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STATE FORESTS 2, 12, 16, 38, 55 AND 57 

Partial Revocation of Dedication — Council’s Resolution 
Message from the Council requesting concurrence in the following resolution now considered — 

That the proposal for the partial revocation of state forests 2, 12, 16, 38, 55 and 57 laid on the table of 
the Legislative Council on Tuesday, 10 November 2009 be carried out. 

Motion to Concur — Consideration in Detail 
Dr G.G. JACOBS: I move — 

That the Legislative Assembly concur with the resolution of the Legislative Council for the partial 
revocation of state forests 2, 12, 16, 38, 55 and 57. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: As I understand it, this issue has been dealt with by the Legislative Council and it is to 
allow for some state forests to have roads, construction and perhaps materials removed from them and this is a 
necessary part of the process to enable that activity to go on. This has come through the upper house first as it is 
the responsibility of the Minister for Environment in that chamber, and it has arrived down here at this point. 
This was further down the notice paper on the list of advice that the government provided the opposition, so I am 
not fully briefed on the issue and the person who was going to handle the matter is not in the chamber. The 
opposition was not advised that this matter would be coming on immediately, and the person who was to deal 
with this matter is absent—that is, the shadow Minister for Water. Therefore, it is difficult for me to make a 
particularly relevant contribution to the exact issues because I am unaware of which state forest, which roads, 
which pieces of construction, which buildings, or which trees will have to be knocked over and their exact 
location —  

Mr M.P. Whitely: That should not stop you from having an opinion.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I do have an opinion, and I could still speak for an hour on the matter, I suppose.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: These were your messages when you were in government; do you realise that?  

Mr M. McGOWAN: There goes the Leader of the House again. Had the Leader of the House told me this was 
coming on now, it would all be easy. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Where is your shadow Minister for Water? You did not tell us he was paired. You do not tell 
us which members are paired.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: There the Leader of the House goes again! The Leader of the House does not tell us what 
is on the agenda and when it is coming on. That is hardly a way to run a Parliament. The opposition is all geared 
up ready to go on to the Land Tax Assessment Amendment Bill 2010 to do with caravan parks, but instead of the 
tax arrangements for caravan parks coming on, what comes on for debate is the fourth or fifth item down the list 
and we are not quite ready for it because there are three pieces of legislation before it that ordinarily we would 
have expected to take the rest of the day considering. Two in particular are very meaty issues—the Public Sector 
Reform Bill 2009 and the Land Tax Assessment Amendment Bill. Instead, what happens is that another issue 
comes on for debate, about which we are not informed at all —  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Yes, you are. It is on the daily sheet.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Seriously, let me just explain to the Leader of the House: all he does is come across and 
say, “We’re just changing the order, Mark.” 

Mr R.F. Johnson: The member was not in here. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I have been here since nine o’clock this morning.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: The member was not in the chamber all the time.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Leader of the House says, “We’re just changing the order, Mark. If you want to get 
ready for those ones, we’ll bring these other ones on. We’ll get those through reasonably quickly.” I say, “Fine, 
Leader of the House. That’s what we’ll do. Can I just have a bit of advice on what they are?” Naturally, as the 
Leader of the House has said to me regularly, as the manager of opposition business there are a lot of things that 
one is supposed to be aware of. Instead of going through that proper courtesy, what I find is that a new issue 
comes on for debate that I am not at all aware of; therefore, our shadow spokesperson is not here and we have to 
deal with it in this manner.  

Be that as it may, we will deal with it in that manner. We are supportive. Apparently it was something to do with 
the opposition in the upper house that agreed to these amendments. The former government drafted most of the 
legislation that this government puts through, which is still the case two years after it formed government. The 
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previous government built most of the capital works this government is now opening. I note the education 
minister is out there opening schools that were opposed when we were in government. I note that is going on. 
That course of action continues in the legislation we consider as well.  

Dr G.G. JACOBS: Mr Acting Speaker — 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Before I give the Minister for Water the call—he would be 
closing the debate—the member for Victoria Park has the call. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The member for Rockingham raised some good points. We have before us the partial 
revocation of state forests 2, 12, 16, 38, 55 and 57; 22, 23 and 25; and 22 and 38. That does not provide any 
information to members about what that exactly is. I ask the minister, in his wrap-up to the questions and 
comments made by the member for Rockingham, to identify for the benefit of the house what state forests we are 
talking about and what constructions are involved; I assume that they are roads. Will the minister indicate 
whether this is something that happens in the ordinary course of events or whether the road is being built and 
now we are looking at state forest that has already been knocked down to authorise what would otherwise be, I 
assume, illegal activity in knocking down state forest? Are we rushing back to Parliament to fix up what would 
have been a terrible mistake—that is, inappropriately knocking down state forest to construct a road? When the 
minister responds to the questions of the member for Rockingham, perhaps he could also address the timing 
issue and exactly what is required for the partial revocation of whichever state forest we are talking about.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Before I give the member for Mandurah the call, I want to clarify to the house where 
we are at with this debate. We are technically in consideration in detail dealing with Legislative Council 
message 71. The question is that the resolution of the Legislative Council be agreed to. I previously gave the 
minister some false advice. If the Minister for Water responds, he will not be closing the debate; he will be 
responding in consideration in detail.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Our opposition spokesperson is not here. It is not a case of him not being paired; it is 
a case of him attending to an important issue in his electorate. I am concerned that we are even considering this 
motion to concur at this stage. We should be adjourning debate and moving to the item that was listed as order of 
the day 3. Given the opposition has a number of speakers who are well and truly prepared for the Land Tax 
Assessment Amendment Bill 2010, I expect that debate would take us through to question time. There is great 
interest in that bill, particularly as it relates to caravan parks. I am concerned about continuing to consider this 
motion in consideration in detail given that, as the members for Rockingham and Victoria Park highlighted, we 
are talking about some very important partial revocations. In this case we are talking about state forests 2, 12, 16, 
38, 55 and 57. At this stage we do not have in front of us any information. I would have great concerns in simply 
rubber-stamping something without being absolutely assured that I know where those numbers are located. I do 
not want to get into an argument about “you should have told me”, “I told you”, or whatever; these are important 
considerations. We cannot consider the issues in detail when we do not know what the detail is.  

I am not sure where the Treasurer is. I am sure he is here now. I hope he is here. We could go on to the Land Tax 
Assessment Amendment Bill. I am concerned that we are considering in detail a Legislative Council message 
that we should not be considering at this stage given that our key speaker is not within Parliament. He is on 
important business at this moment and will not be back until just before question time. Our lead speaker is not 
available to give his overview on the matter. I am not sure what can happen here but I hope there could be some 
love demonstrated between the two sides and we could come to an arrangement to move on to another item, as 
we are ready and prepared to do that. I look forward to debating the Land Tax Assessment Amendment Bill. I 
am very supportive of it because I know it will have a good, lasting impact on my electorate and my region.  

With those comments, I hope we can come to an amicable arrangement and move on without dealing ultimately 
with three Legislative Council messages that relate to the revocation of state forests. The member for 
Rockingham asked a good question: we do not know how many trees or how many significant parts of important 
environmental assets might be at risk through these revocations, even if, as the Leader of the House said, it has 
been supported by our colleagues in the upper house. I want to be assured that we have an opportunity to hear 
from our lead speaker. I hope that there can be some love. I am looking for love here!  

Mr M. McGowan: In all the wrong places!  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I am searching with loving eyes! I am not getting it; I am getting a rejection! I do not 
like being rejected. I will leave it there. Looking for love is what I am looking for!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: You won’t get love from me, baby—but you may get some cooperation.  
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These motions from the upper house have been on the notice paper for a very long time. I was told in the original 
discussions that it was the member for Gosnells who would deal with it.  

Mr C.J. Tallentire: I have never been the shadow parliamentary secretary. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I was told that the member for Gosnells was going to deal with them. In fact, I remember 
a conversation with the manager of opposition business and the member for Gosnells—I remember standing next 
to him—about dealing — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I was told they are not on the daily program so that is it. I was certainly led to believe that. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am not talking to the member, because he is very rude and he is a nasty person; I have to 
say that. I do not mind the member attacking me for my policies, my stand and everything else, but when the 
member starts attacking somebody personally and starts calling them names—I am very disappointed in the 
member for Victoria Park; I did not think he would start calling people names. I thought he was above that. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I do not call any members opposite names! I might attack members of the opposition for 
their policies and the way they behave but I do not call them names. 

The member for Mandurah said he is looking for love. I actually quite like the member for Mandurah and he 
knows that. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: He doesn’t like you! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes, he does! We have always got on very well because he is a reasonable bloke. He has a 
good sense of humour and he loves English humour. He thinks it is the best in the world—am I right? 

Mr D.A. Templeman: English humour—absolutely! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: “Absolutely”—hear that? So we agree on that. Can I just say — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: You’re a punchline! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Do not start. If the member for Victoria Park wants to be leader one day, it does not do his 
credibility any good to start calling people names. I expect nasty and insulting comments from other members — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I expect them from the dropkick sitting next to the member for Victoria Park — 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I heard the Leader of the House use a very unparliamentary term; he referred to a member 
as a “dropkick”, after just having said that he never personalises debate. I ask that he withdraw that phrase. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Further to that point of order, my comment was unparliamentary and I withdraw it. 
However, I want to point out to the house that the member for Mindarie used an unparliamentary term. The 
member for Mindarie once again — 

Mr M. McGowan: You can’t do a qualified withdrawal! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am raising another point of order. He referred to me as a “hypocrite”, which is 
unparliamentary, but he has not got the guts to stand and do it! 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Leader of the House and member for Rockingham, I rule there is 
no point of order from either of you. I ask the Leader of the House to continue his comments without referring to 
anyone in any way other than the name of their seat. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. I am directing my comments at the moment to the 
member for Mandurah, who put a plea to me. We will adjourn the debate in a moment. However, I point out that 
the member for Mandurah organised these motions when he was the Minister for the Environment. They were 
the member’s motions; we have not changed them at all! 

Mr D.A. Templeman: How soon I forget! 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: It took you two years to bring them on! 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: They went to the upper house and the then government did not see them through because 
it went to an early election and lost. But they were the then government’s motions — 

Mr M. McGowan: Can I just say something to you, Leader of the House? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No; the member is going to be rude. I just want to point out that the member for 
Mandurah was the Minister for the Environment and we have not changed those motions. 

Mr M. McGowan: That might well be the case, but all you had to do was come across to me in the morning and 
just say, “We’re going to change the order a little bit.” That is all you have to do. It is not a big deal. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I do whenever I can, but I want to point out to the member for Rockingham that when 
members opposite were on this side of the house, they said, “If it’s not on the day sheet, we’re not going to deal 
with it.” I put everything on the daily program now and the opposition has a responsibility to ensure that its 
shadow ministers are here. We did not know that the shadow minister was not here because we do not get names 
of the opposition pairs; we simply get an allocation, as I understand it, if there is a division, of who is paired—is 
that correct? 

Mr D.A. Templeman: It’s a cunning plan! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: A cunning plan—exactly! 

Mr D.A. Templeman: It keeps you on your toes! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes, so let us be a bit more forthright, open and honest with each other. The opposition 
should tell our Whip who it is pairing and we will tell the opposition — 

Mr D.A. Templeman: Traditionally I do, but — 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Traditionally—keep the tradition up because that is a good tradition. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: But it is not up to you to decide if I allow some of our members to do important work in 
their electorate. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Of course it is not! 

Mr D.A. Templeman: That is my jurisdiction, not yours! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Of course it is not, but if the member for Mandurah sends members out so that they are 
not in Parliament, technically they should be paired; conventionally they should be paired. So talk to our Whip. 
The member for Mandurah gets on very well with him. The opposition should let us know who on its side is out 
and we will let the opposition know who on our side is out should there be a division. We are talking about being 
reasonable. 

I want to reiterate that these were the member for Mandurah’s motions when he was the Minister for the 
Environment. Members opposite did not bother to see them through both houses and they slipped off the table 
when the then government went to an early election. However, on the basis that the only speaker the opposition 
will have will be the shadow minister when he comes back, I am prepared to acknowledge that and I will get one 
of my members to adjourn the debate. Then we will move on to the item the opposition wants to debate. Is that 
an agreement? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Leader of the House sought my interjection, but unfortunately there was not time left 
for me to make it, yet earlier in the debate he did not want to take my interjection! I want to make a point about 
what the Leader of the House said. The way to manage this place is for the government to tell the opposition 
what is on the agenda and when it will be debated, broadly.  

I am holding a list—the daily program—that is provided to the Parliament each morning of what is on the 
agenda. I go down the list, as we are supposed to, to see what is coming up when so that we have our speakers 
ready when legislation is due to come on. However, the Leader of the House and the government jumped 
three pieces of legislation to get to something and the shadow spokesperson for that is not in this place. I heard a 
member interject, “he should be here”. The member would have been in this place had we known that this matter 
was coming on. However, as members well know, and I look around the chamber right now, people are not 
always here. We provide pairs to the government permanently for people who cannot be in the chamber—for 
people who cannot be here. That is a good and wise thing to do. However, occasionally, and the member 
responsible had to be somewhere else—I do not even know where he is — 

Mr D.A. Templeman: There is a major submarine issue in his electorate—that is where he is. 

Mr P. Papalia: It is the first docking — 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: He is at the docking of one of the Collins-class submarines at the new facility, which as 
minister under the former government he put together in his own electorate. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am not saying that the member built it himself, although as a former tradesman I am sure 
he would be capable of having done so!  

In any event, all I am saying to the government is: tell us what is coming on when and we will not lose half an 
hour of parliamentary time with these irrelevant debates.  

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: If the Leader of the House leans across the chamber telling me to sit down, I will keep 
speaking! There is a way of managing and speaking to people — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Do you want us to put this to the vote? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: No—there he goes again! There is a way of managing and speaking to people but if the 
Leader of the House is going to be rude to me, I will keep speaking. All I say to the government is: tell us what is 
on the agenda and when it is coming up. On a couple of occasions in recent weeks the Leader of the House has 
adopted the polite approach and—guess what? Legislation got through; it was not a problem. However, when the 
Leader of the House goes back to nastiness and snippiness, legislation does not get through. Does that send a 
message to the government? I deal with my children. What people say is that when dealing with children, parents 
get a lot more with honey than they do with lemon. I have learnt that; we do. If we are nice, we get a lot more 
than if we treat them badly. In any event, all I am saying to the government is that we are happy to get on to this 
matter later today when the shadow spokesperson is in the chamber, but not on the basis that he will be the only 
speaker. I can tell the government we will deal with it expeditiously, but if members, as is every member’s right, 
want to say something about a state forest—who knows, they might have visited it as a kid and they have a 
problem with it—that is their right in this Parliament. Therefore, we are happy for these matters to come on later 
today and be dealt with expeditiously when the member comes back, provided the Leader of the House tells me 
that it is coming on. That is all we ask.  

Dr G.G. JACOBS: We are reasonable and fair on this side of the house—there is even a bit of love on this side!  

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Dr G.G. Jacobs (Minister for Water). 

[Continued on page 4120.] 
 


