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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.00 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Renewable Energy Projects - Adjournment Debate 

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan) [10.00 pm]:  On Tuesday, 21 May 2002, the House agreed to the 
withdrawal of a motion that was designed to disallow certain regulations on various conditions: the Electricity 
Distribution Amendment Regulations (No. 2) 2001 and the Electricity Transmission Amendment Regulations 
(No. 2) 2001.  Also on 21 May, Hon Robin Chapple read to the House a letter from the Deputy Premier, who is 
also the Minister for Energy.  That letter outlined the approach the Government was taking to implement 
arrangements associated with access to the Western Power network to encourage renewable energy projects.   
Hon Robin Chapple:  It was a very good letter.  
Hon GEORGE CASH:  Yes, the letter was good.  Both Hon Robin Chapple and I believed that the content of the 
letter would be observed.  That has not been the case, and that is the very point I make tonight.  That letter made 
specific comments about the unreasonable length of time that was being taken to develop new regulations for 
private renewable energy projects to allow them to have access to the network.  Since October 2000, electricity 
users with an average demand of 34 kilowatts - about the size of a local shopping centre - have been deregulated 
for the purpose of using renewable energy supplied from independent sources.  Two years later, there is still no 
renewable energy access regime in place.  In fact, the only independent renewable energy producer in the south 
west interconnected system is Landfill Gas and Power Pty Ltd.  It is supplying some contestable customers under 
an access regime designed for large-scale fossil fuel plants.  Customers under an access regime designed for this 
large-scale fossil fuel plant are being unfairly disadvantaged, and the conditions on independent producers are so 
tough that no new fossil fuel capacity has been built since deregulation was introduced in 1996.  Yet, this regime 
is being imposed on a small renewable plant.  LGP’s size is just five megawatts, compared with Western 
Power’s installed capacity in the SWIS of 3 150 megawatts.  As I indicated in May, this is an abysmal record for 
Western Power and, in fact, the Government.   
For the record, LGP was established in 1993, prior to the introduction of deregulation.  LGP was supplying the 
then State Energy Commission of Western Australia.  At that time, it had separate power purchase agreements 
for its four small landfill sites.  The terms and conditions of those PPAs were so lopsided in favour of SECWA, 
and later Western Power, that LGP found that it had no choice but to switch some of the sites to supply 
contestable customers to Perth Energy, the only independent electricity retailer in the SWIS.  Also for the record, 
it took Western Power about a year to grant each of Perth Energy and LGP’s applications for network access to 
the sites.  On one occasion, a network access agreement was granted by Western Power and then unilaterally 
terminated by Western Power after LGP had begun supply to customers under the agreement.  This kind of 
unfettered anticompetitive conduct would not have been tolerated under any other normal market circumstances, 
and it should not be tolerated in Western Australia’s electricity market.  The minister’s letter, which is reported 
in Hansard at pages 10795 to 10797, clearly states the fundamental terms and conditions for a workable 
renewable energy regime that would allow independent projects to access the network on a fair basis.  These 
terms and conditions were the result of extensive consultations held over a year and a half between the Office of 
Energy, Western Power and industry representatives from the sustainable energy area.  According to the letter, 
the conditions include -  

Energy balancing requirements will be relaxed to provide for a widened band of tolerance for energy 
balancing where the energy required to meet third party customer requirements differs to the amount 
actually supplied by the renewable energy generator.  Within this Renewable Energy Balancing 
tolerance renewable energy can be netted-off without regard to the time of day . . .  

Within the tolerance band, spill from off peak times can be credited against top-up supplied in peak 
times.   

Outside of the Renewable Energy Balancing tolerance the energy balancing accounting period will be 
monthly, so that net-balancing outcomes will be accounted for each month.  

 . . .   

It is acknowledged that there is a need for the Renewable Energy balancing tolerance to be maintained 
within the newly developing WA energy market.   

 . . .  

There will also be a cap on the monthly average balancing power price.  This will be a fixed value as 
has been discussed in the renewable energy access working group.  It is accepted this is an important 
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issue for the industry since it has been concerned about the possibility of high balancing prices during 
times of peak demand.   

There will continue to apply a factor that limits the price of top-up power to be no more than 1.4 times 
the value of spill.   

It was stated in May that this factor was seen to be high, and I understood that the working group was 
progressing negotiations to lower it.  I also note that this factor is required to give confidence to the market that 
any price charged by Western Power for top-up energy is as close as possible to the price that Western Power 
pays for spill energy.  Otherwise, Western Power would use its market power to charge a very high price for top-
up and pay a very low price - or not pay at all - for the spill energy to the network.   
The questions I pose tonight are: first, why has Western Power not implemented what the minister pledged in 
May this year?  Second, if Western Power has provided arguments against implementing the changes that were 
mentioned in the minister’s letter, what are they and on what basis were those arguments developed?  It would 
be incumbent on this Parliament to take action if Western Power continued to put up barriers to renewable 
energy development in the State.  Third, what has the Government done to ensure that the pledged changes are 
implemented as soon as possible?  The Minister for Energy must act with haste to ensure that the written 
commitments he gave this House in May 2002 on the clear understanding that he would honour them come to 
fruition.  If the Minister for Energy fails to act, members of this House may form the belief that the minister 
intentionally set out to mislead the House to encourage the House not to disallow the earlier repugnant 
regulations.   
In question time tomorrow, I intend to ask the Minister for Energy the questions that I have posed tonight, and I 
hope that he will have had an opportunity to re-read the letter that he sent to this House in May 2002 so that he 
can explain to the House why he has allowed a situation to exist in which little has been done, notwithstanding 
the promises that he made to this House. 

I comment again - I have said it before - that Western Power is a monopoly in Western Australia.  It has a gross 
conflict of interest when it sets the rules for those that want to come in and gain access to the network that is 
owned and controlled by it.  It would not be tolerated anywhere else.  In fact, I believe it is probably something 
that the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission and this House should examine. 

Salary Increase for Members of Parliament - Adjournment Debate 
HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [10.11 pm]:  Tonight I will raise the issue of foxes with the Minister for 
Agriculture.  However, prior to doing so, I will deal with an irritating matter that I have been thinking about for a 
week.  About a week ago, the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal handed down a salary increase for members of 
Parliament.  I was disappointed to hear the members of the Greens (WA) come out with the usual, throwaway 
line - the political stunt - that they will give their salary increase to charity.  I think they are a bunch of liars, and 
I say that quite openly.  I say to the Greens that in September 2001 they were given $5 500 times five, which is 
$27 500.  If the Greens ask me to retract my remark about their being liars, I will want to know what charities 
collected that $27 500.  I think they are all liars and cheap political stunt artists.  The other day they received 
$3 000 times five people, which is $15 000.  I would like to know to what charities that $44 000 went.  I must 
say to the Greens that the Red Army and the Castro resistance movement are not charities.  A charity with “red” 
in its name is the Red Cross.  When people talk about their salary increases, they should have a bit of style.  
People who give to charities do not blab and say, “I’m going to give my money to charity.”  People who give to 
charities do so with a great deal of discretion and with absolute integrity.   

I thought I would get that off my chest.  If the Greens want me to retract my comments about their being liars, 
they should show me where the $44 000 went.  Following the Greens’ comments in September about the 
giveaway to charities, I rang four charities from my office and gave them the email addresses and telephone 
numbers of the Greens members.  I must raise in the adjournment debate tomorrow night that none of those 
charities got any of the money.   

Fox Control - Adjournment Debate 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I return to the business of the day, which is most important.  A couple of months ago I 
suggested to the minister that a bounty should probably be put on foxes.  I informed the minister that in Victoria 
a fox bounty trial was taking place from July to September.  I have a print-out here on how that trial is 
proceeding.  It states that 25 000 fox tails were collected by Victorian farmers in the first month.  I learnt today 
that 48 000 foxes have been killed, and $10 is being given for each tail.  In fact, the pelts are being sold in New 
South Wales, and apparently a greater amount than $10 is being received.  The print-out that I have states -  

More than 25,000 fox tails have been handed in after four weeks of the Victorian Fox Bounty. 
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The Victoria State Government is paying a $10 bounty for each tail presented during the three month 
trial. 

. . .  

“People are saying to us, farmers are saying to me personally, ‘I used to see foxes, I’m not seeing them 
at the moment’,” he said. 

“Foxes are fairly skittish and some of the hunters are progressing quite well, getting foxes each week, 
but some have expressed that they’re becoming scarcer, which is good.” 

I suggest that the State Government take this on board.  The Department of Natural Resources and Environment 
is involved in the Victorian fox bounty trial.  A document that deals with that trial states -  

The State Government recognises that foxes have a significant impact on native animals and on 
agricultural production, particularly during winter and spring when they prey on lambs. 

I believe I said previously that it is sad and ugly to see a fox attacking a newly born lamb; in fact, it is vile.  The 
Victorians have undertaken this fox bounty trial.  I guess that we should take on board trials like this because this 
trial is working, and we have a problem in Western Australia.  Each night when I am driving home, I see three or 
four foxes.  In fact, foxes are running around in the city.  The other night my son-in-law said that he saw a fox 
near the Methodist Ladies’ College.  I do not know where that fox would have come from or been going.  That 
red fox was in the middle of the city, which is incredible.  It is recorded in Hansard - I cannot quote the page 
number because I cannot remember it - that I saw a fox when I was going to the airport on a Saturday morning.  
It zapped across the road at the corner of Leach Highway and Manning Road.  I spoke to my father-in-law that 
night, and he told me that that fox had been run over.  It had obviously tried to get back to wherever it came 
from.   

Western Australia has a fox problem.  Victoria is leading the way.  In fact, it looks like South Australia will take 
on board a fox bounty scheme.  I could give the minister the contacts in Victoria; I spoke with the Victorian 
minister this morning.  I have another document headed “Calls for SA south-east fox bounty”, which states -  

There are calls for a bounty scheme to be introduced in South Australia to help combat growing fox 
numbers in the lower south-east. 

The Grant Council is planning to lobby the State Government on the issue. 

Councillor Tom Megaw, a sheep farmer from Allendale East, says fox baiting has not been sufficiently 
successful. 

He says the State Government should adopt a program similar to that in Victoria, where fox shooters 
are paid up to $10 for every fox tail produced. 

“I know that a number of them are being shot and poisoned, but there’s still a lot of foxes there and 
there’s a bit of incentive for people to get out there and do something about it,” he said. 

“I’ve been on a few hunts this year where we’ve shot in the vicinity of 30 foxes and then we just threw 
them in a hole. 

“We need to be looking a bit further than that because foxes travel and no doubt the Victorian fox 
comes over here and the South Australian fox goes over the border into Victoria too.” 

I urge the minister to contact the Victorian Government to see how successful the trial is.  The figures that I 
have, which were recorded by the Victorian Government, are the old figures.  They show that 25 000 fox tails 
were handed in during the first month of the hunt.  I believe that at the end of August, in the vicinity of 48 000 
foxes had been shot and their tails removed.  Under the program, $500 000 was budgeted for the first three 
months as a trial period.  It looks as though the figures during those three months will exceed the 
recommendations by a whopping 30-odd per cent.  In Western Australia, particularly now that there is a drought, 
foxes are running wild looking for game.  We all know that some of their favourite prey are mallee fowl and 
chooks.  When the lambing season is over, foxes move into the towns in the agricultural region.  It is of concern 
that foxes are drifting into the main cities and are rummaging around rubbish tips and other areas. 

Finally, I ask the minister to take my comments on board.  I did receive a good reply from the minister last time 
saying that he had done an evaluation, but now that the figures are coming out of Victoria and the proof of the 
pudding is in the eating, this is something the minister should take on board. 

Thirtyniners’ Association of Australia - Adjournment Debate 
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HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan) [10.20 pm]:  I notice the hour and I am aware that at Point 
Nepean at the bottom of Port Phillip Bay in Victoria it is just after midnight on 11 September.  This is an 
infamous date etched in the minds of people in our community and will continue to be so for many years to 
come.  I wish to address my remarks to another incident that occurred 63 years and eight days ago when, at Point 
Nepean shortly after midnight on 3 September 1939, an Australian artillery piece fired the first commonwealth 
shot of what was to be the Second World War.  By extraordinary coincidence, in that exact location in 1914 
another artillery piece had fired the first shot by any combatant in the Great War.  On 3 September 1939, 
Australians had been told by their Prime Minister that they were in a state of war.  At that time many Australians 
rushed to join up, prompted by a number of motivating stimuli, not the least of which was a desire to serve their 
country in the interests of freedom and the desire to help another country - Poland - which was at that time being 
overrun by overwhelming invading forces.  That was over 63 years ago, but an association was formed by many 
of those then young men and women called the Thirtyniners’ Association of Australia.  On Sunday, 1 
September, I had the honour of representing the Leader of the Opposition and the state parliamentary Liberal 
Party at its annual wreath-laying service at Kings Park.   
Members may recall that Sunday, 1 September was Father’s Day and the weather was most inclement.  It was 
blowing a gale; it was very cold and wet.  The crowd was comparatively small, although I was pleased to see a 
number of associates and family members, including those from younger generations, joining the members of the 
Thirtyniners’ Association.  The Prime Minister and the federal Government were represented by Senator Ian 
Campbell, and the State Government was represented by the parliamentary secretary to the Premier.  At the 
conclusion of the wreath-laying ceremony we were addressed by the president of the Thirtyniners’ Association, 
Mr J.P. Hall, AM, BEM, JP, who told us that this would be the last occasion on which the Thirtyniners’ 
Association of Australia would conduct an annual wreath-laying service, even though it would continue from 64 
years onwards to lay wreaths privately.  This would be the last time it would perform this ceremony in an 
organised way, and the reasons were purely practical, 63 years down the track. 
The numbers in the association are now very small and the members are wearied by age and condemned by their 
years.  I was glad to be present at the ceremony, because like others who were present from generations younger 
than the original Thirtyniners, I believe it is important that we mark such occasions, although the fact that this 
was to be the last official wreath-laying ceremony by this association added special poignancy to the occasion.  I 
wanted to share that news with members, because not only is it important that people be present on such 
occasions to remember those who have served over the years, but also it is important to acknowledge the 
extraordinary dedication that these men and women have shown over the past 63 years to keep that flame alive.  
We will especially remember it tomorrow our time when the attention of the world is again attracted to the 
commemoration of the first anniversary of another great tragedy in the never-ending history of human conflict.  I 
am sure we join the Thirtyniners’ Association in our wish that the escalation of violence in no way equals that 
which occurred in 1939 when western civilisation effectively collapsed for the second time in the first half of the 
twentieth century.  With those remarks, I salute the Thirtyniners.  I wish them well in their twilight years, and 
say to them “thank you”. 

B Squadron, No 3, 4th Cavalry Unit - Adjournment Debate 
HON JON FORD (Mining and Pastoral) [10. 26 pm]:  I briefly touch on an issue that concerns a current debate 
in this country regarding our possible participation in a possible conflict with Iraq.  In doing so, I will talk about 
a group of young soldiers - I am wearing some of their symbols - in B Squadron, No 3, 4th Cavalry Unit.  This is 
a quite famous unit and it is currently serving in East Timor.  My eldest nephew, Corporal Jason Sturgess, serves 
in that unit.  I recently had the privilege of meeting nearly all the soldiers, non-commissioned officers and 
officers of that unit and what struck me was its youth.  I joined the Air Force at the age of 17.  Of course, when a 
person is 17, he does not think he is 17; he thinks he is 45 years old, 10 foot tall and bulletproof, which is 
probably not a good analogy, but that is exactly how he feels.  The other thing I noticed was the resolute nature 
with which these young soldiers faced their task; they were about to depart on their second tour of duty to East 
Timor.  These young soldiers had absolute faith in their command, absolute faith in their Government and 
believed that what they were doing in East Timor was the right thing.  That places a great responsibility on us 
and our commonwealth colleagues.  During the evening, we also referred to stories from East Timor and a lot of 
the things that I had experienced, such as bits of equipment that did not work, things that were not quite right and 
also organisational issues - all the typical things that happened during a normal deployment and are not 
complained about at the time; they just got on with the job.  That is what Australian soldiers have always done, 
and I imagine will continue to do.   
That brings home to me the responsibility we have for the decision that will be made and the debate we are 
currently having.  I want members to consider two questions for which we must have answers.  Firstly, are we 
absolutely sure that our reasons for sending our soldiers to war are validated with no doubt at all; that is, can it be 
proved that the Iraqi regime represents a real threat to Australia and its allies?  Secondly, if we are to send our 
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young people to war, can we ensure that they are properly equipped and, as in any job, we have done everything 
possible to minimise the risk?   
Recently, an inquest was held into the death of a young soldier in Townsville.  It became apparent that this 
young soldier died because of an accident in an armoured personnel carrier that was nearly 30 years old; in fact, 
it was the oldest in Australian service.  This vehicle had a fault, which they had known about for that period, but 
which, for various reasons, had not been dealt with: when driving down the road at over 50 kilometres an hour it 
would veer to the left.  In her statement to the inquest, this young soldier’s mother said that she did not blame the 
unit or the driver of the vehicle for the death of her son.  However, because of what came out of the inquest, she 
did blame Governments of all persuasion for putting mothers’ children into equipment that in her view were 
antique.   

I urge all members to communicate with our federal colleagues to ensure that the two questions I posed are 
answered absolutely, and that they are happy in their own minds that those questions have been answered, before 
we make that terrible decision.   

Fox Control - Adjournment Debate 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.32 pm]:  I will respond briefly to the comments 
made by Hon Frank Hough on fox control.  I will make his comments known to the Department of Agriculture 
and, through the department, to the Agriculture Protection Board.  The figures that he brought forward were 
quite remarkable and somewhat challenge the contention that we offered Hon Frank Hough that bounty was not 
a terribly effective way of achieving fox control.  I will be interested in learning more about the program that he 
referred to in Victoria.   

I note in passing the importance of pressing on with fox control.  Sometimes the benefits of biodiversity arrive in 
the most unusual and unexpected ways.  On the occasion Cabinet was in Narrogin recently, I took a trip out to 
the dryandra woodland to inspect what had been a remarkable discovery and some quite remarkable detection 
work by officers of the Forest Products Commission’s arid region branch.  They had found, as a result of the 
Department of Conservation and Land Management’s quite magnificent fox control program based on poisoning 
and the subsequent regeneration of woylie numbers - that beautiful little animal that lives in the dryandra forest 
area - a causal link between a woylie’s natural operations and the establishment of sandalwood.  It is the woylie 
that plants the sandalwood.  It was not until the woylie numbers had risen as a result of fox control that they 
made this remarkable discovery.  We have a lot more to learn, but it does underline the sound reasons that Hon 
Frank Hough has indicated for us to continue to explore every possibility in fox control.   

Operation Minotaur - Adjournment Debate 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I have a sombre duty to perform.  I have just received a fax from the commonwealth 
Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries regarding a suspected foot-and-mouth disease find in 
Queensland.  It reads - 

Confirmation has just been received from AAHL - 

The Australian Animal Health Laboratories - 

that virus isolation has confirmed FMD Type 0 Pan Asian strain from the samples submitted from 
Beaudesert - 

That is in Queensland - 

collected on 7 September which were also returned ELISA serepositives on September 8.   

The Department will convene its emergency response process immediately and advise industry.   

Further advice will be submitted after the National Management Group meeting scheduled for 2.00 pm 
Perth time today (9 September).   

Fortunately, this is an exercise only.  This is part of Operation Minotaur, which began yesterday. 

Hon Paddy Embry:  Your sense of humour leaves a lot to be desired! 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I knew it would get members’ attention.   

The whole idea behind Operation Minotaur is to shock.  

Hon Simon O’Brien:  It has worked in this neck of the woods.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I know that honourable members were shocked to hear the fax.  

Operation Minotaur is an exercise designed to test our preparedness and response capacity if there were to be an 
outbreak.  It has been kept by and large secret, although people were aware generally that there would be a 
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program of this kind.  The advice that I have on hand indicates presumed finds at Beaudesert in south eastern 
Queensland and also at a point in north eastern New South Wales.  The finds were more or less at the same time, 
and the submission I will be taking to Cabinet - I can disclose this because it is only an exercise - indicates an 
immediate up-front cost for Western Australia alone of $5.8 million.  The losses overall could well run into 
billions.  This is the process of the exercise.  I am glad that members were kind enough to give me the 
opportunity of sharing it with them.   

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 10.37 pm 

__________ 
 


