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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [9.58 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Afternoon Tea - Adjournment Debate 
HON BRUCE DONALDSON (Agricultural) [9.59 pm]:  I rise on a sad occasion tonight.  When I first entered 
this Parliament in 1993, certain customs, conventions and ethical standards existed between the two Houses of 
Parliament, and I think most of us at some stage would have been reminded by whoever was in the Chair at the 
time that we should in no way denigrate the other House or speak against a member of the other House.  That 
was a respected convention by which all members abided.   
Currently the Parliament is being denigrated in an unprecedented way by the actions of a number of members in 
the other House.  Those actions are a reflection on every member of this House.  I am very sad to see that.  
Members, irrespective of their views, may recall the debate on the monarchy and the republic.  I was absolutely 
gobsmacked that members on all sides of the federal Parliament and of differing political flavours said that we 
could not allow members of Parliament to elect a president because they cannot be trusted.  What was the 
general public in Australia thinking?  Straightaway they started thinking that the media was right: they could not 
trust members of Parliament because they are there for their own purpose and nobody else’s.  Those comments 
fuelled the fire developed by the media over time for putting parliamentarians down in the gutter.  We went 
below used car salesmen; that is saying something.  That has always been a bit of a joke, and I am not saying that 
used car salesmen are bad people; however, they a pecking order. 
This matter is very serious, and although I will make fun of it in the next few minutes, the point is that it is gutter 
politics at its worst.  I am very sorry that I am witnessing a decline in the ethical standards whereby members do 
not criticise what happens in the other House.  I am sure I will be pulled back into gear if I overstep the mark; 
and I should be.  Members might have seen a headline in today’s edition of The Australian - 

Knock off house tea breaks, says Gallop 
That is mischievous reporting.  I believe it was not the Premier, Dr Gallop, who made that statement, but the 
Independent member for Pilbara, Mr Larry Graham.  Mr Graham said that the business of the House should not 
be shut down so that people can have a cup of tea.  The media automatically attributed that comment to the 
Premier of Western Australia.  Frankly, that is gutter reporting by Roger Martin. 

Members might recall that I was a member of a small committee set up by the House.  I assure new members of 
Parliament that the way in which the House conducts its business has changed considerably and some changes 
have involved a lot of pain and time.  One change was the recognition of the committee structure that exists in 
the House.  I was, and continue to be, a passionate advocate of the committee system.  I found that, irrespective 
of what might occur in the House, when I sat around a table with committee members or travelled with them on 
investigations and inquiries, members took off their political hats and expressed their own views.  That was an 
eye-opener to me because I thought in committee meetings we would draw lines in the sand.  I soon found out 
differently.  My first sortie was with the Delegated Legislation Committee, which was a joint committee 
comprising eight members from both Houses, all of whom were of different political persuasions with different 
viewpoints.  My time served on that committee was most enjoyable, which is why I became an advocate of the 
committee system. 

I think Hon George Cash would attest to and support my contention that in the party room, when we were in 
government, we were on about the fifteenth draft of a change to Wednesday’s sitting schedule.  I suggested, 
maybe inadvertently but with the exuberance of “youth”, that we could scrap the afternoon tea adjournment for 
15 minutes on Thursdays if we wanted more time in the House.  Some members will remember that there were 
34 members in this House at that time and I became very lonely indeed because 33 members told me to get lost.  
Discretion is the better part of valour and I decided that that was a crazy idea.  I have since realised how vital 
that 15-minute break is.  On the other two days, with the changes of times etc, we all enjoy a cup of tea or 
whatever before we start.  Therefore, Thursday is the only time to take that 15-minute break.  We could have 
allowed the afternoon tea to be similar to the Assembly’s arrangement.  Its members have a 30 or 45-minute 
break in the cabinet dining room for afternoon tea.  A shotgun could be fired in the Assembly Chamber and not 
hit anyone - the afternoon tearoom is packed.   

Today when I was criticising Larry Graham’s comments, a member told me that some members sometimes have 
to stay in the House to make it look good otherwise there would be no-one in there.  He must wait for a few other 
members to eventually wander in before he can have afternoon tea; however, we have not come out and said 
that.  Members of this House have not taken a shot at the way the Assembly conducts its business.  All members 
know what I am talking about.  I believe that we have stuck to those ethical principles that we should stand for.  
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Reluctantly, but positively, we have kept to those standards.  I will not put myself in the gutter by continuing to 
talk about what happens in the other House.   

I am very sorry that some people are ill-informed on how this House operates.  It was pleasing to hear the Leader 
of the House quite proudly say that  his Government has passed more Bills in the Council than were passed by 
the coalition Government in the Council for the same period between 1997 and 1998 when the Parliament 
resumed after the election.  During that time, not many contentious Bills were debated, whereas the present 
Government’s legislative program contained far-reaching changes that needed a lot of debate.  However, we 
have still been able to pass many Bills.  With better cooperation, even more Bills might have been passed.  If 
members of the Legislative Assembly believe that forgoing the 15-minute tea break will make a difference in 
this House, it shows that they have no idea of what Parliament is all about.  That disappoints me because they 
will not gain anything by making those comments, which make fools of each member of Parliament.  I do not 
like that and I am starting to get very angry about it.  I could relate what every member knows about what 
happens in the lower House, but I will not; I will give its members due respect.   

I know the Leader of the House cannot influence Larry Graham, but I encourage members to remember that the 
business of the Legislative Assembly is its business and what happens here is our business.  Government 
members in this Chamber are discovering that their colleagues in the Assembly are applying pressure to them.  
The same thing happened when we were in Government.  Mr Graham carried on in the most childish manner; I 
am surprised at him.  He won his seat convincingly as an Independent.  I do not know why he had to resort to 
sensationalist gutter-type nonsense.  Maybe he thought that he had to do it to win the seat at the next election.   

Hon Kim Chance:  It is because he is a grumpy old man. 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  Sometimes it is said that people should know when to step back, look and laugh 
at themselves.  When people stop doing that, that is the time to get out.  That is a bit of good advice that Ray 
Finlayson gave me some years ago.  Unfortunately, he did not practise what he preached, because he should have 
stepped aside after those first three years as Mayor of the City of Kalgoorlie-Boulder when he knew that he 
would get dumped.  Unfortunately, he did not practise what he preached. 
Hon Peter Foss:  It is good advice, but it does not mean he has to take it. 
Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  No, he did not take it himself.  I feel sad for the collective Parliament of Western 
Australia that we have all resorted to this. 

Regional Fuel Retailers - Adjournment Debate 

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [10.10 pm]:  I wish to bring to the attention of members the 
problems facing regional fuel retailers.  As we know, a committee has made a recommendation to cap the retail 
price of fuel in a number of regional areas.  I feel compelled to come to the assistance of these retailers by 
bringing their plight to the attention of the Council. 

By its own admission, the Government’s FuelWatch pamphlet states that a possible consequence of fuel capping 
may be the closure of some retail fuel outlets.  While this is not a huge issue in metropolitan areas, it most 
certainly is in regional areas of Western Australia.  When a service station closes down, it takes away a place 
where people can meet for a meal, get their vehicle serviced and pick up the odd grocery item.  It also often 
allows people to use an automatic teller machine or to post mail.  ATMs are very useful because most banks 
have closed down in regional areas, no thanks to the federal Government. 

Fuel capping will apply in the first instance to regular unleaded petrol and possibly to diesel.  The reason that 
unleaded petrol was chosen is that 89 per cent of Australian vehicles use unleaded fuel, while only 8.7 per cent 
use diesel.  It should be obvious to anyone who has ventured further north than Gingin that the majority of 
vehicles in the bush are fuelled by diesel.  These statistics reflect vehicle use in metropolitan areas where 85 per 
cent of Australians live.  Statistics of this nature are severely weighted because of the uneven distribution of 
Australia’s population. 

Hon Peter Foss interjected. 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  It is just warm, yes. 

If this statistic forms the basis for the reason to cap the retail price of unleaded fuel, it is no basis at all.  For the 
same reason, the percentage of vehicles using diesel in the bush is much higher than 8.7 per cent.  I admit that I 
do not know the exact figure; however, my own observation tells me that most vehicles in the bush use diesel.  
By FuelWatch’s own admission, the variation in fuel price between metropolitan and country areas is less 
extreme for diesel than any other fuel.  The obvious reason for that is that more diesel is sold in the country than 
unleaded petrol.  Therefore, sheer volume of sales has kept this differential within acceptable levels.  To put it 
another way, this is an excellent example of supply and demand.  More diesel is sold in the bush than any other 
fuel, and that has kept the price differentials at acceptable levels.  This being the case, there is no justification for 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 21 August 2002] 

 p372b-375a 
Hon Kim Chance; Hon Bruce Donaldson; Hon John Fischer 

 [3] 

capping the price of fuel; and certainly capping the price of unleaded fuel will have little or no impact on the 
bush, except to narrow the profit margin of retailers, who might simply throw in the towel and close up shop if 
this comes to pass.  I suspect that the complaints about rural fuel prices emanate from city weekenders who 
object to paying 94.5c a litre in Busselton for their Honda Prelude’s fuel, when in Perth they pay only 88c a litre. 

Retail fuel capping will affect only certain regional centres, and only where the population exceeds 5 000 and 
two or more stations are present.  This is a massive impost on the retailer.  Why should a retailer at Port Hedland 
be forced to cap his fuel price when another at Newman does not?  This is discrimination.  There is no reason 
that one retailer should be allowed to make more profit than another.  Trying to curtail a retailer’s profit smacks 
of communist ideology - an ideology that has collapsed throughout the world.  

In Perth, each service station services an average of 3 716 people.  In Port Hedland, the figure is 1 639 people; 
that is, each Perth service station supplies fuel to 44 per cent more customers.  In the metropolitan area, each 
service station sells an average of 600 000 litres of fuel per month.  In non-metropolitan areas, this figure is 
120 000 litres, or one-fifth the amount of fuel.  Every consumer understands supply and demand.  If a Port 
Hedland service station has almost half as many customers and sells one-fifth the volume of fuel of its Perth 
counterpart, its profit margin can be expected to be reduced; yet its expenses and costs are far greater.   

One of my constituents owns a roadhouse in Port Hedland.  He is not happy at all about these proposals.  In Port 
Hedland, the average wage is between $50 000 and $100 000 per annum.  Because of that, he cannot get a 
console operator to work for him for less than $1 000 per week.  That amounts to about three times the wages 
that a person in Perth would receive for equivalent work.  His wages bill per annum is $400 000 and the labour 
rate in Port Hedland starts at $65 per hour.  His power bill each year is in the order of $80 000, almost three 
times what he would expect to pay in Perth, because of the extreme temperatures that are experienced in summer 
time in Port Hedland.  His insurance costs are significantly higher because he is within a cyclone area.  He had 
not received his public liability renewal notice when I spoke to him about this, but he expected that it would 
increase by several orders of magnitude as per other businesses in the area.  He sends his teenage children to 
school in Perth because the alternatives in Port Hedland are not very good.  This costs him about $50 000 per 
annum.  A return airfare to Perth for a child is about $1 000.  Now the Government has cut subsidised fares from 
three a year to two a year.  This means he must pick up another cost.   
Hon Peter Foss:  There is another item in that.  There is a much higher number of fuel card sales in those areas.   
Hon JOHN FISCHER:  I will get to that.  The Port Hedland operator pays between 22c and 25c per litre in fuel 
freight.  His mark-up for driveway fuel is between 10c and 12c per litre.  However, most of his business comes 
from long haulage trucks whose operators pay via fuel cards.  The mark-up on this is only between 3c and 4c per 
litre.  He has to sell an enormous volume of fuel to make a profit.  He is on call seven days a week.  If he wants 
to hire relief, he has to pay handsomely for it.   
I do not know why people would continue to do this with the hours they must work; there must be an easier way 
to make a bob.  However, I know one thing for sure: if there is not sufficient profit for this operator, he will shut 
up shop and move.  It is no wonder that businesses are closing in rural areas, when Governments dream up 
harebrained schemes to limit their profitability.  Profitability should be controlled by market forces, supply and 
demand, and not by overzealous Governments.  If Governments improved profit margins for country citizens, 
maybe we would not have a declining rural population.  We need service stations in the bush to service the 
people who generate the real wealth in this country.  We need policies that assist these businesses; we do not 
need initiatives that shackle them.  One Nation certainly does not support capping the price of retail fuel in this 
manner.  Once again, the impost is carried by regional operators when it should be applied fairly across the 
whole State, including the metropolitan area.   

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 10.19 pm 

__________ 
 


