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TAXI INDUSTRY REFORM 
Motion 

MS K. HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [5.38 pm]:  I move -  

That this House condemns the Gallop Labor Government for - 

(a) the appalling way in which it has handled the proposed taxi reforms; 

(b) its failure, in particular that of the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, to 
properly consult with the taxi industry; 

(c) introducing legislation contrary to that promised to the taxi industry;  

(d) attempting to control the taxi industry, in a move reminiscent of the WA Inc years; 
and 

(e) failing to declare the strong and influential role played by Brian Burke in determining 
the outcome of the reforms. 

At the outset, I place on record that the Opposition is very concerned by the Gallop Government’s handling of 
the taxi review process, which was chaired by the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Members, we are having difficulty hearing your colleague with the call.  If you are 
having a conversation, have it outside the Chamber.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  I will start my comments again.  At the 
outset, I place on the record that the Opposition has been very concerned about the Government’s handling of 
this review process.  It is particularly concerned about the influence of the former Labor Premier, Brian Burke.  
The former Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, Hon Graham Giffard, 
chaired the taxi review task force.  It is interesting to note that the Opposition has acquired a letter through 
freedom of information from Mr Brian Burke, which is addressed to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  
It is dated Monday, 28 October 2002 and is marked confidential, not for file.  In the letter Mr Burke commends 
the minister for her position on the reform of the taxi industry when she was in opposition.  In part, the letter 
states -  

Intelligent and timely reform of the industry will reflect great credit on the government and on you in a 
highly visible and important area of community life about which most people “know everything”. 

Several months ago, in discussions with the Transport Workers Union about the Taxi industry generally 
and about difficulties the union was experiencing in recruiting members from the ranks of taxi drivers, I 
realised that reform of the taxi industry turns on a proper consideration of the question of a “buyback of 
plates”   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  What’s this?   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Burke’s letter to you. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Which the Opposition acquired under freedom of information.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It is good that you did, because I had not read it until you read it out.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  We do not believe you.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It is true.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister will have an opportunity to comment.  The minister might like to 
make light of it; however, this was sent to the minister on 28 October 2002 and was marked confidential and not 
for file.  It refers to recruiting members.  It further states -  

The government will also earn the right to implement its policies without the problem of disparate 
owners in politically influential positions opposing plans that may be in the public interest;   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  Is he not allowed to have a point of view?   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Of course he is.  Why is this Premier so sensitive and why did he give a directive 
that ministers were to have nothing to do with this man?   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  The minister has already told you that she had nothing to do with the letter.  The first 
time she knew of it was when you read it.   
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Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Do not be sensitive.  The member will get an opportunity to have his say.   

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members!   

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  It is all right, member for Hillarys, I can look after myself.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, member for Peel!   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  I rang Harvey Norman and the Commonwealth Bank and said, “Leave Burky alone.  
Leave him out of this; he cannot handle the workload!”   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  He did not want to be left out of it.  He wanted to be very involved in this.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  He is like a good Samaritan; he likes picking up the waifs and strays.  That is why he is a 
friend of mine.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I am not trying to reflect on Brian Burke’s character.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  Aren’t you?   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I am just trying to put a few things on the record.  The letter goes on -  
In your review of the taxi industry -  

As I said, he commended the minister for her position when in opposition that she wanted to review the taxi 
industry -  

I urge you to consider the issue of buyback first or as the centrepiece in a total review because decisions 
about many other issues flow naturally from it.   

The couple of points I was trying to illustrate were, first, the recruiting of members for the union and, secondly, 
the drive to gag taxi owners, who, in my view and in the view of many people, are a great group of individuals 
and are able to reach many people in the general public.  In my view it certainly was a push to try to gag those 
people.  Maybe that is seen to be somewhat simplistic.  However, I believe the correspondence speaks for itself.   

What is also interesting about Mr Burke’s involvement is the fact that the Premier banned ministers from 
speaking with him.  I have already made that comment and I find it extraordinary that the Premier always seems 
to get very sensitive and defensive at the mere mention of Brian Burke’s name.  Even as recently as last week he 
accused me of being down in the sewer because I asked a question that, as an opposition member, I am entitled 
to ask in this place.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Can you explain to me the point about the ban?   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister will get her opportunity to speak.   

I will also refer to an e-mail sent by Mr Burke.  This e-mail was not sent to the minister; it was sent to a number 
of people whose names do not appear on the e-mail.   

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  For reasons of protection those names have been removed from the e-mail.  It is 
from Mr Burke and is dated Monday, 30 June.  It was a few weeks before the minister made her announcement 
about the review of the taxi industry that she was discussing.  It states -  

The Minister will make a public announcement within 2 weeks about which of the 10 or so 
recommendations from the Giffard Review she will adopt.  She intends to support the voluntary 
buyback that is included in the 10 and has indicated she will make the necessary legislation her priority 
legislation for the next sitting of Parliament.   

I will repeat the date: 30 June.  That was well ahead of an announcement being made by the minister.  It clearly 
shows that Mr Burke had privileged access to the minister and a degree of influence over her decision.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  How does it show that?   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The announcement had not been made and the people who would be affected by 
the reform had not been told, but Mr Burke sent an e-mail to a number of people telling them what was about to 
happen.  Members opposite might not like that - 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Did he get it right in this e-mail?   
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Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  He did say that the minister supported the voluntary buy back.  The minister had a 
switch on that position.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  So did the industry.  The industry supported voluntary buy back.  That was the start of 
the process.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The member for Carine has the call.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The member for Peel may try to distract me, but I intend to put this on the record 
without being interrupted.  I believe that the attention that was drawn to Mr Burke’s involvement and his 
knowledge of the minister’s announcement before it was made saw the minister back down on the buyback 
proposal.  I wonder what happened in caucus.  I particularly wonder what happened in cabinet.  Did the minister 
get rolled?  Was she told to back away from the voluntary buyback proposal, particularly given the massive 
campaign that the taxi industry was about to embark on with bumper stickers reading “Buyback means Burke’s 
back - WA Inc”.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  They had stickers all over their vehicles. 
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I was referring to the rally. 

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  You told me that you had been in taxis lately. 
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I have been in taxis lately.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  You did not look at the bumper stickers then, because they had them on for weeks. 
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I know that they had them all over the taxis, and they were going to have others as 
well.  Some of them have taken them off.  I was talking about the rally that was about to be embarked upon.   

Obviously the minister was feeling heat about Mr Burke’s perceived involvement and what impact it would have 
on the Gallop Government, with such a blatant campaign by taxi drivers with all those big stickers on the back of 
their cars.  The Government was obviously nervous.  The minister met with Kevin Foley, Joanna Ammon and 
others from the taxi industry.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  She had meetings with them all the time. 
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  We will get to that.  The member for Peel seems to know the position intimately.  
He can make his own speech.  This is my opportunity.  I do not speak very often in this place. 

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  I always knew that you would take the bottom line; that is, personally set out to 
assassinate the character of Brian Burke.  I thought I would keep an eye on you.  
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I am not attacking him at all.  I am just showing how he has been involved.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  Mr Burke knew about the issue before he - 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  He is a man of great influence. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  Members can see what happens when they start to have a conversation 
among themselves and make unnecessary or overly long interjections that are not responded to; they end up in a 
position in which the debate disintegrates.  I suggest that the member address her comments to the Chair, and 
then we might be able to proceed. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  I have been trying to address my comments 
to the Chair.  As I have said, I am trying not to be distracted.  I want to put a few matters on the record in this 
place.   

I might just run through a time line.  I have referred to Mr Burke’s letter of 28 October and his e-mail of 30 June.  
The minister announced the reform process in February 2003.  She advised the taxi industry that she was going 
to hold a review.  She asked about 100 people to attend a forum to discuss the buyback and other reforms for the 
industry.  That was the first stage of the process.  As a result of this reform process, the Taxi Council of Western 
Australia was interested in the proposal for the deregulation of the industry.  It sent its chief executive officer to 
Darwin and Alice Springs to have a look at the effect of buyback.  Members have raised in this place the issue of 
deregulation and buyback in the taxi industry in the Northern Territory.   

In March the minister invited industry participants to receive feedback from the forum.  The feedback was to 
form the basis of the questionnaire that the minister sent to the industry.  On 2 May the Government sent all taxi 
drivers and owners a letter in the form of a questionnaire, asking that it be completed and returned by 16 May.  I, 
like many colleagues on this side of the House, received numerous calls.  We have been inundated with 
correspondence and e-mails about the issue.  People have concerns about the way in which the process evolved 
and the fact that they did not get enough information from the minister about the survey and what the outcomes 
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might be; for example, the cost of the taxi plates, leasing charges and the number of additional licence plates that 
would be issued.  We know that because the minister has now introduced legislation, and we will have that 
debate on another occasion. 

The industry and taxi drivers have said to me that they did not get enough information from the Government to 
enable them to respond in a manner that would deliver a positive outcome.  On 9 July, the minister announced 
the reform package, and I understand that the launch was conducted at Black and White Taxis.  As I stated 
earlier, Mr Burke sent out the e-mail on 17 June advising people that the minister would be making that 
announcement.  The media and the Transport Workers Union of Australia were invited to the launch, but not the 
taxi plate owners and the Taxi Council.  It was embargoed.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Who was not invited?   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister will get her opportunity.  The minister made the announcement that 
the buyback was being pursued.  On 30 July, the Taxi Council of WA presented - 

Mr M.P. Whitely:  You have to be prepared to take interjections when the minister is looking for clarification; 
this is the minister responsible for the matter.  That is a piece of advice for someone for whom I have a degree of 
admiration.  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I did not hear the minister ask me for clarification.  You directed me, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, not to engage in dialogue with members opposite because the member for Peel and I had a bit 
of a cross-tirade before.  I am trying to concentrate on the issue at hand. 

On 30 July, the Taxi Council provided information on the issue to about 500 taxi owners and council members at 
Challenge Stadium.  It was decided at the meeting that the Taxi Council would not support the voluntary 
buyback as its members unanimously rejected it.  On 1 August, in accordance with its members, the Taxi 
Council released a media statement to start the campaign against the buyback.  The council was feeling nervous 
and uncertain about what was going on, and it was particularly concerned about Brian Burke’s involvement.  On 
6 August, stickers started to appear on the back of taxis. 

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  When did they get in touch with you?  You were not involved all the way along.  You’re 
playing catch-up.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I have been involved in this issue for some time.  The member for Peel might 
think I have never been in a cab, but I have been in lots of cabs.  The member for Peel implied earlier that I am 
interested in buying a taxi plate.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  How long have you been involved? 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I have been having discussions with the Taxi Council before the reform was even 
on the agenda.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  That’s interesting.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  It is my role to go out and talk to industry groups.  If the member for Peel has a 
problem with that - 

Mr N.R. Marlborough interjected.  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  On 6 August, stickers started to appear on the back of taxis.  One said “Buyback 
Means Burke’s Back - WA Inc”.  I was told that others were to appear, but I am not sure as I did not see those, 
and I would not like to mislead this place!   

On 12 August, the minister called the Taxi Council and spoke to its chief executive officer, Mr Kevin Foley, the 
TWU and the rally organisers.  She asked to meet them.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I didn’t actually.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  That is what I have been told; the minister can correct that statement.  I was told 
that the minister called them at the eleventh hour and advised them that the buyback was off.  As a consequence, 
they made a determination not to go ahead with the rally.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Do you think that is a bad thing? 
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  No, I do not think it is a bad thing.  The minister will get her opportunity to 
respond. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan interjected. 
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Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I am putting these matters on record.  The minister has made a decision based on 
feedback from the community. 
Several members interjected. 
Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I am genuinely trying to find out what is the problem. 
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I know that.  I am quite happy to have a discussion with the minister but not the 
backbench! 

If the minister has made her decision based on the fact that she will not go down the path of voluntary buyback 
because she is genuinely interested in what the industry says, I respect that decision.  If it is about the minister’s 
nervousness about Brian Burke’s involvement - 
Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I am a very nervous person. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Maybe it is not the minister; maybe it is the Premier.  Maybe he is concerned 
about the feedback from the community. 
I want to place a number of matters on record.  There is no doubt the industry has been nervous about the issue.  
It is nervous about the proposed legislation.  I will have that debate on another day.  Other members of the 
Opposition want to have their say on this matter. 
MS A.J. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [6.01 pm]:  I appreciate the 
opportunity to respond.  The campaign to which the member for Carine has been recruited by the Taxi Council 
of WA has been distinguished as one of complete and utter dishonesty.  An absolute incapacity to tell the truth 
has been the hallmark of the way in which the campaign against buyback has been run.   
I will run over a few facts very briefly.  Firstly, in 2000 a report was commissioned by the previous Government.  
It was produced by one Stuart Hicks, who was engaged by that Government.  The major recommendation of that 
report was for a buyback of taxi plates.  That was very clear during the time of the previous Government.  The 
previous minister, Hon Murray Criddle, as per usual, was not able to make a decision.  He deferred making a 
decision and decided to have another review after two years.  He said that the then Government would think 
about it in the meantime.  During that time the Taxi Council has flip-flopped all over the place on its position on 
buyback.  When we came to government we received a letter.  I have read it to the House before.  It is important 
to understand it.  It is about the “horrible” buyback scheme.  This is what Mr Foley had to say about the buyback 
scheme - 

In response to various representations by members, the Taxi Council of Western Australia held a 
Special Meeting on 12 December to discuss this issue.  The meeting was attended by some 400 industry 
members with the overwhelming majority (over 90%) indicating their support for a buy-back package. 

The letter goes on to state that a survey of the industry was conducted and 84 per cent of eligible persons 
returned their forms and 83 per cent voted in favour of the buyback package.  It is not just a letter; it is a whole 
proposal for buyback - the bad, evil Brian Burke buyback.  It is the same buyback that was the finding of a report 
commissioned by the Opposition when it was in government.  The same buyback has been the subject of a 
detailed study by the Taxi Council and promoted.  I will advise the House of some of the things that the Taxi 
Council said to us when we obtained government about how good a buyback would be.  The report states -  

Under this package, the community will benefit through reduced cost pressures on fares as a result of 
the lower lease fees applying in the industry and through the managed increase in capacity.  Passengers 
will be assured that safety and other standards will continue to be progressively improved. 

This sounds very much like what Hon Graham Giffard, many people in the taxi industry and I have been saying.  
It sounds exactly like what Mr Foley was saying.   
Mr N.R. Marlborough:  What is the date of that report?   
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  February 2001.   
Mr N.R. Marlborough:  Was that before Mr Burke’s letter?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  It was well before Mr Burke’s letter.  Perhaps we missed the fact that Mr Foley sent it 
to Mr Burke to see whether he could help him.   

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  Yes.  Could you please give me an opinion on whether I am right or wrong?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  That is right.  It is interesting, because Mr Foley does not talk about this report any 
more.  The Taxi Council of Western Australia does not seem to want to know about this report any more.  I am 
very surprised that it has not given a copy of the report to the shadow minister.  The report talks glowingly about 
the ideal operation, under which the lessee would pay an annual lease fee to the Government.  That is the ideal 
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model.  That was a very strange statement for Mr Foley to make in this report, because he, or certain members of 
the Taxi Council, is now saying that this is some evil, communist conspiracy of the Government, which wants to 
get into the taxi industry by holding and leasing the plates.  It is a terrible thing, except that it is exactly the thing 
that Mr Foley said would be the ideal arrangement.  It is very confusing.  It is no wonder that the poor member 
for Carine is very confused, because some very mixed messages have been given.   

A campaign has been run accusing the Labor Government of having its agenda set by Brian Burke.  The member 
for Carine has been a willing conscript in the propagation of this ridiculous, stupid and completely unfounded 
argument.  The member for Carine will no doubt remember that when Labor was in opposition, for four years I 
argued in favour of better conditions for the taxi drivers of this State.  The Labor Party went to the last election 
saying that it believed that the policy of buyback offered the best option to consumers and taxi drivers, and that it 
was in the interests of the industry generally.  That has all been ignored.  The member for Carine has argued that 
some letter that was written to me by Brian Burke years after we got into government has set government policy, 
and not the years of debate that we conducted in this House in the interests of the taxi drivers, or the election 
policy.  Those matters were all ignored in the completely dishonest presentation by the member for Carine.  She 
had one letter.  I had not even seen that letter until the freedom of information application was made.  That letter 
stated that Brian Burke took the view that buyback was a positive initiative, and acknowledged that the Labor 
Party had a pre-existing policy that it had taken to the election.  Why did the member for Carine not mention 
that?   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I did.  I said that he commended you for your position, but you were not in here at that 
stage.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I was.  Why did the member for Carine not mention the fact that it was a far more 
reasonable proposition that we were pursuing the policy of buyback, because for four years we had been 
pursuing the interests of taxi drivers?  When I was sitting in that spot in opposition I regularly used to argue in 
favour of buyback.  We went to the election with a published policy that we believed buyback offered the best 
benefits for the industry.  Why was that not seen to be the determinant of our policy?  Why was one unsolicited, 
unanswered letter from Brian Burke accredited with forming our policy against the overwhelming weight of 
actual evidence?   

The next bit of nonsense is the e-mail from Brian Burke to the unknown person.  I think the member said it was 
dated 30 June; is that correct? 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  That is correct. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Brian Burke writes to someone and says, “I reckon that in two weeks the minister will 
announce her package and in it she is going to talk about buyback, and then she is going to introduce the 
legislation for buyback.” 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  The minister will announce. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Will announce, that is right.  This is all shock horror; no-one else knew about it!  I will 
quote a broadcast from 20 June, some 10 days before, which states -  

The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure says it is unlikely the government will buy back taxi 
licence plates as part of the move to deregulate the industry. 

Alannah MacTiernan says the results of a taxi industry survey there is a fifty-fifty split on the issue of 
plate buy-back. 

. . .  

Ms MacTiernan says there is an overwhelming view that taxi representatives do not want the industry to 
be deregulated.  But she says some changes will need to be made.   

We believe that the current system has not produced the best outcomes it has not produced a fair return 
for many of the drivers, it has not produced the best fare structures for the customers, so we want to put 
in place some changes that will deal with those fundamental problems in the industry. 

An article in The West Australian of 27 June states -  

A compulsory buy-back of taxi licence plates has been ruled out by the State Government . . .  

But the release of additional taxi plates and a voluntary buy-back scheme are still being considered after 
a controversial review of the industry. 

They are really the elements of the package that was released two weeks later.  The West Australian knew about 
it. 
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Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  But the industry itself did not know.  You had not gone back and talked to those in the 
industry. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  This review was being conducted by Hon Graham Giffard MLC.  He was in constant 
dialogue and discussion with Mr Foley and a variety of other players in the taxi industry, keeping them informed 
of what was going on.  In the two weeks before the release, he had given briefings about the sorts of findings that 
we were likely to come down with.  It was in The West Australian two weeks before we had the formal launch. 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Why would you prevent them coming along to your announcement?  You didn’t invite 
them. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I did not prevent them from coming along.  I certainly was not inclined to invite people 
to a launch who had been acting with absolute and abject dishonesty.  The people from the Taxi Council of 
Western Australia had been hawking this ridiculous e-mail around to every journalist in town trying to get 
someone to run it.  It got to the journalist of last resort, Howard Sattler, and he was the only one who gave it a 
run.  We got on and we told Howard all about it.  Interestingly, a number of taxi drivers tried to ring Howard 
Sattler and put their version.  Do members know what?  He is such a courageous lionheart that if someone comes 
in and says they support the minister, they do not even get a run on his show; he only wants to hear one side of 
the story.  That is why I did not invite those people who were involved in the Taxi Council.  They were running 
the most dishonest campaign imaginable.  Of course I would not invite them; they were not people who had been 
exercising any integrity.  I do not mind them having a different view.  I do not mind if the Taxi Council says it 
has decided it is principally interested in investors and it does not want taxi buyback.  I do not mind if people 
have a different view.  However, I absolutely object to the present position of members of the Taxi Council of 
Western Australia - including one in particular with whom I stood shoulder to shoulder for four years standing 
up for taxi drivers, but who got a job elsewhere.  He was bought off and suddenly changed his story, from which 
time he has been slagging the Government to the media.  When the Labor Party was in opposition he used to 
come to us week after week and say that the industry needed a buyback arrangement and sought our support for 
that.  “Et tu Brute” I say. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Our nuns were not very good at Latin! 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  You said you would set the record straight about the meeting you held with Kevin 
Foley and the chief executive officer.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I said that I did not ring him.  The West Australian ran an article on the issue three days 
before Brian Burke sent out his e-mail.  During the week prior to that, Hon Graham Giffard had spoken to a 
number of industry players.  There were no surprises in the Government’s decision.  Everyone knew basically 
what the Government would finally decide on.  

It is true: when the Labor Party went to the last election it said that it thought buyback was the best thing for the 
industry but that at the end of the day, if it did not have broad industry support, it would not impose buyback.  I 
made that very clear statement on 20 June when we were talking about the survey results.  Notwithstanding that 
Mr Foley had told us that buyback had more than 90 per cent support in February 2001, I said that it was quite 
clear that for one reason or another the support was not there now within the industry, so of course we would not 
proceed with compulsory buyback.  However, Hon Graham Giffard suggested that, given 33 per cent of plate 
owners wanted a buyback arrangement, there seemed to be a credible argument for voluntary buyback.  I said 
that I was not sure that would work.  He said that he thought it could be made to work because he had had 
discussions with a range of people on this.  I said that I would give him three months to see whether a voluntary 
buyback system could be made to work.  More than 60 per cent of drivers wanted buyback, and about 33 per 
cent of plate owners wanted it.  The issue had not been to Cabinet and a decision had not been made.  I kept 
Cabinet briefed on matters and I made it clear that the Government was not in a position to make a decision on a 
voluntary buyback because it needed to see whether such a system would work.  The detail had to be worked 
through with the industry.  Hon Graham Giffard talked to people in the industry about prices and other details 
that would need to be agreed on to make it work.   

The member for Carine is absolutely right: I pulled back from even considering a voluntary buyback because of 
the hysterical and completely dishonest campaign of the Taxi Council.  I make no bones about that. When I first 
announced it in the Sunday Times article, I said that I would not go ahead with it because the situation was 
ridiculous.  Buyback would be in the best interests of the industry, but if the industry or its leadership want to 
take people down a path of darkness, I will not waste an enormous amount of time trying to deliver something 
that will be to their benefit.  I can clearly and categorically say that it was that campaign by Kevin Foley that led 
me to the conclusion that I would not even go down the path of considering voluntary buyback.  However, I will 
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pursue other mechanisms for getting some fairness into this industry.  Some of the prices being paid by various 
lease drivers are a concern.  The returns they get for what is often a very difficult job are just not fair.  We must 
put in place a remuneration structure within that industry that offers a reasonable return for driving long and 
unsociable hours.  Taxi drivers pick up passengers - I am sure the member for Carine is an exemplary passenger.  
However, others have challenging behaviours.  They vomit and do a range of -  

Mr M.G. House:  Doesn’t Mark Latham fall into that category?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I understand the temptation for members after my dealings with the Taxi Council of 
WA.   

Further, each year $18 million leaves this industry to pay off the speculative value of taxi plates.  If members 
think it is sustainable and a good idea that is adding positively to the taxi industry, they have failed to learn from 
the insights gained from every review of the taxi industry, including the Hicks report.  I know and accept that 
people got into the taxi industry, acquired one or two plates, and accumulated the value of those plates as part of 
their superannuation.  I understand that.  However, we were not going to take any money from those people with 
the buyback scheme.  We were going to pay them the full value of the plate, which could then be invested in a 
range of ways that would not have threatened their superannuation.  The suggestion that somehow or other we 
planned to take away people’s superannuation is just crazy.  It was to be a buyback at full market value.  
Anyhow, it did not happen.   

On past performance we have see the Taxi Council flip-flopping away.  I have no doubt that at some stage it may 
flip-flop back in the other direction, but only time will tell.  In the meantime, the Government has put in place its 
legislation.  We hope to get support from the Opposition to effect what is, in reality, a modest reform to a small 
number of plates, which is the minimum we can do to satisfy national competition requirements.  I know the 
Taxi Council is saying that it has had a big victory.  However, let us consider who has won what.  Many 
members of the taxi industry need to think deeply about the quality of leadership that has been exercised and 
whether they have been led into victory or into the valley of death, which perhaps they cannot see just yet.   

The Government will continue to work with the taxi industry, which is an important industry.  When I was in 
opposition, it is one of the areas in which I was a very enthusiastic participant.  I have always had a great number 
of friends who work in the taxi industry and I admire the work that they do; they provide an essential service for 
a city.  I hope that we can get the support of the Opposition for the modest reforms proposed, and that we can go 
forward and ensure that we have a taxi service that offers a decent return to the average driver and the best 
possible fare structure for consumers. 

MR A.D. MARSHALL (Dawesville) [6.23 pm]:  I have to declare a vested interest in this area because I own a 
taxi.  I have owned a taxi for some 20 years but I have not had any remuneration from it.  I bought the taxi to 
give my son a job.  He is now 41 years of age and has been driving for all those years, with only one minor 
accident.  Last week, he got a certificate for being courtesy driver of the month.  What he did to get that will give 
members an idea of what the minister was just saying about taxi drivers.  He had driven an old lady home who 
had locked herself out of her house.  He rang her daughter-in-law and waited with the woman in the car, out of 
the rain, for 45 minutes, so that the daughter-in-law could come and unlock the house.  In doing so, of course, he 
lost the opportunity to make any money from his taxi.  They are the types of people about whom I will talk now, 
in the hope that the minister will understand the situation. 

By increasing the number of taxi plates and decreasing the leasing fee, the minister will destabilise the taxi 
industry.  The days when taxi drivers were making big money are gone.  In the old days, aircraft carriers and a 
lot of Japanese fishing boats came into Fremantle, and there was easy revenue for the drivers.  However, that is 
not the case any more.  During the week their takings are moderate.  They rely on Friday and Saturday nights as 
bonus times to supplement their week’s wage.  The low lease rates from the Government will lower the price of 
taxi plates, which will take away the small business men who have bought taxi plates as a superannuation 
investment for their future.   

To give the House an idea of the concern of taxi owners, I will quote from a taxi driver’s letter.  Because of the 
time, I will just quote extracts from it.  This fellow states that he has been associated with the taxi industry for 33 
years, and he has bought three plates.  He continues -  

I wish to express my disappointment at the way the Taxi reform was conducted by the Planning and 
Infrastructure Minister, Alannah MacTiernan and Parliamentary Secretary Graham Giffard.  On the 25th 

of March, I arranged a meeting with Mr. Giffard at Dumas House, to ask questions concerning the Taxi 
industry.  I was told by Mr. Giffard that it was a formality for the National Competition Policy and that 
the Labor Government was not in the business of depriving the owners and the lease drivers, and that 
they understood that owners had invested for their future (Superannuation).   
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That is well and good.  In another part of the letter he states -  
I feel that the Minister has just gone ahead, without consulting the owners or the Taxi Council of 
Western Australia, which is supposed to be the industry body, and proceeded to deregulate the Taxi 
industry through the back door with a voluntary buy back scheme. 

He concludes by stating -  
I have grave concerns for my future, and that of my family. 

This gentleman has every right to be worried about his future.  The minister issued a 26-question questionnaire 
and stated that the result would need to be overwhelming before changes would be made.  First, I believe that the 
questionnaire for people to have their say on the future of the taxi industry was a farce, because it was full of 
double negatives - as former English teachers in this place would know - such as, “I don’t know nothing” 
meaning “I do know something” and not “I didn’t know anything.”  Other examples of  double negatives are, 
“Do you not agree?” or “Are you not well?”  It was double-dutch to most of the averagely educated people on 
the taxi ranks, as well as the owners.  Secondly, the result was practically even.  Of course, the questionnaire was 
worded in a way that would bring about that result.  However, the minister took no notice of the result.  It was a 
waste of taxpayers’ money and of the taxi industry’s time.  I will point out how ambiguous the questions were.  
The first question stated -  

No buyback of taxi plates.  Additional taxi plates to be sold by tender, at least annually.  Lease rates 
remain at market rates. 

The second question stated -  

No buyback of taxi plates.  Additional taxi plates are released as Government plate licences, at least 
annually, at a fixed lease rate that is lower than the existing market rate. 

People then had the option of ticking in columns to indicate how they viewed the proposition: strongly oppose, 
mildly oppose, mixed views, mildly support or strongly support.  That is the most ridiculous type of 
questionnaire I have ever seen.  No wonder the result was even stevens, because half the people did not know 
how to read it properly, and they just ticked things in desperation.   

I have another letter from an owner, who states in reply to a letter from Mr Giffard -  

Your explanation of the questions I asked concerning the Taxi forum and the future of the taxi industry 
does not reflect the questions to be answered within the survey form. 

There is a great discrepancy in that questionnaire.  He states -  

1. No industry representative to be part of decision making. 

2. That all responses of the survey will be individual and confidential.  I notice that I have an 
identification number printed on my survey form. 

It was really a get-up.  It continues -  

3. Correct and sufficient information has not been sent to all owners, to make an informed 
decision. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It was because people are constantly - 

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  I would like to take the minister’s interjection; however, as with the debate on the code 
of conduct and the responsibility of members, I would have thought the minister would let me speak and then 
give her answer when she knew what I was putting forward in my contribution.   

The letter continues - 

4.  The survey process seems to be flawed and misleading  
I agree with that.  It continues - 

5.  You also mentioned that your acting manager of the Taxi unit, were to provide feedback to all 
industry members.  As yet, I have received nothing!! 

He raises 10 points, but for the sake of time, I will not read them all.  I have mentioned this Brian Burke 
confidential letter, and I feel I should just quote a couple of paragraphs from it to show where this change to the 
taxi industry is coming from.  The letter reads - 

Several months ago, in discussions with the Transport Workers Union about the Taxi Industry 
generally and about difficulties the Union was experiencing in recruiting members from the ranks 
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of taxi drivers, I realised that reform of the taxi industry turns on a proper consideration of the question 
of a “buyback of plates”. 
 . . .  
THE GOVERNMENT will benefit by being able to buy an asset off the balance sheet . . .  

That would cause ears to prick up - a reference to gathering money.  The final paragraph in this letter to the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure reads - 

In the meantime - to secure breathing space necessary to move forward with a comprehensive 
package for the industry, rather than trying to deal with the issues as they arise on a piecemeal 
basis - ongoing, moderate support to the Taxi Council may be required.  

He was telling the minister how to handle the situation.  The letter continues - 

The council could be very useful in assisting you to bring about the changes you desire. 
That is again where the discrepancy arises about meeting with the council, warming it up and getting ready to 
change things.  As we all know, the former Premier of this State, Brian Burke, was a very good manipulator, and 
that letter points out to the minister just what was being done.  I believe a deal has been done with the Taxi 
Council, and it has been agreed not to discount the leased plates more than 13 per cent.  Swan Taxis leases its 
plates for $345 a week.  The Government will be leasing plates for $300 a week.  If this happens, the industry 
could remain stable.  No more than 40 new leased plates should be released.  If this is achieved, the Taxi Council 
believes that the industry could survive.  The problem is, after all the interaction that has taken place in setting 
this up, will the minister stick to the deal?  Rather than lease for the rest of their lives from a government agency 
or from an owner, drivers should be encouraged to do the buyback, as Kevin Foley said in his report.  This will 
never happen because if taxi plates were allocated at a discounted price, the average owners would find it 
difficult to control.  They would soon realise that owning a taxi, keeping it on the road and in mechanically good 
condition, hiring extra drivers and budgeting for a replacement car every four years would be beyond them.  
They would not be able to do it. 

I will finish with some quotes attributed to Abraham Lincoln, because all the time the major purpose of this 
reform by the minister was to help the underdog - the person who is striving to get into the industry and buy or 
lease his own taxi.  I remind the minister that, as Lincoln said -  

You cannot strengthen the weak, by weakening the strong; 

As soon as the taxi industry is destabilised, it will be the same as it was in Darwin, and it will fall to pieces.  To 
continue - 

You cannot help the small men by tearing down the big men;  

You cannot help the poor by destroying the rich;  

You cannot lift the wage-earner - 

Several members interjected. 

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  I will repeat the last statement for the benefit of the government members interjecting.  I 
have a commitment to other members to get through this speech quickly, and the commitment by the minister 
was not kept.  She said 15 minutes and then went on for 22 minutes, so she has ruined our timetable and agenda.  
As I said before, professionals start and finish on time.  That is why I am concerned about this minister, because 
at times she does not act professionally.  Members should listen to this fourth and final quote, which is what this 
is all about - 

You cannot lift the wage-earner by pulling down the wage-payer;  

The drivers lease and earn, thankfully, because there are owners prepared to put their money on the line and get 
something out of it in return.  It must be a combination of those things.  I hope the minister will, having returned 
to the Chamber and not listened to this contribution, read the transcript of my speech in Hansard and learn 
something from it.  

MR N.R. MARLBOROUGH (Peel - Parliamentary Secretary) [6.35 pm]:  Fine words have been used by the 
key speakers from the other side of the House.  However, let us look at some of the facts surrounding the 
situation in the taxi industry today.  Let us walk ourselves through it.  The member for Carine based all of her 
argument - ignoring the facts - on a single letter that she was able to gain through freedom of information.  It was 
not a secret letter.  It was filed through the appropriate government processes and was able to be accessed 
through FOI by whatever system was necessary.  The member for Carine read out that letter in isolation, because 
it suited her argument, and used it to say that because Brian Burke - this big and nasty being - was involved in a 
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process of government, that therefore interfered with the decision-making processes of government.  She went 
on to suggest that because of Brian Burke’s reputation - which is supported, she says, by the Premier - he is an 
ogre and therefore a pox on all our houses.  She went on to say that Brian Burke has had, by virtue of his 
involvement, an unnecessary influence on the outcome of this process. 

Point of Order 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Under Standing Order No 92 I believe the member for Peel is making a personal 
reflection on the member for Carine.  He is suggesting the member made statements that she clearly did not 
make.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  There is no point of order.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  In order to paint the darkest picture of the involvement of Brian Burke, the 
member for Carine besmirched his personality and integrity, because that is crucial to her argument.  She then 
linked Brian Burke’s personality and integrity to his ability to affect the decision-making processes of the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  She then said that, by definition, the minister is no better than the view 
she and members on her side have of Brian Burke.   

Let us look at the history of the taxi buyback.  As the minister has indicated, it is a history that started before we 
were elected to government.  It is a history that started in 1999 under the Hicks national competition policy 
report, which went to the then Minister for Transport, Hon Murray Criddle.  The Hicks report found that the taxi 
industry was in a state of distress for a number of reasons.  One of the reasons was that over $20 million of the 
total basket of moneys paid in taxi fares was spent on speculating on the purchase of taxi plates.  He said in his 
report that if that speculating and that cost of $20 million could be removed, taxi fares would drop by an average 
of $3.  He said that the cost of purchasing taxi plates took up 40 per cent of the taxi industry’s money.   

The control over the number of taxi plates that can be issued at any one time is a monster that was created by 
previous Governments.  They did not intend to create a monster, but that is what they did.  That monster has now 
grown so uncontrollably that it has put a huge vested interest into the hands of the taxi owners.  Taxi owners get 
an average return on their investment of 24 per cent.  However, if members opposite were to have a meeting with 
taxi drivers, as we did, they would find out that even if taxi drivers work from midnight until six o’clock in the 
morning, they earn an average of $11 an hour because of the cost of having to lease a vehicle from the owner.  
That system leads, of course, to total inefficiency, because it does not pay drivers to work between midnight and 
six o’clock; therefore, they do not work and people cannot get taxis at those times.  Although the number of taxi 
plates is limited, a monster has been created in that their value is based on their return.  Although the population 
and the use of taxis have grown, plate numbers have not grown.  Therefore, all of a sudden, through government 
legislation, we have become part of the monster that has been created.  That is why Hicks had the foresight to 
say to the Minister for Transport in the previous Government, Hon Murray Criddle, that he should consider 
buyback as an option to solve the problem because all the industry’s resources were being eaten up.  When we 
were in opposition in 1999, Hon Murray Criddle decided not to act on that report. 

I tried to ask the member for Carine earlier when she as shadow minister for transport got involved in this 
debate.  She indicated that it was some time ago.  Was it last year? 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Yes; sometime last year I met with the Taxi Council and I spoke to a number of taxi 
owners. 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  When did the member for Carine form the view that buyback was not necessary?  
Was that view reflected in her speech in Hansard, which was well beyond last year?  Was that when she formed 
the view that buyback was unnecessary? 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  My speech today? 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  No, not her speech today.  When did the member for Carine form the view as 
shadow minister that the buyback process was not necessary or should not be supported? 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I have not taken that position at all.  If you had allowed me to speak today, I would 
have said that this matter should have been discussed with the industry in an open way.  The industry felt that the 
minister was not giving it enough information.  Let us find out whether the minister’s comments in this place 
today are correct: that some kind of fear campaign has been circulated and is being managed in the community 
by a select group of people so that there will not be a positive outcome. 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  Is the present position of the member for Carine, therefore, that she is not opposed 
to buyback? 
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Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I would like to see the industry consulted in a way that it would have all the 
information so that a decision can be made. 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure quite clearly indicated the process of 
consultation that took place.  All the dates have been recorded when she met with the Taxi Council of Western 
Australia and taxi drivers and when she commissioned Hon Graham Giffard to chair a process for further 
dialogue with the industry.  The Government listened to the industry and, while listening, noted that the industry 
did not support buyback.  That indication from the industry was a complete turn of 180 degrees on its previous 
position.  About 18 months ago the industry supported buyback; four months ago it ceased to support buyback.  
The minister has painted that picture quite clearly. 
Discussion on this matter is ahead of us in the second reading debate on the Taxi Amendment Bill.  As the 
member for Carine has cast aspersions on Brian Burke, I ask what is influencing the Liberal Party and/or the 
minister?  Has the Liberal Party taken such a strong position on this matter because it has in its ranks the member 
for Dawesville who has a company that owns a taxi?  Is the member for Carine influenced by that? 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  No, I am not. 
Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  Is the member for Carine insulted by my suggestion that she could be? 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  No, I am not insulted by that.  I find insulting your implication that I am interested in 
putting up my hand for one of these plates. 
Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  I put to the member for Carine that just as she wants to throw bricks at Brian 
Burke - 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  You are going to throw them at me. 
Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  No.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  You can start, member for Peel. 
Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  It is not beyond the normal process of events for government members, if it were 
their wont, which it is not, to say to the member for Carine that she has been influenced by a colleague of hers 
who is the owner of a taxi and that that colleague has a vested interest, as he highlighted today when he said that 
he is a part of the industry.  The member indicated in her speech that she has debated this matter with her 
colleagues on numerous occasions. 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  No, I did not say that.   

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  Yes, she did.  By implication, she asked the minister -  

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I said that we, the Opposition, have been inundated with calls and e-mails.   

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  By implication, the member asked the minister to tell her when she took the matter 
to Caucus.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I said that I would be interested to know what happened in caucus and in cabinet. 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  I would be interested to know about the member’s caucus processes.  Has this 
matter been discussed in her caucus?   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Was this matter discussed in yours?   

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  Of course it was.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Well, of course it was.   

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  When was it discussed in the Opposition’s caucus?   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  When was it discussed in yours?   

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  About three or four weeks ago when the minister advised us that she was rejecting 
the scheme.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I would have to check -   

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  Does the member think it would be within that period? 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  It could have been.   

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  When the member finds that out, she should also tell the House - she will get the 
opportunity when we debate the Taxi Amendment Bill - whether the member for Dawesville participated in that 
caucus discussion or whether he withdrew from it because of his vested interest.  It did not immediately strike 
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the member for Carine that the member for Dawesville withdrew from that caucus meeting.  As the shadow 
minister, she would have been aware if a colleague had said at such a caucus meeting that he could not be part of 
the discussion because he owns a taxi.  His withdrawal is not something that immediately strikes the member.  
On that basis, we can draw some sort of comfort that he attended a caucus meeting at which the matter of the 
buyback of taxi plates was debated and, despite having a vested interest, did not withdraw from the debate.   

This exercise is for no purpose other than to illustrate my point.  I would be the last to assert that the member for 
Dawesville I know would do that in a deliberate way to gain any interest.  I put that on the record.  However, if 
the member for Carine wants to go down the track, on which she seems to be so comfortable, of attacking Brian 
Burke about a letter he wrote and sent into the system, she can expect us to question her party’s processes.  The 
ex-Premier of this State had a point of view but, as indicated by the minister’s historical record of events, played 
no role.  Not only did the minister not read the letter, but also the industry had already told her of its objections 
to the plan.  She acted on those.  She told the Caucus of that three or four weeks ago, before she told the 
Parliament.  She advised us that the Government will not go ahead with buyback because the industry had told 
her it did not want it anymore.  Our intention was always to support buyback only if the industry did.  It is not 
worth pursuing if the industry sees no value in it.  That is the honest and factual background.  I suggest that the 
member was ignorant of the facts and the process when she talked to the industry.  If she had listened to the 
industry and had more than a millisecond of a meeting with it, she would have known of the history before she 
asked the question.  If that is the case, she quite deliberately put none of the facts into the story during her 
speech.  She did nothing other than attack Brian Burke.  With the greatest respect to even the member for 
Carine’s political ability, if the facts were in the story, she would have put Burke’s letter in the drawer and 
forgotten about it because she would have known that it played no role.  The industry would have told the 
member for Carine that it was opposed to buyback and that after meeting with and telling the minister of its 
opposition, she agreed to withdraw the proposition.  It had nothing to do with Brian Burke.  The member needs 
to look more carefully at her processes; that is, how she as a shadow minister will handle this matter now that the 
member for Dawesville has said on the record that he is the owner of a taxi, and has been for 20 years.  On her 
own admission -  

Point of Order 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Far be it from me to suggest to the Acting Speaker that the member might 
need to be reminded that he should direct his comments to the Chair.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  I have noticed during the debate today that the members for Carine 
and Peel have had some active interaction - I think that is the best way to describe it - which they both seemed to 
enjoy.  The standing orders require members to address their comments through the Chair.  I am sure the 
member for Peel will do that.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  I am happy to do that.  The member for Carine, the shadow minister for transport, 
admitted in the House today that she had participated in a debate on this matter within the Liberal Party caucus.  
She said that she has no knowledge that immediately strikes her that the member for Dawesville, who has a 
pecuniary interest in the ownership of a taxi, dissociated himself from that caucus meeting.  Already, as an 
owner of a taxi, he has been involved in a process on an issue in which he could be deemed to have a vested 
interest.  We have been debating parliamentary standards today.  In particular, we have heard the Leader of the 
Opposition rant and rave about his minority report and the standards that he considers ought to be set for 
politicians in this House.  The member for Dawesville’s role, which he admitted today, and the role of the 
shadow minister for transport in how the party has reached its position on the taxi buyback scheme leaves a lot to 
be desired and ought to be put under the microscope to see how the party views it.  I suggest that the pecuniary 
interest rules that are currently before this House would automatically disqualify the member for Dawesville 
from involvement in the issue and would automatically show the shadow minister for transport in an extremely 
bad light.  I have not raised this matter today with the shadow minister for transport to pursue that line at all.  I 
have raised it to highlight to the Opposition the danger it allows itself to be open to if it continues to pursue 
Brian Burke or any other member of the community on the most fallacious grounds imaginable.  The context of 
the Burke letter on the Government’s present position on buyback does not fit; it is not part of the jigsaw.  It does 
not matter how it is placed on the board: whether one jumps on it or knocks or shoots it into place; it does not fit.  
The only way to get it to fit is either to have a vivid imagination and to chew or smoke funny stuff and think that 
it fits into place, or to get a bandsaw to cut it into shape so that it does fit into place.  In the past 20 minutes when 
the shadow minister for transport was on her feet, she pulled all those tricks.  However, they have not worked.  
When the Bill comes before the House, we will have an opportunity to further pursue this issue on the grounds 
that I have suggested.  A lot more must be told.   
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I do not know how the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the opposition Leader of the House decided over 
lunchtime to allow the shadow minister for transport to get up on this matter.  It is absolute nonsense.  It is a 
joke.  It wastes the Government’s time. 

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  It is not a waste of time for the taxpayers.   
Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  It is a waste of time even for the taxpayers.  This is why Hendy Cowan’s 
statement about members opposite always rings true in my ear.  When asked a question about how the 
Government is going, he said that the present Government is a one-term Government; the only problem is that 
the Opposition is a three-term Opposition.   
What the Opposition says has no substance.  It is based on false information.  It is meant to be deliberately 
evasive in terms of its real content.   

Members opposite think that because they say it often enough, it will be listened to and taken on board by the 
people of Western Australia.  In fact, I spent enough years on the other side of the House to know that when 
members run with that sort of weak rhetoric with no substance, and when the member for Carine has feet of clay, 
people see it immediately.  Opposition members will be found out for what they are.  While they continue to 
perform in this way, the public has already labelled them.  They are like dead carcasses in the breeze, covered in 
blowflies.  They will not get any better.  They are right on the nose, and they will continue to be on the nose until 
somebody cuts them down in pity.   

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [6.55 pm]:  Unlike the member for Peel, I will not bully anyone.  He 
stood for 20 minutes and bullied the member for Carine.  I am not a member of the Liberal Party, so I have no 
conflict of interest.  However, many taxi drivers who have come to see me are unhappy about what the 
Government is doing to this industry.  The Government is not doing a very good job with its services.  The 
health service is in crisis.  The education system is in crisis.  We do not have enough police.  What will the 
Government do?  It will now move into the taxi industry, so there will be problems in that area as well.  I thought 
the Government would focus its attention on those areas that are experiencing a crisis, rather than cause a crisis 
for other people.  The taxi drivers who have spoken to me are not millionaires; they are people who have worked 
long hours for many years.  They do not have superannuation schemes.  They bought another set of taxi plates 
because it was meant to be their superannuation.  These are the people whom the Government is now attacking.  
These people have worked around the clock for many years and are now seeing their future investments stripped 
from them by this Government.   
I support the motion moved by the member for Carine, because the Government has not adequately consulted on 
the issue.  Anyone who reads the minister’s speech will know that she was very upset, because a few years ago 
she was very close to a few taxi drivers who are now involved with the Taxi Council of WA.  The minister will 
slap them on the hands for their involvement with the Taxi Council, and because she is very unhappy with those 
people, she will make all the other taxi drivers suffer as well.  What the Government is doing is not necessarily 
in the best interests of taxi drivers.  I have heard from taxi drivers, who also went to the Northern Territory, that 
when Hon Graham Giffard came back from a visit to the Northern Territory he did not want to write the 
government report on taxi services because he was very unhappy with what was happening in the Northern 
Territory.  I have not heard that from him personally, but I know that there was not only a government report but 
also an industry report.  I do not think the minister was very happy when she read the industry report.  This 
Government said that it would consult.   

Government members have spoken today about the code of conduct.  What consultation was there on the code of 
conduct?  The consultation was to present the code and say that members could either go with it or try to move 
amendments, but the Opposition does not have the numbers to pass any amendments.  There was no consultation 
whatsoever.  The Government has decided that this is the way it will do it and therefore this is the way it will be 
done.  I would like to say more, but I know that members want to put the motion.   

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 
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Ayes (15) 

Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr R.F. Johnson Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr A.D. Marshall Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.J. Birney Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr P.G. Pendal Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 
Mr M.F. Board Mr M.G. House Mr R.N. Sweetman  

Noes (20) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr R.C. Kucera Ms S.M. McHale Ms J.A. Radisich 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr F.M. Logan Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr E.S. Ripper 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mrs C.A. Martin Mr P.B. Watson 
Mrs D.J. Guise Mr J.A. McGinty Mr M.P. Murray Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr M. McGowan Mr J.R. Quigley Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 

            

Pairs 

 Mr B.J. Grylls Mr S.R. Hill 
 Mr M.W. Trenorden Mr A.J. Carpenter 
 Mr B.K. Masters Mr D.A. Templeman 
 Mr P.D. Omodei Mr J.N. Hyde 
 Mr C.J. Barnett Dr G.I. Gallop 

Independent Pair 
Dr E. Constable 

Question thus negatived. 

House adjourned at 7.03 pm 

__________ 
 
 


