. There is no condemnation of government here. It is an understanding of how we operate as far as 
government is concerned. The National Party holds views on a range of issues and this is a view that we feel 
extremely positive about. I went up to Newman recently. The Shire of East Pilbara supports a 600-bed work 
camp for Kurra. However, it wants that work camp to be integrated into the community and to utilise the 
community services in the town. The Newman Chamber of Commerce and Industry also supports that position. 
I have been getting emails from people who have investment properties in Newman, and they say that rental 
properties are available in the town. From what I can ascertain, there are around 2 000 short-stay beds at a low 
level of occupancy. I will not quote the figures, because that will contravene what was put to us. However, 
I know that there is enough short-stay accommodation in Newman to cater for what Kurra Village would utilise 
if it was a full-blown camp. 
There are also 500 empty houses—300 are owned by BHP and 200 are owned by the private sector. There is 
enough accommodation and support in that community for them to look after and maintain even a fly in, fly out 
workforce in that community. To BHP’s credit, it fixed up some of its flats—it has 500 flats right in the middle 
of town—to a different standard and it has worked. The flats look like they are integrated and part of the 
Newman community; a camp on the edge of town does not. If BHP were to take the resources that it is putting 
into upgrading Kurra Village, even if it is downgraded to a 600-bed camp, which is a compromise on its 
position, and put those resources into upgrading the other flats that it owns in the middle of Newman, it could 
really demonstrate that it is part of that community. Even if they are FIFO workers, they are going to go 
downtown and utilise the town’s services. Even the pharmacist comes from Perth to deliver pharmaceutical 
goods to the Kurra camp. Even the contractors who come in to do work for BHP utilise the camp’s facilities. 
One of the outcomes of a motion that the local government put forward was to not allow contractors to utilise the 
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camp. It is not just BHP workers who utilise the camp, it is also other workers, and again that undermines the 
business community and the residents in Newman. 
State agreements are two-way agreements, and one party to those agreements is the people of Western Australia. 
It is absolutely appropriate that the people of Western Australia get a fair call on outcomes, even the people who 
live in Newman, which is why we support looking at state agreements as they apply to interactions with 
communities that these companies operate in. I made the point when I answered the Leader of the Opposition’s 
question about a community development plan that the community does not even get to see that plan. To me, that 
is fundamentally wrong and there is a lot that can happen. 
I want to negotiate with the Premier through this, because I want to see a good outcome for Newman and 
I believe that we can land on a good outcome for Newman, but it will absolutely require BHP to come to the 
table and say, “Let’s plan to get a better outcome.” I have not been able to get that commitment on the way that 
BHP wants to manage its workforce from Jimmy Wilson or any of the other people representing BHP I have 
met. I come back to the point that this is not FIFO workers versus residents. We can build a FIFO facility in the 
middle of a regional community and integrate it into the community and have a win–win scenario for everybody. 
This is not about FIFO workers versus residents; this is about integrating a facility into a regional community 
that is being impacted by a decision, in this case, to extend a work camp, which in my view does not need to 
happen. There are a number of work camps within 60 kilometres of Newman that can pick up some of the load if 
there is a significant need to pick up some of the peak workforce that might be needed for a shutdown.  
Our position as a party representing regional Western Australia is that we feel extremely strongly that we cannot 
have these sorts of policy settings undermining the growth and development of these regional communities. 
I was actually pushing the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia and the Premier to get 
a statewide policy that applies to transient workers accommodation, because I think it is a good approach to try 
to set some government policy boundaries that say to companies that may be going to operate that at least we 
have some guidelines on how they might do that. I thought that was a good way to go, but I could not land that. 
The Chamber of Commerce was dead against it, and right now effectively we have three ministers operating and 
making decisions on work camps, which I do not think gives guidance and clarity to mining companies as they 
make decisions about how they operate in those regional communities.  
We do not support this motion, but we stand by the fact that we do not think it is the right policy setting to have 
a work camp with more than 600 beds sitting next to Newman, with a barbed wire fence around it and a boom 
gate. I think there is a better outcome. I certainly want to work with the Premier to land a good outcome for 
Newman, and I know that will require BHP coming to the table. 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [3.14 pm]: There is nothing that the Leader of the National Party said then that 
I can disagree with, and I hope he gets his outcome. The Leader of the National Party’s problem is that that is not 
the position of the government. The problem that we have—the Leader of the National Party can wave about the 
little agreement he has with the Liberal Party that his party can have different policy positions—is that this issue is 
having a real impact on the credibility of Western Australia. This is no longer a National Party–Liberal Party issue; 
the Premier has now declared that it is a sovereign risk issue. I do not know whether the Premier is right, but that is 
the point: at the senior level of government, the Premier and Leader of the National Party do not even agree on the 
state’s position on this. Do we have, as the Premier says, a legal and statutory obligation to simply agree with this? 
The Leader of the National Party does not think that is the case. The Leader of the National Party has a very 
different view—the Leader of the National Party’s different agreements count for dot when it comes to the issue of 
the credibility of Western Australia. That is the fundamental problem. When I read the Leader of the 
National Party’s comment that the Premier was screwing Newman — 

Point of Order 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Acting Speaker, I do not think I am a prudish person, but I really object to those words 
being used in this chamber. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): Members! I am on my feet! Member for Kwinana! Thank you. 
My advice is that that is already public commentary. 

Motion Resumed 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I object to it, too, Premier. I find it offensive that a senior person in government referred to 
the Premier in this way, and I quote — 

Nationals leader Terry Redman has accused Colin Barnett of undermining regional development and 
“screwing” the Pilbara town of Newman … 
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I object to that term, too. I do not find it terribly attractive and I am not surprised that the Premier is upset by it, 
but there is now a theme emerging that the Leader of the National Party thinks the Premier has a problem with 
the big end of town. We recall past comments about being captured by Chevron, and maybe we will hear from 
the National Party again about that. The Premier has a problem within his cabinet, and he needs to resolve it. 
This motion calls for a very important outcome for Western Australia, so that we are not walking along with two 
different views at senior levels of government about the future of this state agreement and the obligations 
thereunder. By the end of this day, the government, which is not the Leader of the National Party’s position, 
needs to explain clearly the state’s legal position. Does the state have the right to say to BHP, “Enough, we are 
keeping Kurra at 600 beds”? If that is the case, so be it, but I have echoing in my mind the Premier’s words from 
not that long ago, “Remember who your landlord is”, which stand in stark difference to the words, “We now 
have a legal and statutory obligation under the state agreement to sign the lease.” I actually think that state 
agreements have gone one way for years, and I have no problem at all with the government—but it is not the 
government—taking a firm stand on something such as this.  

The problem is that the different positions mean that we do not have a government position. We have the 
Premier saying that it will be signed because that is it, and we have the Leader of the National Party saying that it 
will not be signed. In the interests—indeed, if it is sovereign risk—of Western Australia’s relationships with 
Japan, BHP, Rio Tinto or other countries or corporations, this needs to be resolved today. The Premier cannot 
continue with this amateur hour performance of we will stand up, we are standing up, we do not know what is 
going on. At the end of this day, the Premier needs to explain the government’s position. The Premier will stand 
and contradict the Leader of the National Party and I dare say that at the end of debate on this motion, no-one 
will be any the wiser on the government’s position on this.  

The Premier has already said that BHP has entered into contracts worth $140 million to upgrade that camp. BHP 
has entered contracts on the basis of what the Premier has said. This is now having a real impact and decisions 
are being made. I hope, Minister for Lands; Leader of the National Party, whatever the outcome is at the senior 
level, that the government comes to a position. Because, ultimately, we cannot have, regardless of this agreement 
between the Liberal–National Party, a position that undermines Western Australia. That is what is being done. 
That is the ultimate reality of this farce. Whether it is a fly in, fly out fight, whether it makes the media statement 
put out by the Premier and Hon Brendon Grylls in 2009 that Pilbara Cities was all about encouraging more 
people to live and settle in the Pilbara dishonest, and whatever the politics going on in the background, sort it 
out! Come back into this place and explain to Western Australia and the rest of the world exactly what the 
position of the government is.  

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Pilbara) [3.20 pm]: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr N.W. Morton) for the opportunity 
to speak on this debate today, because it does need to be seen in the context of what is happening on the ground 
in Newman.  

In Newman there are 300 empty BHP houses with no cars in the carports. As of today, 100 rentals are available 
to the market at less than $500 a week, and there are 85 houses for sale. It is now cheaper to live in Newman 
than in Perth and the Peel region. That is good; that is what we set out to achieve. We set out to normalise the 
market. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Congratulations. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: Yes. We set out to normalise the market. The Labor Party did not support that; it thought we 
should have let the market stay at $2 000 in Newman. The Labor Party thought that the market should prevail, 
and that $2 000 a week rent was okay. We did not think that was okay. We thought we should push towards 
a more normalised market, and at $500 a week the median cost of housing in Newman is still more expensive 
than the median rental cost in Perth and the Peel. A premium is still paid in the Pilbara, and we are glad about 
that outcome. The next step in that is looking for the companies to better integrate their workforce into the 
community, and I thoroughly agree with the Leader of the National Party that this is not about trying to shut 
down FIFO today; this is about saying that rather than a camp on the outskirts of town with a boom gate and 
a barbed wire fence around it, we would like to see the workers who would like to move into residential settings, 
with the incentives that the companies provide, do that. There are 300 BHP houses they could use. Also, if there 
is going to be $140 million of BHP money spent, rather than spending it on the outskirts of town and putting 
a barbed wire fence around it, they could go to the big area of land created by the Liberal-National government 
in the centre of town that was set aside for that exact project—for the exact money that BHP has. We have had 
a plan since 2009 for exactly that to happen. The camp leases are now coming to an end and we have let BHP 
know in plenty of time that there is an opportunity for it to invest in a residential workforce, and also encourage 
the FIFO workforce to have the ability to go to the local chemist and get Panadol, to go to the local restaurant 
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and buy a meal, to go to the local hotel and have a beer and to go to the local clothes shop and buy a pair of 
shoes, because at the moment that does not happen.  

Mr F.M. Logan: Are you saying they can’t do that? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: At the moment that does not happen because there is no system to allow that. They are on 
the outskirts of town and have to catch a bus in and out. They do not have a car, member. There is no integration. 

In Wickham, on the other hand, Rio Tinto has done exactly that. In Wickham, Rio Tinto has built Cajuput Villas. 
The facility looks like an apartment complex, it is integrated into the town, it is in the centre of town, and, as 
Graham Jacobs, member for Eyre, and the Education and Health Standing Committee found, that delivers 
a better outcome for the town. As the committee resolved, and I agree, it delivers a better outcome for the 
workers. We are having this debate in the chamber of Parliament today because it is a very, very important 
moment in the time of sensible regional development in the north. If there is an agreement to allow companies to 
build barbed wire–ringed, boom-gated FIFO camps on the outskirts of town for 25 years, we are conceding that 
we do not want any of the outcomes I have just talked about. The Nationals fundamentally do not agree with 
that, and that is why this is an important argument. Members opposite continually fail to understand the terms of 
the alliance government that the Nationals entered into.  
Several members interjected.  
Mr B.J. GRYLLS: The reason they never want to reflect it —  
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): I am not going to have it descend into, to use the Speaker’s 
term, a wall of noise. I am trying to listen to the member for Pilbara. 
Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: They are jealous of that agreement, because although they like to mutter under their breath 
that the Nationals are poodles of the government, what we are seeing demonstrated on the floor of Parliament 
today is exactly the fact that we are not; that we stand very strongly for what we believe in. We would hope that 
the Nationals leader and the Premier can work with BHP to deliver the outcome that the government set down in 
2009 and has invested heavily for into the future. This is the right decision for the National Party leader to take. 
Yes, we would rather it did not occur in Parliament, but we have not been able to get BHP to make that 
agreement and that is very disappointing. BHP, unfortunately, is starting to develop a record of doing the exact 
opposite to what looks like good community and regional development.  

In the corridors of Parliament House I ran into a former member of Parliament who had an interest in the Pilbara, 
and he said that ever since he started arguing for this in the late 1970s it seems like state agreements have been 
a one-way track, as the member for Victoria Park said. They have been a one-way track in that the companies get 
what they want, and the state does not. That is very disappointing. BHP, as an important corporate citizen in 
Western Australia, an employer of many Western Australians and an important generator of economic activity—
I welcome what it does and the role it plays—should also take note of government policy, the policy settings the 
government has put in place, the desires of its local community, and the desires of the workforce and the like. 
Barbed wire–ringed camps on the edges of town are construction camps from the past. It is now 2015, the rents 
have normalised and the communities have normalised, and this is a critical policy decision for the 
government—the Liberal and National Parties—and the Labor Party, because I do not want to see, as the 
member for Pilbara, us setting in place a policy for the next 25 years that demonstrates that remote mining camps 
on the edges of the towns is the way that we house the modern workforce for the future.  

Decisions were taken to get through a construction phase that was unprecedented in history. We are now through 
that and moving into normalisation, and if camp accommodation for workers was normal, we would see it in the 
south of the state. We would see it in Busselton, we would see it in Mandurah and we would see it in Perth. It is 
not suitable for that type of accommodation to be built, and that is why this is a very, very important issue for the 
government. It will involve testing negotiations, it will involve BHP needing to come back to the table, but I give 
100 per cent support to the Leader of the National Party in drawing the line and saying that we are not going to 
make the same mistakes of the past—the mistakes that led to the outcomes found in the inquiry conducted by the 
member for Eyre and his committee that concerned the mental health of the workers isolated in these camps. We 
have all that information at hand. All the investments we have made, the information we have at hand on FIFO 
mental health, what we know about regional development and the sensible development of the state mean that 
we would not make the decision to renew the lease on the terms that are currently being mooted.  

MR J. NORBERGER (Joondalup) [3.28 pm]: I think I can make a bit of a unique contribution to this debate. 
I think it is worth framing the context of this FIFO accommodation debate. Members opposite, I might be 
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a metropolitan member, but first and foremost I am but one of a handful of members in this chamber who have 
had firsthand experience of being part of a FIFO camp environment. Many of my staff were based in 
Kurra Village, and I know it very well. I have seen Newman mature, transform and grow up, and I commend this 
government for the effort it has made in the Pilbara, Karratha and Port Hedland. I have had a lot of staff working 
out of Kurra Village. Because of the metropolitan area I represent, I represent a lot of FIFO workers. The 
argument has moved on a little from pushing a purely residential workforce, although I know we all agree we 
would like to see that.  

I understand that we want to see even a fly in, fly out workforce integrate with the community. I get that, but it is 
important to remember that Kurra Village is 1.2 kilometres from the town centre. We have heard that the camp is 
ringed with barbed wire and people have made out that it is a prison camp. I can tell members now that my staff 
who worked out of Kurra Village, and even when I stayed there, had full access to the town. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): Member for Girrawheen! 

Mr J. NORBERGER: My staff were able to go to the local shops and participate in the local sporting clubs. If 
they wanted to have a meal at a restaurant in Newman, they could do that. It is interesting, and this is where we 
need to be a bit cautious. I am not taking away the vision we all have for the Pilbara, especially the member for 
Pilbara’s vision; I agree with the vast majority of what the member for Pilbara said. However, I think there are 
some challenges. The distance of 1.2 kilometres from the city centre is walking distance. Before standing up, 
I had a quick look, and from where I live, my local shops are 1.8 kilometres. I walk that; it is a comfortable walk. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr J. NORBERGER: Members opposite are saying that if we are going to either purchase or rent homes for 
FIFO workers — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, I continue to hear interjections across the chamber. Member for Albany, 
I call you to order for a third time. Please; I am trying to listen to the member for Joondalup. 

Mr J. NORBERGER: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. We heard that houses should be either purchased or 
rented for a FIFO workforce. Straightaway, we would be creating a community in which the majority of the 
houses would be empty for half the time. Unless there is hot bunking, the people living in that accommodation 
would be going back to Perth. I do not think that would be conducive to a good community. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member! 

Mr J. NORBERGER: The member for Pilbara quite rightly suggested that if we are talking about a FIFO 
workforce, this FIFO workforce does not generally have access to their own vehicles. 

Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Armadale! 

Mr J. NORBERGER: Unless they buy or rent houses in the city centre — 

Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I call you to order for the second time. I am on my feet. There 
is not long to go for the member for Joondalup. I would like to hear him in silence, please. 

Mr J. NORBERGER: If we are calling 1.2 kilometres the outskirts of town and not conducive to being part of 
the community, in essence, we would have to buy or rent every single house in the city centre, which would then 
be empty for half the time, because a FIFO workforce — 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen! 
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Mr J. NORBERGER: FIFO workers do not have access to individual vehicles to travel around in once they 
have been flown into the township. Also they are being asked to do 12-hour shifts, so when they go home, they 
have to cook for themselves and do all that sort of thing themselves. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J. NORBERGER: We have to take that into account. I think there are more complexities to this issue than 
we have been able to realise. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [3.33 pm]: Who is in charge of the government? Why is it that we call 
for the government to have a unified position but one person is not prepared to speak, and that is the Premier? 
When I go home tonight, I will rename my son’s dog’s rubber chicken and call it Colin, because this Premier is 
not prepared to speak in his own defence. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: He is so. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: He is not prepared to speak in his own defence. 

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Who is in charge of this government? Apparently, it is not the Premier. The only Liberal 
who spoke on the debate spoke against the Premier’s position of requiring this work camp. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Member for Wanneroo! 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The government is not prepared to defend this appalling decision. I wonder whether the 
Premier will appoint a temporary minister to approve the lease in December after Parliament has risen. When the 
minister goes on leave, will another minister be appointed? The Premier is smiling at that one. The other issue is, 
given we know that the member for Scarborough is about to become the Deputy Premier, maybe there will be 
a reshuffle before Christmas and the current Leader of the National Party will be sidelined and the 
Liberal minister will sign the lease. These are the tactics. No wonder the Premier is not prepared to speak. I have 
some suggestions for the National Party. Its members should google cabinet solidarity. It says, National Party, 
that ministers are required to support cabinet decisions in public and if they are not prepared to do that, they 
should resign. National Party ministers do not get to keep the salary if they do not get to the do the job. It is 
really easy for the minister to come in here and talk big and make insulting comments in The West Australian but 
he is still getting the big pay cheques while he stands alongside the Premier signing this lease. If it is true that 
this is a question of sovereign risk for the state of Western Australia, as the Premier has told us on a number of 
occasions, and he has also told us that this lease will be signed—he has told us those two things—all the things 
the National Party said today were nothing more than empty rhetoric. I am sick and tired of the National Party 
thinking that the only important thing in this state is whether it gets its name in the media. Ministers collect pay; 
they are employed by the people of this state to provide stable and good government. According to the 
Premier of Western Australia, they are not carrying their weight. That is not my position; that is his position. He 
has said that the position taken by the National Party will not happen. That is the position of the Premier of this 
state. If we were in government, we would have to make the decision based on all the information. As the 
Leader of the National Party has said, some of that information is not publicly available, but the government has 
that confidential information and it can make a decision. According to the Premier, it has and that is why the 
National Party’s empty rhetoric hangs around like a bad smell. The minister can puff up his chest, speak in the 
chamber and say that the Premier is “screwing” Newman but he should actually do something. If he thinks it is 
such a bad decision, cabinet solidarity tells him what to do. Do not take the pay, Leader of the National Party. He 
should stop taking his pay as a minister if he is not prepared to support the government’s decisions. He should 
not be part of government if he does not agree with the government. Do not come in here and say there is an 
alliance. So what? There is a thing called cabinet solidarity and National Party ministers have not set aside their 
responsibility to the people of this state. The Leader of the National Party can puff up his chest all he likes but he 
is still a minister in the Barnett Liberal–National government and that is his problem. He will go to the next 
election as part of the Barnett government and that is what he has to face. 

Division 
Question put and a division taken, the Acting Speaker (Mr N.W. Morton) casting his vote with the noes, with the 
following result — 
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Ayes (20) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr W.J. Johnston Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr D.J. Kelly Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr F.M. Logan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.B. Watson 
Ms J. Farrer Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Ms J.M. Freeman Ms S.F. McGurk Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 

Noes (35) 

Mr P. Abetz Ms W.M. Duncan Dr G.G. Jacobs Dr M.D. Nahan 
Mr F.A. Alban Ms E. Evangel Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr D.C. Nalder 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.M. Francis Mr R.S. Love Mr J. Norberger 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mrs G.J. Godfrey Mr W.R. Marmion Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr I.M. Britza Mr B.J. Grylls Mr J.E. McGrath Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Dr K.D. Hames Ms L. Mettam Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mrs L.M. Harvey Mr P.T. Miles Mr T.K. Waldron 
Ms M.J. Davies Mr C.D. Hatton Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr A. Krsticevic (Teller) 
Mr J.H.D. Day Mr A.P. Jacob Mr N.W. Morton  

            
Pair 

 Mr P.C. Tinley Mr V.A. Catania 
Question thus negatived. 
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