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SOCIAL MEDIA POST 
Statement 

HON DAN CADDY (North Metropolitan) [9.49 pm]: I rise tonight to reflect on one of the most pathetic, nasty 
and inaccurate social media posts, one that shows a real lack of understanding, that I have seen in recent times, 
basically since Twitter turned off Donald Trump in January this year. Over the weekend Hon Neil Thomson took to 
social media to complain about government members speaking in Parliament about the achievements of government, 
and he specifically singled out Hon Pierre Yang. I know that Hon Neil Thomson wishes that he could get up and talk 
about the achievements of the Leader of the Parliamentary Liberal Party. I am sure that he would wax lyrical about 
everything that the Leader of the Parliamentary Liberal Party has done for at least 18 seconds before he ran out of 
things to say. But the reason those of us on this side talk about the achievements of this government is because this 
government listens to the people and takes in what the people say. It is a government that acts on behalf of the people 
of Western Australia and it is a united team working for the people of Western Australia. It is not a group that is 
looking inwardly at itself with a couple of “Clan” leaders pulling the strings for everyone. 
Hon Neil Thomson said that Hon Pierre Yang was, and I quote, “grovelling” and accused Hon Pierre Yang of 
speaking deliberately so that he could not contribute to a motion. Hon Pierre Yang is an outstanding, accomplished 
and brilliant speaker. He has been on his feet many times since I have been in this Parliament. Let me tell members 
about the members’ statements that he has made. One of them was on Afghanistan—not a bad thing. One was on 
COVID-19, as opposed to other members in this chamber who took commercial flights and made jokes about face 
masks when COVID-19 was getting to its worst. He also gave another members’ statement about the University of 
Western Australia. I would have thought Hon Neil Thomson would have backed Hon Pierre Yang on his members’ 
statement about UWA because he comes into this place like a messiah for planning, yet one thing that is going to 
be cut from UWA is the Master of Urban and Regional Planning and everything nested in that. The other members’ 
statement Hon Pierre Yang made was about homelessness. Hon Pierre Yang spoke about homelessness because 
he has taken homelessness very, very seriously since he was elected to this place and has done the CEO Sleepout 
five times. The irony of him being accused of filibustering is not lost on me when the fact is he was late to the last 
CEO Sleepout because members on Hon Neil Thomson’s side were doing exactly that. 
President, I will take Hon Pierre Yang’s participation every day over Hon Neil Thomson’s pontification. I also 
suggest that the real animosity here comes from Hon Pierre Yang interjecting and calling a point of order on 
Hon Neil Thomson during the member’s motion on electoral reform. Members, this shows how good Hon Pierre Yang 
is. He could listen and make sense of what Hon Neil Thomson was saying and had enough of an idea to actually 
make an interjection. I mean, I despair for Hansard every time Hon Neil Thomson is on his feet because they sit there 
doing their job and doing it extremely well, trying to decipher this verbally given cryptic crossword of sounds and 
noises that comes their way. I admire what Hansard does and what they do for all of us in this chamber to make us 
all sound good on paper, but I am in awe of what they do when Hon Neil Thomson is on his feet. 
I will leave him alone and go to the motion on electoral reform while I am on it, because, coincidentally, it was 
this motion on which Hon Tjorn Sibma stood up to speak. Hon Tjorn Sibma is a linguist of mark; he is at the other 
end of the spectrum of Hon Neil Thomson. He gave a fantastic and impassioned speech based on a submission 
from the Shire of Wagin. What he did not disclose, even when asked, was that the president of the Shire of Wagin, 
whose name one would assume would be on this submission, is a former failed candidate for the Liberal Party. 
I do not ever want to hear the words “gold-standard transparency” thrown across this chamber. That was not the only 
submission; indeed, other submissions also contained the names of former failed Liberal candidates. That is fine; 
Hon Tjorn Sibma is entitled to speak to his mates in the Liberal Party and say, “Write some submissions so we’ve 
got something to talk about”, but he should not lecture us on gold-standard transparency when he has not disclosed 
that that happened. I certainly hope for him that he had the permission of “The Clan” to do that. 
In conclusion, Hon Neil Thomson ought to refrain from accusing us of not letting him speak. He knows full well 
that in this chamber, opposition backbenchers get far more opportunity to speak than do government backbenchers. 
It is absolutely no surprise that he is so incredibly frustrated and venting his frustration at members on our side, 
but it is not our fault that every time he gets to his feet, his own party realises the calamitous mistake it made in 
preselecting him. I do not know, but I am pretty sure Hon Nick Goiran may have him in the pork chop award category. 
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