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KALGOORLIE-BOULDER WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANT 
Motion 

MR M.J. BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie) [4.08 pm]:  I move - 

That this House call on the state Labor Government to ensure that the current practice undertaken since 
October last year of redirecting toxic waste formerly treated at the Government-owned Brookdale waste 
plant to the Total Waste Management plant in Kalgoorlie-Boulder be immediately abandoned. 

And further, that this practice remain prohibited until such time that serious health concerns regarding 
this stream of waste have been investigated and resolved to the satisfaction of the Kalgoorlie-Boulder 
community.  

I bring to the attention of members, particularly the Minister for the Environment and Heritage, an issue of grave 
concern to my electors and me.  This issue has necessitated a constant stream of constituents darkening my 
doorstep with serious concerns about the Brookdale waste issue, and the way in which it has been handled.  At 
the outset, I hope to indicate clearly in my speech today that the Government’s handling of this matter is nothing 
less than appalling - in fact, it borders on scandalous. 
It is important to revisit the Brookdale issue and clearly understand the health concerns raised in that area, and 
the allegation raised by people of the area who have fallen sick that the Brookdale waste plant was to blame.  We 
all know now that a number of matters have arisen in Brookdale concerning excessive lead in the environment.  
That fact is reinforced by an article in the Sunday Times of 16 February 2003.  I will get to that in a minute.  
However, one of the very important issues at Brookdale and one of the issues that was of major concern to the 
people of the area was that the Department of Environmental Protection had failed to recognise excessive lead 
levels in the environment.  That is borne out by the article to which I have referred and which states -  

In a letter to Environment Minister Judy Edwards, EPA chairman Bernard Bowen blamed a reduction in 
technical staff for the DEP’s failure to notice high lead figures in an air quality study it commissioned.   

That proves that there are excessive lead levels in the atmosphere surrounding the Brookdale plant.  The fact that 
the DEP failed to recognise those excessive lead levels is of particular concern.  The people of Brookdale have 
spoken consistently and consecutively about the health concerns of their children.  The health article in the 
Sunday Times of 12 January 2003 also bears testimony to that claim.  I will read part of it into Hansard for the 
benefit of members present.  The article was written by Fiona Adolph and John Flint and states -  

The children of Forrestdale are sick.   
From nosebleeds and weeping eyes to hacking coughs, their symptoms could be dismissed as benign 
and commonplace - if they were not so chronic.   
In one serious case, a two-year-old Forrestdale boy is in a hospital intensive-care unit with symptoms 
that his father says doctors are unable to explain.   

One of the parents involved in this issue is reported as saying -  

“I feel terribly guilty about what I have allowed my kids to be exposed to,” Ms Packham said.  “I lie 
awake at night wondering if they will have liver damage when they are older.”   

In the same article the head of Western Australia’s peak medical body called for a review of illness rates among 
Forrestdale children - an admission that the illness rates among the children in that area are significantly higher 
than would be expected in any area in Western Australia.  Those ailments include blood noses, chronic coughs, 
allergic asthma, sore eyes, headaches and behavioural problems.  When referring to 12-year-old Simon 
Packham, the article states - 

Pronounced redness in his eyes resulted in him being sent home from school after teachers wrongly 
diagnosed conjunctivitis, which is contagious.   

Clearly a pattern is developing; that is, there are very serious health concerns in the area around the Brookdale 
waste plant.   
An article in the Sunday Times of 16 February said that 31 people who live near the Brookdale liquid waste plant 
have clinical symptoms as assessed by the Department of Health.  The range of complaints presented by those 31 
people include asthma, sore eyes, blood noses, sinus problems, abdominal pains and respiratory ailments, and 
some people also presented with multiple symptoms.  I could understand it if one or two people had similar 
symptoms of blood noses, nausea or headaches.  I could even understand it if three or four or perhaps even a 
dozen people had the same symptoms, even though that would be stretching it.  However, when 31 people from 
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the same area have complained of identical health symptoms, obviously we have a real crisis on our hands.  In 
fact, Don Randall, a Liberal member of federal Parliament, commissioned a survey of 400 people in that area.  
Sadly, the results indicate that 75 per cent of people living near the Brookdale waste plant believe the facility has 
dangerously polluted a school and more than 33 per cent of them believe that the plant has made them sick.   
One of the higher profile cases in the area involves a young chap by the name of River Jones.  He and his brother 
were tested for lead levels in their blood, and River Jones, who is seven years of age, was pronounced as having 
a lead level of 12 micrograms per decilitre.  The accepted risk level is 10 micrograms per decilitre.  Here we 
have one young fellow of seven years of age with lead levels in his blood in excess of the accepted risk level of 
10 micrograms per decilitre.  His younger brother Harley, who is five years of age, had a lead level of nine 
micrograms per decilitre, so he is one microgram below the accepted risk level.  His mother was quoted in the 
Sunday Times of 19 January 2003 as saying that she was furious when Armadale hospital informed her that her 
blood level was 13 micrograms per decilitre.  The article reports her as saying -  

“I’m an absolute health fanatic and this has really shocked me . . .  

“I have been very ill for about a year and now I know why.  I have had anaemia, stomach complaints 
and loss of memory.”   

Another resident by the name of Neil - he did not want to give his surname - who is 22 years of age was quoted 
in the same article.  He said that he takes 40 000 milligrams of vitamin C each day to treat his lead poisoning.  
The article goes on to say -   

Neil said he had moved to Margaret River several years ago to get all the lead out of his system and feel 
normal again.  But since returning to the area his lead levels had skyrocketed again.  “This has basically 
wrecked my life.  I have no doubt what is causing it.”   

The implication is that his health problems are being caused by the Brookdale waste plant.   

We have also learnt that arsenic, lead, chromium and other toxic metals were detected in the roof gutters of two 
schools near the Brookdale waste plant.  McCubbin Loop, which is a street in that area, has some 28 households.  
When surveyed by the Sunday Times, 15 of those 28 householders said that they were experiencing health 
problems.  McCubbin Loop is three kilometres from the Brookdale waste plant and many of its sick residents 
blame that waste facility for their problems.   

We can also take advice from an article in The West Australian of Wednesday, 15 January 2003, which refers to 
a mother, Mrs Carleton, and the development of one of her children.  It states -  

Mrs Carleton said the development of one of her children had been delayed and two years ago, he had 
lost his hair.  “The doctor had no explanation for it,” she said.   

Daniel, 3, and Chris, 8, had experienced constant nosebleeds for two years and had suffered from 
unexplained vomiting.   

Once again, those two young people live in the vicinity of the Brookdale waste plant.  The list goes on and on.  
Unfortunately, I do not have time to detail all the various health complaints that have originated from the area 
surrounding the Brookdale plant.  Suffice to say, it is more than just a coincidence that so many people have 
become sick in the same contained area.   
Mr M.P. Whitely interjected.   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Notwithstanding old gum-banger in the background, it is sad that many of the people who 
have become sick were children.  Some of them are as young as five years of age.  I am sure you would agree, 
Mr Speaker, that it is an absolute epidemic.  The Health Department’s Executive Director of Public Health, 
Michael Jackson, was quoted in The West Australian of 15 January as saying that reports of persistent 
nosebleeds and other symptoms among children in the area needed further investigation.  There we have it!  The 
Health Department’s Executive Director of Public Health is on record as of 15 January this year as saying that 
those health concerns are in need of further investigation.   
In The Australian of Wednesday, 15 January 2003, the State Government admitted there was cause for concern 
and perhaps even an investigation.  I will read into Hansard part of an article from The Australian of 
Wednesday, 15 January -  

However, it - 
That is, the State Government -  

admitted reports of health irregularities among locals needed further investigation. 
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And health officials said it was too early for children to return to the local school because of 
“unanswered questions”. 

The Executive Director of Public Health is now on record as saying that further investigation of health concerns 
is needed, and the Government of the day is also on record as admitting basically that investigation of those 
health concerns is needed.  In anyone’s book, this issue has threatened to be a lively one for any Government 
presiding over such a waste facility.  For the record, I add that this waste plant is owned by the State Labor 
Government.   
The people in the Brookdale-Forrestdale area have mounted a very effective campaign indeed.  They have been 
passionate about this issue.  The level of passion exhibited by those people is a direct reflection of the fact that 
their children are falling sick in droves.  What parent would not be concerned about his or her children falling 
sick, particularly when many other children in the same area -  
Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  Member for Roleystone! 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Sometimes it is better for the member to sit there and look stupid than open his mouth and 
prove it.  The member for Roleystone will learn that.  Let us get to the crux of the matter.  What did the 
Government do? 

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  I thought we were proceeding along quite nicely.  The member for Roleystone will have the 
opportunity to put his views in this debate.  When the time comes for him to stand, I will give him the call.  The 
member for Kalgoorlie has the call at the moment. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Thank you very much, Mr Speaker.  I will come as quickly as I can to the crux of the matter 
and a few of the reasons that I am making this speech today on behalf of my constituents.  With the community 
unrest, the Government had a difficult issue to deal with.  The people of Brookdale mounted a very good 
campaign to take their fight direct to the Government and prove a point.  That point is that their children are 
becoming sick because of that waste plant.  The Government, not being entirely stupid, set about devising a 
strategy to minimise the electoral harm that would obviously come its way were it to ignore this situation.  
Therefore, the Minister for the Environment and Heritage went on record on Tuesday, 25 February 2003, in this 
place as saying the following -  

After being informed that hazardous waste was being taken to Brookdale outside of ministerial 
conditions, I announced in December 2001 - 

That is a very important date -  
a phased strategy for ceasing acceptance of hazardous waste at the Brookdale liquid waste treatment 
facility, starting with scheduled and unscheduled polychlorinated biphenyls and dry-cleaning fluid by 
28 February 2002.  Acceptance of other hazardous waste was ceased by 30 June 2002. 

The cries went up.  The people of Brookdale had had a win.  The Government had made its decision that the 
Brookdale waste plant would slowly start to take less and less waste, and would close altogether by December 
this year.  In fact, on 30 June last year it ceased to take a range of waste. 

Dr J.M. Edwards interjected. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I am simply reading from the minister’s speech.  The minister said that she would do 
something about this issue in December 2001.  The cries went out, “Well done, Government!  It’s great to see 
that you have listened to us, and we are now all relatively happy”, shall we say.  However, what did the 
Government do?  What was its answer?  What was behind the statement?  I will tell the House what was behind 
it.  It was the Government’s intention to redirect this waste to the Total Waste Management Pty Ltd plant in my 
area of Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  The Government would have known that that was the case in December 2001 when 
the minister first made the announcement that a phased strategy for acceptance of hazardous waste would start to 
be implemented.  In fact, the waste formerly treated at the Brookdale waste plant was first received at the Total 
Waste Management plant in my area of Kalgoorlie-Boulder in October last year, with absolutely no public 
consultation. 
Mr J.N. Hyde:  Have you been on a tour of it yet?  Have you been there? 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Yes.  After the Government had been belted around the ears for a year by the people of 
Brookdale, if ever an issue required public consultation, this was it.  One would think that any Government 
worth its salt would consult the community that was eventually to take that waste that had resulted in so many 
young children becoming sick.  The consultation level was absolutely zero.  Nobody was told.  The Government 
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has been sneaking this waste into my area since October last year.  I will tell the House why it has done that.  It 
is to save an electoral drubbing in the area of Brookdale.  That is why this waste has been redirected to my area.  
Make no mistake whatsoever: the people of Brookdale have delivered a strong and serious message to the 
Government.  The Government acted and simply said that it would shift this waste to another area, and hopefully 
nobody would realise.  A few of us realised what the Government planned to do.  It has shoved this waste in 
Kalgoorlie and thought nobody would notice; and as a result of nobody noticing, it thought nobody would 
protest.  How wrong it was! 

I have here an interesting quote from the Sunday Times of 12 January 2003 that even the goon gallery might be 
interested in listening to. 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  Are you prepared to take an interjection? 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I will wait until the interjections stop, because this is a very important quote. 
The SPEAKER:  Members, whether or not the member for Kalgoorlie is prepared to take interjections is not the 
point.  In this debate I am not prepared to take interjections of the type that the member for Kalgoorlie clearly is 
ignoring. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Thank you for your protection, Mr Speaker.  I would like members to listen carefully to this 
quote, because I have just said that the Government has shoved this waste into my electorate because it thought 
no-one would notice; and that as a result of nobody noticing, nobody would protest.  In the Sunday Times of 12 
January 2003, the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, Hon Alannah MacTiernan, is reported as saying -  

“We are determined to do this properly and not repeat the sins of the past where stuff was shoved in an 
area because they thought no one would notice and the people wouldn’t protest,” . . .  

That is very telling.  The Government has shoved it where it thought nobody would notice, and it thought 
nobody would protest.  How wrong the Government got it.  Scores of people have darkened the doorstep of my 
office in Kalgoorlie-Boulder with legitimate concerns about this issue.  The Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure certainly has a lot to answer for with regard to that quote that I have just read to members of the 
House. 

On the issue of consultation, I advise members of what the Acting Chief Executive of the Department of 
Environmental Protection, Fred Tromp, is reported to have said in the Sunday Times of 23 February 2003 -  

Fred Tromp said there had been no prior consultation because nothing outside TWM’s licence was 
being taken in and volumes had not increased. 

I am not sure how one would reconcile that statement with this statement in the Kalgoorlie Miner of 13 February 
2003 -  

From October to December last year, the volume of waste received by Total Waste Management shot 
up 69 per cent from 183,140 litres to 308,780 litres. 

On the one hand, Mr Tromp, the Acting Chief Executive of the DEP, said that there was no need for consultation 
because the volumes had not increased; on the other hand, we have found out that the volumes have not just 
increased; they have increased by 69 per cent from October to December.  What is the relevance of October?  
October is the month in which the Government started to redirect to Kalgoorlie-Boulder waste that was formerly 
treated at the Brookdale plant, hence the 69 per cent increase in those levels.  

Dr J.M. Edwards:  What is your evidence for that?   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I will now talk about -  

Dr J.M. Edwards:  Silence!   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is the minister denying that? 

Dr J.M. Edwards:  What is your evidence that it was redirected?   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is the minister denying that Brookdale waste has been sent to Kalgoorlie since October of 
last year?  That is the question.  The minister should know.  Yes or no.  I will try to clarify the question for the 
minister.  Has waste that was formerly treated at the Brookdale waste treatment plant been sent to my area of 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder since October of last year?  The minister will not answer the question.   

Dr J.M. Edwards:  You are the one who will not answer the question.   
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Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  There is a good reason that the minister will not answer the question.  The reason is that the 
Government has refused to engage in public consultation; and it will stand condemned for that at the appropriate 
time.   

Dr J.M. Edwards:  What is the licence for the area?  What are the volumes?   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You are incredible! 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure - I am sure she has just been out having a sleep 
on the chesterfield, but I am pleased she is back in the Chamber - is quoted in the Sunday Times of 12 January 
2003 as saying that the Brookdale waste plant will close in two years and will be replaced with a new site that is 
in a non-residential area.  Two years is the length of time it will probably take to build a new waste facility in a 
non-residential area, to quote my friend the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  The Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure and the Minister for the Environment then got together - I can just imagine what happened 
behind closed doors - and the Minister for the Environment said to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, 
“This is really blowing up on us.  We have massive unrest in the Brookdale community.  Two years will not cut 
it.  We will get a good drubbing at the next election.  How about we say one year?”  I can imagine also that the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure would have said to the Minister for the Environment, “We really need 
two years to build a new waste plant.”  What would the response of the Minister for the Environment have been?  
I bet she would have said, “That is okay.  We can send this rubbish to Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  They will not know; 
and because they will not know they will not care.”  There was no statement to the contrary from the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure, who said it would be two years before that plant would be closed down.  We now 
find it will be one year, and the reason it will be one year is that the Government has suddenly worked out that 
there is no need to build a new facility because it can send this waste to the second-class citizens of Kalgoorlie-
Boulder. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  I am not a second-class citizen! 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  My friend the member for Eyre is here!  I am very pleased that my friend the member for 
Eyre is with us today, because the Total Waste Management plant is in his electorate.  While I am on that 
subject, the Total Waste Management plant is a well-run plant that is running within its licence conditions.  It is 
a commercial operation that is endeavouring to make a quid.  I have no beef with a waste plant being in that area.  
I say again for the record that it is a well-run organisation.  That is not the problem.  The problem is -  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  I do not know how many times I have to tell members that if they want to make a 
contribution to this debate, they should make a speech.  If the member for Roleystone wants to make the point 
that he has suddenly discovered that the member for Kalgoorlie has made some sort of error, he should make that 
point in his speech and should not interject in an attempt to make the speech of the member for Kalgoorlie 
disjointed.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Thank you very much, Mr Speaker.  I would be surprised if between them they could make 
one point!  

The problem is not the existence of a waste plant in Kalgoorlie-Boulder and it is not the way in which the waste 
plant is being operated.  The problem is simply that the waste stream that it is now being required to accept and 
that was formerly treated at Brookdale has made my constituents very upset.  I am pleased the member for Eyre 
is with us today, because I am sure, given that this former Brookdale waste is being treated in his electorate, that 
he will stand as one with me and will vote in favour of this motion when it is put to the House.  An article in the 
Sunday Times of 23 February 2003 quotes the former manager of the Brookdale waste facility since 1991, Dr 
Hendry, as follows -  

He said the Government had to choose carefully where to divert Brookdale’s waste.   

“Are the other current options any better than Brookdale?  My concern is that there is no other plant in 
WA that is up to standard to treat so-called hazardous waste, to take acids and all sorts of other 
industrial wastes and treat them from go-to-woe,” he said.   

I make no representations as to whether that is the case.  However, I am sure the minister will be interested in 
addressing the argument advanced by the former manager of the Brookdale waste plant.  Is he correct or is he not 
correct?   

Sadly, in recent times some publicity has surrounded the health concerns of my constituents in Kalgoorlie-
Boulder.  Some of those health concerns are allegedly the result of the Total Waste Management plant in 
Boulder.  My constituents are convinced that these health concerns revolve around the treatment of toxic waste 
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that was formerly treated at the Brookdale waste plant.  An article in The Kalgoorlie Miner of 13 February 2003 
states -  

Nearby workers and a Fairways resident, -  

For those people who are not familiar with my electorate, Fairways is a suburb relatively close to the Total 
Waste Management plant in Boulder.  It continues -  

who lives about 3km from the plant, complained of an acrid smell and nausea after recent rains.   

The Fairways resident, who would not be identified, described the odour as a natural gas smell with a 
tinge of ammonia and oil.   

“My nose blocked up, and I had a little bit of a headache,” he said.   

That rings a bell, does it not?  Nose problems and headaches have also recently been connected with the 
Brookdale waste plant.  All of a sudden we have found out that this waste stream has been accepted in 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder since October of last year, and all of a sudden we have reports of nose problems and 
headaches - exactly the same medical symptoms as existed, and continue to exist, in the Brookdale area.   

The regional operations director of the Department of Environmental Protection, Mr Robert Atkins, has admitted 
that the gases from the Total Waste Management plant can travel for about five kilometres.  Five hundred metres 
from the Total Waste Management plant is a very nice and relatively new restaurant that is part of the massive 
new BP complex.  In front of that restaurant and probably about 450 metres away from the plant is a residential 
house.  One point seven kilometres from that plant is a caravan park.  I would hate to think how many people 
reside in that caravan park.  Two point five kilometres from that plant is Vivien Street, Boulder, a longstanding 
residential area in Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  Mr Wayne Astill from the DEP has confirmed that in the first week of 
this month alone he received nine complaints from people in Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  I am told that more and more 
complaints are being gathered as the days go by.   

Fourteen categories of waste are currently able to be accepted by the Total Waste Management plant in Boulder.  
Thirteen of those categories are animal waste; sewage; grease traps; vegetable oils; paints and resins; oily water 
and emulsions; organic chemicals; acids; alkalis; chromium waste; cyanide; inorganic chemicals; and waste 
water.  I skipped “solvents” because I am told that the Kalgoorlie-Boulder plant does not accept those chemicals.  
I say again for the record that I do not have a problem with the Total Waste Management plant in Kalgoorlie-
Boulder accepting those types of waste.  However, I have a problem with the Government’s redirecting to 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder, without any consultation, waste streams formerly treated at the Brookdale waste plant, 
knowing full well the concerns expressed and the allegations made in Perth about that waste.  As a result of this 
sneaky redirection of waste to my area, a couple of waste streams will increase significantly in Kalgoorlie-
Boulder - chromium, cyanide, alkaline and acids.  In the various media reports on this issue, time and again, the 
word “chromium” keeps appearing.  The net result of the redirection of waste from Brookdale to Kalgoorlie-
Boulder will be a significant increase in chromium waste.  

I will recount a rather humorous situation.  The Premier was in Kalgoorlie-Boulder on, I think, Saturday.  The 
local, very diligent newspaper, the Kalgoorlie Miner, which follows these issues closely, suggested to the 
Premier that the issue of the Brookdale waste treatment plant was surrounded by considerable community unrest.  
When asked what he would do about it, what did the Premier say?  He said, “We will set up a consultation 
community reference committee.”  That was two weeks ago.  He slipped into the spiel he has rehearsed very 
often in this place on accountability, talking to the people and community consultation.  We found out only by 
accident that the increased waste stream has been redirected from Brookdale to Kalgoorlie-Boulder since 
October last year.  Nobody knew about it.  The Government arranged it by stealth; yet the Premier swans into 
town and, when put under pressure, says that he will establish a community reference consultation group.  
Presumably a community reference group would be established to ask the community for feedback on storing the 
extra waste in the area.  The waste has been stored in that area since October and it continues to be taken there.  
The Premier now wants to establish a community consultation reference group.  He stands condemned for 
participating in a nasty, ridiculous little political trick.  The people in my electorate and in the electorate of the 
member for Eyre have not fallen for that trick.  They do not want waste formerly treated at Brookdale to be 
stored near them until the health concerns have been addressed.  They do not want more of that waste.  There has 
been no consultation.  The important thing to understand is that the Government knew about this in December 
2001, as the Minister for the Environment and Heritage outlined in her speech, in which she said that the 
Brookdale waste plant would take less and less waste over that year and eventually close.  The Labor Party and 
the minister knew that waste would be redirected to Kalgoorlie-Boulder, but they told nobody about it.  We have 
heard various debates in this place about one vote, one value, the reduction in the number of departmental heads 
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and the downgrading of hospitals in country areas.  The chardonnay set in the Labor Party thinks that people 
who live in country areas are second-class citizens.  The Government has managed to avert a political drubbing 
in the Brookdale area by redirecting the waste to my area of Kalgoorlie-Boulder because it considers the people 
there to be second-class citizens.  As a result, there will be a backlash that will make the Brookdale situation 
look like Play School.  

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn - Parliamentary Secretary) [4.44 pm]:  I oppose the motion.  I acknowledge that 
the member for Kalgoorlie has a right to air his concerns in Parliament and that those concerns are real.  I also 
acknowledge that residents have been “darkening” his door, as he told this House.  To justify his motion the 
member for Kalgoorlie has drawn at length on the emotional concerns of residents at Brookdale and some of the 
major concerns expressed by members on this side of the House.  Total Waste Management is receiving only the 
waste that the plant is licensed to take - something the member for Kalgoorlie forgot to tell the House.  He also 
forgot to tell the House -  

Points of Order 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The member for Swanbourne - 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Mr Speaker - 

The SPEAKER:  We will finish the first point of order.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The member for Swanbourne has misrepresented what I said.  If members read Hansard they 
will see that I said very clearly and concisely that Total Waste Management was accepting waste within its 
licensed conditions.  The member was misleading the House.  

The SPEAKER:  The member should be addressed in this place as the member for Cockburn.  The issue raised 
by the member for Kalgoorlie is that he disagrees with what the member for Cockburn said.  That is not a point 
of order.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will not raise a point of order, but I remind the member for Kalgoorlie and the Leader of the 
Opposition that under standing orders they should refer to members in the House by their electorates.  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  What is he, the member for Croyden?  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I accept the remark of the member for Cottesloe because he made it by way of interjection.  
However, Mr Speaker, the member for Kalgoorlie should have been spoken to when he stood up and officially 
referred to me as the member for Swanbourne.  

As I indicated, the first fact is that the Kalgoorlie-Boulder plant deals with waste for which it is licensed.  The 
second fact is that the former Minister for the Environment, the member for Kingsley, opened the plant in 2000.  
The member for Kalgoorlie complained at length about the residents and community leaders not being consulted 
about the increase in the waste deposits.  Were the residents of Kalgoorlie-Boulder consulted at length in the way 
this Government consults the community over issues like this?  Were the residents of Kalgoorlie consulted at 
length about the siting of that plant, the licences issued for that plant and the waste that plant takes?   They were 
not.  

Mr M.J. Birney interjected.   

The SPEAKER:  Member for Kalgoorlie! 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected.   

The SPEAKER:  Member for Nedlands!   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The reality is that the waste taken to Kalgoorlie is within the license provisions issued by the 
former Liberal Government.  They have not changed; the quantity of waste has changed.  The type of waste has 
remained the same.  That fact must be taken into consideration by the member for Kalgoorlie in his consultation 
with the residents there.  The member for Kalgoorlie is beating up a story to scare the residents of Kalgoorlie.  
This is another stunt from the member for Kalgoorlie, the boy wonder.  He is scaring the residents of Kalgoorlie, 
in the same way as the member for Mitchell tried to scare people around Brookdale.  This is another stunt of 
similar proportions to that pulled by the member for Mitchell when he put a padlock on the gates at Brookdale 
but did not have the guts to click it shut.  The member for Kalgoorlie’s argument is that it is okay for the plant to 
take waste created at Kalgoorlie.  I am sure, in his discussions with his own constituents, he says, “I don’t mind 
the plant; I don’t mind the waste that it takes from Kalgoorlie; but I do not want that waste coming up from 
Perth, and I particularly do not want that waste coming up from Brookdale.” 
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Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Members! 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  This is absolute rubbish.  Total Waste Management Pty Ltd has taken industrial and liquid 
waste since it began its operations in 2000, and the waste streams have come from all over Western Australia, in 
particular from Perth.  I repeat, Total Waste Management is acting in accordance with its licence and the only 
difference between what it was doing in 2000 and what the member for Kalgoorlie claims it has been doing since 
October 2002 is that it is dealing with an increase in the quantity of the material it is processing.   

The licences allowed Total Waste Management to treat liquid waste through its three treatment processes: the 
biodegradable process, waste oil separation, and chemical fixation and solidification.  The licence conditions and 
appendix allow Total Waste Management to treat soluble oils such as hydraulic oils, brake fluids, radiator 
coolants, degreasers and car and truck wash fluids.  All of those materials are sold in the shop owned and 
operated by the member for Kalgoorlie. 

Yesterday the member for Vasse fully supported the Government’s Contaminated Sites Bill, particularly the 
section dealing with the full life cycle of goods and services.  Does the member for Kalgoorlie practise what his 
party preaches?  He sells these liquids and materials and then he complains about the presence of a plant that 
treats and disposes of them.  He does not deal with the issues; he is running away from them again.  What a 
hypocrite.   

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am aware you were going to rise, Mr Speaker; you are aware of my point of order. 

The SPEAKER:  The word “hypocrite” has been ruled unparliamentary, and I ask the member to withdraw it. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I withdraw that. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I repeat: the member for Kalgoorlie sells these products and then complains about the cost of 
dealing with them. 

Mr M. McGowan:  Does he sell them full time? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I do not know. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Members! 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  He sells these products.  His party appears to have a policy of full life cycle responsibility, 
but he lets someone else deal with it.  He does not comply with his own party’s policies and objectives.  He 
basically says that he will let somebody else deal with it, but not in his own backyard.  This bloke has won a 
business award, and he will not even take full responsibility for the products he sells. 

The member for Kalgoorlie spoke at length about toxic waste being taken by Total Waste Management from 
Brookdale.  In order to challenge that type of scurrilous scaremongering, Total Waste Management took out a 
full-page advertisement in this morning’s Kalgoorlie Miner highlighting the materials it will and will not take.  It 
is beneficial to read four points into Hansard.  It states - 

•  TWM will continue to treat all Kalgoorlie-Boulder’s industrial and grease trap waste 

•  TWM will continue to treat industry-based waste from Perth and its regions, as it has done for the 
last two years 

•  TWM has made the largest investment for a liquid waste facility in Western Australia 

•  TWM has not and will not treat hazardous materials such as: 

- PCBs 

- Solvent-based waste 

- Waste with high lead content  

That is the very point that the member for Kalgoorlie was going on about.  To continue - 

- Waste with high sulphur content 

- Hydroflouric acid 
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- Flammable dangerous goods 

- Pesticides and herbicides 

- Organo chlorines 

I will now deal with a few more facts.  Whereabouts in Kalgoorlie is Total Waste Management located?  Is it in 
an area where it is likely to have a major impact on residents or, if there were a problem, would there be direct 
harm to residents?  No.  The member for Kalgoorlie referred to the golf course and where the residents were 
located.  I table a document pointing out to the House that the nearest resident lives two kilometres away from 
the plant.  The plant is located between two sewerage plants. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Is there a restaurant nearby? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  It was located in this area following consultation with the local authorities for the very reason 
that it would alleviate residents’ concerns.  I table that map and the planning notes.  

The SPEAKER:  Presumably you are speaking as a private member, so those documents can be tabled for the 
duration of today’s sitting. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  You have seen the map, Mr Speaker, and you have seen how far away the plant is from the 
nearest residence, but what does the member for Kalgoorlie do?  He scares the residents of Kalgoorlie.  The plant 
has a two-kilometre buffer around it and he runs a scare campaign.  This is another stunt from the member for 
Kalgoorlie, the boy wonder.   

Total Waste Management is a business.  It wants to grow.  Does the member for Kalgoorlie want that business to 
grow?   

Mr M.J. Birney:  Are you the official spokesman for the Labor Party? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  No answer.  He is the small business spokesperson and I ask him whether he wants the 
business to grow, but I do not receive an answer.  What sort of message - 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Members! 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  What sort of message is he, as a member of this House, sending to the businesses of 
Kalgoorlie by scaring them in that way?  He will scare off investment in Kalgoorlie if he keeps this up; and he is 
the small business spokesperson.  I ask the Leader of the Opposition to change his portfolio again.  

If Total Waste Management Pty Ltd wants to seek out more business, whether it is from Cleanaway, which 
operates from Brookdale, the Water Corporation or any other business, it should be able to do so and expand its 
business, provided it complies with its licence.   

The member for Kalgoorlie has complained about Total Waste Management’s objectives to increase the through-
flow and transfer of waste from Brookdale.  The Minister for the Environment and Heritage has informed me 
that Woodman Point waste treatment plant may also take waste from Brookdale.   

Mr M.J. Birney:  Is it in your electorate? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Yes, right in the middle of my electorate!  It may take some of the waste that would be going 
to Kalgoorlie.  Am I complaining about it and whining like the member for Kalgoorlie and running a scare 
campaign against which the business in Kalgoorlie had to advertise a challenge?  I am not putting up a motion 
about it and whining about it in the way that boy wonder is.   
The SPEAKER:  The member for Cockburn mentioned quite correctly that members should be referred to by the 
name of their seat.  The use of clever names and nicknames does not take the debate any further.  I urge people 
not to do that.  If members continue to use nicknames that are designed to denigrate, I will call them to order and 
ask them to withdraw.  I urge the member not to use that sort of language again. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I was referring to the member for Kalgoorlie.  The point I am making is that I am not coming 
into this place complaining in the way that the member for Kalgoorlie is doing.  I am going to the residents, the 
council and the community generally and explaining the situation to them.  I am not trying to scare them or run a 
scare campaign to beef up my image.  I am doing the right thing and telling them that the waste the plant will be 
taking is not hazardous and will not cause them a problem.  That waste will also be coming from the electorate 
of the member for Kalgoorlie.  The member for Kalgoorlie should do the right thing, take a leaf out of my book 
and act like a responsible member.  He should talk to the residents and the company about what is really 
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happening and not carry out stunts in the way that he has by coming into this place and moving this motion.  I 
ask that the House reject the motion. 

MR J.J.M. BOWLER (Eyre) [5.03 pm]:  I oppose the motion moved by my good friend the member for 
Kalgoorlie.  I say “good friend” because we have been good friends for most of his life.  As I said the other day, 
I coached him at basketball.  Since entering Parliament, we have generally agreed on most issues; in fact, a 
columnist in the local newspaper this week wrote that we agreed too often and that we should be fighting and 
opposing each other, as in the old days.  The member for Kalgoorlie and I wrote to the editor saying that when 
we need to oppose each other we will do so, but until then, if there is no reason to oppose each other, we will not 
play politics and slap each other around all the time but try to fight for the common good of the goldfields.   

The time has come for our paths to part on this issue.  Sadly, the truth has become a victim on this issue.  In a 
shameful grab for votes the member for Kalgoorlie is starting to play on the fears of constituents in his electorate 
and particularly my electorate, because the Boulder plant is in my electorate.  I am sad to see that he has stooped 
to the kinds of standards set by his deputy leader, who often comes into this House with half-truths, innuendo 
and misleading statements. 

The member for Kalgoorlie told no lies during his slick presentation, but he knows that in almost every instance 
he stretched the truth or linked matters together which did not need linking.  If he is embarrassed by what I am 
saying, so be it.  In general terms we agree because we are both from the goldfields and look after the goldfields 
as a whole, but I am afraid that I must say that on this issue he has stooped to a level that I did not think he 
would reach.  

I mentioned the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, and I hope that someone can call him into the House.  I do not 
know if the member for Kalgoorlie was in the Chamber two weeks ago when the member for Southern River 
gave what I thought was the best speech by any new backbencher since we entered Parliament two years ago.  
The member for Kalgoorlie has made some very good speeches and is a very slick and professional presenter, 
but I believe the speech given by the member for Southern River was the best.  Why was it the best?  It was 
because it touched the very core of our being and why we are here to speak up for Western Australians and tell 
the truth -  

Ms S.E. Walker:  Why don’t do you speak up for your electorate? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  Order!   

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The member for Nedlands.  The member for Cockburn.  Can there be a bit of 
decorum in the House?  It is private members’ time and their time should not be wasted. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  I spare a thought for my colleague the member for Kalgoorlie because he must sit next to 
the member for Nedlands. 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Member for Nedlands! 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  I had hoped that the member for Kalgoorlie had learnt from that speech.  I do not think 
that he was in the Chamber when the member for Southern River gave that excellent speech.   

Mr M.J. Birney:  No. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  That is the trouble.  Had he been here on that day - 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  Member for Nedlands. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  I saw shame on the faces of his colleagues because the member for Southern River 
touched their very soul.  He made them realise that they had gone too far that night.  Had the member for 
Kalgoorlie been here, I do not suppose that he would have -  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Member for Riverton.  Member for Albany.   

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  As I was saying, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is renowned for half truths.  I 
believe that the member for Southern River killed off Brookdale as an issue, so all of a sudden members of the 
Opposition had to raise a new issue.   
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What is the truth about this matter?  The first point is that the Boulder plant was opened by the previous 
Government.  Previously the waste was dumped into open ponds in the Boulder cavity rubbish tip in my 
electorate.  I therefore give credit to the member for Kingsley for opening the recycling plant.  The second point 
is that the plant was opened with no consultation.   

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Member for Nedlands. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  At the time the current member for Kalgoorlie was involved in politics.  I believe that he 
might even have been the candidate for the seat of Kalgoorlie.  He was happy for the plant to open without any 
community consultation. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  That’s not true.  There was a lot of consultation. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  Was a panel established?  There is no evidence of consultation at the time. 

Fact number three: the material being treated when the member for Kingsley’s officials opened the plant is no 
different from the material being treated today.  The volume might increase and decrease, but the type of waste 
being treated has not changed. 

Unlike the Liberals, the Labor Government has consulted.  Discussion occurred even this Monday night with 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder councillors.  Deborah Bodica is a renowned greenie.  She has stood for the Greens (WA) and 
is on the far left of the green movement, and she was nominated by the Kalgoorlie-Boulder City Council to be a 
member of the community-industry reference panel.  The member for Kalgoorlie would not take interjections 
when he spoke, and I will not take them from him. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  You didn’t interject. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  I did; the member chose not to listen.  The Minister for the Environment and Heritage 
might not like this, but I propose that Councillor Deborah Bodica be chair of the panel.  I say to the most rabid 
greenie in the goldfields, “Welcome to the panel; I want to make you chairperson.”  This shows how we are 
prepared to consult everyone about this plant.  Councillor John Rees was the second person invited to join the 
panel from my electorate. 

Fact number five: the member for Kalgoorlie visited the plant two or three weeks ago and said to the operators of 
the plant, “Don’t worry.  I believe this plant will be operating perfectly; I do not believe the plant is operating 
with any health concerns for my electorate, but I’m going to give the Government a kicking -  

Point of Order 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It appears the member for Eyre rather maliciously has misrepresented what I said.  In fact, I 
never said to the operators of that waste plant that the plant did not represent health concerns to my electorate.  
The member misrepresented what I said. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I think we should all be concerned in this House that members have taken to abusing the point 
of order procedure to refute a point made by another member.  If we want to go the way of some other 
Parliaments that have complete chaos, abusing points of order is a way to achieve that goal.  Personally, I am 
concerned about it. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.D. McRae):  There is no point of order.  That was a personal utterance by the 
member for Eyre. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  In the interests of truth - about which I have spoken a lot - I will clarify my statement.  I 
was advised by the management at the plant what the member for Kalgoorlie said.  I will repeat what they told 
me.  They said that the member for Kalgoorlie said, “I do not believe there are any health concerns coming from 
this plant, but I am going to give the Government a kicking over this issue.”  Why?  It was to get votes. 

Point of Order 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I am not sure which standing order is appropriate in this instance, but I am sure the Clerks 
would know.  The member for Eyre has placed into Hansard something that is totally incorrect.  I said to the 
operators of the plant that the Government should be held to account for its management of the issue; I never 
said that there were no health concerns about the waste formerly treated at Brookdale and now treated at the 
Total Waste Management plant.  I do not know whether you can allow somebody to put something incorrect into 
Hansard, Mr Acting Speaker.  I suggest you cannot.  
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Mr J.N. HYDE:  There is no point of order.  No contravention occurred.  Earlier in his speech today, the member 
for Kalgoorlie said that this was a well-run plant and that he had no problem with TWM. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The point of order is developing into debate.  There is no point of order.  The 
member for Eyre is expressing his point of view as he heard it.  No contravention of standing orders has 
occurred. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  I attempt to speak the truth at all times.  As I said, I am repeating what was told to me.  
Management from the plant are here in the public gallery - I recognise them.  I will repeat exactly what they said.  
The member for Kalgoorlie said to them, “I will give the Government a kicking.”  He is doing that to do two 
things: first, to get cheap votes at the expense of the workers and the future viability of the plant, and, second, to 
scare and create fear among people in my electorate.  The reality is that if we stop the waste coming from Perth - 
this is the same materials the member for Kalgoorlie will sell in his shop on the Boulder road - the Boulder plant 
will close.  What happens if it is not viable as a commercial operation?  It could no longer treat the waste from 
the goldfields, from my electorate and from the electorate of the member for Kalgoorlie.  It would then go into 
ponds at the local rubbish tip, where it came from before the member for Kingsley had the foresight and vision to 
help the company establish the plant in the first place. 

If the member for Kalgoorlie creates enough fear and hysteria in the community, he faces a very real danger.  If 
we start worrying about odour from the plant causing problems in Boulder, what is next?  What if there is odour 
from a local mine site?  Will the member for Kalgoorlie run a campaign to close down the mine site, the super 
pit, again trying to get a few cheap votes?  I am very scared that this is the direction we are headed in political 
debate in Western Australia.  I congratulate the member for Kingsley for helping to establish the plant.  I am 
worried that she did not consult the people enough at the time.  I remember no consultation. 

I appeal to the member for Kalgoorlie to be a statesman because I believe he will lead his party one day.  Some 
people in my party might not like my saying so, and I am sure the Leader of the Opposition does not like to hear 
it.  I do not know whether he will take the leadership in this term of government, but I appeal to the member for 
Kalgoorlie to be a statesman.  He should not get down in the gutter, where his deputy leader often goes.  If the 
member for Kalgoorlie gets down there in opposition, it will be very hard for him to get out when in 
government.  It is easy in opposition to knock projects and create fear; it is another thing to be a minister, and be 
responsible for truth and the welfare of the community. 

The community liaison panel will do the right thing.  The person I will recommend to the minister to chair the 
panel is the most rabid greenie in the goldfields.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  She will probably give you her preferences! 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  I do not know whether she did in the past.  I will recommend that she be made 
chairperson.  I hope she is accepted.  That shows the level of commitment I have to ensure constituents in my 
electorate are given complete coverage of matters so they have no fear that anything is being swept under the 
carpet.  Undoubtedly, over the past seven or eight years, including a part of our time in government, things were 
swept under the carpet at Brookdale.  We do not want another Brookdale.  Attempts to raise the spectre of 
Brookdale to raise fear to win cheap votes is not worthy of the member for Kalgoorlie. 

DR J.M. EDWARDS (Maylands - Minister for the Environment and Heritage) [5.19 pm]:  I oppose this motion.  
Much of what I need to say has been said very eloquently already.  However, I must put the record straight.  The 
member for Kalgoorlie clearly does not understand what is going on in his electorate.  I invite him to take up the 
offer of the briefing made to him by the Government so he can be given some basic facts.   

The Government does not redirect waste from one appropriately licensed facility to another.  That is a market-
based decision.  I thought that of all the people who tout themselves in this Chamber, the member for Kalgoorlie 
would know that.  Not unreasonably, it is actually the waste generators who decide where they will send that 
waste.  It should come as no surprise to people that waste generators often make those decisions on the basis of 
who gives them the best deal.  That is called the free market and that is how it operates.  The Government’s role 
is to regulate the transport and the treatment of waste to ensure that the environment is protected.  The 
Government licences, monitors, inspects and audits the premises.  It has been doing that in Kalgoorlie, and it will 
continue to do so.   

Mr P.D. Omodei interjected.  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I have had a good look at Pemberton.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Where are you going to take waste there?   
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Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  We will have to do more studies to see exactly what it is first, but we will look at that.  
What did the Opposition do when it was in government?  It sat on its hands.  It could not even work out the 
State’s liability.  We have worked out the proportion for which the State is liable.   

Mr P.D. Omodei interjected.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  That is absolute nonsense!  The member cannot truly believe that.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  That is a fact.  That information was given to me by the chief executive of the water authority.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  There are grave worries about how the member’s Cabinet operated, because the 
documents I have seen do not demonstrate that.  I think the member had his ears blocked when he was in cabinet.  
When I made the decision as minister to stop hazardous waste going to the Brookdale plant in June 2002, none 
of those serious hazardous waste streams was able to be taken to Kalgoorlie, because it does not have the proper 
licence.  No schedule polychlorinated biphenyls, perchlorethylene or concentrated solvents have gone to 
Kalgoorlie.  When we stopped hazardous waste going to the Brookdale plant in June 2002, we identified a 
number of other facilities - not at Kalgoorlie - to which these wastes might go.  We went into the communities, 
pulled out the harshest critics of me and the environmental regulators and the people with environmental 
concerns and put them on the committee with Brookdale residents so that they could discuss these issues.  We 
have not been afraid to say, “This is what we believe will happen when the market makes its decision; this is the 
information.  Get together, we will brief you, and then come back to us with your concerns.”  We have been 
open about it.   

As the member for Eyre said, the facility in Kalgoorlie was officially opened in July 2000, and the previous 
Government is to be commended for assisting with that.  It was licensed in mid 2000.  What consultation 
occurred when the first licence was issued?  I can see no evidence of much consultation.  What has changed with 
the licence since mid 2000?  Absolutely nothing has changed with the licence.  This plant has been operating 
since October 2000.  Indeed, when in opposition I visited the plant in late 2000 and was very impressed with it.   

I put on the record that the plant is licensed to take 85 000 kilolitres of liquid waste.  Currently, the plant 
capacity is 42 000 kilolitres; that is, it has equipment on-site that can process 42 000 kilolitres, but the current 
capacity is 20 000 kilolitres.  I thank Total Waste Management Pty Ltd for giving the department its estimated 
figures for the volumes received in 2001, 2002 and 2003.  Many waste operators are reluctant to give too much 
information to the community, because it means that their competitors will find out about it.  However, this 
company has gone out of its way to be helpful and I thank it for that.  In 2001, its first full year of operation, 
14 450 kilolitres of liquid waste were received.  In 2002, not surprisingly, this figure increased to roughly 21 250 
kilolitres, because new plants build up their volume.  Yet its licence is for 85 000 kilolitres.  It estimates that in 
2003 it will again take about 20 000 kilolitres of liquid waste.  We have been informed by the company that 
around 3 400 kilolitres of that is local waste.  If we take 3 400 kilolitres from that 20 000 kilolitres, it shows that 
the vast majority of the waste actually comes from other areas, not Kalgoorlie.  Is this new?  No; this has been 
going on since the facility opened.   

A few facts need to be mentioned in this debate, so I will now turn to some of the health issues that have been 
raised.  I believe we are now seeing quite a cynical campaign about alleged health impacts from the Brookdale 
plant.  I want to set the record straight.  There is no evidence of any impacts from the Brookdale facility.  In fact, 
an independent, expert medical panel was set up to review concerns.  It looked at all the tests, reviewed the 
records, particularly the records of the long-term employees - again, I thank Cleanaway for making available to 
those experts the records of the long-term employees - and did not find any evidence of adverse health effects.  
Similarly, the Department of Health has doorknocked McCubbin Loop.  What did it find?  I am informed that it 
found residents who were very annoyed at what had been reported in the media.  There were residents who did 
not want to be named, and probably not in this Chamber, and there were residents who were very annoyed with 
how their area was being portrayed.  The Department of Health has no particular concerns about that street.  A 
community health nurse has been put in place at Brookdale, general practitioners have been surveyed and we are 
working with the General Practice Divisions of WA.   

I am pleased to inform the House that at its last meeting, the new Brookdale community reference group voted to 
accept the proposed health survey, and that will now be instituted in the community.  I have taken the trouble to 
read that survey.  It took me some time to read it because it is about 20 pages long, but it is a very 
comprehensive survey.  I am pleased that the independent health experts who were nominated by the community 
and who serve on the Brookdale community reference group now accept that that is a good survey with sound 
methodology, and it will now be instituted.   
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The Brookdale plant is not being closed because of any particular health or environmental problems.  It is being 
closed for two other very good reasons.  First, there has been a key breach of trust with the local community, and 
I refer to the fact that the previous minister knew that hazardous waste was going there outside of approvals and 
the general community was not informed about it.  Secondly, there is a profound conflict of interest at that 
facility.  It was put in place in 1998 when Waste Management WA was established and the Chief Executive 
Officer of the Department of Environmental Protection became the CEO of Waste Management WA.  Of course 
there is a conflict when the environmental regulator is the proponent.  We are addressing that, and as soon as 
contractual issues are resolved, we will move to resolve that conflict of interest.   
We do not shy away from talking to the community.  We do not shy away from community consultation.  We are 
now setting up the community and industry reference panel in Kalgoorlie to get all the information about this 
plant, consider the results and look at more general environmental issues related to waste.  Even if the member 
for Kalgoorlie does not like it, I am pleased that the Kalgoorlie-Boulder City Council supports us.  I note that 
Councillor Deborah Botica and Councillor John Rees have been nominated.  I will look at the suggestion of the 
member for Eyre that Councillor Botica be the chair of that committee.  Certainly it should not be a government 
official.  I understand that the local member is not interested.   
Mr R.F. Johnson:  He will be looking for our preferences at the next election.  Why would he not recommend 
her?   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  That is very droll.  I think it takes courage to suggest that a green activist be chair of a 
committee, and I commend the member for his courage.  I am also delighted that Total Waste Management has 
effectively opened its doors and offered tours of the plant to members of the local community.  I urge anyone 
who has any concerns to see what goes on there and be reassured.   

The reality is that we all generate waste.  The reality is that the member for Kalgoorlie generates particular types 
of waste through his business, which are treated at this plant.  We are also moving to set up a process to consider 
the establishment of a hazardous waste precinct, so that in the future when the community consultation has been 
completed, which will take a year or so, we will be able to set up a precinct where hazardous waste facilities can 
go.  I say “hazardous waste facilities”.  However, we are not talking about hazardous waste facilities; we are 
talking about liquid industrial waste.  We believe that a precinct of this type is needed.  We will have the proper 
consultation.  Once that is done and the proper approval processes have been gone through, there will be such a 
facility in this State.   

When we came to government, it was clear that there was a real policy vacuum in respect of waste.  The 
Government is working through that.  It has set up a waste management board, which has designed site selection 
criteria for this hazardous waste precinct about which I have spoken.  The Government is making various other 
changes to make sure that waste is looked after properly and, even more importantly, that the environment and 
public health are protected.   

MR M.P. WHITELY (Roleystone) [5.30 pm]:  I will quickly put a few comments on the record.  I would 
appreciate it if I could ask the member for Kalgoorlie a couple of questions to clarify the meaning of his motion.  
Will the member take a couple of questions very quickly?  First, the second paragraph of the motion states - 

And further, that this practice remain prohibited until such time that serious health concerns regarding 
this stream of waste have been investigated and resolved to the satisfaction of the Kalgoorlie-Boulder 
community. 

Will the member clarify what he means by “stream of waste”?   

Mr M.J. Birney:  The stream of waste that was formerly treated under contract by the government-owned 
Brookdale waste plant. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  The member is talking about a stream of waste coming from a particular geographical 
location; is that right? 

Mr M.J. Birney:  I have already said that it is the stream of waste treated under contract by the Government’s 
waste facility and which is now being redirected to Kalgoorlie-Boulder. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  The member has answered the question quite clearly.  He is saying that he regards the 
stream of waste as having come from a geographical area.  Therefore, I ask the member - 

Mr M.J. Birney:  What is this - a dorothy dixer? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  I am asking the member a couple of questions.  Does he mind clarifying some issues, 
because we are here to share information and form opinions together?  I really want to clarify a couple of points.  
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“Stream of waste” means waste from a geographical location.  Why would the member be more concerned about 
identical waste coming from a particular geographical area? 

Mr M.J. Birney:  I will answer your question if you agree to be brief and to have no more speakers, because it is 
important that we put this to the vote. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  I indicate to the member for Roleystone that this is not a question and 
answer session.  I have been rather lenient with him.  However, will he address his comments through the Chair, 
please, so that the debate can proceed properly. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  Through the Chair, I will make a comment, and if the member for Kalgoorlie cares to 
interject, I will welcome the interjection.  I do not think it matters where a class of waste originates.  The 
important aspect is what is in that waste; in other words, what waste will be treated.  It does not matter whether it 
comes from Timbuktu, Wollongong, east Widgiemooltha, Jingalup or Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  The important thing 
is the type of waste being treated.  Surely, if a particular type of industrial waste - acids or whatever - is being 
treated, the health implications of that, whatever geographical location it comes from, are identical.  Having said 
that, I cannot support a motion that raises concerns about the health implications of an identical type of waste, 
based on the fact that it originated from a particular geographical location.  Unless the member for Kalgoorlie 
says something about that which makes a little sense, I will vote against this motion when the question is put.   

I have another question.  During the member’s speech, he said that he had no problems with the Total Waste 
Management plant.  He said it was a well-run plant that was not taking material outside its licence.  Frankly, if it 
is not taking material outside its licence and is taking exactly the same type of material that it was taking one or 
two years ago, what is the problem?  It is a serious question, and I am seriously trying to understand the intention 
of the member’s motion.  As I understand it, the member said that he is concerned about waste coming from a 
particular location - not the class or type of waste, but where it comes from.  He also said that there are no 
problems with the Total Waste Management plant; it is a well-run plant that is not taking material outside its 
licence.  I believe the member said that.  We can certainly check Hansard tomorrow.  Is that a clear and accurate 
reflection of what the member said?  I believe it is.  How could I possibly support such a nonsensical motion?   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Then vote against it. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  I will vote against it, and I trust the member will as well, because it is an absolutely 
nonsensical motion.  It is an attempt to characterise Brookdale waste and create a new class of waste.  I am sorry, 
does the member for Kalgoorlie have something to contribute? 

Mr M.J. Birney:  The understanding between the two parties is that we can each have one speaker.  Now let’s put 
it to the vote.  Why don’t you guys go on record as opposing it now, because people here are interested in 
hearing about the Nyandi Prison, and you are blustering on. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  Sorry?  Total Waste Management in Kalgoorlie does not demand the attention of this 
Parliament?  If it is such a serious issue, I would have thought that a member of Parliament who has an 
opportunity to express his opinion and who is seeking information from the member who raised this concern in 
the Parliament should be able to get that information from the member who raised the concern.  It is now 25 
minutes to six.  At the moment my 12-year-old son is training at a soccer oval in Forrestdale, right next to 
Brookdale.  Can the member for Kalgoorlie give me, as a parent, any concrete evidence to demonstrate that I 
should be concerned about the implications of my son training there at the moment?  Is there a shred of scientific 
evidence - not a survey put out by Don Randall designed to generate fear in the community - to show that my 
son is in greater danger by training at the Armadale Soccer Club than at the soccer club at Kelmscott?  If the 
member has that evidence, he should give it to me and I will take it on board, because I am a parent who is very 
concerned about my son’s health. 

Mr M.J. Birney interjected. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  Is the level of lead that has been detected in these tests any higher than the average for the 
rest of Australia or Western Australia?   

Mr M.J. Birney:  Yes. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  Can the member quote the source of those documents?  I will give the member the 
opportunity to quote the source of the scientific document that states that that is true. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members! 
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Mr M.J. Birney:  What about River Jones from out that way who had a lead level of 12?  The accepted cut-off 
level is 10.  His brother, who is five years of age, had a level of nine.  Do you want me to keep going? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  Does the member have any evidence to show that the levels of lead in children, adults or 
anybody at Brookdale are any higher than in any other section of the community?   

Mr M.J. Birney:  The accepted level under national health guidelines is 10, and this kid’s level is 12.   

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  Does the member have any evidence to convince me, as a parent whose son is currently 
training at the Armadale Soccer Club at Forrestdale, that I should take my son away from Armadale and send 
him to the soccer club at Kelmscott?  If he has not, he is a joke.   

[Interruption from the gallery.] 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  If I hear anything from people in the gallery again, I shall clear it.  People may 
observe the proceedings, but they may not participate in them. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  People in Brookdale and Forrestdale are concerned.  It is right that they are concerned.  
There have been problems in the past.  However, the greatest problem that those people now face is a 
coordinated scare campaign that is being run.  If the member for Kalgoorlie had any concern for the people of 
Brookdale and for the people in his electorate, he would not be fuelling those fears.  I repeat that the member has 
no problems with the Total Waste Management plant.  It is well-run plant that is not taking material outside its 
licence - the same licence it has had for the past two years.  The member is a fraud and a scaremonger. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Roleystone knows it is against standing orders to refer to another member 
in this House as a fraud.  I ask that he be made to withdraw it. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  I withdraw.  I meant to say that the member was acting in a fraudulent manner. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  That is just as bad. 
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  As I understand it, a withdrawal is meant to be totally unqualified. 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member for Roleystone should not qualify the withdrawal.   
Mr M.P. WHITELY:  The word “fraud” characterises the behaviour as ongoing. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Mr Acting Speaker - 
Mr M.P. WHITELY:  I withdraw.  I have withdrawn.   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  He has not withdrawn.   

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!  For the clarification of members, I ask the member for Roleystone to please 
repeat his withdrawal.   

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  I have withdrawn the remark.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  The member for Kalgoorlie is playing fast and loose with the truth, and he is doing that 
irresponsibly and in a way that will create fear in his community.  The member for Kalgoorlie mentioned a 
restaurant.  I wonder how the people who are running that restaurant feel about the scare campaign that he is 
running in the community, when exactly the same rubbish that was going there previously is going there now.  I 
wonder whether they will congratulate the member for Kalgoorlie when their patronage drops.  I cannot support 
the motion.  The motion is based on scaremongering.  The member for Kalgoorlie does not have a shred of 
evidence, and he does not have any credibility on this issue.  I will not support the motion.   

Question to be Put 
MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [5.40 pm]:  I move -  

That the question now be put. 
This is private members’ time. 
Question put and a division taken with the following result -   
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Ayes (18) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr W.J. McNee Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr A.D. Marshall Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr B.K. Masters Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 
Mr M.F. Board Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr R.N. Sweetman  
Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Mr T.K. Waldron  

Noes (29) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr J.N. Hyde Mr N.R. Marlborough Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr J.C. Kobelke Mrs C.A. Martin Mr D.A. Templeman 
Dr E. Constable Mr R.C. Kucera Mr M.P. Murray Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr F.M. Logan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr M.P. Whitely 
Dr G.I. Gallop Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mr P.G. Pendal Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 
Mr L. Graham Mr J.A. McGinty Mr J.R. Quigley  
Mrs D.J. Guise Mr M. McGowan Ms J.A. Radisich  
Mr S.R. Hill Mr A.D. McRae Mr E.S. Ripper  

            

Pairs 

 Mr M.W. Trenorden Ms S.M. McHale 
 Mr M.G. House Mr A.J. Carpenter 
 Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mr J.B. D'Orazio 

Question thus negatived. 

Motion Resumed 
MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [5.48 pm]:  I wish to speak on this motion, because this is a very important issue.  I 
totally reject the insinuations of the Opposition.  I am surprised that the Opposition has moved this motion, yet 
only one person has spoken in support of it.  Halfway through the debate, when we came to the very incorrect 
assumptions that are behind the framing of the motion, we observed that the motion as printed on the Notice 
Paper contains some horrendous grammatical and spelling errors.  The word “practise” is used incorrectly as a 
noun rather than a verb, and the word “formally” is used to describe the way in which this toxic waste is treated.  
Does that mean that it is being dressed up in a tuxedo and a tie or that it was treated there previously?  Clearly 
the intention is that the word be “formerly”.  The motion is incorrect in its grammar, spelling and tautology.  One 
member opposite asserted that the Opposition wants to dump this issue quickly, because it has been roundly 
defeated by the very sound arguments put by members on this side of the House, and get onto another motion 
concerning the Premier.  This is how importantly members opposite take the Premier: today not one question 
without notice was addressed to the Premier of the State of Western Australia.  The Liberal Opposition has taken 
up the approach of John Brogden in New South Wales; the Opposition cannot beat Bob Carr there.  The 
Opposition in this State knows that every time the Premier gets up, he wipes his feet on them, so they did not ask 
the great Premier of the wonderful State of Western Australia any questions during question time, because they 
are running scared on this issue.  Therefore, let us debate this issue properly.   
The member for Kalgoorlie said in his speech that the Total Waste Management plant in Kalgoorlie-Boulder, 
which was opened by my dear friend the member for Kingsley, is a well-run plant that is not taking material 
outside its licence, and he has no problem or argument with that company.  This is a very sloppy motion.  Waste 
is an important issue in this State.  It is very important that we deal with this matter on proper environmental, 
scientific and consultative grounds.  When the member for Kingsley established the plant in Kalgoorlie she 
followed the proper procedures.  The Minister for the Environment and Heritage is clearly ensuring that Total 
Waste Management adheres to the very letter of its licence.  Even the member for Kalgoorlie, who moved this 
motion, supported the Minister for the Environment and Heritage and said TWM has a well-run plant and he is 
confident that TWM is not operating outside its licence - the licence of a site built and opened by the member for 
Kingsley when she was the Minister for the Environment.  

The member for Kalgoorlie referred to the fact that the Government is redirecting waste from the Brookdale 
plant to the TWM plant.  The Government does not direct where waste is treated in Western Australia.  The 
previous Government established a regime removed from the socialist society established last century when 
Governments were responsible for providing all services.  That has enabled the private sector to be involved in 
the collection and disposal of waste.  Previous Liberal coalition Governments have enabled the private sector to 
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collect and dispose of waste.  This Government and the Court Government, in which the member for Kingsley 
was a minister, have not been involved in the disposal of waste.  Decisions surrounding waste management are 
now market based.  Privatisation of services has occurred in a number of areas.   

I will extend the member for Kalgoorlie’s argument that the Government has redirected certain wastes rather 
than the private sector, which must operate under a proper licence and adhere to strict environmental standards.  
Based on the member for Kalgoorlie’s premise, would the Government say to Aquarius Platinum Pty Ltd, or 
other mining companies in regional Western Australia, “We are sorry, you can only mine gold.  It is unfortunate 
that you have discovered platinum but you cannot touch it even though we gave you a mining licence that gives 
you the right to mine a variety of minerals this week; you can only touch gold and you must leave the platinum 
there”?  Clearly the economy of regional Western Australia would come to a standstill and no investment would 
occur.  Proper environmental and licensing guidelines are in place to ensure that the correct waste goes to 
correctly licensed plants.  Governments must regulate the transport and treatment of waste.  We must ensure that 
our environment is protected.  However, we should not dictate to the market when, how and where waste is 
taken in any given week.  It is a market-based decision according to the way waste treatment plants operate in 
this great State.  

Surely we should not say that free enterprise should be hobbled in Kalgoorlie and that, at the whim of a minister 
this week or of the member for Kalgoorlie next week, waste should be treated at various places.  The 
Government must set the overarching scenario by which waste is treated in this State.  However, it must not 
meddle in the day-to-day operations of the private sector unless companies step outside the regulations by 
ignoring important environmental licences or exceeding load limits on trucks that travel on our highways.  

The member for Kalgoorlie has endorsed the position of the Minister for the Environment and Heritage by 
describing the TWM plant as well run and operating within its licence.  He said that he has no argument with 
that company.  He has visited the TWM plant twice without wearing a mask or gloves.  The company is to hold 
open days at the site to engage the community and to allow members of the community who may have been 
intimidated as a result of some politicking to see exactly how the company operates.   

I appreciate the issues that small businesses face.  I admire the success of the member for Kalgoorlie in the small 
parts business and the sale of chrome tools, and a variety of metal alloy tools, the production of which results in 
a variety of waste materials.  It should not be left to the whim of a minister or a member to determine where 
waste is treated.  It is not appropriate that waste should stay in one electorate one week and go elsewhere the 
next week.  Companies should operate under government licensing and environmental guidelines but should use 
private sector transport.  

It is important to re-emphasise that within these guidelines no scheduled polychlorinated biphenyls or 
concentrated solvents are being treated at the Kalgoorlie facility.  The TWM plant has been taking liquid 
industrial waste similar to that which is handled legally at Brookdale since the Kalgoorlie plant was opened by 
my friend the member for Kingsley in July 2000.  People sometimes forget that the problem in Brookdale 
occurred when waste was stored there outside the licence provisions.  Evidence has proved that that was known a 
long time before the Government changed; but it was not acted on.  None of the waste that caused the concern at 
Brookdale is legitimate under the Brookdale or Kalgoorlie plant licences.  The treatment of liquid waste is an 
important process in our sustainable community.  I can remember in 1975 - a member is on the government 
benches who was not born then - when the night men came to collect the waste at the back of our house.  In a 
short 27 years - I say that while respecting our member of Parliament who is younger than 27 - change has 
occurred from the practice of collecting human waste in a night cart, which was possibly treated on the cart and 
then perhaps deposited on the road on the way to a disposal site that was not lined properly, not checked by 
environmental bodies and not subject to road transport regulations.  A short 27 years later the community is 
demanding consultation on waste disposal issues.  The community has indicated that it wants to ensure that 
waste disposal, transport and treatment is handled professionally within today’s required standards.  We have 
come a long way.  It is important to appreciate that we have come this far and that the Government of the day 
ensures that those standards are adhered to by the private sector.  Perhaps in the past our society went too far 
down the road to self-regulation.  However, now we know where the parameters are and where the Government 
must step in to ensure that environmental and transport guidelines are not bent, let alone broken.  

I must emphasise that the Brookdale plant is not being closed due to environmental or health risks but rather due 
to a breach of community trust when, from July 1999, local residents were not told that hazardous waste was 
being received outside the proper environmental approvals.  

The member for Eyre has indicated that community representatives are on the board that oversees TWM’s 
operations.  I am sure the member for Kalgoorlie, who has faith in the Kalgoorlie facility, is confident that his 
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constituents and the TWM board representatives will ensure that what happened under the previous Government 
in July 1999 will not occur in Kalgoorlie, because this Government will operate the Kalgoorlie facility in a 
transparent and accountable way.  The community has a right to question the Government and to keep us 
accountable, and the community has a right to ensure that waste treatment and waste disposal in this State is a 
transparent process.  A number of members have spoken on this issue because of its seriousness.  We believe 
that accountability and transparency are important and we want to ensure that this process is given the respect of 
this House of Parliament. 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [6.00 pm]:  I appreciate the opportunity to speak in support of this 
motion.  During the confusion of the last division I was unaware that there was a gag on the debate.  This motion 
indicates that the community at Kalgoorlie-Boulder is concerned and it requests that a hold be put on any further 
movement of materials until it is satisfied that the waste that is being moved to Kalgoorlie-Boulder will not harm 
them.  The member for Cockburn stated that it was safe to have a two kilometre buffer from local residences.  
However, because of all the publicity associated with the Brookdale site, the community is very nervous. 
Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I believe it is both.  In The West Australian on 10 March the Minister for the 
Environment and Heritage is quoted as saying - 

“The importance of the new legislation is that people will know what sites are contaminated” . . .  
In its environmental election policy on waste management the Government stated - 

Labor believes that responsibility for waste management and minimisation must be shared by all levels 
of government, industry and the community. 

This motion indicates that the community was not informed.  The community feels that a backdoor deal has been 
done and that the waste has been moved to Kalgoorlie-Boulder without anyone explaining the situation.  That is 
why this motion is so important.  This Government has said it is open and accountable and that it will listen to 
and interact with the community.  In my electorate the Government is not listening to the community.  The 
members in my community feel they have been badly let down by this Government, which was elected on a 
platform of accountability and its commitment that it would listen to the community.  This Government has not 
listened to the community about Heathcote; it is still pushing ahead trying to sell heritage buildings and the 
parklands; and it has not listened to the community about the Raffles site.  The community does not want a 17-
storey tower on the Raffles site, and backroom deals are currently being done on the redevelopment application.  
This looks like lack of accountability once again.  The Government has not told the community what is 
happening.  This Government said it would consult.  It did not consult with the community and say that this plant 
could cater for X, Y and Z, and that it had been assessed, it was licensed and there would not be any risk.  The 
community found out after the waste had been moved to this area. 
I support this motion because I believe the Government has completely lost the community’s support.  The 
community is very disappointed with this Government because it is not accountable.  It changes one policy after 
another and it breaks one promise after another.  The member for Riverton asked about the old-growth forests.  
This Government was elected on its platform with the knowledge that the environmental groups were unhappy 
with the previous Government, because the previous Government looked only at old-growth forests that had 
been identified in the Regional Forest Agreement.  This Government has done the same.  It has looked at only 
certain old-growth forests.  A lot of old-growth forests were not included in that agreement, but they are high 
conservation forests containing old-growth trees and they are still being logged.  Each time the Premier and 
members of the Government say that they have stopped logging in the old-growth forests, it is not true.  This 
Government has not kept its commitment to save the high conservation forests containing those old-growth trees, 
and it has broken its promise to the community. 
I hope the Government thinks about the promises it has made to the community.  I hope the Premier thinks about 
the document he put out last year about community consultation.  I have a copy of that document in my office 
and I have shown it to different groups.  The Government is not practising what it preaches.  I hope this 
Government will look at that document with regard to consultation on not only this issue raised by the member 
for Kalgoorlie, but also the issues in my electorate at the moment.  The Government is pushing ahead and 
supporting a development against the wishes of the local community and the wider metropolitan community, and 
it is also selling off heritage buildings.  It is now two weeks since I asked the Minister for the Environment and 
Heritage to table documents about cultural heritage.  I remind the Government that those documents have not yet 
been tabled.  I am sure they will be at some stage. 
Mr A.D. McRae interjected. 
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Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  That is a good indication.  If members of this Parliament state that they will do 
something, do they not do it? 

Point of Order 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  The member for Alfred Cove is straying a long way from the motion.  She has already 
acknowledged that she voted to gag this debate earlier and she has now spent seven minutes roving around a 
number of issues.  Mr Acting Speaker, I ask that you draw the member’s attention to the motion before the 
House and require her to speak to it. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  I am sure that the member for Alfred Cove will begin to speak to 
the motion.   

Debate Resumed 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I had just about finished my comments, but I will reiterate that I was under the 
impression that some confusion occurred during the last division.  I thought that the last division was on this 
motion.  I will be supporting this motion. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham - Parliamentary Secretary) [6.11 pm]:  In commencing my remarks, I note 
that the Opposition’s management of the business of the House is somewhat unusual. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Just speak to the motion.  Do not waste time.   

Point of Order 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The way the Opposition manages the House is not relevant to the motion before the House.  
Mr Acting Speaker, I ask that you request the member for Rockingham to confine his remarks to the motion. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  There is clearly no point of order whatsoever.  If the member thinks there is a point of 
order, perhaps she should read the standing orders and see if she can find at least some standing order - 

Ms S.E. Walker:  You are so pompous and patronising. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I take the interjection from the member for Nedlands.  Someone told me that she had 
studied law.  One can understand why lawyers have such a bad name.  There is no point of order.  It is simply 
delaying the House.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  I heard the point of order made by the member for Nedlands.  I am struggling to understand 
precisely to which section of the standing orders our attention is being drawn.  I ask, Mr Acting Speaker, that 
you rule that there is no point of order. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member for Rockingham had only just begun his speech.  I suggest that he might 
have been making some introductory remarks.  He has been in this Chamber longer than I, and I am sure he will 
come back to the motion before the House. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  When I think about the member for Nedlands, I am reminded of something that Winston 
Churchill once said to another Conservative MP by the name of Nancy Astor.   

Ms S.E. Walker:  I can give you the quote. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member for Rockingham will speak to the motion. 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I will pass on those remarks to the member for Nedlands later, maybe on Sunday morning 
when she joins me on a run up to Kings Park. 

The waste plant in Boulder was opened by the member for Kingsley, the colleague of the member for 
Kalgoorlie.  She had it licensed to take a certain type and quantity of waste.  That puts paid to the argument of 
the member for Kalgoorlie; it is an open and shut case.  The plant is licensed to take a certain type of waste and 
is taking that type of waste.  What the member for Kalgoorlie -  

Ms S.E. Walker:  You are protecting the Premier. 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  If the member for Nedlands only knew what her colleagues say about her and her incessant 
interjections and carrying on in this Chamber, she would be horrified.   

Point of Order 
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Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It has been brought to the member for Rockingham’s attention twice, once by you, Mr 
Acting Speaker, that he is straying from the content of the motion.  It is obvious that the member for 
Rockingham is trying to protect the Premier from the next debate, which is on the Nyandi Prison.  I ask that you 
draw the member for Rockingham back to the motion in hand.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Members, it is really quite simple.  This time is allocated for private members’ 
business, and obviously it is their time.  The member for Rockingham is on his feet.  If members to my left 
choose to interject during his speech, they are wasting their own time.  The member for Rockingham has the call.  
If members wish this debate to end quickly, I suggest that they do not interject on him, because he must be able 
to have the opportunity to respond.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.   

Mr W.J. McNee:  You are filibustering.  You know that.   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  The Opposition wants debate on the motion to end, yet every time I open my mouth, an 
opposition member interjects.   

Mr W.J. McNee:  Get on with it. 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  The member for Moore has come back to life.  I saw him lying on a beach in Rockingham 
at the weekend.  He was all red and crusted up.  He looked like a lobster.   

The member for Kalgoorlie’s motion has raised a broader issue; that is, Western Australians live in a society that 
relies upon industry and communities working together to support industry.  I believe that the Liberal Party in 
this State has completely forgotten that industry employs people and gives them a living.  It supplies the tax base 
for the Parliament we are sitting in, our incomes and the health, education and law and order systems in the 
broader community.  Every single action that government takes relies on that tax base which is largely supported 
by the industrial base of this State.   

Western Australia has great industries that employ many hundreds of thousands of citizens in well paid, high-
tech and highly productive forms of employment.  It is of great concern to me that the Liberal Party Opposition 
has forgotten the sort of Liberal Party that existed under Sir David Brand and Sir Charles Court during the 1960s 
and 1970s, which recognised that industry was important.  What the Liberal Party Opposition does is oppose 
every project that will provide employment for citizens in our community.  It opposes the HIsmelt downstream 
project that would employ many Western Australians.   

I remember sitting in opposition for four years when the current Leader of the Opposition came into the 
Parliament with the Kingstream Oakajee proposal.  Who voted for it?  The Labor Party Opposition did.  We saw 
it as an opportunity for providing jobs.  However, when the Labor Government comes into this place with great 
projects for the State of Western Australia, which are designed to produce many thousands of jobs for our 
citizens directly and indirectly, the Liberal Opposition opposes them.  HIsmelt, for example, is a great 
downstream processing project that is designed to employ many of our citizens.  When we come in with other 
projects, such as that of Methanex Australia Pty Ltd, the Liberal Opposition opposes them.  The Liberal Party 
opposes the Burrup Fertilisers Pty Ltd project.  Who opposes our major infrastructure and ports improvements?  
The Liberal Opposition does.  Who opposes all of our reforms designed to drive down electricity prices in 
Western Australia, which is a great project that will lift industrial and economic capacity in this State?  The 
Liberal Opposition does.  Who comes into this place and opposes every project that we bring in and that is 
designed to improve our outstanding economic growth rate of 5.5 per cent?  The Liberal Opposition does.   

This motion by the member for Kalgoorlie is exactly in that vein.  He seems to think that communities should 
not work together on these projects.  However, I remind him that my area of Rockingham-Kwinana is 
substantially industrial.  Do members know what it produces?   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  You said five minutes to me.  Why don’t you finish? 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I will take the full 20 minutes.   

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Members!  The member for Rockingham has the call. 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  Communities across Western Australia - 

Several members interjected.  



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 12 March 2003] 

 p5255b-5276a 
Mr Matt Birney; Speaker; Mr Fran Logan; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr John Bowler; Deputy Speaker; Mr Eric Ripper; 

Acting Speaker; Mr John Hyde; Dr Judy Edwards; Mr Martin Whitely; Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan; Dr Janet 
Woollard; Mr Mark McGowan; Ms Sue Walker; Mr John Kobelke; Mr Tony McRae 

 [22] 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  Order, members! 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I would like to speak to the motion.  When the Labor Party was in opposition, we never 
moved to gag our own motions.  We always allowed government members to speak to our motions.  Not once 
did we move to gag our motions.  That is how the Liberal Party manages this place.   

The member for Moore will probably be interested in the point I will make; that is, communities around Western 
Australia produce different products.  Huge amounts of fertiliser are produced in the Kwinana industrial strip, 
and that process actually involves ammonia and arsenic.  Do members know where that fertiliser goes?  It goes 
to the member for Moore’s electorate and to all the other farming electorates.  There are relationships between 
communities.  We cannot seal off one community from another because we do not want anyone else’s waste or 
products.  For instance, the Kwinana industrial strip produces sodium cyanide, which goes to the community 
represented by the member for Kalgoorlie to help in the production of gold.  Have I said that we should close 
that plant because I do not want it in my electorate as it helps only the member for Kalgoorlie’s electorate?  In 
effect, that is what the member for Kalgoorlie’s motion is about.  It is about the Liberal Party’s opposition to 
jobs, interrelationships between communities and productivity in this State.  It is doing that over and over again.  
It is no wonder that Sir Charles Court is embarrassed about the representation of the Liberal Party in this 
Parliament, because its members are against jobs, growth and industry.  However, there is one area in which 
Liberal Party members are in favour of industry.   

Ms S.E. Walker interjected.   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  Nancy Astor should really be quiet; she will like this next point.  The Leader of the 
Opposition will also be interested in it.  The Liberal Party is in favour of having a nuclear waste dump in 
Western Australia.  We cannot dispose of liquid industrial waste in Kalgoorlie yet we can put - 

Ms S.E. Walker:  You have the hide to stand there while everyone has come here to listen to what the Premier 
has to say about his electorate.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Members!   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  If members opposite do not interject on me, I will be able to finish my speech.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  You said you would be five minutes.  I cannot believe you.   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I would really like to conclude my speech, but I keep getting yelled at.  There is one area 
in which the Liberal Party supports industrial development; that is, in dumping nuclear waste out in the 
goldfields.  What does the member for Kalgoorlie think about that?  The Leader of the Opposition is quoted in an 
article in The West Australian of 24 January 2002 as saying -  

“As a signatory to nuclear non-proliferation treaties, it would be irresponsible for us to produce uranium 
and then not concern ourselves with what became of the end product,” he said.  “WA has one of the 
world’s most stable geological structures and, while I am certainly not in favour of a Pangea-type 
proposal, we should consider a role in storing waste proportionate to the uranium we produce.   

The Liberal Party supports uranium mining in Western Australia.  That means that if the Liberal Party is elected 
to government, we will not have its support for projects such as those of HIsmelt Corporation Pty Ltd, Methanex 
Australia Pty Ltd or Burrup Fertilisers Pty Ltd, but for a nuclear waste dump out in the member for Kalgoorlie’s 
electorate.  That shows the standards that Liberal Party members adopt.  We cannot have liquid industrial waste 
but we can have nuclear waste out there.  I will wrap up shortly.  This motion shows that the member for 
Kalgoorlie is anti-industry and anti-jobs in this State.  It shows that he is unaware of the history of his own 
colleagues.  I note that the member for Kingsley has not been here for the entire debate.   

Ms S.E. Walker:  You are totally insincere.   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  The member for Nedlands should hear what people say about her.   

Ms S.E. Walker:  I am talking about you and your parliamentary performance.   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I will start making notes of what they say about the member for Nedlands, and then I will 
read them out in this place one day.   

This motion by the member for Kalgoorlie shows a lack of understanding of the history of his own side in this 
place and what they set up in Kalgoorlie-Boulder to deal with this sort of waste.  It shows a frightening lack of 
integrity to come in here and run those sorts of arguments, which frighten the people of his own community.  He 
is relying upon scare tactics and innuendo to win votes in his community.   
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Kalgoorlie-Boulder is a great town.  It has a great industrial and mining history.  People out there know what it is 
to produce wealth and to be productive for Western Australia.  They play their role.  They do not need to be 
scared by people like the member for Kalgoorlie, who has been running around seeking cheap votes.  He has 
been relying upon the fears of mums out in the Kalgoorlie-Boulder area.  They are the reasons I will oppose the 
motion moved by the member for Kalgoorlie.  

Question put and a division taken with the following result -   

Ayes (16) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Mr P.G. Pendal 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr W.J. McNee Mr R.N. Sweetman 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr A.D. Marshall Ms S.E. Walker 
Dr E. Constable Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr B.K. Masters Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 
 

Noes (25) 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr J.C. Kobelke Mrs C.A. Martin Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr A.J. Dean Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr M.P. Whitely 
Dr G.I. Gallop Mr J.A. McGinty Mr J.R. Quigley Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 
Mrs D.J. Guise Mr M. McGowan Ms J.A. Radisich  
Mr S.R. Hill Mr A.D. McRae Mr E.S. Ripper  
Mr J.N. Hyde Mr N.R. Marlborough Mrs M.H. Roberts  

            

Pairs 

 Mr M.W. Trenorden Ms S.M. McHale 
 Mr M.G. House Mr A.J. Carpenter 
 Mr B.J. Grylls Mr C.M. Brown 
 Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mr J.B. D'Orazio 
 Mr T.K. Waldron Mr R.C. Kucera 

Independent Pair 

  Dr J.M. Woollard 

Question thus negatived.   
 


