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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
Special 

On motion by Hon Kim Chance (Leader of the House), resolved - 

That the House at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 9 April. 

Ordinary 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [9.47 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Rule of Law - Adjournment Debate 
HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [9.48 pm]:  I want to speak tonight about an issue that goes to 
the heart of what we are as a nation.  I speak of the rule of law.  I suspect that most people do not give it a 
thought as they go about their daily business, yet the rule of law glues our society together.  Without the rule of 
law, we would have the law of the jungle.  If the poor believe that the law can provide no protection against the 
greed, lust or group power of the rich, then the foundations are laid for anarchy.  It does not matter if that belief 
is intuitively or intellectually derived; if the people believe that bureaucracy has been corrupted and the police 
cannot be trusted, then society is in dire trouble.  When the courts and Governments are suspect, we have sown 
the seeds of our own self-destruction. 

Recently I spoke in this House about a man and his wife who were the subject of fraud, theft and intimidation on 
a large scale.  These will remain allegations until they are considered before the process of law.  It is vitally 
important that they go before a court of law to be clarified.  Were they to be proved in the legal process, the 
allegations of connivance and corruption must be considered along with the indifference of our political leaders.  
This dire state of affairs, which is a real and present threat to the rule of law, could not have come about if the 
fourth estate had done its job by watching, inquiring and reporting the news.  The allegations of massive 
corruption that I speak of could not survive under the scrutiny of a responsible media.  On the occasion of which 
I speak, the ABC declined to report the matter.  In fact, it said that it preferred to leave it to the royal 
commission.  It knows that the issues raised are of such magnitude that it is highly probable that they will be 
quietly swept under the carpet in an endeavour to persuade the public that they never happened and that what it 
should really be worried about are bikies, paedophiles and Governors General.   

As a member of One Nation, I am well aware of the method of operation of the media.  All too often, its aim is 
to distort, denigrate, isolate and annihilate.  Recently, the media’s well-honed McCarthyism has been well 
publicised with the endless stories of children in the water.  The fact that the children were in the water because 
people sank the boat when accosted by our navy was glossed over in the media’s corrupt endeavour to somehow 
make John Howard responsible. 

In respect of the Governor General, such is the media’s feeding frenzy that they do not care how much damage 
they do to the office.  In fact, it is worse than that, because they are really acting as agents for the republican 
movement.  They are quick to quote anyone who is prepared to denigrate the Governor General, and when 
questioned about their one-sided coverage, they say that they could not find anyone prepared to defend him.  
However, this is not true, as One Nation carried overwhelmingly a motion of support at a general meeting, and 
the media were informed.  However, that fact was never made public by the media.   

One thing the media have done, although quite unwittingly, is to make it clear that Dr Hollingworth’s greatest 
crime is that he was appointed by John Howard, the leader who committed the heinous crime of winning the last 
election.  Paul Keating must rank with Malcolm Fraser as one of our worst Prime Ministers ever.  What body but 
the ABC would see fit to quote him with such indulgence and reverence?  I have no great regard for Dr 
Hollingworth.  He is a professed republican; and, similar to his predecessor, Sir William Deane, it was hypocrisy 
for him to have taken office.  I suspect that he will have rethought his position now that he is aware of the 
humbug and venom to which this rabble will stoop. 

In speaking of hypocrisy, let us consider the behaviour of the once great Labor Party.  The people in that party 
hounded Franca Arena out of the party when she exposed one of their mates who happened to be a judge.  They 
are the people who for years protected Mr D’Arcy, who is now serving 15 years for multiple rapes, among his 
other paedophile activities.  When it became clear that the game was up and Mr D’Arcy had become too much of 
an embarrassment, Premier Beattie organised a payout of over $800 000, which means that Mr D’Arcy will be 
very comfortable on his release from prison.  It will certainly not surprise me if, in the near future, the Labor 
Government in Queensland releases him on compassionate grounds due to ill health.   
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Under the double standards, it is quite okay to attack, vilify, demonise and distort the office of Governor 
General.  Prior to the truth being revealed about the source of Senator Heffernan’s attacks on a High Court judge 
over issues that were not new, Senator Heffernan was immediately condemned by the media, the ALP and, of 
course, the lawyers.  Perhaps in hindsight that was justifiable.  However, before these allegations were found to 
be incorrect, the fact is that the attacks, vilification and demonising continued, with such things as “the senator is 
one of Howard’s men” being said.  However, there was no mention that Justice Kirby was appointed by Paul 
Keating.  Perhaps enough has been said on this issue for the time being.  

Murphy Interest - Adjournment Debate 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  I will expand on allegations by the Murphy Interest.  The material I have seen appears to 
indicate that these claims are backed up by conclusive evidence.  If these allegations are proved, the perpetrators 
have been, and continue to be, abetted by indifference of the media, government, bureaucrats and lawyers - the 
very people that the public should be able to rely on to protect it.  It appears that if there is no defence against the 
evidence, their strategy will be to try to bury it.  One must question whether they have the support of the ABC in 
this endeavour.   

I will inform the House of the latest events in this sad saga.  I asked a question in this place in which I sought 
copies of the form 27 lodged with the Department of Mineral and Petroleum Resources in respect of Mountain 
Queen lease M77/112.  I sought this information only for the time that Mr Murphy was involved with the joint 
venture.  The original position of the department was as it has always been; that is, that provided I had Murphy’s 
permission, there was no problem.  This quickly changed, and the position was that the permission of all the 
parties was needed.  The position then changed again on the advice of Crown Law; that is, that because Mr 
Murphy was no longer a member of the joint venture, he could not get copies of the form 27 for the period in 
which he was involved.   

The joint venture no longer exists.  As a matter of law, Sons of Gwalia Ltd is now Reynolds Yilgarn Gold 
Operations Ltd, and no-one can get access to these documents without its say-so.  However, only recently, since 
asking the questions in Parliament, I have been advised of a further change that allows the Murphy Interest to 
acquire these reports for its lawyer’s perusal.  I believe the Government must instigate an investigation to clear 
up these matters and allegations openly and with finality, so that the people involved can resume their lives. 

Ningaloo Reef CD-ROM - Adjournment Debate 
HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [9.56 pm]:  I will take a few minutes of the time of the House to 
raise the issue of a CD-ROM dealing with Ningaloo Reef that I distributed to members at the end of last week.  I 
ask members to take the time to look at that CD-ROM, if they have not already, because it provides information 
on the environmental sustainability of Ningaloo Reef and the proposed canal development at Mauds Landing.  
Members will be well aware that this proposal is currently being assessed for its environmental impact.  The CD-
ROM, which was prepared by a number of organisations, presents very compelling reasons that the Government 
should not support such a canal development on one of the world’s most pristine coral reef systems.  I also bring 
to members’ attention that nowhere in the world has a canal development of this scale been put in place that has 
not impacted on things like water quality, which will of course ultimately impact on the reef.   

Another issue is that such a development, which is immediately adjacent to the coral reef, will result in a 
dramatic increase in small boat use and have a large impact on a whole range of species that currently inhabit 
Ningaloo Reef.  The presumption should be that this wilderness coastline will be preserved in its natural state for 
the enjoyment of future generations.  A development on the scale that is proposed at Mauds Landing is totally 
inappropriate to the conservation of what should be a World Heritage area.  Currently, it is obviously a marine 
park, but it has every attribute that would recommend it for World Heritage listing.  In fact, the North West Cape 
in its entirety should be managed as a World Heritage area in perpetuity.   

I draw members’ attention to the material that was provided and distributed.  I encourage them to take just a few 
minutes to listen to the arguments on that CD-ROM to perhaps gain a little more information with which to view 
the proposed development.  There will be ongoing pressures on our coastline from tourist use and recreation, 
whether the people be holiday-makers or locals.  We must think carefully about whether we want to go down the 
track of a Gold Coast-type development, with canals, increased boat use and increased pressure on the reef, or 
whether we will ensure that whatever is provided on the North West Cape is a true wilderness experience.  We 
should ensure that the more intense development is restricted to areas like Exmouth, which are much better 
suited to that sort of accommodation and provision of facilities.  I appeal to members to think carefully about the 
uniqueness of our wilderness coastline and to lend their weight to the campaign to ensure that the coastline is 
managed in a way that is sustainable and retains in perpetuity the wilderness experience for the enjoyment of 
future generations.  

North West Cape - Adjournment Debate 
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HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [10.00 pm]:  I listened to the last 
speaker with some interest.  I have not seen the CD-ROM about which she spoke, but it would not be a bad idea 
for the members who listen to that sort of diatribe and watch CD-ROMs that might be misleading to get in their 
motor cars during the winter months and drive up to Coral Bay, along the coast to Yardie Creek and around the 
North West Cape to Exmouth, and have a good, hard look at what happens between Coral Bay and the North 
West Cape during that time of the year.  Those people should then tell me that that is a proper use of that part of 
the world.  It is appalling.  Most of that fragile countryside is marked by four-wheel drive tracks.  Countless 
acres have been burnt out and covered in sand because of fire and wind.  People camp from one end of the cape 
to the other.  They camp anywhere they like, anytime they like.  There are no controls whatsoever except in the 
national park area.  It is totally unacceptable.  It is an environmental disaster.  The only way that we can make it 
so that people can enjoy the North West Cape and Ningaloo Reef in a sustainable manner is to have a place 
where they can stay, do their shopping and get their petrol.   

We have a place called Coral Bay.  No Government has had the nerve, guts or fortitude to do anything about 
that, and as a result we have a crazy town planning system.  No-one has had the guts to develop a resort in Coral 
Bay.  It is a town planning and environmental nightmare.  It was never developed properly.  No Government, 
particularly during the 1980s and 1990s, had the nerve to do anything about it.   

The previous Government, following a decision of the Government before it, allowed a company to make a 
submission to develop a resort-cum-residential complex at Mauds Landing.  The proposal that the company has 
put forward is significantly smaller than its original plan.  At my instigation as tourism minister, I made sure that 
the company was given a set of guidelines prepared by the Environmental Protection Authority, the Department 
of Environmental Protection and the planning department to ensure that it did not go through another 10 years of 
pain developing a submission without knowing the sort of requirements to which it must conform.  The proposal 
the company has put forward is being properly assessed by those organisations that are required by law to assess 
such proposals.  I understand that the submission is within the guidelines the company was provided with.   

A campaign is being developed by the Greens, who talk about people enjoying the pristine nature of the North 
West Cape and Ningaloo Reef.  People are doing that now in an uncontrolled way.  We need some control over 
the areas people visit on the North West Cape.  Ningaloo Reef stretches from the North West Cape to Carnarvon.  
It is a very long reef.  This will be one development.  Further, there is a significant gap in the reef at Mauds 
Landing.  Some people have told me - they are probably right - that it is not the best site for a development along 
that coast.  However, Mauds Landing is an area at which some land was available pre-native title because a town 
site used to be located there.  The company will dig up a clapped-out bit of land, allow water to flow into it and 
build some houses and accommodation for people who want to visit Ningaloo Reef.  The development will 
involve the provision of a water supply, which is very important at the moment, a proper power supply, sewerage 
and the other infrastructure that is needed for a decent settlement.  That will be contrary to what exists at Coral 
Bay.  

I will be the first to shout from the rooftops if this company is given approval to go ahead.  It will be an 
opportunity for us to develop a controlled environment that people can visit to enjoy Ningaloo Reef.  That is 
what it is about.  The member should not tell the company to go to Exmouth.  Exmouth is suffering for all sorts 
of reasons.  People do not go to Exmouth because it is, regrettably, on the wrong side of the cape.  It is not the 
most attractive part of the North West Cape.  We cannot get developers to spend money at Exmouth.  We have 
tried very hard to do that.  People want to visit the west side of the North West Cape where the beaches and reef 
are.  They do not necessarily want to go there for a wilderness experience; they want to go because they like 
fishing, sitting on the beach, getting a suntan, swimming and seeing what the reef has to offer.  They also go to 
see what the land has to offer, and visit places like Yardie Creek and the gorges on the North West Cape.  People 
do not want to go to Exmouth for that.  We have tried to encourage them to do that, but they want to go to the 
west side, where the reef is.  This proposal will provide one place where people can go.  It will be a vast 
improvement on Coral Bay, which is a planning disaster.  I went to Coral Bay when it was first opened up.  It 
was the most wonderful place in the world.  It has since degenerated.  That will be fixed, and it will eventually 
have proper sewerage, water, power and access.  All those things will be in place.   

Mauds Landing is adjacent to Coral Bay.  The new development will allow us to have some control over the 
boats.  Instead of being moored in Coral Bay, they will be moored in a marina.  We will eventually have some 
serious control over people’s activities.  We will be able to stop people camping along the coast and driving their 
four-wheel drives over the fragile environment.  We will have a decent, environmentally sensitive development 
on the North West Cape that will allow people to see and enjoy Ningaloo Reef in a way that will preserve the 
environment.  

The Greens think that the environment will be preserved simply by them saying that no-one can go there.  It will 
not.  Every year countless thousands of people visit the cape, and they go wherever they like and do whatever 
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they like.  It cannot be controlled because the coastline is so long.  There is some control within the national 
park, but not much.  The Greens should let this process progress.  They should let the EPA and the other 
environmental organisations that are assessing this do their job.  They should stop trying to put the wind up the 
Government.  They should let the proper processes be undertaken and the proper decisions be made.  If this 
particular project gets the go-ahead, it will be because it has met all the environmental requirements of the 
authorities that have been set up to make such assessments, and that will be as a result of the guidelines the 
company was given.  The Greens should let that happen.  At the same time, they should visit the area and have a 
good look at it, if they have not done so already; and they should tell all the greenies who hang out dressed as 
turtles to also go and have a look.  They should go from one end of the cape to the other and have a serious look 
at the damage that is being done now, and they should then tell me whether we should stick with it.  If the 
alternative is, as the Greens would normally have it, to put a big fence around the area and say that only green 
people can access it, that will not be on either.  The Greens like wildernesses because they do not want anyone to 
go there except their members or others who say they have some special relationship with the environment.  
They are the only people they want to go and watch turtles and enjoy the reef.  That is the nonsense we face.  
The talk about another Gold Coast on the North West Cape is nonsense.  This is a proposal for one, very small 
development.  I do not know of anyone who intends to do anything other than that.  However, I would like more 
than one development along that coast.  

I would be happy if a couple of the developments provided a wilderness-type safari accommodation.  However, 
that does not meet the needs of a vast number of people who want to enjoy it in a controlled way.  The proper 
decision-making process should be undertaken and people should abide by the decision at the end of the day, 
because that is what the developers will have to do.  They have been promoting this type of development for 15 
years since they were given approval by the previous Labor Government to submit a development for Mauds 
Landing. 

Hon Giz Watson:  Maybe they should give up. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  That is what the member wants.  That type of argument should not persuade the 
Government.  The proper processes should be undertaken and the Environmental Protection Authority should 
make its decision.  The Commonwealth is now involved in everything we do and will have its say.  If a 
developer can get through those processes, it will deserve a medal.  Developers should be entitled to spend 
money on developments of this nature because it would create tourism industry in that part of the world and, 
more importantly, it would preserve the environment in the north west cape of the Ningaloo Reef.  

North West Cape - Adjournment Debate 
HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [10.10 pm]:  I was considering going home but then I heard 
Hon Norman Moore’s contribution and I decided to respond.  A couple of weeks ago I swam at Coral Bay, the 
Ningaloo homestead and the beach of Cardabia.  I know the area fairly well.  It is a place that I visit regularly.  A 
lot of what the Leader of the Opposition said was bunkum.  We must remember that the stations up there have 
just received a grant of $250 000 from the Federal Government, which includes Ningaloo station, Cardabia and 
two other stations in that area, to put in place a management plan for that coastal strip.  The Department of 
Conservation and Land Management is considering zoning the two kilometre coastal strip from the current 
national park all the way down to Coral Bay.  Management plans are in progress.   

I am appalled with some of damage being done on that coast.  There are vehicle tracks up and down the beach, 
caravans are camped all the way up and down it, there are no toilet facilities and the bush is being used 
indiscriminately.  I agree with Hon Norman Moore’s comments that there is no control over the people who visit 
the area.  However, by building a facility outside of which the proponents have said they will take no 
responsibility means that there will be no control over the area at all.  We heard the statement that the 
development would be built where the old town site was.  However, that is two kilometres further down the 
coast.  The member is wrong.  I went to the site the other day.  The sand in that area moves so ferociously 
because of the north-west coastal drift that a proponent would be washed away.  However, the environment 
around the corner at Coral Bay is completely different.  Coral Bay certainly needs control.  

Hon John Fischer:  There was a wharf and a hotel at Mauds Landing, not a town site.   

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE:  I am well aware of the situation.  However, the wharf that was there was not a barrage 
going over the channel; it was a series pylons running out to the bay with a jetty on it.  That is not what is being 
proposed.   

Another issue I heard about was that no facilities are being built in the Coral Bay area; therefore, Mauds Landing 
must be developed.  Members on the other side might be aware that there is a new boat ramp and launching 
facility being built at Bateman Bay at considerable expense to the Government.  The Government is resolving 
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many of the issues.  Currently, CALM has a management plan to remove the boats from Coral Bay and 
translocate them to Bateman Bay where there are proper boat-landing facilities.  

I will now refer to the Coral Coast Marina Development Pty Ltd, which was involved in the proposed 
development.  I have been so concerned about this issue that I have expended a considerable amount of my own 
money trying to find out about this company.  I have examined most of its investments.  It is a two-dollar share 
corporation.  The two main holdings are Cobyrne and Gamut Pty Ltd.  Gamut breached the Australian Securities 
and Investments Commission regulations by misstating its name on its company records.  ASIC could not 
determine who the company was.  After spending a fair bit of money, I found out who the company was.  I 
tracked it to a firm in Hong Kong called Byrne Corporation Services.  The sole person who has any knowledge 
of the ownership of either Cobyrne or Gamut is a secretary called Annie Tang at that office but she will not 
disclose the true nature of the investment behind Coral Coast Marina Development.  We have raised this issue 
with the Coral Coast Marina Development innumerable times.  It has also been raised in the Business Review 
Weekly.  All that we have been told is that it is owned by a group of unknown South African pilots.  We have no 
knowledge about where the money is coming from.  The company is well under-funded, could not put up a 
program if it wished to and is currently in the business of trying to sell off its housing development to developers 
who might dig the hole or build the buildings.  The company has no corporation or funds; it is operating on a 
shoestring.  I suggest that it is a shonky company that does not want people to find out who the investors are in 
the corporation.   

Ningaloo is a fantastic pristine environment and must be accessed by the community in a measured, careful way.  
Putting up a Gold Coast style facility that has no funding and little chance of getting off the ground in one of the 
most degraded low-lying pieces of country is an abject nonsense.   

Industrial Relations Legislation - Adjournment Debate 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.17 pm]:  I will not keep the House for much 
longer.  I will put something on record that concerns the industrial relations legislation that this House will soon 
debate.  It would be an offence of the standing orders for me to seek to discuss that legislation at this stage.  
However, I want to make clear the Government’s point of view regarding its position on whether that legislation 
should be referred to a committee once it arrives in this place.  I state unequivocally that the Government does 
not support the referral of that legislation to a committee at any stage.   

There has been some misunderstanding about the Government’s position.  From time to time, we will talk with 
various political parties about their ambitions concerning Bills and whether they should be referred to a 
committee.  It is proper for the Government to speak to the other parties to find out what are their ambitions for 
the Bill, which is their right.  The willingness that the Government has shown to engage in those discussions may 
have been misunderstood in some quarters.  For the sake of clarity, I state for the record that the Government 
opposes and will oppose any attempt to send the industrial relations legislation to a committee at any stage.  

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 10.19 pm 
__________ 

 


