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ECONOMICS AND INDUSTRY STANDING COMMITTEE — MINING LEGACY STATE AGREEMENTS 

374. Mr D.T. REDMAN to the member for Central Wheatbelt: 
I refer to private members’ business notice of motion 7, referring to the inquiry into state agreements, hopefully 
done by committee. Under standing order 75(3), I ask if the member can inform the house when she intends to 
progress this motion? 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member, you can answer the question, but you have to focus on the timing of bringing on your 
motion for debate and why it should be brought on. You can briefly refer to your motion and the issues involved, 
but not get into the substance. 
Ms M.J. DAVIES replied: 
Thank you for your guidance, Mr Speaker. 
Before I start, can I acknowledge two very special friends in the gallery today, John and Avril Elson, who are here 
from the United Kingdom and, I am sure, watching proceedings with great interest. 
I thank the member for the question. He is a true regional development champion, and someone who has always 
sought to balance the needs of the resources sector with sustainability of development in our regions. Members 
will note that the motion on the books in my name relates to the review of legacy state agreements. Mr Speaker, 
you said that we need to talk about the urgency and why we are bringing this matter on for debate. I will absolutely 
bring the house’s attention to the fact that this is an incredibly urgent conversation to have in the week that this 
budget — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! Minister for Transport, I call you to order for the first time. 
Ms M.J. DAVIES: Thank you, Mr Speaker. 
There is an urgency for this debate to be held, and I look forward to the — 
Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Treasurer, I call you to order for the first time. The more you interject, the longer it will take. 
Ms M.J. DAVIES: I am looking forward very much to contributions from members opposite during private 
members’ business tomorrow, when we intend to bring this forward. 
This government is about to deliver a disastrous budget, slugging everyday households with increased fees and 
charges and raiding royalties for regions. This is an opportunity, tomorrow, for every single member opposite—
including members who represent these regions—to show that they have gone down every rabbit hole and are 
pulling every lever that is available to them to ensure that every Western Australian is getting the best outcomes 
for the finite resources that these state agreements manage; the most important of contracts that this state 
government has had ratified by this Parliament.  
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Can you wrap this up? This is question time; it is not opposition ministerial statements. 
Ms M.J. DAVIES: Mr Speaker, thank you. I take your point. The member was very interested to know why there 
was urgency to this being brought forward. I particularly look forward to the contribution from the member for 
Pilbara. Alongside the debate that the Nationals have been progressing in relation to state agreements has been — 
The SPEAKER: Member, you are drifting off. You have one minute, and that is it. 
Ms M.J. DAVIES: I will tell members why it is urgent. It is urgent because those members are not doing it. The 
member for Pilbara is not standing up for his constituents. 
The SPEAKER: No, sit down. That is enough. Next question. 
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