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MINERALS RESOURCE RENT TAX AND CARBON TAX 
Motion 

HON LIZ BEHJAT (North Metropolitan) [11.27 am] — without notice: I move — 

That this house — 
(a) condemns federal Labor and the Greens’ failure to confirm their support for a repeal of the 

minerals resource rent tax and the carbon tax in the Australian Senate; and 
(b) calls on all successful candidates in the half-Senate election to be held on 5 April 2014 to act 

in the best interests of Western Australia by voting to repeal these anti–Western Australia taxes 
at the earliest possible opportunity. 

Again today we have a very interesting debate. It seems that every time we get up to speak about things on 
Thursday, we have really good things to say on this side of the house. What do we hear from the other side of the 
house? Untruths and — 

Several opposition members interjected. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: It has started already! 

My good friend and colleague Hon Darren West has called on all Western Australian Labor senators to fight for 
Western Australia to get a greater share of the GST when they go back to Canberra after the half-Senate election. 
That is fantastic, and the Liberal Party will be happy to see that, but are they going to be fighting for a repeal of 
the carbon tax and the MRRT, which are the crippling anti–Western Australian taxes? We do not know what 
they will say because has anybody actually seen the Labor Senate candidates talking out there on the hustings, 
like we have seen Senators David Johnston and Michaelia Cash, and Linda Reynolds? We know the message 
they will send to Canberra because they are out there sprouting it at every opportunity they get. But where is Joe 
Bullock? Where is Louise Pratt? I do not know. Where’s Wally? I would not have a clue! 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! Let us keep the debate on the issues. The motion clearly states certain 
things. They are the comments I want to hear from speakers on this motion. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I am speaking about the candidates who have put themselves up for the half-Senate election 
and what they think about getting rid of the MRRT and the carbon tax. As we know, and as was quite eloquently 
put by our own foreign minister, Hon Julie Bishop, in summing up the coalition’s commitment to repeal these 
taxes, she said, “It is a dagger in the heart of Western Australia’s economy.” Both taxes are destroying Western 
Australia’s economy. We know that we will be able to repeal those taxes. 

The 2013 federal election has been and gone, and the people of Australia have spoken. They changed the 
government. Unfortunately, because of circumstances that we are all very familiar with in Western Australia, we 
will have a half-Senate election, which will give Western Australians another chance to send a message to 
Canberra about what Western Australians want. Western Australians want the minerals resource rent tax and the 
carbon tax to be repealed. We know that this is what the people want. It is not just members on this side of the 
house who are saying this; people throughout Western Australia and Australia are seeking the repeal of these 
crippling taxes. 

I will go back a step to remind everybody about the genesis of these taxes. I will look at the minerals resource 
rent tax. We know it is a tax on iron ore and coalmining profits above $75 million. It was introduced in the 
Senate on 19 March, with the support of the Australian Greens. I am not just having a shot at Labor today. We 
know that the Greens supported the introduction of both taxes in 2012. It is another example of union ideology: 
make sure you bite the hand that feeds you—not once, not twice, but just keep going every single step of the 
way. These regressive taxes stifle burgeoning miners at a key time. When they try to move ahead with their 
companies, these taxes are put in their way, with the support of Labor and the Greens. It is another attack by 
those parties on the mining sector, which provides Western Australia and the nation with thousands and 
thousands of job opportunities and billions of dollars in export revenue. But, no, Labor and the Greens will 
continue to support these job-destroying taxes. 

I also want to look at a comment by that great Western Australian Andrew Forrest. Andrew Forrest said in June 
2011 that his huge concern with the introduction of the minerals resource rent tax was that it creates a penalty for 
being Australian and for being a developing company, and for any person who aspires to develop another 
company like Fortescue, the minerals resource rent tax makes it so much harder. We know the good work that 
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Andrew Forrest does with Fortescue Metals Group Ltd. The job opportunities that he provides for Aboriginal 
Australians are to be commended but, unfortunately, FMG is being penalised by the MRRT, which could be 
wiped out tomorrow if the Senate would support it. The legislation has gone through the House of 
Representatives but it is languishing in the Senate because of the failure of Labor and the Australian Greens to 
support what the government has the mandate to do and is trying to do—that is, repeal the minerals resource rent 
tax and the carbon tax. 

We know that the carbon tax is a tax on everyday Australians, businesses, industry, small to medium enterprises 
and multinationals. Everyone is affected by the carbon tax. It was introduced by the Gillard Labor government, 
even though there was a promise that there would be no carbon tax under the government that she led. What 
happened? We all know about that. With a fanciful figure of $24 a metric tonne, it has done nothing to reduce 
Australia’s carbon footprint, but it has resulted in excessive price rises that are directly passed on to consumers. I 
am not the only one saying this. Again, Australians across the nation are saying this. In a joint statement on 
5 March, John Osborn, the chief operating officer of the Australian Chamber of Commerce and Industry; 
Innes Willox, the chief executive of the Australian Industry Group; Jennifer Westacott, the chief executive of the 
Business Council of Australia; and Brendan Pearson, the chief executive of the Minerals Council of Australia 
spoke about the damage that this tax is doing. They put it into perspective. Their statement reads — 

Australia’s carbon tax is one of the highest in the world. It is making our key industries less competitive 
every day it stays in place. 

Most businesses have been unable to pass their carbon tax–related costs on to customers. For small 
business especially, this has been a major burden that has reduced profitability, suppressed employment 
and added to already difficult conditions. 

The negative economic impact of the carbon tax on energy prices and jobs is recognised by both major 
parties. That is why there was bipartisan support for the ‘termination’ of the carbon tax at the last 
election. 

Many cross-bench Senators were also elected on a platform of repealing the carbon tax. But timing 
makes all the difference. 

Acting now to repeal the carbon tax would boost business confidence and should be part of a broader 
national push to reduce high energy costs. 

Delaying repeal until the new Senate sits would not achieve anything for the environment. It would 
simply expose business to increasing and damaging uncertainty over the electricity prices they will be 
obliged to pay from 1 July 2014. 

We urge the Senate to repeal the carbon tax as soon as possible. 

They are their words, not mine. In another statement, John Borghetti, the CEO of Virgin Australia, said that the 
best assistance the government and opposition can provide is the removal of the carbon tax, which has cost this 
industry hundreds of millions of dollars. Alan Joyce from Qantas stated that the carbon tax is among the 
significant challenges that Qantas is facing. We all know what those challenges are. That statement was made 
after he had revealed that, so far this financial year, Qantas had paid $59 million in carbon tax. 

Hon Nick Goiran: How much? 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: It paid $59 million, Hon Nick Goiran, and that has been for only this part of the financial 
year. Last year it paid $106 million. 
Deidre Willmott from the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia also released a statement. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! Hon Liz Behjat has the call. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: Deidre Willmott said that the future competitiveness of Australian business is on the 
shoulders of the Senate and that the Senate needs to act now and repeal these costly taxes as soon as possible to 
ensure that the economy remains competitive and productive and continues to grow and create more jobs. 
Hon Nick Goiran: Hear, hear! 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: Exactly, Hon Nick Goiran—hear, hear. That is exactly what should be happening. We 
know that that will not happen because Labor and the Australian Greens have refused to support the motions on 
the notice paper in the Senate. 

Hon Nick Goiran: It’s a disgrace. 
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Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I know. 

Today we are saying that all successful candidates in the half-Senate election to be held on 5 April need to act in 
the best interests of Western Australia by voting to repeal these anti-WA taxes at the earliest possible 
opportunity. We know for a fact that we can rely on Senator David Johnston and Senator Michaelia Cash 
because they are on the record. I have so many quotes from them over the years about the minerals resource rent 
tax and the carbon tax that I would take up the rest of the time available to all members if I were to read them. 
There are some incredibly interesting quotes from Senator David Johnston and Senator Michaelia Cash when the 
carbon tax was introduced in 2012. They are very proud Western Australians. They will be joined in the Senate 
come 1 July by Linda Reynolds. At the moment, she is a senator-elect, but of course she now has to face the 
Australian people again. She proudly stands up. At the release of the billboard this week with Prime Minister 
Tony Abbott, she stood there very proudly and said that one of the first things she will do is vote to repeal both 
the minerals resource rent tax and the carbon tax. Where do we see that happening in other places in Western 
Australia? As I have said, we do not know where the Labor Party stands. 

Hon Robin Chapple interjected. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: We do know where the Greens stand, Hon Robin Chapple. Where are Senator Rachel 
Siewert and Senator Scott Ludlam in this argument? Let us talk about them because I do not want to save it all 
for the Labor Party. Let us talk about the Greens. What have they said? They will not support the repeal of these 
taxes either, and that is a disgrace. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! Hon Liz Behjat has the call.  

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: They are a disgrace to Western Australia. They will not stand up. In one breath they say 
that we need to fight to get a bigger share of GST so that we can grow our economy here, yet members on that 
side clearly have the opportunity to vote to remove the mining resource rent tax and the carbon tax, which are 
crippling our economy in so many ways. They are destroying jobs and not letting people get on with what they 
want to. Interestingly enough, Labor has somewhat softened its stance a bit. I guess the sceptic in me would say 
that the softening probably comes about because today is 13 March and we still have until 5 April for the half-
Senate election. We saw the federal Leader of the Opposition Bill Shorten over here yesterday and today’s 
papers show that he has softened his stance a bit. He has been here and he has sniffed the breeze; he knows what 
Western Australians think about the carbon tax and the MRRT. He knows they are not popular taxes over here 
and it is crippling the economy here. He thinks that maybe he should soften the blow a bit. I quote from the 
Herald Sun — 

On Friday, Mr Shorten told a Labor policy forum the party would need new policies to take to the next 
election, and that the policies of 2013 would not win the 2016 election. 

We know that is right, but we do not know what Labor’s policies would be. Why does he not come out and say 
that one of the policies would be that Labor will definitely vote to repeal the carbon tax and the MRRT, which 
are crippling Western Australia? He will not; he is willing to indicate that Labor might be prepared to negotiate 
with miners. I bet London to a brick that he might negotiate with miners, but come 6 April there will be no more 
negotiations with the miners because he will revert to that position of not supporting a repeal of the mining 
resources rent tax and the carbon tax. Let us leave that door open just a little crack until 5 April so that he can 
dupe the people of Western Australia into thinking that those taxes might be repealed. However, that will not 
happen. As I said, who is the person who is number 1 on the Labor ticket, Joe Bullock, saying about the repeal of 
the carbon tax and the mining resource rent tax? What do I hear from Joe Bullock? I hear deafening silence. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Order! We are only just partly into this debate. We still have 
a fair way to go and we will get through it a lot more easily if we extend the courtesy of being heard to the 
person who has the call. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I wish the noise that we were hearing in the chamber was the noise that we were hearing 
from Joe Bullock in his support of the repeal of the carbon tax and the mining resource rent tax, but, 
unfortunately, it is deafening silence from both him and Senator Louise Pratt. We all know where Senator Scott 
Ludlam stands on this, so the Greens will not get out of this scot-free, Hon Robin Chapple; don’t you worry 
about that! We know that Senators David Johnston, Michaelia Cash and Linda Reynolds, the three Liberals on 
the Western Australian team, will be the ones who take the message to Canberra and vote against the MRRT and 
the carbon tax. Where are Joe Bullock and Louise Pratt on this issue? The silence is deafening. The federal 
opposition leader will not come out and state his position because he is too tricky by half. 
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HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [11.44 am]: It is a fascinating motion. The Greens are proud 
of our actions in trying to address climate change and generate greater revenues from that range of taxes. It has 
been generated from those people who can afford to pay those taxes and is providing, interestingly enough, quite 
good economic outcomes for Western Australia. I will talk about that more in a minute. 

We have to remember that the clean energy package is an important part of the carbon tax process or regime. 
Unfortunately, in contrast, the Prime Minister is acting in the interests of the polluters and the billionaires. He 
does not care about the people of WA. I will turn shortly to why he does not. He is just looking out for the big 
guys. 

I turn to climate change. Western Australians, as we already know—I have spoken about it several times in this 
chamber—are now some of the highest polluters anywhere in the world and our emissions have tripled since the 
figures established in the 1995 Kyoto Protocol. We are experiencing hotter summers, permanent droughts and 
greater risk of more intense fires, and our health system, as identified by several doctors, is already under 
pressure as a result. The clean energy package is already working to reduce emissions in this state and assisting 
in investment in the jobs-rich renewable energy sector. The Prime Minister leads a government that denies the 
reality of climate change that many of us are already experiencing. 

Let us consider what WA will lose if the clean energy package is repealed. An amount of $100 million has 
already been invested in WA through the Australian Renewable Energy Agency, the Biodiversity Fund, the 
Clean Technology Fund and other projects. These investments are helping make WA businesses more energy 
efficient, creating long-term jobs and boosting economic activity. For example, $1.94 million has gone to 
Asphalt Surfaces Pty Ltd to build a state-of-the-art facility for its activities to reduce the carbon emission’s 
intensity by 34 per cent and result in savings of $1.7 million in energy costs a year. Morton Seed and Grain Ltd 
has received $900 000 to develop a cogeneration plant by installing two biomass boilers that will use oat husks 
to generate steam and electricity to run the Wagin oat mill operations. The project will reduce Morton Seed and 
Grain’s statewide carbon emissions intensity by 75 per cent and will result in savings of $900 000 a year in 
energy costs. They are the benefits that WA is getting. 

In seeking to abolish the Clean Energy Finance Corporation, the Prime Minister is denying Western Australians 
the job-rich potential of renewable energy. Instead of polluters paying, the Prime Minister wants us to pay for a 
scheme that we do not understand and will not work. He is letting the polluters off the hook. Shortly I will turn 
to what has been stated in the papers literally today and yesterday. He is letting polluters off the hook while we 
suffer the consequences of climate change. The Abbott government has misleadingly tried to turn the 
conversation about climate change into a debate about the cost of living. The carbon price targets Australia’s 
biggest polluters and the $10 a week impact on the average Australian household is fully compensated. 
Electricity prices increased under the former government, but not because of the price on pollution. The 
electricity price increases are largely network costs, in both this and other states. According to the Australian 
Energy Market Commission, this is predicted to escalate well into the future. The wires and poles around the 
country are in significant need of repair and will cost an awful lot of money, which will also put up electricity 
prices. 

If we want to talk about the cost-of-living issues in WA, we need to talk about the impact of the boom. The 
mining boom is driving WA’s high prices and leaving people in despair over their inability to buy into the 
housing market. Our precious way of life over here is under threat from climate change and the Prime Minister is 
standing aside and letting it happen.  

Let us deal with the mining tax. There were a couple of points raised by the honourable member that I just want 
to touch on, when she talked about Andrew Forrest as the guy who opposes the mining tax. He actually also 
opposes mining on his pastoral station. He recently spent a long time in the courts trying to stop Paladin Energy 
Ltd from mining on his property, but unfortunately the Warden’s Court ruled in favour of the companies that 
wanted to mine on his property. This is the guy who said, when he built his rail line, that he was going to make it 
beneficial to the state of Western Australia by allowing other miners to use it—the very thing that he fought BHP 
Billiton to be able to do. In the end, when Roy Hill wanted to cross his rail line, he said no, and it cost Roy Hill 
in excess of $110 million to resolve a way of getting around his line, so I do not think Hon Liz Behjat should 
hold this man up to be the champion she says he is. 

Hon Liz Behjat: How much money has he put into saving rock art? 

Hon Kate Doust: How much money has he put into the Liberal Party? 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: Rio Tinto has put in much more, I can assure Hon Liz Behjat. She should not talk to 
me about rock art, because I know how much has been spent by various corporations. That is the area I work in. 
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Let us just go back to the mining tax. The honourable member stated earlier that the mining tax was stifling 
burgeoning miners. I am an ex-miner, and if one actually asks the small and medium miners whether they would 
prefer a minerals resource rent tax or a royalty, I can tell members that every one of them will say a resource rent 
tax. Do members know why? Because it enables small miners to actually start, because they do not pay tax when 
they are not profitable. When there was a royalty regime, if they got into mining and immediately produced ore 
which went onto a ship, they had to pay freight on board, which is the royalty. It is much more difficult for a 
small miner to start up under a royalty regime than it is under a resource rent tax. Also, under a royalty regime, at 
the end of mine life as the mine becomes unprofitable, they will walk away from the mine before they finish 
extracting the resource because they have to still pay the royalty. I have a lot more to say on this, but 
unfortunately I am starting to run out of time. 

Let us touch on the two biggest miners here in Western Australia. BHP made $6.5 billion after-tax profit from 
WA’s iron ore in the last 6 months of last year; Rio made a $9.5 billion profit from our iron ore last year. These 
are massive profits by any measure, but unfortunately, when we look at where that revenue actually goes, it does 
not in large part stay in Australia but goes overseas. I can assure members that Greens candidates in the 
upcoming Senate election will not be doing anything other than standing up for both the minerals resource rent 
tax and the — 

Hon Jim Chown: They’re not standing up for Western Australia then, are they? 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: Absolutely they are, as I have just pointed out. As Senator Ludlam said in his recent 
speech, WA is not just a quarry for BHP and Rio Tinto to come and make their billions. We are much more than 
that, and this Senate election is our chance to stand up for our fair share. I point out that under the Australian 
Renewable Energy Agency Schemes, that money is coming back into the state to help burgeoning industries. 

Hon Jim Chown: If you’re against royalties, you’re against Western Australia — 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I am not; I am an ex-miner. 

In this election, Western Australians can stand up for public transport in the face of Abbott cancelling the light 
rail project, and stand up for our beautiful and precious environment in the face of a heartless state government 
intent on culling sharks. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I just threw that one in for a bit of a laugh! 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [11.55 am]: I was trying to 
work out how that fitted in with this motion! 

The first thing I want to say is that quite often Hon Liz Behjat will move an eminently sensible motion during 
private members’ business, and more often than not, on a range of matters, we find we have common purpose 
and agreement. We have debated immunisation and a range of other issues that have been well worth the time. 
Today, however, she is pulling a stunt, and we have seen Hon Liz Behjat pull these sorts of stunts whenever 
there has been some sort of federal campaign on foot. It happened over the NBN and a range of other issues over 
the last few years, so sadly, I have to tell the government that we are not going to support this motion. I know it 
will not go to a vote, but I want to put it quite plainly that there is no way in the world we are going to condemn 
federal Labor or the Greens for the principles they have taken. I must also say that I found it very disappointing 
that she played the man rather than the issues in her contribution. That is not something we have done a lot of in 
this place during election periods. 

We know that these issues have been highly contentious around Australia, and we know and acknowledge that 
the MRRT legislation was rushed through and at the time it was passed there had not been sufficient consultation 
undertaken; I think only three major mining companies were party to the consultation with the then Prime 
Minister, Mr Kevin Rudd, and Labor acknowledges that. Bill Shorten has said that in the lead-up to the next 
federal election in 2016—not the upcoming WA Senate election—Labor will consult broadly with industry, and 
specifically the mining industry, to come up with an appropriate policy to deal with the mining tax. I do not 
know what that will look like in due course, but I am sure that Mr Shorten, unlike our state Premier, is a man of 
his word and will actually deliver on that. I am a delegate of the Labor Party’s national policy forum, and 
unfortunately I could not be present at last Friday’s forum because I had a few family things to deal with, but Mr 
Shorten spoke last Friday and I am sure that, as we work through our processes in that forum, we will debate this 
issue internally to come up with an appropriate policy for our next national conference, scheduled for some time 
in 2015. 

It is just inappropriate and wrong for anyone here to say that we are not supportive of Western Australia if we do 
not support the repeal of the mining tax. I do not understand why anyone would think it is appropriate for mining 
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companies to rake tens of billions of dollars out of our resources sector in the north west and not pay some of it 
back into our economy. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Order, members! When the Chair calls members to order, it 
is not an opportunity to get your last little comment in. It is actually calling you to order. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Send them out, Madam Deputy President! 

We on this side support the policy behind that tax; we thought the policy was sensible. Surely Western 
Australian taxpayers should reap the benefits of what is happening in our mining sector. Surely those people 
should have the benefits of better schools, better roads and better hospitals. Surely we should be able to say to 
these companies, “If you’re going to make tens of billions of dollars in profits,”—and let us face it, it is a profit 
tax—“then surely Western Australians should see some benefits from that”. 

We know that having the MRRT in place has not sent investment away. Hon Liz Behjat has only to read the 
press releases put out by her own Minister for Mines and Petroleum, Hon Bill Marmion, over the last few weeks, 
in which he is bragging about how WA is the number one place for investment in the mining sector. There has 
been other commentary coming from the mining sector, saying how well the industry is going, so the tax is not 
driving away investment, it is not driving down jobs, and it is certainly not driving down profits, because we 
know that the mining companies are making eminently sufficient profits. 

The policy was good; the manner in which was rolled out was perhaps not so positive. We now know how that 
played out. We also know how the mining sector, led by Hon Liz Behjat’s very good friend Mr Andrew Forrest, 
organised itself and piled the dollars in! The Liberal Party was a significant financial beneficiary from its 
opposition to the minerals resource rent tax. Quite frankly, the Liberal Party would not have achieved its 
outcomes, with the number of seats it got in the federal and state Parliaments, if this tax had not been in place, 
because the mining companies would not have topped up Liberal Party coffers and paid its bills. Let us be honest 
about that: we know they were backing the trucks up to Menzies House and unloading the dollars! 
The Labor Party’s view is that the policy behind the tax was good; the execution was perhaps not so good. In due 
course, leading up to the next election, in Mr Shorten’s own words—he is a man of his word—the Labor Party 
will consult extensively with industry and come up with an appropriate policy to put to the Australian people. 

One of the other reasons that the opposition will not support this motion is: why should Labor support the repeal 
of the MRRT and also the carbon tax when the Abbott government has nothing to replace it with? What else will 
the Abbott government do to continue to support the Australian community? It has proposed nothing else. We 
know that since the election, the Abbott government has been pretty silent on this. What has the Abbott 
government done? We have had significant job cuts across Australia, including Qantas, the car companies—
Holden and Toyota—SPC Ardmona, Alcoa and a range of companies. 

Several government members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Hon Kate Doust has the call and she has only three more 
minutes, so perhaps we can give her an opportunity to complete her contribution, in silence. 

Hon KATE DOUST: The federal government has not lifted its hand to help Australian workers. 

Several government members interjected. 

Hon KATE DOUST: If Hon Jim Chown wants to get to his feet, he should give it a go—or whoever that was! I 
think it was Hon Paul Brown. It is good to see the National Party represented in this chamber today and I look 
forward to their contribution at some point. 

Bill Shorten has taken the appropriate approach. He said that the MRRT may not have worked. It obviously was 
not received well and the Liberal Party has certainly been the beneficiary of that policy. The Labor Party will go 
away and do the job right and consult with industry and come back with an appropriate policy. I do not know 
whether the industry will reject it, accept it or modify it, but until the Abbott government comes out and says it 
will repeal those two sets of taxes and gives us an alternative, why would the opposition support this motion? 
I refer to the second part of the motion. It is very cute that Hon Liz Behjat would target Labor Party members in 
the way she has, but has not talked about the position of the Palmer United Party, the Shooters and Fishers Party, 
the National Party or Dr Nitschke’s position on these things. Why not ask them their view? The member should 
not just target the Labor Party. The minor parties are trying desperately to get into the Senate; let them have a 
view as well. 
Several government members interjected. 
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Hon KATE DOUST: If members opposite want me to have a say, let me have a say! If they are going to raise 
these issues, they are going to have to hear me out. 
As I said, this is purely a stunt. It is about getting the Liberal Party some oxygen. We have not heard 
Hon Liz Behjat talk about how the federal government has ripped funding from our state and how our state 
Premier has sat silently and allowed that to occur. We do not hear Hon Liz Behjat talk about the homelessness 
plan that the Prime Minister referred to in the media yesterday. We do not know what the Liberal government 
will do with education and health. The federal government is silent on a range of issues. Voters in WA will go to 
the polls on 5 April not really knowing where the Abbott government stands on a broad range of issues. 
Hon Liz Behjat: Where does Joe Bullock stand? 

Hon KATE DOUST: Hon Liz Behjat should listen to me: Joe Bullock is a very principled man. He will stand 
up for Western Australia every time! 
Several government members interjected. 
Hon KATE DOUST: You are such a carping fool! If the member wants to know what Joe Bullock or 
Louise Pratt have to say, she can go to the Labor Party website. They support Labor Party policy and principles 
and they will stand up for those post-July this year when they take their seats in the Senate. I wish them good 
luck, because both of them are good people; they have integrity. I know that is a complex issue for the Liberal 
Party to grapple with, but they will stand up for Western Australia. After 30 years of working with Joe Bullock, I 
know he is a fighter and will tackle the issues with diligence and gusto. I do not think that anyone in Western 
Australia needs to be afraid that Joe Bullock will not stand up and defend Western Australia. 
Hon Jim Chown: You don’t really believe that! 
Hon KATE DOUST: I do. 
Hon Peter Katsambanis: Who else on your backbench believes what you said? 

Hon KATE DOUST: They all do. Unlike members opposite, we defend and support our team. We know that 
they will do the job for us in Canberra. 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [12.05 pm]: I say at the outset that I am very disappointed that 
Hon Kate Doust chose at the commencement of her speech to suggest that the honourable member sitting next to 
me was pulling some form of stunt here today. I call on Hon Kate Doust to reflect whether that was appropriate 
or not. I say that for these reasons. The first thing we need to consider is: what is the role of a senator? I hope 
that all members in this place agree that the role of a Western Australian senator is to stand up for Western 
Australia. That is their first and primary role when they fulfil their functions in the commonwealth Parliament. If 
we cannot get agreement on that issue, there is no prospect of us agreeing in a bipartisan fashion on this motion 
because that is where the matter starts. Let me assume for a moment that even the illustrious Greens will agree 
on that point: The role of a Western Australian senator, even a Greens Western Australian senator, is to stand up 
for Western Australia. That is their job. That is their responsibility in their advocacy in the commonwealth 
Parliament. If members want to debate that and disagree with that, we will have a different discussion on another 
day, but I will proceed on the basis that everybody is in agreement on that point. I do not hear any unruly 
interjections to the contrary and I welcome that.  

If that is the case, we need to turn our minds to the role of a member of the Legislative Council in this Western 
Australian Parliament. Is that in any way different from the role of a Western Australian senator? In particular, I 
ask members to consider the role of a Western Australian Legislative Councillor on federal relations issues. Is it 
the case that a Western Australian Legislative Councillor ought to stand up for Western Australia on issues 
between the states and the commonwealth? I am confident that my colleagues on this side of the chamber 
absolutely hold to that principle. Sadly, and surprisingly, I do not have any evidence before me that suggests 
members opposite agree with me on this point. The reason I make that allegation relates to the motion that I 
moved in this place on 15 May last year, which reads — 

That the Legislative Council — 

(a) congratulates the Barnett government for its strong and determined representations against the 
minerals resource rent tax imposed by the Gillard Labor government on iron ore and coal 
producers in Western Australia and other states; and 

(b) calls on the Gillard Labor government to immediately scrap this complex and inefficient tax. 

The question then becomes: why do I allege members opposite—with the exception of Hon Jacqui Boydell and 
Hon Rick Mazza, because I appreciate they are on the other side of the house only geographically—do not hold 
to that first principle? It is simply that when I scroll through the corrected Hansard of the following week, 
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22 May 2013, we had an extraordinary set of circumstances in which a division was called on that motion. It was 
telling that there could be any dissent in this place on such a motion, which plainly was about the Western 
Australian Legislative Council advocating on behalf of this state with respect to what is happening with the 
commonwealth.  

Nevertheless, a division was called and, interestingly, there were 13 noes on that day—namely, Hon Robin 
Chapple, Hon Alanna Clohesy, Hon Stephen Dawson, Hon Kate Doust, Hon Sue Ellery, Hon Adele Farina, Hon 
Lynn MacLaren, Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson, Hon Sally Talbot, Hon Ken Travers, Hon 
Darren West and Hon Samantha Rowe. They were the 13 honourable members of this place who said, “No; we 
refuse to congratulate the Barnett government for its strong and determined representations against the mineral 
resource rent tax imposed by the Gillard Labor government on iron ore and coal producers in Western Australia 
and other states.” In addition, they refused to call on the Gillard Labor government to immediately scrap this 
complex and inefficient tax. Nothing can change that. The record reflects that that was their position on 22 May 
2013. One hopes that over the course of time and now that it is 13 March 2014, those honourable members have 
had the opportunity to reconsider and say, “It probably was unwise of us at that time and, indeed, we do 
understand the first principles, and we need to support Western Australia and it is very important we support 
motions of this type.” 

To her credit, Hon Liz Behjat is giving members opposite a second chance. Instead, we have an allegation by 
Hon Kate Doust that Hon Liz Behjat’s motion is a stunt, but more breathtaking than that is the admission by the 
honourable member—according to my notes of what she said in her speech—that it was rushed through and 
lacked consultation. She admits it was not done properly, yet she will not support this motion. Just to confuse 
things a little more and highlight a bit more doublespeak on this—nobody else has bothered to contribute at this 
point in time, and I would be surprised if anyone else does, because history tells us that was not the case last 
night; nevertheless, I could be proven wrong—so far their sole lead speaker has said that not only was the 
mining tax rushed through and lacked consultation — 

Point of Order 
Hon SUE ELLERY: My point of order is that I just heard Hon Nick Goiran doing what I think was reflecting 
on a vote of the council by reading out a list of people who voted in a particular way and making certain 
comments about them. I draw your attention, Madam Deputy President, to standing order 41 and ask for your 
advice on whether he should withdraw those comments. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Thank you, members. I will take a few minutes to consult 
my standing orders. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: As you consider this matter, Madam Deputy President, perhaps I can assist by indicating 
to Hon Sue Ellery that I did not reflect on anything with respect to the vote; I simply read what the record of 
Hansard reflects—the 13 names of people who voted no. That is what Hansard states. It would be an 
extraordinary set of circumstances if a member of this place could no longer quote from Hansard. 
Hon Helen Morton: Stop the clock; reinstate a minute. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Standing order 41 states — 

A Member shall not reflect upon any vote of the Council except for the purpose of moving that such 
vote be rescinded. 

Having considered the comments made by both members on the point of order and having listened to the 
comments as they were made by the honourable member, it is my view that the member did refer to a particular 
vote of the council and how members voted, but I did not pick up any implication as to a negative reflection on 
that decision. But I take this opportunity to make clear to members that you can report on the outcome of the 
vote as it is reported in Hansard, but the minute you make a negative implication in relation to that, you will end 
up in breach of standing order 41. I do not think on this occasion Hon Nick Goiran trespassed upon that. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Thank you, Madam Deputy President. I make it absolutely clear to members opposite 
that I support what happened with that council vote. There is certainly no reflection in a negative sense on what 
the council did. The council decided on a vote of 21 to 13 that the question be passed. I think that was a fantastic 
outcome. I was the mover of the motion, so, of course, I will not be negative about that outcome. It is an 
interesting set of circumstances when the Leader of the Opposition feels the need to manufacture a point of order 
on this because she is a little embarrassed about the ALP’s position on this issue. Unfortunately, she does not 
want everyone to know that the Leader of the Opposition supports the mineral resource rent tax and that 
members on this side say it should be repealed. Instead of doing the right thing for Western Australia, the Leader 
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of the Opposition is too busy being cosy with her mates in Canberra. It is most unfortunate that the Leader of the 
Opposition was not here at the commencement of my speech. 

Hon Sue Ellery: I heard every word. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I appreciate that she was away on urgent parliamentary business, but had she been here, 
she would be aware that at the beginning I said that we need to consider the role of senators and members of the 
Legislative Council on federal relationship issues. Unfortunately, the member opposite wants to disagree with 
me yet again on this occasion, and that is extraordinary. We can disagree on many issues and, indeed, we do, but 
how members could disagree on an issue like this is absolutely baffling. It is to their detriment because the 
people of Western Australia support our position. The more members opposite keep saying that their team is 
right on this, the better it is for us, so I do not mind. It is absolutely ridiculous to call it a stunt and for the 
opposition’s sole speaker so far today to suggest we should not worry about it because we will consult in the 
lead-up to the next election. Hang on; she also said during her speech that the policy was a good one and her 
party will come up with another one. Was it good or was it bad? Why would the opposition consult and come up 
with a new policy if the original policy was good? Members opposite are completely confused on this issue. 
They do not understand their role in advocating for Western Australia and I am disappointed. I am entitled to 
express my disappointment in members opposite on this motion. They should be congratulating and supporting 
Hon Liz Behjat for this most excellent motion. 

HON PETER KATSAMBANIS (North Metropolitan) [12.18 pm]: I rise to speak in favour of this motion and 
in doing so I want to put in context the suggestion from the Deputy Leader of the Opposition that somehow the 
mover of the motion, Hon Liz Behjat, had some improper motive or had moved the motion as a stunt rather than 
a legitimate motion to be considered by the Legislative Council of Western Australia. 

As a starting point, I thought I would look at what the Australian Constitution provides in relation to the Senate. 
Section 7 of the federal Constitution is very clear. It states — 

The Senate shall be composed of senators for each State, 
It does not say “from each state” or “of each state”. It is very clearly outlined in the Australian Constitution that 
Senators elected to the federal Senate are representatives for their states. As a parliamentary body for the people 
of Western Australia, consideration of what Senators may or may not do is not only a legitimate, but also an 
extremely important part of our business. 

That is why I congratulate Hon Liz Behjat for bringing this motion before us at this critical time when the public 
of Western Australia is to go to a re-election to consider who it would like to send to Canberra as senators for us, 
the people of Western Australia. As Hon Liz Behjat highlighted, two parties vying for Senate positions in this 
coming election have made clear their position on the two taxes that particularly penalise the people of Western 
Australia—namely, the minerals resource rent tax and the carbon tax. The Liberal Party’s position on both those 
taxes is crystal clear. We know that if the public of Western Australia elects David Johnston, Michaelia Cash, 
Linda Reynolds and Slade Brockman as senators for Western Australia, they will vote to abolish the MRRT and 
the carbon tax. We know where the National Party stands, so if the National Party’s candidate gets elected we 
know that person will vote to abolish the MRRT and the carbon tax. But even some of the smaller parties, such 
as the Palmer United Party, have quite clearly indicated that they are opposed to both taxes. 

But where does the Labor Party stand? Remember, in the context of the 2010 federal election the Labor Party 
said there would be no carbon tax under the government that the Prime Minister of the time, Julia Gillard, led. It 
got elected, and a few months later the carbon tax was introduced. The Labor Party cobbled together the 
MRRT—that ridiculous tax that even the Deputy Leader of the Opposition actually accepted in her contribution 
was flawed. That tax was meant to raise $4 billion this year; it is likely to raise just over $200 million. I am not a 
big tax person so it was not a tax I would have devised, but I would have imagined that the party of big taxation, 
when it devised the tax, would have actually got it right to the extent that it would collect the money it thought it 
would. But it was so flawed that it has collected a small fraction of the money it was meant to. In the ordinary 
course of events less tax might have been a good thing but, unfortunately, the Labor Party built the expectations 
of the revenue into the forward estimates at $4 billion a year and proceeded to spend it! That created a black hole 
in the forward estimates for the federal Parliament that the people of Western Australia have to pay for with less 
funding available to us. That is the black hole Labor created. In his comments in the past few days in Western 
Australia, the federal Labor leader has indicated that the party is going to re-look at it to make sure that in the 
future, if it ever comes back into government, it can reset a tax that collects more money, rather than getting rid 
of this bad tax! 

Of course, the federal Leader of the Opposition, Bill Shorten, took a bit of time to realise he was in Western 
Australia. I saw a grab on the news on Tuesday night and he talked about the “Barnett government of 
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South Australia”! Would the people of South Australia not be lucky to have the Barnett government? I hope that 
after Saturday they have a Marshall Liberal government! That is what Bill Shorten said when he came here on 
Tuesday—he did not even know where he was! Then when Bill Shorten found his feet, I saw a photograph — 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Order, members! Hon Peter Katsambanis has the call. 

Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: I saw a photograph on social media, and there were some smiley faces with 
Hon Bill Shorten, who was making some Labor Party policy announcement. There was Alannah MacTiernan, 
who is not a candidate for the Senate, and next to Alannah MacTiernan was a lady called Louise Pratt—a Labor 
candidate for the Senate; fair enough. 

Hon Kate Doust: Senator Louise Pratt. 

Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: Senator Louise Pratt. On the other side of Bill Shorten there was a man. I 
thought: that must be the candidate; that must be Joe Bullock. When I looked a bit closer it was actually 
Hon Ken Travers, who is absent at the moment on urgent parliamentary business. I was wondering: what have 
they done to Joe Bullock? He is the number one Labor Party candidate at this election, but he has been hidden 
away somewhere—I am not sure where—because sections of the Labor Party are obviously embarrassed at 
having Joe Bullock as a candidate. 

Hon Kate Doust interjected. 

Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: I pick up on Hon Kate Doust’s interjection, and I am happy to accept, as I said 
in an interjection when she was speaking, that Hon Kate Doust is a supporter of Joe Bullock. 

Hon Kate Doust: Absolutely. 

Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: I am happy to accept that. Unfortunately, I do not think that view is shared by 
large sections of Hon Kate Doust’s party. The number one Senate candidate for the Labor Party is being hidden 
because the party does not want him to show his face. That is unity in the Labor Party! 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! I just might remind members that the subject of the motion is 
the GST — 
Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: No, there is no GST in this one. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: — sorry; the minerals resource rent tax and the carbon tax, not the quality or lack 
thereof of Senate candidates. 

Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: Thank you, Madam Deputy President, but I am speaking about paragraph (b) 
of the motion that calls on “all successful candidates”, and I believe, irrespective of what the Labor Party is 
doing to him, its vote will not collapse to the extent that Joe Bullock will not become a senator. I think he will be 
one of the successful candidates, despite everything the Labor Party has done to try to hide him. 

In the limited time available to me, I want to pick up on the comments Hon Robin Chapple made about small 
miners supposedly preferring a profits-based mining tax rather than a royalty regime. We had a lot of debate 
about the introduction of the MRRT, but the Senate held an inquiry into the mining tax. I recommend that 
members on all sides of the house and the general public read that report because it is very, very good. In it, 
small miners from Western Australia—people such as Mike Young from BC Iron, David Flanagan from Atlas 
Iron and Simon Bennison, who represents the Association of Mining and Exploration Companies; all those small 
mining companies based here in Western Australia—all make the point that they did not want a bar of the 
MRRT. Despite that, the Greens (WA) come into this place and tell us that the MRRT is some sort of panacea to 
small miners. Do not listen to the Greens—that tax-and-spend mob—listen to the actual small miners who have 
been saying repeatedly that the MRRT is an absolute disaster. 

Let us talk about the carbon tax for one moment. Hon Liz Behjat pointed out what industry thinks of the carbon 
tax, and let us remind the people of Western Australia what the carbon tax costs them. It is a 10 per cent tax on 
each and every electricity bill every Western Australian receives. When people opposite talk about cost-of-living 
pressures, they have absolutely no credibility while they support the imposition of a 10 per cent carbon tax on 
every electricity bill in Western Australia! I commend this motion and I expect that the senators WA elects to the 
Senate at this half-Senate election will vote to get rid of these two horrible taxes. 

Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
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