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WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ECONOMY, IMPACT OF FEDERAL ELECTION 
Motion 

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan) [2.00 pm]:  I move - 

That this House expresses its serious concern for the future of the Western Australian economy should 
the Labor Party, with Greens party support, succeed in winning the federal election on 9 October 2004.   

I have moved the motion for a number of reasons.  I ask members to reflect a little on the phrase “the lucky 
country”, because Australia has been called the lucky country by many people on many occasions.  The phrase 
was coined by Donald Horne in 1964 when he published a book of the same title.  In 1964 that phrase was used 
in an ironic way to highlight some of the flaws in Australia’s character that he saw at that time.  Since then, the 
phrase has been used on numerous occasions by numerous people, and it is now generally used to reflect on and 
describe the good things that are found in Australia, which most people have learnt about and come to 
appreciate.  When I say learnt, many people from overseas have come here because of the great resources, the 
great opportunities and the political and economic stability that this country enjoys.  When we talk about the 
lucky country today, we are really reflecting on the massive economic potential that we have, the massive natural 
resources with which we are blessed, the political stability that we enjoy and, of course, our magnificent weather 
coupled with all those other opportunities this great country has been able to provide, and will be able to provide 
for our community into the future.   

With the federal Government election due to be held on 9 October - only three weeks away now - it is a 
convenient time to compare and reflect on the past records of the various political parties in an attempt to 
ascertain whether we will remain the lucky country that I have talked about, given the various public and 
published comments that have appeared in the names of the respective political parties over recent times.  We 
have to ask ourselves whether past records and commitments offer any indicator as to future commitments.  We 
have to ask ourselves whether past records augur well for the future of our community.  We also have to ask 
ourselves whether past records can be used to foreshadow some instability in our economic position both 
domestically and internationally in the future.  These are important matters because they affect all Australians.  It 
is proper that we should use this occasion to reflect on some of the propositions that are being put forward at the 
moment.   

When most people talk about political and economic stability, they want the opportunity to have a fair system of 
taxation, credible health and education systems, and a safe and secure environment in which to bring up their 
family, with adequate homeland security having regard to recent international events.  They want to be able to 
put their finger on proven leadership.  That proven leadership is generally demonstrated by a past record.  I want 
to look at the records of the three current leaders - the Prime Minister, Mr Howard; the Leader of the Opposition, 
Mr Latham; and the leader of the Australian Greens, Dr Bob Brown - and compare their records and perhaps 
project what might happen in the future, because this next federal election will determine the future direction that 
Australia takes.  In the end, the community in Australia will put up its hand for proven strength of leadership in 
the long term.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Does that mean they have no policies.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  No, it does not mean that.  I am glad the Minister for Local Government and Regional 
Development has raised that issue because when she says that, she is thinking of her own federal Labor leader, 
Mark Latham.  In the last three weeks in particular, since the election was called, he has shown that Labor does 
not have policies.  I talked about a past record, which our new minister - I publicly congratulate the minister on 
her appointment to that position - would be very aware of.  No doubt she would be quite worried about the future 
of Western Australia if the Labor Party were to win, especially if it had to rely on Greens’ preferences to make 
up the numbers in the House of Representatives or indeed the Senate.  Later I will put the question to the 
Minister for Local Government and Regional Development to determine from her whether the Labor Party 
supports the various policies of the Greens, in particular its taxation policies and general economic management 
policies.  It is important that we know that.  There is no doubt that the Labor Party has done a deal with the 
Greens - or have the Greens done a deal with the Labor Party?  They are going to swap preferences, and should 
the Labor Party not quite get the numbers in the House of Representatives, it then must rely on Greens’ 
preferences; then we will be in a lot of trouble.   

Hon Christine Sharp:  You have to rely on the coalition.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  We do indeed.  We rely on a coalition between the Liberal Party and the National Party.  
The good thing about the coalition is that it has a proven record in Australia of what it has done and what it has 
achieved.  I have unlimited time to talk, and I will use most of my time to go through the record of the current 
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federal Government to demonstrate to members and the people of Australia that the coalition is a reliable 
Government that will look after the interests of the community of Australia into the future.  That cannot be said 
of Mr Latham and Dr Bob Brown.  They do not even agree on the same policies.  In a moment, I want the 
Minister for Local Government and Regional Development to tell me which Greens’ policies Labor agrees with 
and which it does not agree with.  Hon Christine Sharp raised the issue of the coalition.  The good thing about 
the coalition is that it has joint policies, and those joint policies bind the Liberal Party and the National Party in 
Government, and have done so since the Howard-Anderson coalition Government was elected many years ago.   

Hon Christine Sharp:  At what cost to the National Party?   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I will demonstrate to Hon Christine Sharp that the coalition between the Labor Party and 
the Greens will cost the Labor Party dearly into the future.  It will be to the benefit of the Greens because the 
bottom line is if the Australian Greens is the party that is able to deliver government to the Labor Party, the 
Australian Greens will screw the Labor Party to make sure that its green policies are adopted by the Labor Party.  
I will show that that is not in the long-term interests of Australia.  We will once again see spiralling interest rates, 
significant unemployment and total confusion in resource development in Western Australia.  Because Western 
Australia is the resource capital of our nation and contributes so much to the economic benefit of Australia and 
because those massive export dollars contribute significantly to Australia’s balance of payments and maintain 
the Australian dollar internationally, any instability in that area of the economy will have a very significant 
impact on not only the nation, but also the very people who make up the nation, particularly those people with 
mortgages.  We will see that a small increase in interest rates will have a massive impact on the personal 
capacity of some people to pay. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected.  

Hon GEORGE CASH:  The Minister for Local Government and Regional Development can interject as much as 
she likes, because she knows it as well as I do - assuming she has read the Greens’ policies.  Has the minister 
read the Greens’ policies?  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Have you read the Greens’ policies?  

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I have a copy of them with me.  The minister should not ask me because I am here to 
talk about them.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Have you read all the Greens’ policies?  

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Yes, I have read them, but has the minister read them?  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  No, I have not read all the Greens’ policies.  

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Then how will the minister be in a position in a moment to answer the questions I put to 
her?  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Why don’t you address what is before the House in the motion?  Why don’t you stop 
being so scared of change?  Why don’t you get over it?  

Hon GEORGE CASH:  What an absolute disgrace!  The Minister for Local Government and Regional 
Development, not even 24 hours into the job, now admits that her coalition partners, the Greens, have policies 
that she has not read, yet she is prepared to defend them.  That is a very strange circumstance, if I might say.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Have you read all the policies?  

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I have the Internet here, and I will send the material to the member by e-mail.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected.  

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I say to the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development that when I am 
on my feet there is a very good chance that I will be able to shout her down.  As loud and as crass as she is, there 
is a good chance that I will win.  When the minister is on her feet, there is no doubt that she will be able to shout 
everyone else down.  She should sit back and enjoy the ride, because that is what she will be taken for when she 
joins with the Greens.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Why are you so scared?  

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I am not scared at all.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  If you are not so scared you would not have brought this motion before the House.  You 
are running scared, and I say bring it on.  
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Hon GEORGE CASH:  I have brought the motion before the House because there is to be a federal election in 
three weeks time and I want to use this opportunity to highlight some of the policies that the Minister for Local 
Government and Regional Development and the Australian Labor Party will be supporting in their partnership 
with the Greens, their coalition partner.  At this early stage of my comments I am very disappointed that the 
Minister for Local Government and Regional Development admits she has never read the Greens’ policies.  That 
does not say much for the response that I expect she will make in due course.  Is the Minister for Local 
Government and Regional Development aware of the agreement between the Labor Party and the Greens on the 
swapping of preferences?  Obviously she is not. 
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  I will save my response.  
Hon GEORGE CASH:  She will save her response because she must run out and ask someone what it is all 
about.  The fact is that her party has committed itself to accepting the preferences of the Greens.  It has put itself 
in a position that if it does not get the numbers in the House of Representatives, it will have to use the Greens’ 
preferences or Greens’ members in the lower House, if there are any, to make up the numbers.  It will then be 
bound by some of the loopy policies of the Greens’ party.  When I say “loopy”, members immediately think I am 
talking about Mr Latham, because he is referred to as “Loopy Latham”, but I am, in fact, referring to the loopy 
policies of the Greens.  I should qualify that by saying that not all the policies of the Greens are loopy, but their 
policies on taxation and economic management are very questionable.  I say that because of the future impact 
they are likely to have on the Australian community.  In the end, this federal election will come down to strong, 
proven leadership. 

Hon Nick Griffiths:  That is why we will win! 
Hon GEORGE CASH:  The Minister for Housing and Works said that is why the Labor Party has “Loopy”.  I do 
not think that is a very respectful way to address his leader, Mr Latham.  Mr Howard happens to have been a 
member of the Parliament for more than 30 years.  For eight and a half of those 30 years, he has been Prime 
Minister of our country during a period of unprecedented economic growth.  
Hon Nick Griffiths:  That is thanks to good government in Western Australia.  
Hon GEORGE CASH:  The Minister for Housing and Works says that one of the reasons Mr Howard has done 
so well is because of good government in Western Australia.  However, something the Minister for Housing and 
Works has not worked out is that for most of the time during which Mr Howard has been the Prime Minister, 
there has been a coalition State Government in Western Australia, rather than a Labor Government.  If he is 
talking about the good government of this State, I assume he is talking about the Liberal-National coalition 
Government.  

Hon Nick Griffiths:  You assume wrong then, because I’m talking about the present Government.  

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I will move on, because quite clearly the Minister for Housing and Works does not want 
to make a speech.  All he wants to do is interject when he thinks there is an opportunity, not recognising that his 
interjections will be turned on him and he will be embarrassed.  He should be embarrassed first of all for calling 
the federal Leader of the Opposition loopy, because that is not the way he should speak about his own Federal 
leader, but I accept that is how he is referred to by a considerable number of people.  

I talked about Mr Howard having had more than 30 years public experience, with eight and a half years 
experience as Prime Minister.  His deputy is Peter Costello, the Treasurer, who has superbly carried economic 
responsibility during the period of the Howard Government, so much so that the Prime Minister himself, who is 
a former Treasurer, said only the other day that he believes that Peter Costello was the best Treasurer that this 
country has ever had.  That is not a bad sort of compliment from a Prime Minister and former Treasurer.  It says 
something about Mr Costello. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  In a moment I will talk about interest rates, and I will be interested to see whether the 
Minister for Local Government and Regional Development or the Minister for Housing and Works interject 
then.  I will be very interested in how they explain interest rates imposed on Australia between 1983 and 1996.  
They were some of the highest interest rates we have ever seen.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Look to the future.  You are running scared.  

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I am looking to the future.  That is the very reason I am asking members to support this 
motion.  It is the future under Mark Latham along with his partner Dr Bob Brown that concerns me.  I am 
worried about the future of Australia.  In particular, as a state member, I am worried about the future of Western 
Australia.  As the Minister for Housing and Works would argue, we have never had it so good in Western 
Australia.  Whether or not that is the result of the Court coalition Government or the Gallop Labor Government 
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does not matter.  The people of Western Australia have had it pretty good in the past eight and a half to 10 years.  
I do not want the crazy situation to occur whereby the Labor Party wins Government in Canberra with the 
support of the Greens and disturbs the State’s economic potential and the huge social advances that have 
occurred in the past 10 years as well as the huge social advancements that will occur during the next 10 years.   

Initially I talked about Mr Howard’s record in Parliament, which exceeds 30 years.  For the past eight-and-a-half 
years he has been the Prime Minister.  I will now turn to Mr Latham’s record.  He has been in the federal 
Parliament for about 10 years and he has been the Leader of the Opposition for about eight months.  It is fair to 
say that he has no experience of ministerial responsibility or of having to make hard decisions.  He has never had 
to make hard decisions.  He has been able to sit on the back bench and sling arrows.  He has never had to face 
the music over having made hard decisions.   

Prior to becoming the member for Werriwa - Mr Whitlam’s former federal seat - Mr Latham was the Mayor of 
Liverpool City Council.  When looking at Mr Latham’s past record, we cannot look at his past parliamentary 
record because it does not exist; it is a blank page and he has been the Leader of the Opposition for only a very 
short time.  However, we know that during his time as the Mayor of Liverpool City Council the rates and 
charges imposed on the ratepayers of that municipality increased dramatically.  Is it not funny that as soon as I 
made that statement as an undeniable fact, the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development 
immediately looked down and started writing on a piece of paper and the Minister for Housing and Works 
pretended that he was reading ministerial notes?  They know as well as every other person in Western Australia 
who has read or heard about Mr Latham’s time as Mayor of Liverpool City Council that he did that city a 
disservice.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  He did a good job, and you know it.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  He went from strength to strength and he is now leading the polls.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  The Minister for Local Government and Regional Development said he did a good job.  
If what the minister means by “he did a good job” is extrapolated to what he will do to Australia - 

Hon Nick Griffiths interjected. 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Obviously the minister has not been reading about what has been going on.  Mr Latham 
left that city in a perilous financial state.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  Rubbish.  I am surprised you would say such a thing. 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  The members of the council have said that.  They were left to pick up the pieces after 
Mark Latham left the council. 

Hon Nick Griffiths:  I am surprised that you would say that.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  The Minister for Housing and Works can be as surprised as he likes.  The one reason he 
would be surprised is that he has not taken the time to research the situation.  He has not had the guts to look at 
the damage caused by Mr Latham when he was the Mayor of Liverpool City Council.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  What nonsense.  The guy is a great bloke.  People love him.  He is doing well in the 
polls and he is going to win.  You are worried.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Perhaps the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development, who gives these 
great plaudits to the leader of the federal Opposition, would like to tell me a bit about his international 
experience.  Let me pause while the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development tells members a 
little about Mr Latham’s international experience.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  When it is my turn to speak, I will tell you what I want to.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Why does the minister not tell us about his international experience?   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Because you will obviously cover the subject as you are so clever and know everything 
about everyone.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  The minister does not want to know that Mr Latham, the federal Leader of the 
Opposition, referred to the United States President in obscene terms.  Does the Minister for Local Government 
and Regional Development remember that?   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  I do not know what this has to do with the motion.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Mr Latham has no international experience; none whatsoever.   

Hon Dee Margetts:  What was the last illegal war he supported?   
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Hon GEORGE CASH:  I have no idea.  I have no idea how many illegal wars he has supported.   

Hon Dee Margetts:  Mr Howard has, which does not demonstrate particularly good experience. 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  In regard to the President of the United States, Mr Latham’s international experience 
was to call the President by obscene names.  When he became the Leader of the Opposition, he had to back 
down from that statement at 100 miles an hour for fear of destroying or damaging the Australia-United States 
relationship.   

Mr Latham’s other international experience is to say that he will pull Australian troops out of Iraq by Christmas.  
The election is to be held on 9 October but the Leader of the Opposition is telling us that he will pull Australian 
troops out of Iraq by Christmas.  What does that say about the protection of Australian people who will be left in 
Iraq after Christmas?  Why does Mr Latham want to cut and run?  Was it just another stupid off-the-cuff 
comment that he made without understanding the international ramifications of such a move?  I do not need to 
go into great depth about what is happening in Iraq today because the motion is framed in such a way.   

Hon Dee Margetts:  You would not want to.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I would not want to because some of Saddam Hussein’s supporters - the Iraqi people - 
are executing people from other countries on a regular basis; that is, they are cutting off people’s heads.  I am 
concerned that if Mr Latham pulls out our troops, it will be a signal for those people to continue that activity or 
to step up their actions.  That is no way for us to carry on as responsible international citizens.   

Hon Dee Margetts:  Responsible international citizens who supported an illegal war.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I am not here to argue whether the war was legal or illegal because that would not be 
within the scope of the motion.  Whether the war was legal or illegal means nothing to those who are being 
executed because their lives are being finished by the supporters of Saddam Hussein.  It seems to me that they 
will be encouraged if Mr Latham carries through with his threat to pull out the Australian troops by Christmas.   

The other federal leader is Dr Bob Brown, the leader of the Australian Greens.  He is not very well known by the 
people of Western Australia.  It is fair to say that he is better known in the eastern States.  Regrettably, he is not 
particularly conversant with the resource projects that operate in Western Australia.  He does not visit Western 
Australia on a regular basis to discuss matters with the various resource companies.  I am concerned that if Dr 
Bob Brown imposes his policies on the federal Labor Party as a potential Government, the State of Western 
Australia will suffer significantly.  Mr Deputy President (Hon Jon Ford), without drawing you into the debate - 
because it is wrong to draw the Chair into the debate - you represent an area in Western Australia that is resource 
rich.  We are blessed with these magnificent resources.  The resources have become the economic generator of 
the Western Australian economy.   

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  And Australian.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  As Hon Bruce Donaldson said, the resources make a major contribution to the 
Australian economy and also have a significant impact on the international economy.  I am concerned that green 
party policies will impact dramatically on what can be done with resources in Western Australia.  The bottom 
line is that if the resource projects are stopped, the export dollars will be curtailed.  That would pose significant 
employment problems for those who work in the mining industry in Western Australia.  That would have a 
multiplier effect on not only the mining industry but also Perth and the metropolitan area, where much of the 
initial fabrication for the jobs in the mining areas of the north west is carried out.  Of course, there is a significant 
flow-on effect to the other capitals of Australia, where mining companies maintain their offices.  I am concerned 
that the policies of the Australian Greens will impact on our State.  There is no doubt that the Greens are 
regarded by many people as the tree-hugging party.  The Greens are very happy to be portrayed in that light.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  It got them five seats in here.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Exactly. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  There must be other tree-hugging people out there.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich has missed the point.  She has again jumped in a bit too soon.  
She did not listen.  She did not wait until I had finished speaking before she gave me the answer to the question 
that had not been asked.  She should listen occasionally.  I have been here just a little longer than Hon Ljiljanna 
Ravlich and am just a little greyer than she is.  I have just a little less hair than she does, so I will tell her this: she 
is now a minister and is not sitting on this side of the House.  Does the member remember when she sat on this 
side of the House when I was President, and she continually interjected?   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  No, I don’t remember that.   
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Hon GEORGE CASH:  I am sure she does not!  As parliamentary secretary, she continually interjected.  As a 
minister, it is not smart to interject too much.  One person that I recommend as someone whom she might try to 
follow is the minister who is sitting next to her, Hon Nick Griffiths.  He knows the parliamentary system well.  
He knows when to speak.  More importantly, he knows when not to speak.  We rarely hear Hon Nick Griffiths 
interject, because he considers the position of minister to be a responsible position in government and one that 
should be treated accordingly.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  I have decided not to interject now!   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  The Greens are happy to be regarded as a tree-hugging party.  We all love trees and the 
environment.  The good thing about the environment debate in Australia over the past 15 years is that all major 
parties have shifted significantly towards protecting the environment.  That is one of the good things to have 
come out of the green movement generally.  The reason the Greens would like to be known just as the tree-
hugging party is that they do not want people to read their economic policies or to understand what their taxation 
policies are all about.  Mr Howard’s leadership is clear and unequivocal.  Mr Latham is inexperienced.  His past 
record, particularly as Mayor of Liverpool, demonstrates that he does not have much understanding of financial 
management.  We hear Bob Brown talking on the television all the time about the importance of the 
environment.  That is something with which we all agree, but perhaps not to the same extreme degree as others.  
However, we never hear Bob Brown, the leader of the Australian Greens, talking about the economic policies of 
the Greens, because that is something he does not want to come out.   

In 1996 the federal Labor Party lost office in Australia.  It left a significant debt.  Does the Minister for Local 
Government know how much that debt was?  She feigns stupidity, and does it well.  The debt was $96 billion.  It 
has taken the Howard coalition Government eight and a half years to pay back $73 billion of that $96 billion 
debt.  It is happening slowly.  At one stage when Labor was in office, the interest rate on housing loans was 
17 per cent, the interest rate for small business loans was 20.5 per cent and farming loans attracted interest rates 
of between 21 and 22 per cent.  That was generally across the board.   

Hon Dee Margetts:  What was the inflation rate that it inherited?   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I will get to inflation in a moment.  The member should let me deal with interest rates 
for the time being.  When I say that I will come back to something, I will actually come back to it, unlike Hon 
Dee Margetts.  I have noticed that at times when Hon Dee Margetts speaks she says that she will speak in a 
moment about a certain point.  For some reason, the time always beats her and she never gets to address some of 
the issues that she has put aside. 

Hon Dee Margetts:  Because of unruly interjections.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I do not think unruly interjections are the reason.  The unruly interjections in this place 
generally come from the Minister for Local Government and are generally directed at the Opposition.  I have not 
heard the Minister for Local Government or many other Labor Party members interject in an unruly way on the 
Greens.  I think they see them as coalition partners and as mates in the business.  They work closely together.   

Hon Norman Moore:  It was just a small hiccup this morning.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  The small hiccup this morning was that the Labor Party has initiated a significant 
development at Port Coogee.  The Greens made their points, and made them well.  The Government - the 
Greens’ coalition partner - obviously did not listen.   

Hon John Fischer:  I thought the Greens were divided on that.  There was only one member here.  The others 
didn’t come along to provide support.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I am sure that the other members of the Greens were away on parliamentary business.  I 
accept that.  That is the way it is in this place.  If someone is not in the House, it is assumed and presumed that 
that person is outside on parliamentary business.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  There has been a tremendous amount of parliamentary business going on.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I will not comment on that.  I will get back to what I was saying, because I know that 
other members would like to speak.  During the term of the federal Labor Government, interest rates were at 
17 per cent for housing, 20.5 per cent for small business and 21 or 22 per cent for the farming community.  We 
need to look at the impact of interest rates when they rose to those levels.  There were mortgage foreclosures 
right across Australia.  People were forced out of their homes and families broken up because people could not 
pay the interest required on their loans.  Interest rates had increased as a result of Labor’s mismanagement of the 
Australian economy.  Businesses were bankrupted right across Australia.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  It was the recession we had to have. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Thursday, 23 September 2004] 

 p6403b-6422a 
Hon George Cash; Deputy President; Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich; Hon John Fischer; Hon Dee Margetts; Hon Robyn 

McSweeney; Hon Jim Scott; Hon Ed Dermer 

 [7] 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Tens of thousands of jobs were lost as a result of the massive impact of the high interest 
rates.  In rural Australia, and particularly rural Western Australia, industries were upturned by these massive 
interest rates.  How could anyone run a business and pay 21 or 22 per cent interest?  It does not make sense.  
Labor never apologised for the damage it did.  In fact, as Hon Paddy Embry has said, it was Prime Minister 
Keating or Treasurer Keating at the time - 

Hon Paddy Embry:  It was the same man, anyway.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Quite right; it was the same man.  He said that it was the recession that Australia had to 
have.  He was the same Treasurer who said that Australia’s economy would be like that of a banana republic at 
some stage.   

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  He made it that way.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  He did his best to turn it into a banana republic.  What I am trying to say to the House is 
that a Latham-led Labor Government, in coalition with the Greens, would be a recipe for disaster for Australia.  
It would not create opportunity; it would create misery.  It would not offer hope.  It would not offer a vision to 
the people of Australia.  It would wreak destruction and, regrettably, far worse.  I say “far worse” because I was 
just thinking about Hon Bruce Donaldson’s interjection a little earlier about some interest rates being more than 
21 or 22 per cent for the farming industry.  That reminded me of what happened in rural Western Australia.  Our 
suicide rate increased dramatically.  That is one of the social costs that is paid when the economy is unstable and 
running out of control.  That is a terrible tragedy for not just those who end up taking their own lives but also 
those whom they leave behind.   

I will talk a little about the Greens because I know the Minister for Local Government and Regional 
Development has been waiting in anticipation for me to ask the questions that I promised earlier I would ask.  
Does the minister know what is the rate of tax on personal income in Australia at the moment?  There is no 
answer.  She has not scored well at the moment. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  I did not realise we were conducting an IQ test. 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  She should ask the Minister for Housing and Works next to her whether he knows. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  There is not one rate of income tax in this country; it is progressive! 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  There is a rate of tax.  What is the highest rate a person in Australia can pay?  The 
Minister for Local Government and Regional Development has, all of a sudden, twigged that the Greens are 
going to push up personal tax rates to something in the vicinity of 49 per cent.  I want to know whether the 
Minister for Local Government and Regional Development supports that.  I ask the minister: what is the position 
on capital gains tax in Australia today?  What happens if a person has held a property for more than 12 months? 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  You should not ask a question if you do not know the answer! 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I have the answer in front of me. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Jon Ford):  Order, members!  There is some time to go in this debate.  I feel 
that I must explain the rules of the House.  The rules are that a member gets the call and he speaks.  All other 
members sit quietly and listen.  Apart from the decorum of the House and respect for the people who elect us, 
Hansard needs to hear what is being said.  This is a contentious motion and other members will get the 
opportunity to speak.  Let us not turn this debate into a bunfight. 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Let me speak to the House, but not specifically to the Minister for Local Government 
and Regional Development because I fear she does not want to listen any more.  I think what I have said has hurt 
her; I do not think she realises some of the things the Greens propose to do.  The Greens policy on capital gains 
tax is to abolish the 50 per cent discount that is given on capital gains.  I asked the Minister for Local 
Government and Regional Development whether she supported that.  It seems from her answer that she is not 
sure.  Perhaps this is something new to her.  She admitted she had not read the policy.   
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  From this point on I am not interjecting.  I want that recorded in Hansard.  I will not 
respond to questions from the member. 
Hon GEORGE CASH:  I do not doubt it!  I know why the Minister for Local Government and Regional 
Development will not interject any more - because she has scored zero out of 10 so far in her answers!   
The Greens also propose an inheritance tax for estates that are worth more than $2 million.  Does the Labor Party 
support that?  It will be a coalition partner’s policy - an inheritance tax. 
Hon Nick Griffiths:  The National Party? 
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Hon GEORGE CASH:  No - the minister’s coalition partner, the Greens.  They are the people the Labor Party is 
swapping preferences with.   
Hon Nick Griffiths:  We do not have coalition partners.   
Hon GEORGE CASH:  The Minister for Housing and Works should not be cute because the people of Australia 
are just starting to wake up to what the Greens’ economic policies are all about.  Members should remember that 
I said that they love to be known as tree huggers.  We all respect people who have regard for the environment 
but, in the end, their economic policies are the things that will let them down.  The Greens also want to 
dramatically increase the Medicare levy.  They want to restore company tax rates to the level that they were at 
before 2001-02.  They want to make special arrangements so that there is no advantage from dividend 
imputations on shares. 

I now turn to negative gearing.  Lots of people are involved with that.  In fact, I know members of the Greens 
who have properties that are negatively geared.  I even know Greens members of Parliament who have 
properties that are negatively geared.  The Greens want to reduce deductions for negative gearing progressively 
at a rate sufficient to allow a transition to government-supported low-income rental and public housing policies 
for new investments in property.  The Greens propose to quarantine certain deductions.  Those are just some of 
the things that the Greens want to do, according to their taxation policy.  Another interesting thing is that they 
want to limit the corporate tax deductibility of any executive payout to 10 times current average annual earnings.  
Some of the things contained in their taxation and general economic policies read in a warm and cuddly way.  
Some people might think that it sounds interesting that the corporate giants can be limited in payouts to 10 times 
current annual average earnings.  Some people might think that that will teach them a lesson for earning more. 

Hon Nick Griffiths:  They have just lost my vote! 
Hon GEORGE CASH:  Indeed.  As the Minister for Housing and Works just said, they have lost his vote.  He is 
not particularly impressed.  When a person works through the proposition and asks how it will be carried out, he 
finds that it starts to interfere with various company policies and people’s right to choose.  There is also an 
argument that highly qualified people who have been very successful in business and commercial life generally 
will not participate because they do not want all the corporate regulations that go with being a high-flyer in 
business and the world of commerce if they will receive a payout as proposed by the Greens. 
Hon Christine Sharp:  I am sure James Hardie would agree. 
Hon GEORGE CASH:  James Hardie himself or the company? 
Hon Christine Sharp:  The company. 
Hon GEORGE CASH:  The member has to tell me what she means by “the company”.   

Hon Christine Sharp:  Cute! 
Hon GEORGE CASH:  No.  Is the member referring to the directors? 

Hon Christine Sharp:  Yes. 
Hon GEORGE CASH:  Okay.  I now understand what the member is talking about.  I would have thought that 
10 times annual average earnings for any director of James Hardie, if he is shown to have done what is alleged 
by some, would be too much.  It seems to me that some of them may end up in jail if they have done what is 
alleged.  That is the proper place.  I do not have a problem in that regard.  People who conduct themselves in a 
proper and lawful manner and who enter into arrangements with their employers to earn more than 10 times 
annual average earnings will run into a problem with the Greens’ intention to legislate to stop that.  I think it will 
have very significant social and financial implications when the proposition is worked all the way through, so 
much so that I must say it would be un-Australian and would never occur.  However, that is in the policy and the 
Greens want people to believe that that is what they want to do.  It may be that it is an extreme statement and a 
ballpark announcement and that they really mean that they want to look at things generally.  There are plenty of 
people in Australia who would agree with that.  However, in my view there are not many people who would 
agree to that particular proposition because there is no doubt - 

Hon Dee Margetts:  It would be agreed by the shareholders who have been rorted on so many occasions. 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Indeed.  That is why I said that if the Greens were discussing this in broader terms and if 
they were not so specific, perhaps they would get a lot more support.  I think the policy in its current form is 
unrealistic and totally impractical.  However, the general proposition to look at corporate payouts is not 
unreasonable at all because some of them have been obscene.  Do members remember the BHP Billiton and 
AMP payouts?  Do they remember the HIH Insurance payouts before the company went down the tube?  Those 
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are the sorts of things that people are interested in looking at.  However, to have a sweeping statement that 
restricts people to 10 times annual average earnings - 

Hon John Fischer:  Getting back to James Hardie, I wonder whether the AWU is culpable in signing off an 
agreement that allowed the company to move to Holland.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I do not know.  Hon John Fischer has raised an interesting point.  It will be a very 
complex court case that sorts out the matter, because no-one is a winner in that game, especially those with the 
diseases that asbestos can cause.   

I respect the fact that we have limited time to debate the issue.  I have tried to show that Mr Howard is a man 
with a strong record.  He offers strong leadership.  As a result of his eight and a half years in government, we 
have seen strong economic growth in Australia, which has benefited all the States.  We have seen some of the 
lowest inflation rates in Australia for decades.  We have seen very low interest rates compared with those under 
the Labor Government.  We have seen significantly high employment rates in Australia.  In fact, during the term 
of the Howard Government, more than one million new jobs have been created.  Of course, very importantly, we 
have extremely high business confidence at this stage.  That augurs well for employment levels right across our 
community.  

I am fearful that not enough people understand what the Australian Greens’ economic policy is all about.  I am 
distressed to hear the Minister for Local Government, who could potentially be in coalition or at least in 
partnership with the Australian Greens at a federal level in a matter of weeks, admit to the Chamber that she has 
never read the policies of the Greens.   
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  You asked me if I had read all the policies of the Greens.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  The minister is not allowed to interject, remember?  It seems to me that, as someone I 
held in pretty high regard, she has let a bit of air out of her tyres.  I thought that the minister would have known 
about them.  I say that because the Minister for Local Government is a person who most members, when they 
came into this House, would have assumed knows everything going by what she says.  However, it now seems 
that one of the things she does not know is the policies of the Greens, in particular its taxation and economic 
management policies.  That is something she had better look at in a very short time, because her faction might 
have to start advising the federal Labor team on just what this is all about.  I am not sure that Mr Latham knows 
what Dr Bob Brown has in store for him should the Labor-Greens be elected to office on 9 October.   
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I am just about to finish.  As I said earlier, I have been here a little longer than Hon 
Ljiljanna Ravlich, and one of the things I have learnt is that members should not stand until the other speaker has 
sat down.   

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan - Minister for Local Government and Regional 
Development) [2.52 pm]:  Never in my wildest dreams did I think I would see a time when Hon George Cash 
was running scared.  I have to tell members that the only thing I can conclude is that Hon George Cash, together 
with the Liberal Party in Western Australia and his coalition colleagues, is running scared.   
Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  I gotta tell you, you’re wrong!   
Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Hon Derrick Tomlinson will be able to tell us when he makes his contribution.  I 
hope to hear from him in due course.  When I was a young girl and I used to play sport - unfortunately, I do not 
play sport anymore - the one thing I was told was to play the ball and not the man.  The member’s contribution 
was not about playing the ball; it was about playing the man.   
Hon George Cash:  Which man are you talking about?   
Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  The thrust of the member’s contribution to the debate today was all about 
leadership and what he calls a good record of the Prime Minister. 

Hon George Cash:  The next federal election is all about leadership.  
Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  The member does not even know who will lead the federal Government.  

Hon George Cash:  Mr Latham!  Don’t tell me you’re going to dump him. 
Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Mr Latham is the forerunner.  However, who knows who will lead the Liberal 
Party after the federal election.  That is one of the areas about which most Western Australians and Australians 
have concerns.   
Hon George Cash:  I will give you a written guarantee - John Howard. 
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Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  As much as Hon George Cash wants to go on about the virtues of Mr Howard, 
the simple fact is that this electorate is not convinced that Hon John Howard will stay in the Prime Minister’s 
position if he is re-elected.  We have a problem in that regard.  Honourable members should not be concerned; 
they should be happy, because there will be no more deception.  There are some very big question marks about 
Hon John Howard’s behaviour and performance historically, particularly at the last election in relation to the 
children overboard matter, who said what to whom etc.  It is fair to say that much of the public has lost 
confidence in Hon John Howard.  I am also a little concerned that Hon George Cash asked me why we are 
accepting the Greens’ preferences.  I am terribly sorry; I cannot understand the difference between our accepting 
the Greens’ preferences and the Liberal Party’s coming to seat-by-seat arrangements with the Greens -  

Hon Norman Moore:  You’ve done a deal.  We would like to see the details of it.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  If Liberal Party members had never accepted a Greens’ preference in their life, 
they might be able to stand on some moral argument.  The simple fact is that exchanging preferences is an 
integral part of the political system in this country, so this should be of no surprise to anybody.  Mark Latham 
represents and signals a new era for Australian politics.  Mark Latham is about national cooperation.  Mark 
Latham, if elected as the Prime Minister of this country, will be a progressive, forward-looking and outward-
looking Prime Minister and will be a Prime Minister of change.  Mark Latham is a man for the future.  Mark 
Latham will make an outstanding leader.  It is fair to say that Mark Latham certainly has the Liberal Party 
worried at both a state and national level.  Mark Latham is about defending our borders and our people.  Mark 
Latham is about securing more resource projects for this State.  We have heard only in the past week about the 
$75 million per annum share of the petroleum resources rent tax from the Gorgon development.  We have heard 
time and again that we should be providing more infrastructure for these projects.  We now have a clear 
commitment from Mark Latham that, if elected, this fund will be up and running.  It will be the Western 
Australian resources infrastructure fund.  It will not be a one-off payment.  This will be a $75 million per annum 
share.  It will be an ongoing commitment to Western Australia.  Mark Latham is also about providing more 
opportunities to young people, honouring our senior citizens, protecting the environment and rebuilding 
Medicare.  I like what Mark Latham stands for.  I respect what Mark Latham stands for.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Yes, but you like Eric Ripper!   

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  Order, members! 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I did not realise that I had a competitor.  I will leave the member to sort that out.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  No, you don’t; you are in a different league altogether.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  As we move towards the federal election, which is only 16 days away, many 
people in Australia are questioning the policies of the conservative Government and are looking to a brighter 
future.  People like me can certainly understand where Mark Latham is coming from when he talks about the 
ladder of opportunity. 

Hon Norman Moore:  The ladder of opportunity? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  The ladder of opportunity.  Not everybody is born to privilege or into a 
prosperous household.  Some people must struggle hard to make ends meet.  Some people do not take for 
granted having an education beyond the third year of high school.  Some people cannot afford to undertake 
certain courses at university that can cost up to $100 000. 
Hon Norman Moore:  For whom? 
Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  They are very specialised courses.  I do not know whether they are for doctors or 
whomever, but the time has arrived when some courses are costing up to $100 000.  That makes it very difficult 
for many people.  Many young people do not necessarily want to incur those sorts of cost imposts.  Many people 
are looking for opportunities for education so that they can have a better quality of life.  They find that the 
policies that have been introduced by conservative Governments do not offer them the opportunities that they 
require. 
I am not sure why Hon George Cash brought this motion to this place.  
Hon George Cash:  I want to learn about the Greens’ policies.  I am very disappointed that I have not learnt. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  If the member is on about Greens’ policies, his motion should have made specific 
reference to Greens’ policies. 
Hon George Cash:  It does in fact refer to them.  You have to read the motion. 
Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I think that the Opposition probably did not have much to put into non-official 
business on the notice paper, so it cobbled this together and then got stuck into Mark Latham while at the same 
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time espousing the virtues of Hon John Howard.  The only thing I can conclude from the contribution Hon 
George Cash made is that the people on his side of politics are very concerned about what they might be facing 
in 16 days.  I thought that when we spoke about the politics of envy we were talking about something completely 
different, apart from the envy that members opposite seem to have because we have Mark Latham leading the 
Australian Labor Party and they do not.  They are stuck with poor old, tired John Howard.   

Hon George Cash:  The politics of envy are all about Mark Latham. 

Hon Nick Griffiths:  They are envious of him.  He will be the next Prime Minister. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I tend to agree.   

I want to move on to the question of economic performance.  The one thing that conservative party members are 
very good at is scaremongering.  The one thing that they would lead people to believe is that the Labor Party’s 
economic policy must be all bad and that their financial policy and management is all good.  The simple fact is 
that in Western Australia and Australia generally there is no need to be concerned about the economic future.  I 
am sure that members would agree that we should be very proud indeed of the record of the economic indicators 
in this State during the past four years.  I want to provide a brief analysis of those figures.  I have averaged out 
the results for the years of the coalition Government from 1993-94 to 2000-01 and compared those with the 
results for the first years of the Labor Government from 2001-02 to 2003-04.  I have looked at three actual 
growth indicators.  I have looked at the average annual gross state product growth, the average annual business 
investment growth and the average annual unemployment growth.   

Hon George Cash:  Have you had them seasonally adjusted? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Yes.  The average annual gross state product growth shows that in the eight years 
of the coalition Government growth was 3.9 per cent compared with the first three years of the Gallop Labor 
Government when it was 5.5 per cent.  There is therefore no need to be concerned at all.  I looked at the average 
annual business investment growth.  I am sure that the honourable member would be aware that business 
investment is usually driven by confidence.   

Hon George Cash:  There is a high degree of confidence in Australia. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  There is an even higher degree of confidence in Western Australia.  

Hon George Cash:  Just wait until Mr Latham and Dr Brown get involved. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Let us look at the comparison between the average annual business investment 
growth.  The average during the eight years of the coalition Government in Western Australia was 4.2 per cent 
compared with the first three years of the Labor Government when it was 18.3 per cent.   

Hon Alan Cadby:  You cannot compare the two. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Do not tell me what can be compared and what cannot be compared.  At the end 
of the day the people on the member’s side of this Chamber - 

Hon Alan Cadby:  There are no people on my side. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  That is true, but the group of which he formed part and with which he was 
associated thinks that it can compare apples with pears.  I am not comparing apples with pears; I am comparing 
apples with apples.   

Hon Alan Cadby:  No, you are not. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  The simple fact is that the average annual business investment growth is 18.3 per 
cent, which signals to me and everybody else that there is an enormous amount of confidence and investment in 
Western Australia.  Whether or not members opposite like it, the simple fact is that there is no need for them to 
be concerned.  The average annual unemployment growth was 7.1 per cent for the eight years of the coalition 
Government compared with 6.1 per cent for the first three years of the Gallop Labor Government.  The simple 
fact is that there is no need to be concerned.   

Hon George Cash:  There is because you have not read the Greens’ policies.  I am worried about that. 

Hon Alan Cadby:  We are talking about a federal seat. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  There is no need to be concerned.  The state conservative Opposition is running 
scared.  Hon George Cash has brought this motion to this place because he knows that Mark Latham is going 
from strength to strength in the polls.  He knows that Mark Latham represents the future.  He knows that Mark 
Latham has foresight.  He knows that the public is connected with Mark Latham.   
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Hon George Cash:  You do not even mean what you say. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I know exactly what I say.  I know exactly what I mean.  I say what I mean and I 
mean what I say.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Have you met Mr Latham? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I have met him.  He is a charming man, a great family man and a man of the 
people.  He is a leader, and he will be the leader of this country in two and a half weeks.  This country is in for a 
new, bright and prosperous future.   

Now, I would like to commence my remarks.  We look forward to a Latham Labor Government.  We believe - 
certainly I believe - that it will give Western Australia a fairer return on our contributions to the national 
economy, and introduce measures to work with this Government to develop areas of the WA economy that are 
currently hampered by the Howard Government’s policies.   

Hon Kate Doust interjected. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Absolutely.  This is what we have come to know as “Howard’s revenue rip-off”, 
which is the amount of tax that is paid by WA each year.  Each year, WA provides about $2 billion more to the 
Commonwealth in taxes and other revenues than it gets back from commonwealth expenditures.  WA’s net 
contribution per capita to the Commonwealth far exceeds that of any other State.  This partly reflects the high 
level of company tax and other commonwealth revenues generated from this State’s resources sector, as well as 
the low level of social security and health benefits received by Western Australians.  I am just amazed that the 
Opposition, which purports to represent the interests of Western Australia and Western Australian people and 
knows that historically Western Australians have been ripped off by the Howard Government -  

Hon George Cash interjected. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  The member knows that we have been ripped off.  The previous Government did 
absolutely nothing in relation to this matter, and yet the member stands there and pretends to be representing the 
interests of Western Australians.  I do not think that is at all admirable.  If members opposite were really 
concerned about Western Australia and its people, they would have done something in their time in office to 
readdress this imbalance.  I am sure that a Latham Labor Government will take measures to readdress some of 
the deficiencies that have emerged in the past.   

One of the great things about Mark Latham is that he is very strong on national cooperation.  For the first time, 
we are hearing about cooperation between the Commonwealth and the State Government working together to 
address what most people in Western Australia are concerned about, which relates to this batting of issues 
between the Commonwealth and the State.  The simple fact is that there needs to be a clearer delineation of who 
is responsible for what, and I think this will be a new era of national cooperation.  I am really pleased that Mark 
Latham has put that on the agenda, and that is really what this election represents.  It represents a historic 
opportunity to end the buck passing between Canberra and the States, and to tackle the big problems head on; 
that is, problem-solving for the public rather than the shifting of blame by politicians.  Mark Latham is signalling 
a much brighter future for Western Australians through cooperation.   

Many initiatives have been outlined by Mark Latham and the Labor Party, which go to the heart of government.  
They refer to the creation of new opportunities for people, flow-through share schemes for mining companies 
targeting small independent exploration companies, the creation of new renewable energy industries, 
establishing national manufacturing councils, establishing an Australian coastguard, tackling youth 
unemployment and keeping Telstra in public ownership, which is one of the issues that is very close to the heart 
of regional and rural communities.  There will also be incentives for returning families to work, and increased 
provision for child care to the tune of $289 million.  Under a Latham Government, there will also be additional 
TAFE places, increased funding for needy schools and the building up of indigenous communities.  Many of 
these policies are resonating with the electors within our community, and will lead to better quality of life 
outcomes for many people.  People have gone beyond some of the scuttlebutt that has been peddled about Mark 
Latham, and what he may or may not have done many years ago.  The simple fact is that Mark Latham is 
showing himself to be a very credible alternative as a Prime Minister.  

Hon Simon O’Brien:  One year he calls the American President an obscenity; the next thing, when the American 
President visits, he is tripping over himself to say, “Hi, how are you?” and shake his hand.  How is that for 
maturity and consistency!   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  The simple fact is that Mark Latham is doing well in the polls; however, the only 
poll that really matters is the poll on election day.  The simple fact is that yes, we have come to preference 
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arrangements with the Australian Greens over some seats, which is just smart politics.  It is nothing to be 
ashamed of.  If members opposite think that we are going to be ashamed of conducting smart politics, they 
should think again.  Quite frankly, we are not ashamed.  Hon George Cash’s problem is that the Greens were not 
prepared to come to a preference arrangement with the Liberal Party.  The member has the politics of envy on 
both counts: first, the Greens would not do a preference arrangement with the Liberals; and, secondly, he is 
envious of the fact that we have Mark Latham and the Liberals have John Howard.  The member knows the 
difference, and he knows that his side cannot win; that is why he is now showing his politics of envy.  On that 
note, we do not support this motion.   

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [3.18 pm]:  I will start by congratulating Hon George Cash for 
putting forward this motion.  The concern that is felt throughout Australia at this time needs to be expressed, and 
it is a serious concern.  I just heard the previous speaker mumble on in deference to Labor Party policies, but I 
did not hear her say anything about the Greens’ policies, even when the question was put to her.  It can only be 
assumed that she does not know them.  A couple come to mind.  The latest ones are “smoke more dope”, “eat 
less red meat” and “ride a bicycle more”.  When the Australian people have a good look at the Greens’ policies, I 
know who will be riding their bike, because they are absolute rubbish.  However, I will put a little more 
emphasis on the Western Australian economy.  

It was only within the past three or four weeks that we saw in the media the comments by the Labor Minister for 
State Development, Clive Brown.  He said quite concisely that the Greens have held up $17 billion worth of 
development in this State.   

These are the very words of Clive Brown.  Most of the development that is being held up is centred in the federal 
seat of Kalgoorlie.  After Clive Brown expressed his concern at the situation regarding the Greens (WA), we 
found that nationally they are number two on the ticket - even though the State Government obviously fully 
realises the detrimental impact of the Greens’ policies.  In placing the emphasis on the Western Australian 
economy, I need look only at what has occurred recently within my own electorate.  There was a debate in this 
House, after which the House, with the exception of one member, voted to support a feasibility study for a cotton 
industry in the West Kimberley, and during which the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries and the 
Leader of the House made the best speech I have ever heard him make in this House, in which he extolled the 
benefits of a cotton industry in the west Kimberley.  After that a little, unrepresentative mob -  

Hon Jim Scott:  Do you mean one per cent, like you have?  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  It was more than one per cent.  The member should at look what the percentage was.  
We were actually, at that stage, a lot higher than the Greens.  

Hon Jim Scott:  What are you now?  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  We will see at the next election.  I have no doubt that I will probably fare a good deal 
better than Hon Jim Scott in Fremantle.  However, that is another point.  This Government has kowtowed to the 
pressure of an environmental group that is not democratically elected, and it has kowtowed to the Greens policy 
in not only the cotton industry.  We continually see photographs in the paper of Mark Latham being hugged by a 
sheep.  I wonder what that means.  Quite obviously there is a huge concern there.  

Hon Barbara Scott:  It is a ram raid.  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  That is it - a ram raid on Australia’s economy, to wreck it.  After all this, where are the 
Greens in the scheme of things for the Labor Party federally?  They are number two on the ticket.  How 
duplicitous can they be, when on one hand a state minister says the Greens are holding up $17 billion worth of 
development, and then on the other hand the State Government is totally overridden by Latham in putting these 
people second on the preference list?  

Hon Ed Dermer:  Where were the Greens on your ticket last time?  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  They were near the bottom; not close enough, but these things will change as they come 
to pass.  There is no doubt that pressure is being put on the Labor Party in its policy formation, and there is no 
doubt that federally the Labor Party has succumbed to the impact of Greens preferences.  Let us look at those 
Greens preferences.  In my estimation the Greens preferences would make 0.75 in per cent difference to the 
Labor vote.  In fact, I do not think there is any Labor seat in Australia in which Greens preferences influenced 
the result.  However, every Greens seat in Australia is there merely because of Labor preferences.  When we talk 
about coalitions, we can see why they are formed.  

Hon Jim Scott:  Did Labor preferences win Michael Organ his seat?  
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Hon JOHN FISCHER:  I think they did.  I went through the last election results and I did not see any Labor seat 
at all that could be said to have been influenced directly by Greens preferences.  However, every Greens seat I 
looked at was held as a result of Labor preferences.  There is no doubt that Labor tends to disfranchise its voters.  
The Labor Party has virtually given up in the federal seat of Kalgoorlie.  It knows it cannot win and it has 
virtually said, through its preferences, that it will hand the seat to the Government.  The candidate, a former 
minister in this House, has been virtually hung out to dry. 

Hon Nick Griffiths:  He is probably going to win.  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  I doubt it very much.  I am sure that if the member goes back and talks to his party’s 
numbers people, they will tell him the same thing.  Either they have realised that Hon Tom Stephens was not 
going to win or it was a plan to disfranchise him to get him out of the way anyway.  

Hon Kim Chance:  Why would Labor preferences be of any interest to anyone in Kalgoorlie?  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  What does the member mean by that?  

Hon Kim Chance:  They will never be distributed.  Why are they of interest? 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  The member may not think so, but I do.  

Hon Kim Chance:  It would be a remarkable bit of mathematics if they were to be distributed.  The odds against 
distribution of Labor preferences in Kalgoorlie would be a million to one.  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  I doubt that very much.  I can understand the Government’s mistakes with the economy 
if that is the way government members do their figures.  I think there is an extremely big chance.  

Hon Kim Chance:  Labor would have to come third or worse in the primary vote.  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  I do not think it will do any better than that.  Does the member not read the newspaper? 

Hon Sue Ellery:  What about Barry Haase?  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  I think Barry Haase will come in first, and the Labor Party hierarchy thinks that as well.  
They have either given the seat away -  

Hon Kim Chance:  I have never heard anything so ridiculous in my life, and you are making a speech about this.  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  I am making a speech about it, and I am saying what will happen.  The fact is that the 
true nature of the Labor Party will certainly be seen within the Kalgoorlie electorate.  The Kalgoorlie electorate 
will be well and truly aware and will wake up to the decisions made by the Labor Party in its attempt to stop 
minor parties getting in, unless there is an underhand plan, as I have said, to get rid of the former minister in this 
House out of the Labor Party altogether.  If he does fare badly, I can hardly see the Labor Party living up to its 
agreement to again give him preselection in the state seat of Pilbara.  

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected.  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  They have a few stars around, but they will be well and truly buried, I am afraid.  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Jon Ford):  Order! The debate is in danger of becoming a bar room gossip 
session.  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  There is no doubt that all the policies that the Greens have put forward will have a very 
desperate effect upon the economy of Western Australia.  If the Leader of the House, who has just left, were 
honest about this - 

Hon Nick Griffiths:  He is very honest, and he is listening to you.  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  He certainly was honest when he made his speech about the cotton industry in the west 
Kimberley.  It was, as I said before, an extremely good speech.  However, what happened then?  Two weeks 
later the Labor Party turned totally on its head and would not even go ahead with the feasibility study.  As I have 
said, Clive Brown claims that $17 billion worth of development is being held up by the Greens.   

The next thing we know, the Greens (WA) are second on the Labor Party’s ticket.  The overriding factor from 
which we can take some comfort is that the motion Hon George Cash has moved is not very serious after all.  I 
do not know whether the Greens’ support will be enough to help the Labor Party win.  I think the federal Labor 
Party is well and truly behind the mark.  The comments made by members on the other side about the seat of 
Kalgoorlie, in which they seem to think Greens preferences will not be distributed, gives me confidence that the 
federal Labor Party does not read the political scene at all well.   
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Hon Jim Scott interjected.  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  The honourable member may comment on how we vote.  However, at least we vote in a 
sensible manner that advantages the State’s economy.  Unlike the Greens, we do not vote against any 
development whatsoever.  The Greens are totally opposed to any development whatsoever.  The federal Labor 
Party has given away the seat of Kalgoorlie.  It has made a very serious mistake.  The electorate of Kalgoorlie 
differs from the electorates of Sydney and Melbourne.  The Greens are keen to do anything to gain Labor 
preferences.  The constituents of Kalgoorlie will see right through the latest Labor Party ploy and it will backfire 
on the ALP.  I look forward to 9 October so I can see it come to frutition.   

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [3.31 pm]:  I am not sure whether anything will come to “frutition”.   

I will refer to economic management and the myths and reality of Australian politics over recent decades.  
Governments have given away to either the private sector - especially the big end of town - or to international 
trade agreements - the Keating Labor Government signed up to the Uruguay round of the General Agreement on 
Tariffs and Trade - on many major aspects of economic management.  The two major parties - the Labor Party 
and the Liberal-National Party coalition - have a love affair with the so-called free trade and free market 
agendas.  Therefore, Governments are left with very blunt instruments for economic management.   

If a vision of a more sustainable and fairer society is loopy, what is unsustainable economics?  What name is 
given to the economic system that does not take into consideration the enormous social, economic and 
environmental cost of climate change?  Are they not the real loopy economics in our society?  What about 
economics that have not positioned Australia to survive as best it can in an era in which the price of petroleum 
will continue to go through the roof?  Are the real loopy people in politics those who pretend they can continue 
with the economic growth paradigm until the very basis upon which we live is destroyed?   

I was one of the Greens’ senators who held the balance of power when a federal Labor Government was last in 
office.  The world as we know it did not end at that time.  When there was a disagreement between the federal 
Labor Government and the Greens or any other member of the cross benches, legislative changes could be 
passed only with the agreement of the majority of Senators.  Of course, that meant that changes with which the 
Labor Party disagreed were passed with the agreement of the conservative coalition.  Interestingly, more of my 
amendments were accepted when the Greens were not holding the balance of power than when it was.  That is 
largely because the Labor Government was at the end of being in government for many years and was arrogant; 
it thought it had a right to rule.  Ironically, regardless of whether the Labor Party was in government, the Greens’ 
amendments that were supported by the Chamber were supported by the majority of members.  We did not do 
any Brian Harradine-type arrangements in which we swapped one piece of legislation for another.  In the end, 
the amendments and improvements to economic management, sustainability and accountability were very much 
accountable.  Members can see our record on accountability in Parliament.  All those changes occurred when the 
majority of the Parliament agreed that they were the best amendments and our arguments had the support of the 
community, industry groups and Parliament.   

I can think of many occasions when I presented arguments on the economic sphere, whether it was taxation 
treatments for wine tax or other issues regarding small business, whereby when our views were argued initially, 
they were not accepted.  I can think of a number of occasions on which down the track either the same 
Government or the following Government passed those changes as the Government’s own policies or 
amendments.  I did not mind that from the Greens’ perspective as long as we could be the agents of change and 
lead the Government of either political persuasion in the right direction.  Unfortunately, the economic policies of 
the two major parties - the federal Labor Party and the Liberal-National Party coalition - are so closely related 
that ratings agencies cannot tell the difference between them.  They say that regardless of which party wins the 
next election it will have very little difference on the direction interest rates will take.  Both major parties are in 
love with economic globalisation.  They both think it is more important to give corporations more power to 
control the economy and society and all the rules by which society operates than it is for the Government to have 
control of the economic and democratic process.   

Since the Greens’ inception in Australia in 1990, and internationally, the party has been based on four pillars.  It 
is fascinating that a number of journalists are saying the Greens have moved on from the environment to 
economic and social policies.  Surprise, surprise, the philosophy of the Greens has always been based on four 
pillars: ecological sustainability, social justice, participatory democracy, and peace and disarmament.  Each of 
our policies - I am glad more people are looking at them - is based on where the party stands with regard to those 
pillars and in what direction we can try to influence policies to make sure that they are more just, participatory 
and lead us to a safer, saner and more peaceful world.   

Hon Jim Scott:  No more pre-emptive strikes.   
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Hon DEE MARGETTS:  That is right.  I will refer to international experience and the experience of 
Governments that threaten pre-emptive strikes and use the money and lives of innocent people to engage in an 
illegal war overseas for a lie.  What kind of leadership is that?  At what cost has that been to Australia?  Is that 
the outcome of many years of experience?  Many thousands of people have been slaughtered.   

It is interesting that resource projects have been prominent in this debate.  The Greens have consistently said, 
and it is reflected in our policies at both a federal and state level, that when an investor wants to take over a 
particular resource project it needs to be assessed on its merits.  Unfortunately, the bigger the project, the less 
Governments of any sort are inclined to look at it.  The Foreign Investment Review Board has been eroded.  We 
do not have a national interest test.  More and more of the domestic real estate in Western Australia is owned by 
absentee owners.  If we want to talk about the price of housing and its impact on affordability, we should look at 
the amount of speculative investment in Australian real estate.  We should look at the real issues in Australia.  
Why has the Australian real estate market continued to be buoyant far beyond anything the economic pundits 
suggested should have happened?  The reason is that it is not just about the Australian market.  Our domestic 
residential real estate market is now part of international speculative investments.  Some people will buy 50 
properties in a certain area within a particular price range.  That has an enormous impact on the price and 
affordability of housing, particularly for the people on the lowest incomes.  How outrageous of the Greens to 
look at whether our tax system, and the goods and services tax in particular, is fairer or less fair on the people 
who are less well off in our society!  How outrageous for the Greens to critique whether there are better and 
fairer ways to collect revenue, for which the community expects goods and services to be provided!  
Government entities should be responsive to the public interest and not the corporate bottom line.  They should 
provide effective services that respond to the public interest.   

The theme of all the Greens’ economic policies is to link social justice, participatory democracy and fair 
outcomes for all concerned.  Unfortunately, many of the major economic policies, including national competition 
policy, have nothing whatsoever to do with fair outcomes for consumers.  These issues were debated in the 
Parliament, but both major parties were in agreement.  The Greens would love to have a bigger influence on the 
decisions that are made.  The federal Labor Party often votes with the federal coalition, so we continue to have 
the same irrational, loopy policies that turn away from the public interest and simply hand control and 
management of the economy on a wing and a prayer to the speculators in Wall Street.  In the end, the loopy 
people are the ones who think that the corporate structures of this world - the speculators and money market 
traders - should dictate what should be done with Australia’s local policies.  This is not just about our economic 
policies.  It has an impact on all our policies.  Once Australia signs free trade agreements and links them to 
competition policies, it impacts on every aspect of our society.  The solid critique and depth of debate on 
economic globalisation by the Greens, and the Greens’ strong and consistent stand on the illegal war in Iraq are 
the major reasons that more and more members of the Australian community are turning to the Greens.  The 
major parties must now rethink their collusion on those propositions and their combined direction on so-called 
economic rationalism.  It is not rational.  It is irrational, because it does not give Governments direction and 
power over economic outcomes.   
What kind of society has enormous levels of disguised unemployment of young people?  The Howard 
Government told young people that they were no longer unemployed but were in training, even if no real training 
or jobs were provided.  The federal Government basically disguised more and more unemployment among the 
most vulnerable; that is, our future generation.  Instead of doing something to provide real opportunities for those 
young people, the Government blamed them.  It is now talking about thumping the desk and bringing in skilled, 
trained people from somewhere overseas - from where I do not know - because there is a critical and growing 
level of skills shortages throughout Australia.  After all those years of neglect and of leaving it to the business 
community, which was forced to be internationally competitive, including the local providers of services, we 
suddenly realise that we have a critical skills shortage.  At least one generation of young people has been left 
without opportunities and blamed for that situation.   
If the Greens’ policies are loopy, the combined policies of the two major parties have been sheer madness.  The 
Greens are putting commonsense on the agenda.  The Greens want to influence both major parties.  We do not 
care which major party steals our policies.  I would like to be redundant.  I would like the politics of sustainable 
economics to be part of the mainstream, but we have a long way to go.   
HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [3.47 pm]:  Occasionally the Press write something about the 
Greens’ economic policy.  They say that it is insane and ludicrous, and for very good reasons.  I have always 
thought that about a lot of the Greens’ policies, but as we have a federal election just around the corner and as 
Mark Latham has aligned himself with the Greens - they have a cosy preference deal - I thought I would read the 
Greens’ economic policy.  If it were not so scary, I would have laughed all the way to the end.  The scary part is 
that Mark Latham could win the federal election with Greens preferences.  If he does, this country and its 
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$800 billion economy will be in tatters before too long.  Clyde Russell wrote in his article headed “Green 
outside, red ink inside” in The West Australian that the Greens’ economic and tax policies - 

would result in a depression that would make 1929 seem like boom times.   
He also said - 

. . . if the Greens ever got their way, the likely result would be 20 per cent interest rates, 20 per cent 
unemployment and an Australian dollar worth US20¢.  And that would probably be a good outcome.   

This article made me go to the Greens’ web site to take a look for myself.  Labor Governments have a track 
record of being financial mismanagers.  Hon George Cash mentioned the $96 billion debt.  Our federal 
Government reduced that debt by $73 billion.  Mark Latham has no credibility in this area.  He brought out a tax 
policy and missed out $8 billion over four years because he failed to take into account the $600 bonus.  His time 
in local government and his financial mismanagement of that council is well documented.  The Labor Party and 
the Greens make airy-fairy statements about economics, but I doubt whether they know the true meaning of 
economics or the reality of what an economy is.  I will use as an example one part of the economy that I know 
well; that is, the farming community.  Most Australians aspire to own land, whether it is farmland or a quarter-
acre block.  Land ownership is the key to resource ownership and economic independence in our western system.  
Those who have land and have the right to access and use land are in control of their destiny.  The right to 
private property provides scope for individual freedom and the exercise of democratic rights.  Land is able to be 
bought and sold as a commodity and economics should depict how we use our land.  That is a fairly simple and 
honest statement of how things should be.  Somewhere along the line the politics of envy - I use the phrase in its 
correct sense - or the politics of socialism have entered the debate.  People on the land are being hindered by 
Greens politics.  We have only to look at the state Labor Government to see that it dances to the Greens’ tune.  
The Environmental Protection Amendment Bill is an example of that.   
As Mike Nahan wrote in The Advertiser on 8 January - 

The greens mean what they say, their policies are being implemented if not by them then by erstwhile 
governments seeking the green vote and the damage they are doing is large and highly visible. 

He then mentions in the article forest fires in Sydney and states that they are the handiwork of the Greens.  He 
states that the Greens have induced successive Governments to limit controlled burning, curtail logging and 
prevent the management of private forests.  It has turned woodlands into woodpiles ready to be ignited by 
arsonists, lightning strikes and other unavoidable causes.   
How true is that here in the west where we have timber locked up in national parks and no constructive 
management plans for fire control.  All that matters to the Labor Party is to get the green vote so it can win an 
election.  It has nothing to do with reality.  Policies are coming out of every department and they seem to 
compete with each other about who can have the greenest policy.  We have seen Mark Latham dance to Bob 
Brown’s green tune in Tasmania.  It will cost the nation $14 billion in compensation and many people will be put 
out of work if they continue.  Look at what this State Government did to Manjimup.  It will happen on a wider 
scale.  It will create a lot of misery and unemployment. 

I viewed a web site that told young people that, in a contemporary sense, the western system of land ownership 
and tenure needs to be revised to incorporate new forms of land ownership and to encourage sustainable land use 
and management of resources.  Did these buzz words come from a Greens web site?  No, they came from a 
university web site.  Is it any wonder that university students are so full of left ideas.  What needs to be 
“revised”?  What is “sustainable land use” - they are just buzz words.  What do they mean?  It means one thing 
to me but to the Greens and the loonies it means another.  “New forms of land ownership” - is this not 
communism or socialism?  If I buy land, I own it.  End of story.  Unfortunately, the Greens and Labor see it a 
little differently. 

Mark Latham is also fond of buzz words.  A journalist said of a book that Latham wrote that he is overly fond of 
a technocratic style of language favoured by business elites.  There are lots of long, tortuous sentences piled high 
with jazzy sounding words.  The effect is that it looks very intellectual but when a person breaks it down nothing 
much is being said.  It is a bit like “sustainable land management” and Greens policy.  For example, instead of 
calling a country a country Mr Latham prefers to call it a “nation state political jurisdiction”.  His book is so 
overloaded with buzz words that a person feels nauseous.  He uses terms such as vertical and horizontal social 
capital, endogenous growth, radical centre politics, zero sum choices, downwards envy and mutuality.  A lot of 
the book cannot be fathomed without deciphering its own internal language and logic. 

I return to the Greens policy and the buzz words.  So high and mighty are the Greens that they use the 
precautionary principle as an important decision-making tool because the potentially negative consequences of 
human activity on the ability of future generations to meet their needs are not fully understood.  I take it to mean 
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that the Greens understand something that we mere mortals do not.  I return to the word “sustainable”.  The 
Greens want to move the economy towards sustainable use of Australia’s renewable resources.  We had a 
sustainable, renewable resource in the timber industry yet the Greens protest if one tree is cut down.  What do 
they call sustainable?  It is different from us.   

The Greens say they will use taxation to achieve social equity and environmental sustainability; it will improve 
ecological sustainability through the adoption of incentives for sustainable use.  They will impose penalties for 
unsustainable use of natural resources.  The alarm bells are ringing now.  Are they talking about mining?  Of 
course they are.  That conflicts with Labor policy yet the two groups are very cosy with each other.  Labor policy 
documents state that Western Australia is blessed with an abundance of natural and mostly untapped resources.  
This State is the home of the North West Shelf joint venture project and the future giant Gorgon gas project and 
other downstream gas process projects on the Burrup Peninsula.  The key to recognising the full economic 
potential of the projects is world-class infrastructure, roads, rail and port facilities.  The Labor web site states that 
it will build a strong gas and mining industry and get new investments in world-class infrastructure, which are 
required to maximise the economic opportunities for Western Australians and the nation. 

Point of Order 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Which document is the member referring to? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I just said it was the Labor web site. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  What is the member reading from? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  These are my notes.  Would the member like me to table all my notes?  I do not 
have a web site in front of me. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Jon Ford):  Hon Robyn McSweeney has the call. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  It conflicts very much with the Greens’ policy.  With regard to the preference 
deal, if Mark Latham obtains office the Labor Party will have to negotiate and compromise.  What will it 
compromise on with our natural resources?  Will the Burrup Peninsula be used?  Yes.  Did Labor say it would 
use untapped resources?  Yes.  Let us return to the Greens’ policy.  The Greens say that they will discourage 
speculative, non-productive investment.  I wonder what they term “non-productive”?  It is all about words.  This 
country was built on speculation yet we have this statement.  It is laughable.  Here is another little gem.  The 
Greens will increase tax on resource use and pollution.  They are going to encourage sustainable self-reliant 
communities based on principles of social justice and ensure equal access to community services and establish a 
program for - wait for it - ethical capital investment in community amenities and infrastructure.  I do not think I 
have ever heard of ethical capital investment before.  What do they call ethical capital investment?  The Greens 
are loony tunes.  I understand ethics very well.  They come out with some absolute rubbish phrases.   

The Greens want to introduce a greater range of marginal tax rates on personal income tax based on a sliding 
scale with particular increases for people earning high incomes.  So what do we have here?  If a person gets off 
his backside and works hard and earns money, the Greens will come along and take it from him.  They want to 
penalise people for that.   

The goods and services tax will be phased out by reducing its rate and replacing it with a simpler, more socially 
and ecologically progressive consumption tax, which will include environmental taxes.  The tax base will be 
shifted towards income and wealth taxes.  Here we go, we have the wealth tax back again.  What planet are these 
people from?  They also plan inheritance and wealth taxes and a tax on family trusts.  An inheritance tax is 
proposed on estates with a total value of more than $2 million, including the family home.  Did not Gallop try 
that one?  The backlash was enough to make him stop.  People will be penalised for increases in the value of 
their properties just because they live in a better suburb.  People who bought their home years ago and are now 
sitting on a property worth more than $2 million through no fault of their own will be penalised even though they 
may be cash poor.  That was proven last time.  There are a lot of people who have homes worth than $2 million 
who are asset rich but cash poor.  The family home should be sacred.  Talk about the politics of envy! 

Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  Order, members! 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The Greens want to bring back a wealth tax.  They want to make an amendment 
to the commonwealth Income Tax Assessment Act 1997 to stop family trusts from being used for the purposes 
of evading tax.  Real people do not think of them as evading tax.   
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On environmental taxation, the Greens say that although it will remain committed to progressive income and 
wealth-based taxes, they will work for a gradual shift from work-based taxes to resource-based taxes, including 
taxes on fossil fuel usage; emissions into air, water and soil; the use of forests, oceans, fresh water and other 
finite resources; land sites according to land value; electromagnetic spectrum assets; and oils and minerals.  Let 
me break that down a bit.  A tax on fossil fuel usage would apply to all the transport industry.  In case the Greens 
have forgotten, this is a vast State.  Such a tax would result in an increase in freight and would create massive 
unemployment, because the cost must be passed on somehow.  A tax on emissions into the air would apply to the 
automobile industry, the agriculture industry and anything else we can think of.  Perhaps they will want to tax us 
for breathing; everything else is just as silly.  I presume that a tax on the use of forests means a tax on forests 
used for housing, woodwork and carpentry and by the building industry, just to mention a few.  Once again, 
costs would be passed on and jobs lost.  Would a tax on the use of the ocean mean a tax on beaches and the 
fishing industry, which the Greens have wanted to get a foothold into for a long time?  A tax on emissions into 
water or soil would be directly aimed at the farming community and probably anything else we can think of.  
Now we get to a tax on fresh water.  The mind boggles at what that would entail.  A tax on oils and minerals, 
which would apply to the petroleum industry, would be directly aimed at the mining industry.  The Greens 
certainly do not like anyone to achieve.  They want to distribute wealth, even to those who do not earn it or 
contribute towards earning it.  Under this policy we would be paying for a huge amount of ideology and nothing 
else, because the real word does not work like that.  We live in the real world.  Thank goodness the Greens do 
not have any real power, because that would be very frightening.  As an alternative monetary system, the local 
enterprise trading system is a bartering system.  It works very well in smaller, poorer communities.  However, 
there is no way it works as an economic policy.   
Hon Norman Moore:  What is mine is yours and what is yours is mine.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Yes.  The Greens want to establish a national inquiry into the distribution of 
wealth in Australia.  The Greens have used really good words in the introduction to their policies.  It sounds 
okay, but when I read it, I realised what a joke it is.  It is all nice and warm and fuzzy.  It states -  

The Australian Greens are working for a sustainable society that maximises quality of life.   
Hon Jim Scott:   I thought you didn’t like “sustainable”.   
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  No, I said that the Greens’ idea of sustainable is totally different from mine.  It 
continues -  

We believe that integrated economic, social and environmental imperatives must replace the current 
narrow pursuit of economic growth.   

Hon Dee Margetts:  That is called the triple bottom line.  Triple bottom line is being adopted in countries all 
around the world more and more because it is commonsense.  

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Anything the Greens say is not commonsense.  They hide behind the guise of 
being environmentalists, but they are not; they have all these other policies.  It is very frightening.  I have 
highlighted the stupidity of only some of the Greens’ policies.  I have a very real fear that the community is 
unaware of what these people stand for.  They hide behind the guise of being environmentalists, but in reality 
they are a group of left-wing socialists with communistic policies.  It seems that they dislike intensely wealth and 
people who create wealth for themselves or their families.   
Several members interjected. 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Yes, we have the watermelons and the avocados.  Unfortunately, Mark Latham is 
very buddy-buddy with these people - the avocados and the watermelons.  I have a real fear that people do not 
understand what the Greens stand for.  By trading preferences with the Greens, the Labor Party has sold the 
community of Western Australia down the river.  The Labor Party will have to compromise with the Greens.  In 
my experience the Greens do not compromise; they take and take.  As Clyde Russell indicated in his article, the 
final item of their economic and tax policies is to institute a commonwealth inquiry into wealth distribution, to 
which I have already referred.  I suggest that this would be completely unnecessary as there would be no wealth 
for anybody.   

HON ED DERMER (North Metropolitan) [4.04 pm]:  I am very interested to engage in the debate on the 
motion proposed by our colleague from the Liberal Party.  I will start with a reference to the text of the motion.  
It refers to the future of the Western Australian economy.  Hon George Cash linked his proposition in the 
motion, which I oppose, to the expression “the lucky country” and attributed that to Australia.  I rather like the 
expression “the lucky country”, but I have always been realistic enough to understand that the lucky country is 
something we need to work to achieve rather than presume that we are given it and can take it for granted.  What 
makes me very pleased about the prospect of a Latham Labor Government being elected on 9 October is that that 
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will advance Australia towards becoming the lucky country that we should all work towards achieving.  It is a 
directed evolution in which we need to work to make the lucky country a reality.   

I was delighted to hear the contribution of the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development to the 
debate.  This is my first public opportunity to congratulate the minister.  I am sure that she will serve as a 
minister of the Crown with distinction and will provide a great service to the people of Western Australia.  The 
minister was very effective in explaining the various Latham Labor policies, which, when implemented, will 
have a very positive effect and will enable the Western Australian economy to grow.  However, there are two 
components to achieving the lucky country.  The first is a growing economy and the second, which I think is no 
less important, is a fair distribution of the wealth that will be achieved through the growing economy under the 
leadership of a Latham Labor Government.   

Hon Norman Moore interjected. 

Hon ED DERMER:  I have very limited time and I would rather not waste it by responding to interjections, and I 
would appreciate it if members, in a similar spirit, tried not to waste my time.   

I will explain how a Latham Labor Government will achieve a fairer component for the lucky country that we all 
want to achieve.  I will pick on two areas.  There are many others, but I will draw attention to just two.  One area 
is industrial relations policy.  It is essential that, through collective bargaining, we achieve a fairer power 
relationship between employees and employers.  If people do not want to see our society reduced to third world 
status, they need to ensure that there is a fair industrial relations system, and that fairness is central to the lucky 
country that we want to achieve.  The other area, of course, is education.  The increases in the higher education 
contribution scheme and other fields by the Commonwealth Government - 

Hon Norman Moore:  Where did HECS come from?  

Hon ED DERMER:  It was introduced by a Labor Government.  There is no question about that.  However, it 
has gone from being a modest contribution under the previous Commonwealth Labor Government to a barrier to 
many Australians having a realistic opportunity of achieving tertiary education.  This is why the Labor Latham 
policy to reverse the most recent increase in HECS by the Howard Liberal Government is very important for 
fairness.  Following on from the contribution of my colleague the Minister for Local Government and Regional 
Development, I have so far articulated why we need a Latham Labor Government to help grow the economy of 
Western Australia.  The Latham policy will also achieve a more even, equal and fair distribution of the wealth 
that will be generated from the growth that will be achieved under the leadership of a Latham Labor 
Government.   

Hon George Cash kept referring to the record, and it is a very interesting record.  I will now address momentarily 
the record of the Western Australian Liberal Party.  The Western Australian Liberal Party is basically defeatist.  
The tone of this motion, trying to gainsay what will arise from what I believe will be the Labor Party’s success 
on 9 October, is defeatist.  It is consistent with the history of the Western Australian Liberal Party, which is to be 
an albatross around the neck of John Howard and the neck of the federal Liberal Party.  I believe that John 
Howard in his heart of hearts is probably a secret supporter of the secession of Western Australia from the 
Commonwealth, not because he does not like Western Australia but because the Western Australian Liberal 
Party has long been an albatross around his neck.  I believe that this motion has a defeatist undertone.  Both Hon 
George Cash and Hon Norman Moore, by way of interjection today, have said that they assume that Mark 
Latham will be Prime Minister after 9 October.  Hon Norman Moore may deny it tomorrow but he said it by way 
of interjection.   

The fact that the Western Australian Liberal Party members are an albatross around the neck of John Howard 
goes back to the fact that they do not like him.  I do not dislike him personally but I reject his policies because 
they are bad for Australia.  However, Western Australian Liberal Party members dislike him personally.  Why 
do they dislike him?  Many years ago, when Treasurer in a former Liberal Government, he endeavoured to 
dispose of one of their worst tax rorts when he moved against the bottom-of-the-harbour scheme.  Western 
Australian Liberal Party members have never forgiven John Howard for endeavouring to try to improve taxation.  
They have been an encumbrance to John Howard.  They will contribute to Mark Latham’s success in the 9 
October election. 

We all remember the Hawke-Keating period of government.  Particularly when Bob Hawke was Prime Minister 
enormous achievements were made in the reform of the Western Australian economy and the Australian 
economy as a whole.  We have all subsequently benefited from those.  One of the remarkable achievements of 
the Hawke-Keating period was five election wins in a row.  I believe that Western Australian Liberal Party 
members did their best to deliver a sixth election win to the Australian Labor Party at that time.  Their defeatist 
attitude will help Mark Latham win on 9 October.  In the lead-up to the 1996 election, we saw Alan Rocher, the 
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Leader of the Liberal Party’s best supporter, rolled by Western Australian Liberal Party members.  Right on the 
verge of John Howard’s ultimate success, which we will take away on 9 October this year, Western Australian 
Liberal Party members decided that they would do their best to cause trouble for John Howard.  They rolled Paul 
Filing and Alan Rocher because they were endeavouring to grab defeat out of the likely success that John 
Howard was looking at in the lead-up to the 1996 election. 

Western Australian Liberal Party members’ dislike of and disloyalty to John Howard and their defeatist attitude, 
which are clear in the motion before us today, do not come from only one faction.  We remember John Howard 
cringing at the name of Noel Crichton-Brown whenever he had to account for his activities in Western Australia, 
some of which were totally outrageous.  Not only are the friends of Noel Crichton-Brown an embarrassment to 
John Howard, but also if we look to other factions in Western Australia we can see the history of Wilson Tuckey 
and Fred Chaney conspiring to roll John Howard at one time when he was Leader of the Liberal Party in 
Canberra. 

I have not got much time so I will draw to a close, although I could go on for some time about how Western 
Australian Liberal Party members are a liability for the Liberals.  In a perverse way I think that we should all 
thank them, because they will help the election of a Latham Labor Government on 9 October.  Only yesterday I 
was reading in The West Australian comments attributed to the Prime Minister.  They suggested that campaigns 
by Labor candidates in Western Australia were doing very well.  The Prime Minister made particular reference 
to the hard working member for Stirling, Mrs Jann McFarlane, and how her hard work would entrench her in the 
seat of Stirling.  I think that will prove to be true when we see the results.  I believe that the Prime Minister 
acknowledges that Western Australian Liberal Party members have a long history of proving to be a liability to 
him.  Perversely, it is clear that Australians will be the beneficiaries, because the long-established ineptness of 
Western Australian Liberal Party members will help to put in power a Labor Latham Government on 9 October. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to sessional orders. 

Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm 
 


