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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, 15 October 2002. 

Ordinary 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [5.12 pm]:  I move -  

That the House do now adjourn. 

Greenhouse Gases - Adjournment Debate 
HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [5.13 pm]:  I feel compelled to rise this evening because, as members 
may recall, on Wednesday, 18 September - that is, last week - Hon Frank Hough made an interesting speech in 
the Address-in-Reply about greenhouse gases in which, among other things, he said -  

We are told that we are responsible for wrecking the environment and now we must pay.  Is that really 
the case?  Where is the evidence for this assertion?  Although I understand that climate change has 
occurred and will undoubtedly occur in the future, it is a stretch of the imagination to say that the 
climate change on a worldwide basis is entirely due to man’s puny efforts. 

Hon Nick Griffiths:  With great respect, it was tough listening to Hon Frank Hough the first time.  Why do we 
have to listen to him again? 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I thank the member for the interjection.  However, there is a reason for quoting him.  A 
little later he said -  

. . . I asked before, is it the whole truth or is the lack of rain in Western Australia part of the cyclical or 
periodic weather phenomenon over which we have little sway or control?  There are many reasons to 
suggest that it is more likely the case. 

He went on to say -  

What, for example, are the effects of atmospheric relations in the case in point?  There are El Nino and 
La Nina phenomena.  For those who do not know, . . .  

I and many other people know about the El Nino and La Nina phenomena.  Anybody who has read the wealth of 
information from scientists about greenhouse impacts over many decades will know that the predictions about 
greenhouse impacts exactly mirror the predictions about the frequency and severity of El Nino and La Nina 
events, and that those events are mostly likely the result of enhanced greenhouse effect, which is the extra impact 
on the greenhouse effect resulting from human activity.   

Hon John Fischer:  Can you source the documents? 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I will get to that.  Also, there are a great many documents about the southern 
oscillations and warm current movements that climate scientists also predict are part of those effects.  The 
honourable member said during his long contribution -  

 . . . La Nina is usually characterised by cold ocean temperatures in the equatorial Pacific . . .  

It sounded very much like he was reading word for word from someone’s web site.  After listening to this for 
some time, I asked the member where he was quoting from.  Hon John Fischer said, “Do not tell me we will 
have to put up with her rubbish!”  My colleague Hon Robin Chapple was recently unwell with kidney stones.  As 
he is a person who does not like sitting around doing nothing, he did a web search and discovered that much of 
the member’s speech about greenhouse was taken word for word from somebody else’s web site.  That is 
plagiarism.  

Hon John Fischer:  He identified what he was talking about.  

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  No.  He quoted entire paragraphs, but he did not say, “and I quote”.  At no point in the 
presentation did the member say, “and I quote”.  I called a point of order and asked for the documents.  The 
response by Hon Frank Hough was -  

They are my own notes, but they are from several documents.  It is a conglomeration of notes put 
together by my research officer and me.   

From the point of view of even Hansard, documents that are copied from other documents are not the member’s 
own notes.  When a member does not say, “and I quote” and provide a quote, it is plagiarism.  The first large 
section of quotes was lifted from the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration web site.  The second 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Thursday, 26 September 2002] 

 p1668c-1673a 
Hon Kim Chance; Hon Dee Margetts; Hon Barry House; Hon Paddy Embry; Hon Robin Chapple; Hon Jim Scott 

 [2] 

was from the Nova - Science in the News web site, published by the Australian Academy of Science.  It is 
important to identify these documents.  In his presentation, Hon Frank Hough said -  

The Southern Ocean is one of the world’s few oceans in which the surface waters are dense enough to 
sink into the deep sea.  These waters absorb the carbon dioxide from the atmosphere and sink into the 
depths from where they effectively pump out carbon dioxide.  With this process, the build-up of carbon 
dioxide in the atmosphere is much faster.  

In fact, Nova’s web site stated -  

Without this process, the buildup of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere would be much faster.   

The web site was explaining the role that oceans play in reducing the level of climate change.  It was not arguing 
against human-created climate change.  It was simply saying that were it not for the important role that oceans 
are playing, we would be in a worse state than we are in now.  It is important to indicate also, given that this was 
published by the Australian Academy of Science, that its own document entitled “Greenhouse gases - Meeting 
our bottom line” states -  

We have records of carbon dioxide concentrations at Cape Grim in Tasmania since 1976 - showing a 
steady upward trend - and in Antarctic ice since 1000.   The Antarctic concentration has increased by 30 
per cent in that time.  French scientists have records for 400 000 years showing that the present 
greenhouse gas concentrations are unique.  The same patterns occur for methane.  

Why are the concentrations changing?  It is due to human activity.  What happens to the gases?  They 
break down or are taken up by oceans and vegetation.  What do we need to do to ensure the 
concentrations don’t exceed certain values?  That depends on the time scale. 

It states also -  

Changes in temperature are also shown in glaciation changes and the temperatures of the depths of the 
oceans.  This represents a huge amount of heat that could not have come from a change in solar 
radiation. 

I believe that, apart from anything else, the Australian Academy of Science deserves an apology, because even if 
we were to say that this quote was simply taken out of context, the work of the academy has been misrepresented 
as proving a point that it simply did not prove.  Having taken a point of order and asked for the documentation, I 
believe this Chamber also deserves an apology.  More importantly, Mr President, having asked for the 
documentation and the member not having indicated that he had documents from which he was quoting word for 
word, I believe the member owes you an apology as well.  This is an important debate, and it should be above 
politics.  When someone’s intellectual property is used, it should be cited as a quote; and, when that quote is 
provided, it is only proper that those people be acknowledged and the documents be provided to this Chamber.  
Unfortunately, none of these things happened in this case.  I would appreciate your guidance on this matter, Mr 
President. 

Margaret River Land Swap, Petition - Adjournment Debate 

HON BARRY HOUSE (South West) [5.23 pm]:  I draw the Parliament’s attention to a petition that a group of 
concerned residents near Margaret River have asked me to table today.  The petition contains 239 signatures and 
is about a proposed land swap involving the Department of Conservation and Land Management and a private 
development near the Augusta-Margaret River airport.  The petition is couched in the following terms -  

To the President and members of the Legislative Council of the Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned residents of Western Australia, respectfully oppose the land swap scheme 
proposed by the owner of location 4396 (S & J properties Pty Ltd).  This proposal is to swap a parcel of 
land situated in the Shire of Nannup with a portion of land owned by the Conservation Commission and 
managed by C.A.L.M., situated at the rear of location 4396 and borders the AMR airstrip.  This is to 
provide access for aircraft to taxi from the airport to a proposed development situated on location 4396 
and would transit State Forest #56 (designated to become National Park).  

We the undersigned respectfully request that you deny this land swap and leave this state forest to its 
natural state. 

And your petitioners as in duty bound, will ever pray.   

This petition no doubt arises out of an answer to a parliamentary question that I have asked, which indicates that 
the Parliament will at some later stage, if and when it is required to do so, play some role in debating and either 
approving or rejecting this proposed land swap.  Very briefly, my question was in seven parts and was asked last 
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week.  The fourth part asked, “What is the process to be followed before the land swap can occur?”  The answer 
was - 

If the proposed excision is to go ahead, it will have to be presented for consideration to the Governor in 
Executive Council, after which the proposal will need to be tabled in both Houses of Parliament.  A 
resolution that the excision be carried out would be required from both Houses before an order of the 
Governor could put the excision into effect 

It may or may not come to this.  It depends at this stage on the decision of the Government about whether to 
pursue the matter.  As it may not come to this, it has been pointed out to me by the staff of the Legislative 
Council, and I take their advice as it is absolutely correct, that there is no instrument currently before the 
Legislative Council and, therefore, we cannot accept the petition in its current form because we are not in a 
position to act on it.  In other words, there is no instrument before the Legislative Council to enable the 
Legislative Council to take the action requested of it by this petition; that is, to deny the land swap. 

This is a useful way of bringing this matter to the notice of the Government, the Department of Conservation and 
Land Management and the Minister for the Environment and Heritage at this stage.  I indicate that I will hold 
this petition for future presentation if and when it is required. 

School Bus Service - Adjournment Debate 
HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [5.27 pm]:  I rise this afternoon with some reluctance as it is Thursday.  
However, I will bring to the attention of the House the deplorable state of affairs that still exists with the orange 
school bus service.  This most important service has been spoken about several times in this Chamber, in 
particular during the term of this Government.  In fact, it has even been the subject of an urgency motion.  Since 
that debate, I believe the situation has worsened.  I have fairly regular contact with Mr Max O’Dea, who is the 
State Chairman of the Transport Forum School Bus Division Industry Park Body.  He was a high school teacher 
and his wife is a high school teacher.  He now has two school bus contracts and has been involved in school bus 
transport for quite some time. 

It is most disturbing that, with the change of ministerial responsibility, it appears that the current minister is 
washing her hands of the subject to a great degree and has passed it over to the bureaucrats.  Max O’Dea assures 
me that when he was dealing with Minister Roberts on many issues they worked towards agreement, and in fact 
did reach agreement, but now that the matter has been handed over to a bunch of bureaucrats, the problems seem 
to be starting all over again.  This is the fifth inquiry that Mr O’Dea has been called on to become involved in.  
Some pressure was put on him and he was told that the industry workers had to agree to three things in respect of 
contracts: firstly, they could not approach the minister to discuss the problem, which is interesting when 
members consider the minister’s position as their representative; secondly, they could not approach their member 
of Parliament, which I would have thought was a terrible infringement of our form of democracy; thirdly, they 
could not approach the media. 

Hon Graham Giffard:  Who told them that? 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  That was what the bureaucrats wanted Mr O’Dea to agree to.  This is very serious:  I am 
advised that Mr Max O’Dea was warned that if he did not fall into line, his contract would be terminated.  

Hon Graham Giffard:  Who warned him of that? 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  Just listen.  This is the sort of rule that one would expect in South America or, worse 
still, in Africa.  The sorts of tactics used were exemplified at a meeting held in late July or early August at the 
Burswood International Resort Casino, when Max was expected to agree to the finer points of an 84-page 
document that was e-mailed to him the night before.  Following a cursory examination of the 84-page document, 
he discerned that if the contractors wanted more money, they would have to find it through cost-saving 
measures.  I will give an example of that from the document.  A minor bureaucrat named Ian Appleby did not 
know how many times a tyre could be re-grooved.  It was suggested that costs could be cut by continually having 
the tyres re-grooved.  That is how ignorant many bureaucrats are. 

Hon Ray Halligan:  It is illegal. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  Yes, of course it is illegal.  Anyone who knows anything about that sort of thing knows 
that it is very dangerous to put the decision-making process in the hands of these sorts of people.  That 
bureaucrat suggested that contractors could keep on re-grooving tyres time after time, and therefore put off the 
purchase of a new set of tyres.  That is absolutely terrible, and how penny pinching and pathetic!   
Another point was made; that is, that the contractors could save on insurance by basing their insurance on a clean 
driving record.  This is impractical.  Driving in country areas on gravel roads carries the inherent risk of stone 
damage.  A number of members in this place must surely have experienced those sorts of conditions.  A 
contractor does not have the discretion to go on a different road or drive at a different time.  That is all laid 
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down.  He is instructed where he will be and at what time.  It is another example of bureaucrats just not 
understanding the problems. 
Another example is the Government’s strict adherence to the relative strain index, known as the RSI - not to be 
confused with the secretarial RSI - which declares that airconditioning, for example, is not required at Lake 
Grace but is required next door at Kulin.  As anyone who has lived in that region would know, the climate in 
those two areas is similar.  It is also necessary that the buses have airconditioning facilities to be used in the 
winter.  Those buses are on the road early in the morning, and windows and windscreens fog up.  Those facilities 
are needed.  It is pathetic to say that the cost of running the bus will be a little cheaper if it does not have 
airconditioning.  That is how pathetic these bureaucrats are.  It is necessary for the responsible ministers to get 
hold of their departments and make sure that commonsense prevails. 
In its efforts to save money, the Government wastes money.  I will give another example.  The Government 
employed a consultant company at a cost of $20 000 to ascertain whether mobile telephones worked on school 
bus routes.  The Government had only to ask the people who live in those areas whether mobile phones work.  
At no cost, the Government could have requested the bus contractors to give them an answer.  That is all it had 
to do; but, no, it wasted $20 000 on that and tried to screw the contractors more and more, and so it goes on.  
Max O’Dea believes the Government screams poverty, yet it is quick to spend money on consultant firms.  He 
estimates that Governments - not just this one but the previous one also - have spent approximately a quarter of a 
million dollars since 1999 in an effort to discredit the industry.  Members will be aware of the perfect safety 
record of our orange school bus service.  The cost to the taxpayer at $1.69 a kilometre is less than that paid by 
any other State.  In other States such as South Australia, it starts at $1.89 a kilometre and climbs to $3.03 a 
kilometre in Victoria.  The Queensland Premier, Peter Beattie, recently injected $34 million into the school bus 
service in Queensland.  On the other hand, the Government in Western Australia, with its penny-pinching 
attitude, is causing people to lack confidence.  People are asking - I am not making this up - whether it is the 
Government’s intention to gradually do away with education as we know it in country areas, particularly the 
more sparsely populated agricultural areas.  Does the Government see education in these areas as almost 
unnecessary because it wants the rural work force to become fly in, fly out, and have a system of education 
similar to that provided by the School of the Air?  Country people are asking this question in the same way that 
they continually ask about school buses, education and hospital services.  It is an urgent matter.  It is 
unreasonable to expect a man of Max O’Dea’s standing and experience to go through this nonsense for a fifth 
time.  I thank the House for its time. 

Parliamentarians Pay Increase - Adjournment Debate 
HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [5.36 pm]:  On Tuesday, 10 September, Hon Frank Hough 
said that if the Greens (WA) wished him to retract his remark about their being liars, he wanted to know which 
charities collected the $27 500.  As a member of the Greens, I was offended by that remark.  I now clarify the 
position.  With my other colleagues, I identified that we either give money to charities or pay for extra staffing 
within our areas.  Immediately upon the previous salary rise, I instructed the Joint House Committee to deduct 
from my pay the relevant amount to make sure my pay remained at exactly the same take-home amount.  On that 
basis, I have been putting $171.34 each pay into an account.  I now allocate $368.19 each pay into that account.  

The charities or non-government organisations to which I donate are Environs Kimberley, the Bringing Them 
Home Committee WA, Sustainability WA 2002, Fairbridge Western Australia Inc, the Hedland Arts Council, 
the Living Stone Foundation, the Court House Arts Centre, Port Hedland, and Men Of The Trees.  Remaining in 
that count is $416.84 waiting to go to a charity.  Above and beyond the amount I received, I have paid out 
$4 162.90 for extra staffing, $6 200 for staffing travel and a further $4 194.92 for flights for staff.  That is in the 
region of a total of $16 200 over and above a potential total pay increase of $1 800.  I have done what I said I 
would do. 

Unilateral Military Action - Adjournment Debate 
Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE:  I do not believe Australia should support unilateral military action by any country 
against any other country.  The United Nations was established in 1942 to oppose unilateral activity as a result of 
the activity of the Axis powers.  It went on in 1945 to represent 50 countries that sought peace and security in the 
world.  As such, they are an agency for that.  I commend the former Labor leaders Bob Hawke and Gough 
Whitlam, the former Liberal leaders John Hewson and Malcolm Fraser, and former Labor leader and Governor 
General Bill Hayden, as well as former defence force chiefs General Peter Gration, Admiral Alan Beaumont, 
Admiral Michael Hudson and current Returned and Services League president Major-General Peter Phillips for 
having made the following statement - 

It would constitute a failure of the duty of government to protect the integrity and ensure the security of 
our nation to commit any Australian forces in support of a US military offensive against Iraq without 
the backing of a specific UN Security Council resolution. 
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I commend the position.  I also commend the position taken yesterday by 64 members of the British Parliament.  
After being denied a chance to vote on a substantive motion warning against strikes on Iraq, a division was 
forced on a technical point to adjourn the House of Commons.  Of the 64 members, 53 were Labour 
backbenchers.  They voted against the Government’s position of support for unilateral action by President Bush 
against Iraq.  I advise members of this House that a group called Parliamentarians for Peace has been established 
at a national level.  Many of my colleagues and I have joined it as have other members of political parties across 
the country.  If members oppose unilateral action without support from the United Nations, I urge them to 
contact their federal colleagues with a view to joining the organisation. 

Jervoise Bay Heavy Fabrication Facility - Adjournment Debate 
HON JIM SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [5.42 pm]:  On 24 September, I asked questions of the parliamentary 
secretary representing the Minister for State Development about the Jervoise Bay heavy fabrication facility.  The 
questions were short - 

(1) What is the current state of development of the Jervoise Bay heavy fabrication facility? 

The parliamentary secretary replied - 

The development is on time and within budget. 

That was a complete answer for someone seeking advice!  I keep coming across other documents.  One is from 
Hon Tom Stephens, Minister for Housing and Works, which states - 

When operational in mid-2002, this exciting new facility will provide an optimum venue for the 
fabrication, assembly and maintenance of such large-scale equipment . . .  

Hon Clive Brown, Minister for State Development stated - 

The $204 million Jervoise Bay marine industrial project - consisting of a 39ha common user area, a 
1.2km breakwater, a 10m deep harbour and an 80ha industrial estate - is due to be operational by mid-
2002. 

The Jervoise Bay Project News states that the facility will be fully operational by July 2002. 

I do not know whether it has escaped the attention of the parliamentary secretary or the minister but July 2002 
has come and gone.  If this project is on time and within budget, I wonder what time zone the minister is using.  
It is obviously not quite correct.  Part (2) of my question stated - 

How many industrial lots have been sold at the site? 

The answer I received was - 

It is envisaged that most lots will be leased.  Marketing of the facility and its capabilities has 
commenced. 

That is great news, because when the Bill was going through the Parliament, the previous Government did a big 
marketing job.  I was provided with copies of CDs showing how it was being marketed overseas.  It was 
marketed for a very long time.  I would like the parliamentary secretary to tell me how much money has been 
spent on the marketing of this project and how long it has been going on.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Would you support the setting up of a select committee? 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  I would like some real answers instead of this rubbish I am being fed.  I asked whether the 
project had gained firm commitments from a major fabrication company to locate at the site.  I asked that 
question because all the spiel that went with this project said that it would require one very large fabricating 
business to do these big modules and build all these other industries around it.  I wondered whether they had a 
major fabricator yet, because when I had asked previously I was given the same answers.  The parliamentary 
secretary representing the Minister for State Development said - 

Negotiations with potential clients are continuing. 

That sounds like a no to me.  I wonder why the parliamentary secretary did not just say no.  The final question 
was - 

Will the site be used to fit out United States warships?   

The parliamentary secretary replied - 

The facility is in competition with other locations for repair and maintenance of all vessels. 

I want to congratulate the parliamentary secretary and the minister who provided him with these answers, 
because they are the most uninformative answers I have ever received in this Parliament; except, if one reads 
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between the lines he is saying that no lots have been sold, the marketing has not resulted in anyone being 
interested to go in there, and they will have warships in there to make up that span.  Why have we spent 
$204 million on this if it will not be used by anybody?  This is a serious problem and it is about time this new 
Government owned up. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 5.47 pm__________ 
 


