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MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 
Mauds Landing 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [5.30 pm]:  I will take a few 
moments to talk more about Mauds Landing.  Members might be aware that a couple of months ago I revealed to 
the House the relationship between the Save Ningaloo campaign and the Australian Wildlife Conservancy, 
which is an organisation run by Mr Martin Copley.  I also revealed in the House the involvement of Dr Barry 
Wilson with the Australian Wildlife Conservancy.  Dr Barry Wilson is an officer of the Department of 
Conservation and Land Management and Chairman of the Marine Parks and Reserves Authority.  He is also a 
director of the Australian Wildlife Conservancy.  I also revealed that the Australian Wildlife Conservancy made 
a submission to the Government to develop an alternative to the Mauds Landing proposal on the Ningaloo coast, 
having purchased 25 per cent of Ningaloo pastoral station.  I said at that time that Ningaloo pastoral station is the 
crown jewel of the North West Cape of Western Australia from a tourism perspective; it has the most 
magnificent beaches.  In summary, on that occasion I advised the House that, in my view, the Australian 
Wildlife Conservancy was funding the Save Ningaloo campaign in order to stop the Mauds Landing 
development from going ahead; that is, the Coral Coast Marina Development Pty Ltd project.  At the same time, 
it is supporting that campaign to improve the prospects of its own proposal for Ningaloo station to get up.  The 
argument I put forward on that occasion still exists.  The amount provided by Mr Copley to the Save Ningaloo 
campaign is subject to dispute.  A sum of $500 000 was mentioned by Senator Peter Cook but denied by Mr 
Copley.  I do not know how much money he has put into the Save Ningaloo campaign, although I do know that 
the campaign has a lot of money to spend.  I wish to add to that argument today.   

I turn to some additional information on Dr Barry Wilson.  As I explained, Dr Wilson is a public servant.  He is 
also a director of the Australian Wildlife Conservancy.  As well, he is Chairman of the Marine Parks and 
Reserves Authority, which organisation, under his chairmanship, is opposed to the Coral Coast development at 
Mauds Landing.  Dr Wilson has had long involvement in the Mauds Landing issue.  He was involved in a 
committee that was set up in 1987 by the then Labor Government to assess a proposal for development at Mauds 
Landing.  That proposal was put forward by a group of people who sought to create a marina at Mauds Landing 
for a tourism development, together with a residential development.  Dr Wilson represented CALM on that 
committee and was CALM’s representative in ongoing negotiations on the development at Mauds Landing.  
Because of government policy at the time, it was decided not to accept Mr Ken Ryan’s proposal without first 
going to tender to find out whether anybody else wished to develop at Mauds Landing.  Two proposals were 
received and were assessed by the committee on which Dr Wilson represented CALM.  The decision of the 
committee, which was then relayed to the Government, was that the CCMD proposal was the most appropriate 
proposal.  A letter written to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management on the two proposals by BR 
Wilson, Director of Nature Conservation of the Department of Conservation and Land Management, dated 30 
March 1989, states -  

CALM’s view is that an effective marina and associated facilities at Maud Landing would greatly 
enhance public access to the marine park and contribute to the economic development (through 
tourism) of the region, while taking pressure off Coral Bay which is at present an “environmental 
disaster area” in the park.   

The letter goes on to say -  

. . . the Coral Coast proposal, while providing a very exciting marine facility plus associated features, at 
no up-front cost to the Government, depends upon the development of 1000 residential lots in the 
vicinity.  Although there is land capacity to achieve this, the question arises whether the State requires a 
new town of that size, in that location, with all the necessary attendant services.   

From CALM’s point of view, the Coral Coast proposal is desirable and the 1000 residential lots 
acceptable.   

They were the words of Barry Wilson in March 1989.  His letter supported a proposal by CCMD for a 1 000 lot 
residential development at Mauds Landing together with associated marina and other resort developments.   

There is further information on CALM’s attitude to this matter over time from 1989.  It continued to support this 
proposal.  Today, however, we have a situation in which the same Dr Wilson, who is the Chairman of the Marine 
Parks and Reserves Authority and a director of the Australian Wildlife Conservancy, opposes this development, 
even though it will now be only 200 residential lots.  For some reason, Dr Wilson has changed his mind.   

I have already described to the House the relationship between Dr Wilson and the Australian Wildlife 
Conservancy and the Save Ningaloo campaign.  It gets even more interesting when we look at some of things 
that have been taking place in recent times.  Mr Gamblin and Mr Beros, on behalf of the Save Ningaloo 
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campaign, are promoting the AWC’s proposal for Ningaloo Station.  They call it Future Ningaloo, and they have 
been presenting, to anyone who wants to hear, the proposals of the Save Ningaloo campaign, which are in effect 
the proposals that have been put to the Government by Mr Copley on behalf of the Australian Wildlife 
Conservancy.  Therefore, an organisation that is funded by the AWC is running a campaign against a legitimate 
proposal in order to enable another proposal to get up on the Ningaloo coast.  It gets even worse, because, as I 
have said, Dr Wilson supported the proposal in 1989 with 1 000 lots, but he now opposes it, in his very 
important position as Chairman of the Marine Parks and Reserves Authority.  He is a scientist.  We need to know 
why he has changed his mind on this issue.   

More than that, Dr Wilson made a submission to the Commonwealth Government on its draft public 
environmental review on the development of Mauds Landing, and he also sent a letter to Coral Coast Marina 
Development Pty Ltd, to say why the Marine Parks and Reserves Authority opposed the development.  It is 
interesting that on the very same day that Coral Coast Marina Development received that letter, which was 11 
January 2002, it also received a letter from a Donna Wheeler, who seems from the content of the letter to be 
closely associated with the Save Ningaloo campaign.  The two letters contain statements that are identical.  I will 
give an example.  Dr Wilson’s letter to Coral Coast states -  

The MPRA is of the belief that the environmental and other management proposals of the proponent 
will not adequately ensure the protection of the relevant matters of national environmental significance.   

The letter from Donna Wheeler, who is associated with the Save Ningaloo campaign, states -  

the environmental and other management proposals from the proponent in the draft PER will not 
adequately ensure the protection of the relevant matters of national environmental significance.   

The words are almost identical.  The letters contain many other examples - I do not have time now to read them 
out - of words that are identical or have been altered slightly to suggest that someone else has written them.   

I put forward the proposal that Dr Wilson, in his capacity as Chairman of the Marine Parks and Reserves 
Authority, is in fact working with the Save Ningaloo campaign and is providing it with detailed information 
from within a government agency.  Either he gave a copy of his assessment of the proposal as it is now to the 
Save Ningaloo campaign for it to copy, or vice versa; I suspect it was the first one.  I have serious concerns 
about the status of the advice being given to the Government by the Marine Parks and Reserves Authority and Dr 
Wilson.  Dr Wilson has already been stood aside by the minister from any involvement with the Government’s 
assessment of this deal.  He should now be stood down full stop, and any advice that he has provided to the 
Government should be ignored.  There is no question in my mind that there is a serious conflict of interest.  A 
scientist has changed his mind on the environmental impact of this proposed development, even though the 
proposed development is much smaller now than it was previously when he gave it his approval.  Dr Wilson is 
also mixed up with a person who wants to develop an alternative to Mauds Landing; and the word “alternative” 
to Mauds Landing is included in the submission by the AWC to the Government.  Dr Wilson is clearly involved 
in a way that is totally and absolutely inappropriate for a public servant.  The Government is now going through 
the task of having to make a decision about the Mauds Landing Development and is up against a very 
concentrated and very expensive campaign.  That will be a very difficult decision.  It does not make it any easier 
when one of its own servants is engaged in part of the action to try to stop the proposal from going ahead.  I 
demand that the Minister for the Environment and Heritage get Dr Wilson into her office and demand to know 
from him what his involvement is.  She must demand to know why he changed his scientific view on the 
development, what is his relationship with the Australian Wildlife Conservancy and whether it is compromising 
his position as a Government servant.  It is just not good enough.  The more I find out about this whole matter, 
the more concerned I become.  I would very much like to know where the money is coming from that is funding 
the printing of car stickers we see on almost every car in Western Australia. 

Qualifications of Local Government CEOs 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.40 pm]:  I will touch on a matter that 
I have previously raised in this House during an adjournment debate.  I found the question asked by Hon Giz 
Watson this afternoon quite interesting.  She asked about the academic qualifications of chief executive officers 
and general managers of local governments.  There has been significant public debate, particularly in the 
northern suburbs, about the qualifications of the CEO of the City of Joondalup.  Hon Giz Watson informed the 
House today of a similar case that occurred at the Randwick council in New South Wales.  I have seen a 
newspaper clipping that states that a general manager was dismissed because he falsified his qualifications.   

In the City of Joondalup many claims have been made that when the current CEO applied for the position, he 
claimed that he had a number of academic qualifications from specific universities.  A court case in New South 
Wales clearly identified that the CEO in Joondalup did not have those qualifications.  I have had the opportunity 
of reading the transcript of the New South Wales court case.  My interpretation is that the judge found that the 
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CEO, who was then general manager of a council in New South Wales, did not have formal tertiary 
qualifications.  Since I last raised this matter in the Parliament, as is often the case in these matters, a copy of 
what purports to be the curriculum vitae provided to the council arrived anonymously at my office.  I had hoped 
to visit the council with the document to ascertain whether it is a true copy.  I have no way of verifying it.  One 
of the problems of the new sitting times is that it is harder to do things midweek than it was previously.  Having 
said that, if the document sent to me is correct, it is clear that the CV provided to the council by the applicant 
indicated that the current CEO, Denis Smith, had a range of academic qualifications from universities on the east 
coast of Australia.  I do not know which is true and which is false.  However, it is a simple matter for the City of 
Joondalup to clarify this matter.  I see no reason that the CV of the CEO should not be made public by the City 
of Joondalup.  The CEO should provide copies of his academic qualifications to prove his claims.   

It is a blight on local government while those matters remain unclarified.  With local government elections 
coming up, the people of the City of Joondalup have a right to know before they vote what is the truth.  The 
documentation sent to me clearly suggests the claims to the qualifications were on the CV.  I have not been able 
to ascertain whether that is correct. 

Today Hon Giz Watson also asked about the possibility of prohibiting confidentiality clauses in agreements 
between local councils and their employees.  The minister mentioned that the Local Government Act gives 
members of the public the right to view employment contracts and variations to such contracts.  It also states that 
the CEO of a local government may deny access to information in contracts if he believes it to be of a private 
nature.  I do not think that processes for remuneration and the setting up of the committee to review the 
performance of the CEO are matters of a private nature.  Yet, I have sought from the City of Joondalup copies of 
the contract, and it has denied those requests.  Following questions from constituents and prior to Hon Giz 
Watson asking this question today, I inquired with the minister’s office if the department was conducting an 
inquiry.  The minister’s question today answered that.  I understand that the Department of Local Government 
and Regional Development has also sought from the City of Joondalup a copy of the contract.  The information 
with which I have been provided is that at this stage the City of Joondalup has not provided it with a copy of that 
contract.  As I mentioned, I have previously raised this matter to some degree.  A copy of what purports to be the 
contract was anonymously delivered to my electorate office.  I have not had a great deal of time to go through it 
in detail.  I thought about tabling it but I decided that at this stage it was not appropriate.  However, some clauses 
in the document give me great concern.  One clause requires a member of the council to be elected to sit on the 
review panel of the CEO.  When I investigated those matters, the council argued that it had, without an election, 
simply appointed the deputy mayor to that position following an agreement between the mayor and the CEO.  
That would mean that the mayor and the CEO could appoint the whole of the panel to conduct the review of the 
CEO’s remuneration.  I find that absolutely abhorrent.  I have contacted other local authorities in the northern 
suburbs.  The City of Wanneroo has said that it would be happy to provide me with a copy of its CEO’s contract.  
I believe the City of Joondalup also has an obligation to provide the contract.  I do not want to know the bank 
account details and those sorts of things.  It is right that they be withheld.  I do not particularly wish to deal with 
documents that anonymously arrive at my office.  I would prefer that the City of Joondalup, rather than I, make 
those documents public.  I think I now understand why it does not want to make the contract public.  The city 
should provide the contract to the Department of Local Government and Regional Development.  It is a sad 
indictment on the council that it has not done that.  It has an obligation to be open and accountable to its electors.  
It can black out those matters of a private nature, which I regard as being the bank account details, personal 
home address and other personal details of the CEO.  I do not think that the other matters to which the city has 
referred are private.  The city has said that the only part of the contract it will provide is that which relates to the 
salary remuneration and benefits.  It will not even let us see how that remuneration can be reviewed on an annual 
basis.  I have grave concerns about the process by which this council even endorsed the contract.  I have done a 
lot of research, and I do not think the final contract was even presented to the council for formal ratification.  
That is a problem for that council.   

I could have come into this Chamber today and tabled those documents for all and sundry to read.  I do not think 
that is appropriate.  They have come into my possession.  I would prefer the City of Joondalup to realise the error 
of its ways on this matter and provide this information to its electors.  It has an obligation to do that before the 
coming local government elections so that when those people vote, they have a full understanding of how the 
council has been operating.  It is absolutely important that the city release the contract itself.  I tonight call upon 
the council to come clean and clearly identify the claims, if any, the CEO made about his academic 
qualifications when he applied for the job, and the CEO to demonstrate that he has those qualifications.  I also 
call upon the council to publish the contract so that we can all see whether the correct processes for the 
remuneration review and other matters in that regard have been followed.  I urge the City of Joondalup to do that 
in the very near future.  

Child-care Centres 
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HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [5.49 pm]:  I bring to the attention of the House an issue that is 
of grave concern to me.  One of my questions during question time today touched on the issue of child care and 
whether the Government, under the changes that are taking place, will guarantee to parents of young children 
who place their children in care that those children will receive appropriate care.  When I read The Australian 
Financial Review and The West Australian of 28 March, I was again reminded of the move into the child-care 
industry in Western Australia by a large company called Child Care Centres Australia Ltd.  This is the issue 
about which I will speak.  I am concerned about large corporations buying child-care centres purely for profit.  
The Australian Financial Review and The West Australian both published an article about that on that day.  It 
was reported that Child Care Centres Australia had gone on a spending spree and had snapped up 46 child-care 
centres in Western Australia at a value of $25 million. 

The issue is of grave concern.  There are some very good child-care operators in this State.  Parents leave very 
young babies and children in the care of people who are licensed and who are meant to be appropriately trained 
and to abide by regulations.  I know that many mothers - and fathers, but particularly mothers - are concerned 
about their children when they leave them to go to work.  They want to be confident that the centre they have 
chosen is an appropriate centre for their child.  This issue of corporate companies moving into the child-care 
industry is of grave concern.  A well-known child psychiatrist, Dr Peter Cook, puts his view very eloquently in a 
note that he wrote to a magazine to which I subscribe.  He states - 

I have been concerned about the perverse incentives indicated by the remarkable boom in the shares of 
listed companies aiming to take over the Australian childcare industry.  These were described recently 
in “Making profits out of preschoolers” . . .  

The title I would like to give to my short speech today is “profiteering out of preschoolers”.  Dr Cook goes on to 
say - 

For infants under two, the legal staff/infant requirement in NSW is 1 to 5, which Jay Belsky has 
described as “nobody’s idea of quality”, and “a licence to neglect”.  The primary duty of these 
companies is to make profits for shareholders, and their anticipated gains are underpinned by the 
allocation of $8billion Federal funds to the Child Care Benefit subsidy over the next four years.  Two 
thousand million dollars per year is a lot of money. 

My question to the House today is: is this money being well spent?  Are there accountability clauses and areas 
that we need to look at or tighten up?  We already have scandals in the aged care industry in this country.  In 
America it has been said that care for young preschoolers can be likened to fluorescent-lit young aged homes.  It 
would be very serious if we moved to that situation. 

Dr Cook further describes the issue of large corporations moving into the child-care industry.  He states - 

The massive actual and projected profits for entrepreneurs with shares in the child care centre 
companies, based on the Federal Government’s Child Care Benefit.  For example, shares in ABC 
Learning Centres, listed in April 2001 at $1 per share, were worth $14 per share in October 2002, and 
there are now four listed companies projecting massive profits from the Government’s Child Care 
Benefit, on the basis of $8 billion of child care subsidies over the next four years.  

I took the time prior to this week to speak with the office of the federal minister, Larry Anthony, when that 
article appeared and raise some issues of concern with his office.  His office assured me that there is a strict 
quality accreditation process in place through the National Childcare Accreditation Council.  I was informed that 
he was aware that 70 per cent of all commonwealth child-care centres had private involvement and eight per cent 
were fully privately owned.  I alert the Parliament to the fact that I am gravely concerned that the very good 
operators of private child-care centres in Western Australia may be squeezed out in favour of these large 
corporations, which are offering very good profits on the Stock Exchange.   

To bring the global situation into the context of a local situation, this week a privately owned child-care centre in 
Mandurah terminated qualified staff.  I do not know the reason for that, but it was reported in The West 
Australian on 8 April.  It is an ongoing issue, but I have been called by a number of the parents who have taken 
their children out of the centre and I have spoken to the coordinator of the centre.  That is why today I alert the 
Parliament to a wider issue of concern.  As shadow minister for children, I will certainly do something in the 
short and long term.  I plan to have a round-table conference for the players in the child-care industry to assess 
the move towards making a profit out of preschoolers and to determine whether quality standards and 
appropriate care are being delivered.   

There has been a dispute at the Mandurah child-care centre.  An article in today’s newspaper reported that the 
situation had worsened and that the management had sacked six striking workers.  The answer to the question I 
asked today informed me that the coordinator rang the Child Care Services Board and Licensing Unit on 11 
March and made a complaint, which is the appropriate board to contact.  That is the role of the coordinator of a 
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child-care centre to ensure that the centre complies.  It is a state government statutory body that is overseen by 
the Minister for Community Development.  The rumour in the industry is that the State Government is about to 
dismantle the Child Care Services Board and Licensing Unit and that current consultation is being conducted.  I 
have spoken to people in the industry who have said that there is very little evidence of thorough consultation 
about this move, and I am concerned about it.  We have a situation on our doorstep in which parents have alleged 
that the new owners who have taken over this centre have no experience in child care.  They are on a business 
visa from England.  They must meet a $200 000 profit and have a staff of 20.  The wife of the owner was seen to 
vigorously shake a six-month-old baby and staff objected to that.  On Monday, two little children who were 
meant to be collected from school to be taken to the child-care centre for after-school care were left behind, 
unattended and alone.  Because they knew how to get to the child-care centre, they walked across a busy street.  
That is of grave concern.  It is a seriously dangerous situation.   

I urge the Minister for Community Development to doublethink dismantling the Child Care Services Board and 
Licensing Unit, which is the only such authority in the State.  It is the State Government’s responsibility to 
ensure that appropriate practices are put in place for our children in Western Australia.  I also urge the minister 
to consider that it is the only arm of this Government that can check on people moving into the child-care 
industry whose only goal is profit.  This is a very serious issue.  I do not have sufficient time to go further, but 
the situation in Mandurah highlights the fact that state intervention is possible.  Although officers from the 
Department for Community Development have visited the centre in Mandurah, this situation was ignored until 
parents were forced to go to the media.   

Export of Sheep to the Middle East 

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [6.00 pm]:  I will make some brief remarks on an article in The 
West Australian of 5 April.  It is rather ironic that I make these remarks on the same day that Hon Kate Doust put 
forward a motion during non-official business that essentially condemns the federal Government for 
undermining the capacity and scope of the Western Australian Government to govern in accordance with the 
needs and interests of the people of Western Australia.  When we look at this article, we can see that it is rather 
hypocritical that the actions of the Labor MP representing the federal seat of Fremantle should undermine the 
agricultural industry to the extent that they do.  The article in The West Australian by Peter Trott is headed “Live 
Export Rally” and states -  

LIVE export opponents will rally in Fremantle today to protest against the Government’s refusal to stop 
shipments to the Middle East during the Iraq war.   

Federal Labor MP Carmen Lawrence will speak at the rally . . . People Against Cruelty in Animal 
Transport spokeswoman Maggie Mann said the group had not got a satisfactory response to its plea to 
the Government to stop sending livestock to the Gulf.  She said 30,000 sheep died in Kuwait during the 
1991 Gulf war.  

I wonder who these people think started the war in Kuwait?  It certainly goes without saying that it had nothing 
at all to do with the livestock exporters of Western Australia, although we feel sorry for any loss of life whether 
it be human or animal.  I wonder if they realise that, as well as the 30 000 sheep - if that is the correct figure - a 
lot of Kuwaitis and other international people died during that war.   

On whether sheep should be transported to the Middle East at this time, the federal Minister for Agriculture, 
Fisheries and Forestry, Warren Truss, said that no livestock shipments were heading for the war zone.  It should 
be made clear to a lot of people that the live sheep trade in Western Australia alone is worth in excess of 
$360 million annually.  It should not be jeopardised on the basis of emotive rhetoric.   

I have some figures that were supplied by Livecorp from the Australian Bureau of Statistics that show that 
3 128 737 sheep were exported from Australia between January and July 2002.  Their destinations included 
many places around the world, but in the Middle East they went to Bahrain, Egypt, Israel, Jordan, Kuwait, 
Oman, Qatar, Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates.  Not one sheep went from Western Australia to Iraq.  
The sheep may well continue on from Bahrain to other places.  However, that is business that is conducted 
outside the realm of the Australian Government and the influence of Australian livestock exporters.  To say that 
we should not be sending sheep to the Middle East because there is a war in Iraq is absolutely incredible.  

The current drought figures from the commonwealth Bureau of Meteorology for Australia indicate the difficult 
situation that Western Australian farmers have coped with in the past three years.  Perhaps a good quiz night 
question would go something like: “Which State in Australia has suffered more from drought in the past three 
years?”  The answer, of course, is Western Australia.  An economically saving grace for the agricultural and 
farming industries in WA has been the high demand for live sheep.  Perhaps Carmen Lawrence wants to starve 
the Middle East into submission at the expense of the WA livestock industry. 

Hon Paddy Embry:  Do you think that the federal member for Fremantle has reached her use-by date? 
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Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Yes, I have to agree with that.  Hopefully, much of the voting public in Western 
Australia will acknowledge the current relevance of that fact.  How can a federal parliamentary member claim 
any notion of credibility when she condones irresponsible actions that are detrimental to the agricultural industry 
of this State?  There is no basis for her comments or relationship to the war in Iraq.  The statements are blatantly 
emotive and I believe are designed to undermine the rural regions of our State in a despicable attempt to succour 
metropolitan votes.  It is absolutely irresponsible and I hope that at the next federal and state elections in this 
State, voters in the agricultural areas recall the lack of support and the attempt to undermine their industries.  It is 
a disgrace for a former Premier of Western Australia to carry on in that manner. 
 


