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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Amendment to Motion 

Resumed from 12 November on the following amendment to motion moved by Hon Bruce Donaldson - 

That the following words be added to the end of the motion - 

but regrets to inform Your Excellency that the Government is failing in its administration of 
the State of Western Australia. 

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [4.40 pm]:  I am pleased to support the amendment moved by Hon 
Bruce Donaldson.  We are heading into summer and not only does that bring the wonderful recreational 
opportunities that we have in my electorate in the south west - oceans, rivers, rock climbing, nature walks, 
picnics at Big Brook or Wellington Dam, and the list goes on - but also there is the very real threat of fire.  The 
so-called wonderful old-growth policy that this Government espouses has led to the forests being locked up and 
the fire risk becoming extremely high.  Recently an old forester said to me that the forest fuel in the Warren-
Blackwood is as high in our area as it was when the Dwellingup fire went through in the 1960s.  That is an 
amazing statement.  That person worked in the forestry industry for 50 years and he knows how high the fuel 
was during the Dwellingup fire.  That is a very frightening prospect for the people in the south west. 

The Premier is very hypocritical.  First, he accuses the federal Government of not doing enough, when his 
Government has stopped the logging.  On 5 November the Premier said that a strategy was developed in 
consultation with the States and Territories.  This is where he has a real cheek.  He went on to say that federal 
minister Wilson Tuckey did two things.  Firstly, as he does with many of these issues, he played politics instead 
of working out what was in the national interests and, secondly, he ignored the interests of WA.  As I said, what 
a cheek this Premier has: he has ignored the people of the south west, played politics with the Greens (WA) and 
put self-interest above any other interest in the south west.  No-one could ever accuse Wilson Tuckey of ignoring 
the interests of Western Australia. 

Hon Dee Margetts:  I could. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I would expect that.  With the logging came equipment, bulldozers, four-wheel 
drives, firefighting equipment, on-site fast attack units, first aid equipment and, most importantly, a work force 
that could be mobilised very quickly to fight any outbreak of fire that occurred.  This will be the first fire season 
that we will go through without equipment or manpower; and I hope Hon Kim Chance is listening.  The logging 
roads, which made excellent fire breaks, have now been replanted with trees.  If a fire does go through, how will 
the heavy machinery access it?  What is the point?  It is pure stupidity to plant logging roads with trees.  Yes, we 
still do have the Department of Conservation and Land Management, but all the other peripheral help that was 
forthcoming because of people who worked in the forest is no longer there.  I pray that we do not have a huge 
fire, but I fear we will, because if it gets away there will be huge losses - not only property losses but also losses 
of life. 

The Premier released another media statement, which stated - 

Premier Geoff Gallop said today the Government would spend about $400,000 on two Dromader M18-
A fixed-wing aircraft that would be stationed in Manjimup . . .  

These will be able to operate out of other airstrips in areas like Walpole, Nannup, Margaret River, Albany and 
the Stirling Ranges.  The trouble is that these Dromader aircraft are useless.  I have been told that these winged 
water bombers cannot hover in a raging fire because of the temperatures.  An article from CALM dated 8 March 
last year states that direct attack has proved impossible because of dry conditions and heavy fuels.  What is the 
point of having these water bombers?  However, I am pleased that the bombers are in the area, just in case they 
need to be used for a lighter reason, but when that forest fire gets going it gets very hot and those aircraft will be 
next to useless. 

This State Government must be held responsible for locking up the forests and the consequences of such actions, 
and it has a duty to provide firefighting equipment.  I will be extremely interested to see a full audit of CALM’s 
fire operations in forest regions and compare it with what we had a few years ago.  I am expecting it to be vastly 
different.   

Hon Norman Moore has aptly named the Premier Dr Dolittle.  The Premier has blamed the forest fuel on below 
average rainfall in the past few winters, which has restricted the department’s fire management program, 
especially in the area of strategic planned burns.  What he forgot to mention was that he has been playing footsy 
with the Greens, who squeal every time CALM goes to do a burn. 
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I now refer to an article in The Australian Financial Review headed “Red alert over Greens threat.”  We have a 
very real threat down our way, and a lot of it has been caused by the Greens.  The article states - 

The Greens are on a roll.  Not content with mugging the bewildered NSW Labor Party in the by-
election for the federal seat of Cunningham, the environmentalists are now setting their sights on no 
fewer than four Lower House seats plus - 

God help us - 

an Upper House spot in the upcoming Victorian election . . .  

This changes the meaning of voting Green.  Many sensible people have done so in the past out of a 
vague feeling that they would like to save trees and animals and give smug major party politicians a 
kick in the pants at the same time.  It seemed a pretty harmless indulgence but now that there is a 
chance - however slim - of the Greens holding the balance of power in the second largest state in the 
land, would-be Green voters - 

Point of Order 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I raise this point of order on the relevance of the member’s speech.  The motion is an 
amendment to the Address-in-Reply motion, and it relates to questions about the Government’s administration of 
the State.  I understand that it is the convention that when a member has already spoken on the substantive issue 
- that is, the Address-in-Reply - it is the practice to confine debate on an amendment to the narrow terms of the 
amendment.  The narrow terms of the amendment - if an amendment as broad as this amendment can be defined 
in narrow terms, because it deals with the whole question of administration - nonetheless should be observed, 
particularly given the careful wording of the amendment dealing with such a broad issue. 

I have been taking note of the honourable member’s contribution and it is my view that the issues being raised 
by Hon Robyn McSweeney, including somebody else’s view of what the Greens (WA) are doing in Western 
Australia, Australia or somewhere - I could not determine where - is not a matter that is remotely connected with 
the administration of the State or the Labor Government of Western Australia.  It is impossible to say that what 
somebody else might think of the Greens is related to the administration of the State.  Even if members were to 
agree temporarily with that suggestion, the fact is the honourable member is talking about a political issue not an 
administrative issue.   

The other issue the honourable member has addressed relates to forest fire prevention.  With the best will in the 
world, that is an operational matter carried out by an agency of the State and not a matter of the administration of 
the State.    

Hon Norman Moore interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  I will deal with one point of order at a time.  I take it that the Leader of the House has 
made his point.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I have one more example, Mr President, if I may.  The other matter referred to by Hon 
Robyn McSweeney related to the old-growth forest policy.  The member may argue that old-growth forest policy 
is an administrative matter, but she should read carefully the wording of the amendment, which deals with the 
administration of the State, not policy issues or operational issues.  There are very clear differences.  The 
amendment does not say that we disagree with the administration, the policy and the operational practices of the 
Gallop Government.  I believe that on a number of grounds, the first being the issue relating to the Greens in 
Western Australia, the amendment is totally remote from the question before the House.  I believe the other two 
matters raised are more marginally remote, but still remote from the question before the House.   

Hon Norman Moore interjected. 

President’s Ruling 

The PRESIDENT:  I do not think I need further argument on the point.  I take a broader view than the Leader of 
the House with respect to the definition of administration in the amendment.  Indeed, listening to the member’s 
speech, one could take the view that the concern she was mentioning about the forest policy, the firebreak policy 
and so on is pertinent to the administration of the State, not in a narrow definition of administration.  I take the 
point that the member may need to relate any forthcoming comments to the amendment, not to the state of the 
Greens’ party or their prospect in other jurisdictions, which is pushing the definition of the amendment of 
relevance to administration of this State.  However, most of speech I have heard has so far been relevant to the 
amendment and I trust the member will ensure the balance is relevant.  

Debate Resumed 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Thank you, Mr President.  Hon Kim Chance should not have been so sensitive.   
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The administration of this State does not occur without the Greens’ help; the Government cannot do it on its 
own.  There would be no administration of this State if the Government did not play footsies with the Greens, 
and that is hurting my area of the south west.  
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT:  Order!  There is no need to unsettle the parliamentary secretaries.  
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  In my area of the south west the threat has become very real.  Many people are 
hurting because the Labor Government chooses to deal with the devil.  I reiterate that there would be no 
administration without the Greens.  Dr Gallop needs to be reminded that the people of the Warren-Blackwood 
area deserve representation.   
Hon Kim Chance:  They deserve better representation, I agree.  
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  At least they get Liberal representation; people in the south west do not get Labor 
representation.  It must be very hard for Hon Adele Farina, who does not get any help; none of the ministers are 
down in the south west.   

I will talk about guarding country electorates a little later and the absolute arrogance of the Government.   

On Thursday, 7 November, an article in The West Australian titled “Disaster Plan” reads - 
Civil liberties could be suspended, property commandeered and towns forcibly evacuated under 
proposed disaster management laws. 
. . .  
The plan has been put together by State Parliament’s community development and justice standing 
committee. 
 . . .  
The committee was chaired by Mandurah MLA David Templeman and comprised Pilbara MLA Larry 
Graham, Nedlands MLA Sue Walker, Perth MLA John Hyde and Joondalup MLA Tony O’Gorman.   

The article reads -  
After a year of investigating emergency responses, the committee will table its report today into disaster 
management in WA.   
 . . .  
The proposed laws would offer legal and employment protection to people who acted in good faith 
during a disaster.  But the most fundamental change under the new laws would be giving police the 
power to forcibly evacuate people from designated disaster areas.  
Police and firefighters have had to rely on the Health Act to evacuate homes in the past.   
The committee included safeguards against abuse of the special powers.   
It would not be possible to invoke the Emergency Management Act against peaceful civil actions such 
as protest marches or industrial strikes.   
A state of emergency would last for three days and would then need to be reinstated by the Minister if 
required.   

The article listed the crisis powers - 

The Minister for Emergency Services could declare a State of Emergency.  A new emergency law 
would override all others.  

A crisis supremo would be handed power to coordinate the survival plan. 

Police would get power to evacuate towns and suburbs, force people to stay indoors and close 
businesses. 

Councils and emergency workers would be able to commandeer any vehicles, machinery or buildings 
they needed. 

New fines for those who did not comply, $50,000 for individuals and $500,000 for corporations.   

It would be illegal to sack an employee who was absent while working on the emergency.  

Judy and Geoff Dixon, who are farmers at Maranup Ford near Bridgetown, have asked me to let the Government 
know their views.  In the past fires have swept through the town and outlying districts, and the one that springs to 
mind relates to the raging fires following cyclone Alby.  If Geoff and Judy had left their property, it would have 
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burnt to the ground.  They have grave concerns about these crisis powers being enacted in the farming 
community, as do I.  Farmers all pull together and if they leave their farms they could burn down and the loss of 
property would be greater than if they had stayed.   

This brings me to the issue of major roads in the south west.  I hope that is an administrative issue.  The funds 
allocated to the South Western Highway were reduced by $60 million, and the budget has decreased by 
$30 million over the past two years; that is a total reduction of $90 million.  With the ever-increasing volume of 
traffic up and down the South Western Highway between Pinjarra and Bridgetown, this upgrade is badly needed.  
Once again, country people are missing out.   

I find this Government to be laughable at times.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure put out a press 
release inviting Bridgetown residents to comment on six options for the future realignment of the South Western 
Highway through town.  She said that community consultation was important to studies about the bypass, which 
aimed to resolve traffic and safety issues in the town centre.  What about the safety issues involved with taking 
away the money that would have upgraded the South Western Highway?  Where will the money for this bypass 
come from?  There is no money.  I know that because I went to the council meeting in Bridgetown last week and 
asked some relevant questions.  The officer from Main Roads said that there is no money.  He said that there was 
no harm in planning but that it would be years before the plan was implemented because there was no money.  
Hon Adele Farina said in a press release that traffic problems through the town have been the subject of debate 
for more than a decade.  I would like members to know that traffic problems have been the subject of much 
debate for the past 25 years.  I was on council from 1991 to 1997, during which time a proposal for an alignment 
route was developed.  Land was resumed and still the debate raged.   

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 3030.] 
 


