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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 5) 2003 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 6) 2003 

Cognate Debate 

On motion by Mr J.C. Kobelke (Leader of the House) resolved - 

That leave be granted for the Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 5) 2003 and the 
Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 6) 2003 to be considered cognately, and for the 
Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 5) 2003 to be the principal Bill. 

Second Reading - Cognate Debate 

MR J.L. BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington) [11.38 am]:  Today I will talk about an issue that has come to light 
in the past week or so about the headline on the front page of The West Australian on Saturday, 26 June: “$10b 
resources plan in pipeline”.  What upsets me is the fact that the Government is going in a direction that does not 
fit with what was promised by both the Minister for State Development and the Minister for the Environment; 
that is, that the refinery at Wagerup will not be expanded, and production will not be lifted, until the conditions 
are under control.  I am a little bit disappointed that Mr Steve Pennells, who is a senior journalist with The West 
Australian, did not do an in-depth study of the press release put out by the Government.  It seems to me that 
what is being reported here is that the Government has put out this good news story, and The West Australian is 
in cahoots with the Government to get out a good news story without doing the in-depth study to see what the 
reality is.  

I will give the history of aluminium smelters in Western Australia during my contribution here today.  It is 
certainly an interesting history.  I am not sure how old Mr Pennells is, but he was probably very young when the 
aluminium smelter issue first raised its head.  I see a similarity between the present Government and the Burke 
Labor Government in the moral bankruptcy of their approach to looking after people in the community.  In the 
past year or two the Minister for State Development and the Minister for the Environment have both stated that 
the expansion of the Wagerup refinery would depend upon getting its emissions under control.  I have pointed 
out before and I point out again today that there are still problems with the Wagerup emissions.  Back in the 
1970s, when the Government of Sir Charles Court was in power, part of the deal for building the Wagerup 
refinery was an undertaking by Alcoa to build an aluminium smelter in the area that is now called Kemerton.  
Alcoa bought some land in that area.  The Wagerup refinery was completed in 1983, but was mothballed for 
about a year because of a downturn in the world requirements for aluminium.  It was officially opened in 1984.  
About the same time Alcoa said that even though it had bought land in the Kemerton area, an aluminium smelter 
would not be a viable financial proposition, so it was not prepared to proceed with the project. 

In 1983 the Burke Labor Government came into power and said it would get an aluminium smelter for Western 
Australia.  What is happening with the present Government’s $10 billion resources plan reflects what happened 
during the time of the Burke Government.  David Parker, who was the equivalent at the time of the present 
Minister for State Development - I am not sure what his actual title was, but his job was similar to that of the 
current Minister for State Development - went to meetings at Brunswick and other places.  At about the same 
time, I went to the Hunter Valley and Geelong in the eastern States to have a look at aluminium smelters.  This 
was in about the mid 1980s.  One of the managers of one of the smelters over there said that Western Australia 
would not get an aluminium smelter because its energy prices were just too high.  One of the biggest costs of 
running a smelter is the fact that they consume huge amounts of energy.  About the same time I came back from 
this trip, David Parker made an announcement that the smelter was about to happen.  Six months later the 
Premier, Brian Burke, said that the project was dead and would not be heard of again.  The economics just do not 
stack up.  One of the problems I see with trying to get a smelter up and running is the fact that smelters produce 
large amounts of emissions.  I do not think it should be built at Kemerton.  It should be built further away 
because there will be emissions such as fluoride and other toxic chemicals, and also large quantities of cyanide 
produced as a by-product.  In the eastern States, they just dig a hole, line it with clay and bury this cyanide on-
site.  They cannot destroy it or get rid of it in any other way.  
I do not think an aluminium smelter will ever be built - it is a figment of the imagination of the Minister for State 
Development.  I have put questions on notice to the minister about who the proponents of the project are.  Alcoa 
is certainly not interested in building a smelter, because I have spoken to that company.  The other company, to 
which I have not spoken, is Worsley Alumina.  Maybe that company is looking at the project, but at this stage all 
I know is that Alcoa is not interested.  I thought that maybe if aluminium prices rose, it might become viable to 
build a smelter in Western Australia.  However, I have made some inquiries and found out that, in real terms, the 
price of aluminium has been falling over the years, so that does not stack up either.  Under those circumstances I 
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cannot see how the project could become viable unless the cost of power can be reduced considerably, and I 
cannot see how that will happen.  
As I have pointed out, there are still problems at the Wagerup refinery.  I will now reiterate some of the things 
that I have said in this place before about some of the issues affecting Wagerup.  I will read from an e-mail that 
was sent recently by a person living in the area.  I will not name that person, because I have not asked to use this 
e-mail.  The e-mail is a copy of a complaint sent to Alcoa.  It reads - 

Dear Jodie, 

 At around midday today I was again left with NO DOUBT in my mind.  Alcoa cannot contain 
it’s emissions within it’s boundaries.  I was travelling along Somers Rd.  

That is a road close to the refinery.  The e-mail continues - 

The sky above the RDA’s, toward the Refinery were RED.  
That is where the red mud is deposited.  The e-mail continues - 

I could see the red dirt blowing along the top surface of the RDA’s.  This incident reiterates the fact that 
Alcoa’s RDA’s management systems DO NOT WORK.  A fact that I have bought to your attention 
before.  Let me expand on this, we had substantial rains yesterday.  The sprinkler systems were on this 
morning.  However, with the strong winds blowing IT DID NOT CONTAIN THE RED DUST (ie did 
not stop red dust leaving the RDA).  Thank God of the wind was not blowing our direction today.  I 
rang Alcoa security and logged a complaint.  I suspect that the monitors will again give a zero 
reading???  Or the one I particularly find offensive that it only the standard blowing????  

Further, to this I have Three more INCIDENTS to be logged in your system please.  

2nd MAY 2004 

I was walking alone Somers Rd. about 11.00am and had to turn back because of odour from the 
refinery.  I did not want to run the risk of the ill effects that I suffer.  Strong NE winds.  Slight sore 
throat and eyes. 
Same day about 7.45pm Still, no wind 
Strong odour on front verandah and carport.  Shunted everybody inside and closed up.  Normally.,  I 
would leave the farm, however, I couldn’t go anywhere at that time at night.  No ill health effects.  

4thMAY 2004 
Got up out of bed around 6.00am inside the house I could smell the ‘wet cement’ odour.  All doors were 
closed.  All windows bar one (only slightly open) closed.  Have never experienced this before.  Opened 
house up an evacuated by 6.30am.  Flu like symptoms from eldest son . . . again, seemingly continual. 
As this is ongoing, you will hear from me again. 

That e-mail is dated 10 May 2004 and is an example of what is happening.  People are still being affected.  I 
receive official complaint sheets from the Wagerup Community Health Awareness Group on a regular basis.  
The one I have with me is from a different person from the person who sent the e-mail, but I think it relates to 
the same day.  It states - 

Sat 10-04-04. . .  very calm morning - clear sky.  Sore eyes & throat - felt weak - dizzy 

13-04-04 . . . asthma attack - serious difficulty breathing - dizzy 

Mon 19-04-04 . . . sneezing - sore eyes - very sore throat 

That is another example of the problems that are arising from Alcoa at Wagerup. 

I do not take a lot of pleasure from saying what I am saying about these things.  I had been a great advocate of 
Alcoa until 1996.  As I said, the refinery at Wagerup was opened in 1984 and until 1996 I did not get a 
complaint.  Everybody loved it.  They thought it was the greatest organisation, as it created employment and 
donated to the community.  However, in 1996, when the liquor burning plant was built, the emissions started 
coming out and affecting people’s lives.  Those emissions have had a dramatic effect on the lives of people in 
Yarloop and Hamel.  If this Government thinks that those people in Yarloop and Hamel are expendable, it must 
come to the party and say that.  It cannot just say that it wants Alcoa to expand because it is good for the overall 
community.  It may be good, but those people there are still suffering.  Some of those people do not want to 
leave Yarloop and Hamel.  Some of them have lived there all their lives and want to continue to live there.  
However, they want to live in peace and without these problems that are arising. 
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I find it quite interesting that in the past few months Alcoa has started a campaign to try to keep people quiet.  
An enormous amount of work has been done with the media to get it to toe the line and not report any adverse 
stories against Alcoa.  Alcoa has got onto business people to get onto me to make me back down from what I 
have been saying.  I do not have anything in writing, but I think a consultant to Alcoa has written to a journalist 
and the journalist said to me off the record that the e-mail that went to the journalist denigrated one of the 
opponents of Alcoa and if it got out, Alcoa would be in serious trouble.  The journalist would not release that e-
mail, but said I could read it.  I cannot find an e-mail among my notes at the moment that I wish to read out.  
However, the tactic being used by Alcoa is to try to shut everybody up, as it does not want to hear of bad news 
stories from opponents getting out; it just wants to get on with the expansion and get the job done. 
Recently at a function in Yarloop, the Shire of Harvey presented some citizenship and community awards.  
Kathy Kilgour, who has been a great community asset since she arrived in Yarloop 20 years ago, received an 
award for the work she has done for the community.  In her speech, she got a bit emotional.  She said that her 
credibility in the community is being knocked.  I did not ask her by whom it is being knocked, but I have a fair 
suspicion about who has been knocking her credibility in the community.  It is just sad when companies have to 
go to that level to knock people.  As I said, a couple of businesses that, oddly enough, do work for Alcoa, have 
put pressure on me to get me to shut up.  I do not take any joy in saying what I am saying, as I would love Alcoa 
to expand and create more jobs and more wealth for Western Australia.  However, the facts are that it must get 
its emissions under control. 
Alcoa is now putting out advertisements and what it is saying in those ads is incredible.  It is basically saying 
that although there is a 50 per cent increase in production, it will not release any more odour or emissions and it 
will be a good thing for the community.  An ad placed by Alcoa in the Harvey-Leschenault Reporter on 
Tuesday, 22 June, said, apart from other things - 

We will: 

. . .  

•  Not increase noise, odour or dust impacts on residents from the refinery or mine as part of the 
expansion. 

[Leave granted for the member’s time to be extended.] 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  People do not need to be too bright to realise that, if the refinery’s output is increased by 
50 per cent, let us say from 2.4 million to 3.6 million tonnes, there will be an increase in odour, which really 
means emissions, in the community.  When we know that those emissions are affecting people today and that 
there will be a 50 per cent increase in production, we would expect a substantial increase in those emissions. 

Another advertisement was published by Alcoa in the Harvey-Leschenault Reporter on Tuesday, 22 June.  It said 
- 

The CSIRO affirmed Alcoa has reduced odour emissions at the refinery by more than 75 percent since 
1996.  It affirmed that understanding of refinery emissions was unsurpassed globally.  It recommended 
ways forward to further improve our knowledge, which we have shared with the local community. 

I find that statement quite incredible.  I have no faith in that statement.  I can recall in 1998 that someone made 
an odour assessment of the refinery.  To my knowledge it was not CSIRO, but some other company, that made 
that assessment.  After Alcoa had spent $30 million trying to fix the problems there, it got the company back to 
make another assessment.  I am only going on my recollection off the top of my head, but the figures would be 
roughly of the same order.  I recall that 1 800 000 odour units were produced in 1998.  In 1999 - or whatever 
year the second assessment was made - the company said it had made a mistake the previous year when the 
figure was actually 2 500 000 units, but it was then down to 1 800 000; therefore Alcoa had reduced its 
emissions by more than 50 per cent.  I found it astounding that a company could say, “We made a mistake last 
year and it was really up here and it is now down to this level.” 
Another aspect of odour assessment is how it is assessed.  Do members know how odour is assessed?  A whole 
load of people are brought in to say whether it is in a range of one to 10 or one to 100 or whatever. 
Ms M.M. Quirk:  So, the noes have it! 
Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  That is right: the noes have it!  It is a very subjective assessment.  Odour cannot be 
measured by a meter to indicate that it is X amount, or whatever, and reassessed a year later.  Another thing that 
happens, of course, is that the odour and emissions coming from Alcoa tend to vary from day to day and hour to 
hour, depending on where people are located.  It is incredible that certain people in Yarloop and Hamel do not 
smell it, but others do; however, it is having these adverse effects.  I still get sheets from the people who live 
around there.  These people get blood noses, headaches, asthma-type attacks and sore eyes.  I read out an e-mail 
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last year in Parliament and then got a letter from Mr Giullo Casello, who is Alcoa’s Western Australian 
operations manager.  The only apology I make for reading out that e-mail is perhaps for mentioning the Alcoa 
worker who wrote the e-mail.  If Alcoa had not told him, he probably would not have known that it had been 
mentioned in Parliament.  What basically happens is that if there is an issue at a person’s house, that person can 
ring Alcoa and it will send out two people to do an assessment.  This e-mail was written by one of the workers 
who went to Eric Walmsley’s place, which is near the refinery, because he had complained that the odour was 
affecting him and his family at their house.  I was accused of using parliamentary privilege to read out this e-
mail.  I have no problem with reading it outside this place, because it is all facts.  All I was trying to point out at 
the time to Parliament was that there were still problems with Alcoa.  The incident occurred on 21 September 
last year at Yarloop.  I will read the last bit of the e-mail, which is from a worker to his superiors at Alcoa -   

The odour was not just a smell, I came away from the Walmsley’s after the first visit with a very sore 
throat and Rachael indicated her nose was burning.  It was not a smell that I could put up with for long 
at all.   

This was at somebody’s house.  The odd thing is that these sorts of smells do not occur at the refinery itself.  I do 
not know how many times I have been to the refinery over the past 20 years as the local member.  I was there a 
couple of weeks ago talking to the manager, Bill Knight.  There is a musty, wet cement smell at the refinery, 
which is from the caustic soda.  I have experienced the burning smell in the main road of Yarloop, when 
standing on South Western Highway.  I was contacted a few years ago to go and smell it.  I got in my car and 
drove up there.  I got a burning sensation in my nose and mouth.  It is absolutely disgraceful.  I would love 
Wagerup to expand.  I would love to say, “Let’s go for it.”  However, the fact is that Alcoa does not have its 
emissions under control.  Alcoa has publicised that the CSIRO has said that the plant has significantly reduced 
its odour emissions.  I doubt very much that the CSIRO stated that, because that is not a fact.  Emissions are still 
occurring and affecting people.  I have great difficulty with supporting the expansion.  The Government is acting 
poorly in wanting to pursue that.  It also goes against the article in The West Australian of Thursday, 24 June, 
headed “Production limits cloud Wagerup expansion plans”, which states -  

A decision to keep strict production limits in place at Alcoa’s Wagerup alumina refinery in the South-
West has cast fresh doubts over a potential $1.5 billion expansion to double production at the site by 
late 2007.   

On Saturday, 26 June, Steve Pennells wrote that the Wagerup expansion would probably go ahead, when two 
days earlier, in the same newspaper, an article was headed “Production limits cloud Wagerup expansion plans”.  
I have great difficulty in understanding that.   

I hope that the Minister for the Environment has the moral courage and fortitude to say that until the emissions 
are kept under control, the Government will not allow that expansion to go ahead.  I believe she has that moral 
courage, but I guess she will have a lot of pressure on her.  Alcoa has placed pressure on the Government.  In 
June last year the Wagerup Medical Practitioners Forum, which is led by Professor D’Arcy Holman, placed an 
advertisement in the local paper announcing a public meeting at Yarloop.  Lo and behold, we got to the meeting 
and three ministers popped up - Minister Kobelke, the then Minister for Health, Bob Kucera, and the Minister for 
State Development.  They turned up unannounced.  They did not bother to tell me, but that is nothing new for the 
ministers of this Government; they do not have the honour that ministers used to have.  They did a slick 
presentation.  I wondered why they had come to the meeting.  I worked out that Alcoa had given them a prod to 
help save it.  They came down and did a slick presentation on sustainability and said that the Government would 
do a study.  I got up afterwards and said that all the people wanted was for the emissions to stop, and that that 
would provide sustainability.  Yarloop and Hamel were great places in which to live.  Sustainability is about 
people being able to live in a place without having difficulty breathing or having a burning sensation in their 
nose or mouth.  I found out that Alcoa had given the ministers a prod to come down and put out a good news 
story.  It did not work.  The people did not believe them.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  It didn’t work if that is what you believe it was about.  That was not what it was about.  There 
were complaints.  The issue was about putting in place a process to make sure those complaints were addressed.  
They explained the start of that process.   

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  I told the Government how to address it - stop the emissions from the refinery.  They 
had been stopped prior to 1996.  Before that there was no problem.   

If the Government is dedicated to going ahead with the expansion of Wagerup, the emissions should first be 
brought under control.  I do not support the expansion.  The Government should be honest and say what it will 
do.  It may have to shut down Yarloop and Hamel.  I do not subscribe to that.  It would be sad if it came to that 
point, but we cannot allow people to live in an environment in which emissions from the refinery are affecting 
them.  I could go on and relate other stories about how this is affecting other people’s lives, but I will not. People 
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must realise that the problem has had a drastic effect on people’s lives.  It is all right for people who sit in Perth, 
Bunbury or somewhere else, but when I know the people and how their lives are affected, it gets to me.  I feel 
sorry for those people.  People who have built their dream houses in those towns must now move out because 
they get blood noses and have difficulty breathing.  People cannot lock up their homes and stay inside all the 
time.  The Government must be honest and say that it will expand the refinery and will shut down Hamel and 
Yarloop.  If it does, it must pay adequate compensation.  Just paying those people unaffected market value and 
30 per cent, as Alcoa is currently doing, does not mean that those people will be able to relocate to another area 
and have a similar lifestyle or accommodation, because there is a variation in value.  It is important that there be 
some honesty in this process.  If the Government really wants to go down that route to expand Alcoa Wagerup, 
which it thinks is best for the overall community, it worries me that we are going down that route in an expedited 
manner, as has been pointed out to the Minister for State Development.  Money has been put into more resources 
to expedite the matter.  Any expansion must go through a proper environmental review.  It cannot be allowed to 
go through just a rushed review.  The Government must take notice of the people who are affected.  In the 
briefings Alcoa provides, it says that there are no problems.  I am told that all the time.  I can tell members that 
there are problems, and the Government should take notice of them.   

MR N.R. MARLBOROUGH (Peel - Parliamentary Secretary) [12.08 pm]:  I want to indicate to the House my 
concerns about the perilous state of our present democratic system in Western Australia.  I am very concerned 
because of the state of the Opposition and its leadership.  I have been an observer of this Parliament for some 17 
years.   

Mr A.D. Marshall:  You are never in here.   

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  In that time I have not seen such a lack of support for an opposition leader.   

Mr A.D. Marshall:  How would you know?   

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  That is demonstrated today by the total lack of support on that side of the House 
right now.  Let the House note that there are just three opposition members in the Chamber.  I suggest that part 
of their lack of interest in this process is that the coalition has no leadership - at least it does not have a 
leadership team it can support.   

Mr A.D. Marshall:  Talk some sense.   

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  I will talk some sense.  It may be that the reason for the lack of members on that 
side of the Chamber is that opposition members are out looking for the member for Cottesloe.  He is hiding 
somewhere.  I will tell members what the absence of the Leader of the Opposition is like.  Have members seen 
the Where’s Wally comics?  Where’s Wally?  Where is he?  Is there any form of identification by which we can 
recognise the Leader of the Opposition?  I do not want to be the font of all knowledge on the Leader of the 
Opposition’s position, but I remind members that in this morning’s The West Australian, no lesser a bible of 
community standards than “InsideCover” has found him.  Everybody loves him.  Today’s “InsiderCover” has an 
article informing us that Colin Barnett was identified on national television as Colin Barrett.  The sad part about 
the misnaming of the Leader of the Opposition is that nobody rang up to complain, because nobody knew.  His 
total lack of support from his own colleagues is such that they did not bother ringing up to complain either.   

Mr M.P. Whitely:  They hoped it was Barrett.   

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  Not only do they hope that but also his enemies within the Liberal Party have set 
out to bypass him in this coming state election.  Why does the Leader of the Opposition have these enemies?  
From my observations as a member of Parliament for the past 17 years, I think he was the most disloyal Deputy 
Leader of the Opposition I have ever seen in politics.   

Point of Order 

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  Does the member have a right to canvass an opinion on a subject about which he knows 
nothing and to have that recorded in Hansard?   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.A. Radisich):  There is no point of order.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  Game, set and match.  I can have a point of view as an observer.  For many years I 
saw a level of disloyalty to the then Premier from the then Deputy Leader of the Opposition that I have never 
seen on either side of politics, until now.  The current Leader of the Opposition now must face the present 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the member for Mitchell, who has followed in his leader’s footsteps.  We have 
seen this disloyalty played out in the Legislative Assembly on many occasions.  When Premier Richard Court 
made a statement, the then Deputy Leader of the Opposition would have a different point of view.  We read the 
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headlines in the newspapers highlighting all their differences.  Of course, that was reflected in a different part of 
the game.  It is very difficult to handle being in opposition without the trappings of power that come from being 
in government.  Somehow the Opposition must weld a team together that knows it cannot control the Treasury 
benches for at least four years.  All those differences have come to the fore.   

I suggest that the Leader of the Opposition, the member for Cottesloe, has not helped the situation.  Not being 
satisfied with being disloyal with his own side of politics whenever it suited him, he has employed people in his 
office to run terrorist tactics within the Liberal Party.  There is evidence of that.  The member for the North 
Metropolitan Region, Mr Cadby, is now sitting in the Legislative Council as an Independent.  He would tell the 
world that that is a result of the direct interference in his preselection process by no less a person than the Senior 
Policy Adviser of the Leader of the Opposition’s office, Richard Ellis.  Hon Alan Cadby has made that quite 
clear.  The Leader of the Opposition is not content with trying to weld a team together for four years in 
Opposition and gee them up for a run-up to the election.  The Leader of the Opposition has asked himself how 
will he go about changing the Liberal Party that he wants to control; where can he make the most dramatic 
changes; and how can he make changes to the party so that the public will see that the Liberal Party is worth 
voting for?  The Leader of the Opposition decided to find another candidate for the North Metropolitan Region 
seat in the upper House.  He has decided to replace the sitting member.  That will convince the public that the 
Opposition is on the right track!  It is a fantastic strategy.  All that has done is divide his party.  It is another sign 
of the problem that he has welding a team together.  It is played out every day.  He has no control.   

For three and a half years he has been unable to put together a coalition.  Why was he unable to put together a 
coalition?  The Leader of the National Party had a view on the matter.  Until recently the Leader of the National 
Party was willing to say that there was no ability for the National Party and the Liberal Party to work together 
because of their differences.  There was no team purpose or advantage in working together.  The National Party 
was quite happy being on its own.  It has taken three and a half years in opposition to bring together any sign of a 
coalition.  In the past few weeks we have watched as divisions between the two parties have erupted.  The 
National Party and the Liberal Party cannot now agree on preselections.  In the old days, when the gentlemen’s 
club met, they could sort out whether a National Party member or a Liberal Party member would run for a 
particular seat.  Brian Burke used to say that the National Party picked its members by choosing the biggest 
bloke in the Merredin hall.  If a person was big enough and could carry two bags of wheat, he was good enough 
for the National Party.  The coalition cannot even do that now.  They cannot agree on how to select their 
candidates.  They are fighting over fewer seats under a disparate leadership that has no direction.  It has no 
direction because it has no loyalty to its own system.  There is no loyalty to either the Leader of the Opposition 
or Deputy Leader of the Opposition.   

Nine opposition members, at least one of whom has some ability, will leave Parliament at the next election.  
They have their reasons for leaving Parliament.  I know what it is like to spend eight years in Opposition.  A 
reason that members leave Parliament is that they see no future.  People like to be in politics to perform at the 
optimum level as a politician, and that is done by being on the Treasury bench because that is how politicians 
can have the most impact on the people they want to support.  That is a political fact of life in a democracy.  A 
reason members decide to leave Parliament is that they can see no future.  I am not the only one who is 
concerned about the state of the Opposition and its present leadership; the concern is also demonstrated by the 
fact that nine members of the Opposition in this Chamber are retiring at the next election.  They are ready to go.  
They will be gone.  Nothing can convince them to stay.  One of the Opposition’s most effective shadow 
ministers, the shadow Minister for Health, is sitting on the backbench.  He will be gone.  Who would have 
thought four or six months ago that he would leave?   

Mr P.W. Andrews:  He is one of the Opposition’s best performers.   

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  He is.  There was no indication that he would retire.  It is true that his judgment 
has been affected by the job that the Minister for Health, Jim McGinty, has done to sort out health.  Health is a 
problem throughout Australia; it is a problem from State to State and it is a problem for the federal Government.  
However, knowing that, the member for Murdoch has not been convinced to stick around and be part of the 
team.  He is a young man.  I suggest that many members on the other side of the House would argue that he still 
had a contribution to make to politics.  He was heralded as a future federal member for Tangney only three or 
four months ago.  Some people are of the view that he should have been the Leader of the Liberal Party.  I do not 
necessarily go that far, but some people would.  Why would we want the Opposition to have as a leader 
somebody whom we all like?  The Government would sooner have the divisions that are occurring among the 
Opposition.   

The real evidence of the lack of standing the member for Cottesloe, the Leader of the Liberal Party, has in the 
party is demonstrated in the political literature that its candidates are sending to the community at the moment.  I 
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will give the House three examples, which I am happy to table.  The first is from Stephen Blizard, the Liberal 
candidate for Swan Hills.  His pamphlet states, in part - 

“As your local representative, I will ensure that local people get a better deal and a strong voice in 
Parliament” 

Investing in our children’s future 
. . .  

Waging war on crime 
. . .  

Improving local roads 
. . .  

A better health service 
. . .  

Protecting our environment 
. . .  

A strong local voice in Parliament 
. . .  

Steve Blizard’s promise to the people of Swan Hills 

I have looked at this pamphlet.  I have had my colleagues check in case I missed a point.  We put it under a 
microscope.  I have stopped people in the street and asked them whether they know Steve Blizard and whether 
they will read his literature.  I stood outside Subiaco Oval last Saturday trying to get people to read Steve’s 
literature.  Nowhere in Steve Blizard’s literature is there the name, the picture or a reference to the Leader of the 
Opposition.  He is not in any way identified.  There is no “Under Colin Barnett we will achieve this”.  There is 
no mention of him.  One would think that if there were a leader of political standing, there would be some 
political advantage in a marginal seat - where the margin is only one or two per cent - of being cheek by jowl 
with that leader.  It would be a bit like being a soldier in the Second World War wanting to be in a frontline 
trench with a Montgomery or a Churchill.  There would be some benefit.  One would go the extra step.  One 
would want to be there with them.  In this instance, an election is pending in 2005 or possibly December 2004.  
However, the candidate does not want to be anywhere near the leader. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Is that why the Leader of the Opposition always wants to be next to the Prime Minister? 

Mr A.D. Marshall interjected. 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  Well, it worries me.  I can understand the position of the member for Dawesville; I 
have a great deal of time for people with loyalty.  I believe in loyalty.  People often have very few friends in 
politics.  I will give the member for Dawesville credit: he has been loyal to the Leader of the Opposition.  In 
many ways he has missionary zeal.  When we look at the type of support we know the member has given to the 
Leader of the Opposition, the member for Cottesloe, during the infighting in the party room and the preselection 
process, we know he has had some success.  Admittedly, it has been only by one or two votes on occasion.  
However, one or two votes in the Liberal Party room are as good as 10!  The way they check their books and 
were able to articulate in government that the finance brokers industry was not rorting the public makes me say 
that two votes are as good as 10.  In seeking to be the disciple of the Leader of the Opposition - the member for 
Cottesloe whom they should all get behind - where is the evidence of the success he has had in his own party?  
The pamphlet for Steve Blizard, the candidate for Swan Hills, went out last week.  There was no mention of the 
Leader of the Opposition.  There was no picture; not even a full stop.  There was not even a “Dear Colin” letter.  
There was nothing.  Let us look a little more broadly at the Liberal Party.  Let us see what a job the member for 
Dawesville has done as the disciple of the Leader of the Opposition.  Let us refer to John Castrilli. 

Mr A.D. Marshall:  Who is he? 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  Who is he?  The only person the member for Dawesville knew with an “i” on the 
end of his name played for East Fremantle in the forward pocket!  Who is he”  He is only the Mayor of Bunbury!  
He is the Liberal candidate.  He has been the Mayor of Bunbury for seven years.  Members opposite may not 
know who he is, but he knows who Colin Barnett is.  Once again, his literature was put out last week.  Bunbury 
is a very marginal seat; less than 0.1 per cent of a swing is necessary to win it.  He has been real smart; he has 
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worked out how he can win the seat.  He has not mentioned the Leader of the Opposition by name, picture, deed 
or anything!  He does not want to know him.  He has made no mention in literature for a marginal seat, in which 
I would have thought that a leader with some smidgen of standing would have been shown with his arm around 
him on the front page of the electorate magazine, especially as a swing of less than 0.1 per cent of the vote is 
needed to win.  Not this smart mayor.  After seven years he can smell a dead carcass!  He can see the blowflies 
hanging around!  John Castrilli says that a carcass may be able to fool some people but it will not fool the 
blowies!  John Castrilli says people should keep their eyes on the blowies!  As mayor for seven years he talks 
about his great input into the community.  He says he has a right to be proud of the work he presently does as 
mayor.  He does not mention the Leader of the Opposition.  It is not just me saying that.  I ask the question in 
terms of the sad and perilous state of the Opposition: why is it so?  Why cannot they find Wally?  Why cannot 
they put him in the picture?  Why cannot they mention some of his good deeds?  Why cannot they talk about his 
history?  After all, he never stops talking about his history.  He is always telling us what a great Minister for 
Education he was; what a great Minister for Resources Development he was.  Once we gained office and the 
Treasury showed us its books, we found out how much that greatness cost us.  He ran every portfolio he had into 
massive debt. 

[Leave granted for the member’s time to be extended.] 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  The tragedy is that it is not a long story to tell but it is a sad story to tell.  It is not 
the length, it is the sadness that counts.  I am trying to get some balance in this debate.  I do not want everyone to 
think that only I have a personal view of the member for Cottesloe as the worst Leader of the Opposition I have 
seen on either side of politics for not being able to weld a team together and to create some unity.  I do not want 
it to be just my view.  The evidence also comes from the Liberal candidate for Joondalup, Mr Dean Solly.  I also 
refer to Mr Steve Blizard, the Liberal candidate for Swan Hills, and Mr John Castrilli, the Liberal candidate for 
Bunbury.  Let me turn to Mr Dean Solly, the Liberal candidate for Joondalup.  Dean is very ambitious, because 
he has gone further than the rest; in the past month he has published two pamphlets.  He thinks he is in with a 
really good chance in Joondalup.  He is so convinced of his ability to win he has done two things.  He started off 
with a black and white pamphlet.  So convincing was the reception to that that he has now gone full colour, 
because he knows that colour attracts people’s minds and hearts and souls, and he says -  

As your State MP I will ensure that local people get a better deal and a strong local voice in Parliament.   

He says he will be waging war on crime.  The crime he should start with is his leadership; that is, how do we 
arrest the decline in our leadership; how do we give this great democracy of ours some general opposition bite?  
I know how to do it, says Solly.  I will put my arm around the present leader, the member for Cottesloe, and I 
will have him as part of my campaign strategy, because I am going to be popular and I might be able to help him 
in his leadership plans.  Dean Solly also talks about more police on our streets, improving our local health 
services, and Labor’s broken promises.  He then gives a personal message -  

During the coming months you will receive regular information from me about my PRIORITIES . . .  

What he is really saying is, “Hopefully you will receive nothing from the Leader of the Opposition.  If you do, 
ring this emergency number immediately, tell me where he is, and we will go out and hose him down.  Just do 
not let it happen.  I have got a campaign strategy that can work, but only with him as far away as possible from 
my campaign.  Believe me.  I am Dean Solly, and on the future of the present Leader of the Opposition, and on 
the role that he should play in the coming state election, you can believe that I am right in saying that he ought to 
play no role at all when it comes to Joondalup and the decision that you make.”  Dean believes the Leader of the 
Opposition should play no role at all, so there is no sign of him in this pamphlet.  I understand that the member 
for Carine is part of his campaign committee.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I am not.   

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  Oh!  I am glad the member clarified that! 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I am not part of anyone’s campaign committee, other than my own.  I do not have time 
to do that. 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  Really?  Is the Leader of the Opposition helping the member for Carine?   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  He always helps me. 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  Does he?  Is the member for Carine going to tell the world about him helping her?  

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I am sure I will.   
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Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  The member says she is sure.  May I have a look at the member’s first pamphlet, 
just so that I can check?  It is not that I disbelieve the member, of course, but I think she might be following the 
model of the other Liberal candidates.   
Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Do you want to know something?  When I ran at the last election I did not promote 
Richard Court either.  I promoted me.  

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  That is why the Liberal Party lost!   
Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  That is not fair. 

Several members interjected.   

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  That is why it lost!  The member for Carine did not promote him!  That is the very 
issue I am talking about - the lack of team spirit!  No wonder the present Leader of the Opposition is running on 
it!  It is endemic on their side of politics!  She did not support Richard Court either! 
Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I did. 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  The member did? 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Of course I did. 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  The member has just told us she did not.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I promoted myself during my campaign. 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  That is very commendable of the member - to promote herself as a politician!  
What a fantastic idea! 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  We know you promote yourself.   
Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  It is a great political strategy, and the member ought to keep concentrating on it.  I 
have noticed that very few people in politics have the ego to promote themselves.  They lack it. 
Young Mr Dean Solly, as a candidate for Joondalup for the Liberal Party, is not totally dumb when it comes to 
politics, I presume.  Someone must be working on his campaign, even though the member for Carine is not, and 
wants to distance herself as quickly as possible from him and has now decided to leave the Chamber because she 
does not want to be linked to him in any way, shape or form.  We are now told from the mouth of a Liberal Party 
member that young Mr Solly has no campaign team worth its salt, because the member for Carine is not there.  
We already know how successful she is, because she promoted herself, and she won, but she did not promote 
Richard Court, and he lost!  At least young Mr Solly is not totally dumb when it comes to politics, because he 
has linked himself with someone whom he regards as a future leader of the Liberal Party.  If members have a 
close look at the pamphlet they will see a person in a dark suit standing next to Mr Solly.  Let me make sure I get 
his name right.  Lo and behold - this will have a massive impact on the state seat of Joondalup - it is Mr Brendan 
Nelson, federal Minister for Education, Science and Training!  Here is a young man, the future member for 
Joondalup, he hopes, who knows his political future.  He has gone nowhere near the Leader of the Opposition, 
the member for Cottesloe.  However, Brendan came over here for a day or two, and he got lost and ended up in 
Joondalup, on the train that we provided some 10 years ago - he used his gold pass.  When he got off the train at 
Joondalup, lo and behold, there was Dean waiting for him, and he said to Brendan, “I was worried, because I 
thought you were bringing the member for Cottesloe with you.  Thank God you have ended up here on your 
own!  Can we have a photo taken, please?” 
It is a sad state of affairs that, with fewer than a dozen sitting weeks of the Parliament remaining before we go to 
the election, the Opposition is bereft of leadership.  Not everyone can be a leader.  Look at me!  However, it is 
one thing to be bereft of leadership qualities.  It is another thing to be bereft of leadership qualities and support 
because of one’s own history of disloyalty to one’s leaders and colleagues.  One cannot unite a team around that.  
People will find all sorts of reasons for not wanting to be part of that.  Those people who did find a reason for 
wanting to be part of the team of the member for Cottesloe as Leader of the Liberal Party did it for only a very 
short time and then retired.  They did not want to be a long-term part of his future.   
We are now facing a six-week break.  We want everyone to come back here after the break safe and well.  
During the break the Liberal Party might decide that it needs to look at its present leadership and see how it can 
change the spots on the leopard - and that will be a very hard task, because that leopard has had those spots for 
the 15 years that I have known him, and I do not think they can be changed - or it might decide to change the 
leadership.  I think that will be very much in the minds of the Liberal members in the next six weeks.  I predict 
that when we come back into the Parliament after those six weeks, one of those young, vigorous, self-
opinionated people - people who would be better off in the Queensland of the 1970s - will take the position of 
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leader.  That is in the hands of the Liberal Party.  I just say to the Liberal Party that in this great democracy, it is 
in their hands to either shape up or ship out.  I will leave it at that.   

MR A.D. MARSHALL (Dawesville) [12.38 pm]:  It is a joy to be the next speaker after the member for Peel, 
because he has just solved a problem that I have had in my 12 years in this place.  The member for Peel has been 
a member of this House for 17 or 18 years, and I have often wondered why he has never attained the honour of 
being appointed a minister or shown any of the leadership qualities that we would expect from someone after 
that length of time.  I have just realised now that the simple reason is that he is able to make the most out of 
nothing in a speech, which is pretty good; it is a certain skill that one acquires.  He is also looked upon as a 
comedian in the House, and he is excellent at that too, as he makes everyone laugh.  However, by the time he 
starts to say something serious, most people have already walked out!   

In speaking on this Bill, it is worth recording that the feeling in the community is that the Gallop Government 
has let down all Western Australians by breaking pre-election promises and not taking responsibility for issues 
when they do not work out as planned.  Promises to improve the health system, not to increase taxes, to build up 
police numbers and to have the Mandurah to Perth rail link finished by 2005 have all failed to eventuate.  This 
Government has not been accountable to the people of Western Australia.  The health system is in disarray.  
There will be a bed shortage next month when the flu onslaught hits the hospitals, and the minister’s grand plan 
for the health system will cost taxpayers $2 billion, plunging the State into further debt while leaving the system 
inadequate to deal with the future demands of this State. 

Before the last election, the then Leader of the Opposition said that Labor would not increase taxes.  When 
elected, this Government claimed that it would not increase taxes.  Up until only 2003-04, water sewerage and 
drainage rates have gone up by 3.3 per cent; water rates have increased by 3.3 per cent; public transfers have 
gone up by three per cent; stamp duty on conveyances has gone up by 15 per cent - it was originally up by 20 per 
cent, but it was taken back by five per cent to make the Government look good, but it is still much too much for 
the average person; stamp duty on general insurance policies has gone from eight per cent to 10 per cent; 
compulsory third party insurance rates have gone up by 2.8 per cent; drivers licence fees have risen by 2.8 per 
cent; and licence fees have risen by three per cent.  They are only little things.  However, it is like burly; a little 
bit here and a little bit there will, at the end of the day, amount to a lot.  The people who this Government is 
supposed to represent - the little old battler in the community, the people that I relate to and know from my 
working class involvement -  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.A. Radisich):  There is a lot of excess noise coming from the back corner of the 
Chamber.  Could members please lower their voices so I can clearly hear the member for Dawesville. 

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  I have been involved with the working class as a youth and through my parents, through 
the people with whom I played football and with my mates.  They are the battlers of this State and the battlers of 
Australia.  They are the people to whom I relate because I am one of them.  This Government does not care 
about them.  Every State budget that comes out has another hit; another tax is involved.   

I mentioned the Mandurah to Perth railway, which was promised for 2005.  The date that has now been touted is 
2006, and this too will be wrong; it is yet another misleading statement by this Government.  This Government 
has failed to provide leadership and responsibility to all Western Australians.  When something goes wrong, a 
smokescreen of blaming others goes up - and boy, does it go up thick.  First, this Government blamed the federal 
Government, and we have been getting some money from it lately.  Then it blamed the previous coalition 
Government.  However, on no account has this Government owned up to its errors; it always blames other 
people.  The response of the Minister for Police to the recent great escape by prisoners clearly showed that she is 
incapable and irresponsible.  The matter went on for days and days, which showed how irresponsible the 
Government is.  In politics, an issue today is not an issue tomorrow.  However, that issue ran for seven or eight 
days.  What is this minister up to?  What is this Government up to?  It has made another mistake and it is 
blaming someone else.  It is easy for the Government to push things under the mat, but, at the end of the day, 
things will alway catch up with it.  The Government has to be bold.  It has to be a leader.  It has to shirt-front 
people and look them in the eye and say, “Yes, we made a mistake.”  One man I admire is the Premier of 
Queensland.  He makes plenty of mistakes but he owns up to them and gets on with things.  He has been placed 
back in government time and time again because he has the guts and the courage to own up.  He is an honourable 
person who knows not to blame others.  I know we only have six months to go before an election, and, really, I 
should not be saying this because I might be helping members opposite to grow up and become leaders.  They 
should stop being comedians and say that this Government will take the blame for its mistakes.   

Talking about broken promises, what about the Government saying that it would run for its full term of office?  
It said that the next election would be held in February 2005.  It was touted all over the Press as an indication of 
how honourable the Government was; it never misled the people of Western Australia.  All of a sudden, the 
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Press is saying how the Government might have made a mistake.  I do not know who it is blaming for the 
mistake this time, but it is now hedging so much that today’s local paper says that many backbenchers want the 
election to be held in December.  Not one name is mentioned in that article.  I find it incredible that The West 
Australian would print something without detail.  That is what inexperienced journalists do.  Dinkum journalists 
have an affinity with fact.  That is a point that people may gloss over when they read the article, but this matter 
was put into the Press by this Government as a smokescreen to start people thinking that the election will be held 
in December.  I think it will be held in December, and if that is the case, this Government will have made 
another misleading statement.  We on the opposition benches in this place can take it because we deal with those 
types of statements every day; we get used to them and we know how to read them.  However, this Government 
has let down the public of Western Australia, and it is the public of Western Australia who will judge this 
Government at the next election.   

If the Government is not blaming someone else, its ministers try other ways of diffusing their inadequacies.  
Some schools in the Dawesville area have a maintenance problem.  Having investigated some of the 
maintenance problems, I know that the Falcon Primary School in particular is affected.  It is a school with all the 
right accreditations, and it is doing well with its school uniforms, its children’s results, its teachers and the 
popularity of its teamwork; it is just a fantastic school and everything about it is right.  However, this school has 
a drainage problem and its telephone systems are all outdated.  I issued a press release blaming the Government 
and telling it to get on with its job and do it properly.  The minister replied to that release.  As a member, one of 
the things that really annoys me is that when we put out press releases, if a young journalist wants to check it 
they speak to the minister to get his side of the story, which is fair.  However, when a minister puts out a press 
release that is not checked out to ascertain whether it tells the truth, that is when I get upset.  Having complained 
about the Falcon Primary School’s drainage and phone problems, the Mandurah Mail on the 17 June stated -  

Mr Carpenter said work was currently being carried out on the drainage situation at Falcon Primary and 
the District Office did not have any record over the past two years of the school reporting problems or 
malfunction with its telephone system.   

Last week I met with a district officer from Beaconsfield and the headmaster, who wanted to chuck this letter out 
of the window because it was incorrect.  The minister has falsified a press release in answer to my complaints.  
Knowing the man, it would not be his fault, he would have been given poor information, but, again, it is 
misleading information.  It is like saying that a person cannot lie straight in bed.  That is what people from my 
area say.  It is wrong that he can do this.  The headmaster admitted that the school has put in an application for a 
phone system every year, and that, because of the drainage issues, the floodwater is six inches to a foot deep 
when the heavy rains come down.  The district officer said that they intended to address the problem when the 
next budget came out on 1 July.  I immediately asked whether on 2 July we would see the work being done, but, 
no, he could not admit to that happening. 

Mr P.W. Andrews:  Are you saying that the minister deliberately did not tell the truth?   

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  I said that it was misleading information.  I would not say that, because I like the guy.  
This Government has provided misleading information in its pre-election promises, and if it has not been done 
that way, it has been done through misleading answers going into the Press in other ways.  For instance, it has 
been recorded on 33 occasions in Hansard that I have spoken about the Peel deviation.  On 14 January 2004, an 
article in the Mandurah Coastal Districts Times stated -  

THE Federal Government is once again full of excuses and empty talk regarding funding for the Peel 
Deviation, according to Planning and Infrastructure Minister . . .  

The article concludes - 

She called on State Liberal members in the area to get their Federal counterparts to “come to the party 
and negotiate.” 

First of all, she never even applied federally for the money; she stalled for three years over that.  Again, as I said, 
there are ways of not doing it right.  Then, she challenges us in the House to do something about it.  We have just 
done something about it.  The federal Government has offered $150 million, and now she will not match it dollar 
for dollar, which is a shame, because she is not honourable and has been giving misleading information.  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 4811.] 
 


