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THE SPEAKER (Mr M.W. Sutherland) took the chair at 9.00 am, and read prayers. 

PAPERS TABLED 
Papers were tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 

MINISTER FOR HEALTH — TANZANIA, ZAMBIA AND DUBAI VISITS 
Statement by Minister for Health 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Minister for Health) [9.02 am]: I rise to inform the house that I recently 
visited Tanzania and Zambia and very briefly Dubai. Members may recall that I first visited Tanzania in 2010 to 
consider establishing a program to assist in international health support with the Department of Foreign Affairs 
and Trade. Five years later, Global Health Alliance Western Australia, known as GHAWA, has supported health 
developments in Dar es Salaam, including the rural Kisarawe district, by assisting the clinic in Masanganya with 
training and an ambulance service. Services are also provided in Masaki. GHAWA has reached out to nine 
healthcare centres, and thousands of nurses and midwives in particular have benefited from attending the 
program. From what I heard during my visit, these training courses have made a significant impact in building 
the capacity and capability of the health workforce. Even though the maternal mortality rate has decreased, there 
is still a desperate need to improve the situation. 

We know from our experience and the outcomes achieved in Tanzania that we have a model that is effective. 
Since the establishment of GHAWA, we have been approached by various countries and governments to 
consider providing similar assistance. After Tanzania, I had an introduction to Lusaka in Zambia, where I visited 
the University Teaching Hospital—UTH—which is the national hospital. The Department of Health has donated 
medical equipment to UTH, including some fixtures from Shenton Park Hospital when it was decommissioned 
last year. It will be used to refurbish the labour ward, which is in great need of assistance. I am pleased to say 
that we are now looking to extend the GHAWA program in Zambia. Also at UTH, I visited the malnutrition 
ward, which has been refurbished thanks to the fundraising efforts of a Western Australian businessman, 
Brendan Clark, and his charity, Health Hope Zambia. In the coming year, Mr Clark will deliver more much-
needed improvements at the hospital, and I congratulate him on all his efforts to date. 

My program was extremely hectic and I appreciated meeting many ministers and officials in both countries. It 
was also a great pleasure to meet the Secretary General of the Common Market for Eastern and Southern Africa, 
Mr Sindiso Ngwenya, as a follow-up to the Premier’s previous visit during which a memorandum of 
understanding with COMESA and WA was signed. Having now visited and seen Third World conditions 
firsthand and having seen the desperation of mothers and babies lost in the most natural process of giving birth, 
it reinforces my belief that we have the best health system in the world. It is an insult to the people of these 
countries to ever refer to the facilities that we have here as Third World. I take this opportunity to sincerely thank 
both the WA Trade Office and the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade office, and in particular 
His Excellency John Feakes, Australian High Commissioner to Kenya; Her Excellency Suzanne McCourt, 
Australian High Commissioner to Zimbabwe; and Katherine Parkinson, Joel McGregor, Filippo Raggi, 
Pankaj Savara and Jenni Ng, for accompanying me during my visit and making arrangements for my itinerary. 

PARLIAMENTARY IFTAR DINNER 2015 
Statement by Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests 

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests) [9.05 am]: I would 
like to inform the house that the parliamentary iftar dinner for members of the Western Australian Parliament is 
being held at Parliament House on Monday, 29 June 2015. Iftar is the meal that breaks the fasting at the end of 
each day of Ramadan. It is a social event where families and communities gather to share food after sunset. It is 
instrumental in strengthening bonds with family, friends and neighbours. The iftar dinner has been a feature of 
the parliamentary calendar for four years and is always well received by parliamentarians and community leaders 
alike. It provides an exceptional opportunity for deepening social unity and integration. The dinner makes an 
important contribution to the development of networks and communication between Muslim community leaders 
and elected representatives, and gives parliamentarians a direct appreciation of the importance of Ramadan for 
the state’s Muslim community. 

The dinner is hosted by Hon Liz Behjat, MLC, and Bill Johnston, MLA, and is organised by the Intercultural 
Harmony Society. This year, the event has been supported by the Office of Multicultural Interests through a 
community grants program grant. Each year, the dinner gives more than 100 people—including members of the 
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Western Australian and Australian Parliaments, consular officials and representatives of major faiths—valuable 
insights into Islam and the lives of Muslim Western Australians. Western Australia is home to more than 39 000 
Muslims from diverse cultural backgrounds who are integrated and productive citizens in our community. 
Western Australian Muslims have contributed directly and in multiple ways to Western Australia’s development. 
Their efforts have been instrumental to the development of our infrastructure and to opening up the interior of 
this vast state. Their input into our scientific and educational advancement and the increase of our 
entrepreneurial spirit is considerable. 

The annual parliamentary iftar dinner is one of many ways the Western Australian government demonstrates that 
the Muslim community is an important, active and valued part of our multicultural society. The state government 
also supports the Muslim community through grants for Eid-ul-Fitr celebrations, which take place at the end of 
the Ramadan month of fasting, and Eid-ul-Adha celebrations. Senior members of the state government continue 
to meet with Muslim community leaders as part of the government-led initiative to improve communications and 
address issues affecting the community. I commend the organisers of and attendees at the Ramadan iftar dinner 
at Parliament House for their support, and I invite all members to join me in extending our best wishes to 
Muslim Western Australians during the month of Ramadan. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN SENIORS CARD 
Statement by Minister for Seniors and Volunteering 

MR A.J. SIMPSON (Darling Range — Minister for Seniors and Volunteering) [9.08 am]: The 
Western Australian Seniors Card provides access to the most generous range of concessions, discounts and 
rebates in Australia. More than 370 000 Western Australians have been issued with a WA Seniors Card. The 
Office of the Auditor General has previously provided qualified audit with respect to improving controls to 
confirm the ongoing eligibility of people listed in the Seniors Card database. Since then, the department has 
investigated the legal framework around this, and the merging of the department with the Department of Local 
Government in 2013 presented some data and software system challenges in order to address the issue. The 
Department of Local Government and Communities commenced work on a dedicated improvement process in 
June last year to directly address the verification issue raised by the Auditor General. 

A huge program of data matching has taken place to check the Seniors Card database of 370 000, which has 
highlighted approximately 16 600 cardholders for whom we need to update information. The department is now 
seeking the assistance of those 16 600 people to check and confirm either their date of birth, current address or 
bank details, or a combination of these.  

Verifying the personal details of this small portion of Western Australia’s Seniors Card holders will ensure that 
the benefits continue to go to those who are eligible for the card. It is also important to ensure that we are not 
paying taxpayers’ money to people who may no longer be eligible for the card. For example, if people move 
interstate without advising the Western Australian Seniors Card Centre, they should not retain the Western 
Australian Seniors Card and the benefits it brings. The relevant Seniors Card holders whose details are being 
verified have been sent a letter requesting that they update their details. Many have since verified their details. 
I highlight to the house that some WA Seniors Card holders will not have verified their details as at 30 June 
2015. If they remain unverified, their card will be put on hold until verification takes place. The house should be 
aware that it is possible that this will affect a number of Seniors Card holders who receive a local government 
rates rebate or regularly use free off-peak public transport. In order to minimise the impact on seniors, the 
department has liaised with the Office of State Revenue for a three-month grace period to backdate any local 
government rates concession for those verified after 30 June. It has also liaised with the Public Transport 
Authority to allow affected seniors to travel free for a short period to provide more time for them to verify their 
details. The PTA will also provide advice to affected seniors via its staff and website. To allay any seniors’ 
concerns, a second cost-of-living rebate payment run will be processed in October 2015 for those Seniors Card 
holders who are unable to be verified by 30 June 2015. 

VENUESWEST AND WESTERN AUSTRALIAN INSTITUTE OF SPORT — BOARD CHANGES 
Statement by Minister for Sport and Recreation 

MS M.J. DAVIES (Central Wheatbelt — Minister for Sport and Recreation) [9.10 am]: I rise to inform the 
house of a number of changes to important sporting boards in Western Australia. The chairs of both VenuesWest 
and the Western Australian Institute of Sport will be retiring in the coming weeks, and I put on the record our 
appreciation of their hard work. 

Eight years ago the board of VenuesWest underwent a transformation as the business fundamentally changed. 
Graham Partridge took over as chair in 2007 and has led the significant growth of the organisation. I would like 
to detail just a few of the achievements of VenuesWest since Graham has been the chair. VenuesWest has grown 
from four venues to 13 venues, including Perth Arena and the new Perth Stadium. The number of customers has 
increased from two million total customers per annum to just less than four million, which is a remarkable 
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increase. Graham was at the helm when the multimillion-dollar 10-year deal to outsource the management of 
Perth Arena was negotiated and signed. Perth Arena was recently announced as the worldwide number one arena 
in box office gross ticket sales, which is a great achievement for Western Australia. Most of all, Graham is a 
genuine person who can engage at all levels and this trait has helped define VenuesWest. I would also like to 
thank Giles Nunis, Wayne Cox, Mike Hussey, Narelle Finch and Rowan MacLean on behalf of the state for their 
contribution to the board over time and wish them well. I welcome Richard Muirhead as the new chair of 
VenuesWest. Richard has a vast experience in government, governance and tourism and will bring exciting 
leadership to the organisation. I also welcome new board members Stephanie McManus, Robert Kennedy and 
Dean Farmer, and Professor Paul Johnson from the University of Western Australia. 

Western Australian Institute of Sport chairman, Grant Boyce, is also stepping down after 15 years of service on 
this board, 12 of which have been as chair. Mr Boyce’s guidance will ensure that WAIS remains a central 
component of Western Australia’s continued high-performance sporting success. Grant played a leading role in 
securing funding for the recently completed $33.7 million WAIS High Performance Service Centre and has been 
a passionate ambassador for sport in this state. Throughout his period as chair, Western Australia was 
proportionally over-represented on Olympic, Paralympic and World Championship national teams and 
Western Australian athletes achieved notable firsts, such as Western Australia’s first individual world record 
holder in the sport of swimming in Eamon Sullivan; Western Australia’s first ever female world rowing 
champions in Amber Bradley and Joanna Lutz; Australia’s first ever world athletics champion in Steve Hooker; 
Australia’s first ever female world gymnastics champion in Lauren Mitchell; and Australia’s first ever slalom 
canoe world champion in Robin Bell. These outcomes have ensured WA remains a significant influence in 
Australian sport, and our community has had many sporting champions to cheer and celebrate. Current board 
member Mr Peter Abery has accepted the position of WAIS chairman and will do an excellent job in continuing 
the WAIS legacy in promoting opportunities for local athletes to achieve excellence in sport. The WAIS board 
will also welcome three new members: dual Olympic swimming gold medallist Todd Pearson; RugbyWA chief 
financial officer, Maryanne Wilson; and KPMG audit partner and former national level hockey representative, 
Matthew Beevers. 

TRAIL BIKES — ILLEGAL USE 
Grievance 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn) [9.13 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Local Government and relates to 
the illegal use of trail bikes in and around our community. As every member in the chamber knows, particularly 
metropolitan members, the illegal use of trail bikes in our suburbs by not only young people but people of all 
ages is nothing short of a menace. The bikes are used to ride up and down footpaths and to ride across open local 
council parks, quite often ripping up the turf and playing surfaces of local parks. The bikes are used to scoot 
down access roads along railway lines and riders use the access roads along railway lines to break into people’s 
houses. They stand on top of the seat of their motorbikes to hop over the fence of a house and then break into 
those houses. They come back over the fence and shoot off along the railway line. This is all too common in 
Perth. This issue came to a head in Cockburn when a significant number of local residents called a public 
meeting at a local park. The City of Cockburn, the local police and me as the local member of Parliament were 
invited to attend. They voiced their opinions very loud and clear about the behaviour of those using illegal trail 
bikes around our suburbs. The televised rally on Channels Two, Seven and Nine and the articles that appeared in 
The West Australian and local papers brought attention to and raised awareness of the use of illegal trail bikes. I 
thank the Cockburn police for their efforts in clamping down on those who use illegal off-road bikes. Recently 
the Cockburn police, with access to a police helicopter, cracked down and seized six bikes. There is a picture of 
one such bike in The Fremantle Herald, which I recognise as being one of the worst offenders. It is a mini-bike. 

Mr P. Abetz: Not mine? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: No! It is one of the worst offenders because I have seen it on many occasions ripping across 
people’s gardens and down footpaths. I am very pleased that the police have clamped down and got the worst 
offenders in the suburbs of Yangebup of Beeliar. 

I bring to the minister’s attention an act of Parliament that is on the statute books and was pointed out to me by 
one of the original committee members who helped draft it. The piece of legislation binds local councils to act 
against people who use illegal vehicles, and those vehicles include motorbikes. I bring to the minister’s 
attention—we have had a conversation about this beforehand—the Control of Vehicles (Off-road Areas) Act 
1978. I was not aware of that act of Parliament and its powers. Local government has the capacity to enforce this 
act of Parliament against illegal trail bike riders and it is simply not being used. I draw the minister’s attention to 
section 5(1) of the act, which is headed “Local government’s functions” and reads — 

Subject to the Minister, and in co-operation with the Director General, it shall be the duty of a local 
government to administer and enforce the provisions of this Act within its district. 

 



4856 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 25 June 2015] 

That is clear. It does not read that a local council may use these provisions if it feels like it; rather, it is an act of 
Parliament that states that it shall be the duty of a local government to administer and enforce the provisions of 
this act within its district. There is an obligation on Western Australian local governments to apply the 
provisions of the act. I draw the minister’s attention to section 38(3) of the act, which is a critically important 
part of the act because it provides that councils can have people on the ground to catch trail bike riders and 
enforce the act. Section 38(3) states — 

A local government may by resolution appoint — 
(a) any employee of the local government; and 
(b) where the Minister by notice published in the Government Gazette authorises the local 

government to do so, any member of the council of that local government, 
Councils can not only use their rangers as enforcement officers to catch illegal trail bike riders and impound the 
motorbikes and apply fines if they do not comply with the directions of that officer, but also use any council 
employee, and, with the minister’s authorisation, they can use any councillor including the mayor. That is what 
section 38(3)(b) of the Control of Vehicles (Off-road Areas) Act states. If the minister so wishes, he could give 
the authority for local councillors to use their powers as enforcing officers. 
Finally, I bring to the minister’s attention to section 38(12), which states — 

Any member of the Police Force may without warrant stop, seize and detain — 
(a) any off-road vehicle; or 

… 
if the vehicle is in his opinion so constructed … 

Blah, blah, blah. Basically, that section states, minister, that police officers can go into a person’s home without 
a warrant and seize that illegal motorbike that people have seen ridden by a person who is acting illegally; take 
that, impound it, and get rid of it. I ask the minister to help enforce this act. 
MR A.J. SIMPSON (Darling Range — Minister for Local Government) [9.21 am]: I thank the member for 
Cockburn for his grievance on off-road trail bikes. I start by saying that he is correct that it is a problem in the 
wider community. Wherever there is a bit of vacant land, a rail reserve or, as the member pointed out, suburban 
streets, there will be trail bikes riding up and down. The member touched on the mini-bikes that are imported 
from China, which also make an impact. They can be quite cheap, but that is really a bigger issue. 

Just to step back, in 2009 we did a fair bit of work on the State Trail Bike Strategy to try to get this together. The 
issues that the member raised were absolutely spot on: who takes responsibility and where the responsibility is. 
The police are going through a change in police legislation with hoon laws to encompass these off-road vehicles 
as well. They will also be caught up in this. We looked at a raft of ideas in considering our strategy. It is 
important to realise that one of the key issues the Motorcycle Riders Association of Western Australia will state 
is that there are not enough places to ride, and that is why there is this problem in the wider community. 
Currently, we have in Perth Medina, Pinjar and Gnangara, and of course the big one up at Lancelin where quite a 
few riders go. Those three in the metropolitan area are on the sand, so they are not good places to ride. Riders 
like the hills with the gravel—the harder ground. We did a fair bit of work around that. 
We identified a block a bit further out of Armadale, the Flint block, which is now being worked up. The key 
issue in opening up any area, going to those three metro trail bike areas, is that they tend to become a bit of a 
dumping ground for rubbish, stolen vehicles and everything else. They need a bit of policing. We went back to 
the process of looking at how we can license the off-road trail bikes by setting up what is called a trust account. 
About $100 a year was put up as an idea to go into a trust account, to allocate more areas, to police them, and to 
look after them. All that strategy stuff looks good on paper, and in this year’s budget we increased the off-road 
trail bike registration fee to get more money to do more advertising and promotion. The problem the member has 
raised in his grievance is that although I can go through this strategy—I can license all trail bikes and put some 
parameters around them—a key issue for the industry is that those Chinese bikes can be bought anywhere out of 
a backyard or a sea container. 
Going back one step, it can be said that they are motorbikes registered for off-road use and should be bought 
from a licensed dealer. In that way, we will then get some data about how many are being bought and where they 
are, too, which is the second issue. However, I have a problem. If those people we spoke about who go up and 
down rail reserves had an area set up in which to ride them, would they put those motorbikes on the back of a 
trailer and take them to those areas to ride them around and bring them back? That is the problem. It is 
interesting to hear that the member had a public meeting. I have this problem in my electorate with many hills in 
the Darling Ranges area. It is the same sort of deal. All it takes is to combine local shire rangers, police and so 
forth to get a very good capture on trail bike riders. The member saw that in that news article; they can actually 
be captured. It takes a community to engage with the authorities and say, “House number 26 down that road is 
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where the orange bike is coming out of.” That is where we need a bit of what is called community policing to 
make it happen. 

Mr F.M. Logan: What about the act? 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: Spot on—the act. The act allows for it to take place. Under the 1970s’ Control of Vehicles 
(Off-road Areas) Act, they have the responsibility to take care of it. This has been a very contentious issue. It is 
one of those classic examples of where it all gets a little bit hard, so the authority says that it will not waste its 
time chasing it. That is absolutely not right, but — 

Mr F.M. Logan: Most of the councils don’t even know about the act. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: Correct. 

Mr F.M. Logan: Or they are ignoring it. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: Yes. I think that is more to the point—they are ignoring it because it is too hard an issue 
and they look at it as a vehicle and think it is a state government issue and a policing issue; however, police say 
that it is an off-licence vehicle not on a gazetted road, so what part of this is involved. It just gets complicated. 
The strategy report identified that a bit more of a cross-jurisdiction to it is needed. 

Mr F.M. Logan: But that clause that I pointed out to you requires them to apply the act — 

The SPEAKER: Right. Member for Cockburn, it is very difficult to have this type of conversation. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: I appreciate, Mr Speaker, that the member for Cockburn is raising a very good point that 
the sector as a whole needs to work on it. Down in my electorate, we formed a little working group with the 
Shire of Serpentine–Jarrahdale council on this exact issue. They got me involved as a local member, but also as 
the Minister for Local Government, to try to help work out a bit of a strategy. One of the key issues is trying to 
ensure the people doing it are caught. The member raised that we need to tell the local government about the 
local government act; it should go out and enforce that part of the act. A local government will come back and 
say that it does not have the resources to that. 

Mr F.M. Logan: They are always going to say that. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: That will always be the argument, member. Local government will have that response. The 
interesting part is getting back to the conversation we started about the community as a whole. The member held 
a great community meeting in his electorate with everyone coming together. The member has had a really good 
win, but the eyes on the street will help us. It may be worthwhile the member having a chat with his local council 
and local police sergeant and so forth. I have a lot of water catchments in my area, and water catchment rangers 
are really good as well. They have a bit more authority than others in terms of fines. All three can be combined. 
We did one a couple of years ago in Pickering Brook at the back of what is called Barton’s Mill. It is necessary 
to drive through Pickering Brook to get there. That Sunday morning, we had 76 vehicles come through with 
motorbikes on them heading out there. We got a number of stolen bikes and unregistered drivers—everyone had 
a field day. It was quite interesting to see the people in this industry. At the same time, although we have a 
seizure problem with off-road vehicles in our community, there is also a very well-run Henley motorcycle club 
in my electorate in Byford, which is a fantastic sporting club that is all for motorsport racing; it does everything 
properly by the book. I have to make sure that we reward them along the way at the same time. 

In the short time available, I take on board the member’s concerns that the local government is not implementing 
that act as it should do. It is a very good point to raise — 

Mr F.M. Logan: Can I just make one final suggestion? Can you, as the minister to all those local governments 
and shires, remind them of their obligations under this act? That would work wonders. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: I will look into that for the member and see what we can do. I think it is one of those issues 
that local governments seem to be dodging around. 

Mr F.M. Logan: Ignoring it. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON: Ignoring it—correct. I thank the member for his grievance. 

HORIZON POWER BOX — MENZIES 
Grievance 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Eyre) [9.27 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Energy. I appreciate his work in this 
matter. Although, in monetary terms and value terms, it is quite a small issue, I think it is an issue of process and 
principle. As I said, I appreciate the minister’s work and his office’s work, and, indeed, Horizon Power’s work, 
in this matter. I also recognise the member for Kalgoorlie who is aware of this matter in relation to the town of 
Menzies. It is in relation to the placement of a Horizon power box, a ring main unit, as part of an underground 
power program that was placed in the front yard of a residential landowner in Walsh Street, Menzies. The 
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purchase of this land—lots 301 and 302—started on 3 June 2010. As I said, the monetary values were not high. 
The parcel of land cost $5 000 and there was also an issue of a building that was purchased from the shire. The 
seller was the shire; the buyers were Mr and Mrs Clark of Menzies. The statement showed that this was paid on 
30 June 2010. However, there was a hold-up with the titles and they were not issued until almost 12 months 
after, on 13 May 2011. That hold-up was shown by a purchase of land lots 301/302 Walsh Street, Menzies from 
the chief executive of the Shire of Menzies acknowledging Mr and Mrs Clark’s email and that the delay of 
processing was deliberate and intended to provide them the courtesy of the opportunity should they elect not to 
pursue the purchase—as Mr and Mrs Clark were somewhat perplexed by the delay—given their rapid vacating 
from Menzies. The reason for the rapid vacating from Menzies and the house was that Mr and Mrs Clark went to 
Ingham in Queensland where there were some issues of sickness in the family—I am not sure whether it 
involved her or his immediate family member. They spent some eight to nine months away from Menzies. 
I recognise that this may have contributed to some of the complication. The upshot of this is that when they 
returned from Queensland there was a big green box in the front yard of lot 301/302 in Menzies. As to the 
process, following the payment to the shire on 30 June, the receipt of titles occurred on 13 May 2011, nearly 
12 months after the Clarks had paid. I recognise there are some complications in and around the shire and the 
difficulties there; however, just one week after the title issue and on 20 May, Horizon Power had access to the 
premises and installed the very big box called the ring main unit in the front yard of Mr and Mrs Clark’s 
property. As I said, they had been absent from around the end of 2010 and for a large part of the beginning of 
2011. 

A couple of issues are in process. I understand, minister, that moving the unit is neither practical nor useful and it 
is a very expensive process to the ratepayers and taxpayers of Western Australia. I just want to take a little issue 
over the notice of entry under the Energy Operators (Powers) Act. Mr Clark maintains, of course, that he did not 
give consent to the placement of this unit. The shire’s answer to that was it could not contact Mr and Mrs Clark. 
In fact, the conversation that Mr Clark has had with the shire is that the shire gave consent. He said that it was 
not the shire’s land but his land because he had acquired it, albeit through a fairly protracted, delayed process of 
nearly 12 months. So for the shire to give consent is not good enough because this is now his property. Mr Clark 
took issue with the notice of entry and the placement of this unit by Horizon Power. I have a copy of Horizon 
Power’s notice of entry on 20 May 2011, which was actually dated 8 October 2013. It outlines that the regional 
power corporation Horizon entered into the land described on or after the date of notice and intends to enter the 
land described for the purposes of maintaining and working on the relevant main unit. Mr Clark maintains that 
perhaps that was drawn up very much after the fact. The legislative powers, it appears, from some of the legal 
correspondence, if you like, suggests that Horizon Power under this act can do anything. The question of the 
consent of the owner is a very important principle to this issue. I hope, minister, that we get some resolution, 
understanding some of the complications of the case. 

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Minister for Energy) [9.34 am]: I want to thank the member for the 
grievance. We have discussed this matter. In fact, when we were in regional cabinet in Esperance this was raised, 
so it has been going on for a while. I would like to read out my understanding from the briefing notes on the 
facts and maybe get some answers from the member just for clarification. We agree that the Shire of Menzies 
was putting in some underground power. It was funded by the state but primarily a project of the Shire of 
Menzies. As part of that, it needed to install a number of ring main units. Horizon Power relied on advice from 
the Shire of Menzies for the location of those ring main units. At the time of planning the Shire of Menzies 
owned lot 302 Brown Street, Menzies. The Shire of Menzies informed Horizon Power, which is essentially a 
subcontractor installing the underground power on behalf of the shire, that lot 302 Brown Street was an 
appropriate place. At that time it was a block of land owned by the Shire of Menzies. I have not seen the physical 
part of land so I do not know how large it is. The underground works in that area commenced in February 2011 
and were completed on 20 June 2011. In May sometime—I have forgotten the date, I think it is 13 May, no, it is 
slightly later than that—they put in the great big box. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: It was 20 May. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: It was on 20 May, but the undergrounding in the area and across that property to connect the 
ring main unit was done prior to that—when I am not sure. This is a very big box. I have seen pictures of it. It 
inhibits the use of the land greatly. A person would not want to put a house next to it and it costs just shy of 
$700 000. Again, when Horizon Power started this, the Shire of Menzies owned the land and was the project 
manager for this property. It told Horizon to put the unit there and it duly did that. After starting the development 
and on 13 May, the Clarks took possession of the property; they bought it from the Shire of Menzies. I do not 
understand why Mr Clark or the Shire of Menzies did not do due diligence on the purchase of land to find out 
about this. I know that he had been living in the area and that everyone in the area knew that underground power 
was going past that land. So the Shire of Menzies should have been able to tell the purchaser of the land that it 
was going to put a great big ring main unit right in the middle of the property. I suggest that there is some history 
to this because Mr Clark used to work for the Shire of Menzies. He was dismissed from the shire and is in 
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dispute with the shire. I cannot put it all together but I think the location of the ring main unit might have 
something to do with the dispute between Mr Clark and the Shire of Menzies. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: Mr Clark took the shire to court over a bullying case. He won the court case and was 
recompensed $55 000. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: It’s a conspiracy theory. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Well, maybe. The rumour around Menzies is that the ring main unit’s location has something 
to do with retribution — 

Mr P.B. Watson: Never trust rumours in regional areas, minister. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Anyway, we have a problem. We have a ring main unit in the middle of this man’s property. 
He went off for a while and came back. He did not take action against Horizon Power through his legal people 
until two years later in August 2013, so there were a lot of disputes. I assume he did the right thing because the 
one at fault here is the Shire of Menzies. It was responsible for underground power. It told Horizon Power where 
to put the unit. It owned the property when it told Horizon Power to put the unit on it. It sold the property to 
Mr Clark and, obviously, there was not adequate communication that the ring main unit would be located there. 
I understand that Mr Clark then came to Horizon Power and asked for compensation of $100 000. I note that my 
advice is, and the member’s advice to me is, that he bought the property for $5 000. That is quite an uplift factor, 
I might add. I understand that he is now after the Shire of Menzies for compensation. I am not party to those 
discussions but I bet they are heated. I suspect that because he is now going after Horizon Power for violation of 
notice of intent, he is not getting too much joy from the shire. I do not know about that. Maybe he is pursuing 
Horizon Power in parallel. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: How do we sort this mess out, minister? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I think he has to go to the Shire of Menzies, which did the dirty on him by putting this great 
big unit right in the middle of his property when he was in Queensland, and the shire needs to compensate him. 
I might add that he took possession of the property on 13 May, months after the building of that underground 
unit started, so he must not have been around at that time. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: He paid his money on 3 June 2010, and the statement that he paid is dated 30 June 2010, and 
he did not settle until 13 May 2011 when he got the title. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Who does the settlements? It is the Shire of Menzies. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: There was a hold-up for one year. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I am responsible for Horizon Power. Horizon Power is not involved in settlements. It had no 
knowledge of the settlement. The property settled after the undergrounding had started. I suggest that Mr Clark, 
who clearly has been done the dirty on by the Shire or Menzies, takes the Shire of Menzies to court again to get 
compensation for the land that he purchased from the shire in good faith and on which it put that giant thing. 

CLOUD 9 SMOKE SHOP AND ACCESSORIES — EAST VICTORIA PARK 
Grievance 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [9.41 am]: My grievance this morning is to the Minister for Planning. 
Minister, I grieve to you today about a store that will be opening in my electorate on 3 July. The name of the 
store is Cloud 9 Smoke Shop and Accessories. This is the fourth Cloud 9 store in the metropolitan region. There 
are stores in Rockingham, Armadale and Highgate, and the fourth will now be in East Victoria Park. Cloud 9 
sells smoking implements and accessories. That is what it does. 

I believe this is a planning issue. What Cloud 9 is selling is not illegal and therefore it is not a police issue as 
such. My concern is that these stores are able to open in places that are, in the case of my electorate, in the 
middle of a residential area and very close to a number of schools. This store will be 400 metres from 
Millen Primary School, 600 metres from Ursula Frame Primary School and about one kilometre from 
Carson Street Primary School. Kent Street Senior High School is about 1.5 kilometres away and I do not think it 
will be directly impacted by this. This store is effectively in the old corner store–style commercial precinct, in a 
residential area in East Victoria Park. 

The minister may have come across some media when Cloud 9 opened its store in Armadale. That store is, as I 
understand it, in a commercial area near Armadale Shopping City. Ironically, it is next door to Hope Community 
Services, which is a non-government organisation in the alcohol and drug space, so we can imagine the concern 
of that organisation at having Cloud 9 located next door to it. 

Due to the nature of the tenancy, this decision did not need to go to the council of the Town of Victoria Park 
because there was no change to the use class of tenancy. A shop was located on that site previously, and another 
shop has gone in. Therefore, it was not a matter that the Town of Victoria Park had to make a decision about, and 
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nor did it have the capacity to effectively block this style of tenancy from moving into that area. The Town of 
Victoria Park has also made the point that ultimately it cannot object on the basis of taking a moral position on 
the operations of a store. It is clear from the media in Armadale and the comments of the Mayor of the City of 
Armadale, Henry Zelones, that it took the same position—that is, ultimately, moral issues do not enter into it. 
I understand that. However, we need to have some form of state planning policy that will allow, at the very least, 
local governments to make decisions about where these sorts of stores should be located—as an aside, similar to 
the prostitution debate, which the minister may recall, where certain areas are effectively designated for those 
sorts of premises. I therefore look forward to the minister’s advice on this matter. 

Because the store in Armadale is located next to Hope Community Services, it has caused some concern. In 
Rockingham the store certainly appears to be in a commercial area. In Highgate, the store is located on 
Beaufort Street, very close to a school, but on a general commercial strip. The Speaker may have some idea 
about whether it has led to any complaints. 

I note the comments made about the Armadale store by Cloud 9 representative Dan Ng on 28 May this year in 
the Armadale Examiner. I will quote them, to be fair to him. He said — 

… the store was not doing anything illegal and did not condone drug taking.  

We don’t break the law, we don’t do anything illegal nor do we condone, promote or support any illegal 
actions, behaviour or use of any implements for drug purposes,” he said. 

I cannot help but note that the Facebook site of Cloud 9 shows the sorts of implements that Cloud 9 is selling. 
I have a number of photos that I am happy to lay on the table for the remainder of the day. To be frank, it is wall-
to-wall bongs. Cloud 9 is not particularly shy about what it is selling. Although I note the comments from the 
Cloud 9 representative, every time there is a picture of a person on the Cloud 9 Facebook page, they have a mask 
on, which suggests that they are reluctant to identify themselves as people who are purchasing from these stores. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: What do they suggest people should do with these things if they do not use them for drug 
consumption? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: That is correct, minister. There is an interesting comment on Cloud 9’s Facebook site in 
respect of the Armadale store that I think highlights what Cloud 9 suspects its products are being used for. It 
refers to magnum synthetic urine and it says, “Rough night out and you need to clean up for the big bosses, then 
we’ve got you covered, from detox kits to DIY drug test kits. Stay one step ahead of the game with our range of 
detox items.” That apparently includes synthetic urine, presumably for the urine tests that take place at various 
employers’ sites, in particular at mining sites. I think we are all familiar with those. 

I understand that because the products that Cloud 9 is selling are not illegal, the police are unable to do anything 
about it, and because there has been no change of use, local governments are also unable to do anything. 
However, I cannot help but note the Liberal Party’s policy around prostitution. This goes back to 2007. The 
policy makes the following points — 

The Liberal Party’s realistic position is that there needs to be some regulation, particularly for public 
health reasons. 

A Liberal Government will take responsibility for this issue—it is a state government responsibility. 

A Liberal Government will not delegate this difficult issue to local government to handle. 

A Liberal Government would have a small number of designated areas where a regulated system would 
be tolerated. 

Even that would be with the consultation and agreement of local government, representing the interests 
of the local community. 

We are not entering into a debate about prostitution, minister. However, clearly there needs to be some form of 
state planning policy to deal with this issue. I have spoken with some councillors about this issue, and they are 
frustrated, but ultimately there is nothing they can do. I will be interested to hear from the minister about whether 
some consideration has been given to some form of state planning policy that would enable at the very least not 
so much the banning of this store but certainly regulations to ensure that these stores do not appear, as is the case 
in East Victoria Park, in the middle of a residential area, very close to three primary schools and not far from the 
local high school, Kent Street High School. Ultimately, despite the comments made by the representative of 
Cloud 9, clearly what Cloud 9 is selling is intended to be also for drug use—not solely for drug use, I will give 
them that—and the fact that Cloud 9 is willing to advertise these sorts of urine tests suggests that illicit purposes 
are afoot. 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Minister for Planning) [9.48 am]: I acknowledge the concerns that the 
member for Victoria Park has raised. They are reasonable concerns, and they have been well expressed by the 
member for Victoria Park. I think that any reasonable person, certainly the parents of young children, would 
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share the concerns that the member has raised if a facility such as Cloud 9 was operating in an area that, firstly, 
is residential, and, secondly, is close to schools. In relation to the planning portfolio, the issue is whether the 
business is operating a commercial activity in an area that is appropriately zoned for that use. From what the 
member said, I take it that the implements and materials the business will be selling are not illegal. Whether they 
should be illegal or whether we could make them illegal is something to be further considered. I think that has 
been discussed in the past, and the Minister for Police, who is sitting next to me today hearing this debate, is 
interested in the issue as well. 
Mr B.S. Wyatt: I think that is right, but that is a separate issue that deserves debate as well. 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: Of course, even if they are not illegal, whether this sort of business is desirable is an entirely 
different question, and I think most of us would regard it as highly undesirable. 
The issue is whether the use of the shop is an approved use under the current zoning, and therefore whether that 
zoning and business use is appropriate in the location, taking into account that it is surrounded by residential 
areas and is close to a school. Generally speaking, having small shops located in residential areas is desirable 
from a planning perspective, as they can provide residents with a convenient way to meet their daily needs 
without needing to drive to a large shopping centre. That applies to general retail use, of course. Naturally, if the 
premises are being used to sell illegal goods, the police are able to intervene—but that issue has essentially been 
addressed. I understand that the selling of smoking paraphernalia that has been referred to is currently regarded 
as legal, but the location from which they are sold is, as we have said, highly undesirable from the community’s 
point of view. 

From a planning perspective, the use of any particular commercial premises is subject to the requirements of the 
local planning scheme and planning approval, either implicit or explicit, would need to be given by the relevant 
local government. If the premises are permitted to be used as a shop under the local planning scheme, and the 
local government has approved that use, the owner of the property may operate the premises as a shop that sells a 
variety of goods consistent with the definition of “shop” in the local planning scheme and any conditions of the 
planning approval. If the location is being used in a manner inconsistent with the premises’ approved used, the 
local government is able to undertake compliance action. 

The question therefore is how to address this issue. One way may be to make an amendment to the local 
planning scheme to make the sale of the sorts of items, and perhaps smoking products generally, in these sorts of 
locations or this particular location a prohibited use under the local planning scheme. That could be taken up 
with the Town of Victoria Park initially, and I would be happy to provide any further advice, or get advice from 
the Department of Planning, on how that might be achieved, assuming it can reasonably be undertaken. The 
member also raised the possibility of a wider state-level policy in relation to this issue. I guess having a state 
planning policy would be one possibility, although that is perhaps a somewhat longwinded way of going about it, 
and would not in itself automatically change local planning schemes. Another way to approach this may be to 
amend the model scheme text for local government planning schemes. In fact, we are close to the end of quite a 
long process at the moment to make other changes to the model scheme text, which will be incorporated into 
local planning schemes, but perhaps this specific issue could be addressed in that way. I will get further advice 
from the Department of Planning, and I will discuss this issue further to see what might be able to be done on a 
more general basis, and also specifically in relation to the issue in the Town of Victoria Park that the member has 
raised. 

FIREARMS REGULATIONS 1974 — REVIEW 
Grievance 

MR J. NORBERGER (Joondalup) [9.54 am]: My grievance this morning is to the Minister for Police, and I 
thank the minister for taking my grievance this morning. In essence, it is a follow-up grievance, with some extra 
information thrown in for good measure, from the grievance I presented in November 2013, in relation to the 
Firearms Regulations 1974, which I understand are going through a review process. In November 2013 I brought 
before the minister some of the collective concerns that had come to me from community members and 
organisations such as the Sporting Shooters Association of Western Australia around some of the nuances, if you 
like, of the Firearms Regulations, and what they saw as unnecessary bureaucracy and prohibitions that they did 
not believe had any impact on public safety, but rather made it more difficult than it needed to be to be a legal 
firearms owner. I appreciate that after that grievance the minister made herself available, and she and I visited 
one of the rifle clubs at the back of Wanneroo, with the Sporting Shooters Association of Western Australia. 
I again express how grateful the organisation was that the minister made herself available for the association to 
showcase not only the professionalism with which the clubs are run and the members are managed, but also the 
important focus on safety. 

I know that the Sporting Shooters Association of Western Australia, and indeed a lot of the firearms owners in 
my community, are very much looking forward to the outcome of the review into the act and the regulations, and 
it would be great if there was an update today on that. Given that that review has not yet been finalised, I have 
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come across some additional information that highlights and adds to the body of evidence that I have already 
passed on about some of the nuances of the current regulations that individually might be deemed inconvenient 
or annoying for legal firearms owners, but when added together, in addition to those that I passed on in 
November 2013 and those that have been provided to us, create a whole lot of bureaucracy, double handling and 
additional costs. 
The regulation I bring to the attention of the minister this morning relates to storage requirements for propellant. 
For those who may not be aware, propellant, by a crude description, is more or less gunpowder. Obviously, it has 
advanced a lot since the days of gunpowder, but in essence it is the powder in the cartridge that propels the 
projectile or the bullet. Requirements for the storage of propellant are dealt with under the Firearms Act 1973 
and the Firearms Regulations 1974. However, they also fall under the Dangerous Goods Safety Act 2004 and the 
Dangerous Goods Safety (Explosives) Regulations 2007. The interesting thing here is that, under the Firearms 
Regulations 1974, propellant that is not incorporated in a cartridge must not be stored in a container that contains 
any ammunition, firearm or primer. That is covered under regulation 11A(9), which states that propellant must 
be stored in its own cabinet or container that meets the strict minimum requirements under schedule 4 of the 
Firearms Regulations. Under regulation 74 of the Dangerous Goods Safety (Explosives) Regulations 2007, 
propellant is referred to, and is required to be stored safely, which includes a lockable container made of or lined 
with a material other than a ferrous metal that protects the contents from contamination. There is no requirement 
that propellant be stored in a separate cabinet or container, as is required by the Firearms Regulations. As a 
result, Western Australian firearms holders who wish to store propellant that is not incorporated into ammunition 
at this stage must store the substance in a cabinet that meets the minimum requirements under schedule 4 of the 
Firearms Regulations, but the container cannot contain any other ammunition, firearm or primer, and must also 
meet the requirements under regulation 74 of the Dangerous Goods Safety (Explosives) Regulations 2007. 
In essence, this is a doubling up. It is a doubling up of safety requirements that has caused considerable 
confusion and uncertainty around storage requirements, as well as placing excessively onerous obligations on 
firearms owners wishing to store propellant. Firearms safes, which are obviously very important and are a 
recognised safety component of ensuring registered and lawful firearms are locked away in a safe place, are not 
checked and nor should they be. They are quite expensive pieces of kit. If a firearms owner, a sporting shooter, 
an athlete, whoever it is, decides to produce their own ammunition—that is, they buy empty cartridges, and 
propellants and primers to manufacture their own ammunition in order to save money—they have to outlay a 
fairly significant additional expense for a separate container or safe. I am not talking about barrels and buckets of 
propellant; it could be in fairly small quantities, but the regulations do not specify what quantity. A person who 
has a small quantity of propellant will have to buy a separate safe. In and of itself, people could look at this and 
say, “Get over it”, but if we add all the other aspects that I brought to the Minister for Police’s attention in 
November 2013, one can see why the Sporting Shooters Association of Western Australia and members from my 
community are  keen to hear the outcome of the review into the Firearms Act. They hope to see some sense 
restored to legal firearms ownership. Thank you, minister. 
MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough — Minister for Police) [10.00 am]: I thank the member for Joondalup for 
his grievance and also for the many representations he has made to me as Minister for Police on behalf of his 
constituents, not only with respect to firearms in his local club, but also with respect to other policing and law 
and order matters in the member’s community. I enjoyed visiting the member’s local club. I must say that seeing 
the way the club operated provided me with some reassurance that all safety considerations were being taken 
into consideration as people went about their recreational activity. 
Mr C.J. Tallentire interjected. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I am happy to take a grievance from the member for Gosnells, but at the moment I am 
responding to the member for Joondalup. 
Member for Joondalup, I acknowledge that there are onerous storage requirements in place in Western Australia 
for licensed firearms and ammunition. The minimum specifications for firearms storage cabinets and containers 
are prescribed under schedule 4 of the Firearms Regulations. The government accepts that the requirements are 
onerous, but they are absolutely necessary to maintain public safety, and are in the interests of public safety. 
Western Australians have a right to expect that firearms, which can cause serious harm if used incorrectly, are 
stored safely and securely when they are not in use. I believe that storage requirements are critical in minimising 
the misuse of firearms by non–licensed firearms holders and also to restrict the opportunity for theft during 
burglaries. 
The recent tragic events in Charleston, South Carolina, are a sobering reminder of the devastating impact that 
firearms can cause when used for evil purposes in the community. I am really proud that this government has 
very strong firearms laws and regulations. The President of the United States, Barack Obama, recently praised 
the Australian government’s overhaul of gun control legislation in the wake of the Port Arthur massacre back in 
1996, which is more commonly known as the national firearms agreement. Notwithstanding this, this 
government is committed to streamlining the firearms system in Western Australia. We want to lessen the 
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burden on licensed firearms holders whilst ensuring that we still have high standards to maintain community 
safety. 

For some time, the firearms community has been agitating for changes to the Firearms Act, which came into 
effect in 1973. It was substantially revised in 1996, as I have previously mentioned, but in the 20 years since the 
act was last amended there have been quantum leaps in technology, improvements in manufacturing processes 
and a shift towards online licensing systems. I believe the time is right for a comprehensive review of the 
Firearms Act. I have previously mentioned that that review is being undertaken by the Law Reform Commission 
of Western Australia. We have framed broad terms of reference to facilitate a comprehensive review of the 
Firearms Act. For the member’s information, there are over 80 000 licensed firearms holders in Western 
Australia, so it is important that their views are reflected in the final report. Very shortly, a discussion paper 
being prepared by the Law Reform Commission will be released for a period of public consultation. I invite all 
members of the community who are interested in this matter to take advantage of the opportunity to put forward 
a public submission. Those submissions will be reviewed by the Law Reform Commission and its final report 
will be presented to the state government. As Minister for Police, I am looking forward to receiving that report 
and working with my colleagues in Parliament to modernise the regulation and licensing of firearms in Western 
Australia. 

The member for Joondalup’s grievance is a very important one. Part of the problem, and one of the things I am 
committed to, is making sure our regulations do not cause confusion and do not impose excessive costly, and 
potentially unsafe, storage obligations on the firearms community. Under the Firearms Act, “ammunition” is 
defined to include any component of ammunition designed for discharge from a firearm, which includes 
propellant. As a component of ammunition, propellant must be stored in the same way as ammunition. However, 
when propellant is not incorporated in a cartridge, it must be stored in a separate cabinet. This means that 
licensed firearms holders who wish to store propellant must have two separate cabinets that comply with 
schedule 4 of the Firearms Regulations. That schedule specifies minimum storage security requirements. The 
minimum requirements specify the material, construction, locking mechanisms and anchoring of all cabinets and 
containers. Those storage requirements must be met by the owners of firearms. 

Also relevant to this is the requirements under the Dangerous Goods Safety Act 2004 and the Dangerous Goods 
Safety (Explosives) Regulations 2007, which require propellant to be stored in a container that is made of, or 
lined with, a material other than a ferrous metal—obviously a metal containing iron. These requirements are at 
odds with those under schedule 4 of the Firearms Regulations that requires cabinets or containers used for the 
storage of firearms and ammunition, including propellant, to be constructed of mild steel, which is obviously a 
ferrous material. Effectively, if firearms holders are to comply with both sets of regulations in relation to 
propellant, they must have two separate cabinets or containers that meet the minimum specifications under 
schedule 4 of the Firearms Regulations, and the cabinet or container in which the propellant is stored must meet 
the requirements under part 9, division 1, of the Dangerous Goods Safety (Explosives) Regulations 2007. 

It is a confusing space. It is a space that licensed firearms holders and, at times, police find difficult to deal with 
in relation to compliance. It is a privilege in Western Australia to hold a firearms licence. It comes with a great 
responsibility to ensure the safe storage of all firearms, and propellant and ammunition. Although the 
government makes no apologies for placing onerous requirements on licensed firearms holders, it also wants 
sensible regulations that are not at odds with each other. To this end, I have requested Western Australia Police 
to provide options on how the duplication of storage requirements for propellant can be resolved. I have 
progressed amendments to the Firearms Regulations that will shortly be before Executive Council. Those 
changes will mean that the storage of propellant will soon be regulated solely under the Dangerous Goods Safety 
(Explosives) Regulations 2007, so the bizarre requirement to have propellant kept in a separate cabinet or 
container that meets the minimum specifications under schedule 4 of the Firearms Regulations will also be 
removed. Effectively, the doubling-up that the member for Joondalup referred to will be streamlined, and I think 
that is in the interests of community safety for the storage of these products. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND JUSTICE STANDING COMMITTEE 
Eighth Report — “Are we there yet? How WA Police determines whether traffic law enforcement is effective” — 

Tabling 
MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen) [10.07 am]: I present for tabling the eighth report of the Community 
Development and Justice Standing Committee entitled “Are we there yet? How WA Police determines whether 
traffic law enforcement is effective”. I also present the submissions. 

[See papers 3044 and 3045.] 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: This report is part of a larger inquiry into police performance indicators with the advent of 
the Frontline 2020 reforms. The committee notes that Western Australia Police consumes a large proportion of 
the state budget and it is in the public interest that deployment of personnel and resources is undertaken in a most 
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efficient way, geared towards achieving optimal outcomes. The committee decided to first look at road safety: 
because there is considerable public interest in the area; because the downward trend of the road toll is slower in 
Western Australia than in all other mainland Australian states; because last year, on road safety, WA Police 
changed its performance measure to a single key performance indicator; and because WA Police’s annual report 
is progressively containing less information on how road traffic laws are enforced and how outputs are 
measured. 

The committee also noted that the “Road Policing Strategy 2011–2014” has expired and there is no evidence of a 
new road policing strategy. However, that former strategy notes — 

… through WA Police efforts, road-users will be made accountable for any unlawful road-user 
behaviour, anywhere and at anytime. 

Once we started the inquiry we were surprised to find that although there was a body of research on measuring 
police performance in the area of crime, there was very little in the area of road safety. We were therefore, to 
some extent, in unknown territory. This challenge was professionally and diligently met by principal research 
officer Dr Sarah Palmer and research officer Niamh Corbett, who is leaving the committee and we wish her well. 
Thank you. I also appreciate the conscientious deliberation of committee members—deputy chair, Dr Tony Buti, 
member for Armadale; Member for Balcatta, Mr Chris Hatton; member for Collie–Preston, Mr Mick Murray; 
and member for Vasse, Ms Libby Mettam. 

In some states the road statistics for deaths and serious injuries are considered a measure of the effectiveness of 
police in enforcing road safety laws. However, the committee from the outset accepted the proposition advanced 
by WA Police that as there were a number of participating agencies in the area of road safety—namely, the 
Departments of Main Roads and Planning, and the Office of Road Safety—and vehicle design and education 
also have an influence on road safety, it was unfair that WA Police shoulder sole responsibility for the road toll. 
If the police fail to formulate meaningful alternative measures, however, the road toll statistics may become a 
default measure of performance. Moreover, the Towards Zero road safety strategy identifies two causal factors 
for the road toll—speed and alcohol and drugs. The enforcement of these laws is the primary responsibility of 
police. 

Both because of the lack of research I have mentioned and the opaqueness of some of the information that police 
gave the committee, this report took longer than we would have liked. As I have mentioned, in 2015, WA Police 
replaced two lawful road-use behaviour KPIs with a single KPI, which is the percentage of traffic law 
enforcement contacts made by police officers that target category A offences—namely, drink-driving; exceeding 
the lawful speed limit; careless, dangerous or reckless driving; no authority to drive or an unlicensed vehicle; the 
use of mobile phones while driving; and the non-wearing of seatbelts, restraints and helmets. What emerges is 
that this performance measurement is quantitative and in any event these statistics are subject to an unacceptable 
level of ambiguity. For example, conducting more random breath tests at locations at times that are not likely to 
mean high volumes of positives might be interpreted as a sign that more drivers are heeding road safety 
messages. But equally, intelligence and commonsense would suggest there is only a remote possibility in that 
particular situation that there would be drunk-drivers on the road. The committee was told this kind of tasking 
was to give the general deterrence message of “anytime, anywhere”. It could, however, be counterproductive by 
exasperating law-abiding motorists whose personal experiences reflect not having seen a booze bus for some 
time at high-risk locations at peak times. 

It is clear that this philosophy has also not been adequately communicated to frontline officers either. The WA 
Police Union surveyed its members involved in traffic enforcement and found more than 90 per cent of the 
survey respondents feel that WA Police is more concerned about the number of drivers tested for drugs and 
alcohol than the number of drivers tested who return a positive sample. However, when members test drivers for 
alcohol and drugs, more than 86 per cent are more concerned with the number of drivers who return a positive 
sample than the number of drivers actually tested. Approximately 72 per cent of survey respondents believe that 
targeted alcohol and drug testing is more effective than random testing. The survey results went on to say that 
more than 56 per cent of respondents did not believe that major drug and alcohol testing activities were being 
conducted in the right place at the right time. The survey results also said the following: tests were done during 
daytime to increase the statistics of numbers of drivers tested; there was an emphasis in the agency of quantity 
over quality; local intelligence is not being appropriately used at known hot spots; social media deters the 
effectiveness of alcohol and drug testing operations; and booze buses for alcohol and drug testing were not just 
seen in regional WA. Senior police would counter this by saying that it is not about the positives but the number 
of contacts with drivers. But if this is the case, the committee has seen a disturbing decline in the number of on-
the-spot infringements—namely, those where a traffic officer personally stops a driver. These figures have been 
declining in recent years. In 2011 there were over 193 000, in 2012 there were over 210 000, in 2013 there were 
over 182 000; and in 2014 there were over 159 000. In the first quarter of this year there were 27 500, which if 
extrapolated across the whole year is 110 000. Despite seeking an explanation for this other than fewer traffic 
officer hours, this decline is a concern as it translates into less police visibility. An increase in roadside speed 
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cameras is not an equivalent alternative. We heard evidence from the RAC, a member of the Road Safety 
Council, that in the past the number of police traffic hours formerly was published in the annual report, and once 
no longer published, they would at least be supplied upon request. Now, police will not make them available 
even on request. However imprecise this measure is of police visibility on the roads, it is a matter of concern to 
the 700 000 or so RAC members, and it is a useful measure to compare movements year to year. 
This is a convenient segue into a fundamental tension in the area of traffic enforcement—that between general 
deterrence and specific deterrence. General deterrence uses fear of detection and its consequences to try to 
influence drivers not to offend, while specific deterrence relies on the experience of apprehension and its 
consequences to encourage other drivers not to reoffend. The difficulty we grappled with is how effective 
deterrence measures, specific and general, can be gauged. The much-publicised Operation Nimrod was highly 
successful as an exercise in specific deterrence by targeting traffic recidivists, but some might argue this is low-
hanging fruit. Moreover, the cohort of young males aged 18 to 25 years who are disproportionately represented 
in the road toll statistics may not have previously come to police attention. In the course of briefings, for 
example, we heard that a report of hooning behaviour, where the hoon has left the scene, is a priority 4. So 
unless police are fortuitously on the spot, this conduct will not be addressed. The focus of specific deterrence is 
clearly producing results, but research suggests not putting all of one’s eggs in the same basket. Measurement of 
effectiveness should contain some way to determine whether behaviour change has taken place. However, 
community attitude surveys that measure driver perceptions have not been conducted since 2011. I understand 
these may be reinstated and I would certainly welcome this. In their absence we need to rely on the annual 
“Report on Government Services” produced by the Productivity Commission. This compares data on road safety 
measures obtained from the national survey of community satisfaction with policing. The latest statistics the 
report notes are from the 2013–14 and are as follows. Regarding the use of seatbelts, the national average of the 
proportion of people who had indicated driving in the previous six months without a seatbelt is 5.2 per cent and 
happily Western Australia is below that at 4.9 per cent. Less happily, the national average of the proportion of 
people who indicated they had driven in the previous six months possibly over the blood alcohol limit was 
7.7 per cent, but in WA it was 8.1 per cent. Likewise, the national average of the proportion of people who 
indicated driving in the previous six months at 10 kilometres per hour or more over the speed limit was 54.5 per 
cent and in Western Australia it was 59.9 per cent. We also heard that since the inquiry, police have 
commissioned research from the Curtin–Monash Accident Research Centre to validate what they are doing and 
determine whether their current practices are the right way to go. This suggests that there has been a lack of 
objective evaluation currently up to date, and a lack of clarity as to whether what Western Australia Police does 
marries up with research findings. I would be concerned if this inquiry alone was the catalyst for this work being 
commissioned. 
As we all know, WA Police receives funds from the road trauma trust fund for various projects; the nature of 
these projects is set out in appendix 7 of the report. It was not clear that ex post facto detailed evaluations of their 
effectiveness as deterrents are undertaken, above and beyond a narrative that funds were acquitted. Disturbingly, 
we found a level of elasticity in the figures produced as to whether operational targets were met. What is evident 
is that in Western Australia we are not performing drug and alcohol tests at the level that research regards as 
optimal. A study by researcher Professor Max Cameron has found that — 

General deterrence through the perceived risk of detection is maximised by operations that appear to 
cover broad areas and both minor and major roads … are highly visible and test a substantial proportion 
of passing motorists. 

The cost–benefit study found that breath test rates could increase to 1.5 per licensed driver per year and remain 
cost effective. WA Police has a target of one million random breath tests annually, which translates to 
approximately 0.7 per individual; in Victoria it is one test per driver annually. Senior traffic police told the 
committee that what police are currently doing is more than sufficient. 
The situation is even more unsatisfactory in the area of drug-driving testing. The Australian Crime Commission 
sees methylamphetamines as posing the greatest threat to the Australian public of all illicit drug types. WA’s 
methamphetamine usage rate is close to double the national average. A recent report by Curtin–Monash 
Accident Research Centre found that nearly two-thirds of WA road fatalities during the period 2008 to 2012 
tested positive to illicit drugs, with cannabis the most prevalent followed by methylamphetamines. 
Professor Cameron spoke of an “escalation in drug-driving” in Australian states, and Office of Road Safety 
executive director Iain Cameron has acknowledged that there is increasing evidence that it is a problem in WA. 
He suggested that a “change in tactics” may be warranted, since the emphasis thus far had been on drink-driving. 
Assistant Commissioner Anticich said WA Police has a “realistic aspirational target” of “10 000 I think in metro, 
and about 9 000 I think in regional WA.” But an extensive review of drug-driving enforcement in WA by 
Professor Cameron in 2012 concluded that roadside drug tests should be increased to between 90 000 and 
160 000 tests annually. 
The exact reason for so many fewer tests being performed in WA is not readily apparent. WA Police applied to 
the road trauma trust fund for almost $12 million to fund the project to increase breath and drug testing in 2015; 
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the Road Safety Council recommended that the amount be granted; however, only $4.6 million was approved, as 
was a similar amount in the 2015–16 period. During the four-year period between 2008 and 2012, WA Police 
conducted a mere 43 176 drug tests. There have been suggestions that this is linked to a much higher cost of 
conducting a drug test, but also to the fact that the penalty for alcohol driving is higher than for the drug offence; 
it was also seen as a contributing factor. Also, we remain aware that the inability to lawfully collect blood 
samples from a road trauma patient limits the ability of researchers to accurately assess the impact of alcohol and 
drugs on driving impairment and road trauma. The committee recommends amending legislation to enable these 
samples to be collected. 

Clearly, there is a direct correlation between the volume of police on the roads and driver behaviour. The 
WA Police Union submission noted frustration from officers that there had been a decline in the dedicated 
number of traffic staff at all stations, and traffic staff expressed the desire to spend more time on the road. They 
further noted that they would like more consultation on a daily basis to better formulate enforcement strategies. 
The assertion by the respondents to the union survey that fewer enforcement hours are being undertaken is 
substantiated by evidence before the committee that traffic police were not deployed 100 per cent on traffic 
duties, that RBT teams had been stood down for periods of days to assist on general matters, and that the number 
of infringements issued personally by officers on the road had inexplicably dropped. One reason for this may be 
a philosophical argument between Police and Treasury. It is argued that if traffic enforcement is core police 
business, it should not have to go cap in hand to get a top-up for those activities through the road trauma trust 
fund. The strategic traffic enforcement program enables additional traffic enforcement for speed and drug and 
alcohol driving to be deployed in peak periods; it is funded through the RTTF. The union’s submission makes 
reference to the issue when it noted that fewer or no STEP patrols had been undertaken, and that funding had 
been returned by the commissioner. That accords with evidence given by the executive director, 
Anthony Kannis. From this perspective, targets for RBTs or drug testing should not be subject to the vagaries of 
budget negotiations while dipping into the RTTF for core police business. It is important that the target be 
routinely met. 

Recommendation 42 of the Browne review is that consideration be given to securing chief executive officer 
commitment to road safety, requiring relevant CEOs to collaborate and to present to the Minister for Road Safety 
six-monthly reports on progress towards reducing road fatalities. In WA the relevant CEOs were identified as the 
Commissioner of Police, the director general of Transport, the director general of Planning, and the executive 
director of the Office of Road Safety—or the newly appointed Commissioner of Road Safety, I presume—and 
potentially could include the heads of Education and Health. The RAC also outlined in its submission the need 
for key performance indicators to be held by the Minister for Road Safety and senior WA police. However, when 
asked whether road safety was part of the police commissioner’s personal KPIs, the committee was told that the 
commissioner does not have a performance agreement. The current reported measures and a single KPI do not, 
in the committee’s view, give Parliament, road safety stakeholders and the public an adequate indication of 
whether traffic enforcement is fully effective. 

I leave members with a thought to dwell on for the day: the best car safety device is a rear-view mirror with a 
cop in it. 

MR C.D. HATTON (Balcatta) [10.27 am]: I rise to contribute to the debate on this inquiry and its report. 
Firstly, I would like to thank the Chair, Margaret Quirk, MLA, principal research officer Dr Sarah Palmer, and 
research officer Ms Niamh Corbett for their diligent support and guidance in drawing together a quite demanding 
report. I would like to also acknowledge my fellow committee members: Deputy Chair, Dr Tony Buti, MLA, 
Ms Libby Mettam, MLA, and Mr Mick Murray, MLA. 

The committee, in line with its inquiry into the methods employed by Western Australia Police on how it 
evaluates its performance, established in 2014, decided to examine the upward trend in trauma and fatalities on 
WA roads. The committee set out to establish how WA Police evaluate its performance in relation to road safety 
as a side inquiry. That inquiry was guided by three questions: How does the agency know if it is making 
progress? How does it use performance information to guide its practice? Do the reported measures give 
Parliament, road safety stakeholders and the public an adequate indication of whether traffic enforcement is 
effective? The committee was able to examine and explore WA Police performance measures and the practices 
applied to enforce the law and change road-use behaviour. In doing so, the committee established 16 findings 
and 12 recommendations. 

I draw attention to the statement I made in my opening comment, being “this report was quite demanding”. It 
was demanding because governance and management of road safety in WA is complex, as outlined in chapter 2 
of the report. Historically, road safety has not really had a separate identity to which responsibility and 
accountability could be attached. Various factors and agencies have been in play, including signatories to 
national and global strategies. A ministerial council with responsibility for road safety was established in 1995; 
however, road safety became a portfolio only in 2008. Currently, following the Browne review of road safety 
governance, there is transition within agencies that are associated with road safety, including being associated 
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with WA Police. Clearly, this report focuses on the evaluation of WA Police performance, because it plays a key 
role in keeping our roads safe. However, while focusing on WA Police, it is important to understand that it 
would be incorrect to hold the police accountable for all that happens on our roads. As identified, governance 
and road safety is complex and involves other agencies alongside police, such as the Office of Road Safety and 
the Road Safety Council. The Office of Road Safety and the Road Safety Council have their own functions and 
make contributions to improve road safety and guide the police in particular areas. WA Police, in pursuing its 
own goals towards road safety, measures its traffic law enforcement performance with internal measures and 
annual key performance indicators. 
Prior to 2014–15, WA Police had two lawful road-use KPIs, and these were replaced with a single KPI for 2014–
15, being the percentage of traffic law enforcement contacts made by police officers that target category A 
offences. These offences include drink-driving, exceeding the lawful speed limit, careless, dangerous or reckless 
driving, no authority to drive an unlicensed vehicle, the use of a mobile phone while driving and not wearing a 
seatbelt, restraint or helmet. This single KPI is audited and encompasses a range of offences being based on 
“contacts”. There has been some debate within this committee as to whether the recorded contacts are a true 
indicator of effective police performance or whether contacts contribute to changing behaviour and reducing the 
road toll. The committee members were able to form opinions on police strategies employed to target the KPI 
category A offences. 
Essentially, deterrence plays a key strategic role in WA policing, especially general deterrence and targeted 
deterrence. Deterrence is inherent in the “Anytime, Anywhere, Anyone” campaign, which signals to the public 
that there is a high likelihood of being caught when offending on the road. The success of the Anytime, 
Anywhere, Anyone strategy is essentially measured by contacts, but it is probably true to say that greater or less 
contacts can be the result of other factors outside police enforcement, such as an increase in the population or a 
change in driving culture due to advertising campaigns. Measuring police performance can therefore be 
problematic, and certainly KPIs need to be measuring not just inputs but also outputs or outcomes. 
It could be said, and I say in this place today, that it is very important in committee work to adhere to and focus 
on the terms of reference. In consideration of the terms of reference, it was evident to some committee members 
that WA Police is dependent on analysis and it exercises an analysis of road usage data daily, weekly and 
ongoing, as evidenced at police operations in Midland. Through widespread closed-circuit television and other 
data collection such as contacts, police analysts are able minute by minute, day by day and week by week to plot 
hotspots that indicate where targets need to be set and resources deployed. This brings to attention finding 2 of 
the report, which states — 

Intelligence-led policing is well understood and tactical intelligence is used to guide traffic policing on 
a daily basis. However, opportunities to translate intelligence and evidence into strategic and policy 
changes could be further developed. 

Certainly, some committee members observed WA Police operations using intelligence and evidence in guiding 
traffic policing on a daily basis and beyond. I support the notion that analyst roles are very important. 
In reference to a range of other recommendations, the committee has put forward recommendations 2 and 3, 
which are associated with more thorough reporting and the inclusion of contextual road policing indicators to the 
key performance indicator in the police annual report. There was some indication that although this has merit, it 
could create an administrative burden and impact on frontline policing; that is, getting out and doing the job that 
the public expects. 
Recommendation 4 is about establishing the enhanced road safety system. Recommendation 5 is associated with 
an amendment to the Road Traffic Act to enable the lawful collection of blood samples. Recommendations 6, 7 
and 8 are about drug testing more drivers who test positive for alcohol, and amending the act to deal with driving 
under the influence of drugs. Recommendations 9, 10, 11 and 12 are about advertising, education, media 
campaigns and surveys, and how the road trauma trust account funds may be used including safeguards to its 
use. 
In conclusion, members of Parliament and others know the history of this committee, but I believe that some 
integrity has been re-established. I believe that this report has presented some worthwhile recommendations that 
may improve road safety, but I am uncertain about whether a number of findings and recommendations are 
directly related to the intent of the terms of reference, which are to do with evaluating police performance. The 
WA Police traffic enforcement command has been guided by the 2011–2014 road policing strategy, which sets 
out three objectives: first, the enforcement of traffic laws; secondly, targeting unsafe road-user behaviour; and 
thirdly, building road policing capabilities. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Members! 
Mr C.D. HATTON: It must be acknowledged that road policing is a combination of general and targeted 
deterrence, and that the new frontline policing is about being proactive and not just reactive. 
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Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! I am on my feet. 
Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Hillarys, I am on my feet and you are called for the first time. Member 
for Forrestfield, I was on my feet and you were yelling and I call you for the first time. Members, we have two 
minutes left. The member for Balcatta has been heard in silence and he will continue to be heard in silence or I 
will stand again and I will call people. 

Mr C.D. HATTON: Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker. It must be acknowledged that road policing is a 
combination of general and targeted deterrence, and that the new frontline policing is about being proactive and 
not just reactive. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Hillarys! I am on my feet. Members, I have just said that the member 
for Balcatta will be heard in silence. Member for Warnbro, you are called for the first time. Member for Hillarys 
and member for Forrestfield, you will stop or I will call you a second time. Member for Balcatta, you have the 
floor. 

Mr C.D. HATTON: Policing is about getting out there and doing the job. Is advertising and excessive reporting 
the priority role of policing, or how much importance should be placed on these areas? The report has brought 
forward some issues certainly worth considering. Thank you. 

DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale) [10.37 am]: I also rise to make some comment on the report of the Community 
Development and Justice Standing Committee of which I am a member. I would just like to say that I am a little 
surprised at some of the comments made by the member for Balcatta because this is actually a majority report. 
I do not think this is the place to be querying the outcome of the report if he has signed off on the report. I must 
say that I am incredibly disappointed that the member for Balcatta sought to take this opportunity to do that. He 
knows the rules: if he is not happy with the report, he should put in a minority report. It is quite disgraceful and 
not something I would expect from him. He also cast aspersions on the integrity of the committee. As far as I am 
concerned, this committee has always had integrity. If the member for Balcatta did not think that, why did he 
come back on it? It is really a shame that he has made those comments today. 

I would like to commence by acknowledging the outstanding efforts of the Chair, the member for Girrawheen. 
I would also like to express gratitude for the efforts made by the member for Balcatta—until today, I must say—
and by the member for Vasse, who is a new member of the committee. Of course, I express gratitude for the 
outstanding work done by the staff, Dr Sarah Palmer and Ms Niamh Corbett. Unfortunately, Niamh Corbett left 
our committee to go to another inquiry and Dr Sarah Palmer had to do a lot of the work on a solo basis at the end 
of the report. However, we wish Niamh Corbett the best of luck in her new position and we are very fortunate to 
have the continuing services of Dr Sarah Palmer.  

This inquiry is part of a larger inquiry into performance indicators or KPIs with regard to WA Police. We looked 
at how WA Police measures its own performance. That is important in any agency or business because if an 
agency or business seeks to ensure that it is operating in an efficient manner—of course, that is very important 
with the police force because we utilise taxpayers’ dollars—it should try to get the most out of every dollar 
spent. This KPI is for road safety and we will also engage in other parts of the police force and the different 
issues that it deals with. 

The committee report, “Are we there yet? How WA Police determines whether traffic law enforcement is 
effective”, basically looks at how the police determine their role in trying to reduce dangers on the road or 
improve road safety. Of course, if the police do not have the right measures, it is hard for them to ascertain—and 
for governments and the public to make a judgement—whether they are performing at the performance level at 
which they should with regard to their responsibility for road safety. As stated in the executive summary, this 
report is about whether the performance measurements serve as a guide as to what strategies are working and 
what strategies require modification. As mentioned by the member for Balcatta and the committee Chair, 
Margaret Quirk, the police have only one KPI for road safety which is, I think, problematic and needs to be 
reconsidered. When looking at KPIs, we must determine whether they are valid and reliable; valid in the sense 
that they measure what they should measure and reliable in the sense that they obtain statistics on which we can 
rely. That is very important. There have to be questions about the single KPI that is being utilised by Western 
Australia Police. I will not go over territory that has been articulated by the two members who have spoken 
before me—I am sure that one more committee member will speak—so I will speak to other issues in the report. 

One issue in the report for which we received different submissions was the road trauma trust account. I believe 
the previous Minister for Police established the road trauma trust account — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: No, the 100 per cent qualification. 
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Dr A.D. BUTI: That is right. That was an important outcome to try to ensure that all the money collected is used 
for the purpose of road safety. It would appear that that has not been the case. As is stated on page 9 of the 
report — 

Of the $111 million allocated in 2015–16, $18 million was allocated to WA Police projects. 
Further, the Royal Automobile Club lamented — 

The current $80 million in unspent funds is not contributing to better road safety outcomes; despite WA 
having the worst fatality rate of any mainland state. 

I hope that that will be addressed. There was debate about whether funds from the road trauma trust account 
should be used for the administration of fines by Western Australia Police. I do not believe that should be the 
case; that should come under the general budget of the police force, and if it is being utilised for those purposes, 
I am sure that is not the purpose for which it was meant to be utilised under the road trauma trust account. 

I return to performance measurements. There is a good chapter on this, which commences on page 21 of the 
report. It outlines some of the reasons that there are public sector performance measurements, which go to 
accountability and transparency, to assist agencies to monitor their performance and to look at whether there has 
been an appropriate service delivery and effectiveness. 

I do not have much time left. One of the areas we looked at was the lack of mandatory blood testing. One of the 
best oral submissions that we received in the inquiry—actually, it is probably the best oral presentation I have 
heard since becoming a member of the committee—was given by Dr Rao, who is the director of state trauma at 
Royal Perth Hospital. He lamented that in WA—I think proposed legislative amendments are being drafted to 
change this, but we have not seen them yet—there is no mandatory blood testing of a person involved in a car 
accident. I refer members to an interesting and important quote from Dr Rao on page 60 of the report that they 
should think about and reflect on. It reads —  

Without that data 
That is, the data with regard to the issues of the prevalence of drugs and alcohol in road trauma in WA — 

we are just using the same old programs over and over and we are not seeing any changes and I can 
write the next 10 years’ reports today. 

That is from a man of immense experience and great professional competency. We must reflect on that, and if 
the government has legislation in the pipeline, the onus is on the minister to bring it to Parliament as soon as 
possible. Other states have mandatory blood testing; it is very important that the government moves on that and 
allows Western Australia Police, or doctors obviously, to take blood samples from road trauma patients in 
Western Australian hospitals. There are complications with the line of custody and so forth, but that can be 
addressed. 

In the last minute, I return to my initial comments about my disappointment in the comments made by the 
member for Balcatta. Members must understand that committees should hold investigations and arrive at a report 
that, hopefully, makes for better government. It is not the job of committee members to whitewash what they 
hear. I cannot see how this report is of great political damage to the government in any case. It makes incredibly 
sensible recommendations about which we should all be concerned. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Time, member! 

MS L. METTAM (Vasse) [10.47 am]: I am pleased to add my comments about the report titled, “Are we there 
yet? How WA Police determines whether traffic law enforcement is effective” handed down by the Community 
Development and Justice Standing Committee. I acknowledge and show appreciation for the significant work of 
parliamentary research officers Dr Sarah Palmer and Niamh Corbett and of my colleagues Hon Margaret Quirk, 
the committee chair; Tony Buti, the deputy chair; Chris Hatton, MLA; and Mick Murray, MLA. Although the 
report has gone in directions that are in part beyond the scope of the terms of reference—and, I feel, lacked 
objectivity—I will keep my comments to the focus of the inquiry. Put simply, the terms of reference were to 
inquire into the performance measures used by WA Police to determine the effectiveness of — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, members! Members have had a yell. The member for Vasse now knows. The 
member for Vasse has the floor; let us listen to her in silence as we did when the member for Armadale had the 
floor. 

Ms L. METTAM: Western Australia Police is one stakeholder and it has a valuable role to play in road safety. 
I object to the suggestion that police are likely to be held solely responsible for road safety in the absence of 
unambiguous performance measures. It was not until 2008 that road safety became a portfolio in its own right. 
Prior to that, road safety was largely shared by the Minister for Transport and the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure, which was reflective of the fact that this area of concern affects a range of portfolio areas. 
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WA Police specifically has a role in ensuring lawful road user behaviour. The Road Safety Council represents 
the best mix of these areas. I understand that from 1 July, the Office of Road Safety will be replaced by a new 
and revised structure, which was one of the recommendations of the Browne review to deliver better road safety 
outcomes. 

This report is about what is the best information available for the public and stakeholders, including police, to 
make value judgements about police performance. Although challenging, it is understood that it is essential that 
police are able to provide this information to other road safety stakeholders as well as government, like every 
other public sector agency, for the reasons of accountability and transparency. It is in everyone’s interest that we 
know what is working. 

Prior to 2014–15, WA Police used two road safety key performance indicators related to speed and drink-driving 
charges. These measures were deemed problematic because it was arguable how high figures could be 
interpreted. These measures were replaced with a single KPI, which relates to contacts made by police officers 
that target category A offences—that is, those offences that have the biggest impact on road trauma and deaths, 
such as speeding, drink-driving and anti-social behaviour. According to the police commissioner, 90 per cent of 
the work undertaken by police is dedicated to these areas of risky behaviour. Contacts represent the direct 
contact between police and an individual driver, and they represent effort. That feeds into another police 
objective—contributions to community safety and security. I think everyone recognises the value of a police 
presence to improve driving behaviour, and that is what this KPI is all about. 
WA Police currently has targets that underpin this, such as to conduct one million random breath tests every year 
to detect the consumption of alcohol and illicit drugs used by drivers. This figure has been met over the last two 
years. WA Police also provides internal KPIs that are used to measure and direct its performance, such as the 
number of operational speed cameras in use per month. The “Report on Government Services”—a report 
produced by the Productivity Commission—reports on police service performance in four key areas, including 
road safety, and provides comparative data on such measures, which is published on its website annually. 
WA Police also provides a raft of specific information relating to enforcement to the Road Safety Council to 
assist it with its reporting. 

Point of Order 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: On a point of order, which means the member sits down, Madam Acting Speaker, 
I realise that the member on her feet is a new member of this place, but she has been reading her speech word for 
word, and that is not permitted under the standing orders. 
Mr J. Norberger interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Excuse me, can we just hear one point of order at a time, in 
silence. The member can speak on the point of order in a moment. I get to make a decision. If you do not agree 
with my decision, you get to question my decision. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I would ask that the member’s attention be drawn to the standing orders. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Could you tell me what standing order you are referring to, member for Midland? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I will have to check the number. 
Mr N.W. MORTON: I want to say that I am sitting next to the member for Vasse and I can see what she is 
referring to, and they are just her personal notes. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, if you are referring to personal notes, please continue. 

Debate Resumed 
Ms L. METTAM: WA Police is required to submit performance summaries to the Road Safety Council on a 
quarterly basis, relating to projects that are funded through the road trauma trust account, to indicate 
performance and progress on KPIs for those funded projects. WA Police also provides information in its annual 
report, which is accessible to the public; however, there is some concern that all of the reportable information is 
not provided in this publication to enable Parliament, stakeholders and members of the community to make 
informed assessments of police performance on traffic law enforcement and road safety. 

Point of Order 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The standing order I was referring to is on page 17, under chapter 1, headed “Reading of 
Speeches”, and states — 

Reading of speeches is not allowed, except when Minister is introducing a Bill … 
That is towards the bottom of page 17, as a note. The further point of order from the member for Forrestfield was 
that the member for Vasse was referring to her personal notes. He is mistaken about the point of order I had 
taken. My point of order was to do with the reading of speeches. I was not calling upon the member for Vasse to 
table what she was reading. I was not questioning whether or not they were her personal notes; I simply make the 
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point that she is reading the speech word for word, and it is obvious. They may be her personal notes and she 
may have written the speech herself, but she is reading it and I ask you to enforce the standing orders in 
accordance with chapter 1 on page 17. 

Mr J. Norberger interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Joondalup, you know that points of order will be heard in silence and 
you know that I have no problem calling people when they are not doing so. The point of order will be heard in 
silence. 

Mr M.H. TAYLOR: I regularly see the member for Midland read out her speeches — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bateman, that is not a point of order. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Points of order are not for general debate—let us get that clear. Points of order are 
about the standing orders and are not for general debate. I have taken advice from the Clerk on this and the Clerk 
tells me that although it definitely is a point of order, it is the practice that members refer to copious notes. Please 
continue, member for Vasse. 

Mr J. Norberger interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Joondalup, you are called. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms L. METTAM: The main concern regarding the provision of performance measurement information comes 
from the RAC. It believes that it is no longer delivering the information that would allow a reader to gain a 
comprehensive understanding of traffic law enforcement in WA. More detailed information, which was 
presented monthly to the RAC, is now provided quarterly to the Office of Road Safety, which the RAC can 
access, and further details relating to road policing is also released on a case-by-case basis. 

I understand that funding was dedicated by the road trauma trust account to a study led by the Curtin–Monash 
Accident Research Centre in 2011, which determined and proposed a structure for an enhanced road safety 
information system that may have merit for consideration. There is also merit in introducing the community 
attitude surveys—a program that expired in 2011—that provided qualitative information on the attitudes of 
motorists that informed road safety campaigns. 

Other issues raised in the report that I do not believe are specific to the intended scope includes the discussion on 
the Prevent Alcohol and Risk-related Trauma in Youth—PARTY—program, an award-winning injury 
prevention program that highlights the issues of road trauma. I believe this program was not only outside the 
scope of the report, but also continues despite the suggestion that its future is threatened. In fact, funding for this 
program was part of the government’s recent commitment of $15 million to a communications agenda as part of 
the commitment to the road trauma trust account. Other projects that were funded in this communications space 
include a mass media campaign, the community road safety grant, and the RoadWise and School Drug 
Education and Road Aware programs. 

There has been much discussion about the lack of mandatory blood testing and the lawful collection of blood 
samples from trauma patients. This is not a performance measure—it is a process measure—and I believe that 
proposed legislation is currently being progressed in this space. I also support the progression of this proposed 
legislative reform, which has been highlighted by the committee. 

There is also much discussion around the expenditure of the road trauma trust account, or lack of the utilisation 
of those funds. The Minister for Police has committed $111 million for road safety initiatives from the road 
trauma trust account, which includes some proven road safety performance measures. It includes $4.73 million 
to increase drug and breath testing, which accounts for an additional 20 officers. Operating costs include officer 
and IT equipment, expanding the drug testing capabilities to the tune of over $860 000, and other projects such 
as an investment in run-off-road crashes and a $46 million investment in proven road engineering treatments to 
reduce the likelihood of vehicles going off the road, rolling and resulting in serious or traumatic accidents. There 
is also $12 million for proven intersection treatments. All those measures have a valuable impact on road safety 
outcomes. 

I am aware that there has been much discussion about the announcement of an additional 550 police officers, and 
a target total of 6 204 police officers by 2017. 

Other concerns that I have in the report relate to the suggestion that the minister amend the Road Traffic Act to 
establish an offence for the combined use of alcohol and drugs. An amendment to section 63 of the Road Traffic 
Act would provide for that offence. 
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PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE 
Ninth Report — “Budget Briefing 2015–16” — Tabling 

MR S.K. L’ESTRANGE (Churchlands) [11.00 am]: I present for tabling the ninth report of the 
Public Accounts Committee, entitled “Budget Briefing 2015–16”. 
[See paper 3046.] 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Minister, and member for Armadale, enough! Member for 
Churchlands, let us try again. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker. 
In presenting this report, I will speak briefly on a key challenge faced by the government with regard to the 
budget. This challenge is depicted on pages 17 and 40 of the committee report, and it relates to a total revenue 
reduction of $10.2 billion from 2014–15 out to 2017–18. The 2015–16 budget paper No 3, Economic and Fiscal 
Outlook, at pages 5 to 7, highlights three key points. The revenue writedown in 2015–16 is $3.9 billion, 
equivalent to 13 per cent of the state’s total revenue base. General government revenue is forecast to contract by 
$720 million, or 2.7 per cent, in 2015–16, and general government expenses are forecast to increase by 
$701 million, or 2.5 per cent, in 2015–16. 

What is the main cause of this revenue writedown? This unprecedented decline in the state’s revenue outlook is 
driven in part, as we know, by a substantial decline in iron ore prices to an assumed $US47.50 per tonne. Iron 
ore royalty revenues have come from a peak of around $5.5 billion in 2013–14, which represented 19.5 per cent 
of total government general revenue, to $3 billion in 2015–16, which equates to about 11.5 per cent of total 
government general revenue. That, coupled with Western Australia’s share of goods and services tax revenue 
falling from 37.6 per cent to 30 per cent from 2014–15 to 2015–16, has exacerbated the problem. 

The responsibility for delivering services and building the state for the future is the responsibility of the state 
government. Notwithstanding this unprecedented writedown of state government revenue, the state must be 
managed. Major budget expenditure areas include health at 28 per cent, education at 17 per cent, law and order 
at 10 per cent and transport at eight per cent. The transitioning of the iron ore resource sector from a construction 
phase to a production phase has seen jobs move back to the capital city. Pressures on unemployment have been 
cushioned by the state government’s commitment to transformational building and construction projects—we 
have all heard these talked about—such as the hospitals, the undergrounding of the Perth Northbridge rail, 
Elizabeth Quay, the Burswood sports stadium and the East Perth developments. 

How do we address the clear imbalance, with a revenue writedown of $10.2 billion, that is highlighted in this 
report? The revenue that is raised from Western Australian effort through income tax, company tax and the 
goods and services tax goes to the federal government, which of course is behaving more and more like a 
centralist government that is not responsible for our state’s major service responsibilities. The state government 
cannot draw on the revenue from income tax, company tax and the GST, yet it has responsibility for delivering 
the state’s major service responsibilities. This is an issue, and it is an issue that is in the media at the moment, 
about federalism. It is encouraging that dialogue on this issue exists today. Linked to this report, I would like to 
read into Hansard some comments from an article in The Australian of 24 June, I think on page 2, by Joe Kelly 
and Sid Maher. The title of the article is “States could set own income tax”. Would that not be fantastic? The 
article states — 

Australians would pay different levels of income tax depending on where they live under plans 
canvassed in a government discussion paper outlining potential sweeping reforms to the federation. 
One option canvasses restoring income-taxing powers for the states for the first time since World War 
II to help tackle the problem that the states do not raise enough revenue to cover their spending. 

A further paragraph in this article states — 
The states spend $230 billion a year but raise only $l30bn themselves. The other $100bn comes from 
the federal government. 

The final point from this article that I would like to alert members to states — 
The paper canvasses options to reform the distribution of goods and services tax revenue between the 
states, ranging from no change to establishing a minimum floor that a state may not fall below, or 
distributing GST revenue on a per capita basis. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, can you please keep the chatter down. Sorry, member; go ahead. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: This state government has been pushing for reform on the GST for some time now. 
As I said at the start, the government has been pushing for this reform because of what is shown in this budget 
briefing document, which articulates clearly that a $10.2 billion writedown is a considerable amount of money. 
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This revenue raising versus expenditure responsibility imbalance has been magnified by the situation that I have 
highlighted with regard to iron ore royalty revenue and GST distribution in Western Australia. There is no 
disguising the fact that at page 17 of this budget briefing report, there is a stark reminder of the challenges that 
this government has to manage, while simultaneously growing the state to benefit future generations. With 
regard to this briefing report, I would like to thank the Under Treasurer, Mr Michael Barnes, the Acting Deputy 
Under Treasurer, Mr Michael Court, and the executive director of strategic projects and asset sales, 
Mr Richard Mann, for delivering their budget briefing to interested members of Parliament and for following up 
on questions raised. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [11.07 am]: I rise to make some remarks about the ninth report of the 
Public Accounts Committee. I start by thanking the officers of Treasury for their briefing. We all found it very 
interesting and we appreciated the opportunity to ask questions about the PowerPoint presentation, and that is all 
contained in this document. 

I was a little surprised to hear the Chairman of the Public Accounts Committee propose to increase taxes on the 
people of Western Australia. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: Not quite, member. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I was not expecting that from a Liberal backbench member of Parliament. I note that the 
tax effort per capita in Western Australia is already over $3 500 per person compared with about $3 000 per 
person in the other states. That is figure 13 in budget paper No 3. I was surprised that a Liberal member of 
Parliament would say that Western Australia should have a higher tax effort compared with the other states, but 
that is his decision. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: That’s not what I said, member. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It is his decision to propose this new tax on Western Australians — 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: I was talking about the federal government not taxing us so much. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Sorry. I heard the member refer to a — 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: You’re putting words in my mouth. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, enough! It is not practice to interject when committee reports are 
presented, if possible, so I would ask for some perseverance on this, please, and just let the member finish. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Thank you very much, Madam Acting Speaker. 
As I say, I was surprised that the member took up the discussion in yesterday’s The Australian about how the 
commonwealth government is proposing to allow the states to add extra taxes on to state residents. If it is the 
decision of the Liberal Party to raise additional taxes that do not currently exist, and that no-one in Australia 
currently pays, and add those taxes on top of — 
Ms R. Saffioti: I don’t think Kate Lamont would have suggested that. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Kate Lamont probably would not have suggested that, and that would be a surprise. 
I want to refer to the same fiscal outlook table on page 17 as referred to by the member. The table records the 
significant writedown between the midyear review and the budget. The revenue writedown since the midyear 
review for the 2015–16 budget is over $2 billion. It is extraordinary that Treasury was not able to estimate the 
income of the state over such a short period. Between December and May, Treasury got the estimates of our 
revenue wrong by $2 billion, and I just cannot believe that. One of the reasons is that in the past the government 
deliberately overestimated the potential income from royalties, and we are now suffering because of that. The 
chart on page 40 that the member for Churchlands referred to shows that two years ago the government predicted 
increases in revenue for these two years. The government’s deficit has been created because it thought it would 
get more income than it actually received. In another debate yesterday, I mentioned the National Resource 
Governance Institute, which I was introduced to when the member for Churchlands and I attended the inaugural 
meeting of the Australasian Council of Public Accounts Committees at the beginning of June. Page 29 of the 
NRGI’s natural resource charter states — 

However, the government should be aware of the risks of over-borrowing, and ensure that borrowing 
occurs only on a short-term basis. Over the long term, the government should use resource wealth to 
reduce, not increase its debt. 

Of course, that is exactly the opposite of what we did in Western Australia. We did not follow the suggestions of 
people with expertise in managing resource endowments. Instead of saving for the future some of our resource 
endowment, as the royalty revenue boomed up to three or four times higher than it was at the time the 
government changed, the government borrowed and borrowed and borrowed, and now we are in a situation in 
which, as the inevitable downturn of the economy takes place, we have no capacity to influence the future 
economy of Western Australia. 
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I draw attention to the chart on page 11 of the tabled report headed “Economic Outlook: domestic economy 
(SFD) is contracting”. I know that the member for Victoria Park has previously referred to this issue. The state 
final demand—that is, the economy in Western Australia without regard to exports—is shown in the table as 
having fallen in the current 2014–15 financial year, and the government expects it to fall again next year and the 
year after, and then to balance, neither growing nor contracting, only in 2016–17, and begin to grow again only 
in 2018–19. That is four continuous years of contraction in the domestic economy of Western Australia. That is a 
terrible situation. Those four years are at the same time as a reduction in the amount of government expenditure 
on infrastructure in Western Australia, which is set out in the tables in this report. Having spent big during the 
boom with borrowed money, against every international economist’s advice on how to handle a large resource 
endowment, now the government is reducing the amount of expenditure on infrastructure just when it should be 
spending money to create jobs and balance out the collapse in state final demand in Western Australia. The state 
government has followed the opposite precept to all the recommendations of people who look at these things 
around the world. 

A visiting representative of the Asia–Pacific division of the International Monetary Fund yesterday 
recommended that the commonwealth government delay its plan to return to surplus and spend additional money 
on capital works. Of course, the Western Australian government cannot do that because its debt levels are so 
high that it is crippled. It is now in a state of emergency, as explained in this report, beginning on page 24, where 
the panicked asset sales are set out. If the government actually believed that it should have sold these assets and 
that it was a part of an orderly process to sell assets and deal with investment in other institutions, why did it wait 
seven years before it started doing this? Why is it saying that it is dedicating the proceeds of the sales not to new 
assets, but to pay down the debt that it created when it had the highest revenues in the history of the state? That 
does not make any sense. The government is also selling these assets into a market in which it is well recognised 
that values are lower. Yesterday The West Australian online reported that our rental vacancy rate for offices is 
the highest it has ever been, and rental rates are down by 40 per cent. Into that market, in which rents for 
buildings in Western Australia are 40 per cent below what they were two years ago, the government is now 
selling office buildings. My God, that is a great plan! At a time when the iron ore sector is under enormous 
strain, the government decides to sell iron ore ports. This is a panicked response to the fact that the government 
has run out of borrowing capacity. The budget papers predict that net debt will peak in 2017–18, but it peaks 
only because unrealistic assumptions are built into the budget that the government will not spend the money it 
has promised to spend and that it will continue to reduce the capital works program of the state. I draw the 
attention of members to page 22 of the report, which shows that situation. This is a great lesson in how not to 
manage a budget. I appreciate Michael Barnes and the other Treasury officials for demonstrating, with a clear 
answer, that those were government decisions. 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [11.18 am]: As a member of the Public Accounts Committee, I also rise to 
make some brief comments on the ninth report, which has been tabled. I will begin by thanking Michael Barnes, 
the Under Treasurer, who provides parliamentarians with his briefing on the budget in a yearly event hosted by 
the Public Accounts Committee. The committee has made a decision only in the past few years to officially table 
that presentation. Members who went along to that presentation would have received a lot of this material by 
way of handouts, but the Public Accounts Committee considers it important to also table this report to make it 
something of an official document. 

The member for Cannington has gone through some of the issues that I intended to raise, so I will not repeat 
them—perhaps I will. I probably will repeat some of what the member for Cannington said; who am I kidding? 
The tabled report tells a very interesting story, and I particularly want to note the table on economic outlook at 
page 11 that shows that the domestic economy state final demand is contracting. It has not done that like this 
since 2000. This has been the largest period of contraction in our domestic economy since 2000, which is very 
significant. It is also driving those other graphs on business investment that can be seen on page 5. It shows—
admittedly off significant highs—the significant decline in business investment. Treasury officers made the point 
that that business investment has peaked. With the issue around iron ore, the methodology for how that assumed 
price is struck has again changed. The assumptions around the decline of the iron ore price across the forward 
estimates have not changed; the budget still assumes that the iron ore price will decline in a linear way over a 10-
year-old period, but we are now using a 12-month futures price to set the iron ore price assumed in the budget 
period. My understanding, from the information that was given to us by the Under Treasurer, is that simply 
because there is now a deeper market, that enables Treasury to strike that assumption, whereas previously it was 
a combination of futures and the historic spot price. 

The member for Cannington quite rightly made some comments on the asset sale program. This is something 
that we have been very critical of. There has never been a considered plan around the asset sale program. It is 
almost as though ideas come into the Premier’s head and he announces them. That is what we are seeing. We are 
seeing contradictory plans around the TAB, for example. As I have referred to a number of times, as Jonathan 
Barrett highlighted in his piece on 15 May, if “Mr Topsy-Turvy” were running a government, he would do 
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exactly what the Barnett government is doing—seek to sell assets at a time when their price is in decline. A 
particular example is the Utah Point facility at Port Hedland. 

There has been an announcement in the last 48 hours. I dare say it may have been prompted by what was then 
the upcoming Auditor General’s report and his opinions on ministerial notifications that deal with unsolicited 
proposals. Even that has had an area of contradiction. The Premier made an announcement and then the Leader 
of the National Party—the relevant minister—said, “None of that has gone to cabinet yet. That will be 
considered in due course.” This is the problem. It has also been reflected in many of the recurrent 
announcements made over the years about not only savings measures in the fiscal action plan, but also assumed 
revenue measures. It was reflected not just in the royalty review, but the then intended application of school fees 
to children of 457 visa holders and, of course, the metropolitan region improvement tax extension to regional 
areas. 

I have also made regular comment about the composition of net debt. That is reflected in the graphs on pages 22 
and 23 of the committee’s report. More and more of that net debt is being held in the general government sector. 
I remind everybody again of the comments made by the Premier, when he sat on this side of the house, that it is 
socially and morally responsible to fund non–income generating assets from current revenue, not from 
borrowings. The Premier made the point that that places the next generation of taxpayers in an unfortunate 
position. Of course that position has since changed. The graph on page 22 highlights the ever-increasing amount 
of asset investment in the general government sector being funded entirely by debt. The graph on page 23 
highlights the point made by the member for Cannington around net debt assuming to peak, and—I hope this is 
true—peaking at a level well above the $20 billion cap that the Premier announced in 2010, from memory. 
I heard Christian Porter say in his budget speech when he was Treasurer that net debt would peak in 2014–15 
and commence its decline. How things have changed since then! 

Treasury always provides useful information not only in the documents that it gives out—that is the purpose of 
the tabling of this document—but also in the answers given and those it provides by way of supplementary 
information. It is of great use to all members. I note that government backbenchers also attend the budget 
briefing to get information about the finances, projects and how the budget works. I again emphasise that I 
contrast that with the behaviour of the Premier during estimates. He was belligerent, petulant and sooky about 
the prospect of answering questions about his budget. I hope he reflects on the fact that the Under Treasurer and 
his staff were very open in how they answered questions around the finances in the budget. Attending a budget 
briefing is a very useful thing for all members of Parliament, Labor or Liberal—that is all we have in here at the 
moment! I thank the Under Treasurer and staff who were at that briefing, including Michael Court, the Acting 
Deputy Under Treasurer, and Richard Mann, the executive director of strategic projects and asset sales. When 
one has to pull teeth to get information from a government around how much things cost, for example, these 
sorts of briefings become more and more important. 

APPROPRIATION (CAPITAL 2015–16) BILL 2015 
Third Reading 

Resumed from 24 June. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [11.26 am]: I rise to finish my contribution to the Appropriation (Capital 
2015–16) Bill 2015 that I started yesterday. I was talking about the total cost of the Perth Stadium and the impact 
on the state’s finances. This morning, further information has been made public about the total cost of the 
stadium to the taxpayers of Western Australia. As the opposition has always said, it has been very difficult to get 
the true cost of the stadium out to the public. Let us look at it. It is one of the most expensive—probably the most 
expensive—project undertaken by this government so far, yet the government has not wanted to provide the 
public with the full cost. I do not know why. Is it because the government is embarrassed about the total cost of 
this stadium now? Through the government’s performance on this issue over the past couple of weeks, it tries to 
give a bit here, a bit there and a bit somewhere else, but it does not total it up for us. When we ask for the total 
cost, the government refuses to give it to us. It is now embarrassed about the total cost. 

As we always say, new things are always popular. New shiny buildings are popular. Of course we all like new, 
shiny things, but the true issue is: what are we prepared to pay for it and what is the opportunity cost of those 
projects? What has come out today is something that the opposition has always said: a new stadium, costing 
$1.7 billion, will have operating costs. The current Subiaco stadium, Domain Stadium—previously 
Patersons Stadium—is unique because the West Australian Football Commission basically manages it. The 
revenue generated goes to football. In a sense, it is a self-contained stadium. The state has contributed millions of 
dollars to it over the years for expansions, but the revenue generated goes to football. It goes to major footy clubs 
but, moreover, it goes to grassroots football throughout Western Australia. When a new stadium is built at a 
massive cost, there was always going to be leakage in a sense. There are more mouths to feed, particularly when 
the government struck a design, build, finance and maintain contract; it was always having to feed more mouths 
from the same activity.  
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There was always going to be millions of dollars leaking from the current situation to the new situation, and the 
question is: who will pay? Is it going to be the taxpayers or is it going to be football? That was always the 
question. Someone has to pay for this new stadium. A $1.7 billion stadium cannot be built without some issues 
in relation to the ongoing costs. 

The question is: who is going to pay for it? Is it going to be football or is it going to be taxpayers? We can make 
a comparison with the current stadium. This is the key point: we are not replacing a complex financial structure 
with another complex financial structure. The current stadium is, as I said, pretty much self-contained within 
football. We are replacing it with an entirely new set of arrangements and people involved. There was always 
going to be a price to pay—the up-front costs that the state taxpayers are bearing; that is, construction and 
transport costs of about $1.3 billion or $1.4 billion. There were always going to be those costs. Taxpayers are 
paying for that, and they will never recover that capital cost. So, taxpayers are paying for the capital, but the 
other part of the equation is: who will pay the ongoing costs of this stadium? We know taxpayers are throwing in 
over $1 billion for the capital construction, but who will pay the ongoing costs that were always going to be 
significant? An asset worth over $1 billion cannot be built without incurring significant management, 
maintenance and operating costs. 

So what did we try to find out? We tried to find out from the government the monthly service payments; the 
amount taxpayers will be obliged to pay Westadium in relation to the finance and maintenance costs of the 
structure—what the monthly service payments will be. That amount is guaranteed to Westadium; it is an amount 
that will leave the consolidated fund and will be guaranteed revenue to Westadium. We have always tried to find 
that out. It was not in the budget papers, even though it should have been. That amount gives us an indication of 
what taxpayers are up for on a monthly basis. The government said, “Look, we haven’t included those costs.” As 
I said, these are not the capital costs; these are the finance and maintenance costs, basically. The government 
said, “We haven’t included those costs in the budget because they are going to be recovered from the users of the 
stadium.” Remember that the key users of the stadium are the two football clubs. We learnt today, as we had 
pretty much guessed, that the government had not, and has still not, reached agreement on those user fees. 

We now have a situation whereby the financier has a guaranteed return. Let us put this out there: the financier 
has a guaranteed return. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: With zero risk. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: With zero risk. 

When we hear talk about public sector comparators and the transfer of risk from government to the private 
sector, that is false. The key risk in relation to the ongoing agreement of the stadium is content risk; that is, 
getting the operations—getting the volume of activity in through those stadium gates to generate the revenue. 
That is where the risk is in relation to modern stadia, and the government has kept all the content risk. We now 
have a situation whereby state taxpayers will provide a guaranteed rate of return to the financier and will have to 
recover the costs from somewhere, primarily football. 

If we look at the financials, the financier gets a guaranteed return; someone has to pay that and it is either 
football or taxpayers. That is where it has to come from: it is either football or taxpayers. This is where the 
government is at now. Does the state stump up and provide an operating subsidy for the stadium because football 
cannot cop a $16 million hit each year, or do we ask football to absorb the total $16 million hit? 

As I have said all along, this is very complex because of the current arrangements at Subiaco Oval. As I have 
said, these things happen over time. People may believe that football has had a good deal over the years—I have 
heard that said a number of times—but the point is that the deal and the arrangement is there, and trying to 
deconstruct that into this new stadium was always going to be complex because of, particularly, the design, 
build, finance and maintain model. The government is locking taxpayers into annual payments of capital and 
monthly payments of finance and maintenance costs, so someone would have always had to pay. 

That is what we have been trying to establish. The government has brought down a budget that hides the total 
capital liability of the project and does not reflect the continued operating costs. It is incumbent on the 
government to come clean today. Who will be paying? Will it be taxpayers or will it be football? The 
government should have had this sorted initially. It should have had it sorted before it started building. I honestly 
thought, when I saw the clubs with the government the day before the election, that this had been sorted. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Locked away. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I thought it had been locked away, because, frankly, I cannot see why anyone would be out 
there unless they thought they were going to be better off. I thought it had been locked away, but it is obvious 
that it had not. 

As I said, someone has to pay. A $1.7 billion obligation cannot be created for taxpayers without someone 
paying. When the financier gets a guaranteed rate of return, someone always has to pay, and the government has 
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not been up-front about this. Will the government offer an ongoing operating subsidy? As I said, we already 
know that the cost of capital will not be recovered from taxpayers, but will there be an ongoing payment—an 
ongoing subsidy? That is the question. 
For the government to stand every time we ask a question about the true costs and say “You guys don’t like 
stadia” is, again, how this government treats the finances of the people of Western Australia. As I said, I think 
some of the government is becoming aware of this issue. People are a lot smarter than the government gives 
them credit for; they actually understand that this stadium is starting to cost a bit, oh and by the way, the 
government is cutting financial counsellors and taking education assistants away from our schools. People are 
starting to understand that. This government came and said what colours the stadium could be before it had 
actually determined the cost and who would pay for it. It has come out and said it can turn it purple—
fantastic!—but how much is it going to cost and what will the ongoing costs be? The government determined the 
colours this stadium could be before it determined the cost to taxpayers, and that is what has happened. 

It is incumbent on the government to give us the full cost of this stadium, as we said. That negotiations are still 
happening as the construction is underway is a disgrace. As I said, this is why the Langoulant report was 
commissioned. We have seen it in relation to Adelaide Oval: we have seen good reports about the style of 
development there, and I know many people who have been across to watch football over there and they say it is 
a very, very good ground. But even that had a financial impact on the clubs because of the increased user fees. 
That does not even compare with the new stadium. People would argue that the new Perth Stadium will have 
more opportunities to generate revenue because of the increased number of hospitality and entertainment venues. 
There is a point to that argument. Bear in mind, though, that the amount of additional revenue needed to be 
generated to pay for the increased charges will be astronomical, because these charges will be a lot higher than 
the charges at the current stadium. As I said, someone always has to pay for it. This stadium will have more 
mouths to feed; there is no doubt about it. There will be football and other players in there, but the question is: 
why did the government not sort this out at the beginning? 

I want to finish by referring to some transport elements in my electorate. The Minister for Transport stands and 
speaks in this place on a daily basis and seems to believe that no government ever did anything before he became 
a member of this place. There is “before Nalder” and “after Nalder”. I do not think he believes that roads or train 
lines were built BN—before Nalder. His performance yesterday was incredible when he said that the train line to 
Mandurah was a joke. Labor will have a debate with the Minister for Transport any day of the week on not only 
our public transport credentials but also what we did with our road network—any day of the week. This minister, 
who took no notice of transport until about a year ago, stood up and completely dismissed anything that 
happened before Nalder, and gave us an insight into how shallow he is on transport in this state. Labor’s record 
on public transport is there to see. We built roads. We built Roe Highway stages 6 and 7; we built 
Forrest Highway; we built Tonkin Highway; and we built extensions to the freeway. That is what governments 
do—and we did it with a lot less contribution from the commonwealth. We had to beg the commonwealth for a 
40 per cent contribution to construct Forrest Highway. Federal Labor governments in the past had given 80 per 
cent. We did it with a lot less contribution from the commonwealth. We will stand and have a debate on all 
transport matters any day of the week. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, in particular. As I said, we are willing to have that debate any day of the week. 
I want to finish on one last issue about the Malaga Drive–Reid Highway interchange. The minister stood in this 
place about a week ago and tried to have a go at me. He said that the government was on time and on budget on 
Malaga–Reid and promised that it would be finished by June this year. 
DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale) [11.42 am]: I did not intend to talk about Perth Stadium, but the member for 
West Swan has inspired me to talk a bit about it. Last year I was sharing a taxi over east with an Australian 
Football League executive who could not believe that the state government would build the stadium where it is 
being built and how much it would cost. The executive questioned the location of the stadium and could not 
believe that the state government would spend that amount of money on a stadium. In an estimates hearing the 
opposition prised out of the government the cost of the stadium, but we all know it will end up costing much 
more. It is an absolute joke to think that we will have a stadium that will cost the taxpayers of Western Australia 
upward of $2 billion—I would say even more by the time it is finished, given all the associated costs—without 
undertaking a proper business cost analysis. This stadium is being built purely at the whim of the Premier. 
I know that cabinet ministers opposed it—as they should have—when it was being discussed in cabinet. A few 
rational members of cabinet oppose spending so much money on a football stadium. The Minister for Sport and 
Recreation said that the government hoped to get some contribution from the AFL. It hoped to get some 
contribution from the AFL! Guess what? The government will be hoping for a long time. Other states are 
laughing at Western Australia. The AFL assisted with Adelaide Oval and with other stadiums over east. Those 
commitments were made before major capital investment was committed to by the state governments. 
Western Australia committed to the capital investment and then went cap in hand to the AFL. We will be 
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incredibly lucky to get anything from the AFL. No or very little contribution will come from the AFL, even 
though it will be the main beneficiary of the new stadium, and we will have a stadium that cost more than 
$2 billion by the time it is finished, when there were sensible alternatives. The government decided to go with 
the Premier’s whim. He drove along the freeway, looked at Belmont Racecourse and wanted to buy it for the 
football stadium. Perth turf club would not budge, so he looked at the other side of the road and saw a golf 
course and decided he would put the stadium there, which of course would be a major benefit to Crown Casino. 

I want to move on to a number of capital issues in my electorate. Cabinet members are very well aware of the 
Armadale region. They came out to the Armadale region a few months ago and shadow cabinet members were 
there only last week. As we know, the Armadale region is one of the fastest growing regions in Australia, with 
an annual population growth of more than five per cent. A number of issues need to be addressed but I will talk 
about only two or three this morning. 

One issue is the justice precinct, about which cabinet members received a briefing from the City of Armadale. 
There is no doubt that the current courthouse is way beyond its use-by date. Every day lawyers have to obtain 
instructions from clients in hallways; there is immense overcrowding of children and parents et cetera; and the 
security issue is a major concern. A trial was held at the courthouse a few years ago when nine prisoners from 
one of our incarceration centres had to be transported there but there was an insufficient number of holding cells 
to hold them. 

Then, of course, there is the current police station in Armadale, the status of which I have been articulating my 
concerns. Armadale is a regional centre and the nearest police station heading south of Armadale is on Albany 
Highway in Williams, which is 132 kilometres away. The nearest police station on the South Western Highway 
is at Mundijong, which is 18 kilometres away. The nearest policing centre is in Cannington, which is 12 to 
13 kilometres away. Although the police station in Armadale is operational 24/7, it is not open to the public 24/7. 
It is not open at all on the weekend and is open only 9.00 am to 5.00 pm or 4.30 pm Monday to Friday. Even 
though it is a major centre, many police officers work from the Armadale Police Station, but we do not have it as 
a major policing centre. I understand that under the new Frontline 2020 model the south east corridor is the only 
corridor that does not have two 24/7 police stations. The only one we have is in Cannington. Surely with the 
growth in population in Armadale, particularly south of Armadale, the government could acknowledge the 
drastic need for a 24/7 policing centre. The usual line from the government is, “We don’t want people sitting 
behind computers and desks.” That is not what we are asking for. We are asking for what Cannington has: a 
proper policing centre with all the same services that operate out of Cannington. Anyone who argues that 
Armadale is a region that does not require that must live in a parallel universe.  

It is very interesting, because the Armadale Health Service website states the number of beds in the hospital is in 
the range of 200 and 500 beds. What is the number? My guess is that it is more likely to be 200 beds than 
500 beds. Perhaps that latter number refers to the camper beds that are put up when patients come in. What a 
stupid statement to have on a website. It might be more applicable to know exactly how many beds are at the 
hospital. I see that the Minister for Health is trying to find out the actual number of beds in the hospital, which is 
great—and before the end of my speech, I imagine. As the Minister for Health would know, the Armadale 
Health Service is under immense pressure and needs ostensive capital investment. However, as we know, Fiona 
Stanley Hospital has taken up much of the health budget. When one considers the enormous amount of money 
that Fiona Stanley is sucking from the health budget, one wonders why it does not operate in a more functional 
and efficient manner. The problems we hear about on a day-to-day basis are enormous and as a result of the 
money that the Fiona Stanley complex is dragging in from the health budget, other hospitals, including regional 
hospitals such as the Armadale Health Service, are suffering. Elderly patients now have to travel to Bentley 
Hospital for cataract surgery. There is no easy public transport system from Armadale to Bentley. The train 
station is some distance away and one would either have to walk a couple kilometres or transfer to a bus, which 
is not as frequent as one would hope. 

There is a particular railway crossing in Kelmscott that the Minister for Transport is well aware of that is in need 
of drastic action. I refer to the Denny Avenue railway crossing. People must understand that the crossing is about 
200 metres from the Kelmscott train station and, as a result, every time a train stops at the station, the boom 
gates go down; in peak hour that is every four to five minutes and for the rest of the day it is at least every 10 to 
15 minutes. Between the railway line and Albany Highway, there is a distance of 200 metres and there is another 
distance of 200 metres from the train station to the crossing. The boom gates are down for a significant portion 
of the day. It is the only west–east crossing in Kelmscott. 

Dr K.D. Hames: There are 286 beds! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: There are 286 beds; I was right! 
Dr K.D. Hames: There are not 500 beds. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Definitely not 500 beds. I knew that the number of beds would not be 500 and would be down 
towards the figure of 200. Thank you very much, Minister for Health. 
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At the Denny Avenue railway crossing the boom gates are down more than one would wish for in trying to 
establish a constant flow of traffic. The issue is not only one of traffic stagnation, but also the number of 
accidents, because there is now a Spudshed on the corner, which has increased traffic demands in the area. There 
was a fatality earlier in the year at the intersection of Albany Highway and Denny Avenue involving a taxidriver. 
This project has bipartisan support in the sense that the federal member for Canning, which takes in the 
Armadale region, Don Randall, and I have pressed the Minister for Transport, the member for Alfred Cove, to 
commit to improving the Denny Avenue railway crossing. This project goes back many years. There was an 
investigation and a solution was instigated under the former member for Armadale, Hon Alannah MacTiernan, 
who was a former Minister for Transport. The solution was to move the crossing another 200 or 300 metres 
further down towards Armadale and for that crossing to be in the form of either an overpass or underpass so that 
people do not need to stop at the boom gate. That project was to be signed off at a cost of between $30 million 
and $40 million, although there were contingency costs in it so it may be slightly more or slightly less. But, of 
course, in 2008 there was a change of government and there has been no progress since then—none whatsoever. 
I have written to the Minister for Transport, as has Don Randall, seeking a meeting with the minister at the 
crossing. I am very disappointed that he did not agree to meet us. I believe the minister has gone to see the site 
for himself, but the point is that federal and state members are well aware of the issues and concerns and it 
would improve the minister’s understanding of the demands and needs of the area if he attended a meeting with 
the federal and state elected representatives. The situation is not sustainable; the population continues to increase 
and the problems of that intersection must be addressed. There is a viable solution, which is to move the crossing 
to Davis Road and to make the crossing an underpass. The Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority has 
purchased four to five properties in the vicinity that needed to be reclaimed for the Davis Road solution to 
commence. That has already taken place. Now all we need is the government’s commitment, just as we need the 
government to commit to the justice precinct. 

I will quickly mention three other issues. The government committed to a $9.5 million investment in 
Cecil Andrews Senior High School and Armadale Senior High School for a commercial kitchen at 
Armadale Senior High School and two science laboratories at Cecil Andrews Senior High School. They are 
positive commitments by the state government and are to be applauded. However, Cecil Andrews Senior High 
School really needs a performing arts centre; indeed, it is a specialised performing arts school, but it does not 
have a high quality performing arts centre. A performing arts centre at the school would also serve a purpose for 
the community, because there is no performing arts centre in the Armadale region. The government could 
commit to and invest in a performing arts centre at the high school, which could be utilised by the students in the 
specialised program and the public. At a community reception in Armadale a few months ago, a question was 
posed about a performing arts centre. The Minister for Planning gave an honest reply and said that there is no 
commitment or forward planning for a performing arts centre in the region, but building one at Cecil Andrews 
Senior High School would solve the area’s educational and community needs. 

I turn to education. There is an amazing lack of capital investment in technical or TAFE facilities in the 
Armadale region; indeed, there is no campus in Armadale. There is a campus in Maddington–Thornlie, but there 
is a desperate need for a campus in Armadale because of the population growth south of Armadale. I am sure 
that the Minister for Local Government, the member for Darling Range, has spoken to his colleagues in cabinet 
about the explosion in growth in the Byford and Serpentine–Jarrahdale region. The Wungong development will 
house about 40 000 new homes, so for Armadale to not have a purpose-built TAFE campus is appalling. The 
government must commit to this. 

There is one final thing before I sit down. 

[Quorum formed.] 

Dr A.D. BUTI: If members look at the budget papers, they will not believe—some domestic duties are being 
performed. 

Mr P.T. Miles: Blood on the table! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: The member for Forrestfield realised I was talking about Cecil Andrews Senior High School and 
got excited. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P. Abetz): I think they are watering down the budget! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes!  
Earlier, I was applauding the capital investment in Cecil Andrews Senior High School and saying that a 
performing arts centre might be the next thing that is required.  
If members looked at the budget papers, they would not realise that we have a domestic or family violence 
epidemic or crisis in Western Australia because there is very little investment in recurrent or capital spending on 
family violence services. Where is the government’s investment into providing more safe shelters or safe 
housing options for victims of family violence? A by-line under the Department for Child Protection and Family 
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Support mentions a slight increase in some services for domestic violence victims, but there is a desperate need 
for a major capital investment to provide safe housing accommodation options for victims of domestic violence. 
The government needs to commit to a significant investment in that rather than worrying about what colour the 
football stadium can be on any given day or whether people can listen to music or football commentary while 
they are in the toilets. It is quite obscene. This government proudly announced that the toilets at the new football 
stadium will have music piped into them or the commentary of the game, when due to the government’s budget 
cuts over 500 educational assistants will lose their jobs and women and children who are victims of family 
violence are homeless because this government has failed to get its priorities right. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, there are a few too many conversations taking place. Can you keep your 
voices down or take them outside. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: The government’s priorities are not right. Its priority is to have a good football stadium, but it 
does not have to be a football stadium that will basically put us into more and more debt. Only one 
parliamentarian—the young environment minister, Mr A.P. Jacob—might still be in this house when the amount 
of debt generated by this government is under control. He will be about 90 years of age if he is still here when 
that debt is paid off. The rest of us will have long passed by. It is an absolute shame to be leaving that debt to 
generation after generation. The government’s priorities are wrong when it lays off education assistants and does 
not provide appropriate accommodation for victims of domestic violence. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [12.03 pm]: I rise to make a few remarks 
about the Appropriation (Capital 2015–16) Bill 2015. I will talk about what the government is doing with 
Perth Stadium and some of the privatisation arrangements it is proposing to enter into for contract. We found out 
in the budget that the asset investment program is declining over the forward estimates. As budget paper No 3 
showed, asset investment is declining, in effect, because the state has now got such extraordinary levels of debt 
and a deficit beyond what anyone would ever have imagined seven years ago. That must now be dealt with and 
part of the way in which the government is dealing with it is to decline investment in the future asset investment 
program. An asset investment program is basically for capital works across the state. Because the capital works 
program is declining, that naturally means a decline in employment in Western Australia. The government 
should have saved capacity for extra capital investment for when the heat was coming out of the mining industry. 
That is indisputable because budget paper No 3 shows that the asset investment program is declining across the 
forward estimates when the state should be picking up the slack, particularly for those who have lost 
employment after being engaged in construction and other activities over the course of the last 10 years during 
the resources construction boom. 

I do not intend to speak for long but I want to address some of the issues with Perth Stadium that the members 
for West Swan and Armadale spoke about recently. I will start with this premise: there should be full 
transparency around the cost of the stadium project. The government is prepared to go out to the site and do 
media announcement after media announcement and get followed by the press who, I think, fall for the pretty 
pictures too often and do not ask the hard questions about some of these things. There should be more 
transparency and less secrecy around this project. Many Western Australians want to see a new stadium but 
those same people would like to see the full cost revealed and the answers to a few more questions that I will 
pose to the government in a moment. Just so that it is completely clear, I remind members that the Premier in 
particular has a penchant for automatically concluding that we oppose something if we ask for transparency or if 
we question it. He has a regular routine when we ask a question about something to say that means we are 
opposed to it. It is an interesting jump in logic that to ask about something means we do not support it. It is 
almost Orwellian or Soviet-style the way he makes conclusions on things because people question them. 
I remind members that the Major Stadia Taskforce report was commissioned 10 years ago by then Minister for 
Sport and Recreation, Bob Kucera. The Langoulant report involved very senior people in business, government 
and sport across Western Australia and it came up with a number of options. The report was adopted by the 
former Labor government and, indeed, as opposition leader in 2013, I endorsed a new stadium for 
Western Australia. Admittedly, I endorsed a new stadium in Subiaco, the traditional home of football, which 
would be far less expensive than the model adopted by this government. That is on the historic record and pretty 
much indisputable. The government has gone for a new option. On the day before the election, the football clubs 
endorsed the new option—I think they now have some concerns about the wisdom of their action at that point in 
time—the government won the election and it is now proceeding with its plans at Burswood. Members might 
recall that the Premier had four options. The first one was a rebuild of Subiaco, and then there were three other 
options, with the third being the new stadium at Burswood. The stadium is now under construction at Burswood 
and, naturally, it will happen, but that does not get away from the fact that we need to ask a few questions and 
get the full cost. That does not mean we oppose it; it means that we want Parliament to operate in the way that it 
should—as a house in which questions are asked and information is gathered and promoted to the people of 
Western Australia. 
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I want to make a few points up front before I get into the secrecy around the costing of the stadium. I find it 
absolutely incredible that a commitment from the commonwealth to assist with the cost of the stadium was not 
secured prior to the commencement of construction. When asked this question by the member for Albany the 
other day, the Minister for Sport and Recreation said that the project is financed. All she was doing was sending 
a direct message to the commonwealth government that we are building it. Then she said that it would be nice, 
and then said, “I am hopeful”—they were her words—that the commonwealth would provide a contribution. 
After nearly seven years in office—seven years in which it could have secured that commitment, including two 
federal elections in the meantime, when the commonwealth government is naturally susceptible to an ask—the 
state government did not get a commitment of money. Tens of millions of dollars are committed by the 
commonwealth to stadia in other states, yet prior to the start of the construction of the stadium, the state 
government did not get a commitment of money from the commonwealth government. What sort of 
businesspeople are government members that they did not get that commitment up front? Now, of course, they 
are hopeful that the federal government might commit. The minister said on Tuesday that it is financed, it is 
going ahead. So the commonwealth sport minister will be sitting there—or more to the point, the federal 
Treasurer—and reading that the Perth Stadium is financed by the Western Australian government, and he will be 
saying to himself, “We don’t have to worry about it.” I find it incredible that the state government did not get 
that commitment up front. 

I heard the Premier on FM radio the other morning saying that the most important thing was to start 
construction—six years into office the most important thing was to start construction and to worry about the 
financial matters later. That is what he said. When people build a house, is that what they do? Do householders 
start construction and worry about the finance later on? No. They sort out the financial details first so they know 
what it will cost them and so they know what the contributions will be. They will look at what their income is 
and work out the best arrangement before construction starts. That is what people do. But this government does 
the opposite: it starts construction and then asks people whether they will make a contribution. Who are they 
going to ask? There were two federal elections during which the state government could have got a commitment 
from the federal government, but it did not. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Mr Topsy-turvy. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: “Mr Topsy-turvy”—the most brilliant article ever. Jonathan Barrett should get a Pulitzer 
Prize for writing that most brilliant article, in my view. 

The second group that should have been asked is the AFL, which also makes contributions to stadia 
development. Admittedly, it does not make huge contributions, but it makes contributions because it is the big 
beneficiary. This stadium will be a multipurpose facility, but, let us face it, 90 per cent of its usage will be 
Australian Rules Football. Where were the negotiations on obtaining contributions from the AFL before 
construction started? Now we, as a state, are in dispute with the AFL. Our obligation was to protect taxpayers. 
That is what we should have done. The contribution from the AFL—and it has made contribution to other 
stadia—should have been secured up front. Is it any wonder we are heading towards $36 billion of debt with this 
level of incompetence by this government? I want to raise the other point: even as a state we did not ask for a 
contribution from Crown. The Premier said, “I’m not going to ask.” He said that would be an outrageous idea, 
yet we are going to build a stadium next door to the casino. The other day the Minister for Racing and Gaming 
said that he thinks there will be minibuses running between the stadium and the casino every Saturday or Sunday 
or Friday night whenever football games are on. When I asked how he knows that, he said that it had just 
occurred to him. “That was the thought I just had,” was his answer to that question. I think he probably is right. 
Crown will probably organise buses between the two; it is only a short walk between the two. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There will be a travelator. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: There will probably be a flying fox from the stadium right across to the casino. 

Mr R.H. Cook: The flying fox will be connected to their wallets! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes; no doubt there will be a monorail. They will probably buy the one in Sydney and 
install it at the casino. It will be able to carry all those happy people from the football straight to the casino. The 
casino is a business and, as a business, I think it is run fairly well. I had a lot to do with it when I was racing and 
gaming minister—in fact, I put up taxes on the gaming machines. Crown should have been asked for a 
contribution and there would have been nothing inappropriate about that. Members might recall that the Minister 
for Racing and Gaming got a contribution from the casino of $20 million for other purposes. I got a contribution 
out of Crown that was devoted to the Swan River Trust, and I suspect all of that has been removed—but Crown 
should have been asked. What did the government do? Nothing—it did not ask Crown. We did not ask the 
commonwealth, we did not ask the AFL and we did not get any contribution from Crown, and now the full cost 
is borne by the taxpayers of WA. I find that to be an amazing set of events. It is not as though there was this 
massive hurry when the government got to office because Subiaco Oval was not operating, was falling over and 
could not take football anymore, and construction had to start immediately. This government has been in office 
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for nearly seven years. It had all that time and two federal elections in the meantime. It had all that time in which 
to do those things and it did not. Who pays the price for that? The taxpayers of WA pay the price for that. That is 
who pays. No-one else pays. What happens? It is all racked up on the credit card. The government could have 
reduced the credit card bill had the government done those three things, but it did not. That is a failure of 
management. 

Where are we at now? The AFL, according to the stories out there today, is concerned because of the ongoing 
cost to the financiers of the stadium that are going to suffer a $16 million per hit on their finances. The current 
model at Subiaco, which has been around since the 1980s, the West Australian Football Commission model 
begun I think by Graham Edwards, by which the football commission controls Subiaco oval, all of the proceeds 
of the oval go back into football. Who wins out of that? The football clubs, no doubt, win; but also a large 
component goes towards KidSport and Auskick. Many of our children have done Auskick. It is well funded and 
well supported. The Western Australian football model is not the same as in South Australia, Victoria, 
New South Wales or Queensland. It is a unique model whereby the proceeds go back to football, and it has been 
around since Graham Edwards, I think, set it up in the late 1980s. I think it is the envy of other states because it 
is a cooperative model for football. 

The football commission, of course, has a 99-year lease at Subiaco. There will be a different arrangement at the 
new stadium, and football is now concerned it will lose $16 million. I want to protect the taxpayers’ interests 
against everyone, but we are now in an unfortunate position in which there is a fight going on between football 
and the state government. Football is threatening that they will not go and play there. The Premier is threatening 
that if football wants to stay at Subiaco, he can stop the train service. Did members hear that one the other day? 
“We will not put on additional train services,” he said. Football has said it wants to protect its revenues, and the 
Premier says, “We want you to go to the new stadium, and if you don’t, we can stop the trains.” 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: It is just like stopping the iron ore. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes. He has the levers. Remember what happened with iron ore? He has the levers; he can 
stop the ships from leaving the ports. Remember the GST? He was going to stop all the donations from going to 
the federal Liberal Party unless it fixed the GST. Where did we end up? We ended up at 30c in the dollar. That 
was another victory by the Premier! 

We are now in the position where the taxpayers are at risk. Our obligation is to protect the taxpayers of Western 
Australia. However, the Premier has exposed the taxpayers of WA because of the way he has constructed these 
arrangements. I will tell the Premier what he should have done. He should have resolved this issue with the AFL 
before construction of the stadium commenced. He had six years in which to do it. However, he did not resolve 
these issues. He did not get the contribution upfront, and he did not resolve, prior to starting construction, the 
issue of whether football games would be played at the new stadium at Burswood. The AFL is in a pretty good 
bargaining position over the state. The AFL has a 99-year lease on Subiaco stadium, and the government has 
started construction on the new stadium at Burswood without resolving these issues. That is the bind we are now 
in. There is now $16 million a year that the AFL is seeking to keep. If the AFL succeeds in doing that, that will 
be a $16 million a year hit to the state taxpayers. The reason the AFL is in a good bargaining position is because 
the government did not resolve these issues when it had the opportunity to do so. That is the problem the state 
faces. It is a conundrum. Apparently the Premier will be going to the game tonight and will be meeting with the 
AFL to talk about it. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I hope he is not catching the train. He probably will not be too popular if he is on the train. 
That is the train he has threatened to stop, by the way. 

Let us see what happens tonight. I suspect what will come out of it is that the taxpayers will bear part of the cost 
and the AFL will bear part of the cost. My view is that this issue should have been resolved upfront. If the 
taxpayers are spending $1.7 billion on a new stadium, surely the taxpayers should not have to pay for the 
privilege—pay for the privilege of the football clubs playing at that new stadium. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Say it all twice! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I have to, because otherwise members opposite do not take it in. 

Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Mr Acting Speaker, the Deputy Premier is not only interjecting on the Leader of the 
Opposition; he is now trying to engage other members who are not on their feet to speak across the chamber. 
I ask you to call him to order for his continual interjection. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: That is true, and I apologise. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P. Abetz): Thank you. 

Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, the Leader of the Opposition has the call. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr M. McGOWAN: As I was saying before I was so rudely interrupted, I suspect both sides will take a loss. It 
should not have been that way. The taxpayers should have been protected from the very beginning. That is what 
should have happened. 

I want to turn also to the total cost of the Perth Stadium. It has been like drawing teeth, trying to get to the 
bottom of the cost of the stadium. Yesterday, the member for West Swan asked a question on notice in this house 
of the Minister for Sport and Recreation. It was a very clear question on notice. However, instead of reading out 
a simple answer, as has been the tradition of questions on notice, and as happens in the other place, the minister 
decided to be cute and difficult about it and not provide the transparency and honesty that we would expect on 
this issue. The question we have is: why will the government not admit the total cost of the stadium? From our 
calculations, the cost is $1.7 billion. The government has left out of its total costing the $150 million for the 
design, build, finance and maintain contract for the stadium precinct. That is an issue that the government has to 
answer. Members may recall that the cost of a new stadium at Subiaco, which already has all the rail, was around 
$700 million. We are now up to a cost of $1.7 billion for the new stadium. I think the new stadium at Burswood 
will be attractive. However, people need to know what that additional $1 billion would have paid for in capital 
terms. It would have paid for a rail line to Yanchep. I was in Armadale the other day. It would have paid for an 
extension of Armadale Road. It would have paid for new train stations along the rail routes. It would have paid 
for upgrades to cycle paths. It would have paid for a new rehabilitation centre in Shenton Park for people with 
spinal injuries. When we spend $1 on one thing, we cannot spend it on another. That is the fundamental law of 
economics. The additional cost of the new stadium needs to be exposed. People need to be able to make 
transparent and reasonable judgments about these things. People need to know what the cost is. That is why we 
will continue to ask these questions about the total cost. It is pretty plain that the cost in today’s terms is 
$1.7 billion. We need to remember that virtually all that money is borrowed. That means there will be additional 
interest costs that have not been taken into account in relation to the upfront costs of this project. 

There are a lot of questions that need to be answered about why we have gotten ourselves into this position as a 
state and why the government has failed to protect the interests of the taxpayer in relation to this project. I am 
sure the Premier will come in with his repetitive whine, because that is his nature, and say, “You don’t support 
the project! You don’t support the project!” It is not about that. It is about being honest about the cost. Whenever 
we ask a question about a project, all the Premier can say is, “What have you got against the project? You don’t 
support it.” One minister said recently, copying the Premier, that we do not support children. Do members 
remember that one? I think it was the Minister for Police who said that. She said that we hate children. I have got 
three of them! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Members opposite have learnt to repeat this mantra that if we ask a question about 
something, we actually hate it. Honestly! It is too ridiculous for words to use that red herring all the time, and 
with that snarly, nasty tone that the Premier uses. My advice to members opposite is: do not copy it, because it is 
wearing thin with the public. The minister said—I think it was the Minister for Police—that we hate children! 
That is because we dared to ask a question. My advice to members opposite is: do not fall for the trap. I think 
most people, bar the most blue-blooded Liberal Party member in Peppermint Grove, would not believe that I 
hate children! 

That is my contribution to the capital debate. We just want some honesty and transparency on this issue. 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [12.28 pm]: I want to make a contribution 
to the debate on the Appropriation (Capital 2015–16) Bill 2015. Obviously the capital expenditure in relation to 
health is always a significant spend and one that is worthy of comment. I am sure the Minister for Health would 
want to be remembered, as he will be, as he sails into retirement—he has not got there yet — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Physically! 

Mr R.H. COOK: Yes, physically — for all the hospitals that he has built. He will talk about Fiona Stanley 
Hospital, which was designed and paid for by the former Labor government. He will be very keen to talk about 
the rehabilitation hospital there, which was of course paid for by federal Labor, and he will be very keen to talk 
about Midland hospital—“That’s a great build.” That was also half paid for by federal Labor. The new Perth 
Children’s Hospital is a great looking project — 

Mr D.J. Kelly: It is wonderful, but too small—never mind! 

Mr R.H. COOK: Indeed. It is a good looking hospital, if only a little stunted in height. 
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Mr W.J. Johnston: And paid for with $350 million. 
Mr R.H. COOK: I was going to say $300 million—was it $350 million? Three-hundred and fifty million dollars 
came out of the royalties windfall that it got through BHP Billiton and Rio Tinto. The Minister for Health has 
been very lucky. I am sure he will want to be remembered for the capital spend during his time in office. But of 
course, the government will not be remembered for what it built; it will be remembered for what it promised, but 
failed, to build. 

I turn once again to Royal Perth Hospital; the hospital that the Minister for Health so lovingly embraced prior to 
the 2008 state election. He went out of his way to work with the staff and the associations of that hospital to put 
that massive petition together and, in the process, made promises around what he was going to do at that hospital 
as part of its glorious future. Those petitioners and the people of Western Australia have been badly let down by 
the dishonesty of the Barnett government. 

Dr K.D. Hames: The petition was only about the retention of Royal Perth as a tertiary hospital, not anything 
else. I accept that we have not done the other commitments that we made. I do not think that was in the petition. 

Mr R.H. COOK: There was a clear commitment from the government that it would redevelop Royal Perth 
Hospital. The member for Morley campaigned again on that very point in 2013. 

Dr K.D. Hames: And very successfully. 

Mr R.H. COOK: As the minister points out, very successfully. It is galling for us that this government was 
fraudulently elected on the back of that election lie. It must be considered an absolute betrayal by the people of 
Western Australia that this government would so blatantly repudiate its own election promises around this 
project. The minister will probably say, “The reason we’re doing that is because of difficult financial times.” Of 
course we are not in difficult financial times; it is a financial crisis brought on by the government’s own 
mismanagement. In addition to its own mismanagement, it is a crisis that has been brought about by it simply not 
having the ticker. It is unable to make the difficult decisions of government; that is, prioritising those projects 
that it entered into by way of a contract with the people of Western Australia. Rather, it has been distracted from 
time to time by thought bubbles for other projects. A quick drive across Windan Bridge, and all of a sudden the 
state has lost upward of $2 billion for a football stadium when much cheaper options were available. The 
Minister for Health would now be wishing, as a member of cabinet, he had voted for a cheaper option rather than 
going for the expensive football stadium option. Now there is no money left. It was extraordinary the number of 
occasions the minister, during estimates in this place, used that very excuse to explain why he would not be 
going through with some capital expenditure items, why he would defer others and why he is simply not 
fulfilling his proper role as Minister for Health. 

The failure to redevelop Royal Perth Hospital is further exacerbated by what is essentially a running commentary 
by different members of cabinet about what they think should go on there. Quite frankly, although the 
government said it would redevelop that hospital as a new tertiary hospital to take advantage of the downsizing 
of it to redevelop the southern wing—that is what the minister said—we hear different stories from other 
members of cabinet. The Treasurer ventures forth that it should simply be demolished and started again because 
he “heard” that that was the cheaper way to go. I wonder if that is the same advice that the Minister for Health 
received about the redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital. It is good that the minister is a lot quieter for me than 
he was for the Leader of the Opposition! 

Dr K.D. Hames: It is only because he kept saying everything twice. 

Mr R.H. COOK: Saying everything how many times? 

Dr K.D. Hames: Three times!  
Mr R.H. COOK: We have also recently heard the latest ridiculous thought bubble from the Premier about what 
the government wants to do at Royal Perth Hospital. This time the Premier has come up with this fanciful notion 
that somehow Royal Perth Hospital is going to be converted into some sort of medical tourism opportunity, 
attracting private partners to set up shop in what the Treasurer thinks should be demolished in order to try to 
stimulate a medical tourism industry. I am not sure where this idea came from. It certainly did not come from the 
clinical services framework, that document that carefully rolls out, plans and schedules the expansion of our 
health system. I do not know if it came from a conversation with the Minister for Health. I literally wonder 
whether the Premier made it up on the spot as he was confronted by executives from the WA chapter of the 
Australasian College of Health Service Management. He stood there looking at them thinking, “What can I say 
that will knock their socks off?” These people are responsible for the careful provision of clinical services in this 
state. They are the most senior leaders in the Western Australian health system. The Premier thought, “What can 
I say to them to give them confidence that we take their work seriously and that the government has a plan for 
where they want to take the health system?” Opened the mouth of the Premier, and he ventured forth with this 
cockamamie, ridiculous idea that somehow we will set up some sort of medical theme park at Royal Perth 
Hospital, attracting private patients to the state to take advantage of our health system. 
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It is a good health system—it is a very good health system, and it is one that we should all be very proud of—but 
I do not think that anyone in Western Australia seriously suggests that we should use this precious piece of 
physical infrastructure in our health system to venture into what can only be described as one of the most 
ludicrous ideas I have heard for some time. Aside from the case of the commerciality of setting up a medical 
tourism system in a health system that has a much higher cost structure than, say, medical systems in Singapore 
or in other places that have a thriving medical tourism industry, I cannot think what possessed the Premier to 
venture forth in this ludicrous way. In doing so, I think he did a disservice to the serious health leaders who were 
assembled there on that day. He also does a disservice to the Minister for Health, who is supposed to be 
responsible for rolling out sensible policy. Once again, we see this thought-bubble approach from a Premier who 
literally makes it up as he goes along, day after day. The reason we get so frustrated in this place is we have a 
Premier who will stand in this place to provide one answer on one day and the next day he totally repudiates the 
position he has previously talked about and ventures forth on a completely different policy exercise or policy 
folly. Quite frankly, it devalues the democracy that we all cherish and it certainly devalues the careful policy 
planning and implementation of the Department of Health. 

I invite the minister, either now by interjection or perhaps through some other opportunity he will have in this 
place, to provide us with a snapshot of what the Premier meant when he talked about developing a medical 
tourism industry at Royal Perth Hospital and how that is consistent with his election promise that the government 
would redevelop it as a public tertiary hospital. Once again the minister, who was very keen to interject on the 
previous speaker, seems to not be quite as interested in participating in an informal way in this debate. I can only 
imagine that he was embarrassed, as was everyone else who has an informed view about health policy in this 
state, by the Premier’s comments earlier this week. 

I want to talk about a range of other very serious capital works that should be taking place in the health system 
but are not. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I remind the member that he can talk only about what is in the bill, not what should 
be in the bill. 

Mr R.H. COOK: Absolutely; I fully understand that, Mr Acting Speaker. I am very keen to reflect on the debate 
we had during the estimates hearing when we touched upon these very points. 

The second project I wish to raise is Graylands Hospital. I have raised this topic during seven estimates hearings, 
starting with my very first estimates hearing in 2009. In these hearings, I raised the subject of what the 
government is doing in redeveloping Graylands Hospital. I want to take people back to where we were in 
relation to this particular part of the debate. The government has always had money set aside in the forward 
estimates for the redevelopment of Osborne Park Hospital, and this is again reflected in the works in progress 
portion of the budget. The fundamental aspect of the redevelopment of Osborne Park Hospital is the increased 
capacity for mental health services, particularly in the acute area. What was explained to me in my very first 
estimates hearing—I am not sure whether it was the Minister for Health or the newly minted Minister for Mental 
Health at the time—was that developing the mental health capacity at Osborne Park Hospital would free up the 
capacity at Graylands Hospital and thereby provide the opportunity to retire those wards at Graylands that are, 
quite frankly, subhuman, let alone substandard. In particular, I am drawn to the examples of the Smith and 
Murchison wards at Graylands Hospital, which are quite clearly below the expectations we have for treating 
people with acute mental illness. Year after year, the forward estimates have reflected the delay and deferment of 
any redevelopment at Osborne Park Hospital, and we were again greeted with further deferrals of expenditure at 
Osborne Park Hospital. In particular, the $26 million stage 1 of the reconfiguration of Osborne Park Hospital has 
now been pushed out to 2018–19 in the forward estimates. This is an extraordinary abrogation of our moral 
responsibility to mental health patients with acute illness. When we cross-examined the minister about this, he 
said that it is because the Mental Health Commission has its own priorities for how it spends its money at these 
hospitals and, as a result, that money has been held back. I am sure that the Mental Health Commission has its 
own priorities, and I understand that the commission is fundamentally informed by the review undertaken by 
Professor Bryant Stokes, which indicates that our step-down and subacute mental health services need to be 
increased to take the pressure off acute beds. That is the prevailing wisdom for the current provision of acute 
beds—that is, we do not need more acute beds; we need more subacute beds, which will take the pressure off the 
acute beds. That is fine if we have acute beds that are capable of delivering the standard of service that we have 
come to expect, but the fact of the matter is that Graylands will never be able to deliver that level of service, so 
we must bring on the redevelopment of the mental health unit at Osborne Park Hospital as a matter of priority. 
Although it does not fit in neatly with the priorities of the Mental Health Commission, it does fit in very neatly 
with our moral obligations to some of the most ill and most vulnerable patients in the system. 

I turn to the issue of the Quadriplegic Centre. I know this matter was touched on yesterday in debate in the other 
place and it is an issue about which we questioned the minister during the estimates hearing in this place. 
I acknowledge that the minister shares all our concerns with the standard of care provided at the 
Quadriplegic Centre. We are very pleased that the minister announced that a review was being undertaken, with 
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the Queensland equivalent of the Quadriplegic Centre visiting to advise on the much-needed upgrades to the 
centre. We are pleased that the minister’s comments were backed up by the acting director general of Health, 
Professor Bryant Stokes, in his comment in the other place that the redevelopment of the Quadriplegic Centre is 
an issue of extreme urgency. I think Professor Bryant Stokes said something to the effect of it was a disgrace that 
more progress had not been made on it. I remind the minister that he has been the Minister for Health for over 
seven years now and he has had ample opportunity to turn his attention to this very issue, ample opportunity to 
go to the Economic and Expenditure Reform Committee and cabinet and get funding for these urgently needed 
upgrades, and ample opportunity to complete what he has said is one of his great projects of unfinished business. 
I acknowledge the minister’s comment that he had taken two business cases to the government for the upgrades 
to the Quadriplegic Centre. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr R.H. COOK: I think what the member for Bassendean was trying to say in his interjection was that if the 
minister’s influence within cabinet has run out of puff and his capacity to leverage the ample funds that he has 
managed on several occasions to get out of government coffers has come to a halt, perhaps cabinet is visualising 
the twilight of the minister’s political career. 

Mr I.C. Blayney: What about Jim McGinty? He was really good, wasn’t he! 

Ms J.M. Freeman: The bromance continues! 

Mr R.H. COOK: If the minister’s influence within cabinet has run out of puff, perhaps it is time that he 
considers his future and completes his time in this place as a member of the backbench. But I just want to go 
back for a moment to the interjection from the member for Geraldton. Member for Geraldton, one of the things 
we always celebrate in this place is the great bromance between the Minister for Health and the previous 
Minister for Health, Hon Jim McGinty. Never mind that he redeveloped the member for Geraldton’s hospital 
into a major regional health centre. 

Mr I.C. Blayney: Half the size it was before—brilliant! 

Mr R.H. COOK: And never mind the fact that he completely revolutionised health services in the member’s 
area. What we constantly have from this minister is the excuse that Jim McGinty did it; therefore it must be 
okay. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 4898.] 

HON JOAN KIRNER — TRIBUTE 
Statement by Member for Mirrabooka 

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Mirrabooka) [12.50 pm]: I would like to reflect on the passing of Hon Joan Kirner, AC, 
who passed away on 1 June 2015. Yesterday, on 24 June, Australia celebrated five years of creating history, 
when Julia Gillard became the first woman Prime Minister of Australia. Without the leadership of women like 
Joan Kirner, it is unlikely that would have been the case. Joan Kirner became the forty-second Premier of 
Victoria in 1990—eight years after entering Parliament as the member for Melbourne West. She was the second 
woman Premier in Australia, and the first and only female Premier of Victoria. She established lasting legacies 
such as Landcare and the promotion of educational access for children with disabilities and other educational 
achievements, as well as governing the state of Victoria in controversial and difficult times. Her dedication to 
increasing female representation in public office and supporting women in the community led her, with others, to 
establish EMILY’s List Australia. After quitting politics in 1994, her involvement in the community did not end 
as she participated in a wide number of boards and community activism. 

Her greatest legacy, though, is in her and other women in the Labor Party’s achievement of affirmative action 
rules in 1994, when as deputy president and then ALP president she oversaw their introduction at the national 
conference. They were a 10-year goal-setting agenda so that the party could mentor, develop and identify women 
of merit. Most importantly, as Joan knew, AA has changed and continues to change the culture of the party to be 
one of inclusion and diversity. To suggest that affirmative action does not result in women being of equal merit 
to men in this and other chambers of Parliament is false and does a disservice to the memory of a great woman 
whose life was cut short by illness but her contribution will be everlasting. Rest in peace, Joan. 

MAIDA VALE PRIMARY SCHOOL 
Statement by Member for Forrestfield 

MR N.W. MORTON (Forrestfield) [12.51 pm]: On 5 March 2015, I attended the opening of the new facilities 
at Maida Vale Primary School with the Minister for Education, Hon Peter Collier, MLC, and my 
eastern metropolitan region colleague, Hon Alyssa Hayden, MLC. Since my time as a candidate for the seat of 
Forrestfield, I have been aware that the facilities at the school were outdated. That is why I was thrilled when 
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$5.5 million was allocated to upgrade Maida Vale Primary School. The multimillion-dollar investment is part of 
an election promise to deliver high-quality facilities for this local primary school and all schools in my 
electorate. Maida Vale Primary School is a great school; however, facilities were tired and old. The boost in 
funding to provide state-of-the-art facilities complements the great work staff and students are already achieving. 
It has been pleasing to drive past the school over the construction period and see that the process is well 
underway. The new facilities will provide the students an up-to-date learning environment with a four-room 
cluster with the capacity for a central bank of computers. The new canteen will provide the students with fresh 
food choices, and the parents and citizens association plans to use the area to prepare food from fresh ingredients 
rather than reheating purchased food; this aligns with the direction the school board is taking the school. The 
new administration building and car park will provide a fresher first impression of the school to the community, 
and will make a clear statement to potential new families enrolling at the school. May I take this opportunity to 
congratulate the principal, Darren Greaves, and his wonderful team at Maida Vale Primary School on the 
excellent work they are doing. I wish them every success for the rest of the 2015 school year. 

VOLUNTEERING — GEORGE LEATHLEY 
Statement by Member for Gosnells 

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [12.53 pm]: I rise to acknowledge the wonderful contribution of longtime 
Gosnells resident George Leathley who was recently awarded the Lifetime Contribution to Volunteering at the 
annual Clubs WA Awards for Excellence. George has been involved with Gosnells Football Club for over 
50 years. After arriving in Australia as a child migrant in 1953, George was fortunate to be fostered by the 
Dominish family. His foster-father, Matt, introduced him to Gosnells Football Club, where, in George’s own 
words, he was not the best footballer to ever pull on the boots, but his love for the game and his beloved 
Gosnells Football Club was born. George has held many positions at Gosnells Football Club, including 
secretary, treasurer and bar manager, and for many years he was the fundraising guru, running bingo and the 
legendary post-match chook raffles. George is still actively involved as the registrar, doing the club accounts, 
and he is club statistician. If it involves numbers, George has it covered. It has been said that George is the 
backbone of Gosnells Football Club, and indeed he is, but the football club is not the only recipient of George’s 
voluntary time: George also works tirelessly for the Multiple Sclerosis Society and our local Addie Mills Centre 
for senior citizens. It is often the unsung heroes who contribute behind the scenes to fulfil the duties that no-one 
else wants to do, and that is what this award and acknowledgment is about. To George, thank you for your 
continued voluntary contribution to Gosnells Football Club and the greater Gosnells community. On that note, I 
would like to wish Gosnells Football Club all the best for its game against Bassendean this Saturday!  

WOMEN’S AUSTRALIAN RULES FOOTBALL CENTENARY — BRUNETTE LENKIC 
Statement by Member for Kingsley 

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley — Parliamentary Secretary) [12.54 pm]: I would like to congratulate 
Greenwood resident, Brunette Lenkic, for her initiative and organisation of the celebration of the women’s 
Australian Rules football centenary held at the State Library of Western Australia recently. Inspiration for the 
initiative came through her daughters playing women’s Australian Rules, and so began her journey into history. 
With the support of the State Library, information was uncovered, including a 1917 diary of a young woman 
who played football, and people came forward with memorabilia and photographs. A playing uniform was on 
display and I think that this uniform inspired even greater admiration for the women who played wearing it. 

Women’s football began as a competitive sport in 1915 in Perth, when two teams from the department store 
Foy and Gibson played one another at Loton Park. The competition expanded to include other workplaces 
including Boans, Bon Marche and Economic Stores. The goldfields embraced the game in 1917, when two teams 
from Montgomery Bros’ Kalgoorlie and Boulder stores competed against each other. It was said that the 
women’s football games at this time and during World War II might even have been played to encourage men to 
join the war effort! They were used as a fundraiser. 

This exhibition has enhanced women’s Australian Rules football and recreated the history that was not 
recognised. Former and current players and their families were in attendance at the opening of the exhibition, 
along with representatives from the Australian Football League and the West Australian Football Commission. 
Congratulations, Brunette, on bringing a remarkable history together. 

CITY OF BAYSWATER — DESTINATION LIQUOR OUTLETS 
Statement by Member for Maylands 

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [12.56 pm]: This week the City of Bayswater voted to amend its town planning 
scheme to better manage approvals for destination liquor outlets in the electorate. Two months ago I wrote to all 
councillors asking them to consider this amendment to take the pressure off communities and to give power back 
to local councillors to retain amenity in neighbourhoods. 
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Counsellor Terry Kenyon moved — 

“The city of Bayswater Amends the City’s District Town Planning Scheme such that the development 
of large format liquor outlets (a premise with a net lettable area exceeding 300m2) which are subject 
to or will require a liquor store licence under the Liquor Control Act … will only be permitted 
exclusively in business zones, showroom warehouse zones, light industry zones and general industry 
zones and only if the City has granted planning approval” 

In the words of St Luke’s Anglican Priest Father Stephen Conway — 

… the Parish agrees with Cr … Kenyon’s motion. We do not want the Maylands Train Station, and in 
time the wider precinct, being considered as a ‘cheap alcohol destination’—especially for the most 
vulnerable of our community for whom proximity to public transport is an essential feature. 

He notes that there are more than 14 liquor stores within a one-kilometre radius of the train station; three 
dedicated services working with alcohol addictions, disorders and harm; and continuing reports of alcohol-
fuelled violence and antisocial behaviour concentrated around Eighth Ave, The RISE and the train station. 

The Maylands community thanks Terry Kenyon, Barry McKenna, Chris Cornish, Mike Anderton, Alan Radford, 
Martin Toldo and Stephanie Coates for supporting this motion. I note that Mayor Albert and Councillors 
John Rifici, Mike Sabatino and Michelle Sutherland opposed this motion. 

TJINANGING INDIGENOUS TRAINEESHIP PROGRAM 

Statement by Member for Joondalup 

MR J. NORBERGER (Joondalup) [12.57 pm]: On 28 April I had the great pleasure of representing the 
Minister for Training and Workforce Development, Hon Liza Harvey, MLA, at the official launch of Mineral 
Resources Ltd’s Indigenous traineeship. The traineeship is called “Tjinanging”, which is Noongar for “looking 
forward”. The traineeship launch commenced with a moving welcome to country performed by the Reverend 
Sealin Carlett. Mineral Resources Ltd managing director, Mr Chris Ellison, shared his vision for providing 
ongoing, sustainable employment opportunities for Indigenous candidates, commencing with the eight young 
Indigenous trainees who are the first of, hopefully, many to partake in this program. 

I had the opportunity to meet with the trainees and traineeship support staff such as Mrs Danessa Willie-White, 
who is the traineeship coordinator. Trainees will experience on-the-job training at various project sites across 
Western Australia, which will in turn build their confidence, skills and knowledge for future opportunities and 
career development. This program will form a key plank in the company’s aim of achieving an Indigenous 
workforce of at least 10 per cent within 18 months. On behalf of the minister and me, I not only congratulate 
Mineral Resources Ltd and wish its staff all the best with the ongoing implementation of the Tjinanging 
traineeship but also, most importantly, congratulate and wish the trainees all the very best for their future careers. 
I look forward to hearing of their successes. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

PERTH STADIUM — COSTS 

541. Mr B.S. WYATT to the Treasurer: 

I refer to the financial arrangements for Perth Stadium. 

(1) What are the monthly service payments for the stadium? 

(2) Will the Treasurer rule out an operating subsidy for the stadium? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN replied: 

(1)–(2) I think the member for West Swan asked me the same question last week, so I will answer it in the same 
way. The contract with Westadium includes an operating subsidy, we assume. On that point, we did 
exactly the same thing that Labor did for Perth Arena—that is, we entered into an operating contract 
with the operator and before that we assumed that it was going to be balanced. Therefore, we are 
waiting for the result — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the first time. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I sat through this with the member for West Swan. Yesterday, the cost of the stadium was 
increasing by $100 million an hour. It started at $1.51 billion — 
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Point of Order 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Mr Speaker, I note that you ask us to get to the point rather quickly on this side of the 
chamber. My question is in two parts. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you. I know what your question was. That is not really a point of order. Treasurer, 
answer the question, please. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: That inflation in prices yesterday from the member for West Swan that I mentioned is 
similar to the inflation in the case of Perth Area, but in the arena’s case it was actual. 

Again, for the operations, we have assumed, as stated, that there will be no lean or cost to the state. We are in the 
process of negotiating that now—it is deep in negotiation—and if we ever get any evidence otherwise, we will 
let the member know. But in the meantime, we are very confident that it will more than cover the cost. 

PERTH STADIUM — COSTS 

542. Mr B.S. WYATT to the Treasurer: 
I have a supplementary question. If the Treasurer were to assume that there is no operating subsidy paid by the 
taxpayer for the operation of the stadium, based on that assumption, what monthly service payments would be 
made? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN replied: 
I do not operate on assumptions, particularly from the member for Victoria Park. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The member made an assumption on an assumption, and I am not going to base my reply on 
the basis of his assumptions. 

STATE FINANCES — ASSET SALES — PERTH MARKET AUTHORITY 

543. Mr P. ABETZ to the Treasurer: 
Following the asset sales update provided as part of the state budget, could the Treasurer please inform the house 
of the current situation relating to the state’s asset sale program and the sale of the Perth Market Authority? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Is that your fire sale? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN replied: 
A fire sale? First of all members opposite accuse us of going slow, and then it is a fire sale. 

Mr P.C. Tinley interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Willagee. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: As we indicated last year, we are going to examine the sale of the Perth Market Authority. 
We have gone through a large amount of due diligence including appointing Ernst and Young, and Jones Lang 
LaSalle as the lead financial advisors to the Perth Market Authority. Today, I announced that early next month it 
will go out for market testing to get expressions of interest for the sale. I might add that this follows on from the 
sale of similar markets of this type. The Perth Market Authority is the major wholesale trading and distribution 
place for fruit and vegetables and is located in my electorate. It conducts about $600 million worth of 
transactions a year and has quite a bit of land for a whole range of purposes including cold storage. A couple of 
key aspects of the sale include that it will continue its activities as the main fruit and vegetable market for 
Western Australia and Perth for the next 20 years, at least, and it will also ensure a whole range of things must 
be put in place to ensure that the existing tenants are supported well. The sale process has been strongly 
supported by the participants at the market authority. 

Mr P. Papalia: How will you protect the tenants? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The member will have to read the specifications. The tenants are supporting the sale and 
have been arguing for it for some time. The last major sale was by the Beattie government in Queensland some 
12 years ago. It is going out through Tenders WA and we look forward to a sale in about six months or so. 

STATE FINANCES — ASSET SALES — ELECTRICITY NETWORK 

544. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 
I refer to the Premier’s asset sales plan to pay down some of the huge state debt. Will any government the 
Premier leads sell the state electricity network’s poles and wires? 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
State debt is currently $25 billion, and it is our intent to cap state debt and reduce it. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: It is appropriate that the state carries a level of state debt for assets, such as the new 
stadium, which have a long-term life and will be enjoyed by people into the future; similarly with the hospitals 
and the like. With respect to the electricity utilities—Synergy and Western Power—no, they will not be sold. 
I have made that clear abundantly. 

ROAD SAFETY — WHEATBELT 

545. Mr R.S. LOVE to the Minister for Road Safety: 
Can the minister please inform the house about the wheatbelt road safety review and when that will take place? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY replied: 
I thank the member for Moore for his question and his interest in road safety issues, particularly in the wheatbelt. 

We remain very strongly committed to implementing our Towards Zero strategy in Western Australia, which is 
adopting our safe systems approach to reduce the road toll by 40 per cent by 2020. To the end of 2013, there has 
been a 21 per cent reduction in the number of people killed and seriously injured in the wheatbelt region. That is 
comparable with the remainder of the state. However, despite that, there were 26 fatalities last year in the 
wheatbelt region, making it the region with the highest fatality rate in the state. In response to that and after 
looking at the 2009–13 period, in which that region maintained a high crash rate, we have instigated a review of 
wheatbelt road safety. 

This is a cross-agency review. We have had a cross-agency approach to analysis of the wheatbelt crash data, 
which involved Main Roads Western Australia, the Office of Road Safety, WA Police and local governments. 
Those people went and had a look at the highways to try to determine whether the road infrastructure may have 
contributed to crashes or whether other factors were involved. We know that a large number of crashes in the 
wheatbelt involved drunk-driving and a lot were single-vehicle run-off-road crashes, in many speed was a factor 
and there is a high level of noncompliance with seatbelts and restraints. We have an education program and we 
have started a period of community consultation for the wheatbelt safety review. That period of consultation 
involved the launch today of an interactive online tool. We can analyse data and look at it with our expert 
analysts and engineers, but we know that the people living in the wheatbelt who use those roads every day have 
local knowledge that they can contribute to us and our review group so that we can combine that with our crash 
analysis data and have a comprehensive report for government to give us a way forward to try to improve that 
fatality and trauma crash rate in the wheatbelt. 

I encourage people to have a look at the interactive tool available on the Office of Road Safety website. 
Following information that we received from the community as part of that process, we will be having a 
community forum in August in Merredin. We are inviting all members of that wheatbelt community to come to 
that community forum to further contribute to our information because we know that in talking to local people 
we will get records of all those near misses that are impossible for police and government agencies to keep track 
of; we know that the local community can tell us where they are occurring and where the camber or curve of the 
road may not be right, and those sorts of things, if our engineers have not picked it up. I thank the member for 
his interest, and I look forward to not only his involvement but that of the Minister for Sport and Recreation in 
this process when we roll out our community engagement process in the wheatbelt. 

TOURISM — CELLAR DOOR REBATE 

546. Mr P. PAPALIA to the Minister for Tourism: 

I refer to your government’s decision to cut the cellar door rebate and impose significant additional costs on key 
tourism operators in Margaret River, the Geographe area, great southern, Perth hills and Swan Valley. 

(1) Why did not the minister not even consult with the winery tourism businesses affected before 
announcing the cut in the budget? 

(2) Does the minister agree with Wines of Western Australia that, and I quote, it is clear from the budget 
papers and in subsequent media announcements that the economic impact of the decision was not 
considered? 

(3) Is the minister aware that the owners of the affected businesses have confirmed the cut will result in 
loss of jobs in restaurants attached to cellar doors and cancellation of significant tourism projects like 
hotels and wineries? 
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Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(1)–(3) I am happy to answer this question as the Minister for Tourism, but clearly it was not initiated by me or 
by the Western Australian Tourism Commission; this was initiated by the Minister for 
Agriculture and Food. The proposal that was put forward that was accepted by cabinet was that this 
would affect only a limited number of operators—the larger operators in the industry—and that the very 
strong view held by those putting forward the proposal was that it would not have a significant effect on 
tourism and on those people who were putting it forward. I have not yet seen any evidence to the 
contrary. I know there are concerns being expressed by those involved in the industry. In particular, I 
have seen some letters suggesting that it will not just affect the big operators and that the smaller 
operators will be affected as well, but I have not seen any evidence to suggest that is true. 

TOURISM — CELLAR DOOR REBATE 

547. Mr P. PAPALIA to the Minister for Tourism: 

I have a supplementary question. Noting that the cut to cellar door rebate affects one-third of all cellar door 
restaurant operators in Western Australia, why did the minister not even bother meeting with them before he cut 
the rebate? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

I did not meet them because it was not my department that had that responsibility. I can only reiterate the advice 
that I have been given that it will affect only a limited number of operators. 

FREMANTLE HOSPITAL — EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT SITE 

548. Mr M.H. TAYLOR to the Minister for Health: 

I begin by acknowledging the principal, deputy principal and student leadership from West Balcatta Primary 
School in the electorate of Balcatta. I also acknowledge the students and teachers from Carcoola Primary School 
in North Pinjarra in the electorate of Murray–Wellington. 

I refer to the closure of the emergency department at Fremantle Hospital. Can the minister advise what will now 
be located on that site? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 
I was down at Fremantle Hospital last week at what was the emergency department, which has now been 
converted by the government into a 50-bed day surgery unit that doubles the capacity of that unit. From now on, 
all patients who need surgery at the hospital will feed through that unit at the start, and then through to wards if 
required, or for day surgery. There will be 50 chairs available for day surgery that will allow people to move 
quickly and easily. The critical importance of that is that in the old days, when there was an emergency 
department there, people who were coming for wait-list surgery would quite often have their surgery cancelled 
by being bumped by people coming in with emergencies. That will no longer happen. 

It was very interesting seeing on the news afterwards the absolutely hypocritical and political opportunism of the 
Labor Party on this issue. We had the member for Fremantle jumping up and down saying that we should keep 
the emergency department and we should never have closed it, and the shadow Leader of the Opposition — 

Several members interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am sorry, the shadow minister—a bit of a boost—saying this was a wasted opportunity. 
How quickly they forget what their policy used to be and where that decision came from! It does not relate only 
to the constantly interjecting member for Fremantle — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Fremantle! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: It also relates to the member in front of her, the member for West Swan. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The member for West Swan was on the Reid review committee — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park! 

Several members interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Mr Speaker, it is very difficult. 
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The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I cannot say anything without constant interjections. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: That’s because you’re saying stupid things. 

The SPEAKER: Members! Member for Fremantle, yesterday I pulled the Minister for Health up for shouting 
across at the member for Mandurah, so let the member answer. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I was referring to the Reid review and the member for West Swan. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Recommendation 28 states — 

With the development of the new Southern Tertiary Hospital, Fremantle Hospital should be — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the second time. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: To continue — 

… Fremantle Hospital should be reconfigured to provide rehabilitation, mental health and aged care 
services and primary/community care. 

Primary care is GPs in the community. Community care is non-government organisations or outpatient clinics, 
neither of which is an emergency department. How do we know what that meant? How are we sure that is what 
it meant? It is because the Department of Health worked off those recommendations with the support of my 
favourite ex-minister of the Labor Party — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Jim McGinty—say his name! 
Dr K.D. HAMES: — Mr McGinty. We only have to turn to the medical services framework put out by the 
Labor Party of the day in 2004–05, which was confirmed by us in 2011–12 and 2015–16, that has ED emergency 
care “nil”, “nil” under the former Labor government. I shows “nil”, “nil” emergency services at that hospital. For 
those members opposite to pretend that was not their policy is an absolute nonsense. Mr Adshead reported when 
he commented on this — 

The previous Labor Government’s decision to close Fremantle hospital — 
Ms R. Saffioti: Say his name! 
The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, do you want to have a rest? 
Dr K.D. HAMES: I could take the member for West Swan’s initiative to try to prolong my answer. I could say 
everything twice, and everything I said I could say again—I could say again! She only did it 19 times in 
10 minutes, but the leader of the Labor Party, in one sentence, twice repeated each component of the three parts 
of the sentence. I will conclude on that because all I will do is double the length of my answer. 

ELECTRICITY GENERATION AND RETAIL CORPORATION —  
ECONOMIC REGULATION AUTHORITY REPORT 

549. Mr W.J. JOHNSTON to the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to the “2014 Report to the Minister on the Effectiveness of the Electricity Generation and Retail 
Corporation Regulatory Scheme” of March 2015 by the Economic Regulation Authority. 
(1) Does the minister agree with the ERA’s comments on page 7 that the conditions necessary for vigorous 

competition do not exist in the WEM? 
(2) Does the minister accept the ERA’s comments on page 8 that following the merger in 2014, Synergy 

has increased its overall dominance in the market? 
(3) Does the minister also agree with the ERA’s comments on page 9 of the report that the ERA considers 

that structural separation of Synergy would be the best means to facilitate … competition and private 
sector investment? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN replied: 
(1)–(3) I thank the member for the question. Yes, that report was tabled today. The ERA, as part of the changes 

in regulation following the merger, was required to report annually on a whole range of instruments that 
were put in place at the time of the changes to limit the monopoly power, or the market power, of the 
combined entity. This is the first of the reports. The ERA indicated strongly in this report that it did not 
have the data to make that measurement. It did not have the data to assess whether it was or was not. I 
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might add that  the report provides no evidence that there has been an enhancement or a use of 
monopoly power or market power by Synergy. In fact, it was put to the ERA that Synergy is losing 
market share in the contestable market. There are two sides. Synergy has a basic monopoly among the 
small users but competes widely with the private sector and the larger users. It dramatically lost market 
share after the merger. In fact, its market share is down to slightly over 30 per cent. The question is, if 
they did not have that day-to-day assessment and if there is no illustration or data supporting the use of 
market share, why the recommendation? It went out and talked to a range of market participants. I am 
not surprised that market participants in this market set up by Labor, whose whole business plan is to 
live off the state, complained. When the Economic Regulation Authority does the next review, it will 
rely on data rather than on interviews with private players, and if it shows there is a use of the existence 
of market power and the use of market power, I will be concerned. But right now, the ERA report—it 
cost $400 000, I might add—is not a good report; it did not do what it was supposed to do. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Because it was embarrassing to you, that is why. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: The ERA’s report is an embarrassment on the part of the ERA; yes. 

ELECTRICITY GENERATION AND RETAIL CORPORATION —  
ECONOMIC REGULATION AUTHORITY REPORT 

550. Mr W.J. JOHNSTON to the Minister for Energy: 
My supplementary question asks the Minister for Energy whether he agrees with the quote on page 7 in which 
the ERA says that merging them—that being Verve and Synergy—has increased Synergy’s dominance? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN replied: 
First of all, there are two segments to the market. The non-contestable has not changed because it is 100 per cent. 
The small-scale, Synergy and Verve, had a monopoly—Synergy did; it has it now. Above that, the market share 
has plummeted; so, no, I do not agree with that. On what basis does it argue it? There is no data; it is pure 
accusation—no results. 

GRANDCARERS — SUPPORT 
551. Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE to the Minister for Seniors and Volunteering: 
The Liberal–National government has made a strong commitment to supporting grandparents who have to care 
for their grandchildren on a full-time basis. Can the minister outline the details of the grandcarers support 
scheme? 
Mr A.J. SIMPSON replied: 
I thank the member for his question. He is right in terms of grandparents who, especially at a time in their lives 
when they are ready to retire, hook up the caravan and drive around Australia or even take cruises and travel the 
world, but for whatever reasons or circumstances have ended up as full-time carers of their grandchildren. It is 
important to acknowledge grandparents who have taken on the responsibility of being full-time carers of their 
grandchildren. This government is committed to supporting grandcarers, as we call them, in the community with 
a payment of $400 for the first child and $250 for the second child. That payment is recognition of the work they 
do in our community. In this year’s budget we have increased that funding to ensure that we support grandcarers 
in the community. As of this year, we have given out over $850 000 so far to support grandcarers in our 
community. This year we have gone one step further and allocated another $125 000 to Wanslea to give 
grandparents respite care, access to training or the opportunity to just take a break away from the kids and to 
have some time to themselves. This scheme goes a long way in supporting grandparents in our community who 
are doing a fantastic job taking on the responsibility of being the primary carers for their grandchildren. This 
government is fully committed to supporting them through this program. 

WORKPLACE EXPERIENCE STUDENTS — PUBLIC LIABILITY INSURANCE 

552. Mr F.M. LOGAN to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development: 
I draw the minister’s attention to the changes announced by the Department of Training and Workforce 
Development that requires businesses that take on vocational education and training workplace experience 
students to have $20 million public liability insurance in place rather than the standard $10 million. 

(1) Why would the department put such a financial obligation on businesses, especially small business, 
when they voluntarily take on workplace student trainees? 

(2) How many incidents or accidents have there been in WA businesses during placement of VET work 
experience students that would require a doubling of public liability insurance? 

(3) If the department has required an increase in public liability insurance as a result of advice, from whom 
did this advice come? 
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Mrs L.M. HARVEY replied: 
(1)–(3) I thank the member for Cockburn for this question. With respect to VET and the specifics of the 

member for Cockburn’s question, I will need to get back to him. With respect to the $20 million public 
liability insurance cover required by business owners as they take on VET students, my understanding 
is that the industry is moving and the insurance industry is recommending $20 million public liability 
insurance. 

Mr F.M. Logan: No; this is your department recommending that. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: My understanding is that this requirement has come from consultation both with the 
industry and with the insurance industry, and there is a move to standardise a higher level of public liability 
insurance—$20 million—for a variety of circumstances. With respect to the other detailed aspects of the 
question, if the member for Cockburn had given me some notice, I could have provided an answer. 

WORKPLACE EXPERIENCE STUDENTS — PUBLIC LIABILITY INSURANCE 

553. Mr F.M. LOGAN to the Minister for Training and Workforce Development: 
I have a supplementary question. The minister might not know about the details, but she clearly knows about this 
decision. Will the minister now revoke this misguided recommendation from her department? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY replied: 
I will absolutely in no circumstance whatsoever revoke any protection that has been put in place with respect to 
insurance coverage for our students; our young people who are employed and getting work experience. 

Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn, I call you to order for the first time. Minister, I would like a short 
answer through the Chair. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Mr Speaker — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn, I call you to order for a second time. Member for Kwinana, I call you 
to order for a first time. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: My commitment in this space is that children who are on educational work experience 
will have the absolutely best insurance cover that can be afforded to them should they be injured in that 
workplace. I will not be saying that businesses can downgrade their commitment to the future claims of — 

Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn, I call you to order for the third time. I do not want to send you home 
early. 

SMALL BUSINESS DAY 

554. Ms E. EVANGEL to the Minister for Small Business: 
I understand that in a couple of weeks’ time there will be a Small Business Day. Can the minister inform the 
house of some of the state government’s initiatives that support small businesses? 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS replied: 
Thank you, member for Perth, for your question. We are behaving a bit like schoolkids on the last day before 
school holidays and everyone is a bit rowdy. Over the winter recess a number of significant events will occur, 
not the least of which is the member for Girrawheen’s birthday tomorrow. I would like to wish the member for 
Girrawheen a happy birthday for tomorrow. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Thank you. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: That is the first major event for the winter recess and I look forward to seeing her 
tomorrow and spending some quality time with her at the firefighter academy. 

On 11 July we are going to have Small Business Day. I would like to place on the record the efforts of 
Nicolle Jenkins and Kitty Prodonovich for driving Western Australia’s Small Business Day. It is an opportunity 
for every one of us to go out into our communities and to think big and shop small, to support small businesses 
by helping them wherever we can on that day, Saturday 11 July; helping small business and thinking about the 
contribution that they make to the Western Australian economy. There are now 211 658 registered 
small businesses across the state of Western Australia. They make up 97 per cent of all registered small 
businesses across the state. They make a significant contribution to the economy. They have been far more 
resilient in the past 12 months than big businesses. 
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Mr D.J. Kelly: Big electricity bills, big water bills, small business. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: They do not like talking about small business, Mr Speaker—we do. We want to go out 
there over the recess and support small business and say to them that we recognise the sacrifices and the risks—
all the things they do to create jobs, employment opportunity and wealth for other people in the state of 
Western Australia. We want to thank them for their efforts. Small Business Day is on 11 July. 

EAST PERTH POWER STATION SITE — VALUATION 

555. Ms R. SAFFIOTI to the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to today’s Auditor General’s report and his finding that the minister’s decision not to provide the current 
valuation of the East Perth power station site was not reasonable and therefore not appropriate. 

(1) What is the current valuation of this site? 

(2) How many unsolicited proposals or inquiries were made for the site? 

(3) How many expressions of interest for lot 600 have been formally submitted? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 
(1)–(3) I am aware of the report by the Auditor General. That follows the process that is required under 

legislation in which, in response to questions, a decision is made not to provide what is regarded as 
commercially sensitive information. My recollection of the Auditor General’s comments is that it was 
regarded as appropriate that commercial valuations that were obtained by the Metropolitan 
Redevelopment Authority for the East Perth power station site were not provided. That is really a matter 
of commonsense. Given that we are undergoing a process of inviting expressions of interest from the 
private sector, it would not be appropriate to make publicly available the confidential commercial 
evaluations that have been undertaken by the private sector or by professional valuers outside of 
government. 

The Auditor General commented that it would have been appropriate to provide information to 
Parliament; that was in relation to an evaluation by Landgate. That information is essentially publicly 
available. People just need to pay a modest fee, I understand, to Landgate and then that information is 
made available. The MRA took the question, as I did and as my office did, to mean that a request for 
the confidential commercial valuations undertaken was being sought by Parliament. That was our 
interpretation and therefore, for the reasons I have outlined, that information was not provided. 

In relation to the current process, an expression of interest process is still underway through the MRA. 
The closing date for the submission of those expressions of interest has passed. They have been 
received. I am not sure whether the number has been made public, so I probably should not say, but it is 
around five or six, if I remember rightly. They are being assessed. A recommendation will be provided 
to government and then a decision will be made about what is the next appropriate step. 

EAST PERTH POWER STATION SITE — VALUATION 

556. Ms R. SAFFIOTI to the Minister for Planning: 
I ask a supplementary question. I refer to the second part of my question, which stated: how many unsolicited 
proposals were received in relation to this site? Again, I ask: will the minister provide the valuation of the site? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 
As I said, the Valuer-General’s valuation is available from Landgate. That is fairly readily available. The advice 
I have from the MRA is that while the MRA acknowledges that Landgate determines current land valuations and 
makes these available to the public for a small fee, and they are therefore not confidential, the MRA’s market 
valuations for the East Perth power station site have been obtained from property valuation providers and, as I 
said, they are commercially sensitive and not available to the public. It is standard commercial practice for the 
MRA to gather market valuations and it is part of its decision-making process. The valuations that are 
undertaken by the Valuer-General do not necessarily take into account the constraints on the site and may differ 
quite markedly from the commercial reality. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: What is it? Say it! 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: The member should go to Landgate and he will find out. It does not necessarily relate to the 
actual current — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park, I call you to order for the first time. Minister, a quick, short answer. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

 



4896 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 25 June 2015] 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the third time. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: In relation to unsolicited bids, there have been a number of inquiries over the past few years 
from people interested in undertaking a development on the East Perth power station site. Those never got to any 
formal consideration. We put in place an expression of interest process and everybody who was interested had 
the opportunity to submit an expression of interest. Those expressions of interest are currently being evaluated. 

HELPMANN AWARDS 

557. Mr A. KRSTICEVIC to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
Perth has hosted many exciting events of late. Can the minister please update the house on how 
Western Australia fared in the latest Helpmann Awards? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 
It is good to finish this half of the year with a question on the culture and arts portfolio, in particular the 
performing arts sector in Western Australia, which is very healthy and very important. The Helpmann Awards 
exist on a national basis. They recognise distinguished artistic achievement in a range of performing arts 
activities, including musical theatre, contemporary music, comedy, cabaret, opera, classical music, theatre, dance 
and physical theatre. As I said, Western Australia has a strong and thriving performing arts community in a 
range of productions. This year is no exception. I am pleased to say that the imaginative and new contemporary 
opera, The Rabbits, which was co-produced by the Barking Gecko Theatre Company as part of this year’s 
Perth International Arts Festival, has been nominated for best new Australian work and best original score. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: I am glad. Hear, hear! That is very good. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: I am glad the member for Victoria Park and I agree on that. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: We agree on so much. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: We probably agree on many things. 

I am also very pleased that the WA Symphony Orchestra’s principal conductor, Asher Fisch, has been nominated 
for best individual classical performance for the orchestra’s Beethoven Festival last year. I attended one of the 
concerts at the Beethoven Festival and also The Rabbits, and they were both outstanding productions. 

In addition to those events being nominated, two special awards were presented earlier this week. The first was 
the Brian Stacey Award for emerging Australian conductors. I congratulate Jessica Gethin, who is currently with 
the Perth Symphony Orchestra. She commenced her conducting career with the West Australian Youth 
Orchestra, which is a very strong organisation in Western Australia. That is a great credit to Jessica. The other 
award that was presented earlier this week was the Best Special Event Award. That is bestowed not in response 
to nominations but at the discretion of the Helpmann Awards industry panel. This year it was awarded to the 
Perth International Arts Festival and Royal De Luxe for bringing The Giants to Perth, more fully known as 
The Incredible and Phenomenal Journey of the Giants to the Streets of Perth. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: It made the Premier very emotional, The Giants. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: It certainly made him very pleased because of the very strong public reaction to what was a 
very large event, very strongly supported by the Western Australian community. That is borne out by the 
research, which showed The Giants to be captivating, risky, moving and excellent. Ninety-five per cent of Perth 
residents who responded to the survey felt that it had a positive effect on the community. It generated over 
$34 million in economic activity and almost 17 000 media items, and had significant tourism benefits as well. 

TAB — PRIVATISATION 

558. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 

I refer to the Premier’s proposal to invest proceeds of the sale of the TAB towards the construction of a new 
racecourse in Perth’s outer suburbs. 

(1) Will the Premier guarantee that the racing industry will receive the same level of return that it currently 
receives if the TAB is sold? 

(2) Is the Premier selling the TAB in order to retire debt or is he selling it in order to build a new track?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

(1)–(2) No decision has been made on the sale of the TAB but I would imagine that in the next year or so that 
will be the case. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen! 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT: There are two fundamental issues relating to the TAB and the racing industry, as I see it. 
The first is, should a government, in 2015, own and operate a betting agency? My answer is no. 
Mr M. McGowan interjected. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will answer it as I wish. 
The second issue is the long-term viability of the racing industry. I want to see the racing industry continue and 
grow. It is a big employer, a major source of entertainment and a big industry. Others may differ, but I do not 
believe the racing industry can support two major metropolitan venues a few kilometres apart in the centre of the 
city. I do not think that is viable into the future. Indeed, Belmont Park is in a very poor state, and Ascot needs a 
very significant investment. How many people go to the races? Not many—perhaps a couple of thousand a day. 
Mr M. McGowan: Why don’t you answer the question you were asked? 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am answering the question. 
Several members interjected.  
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr M. McGowan: Answer the question you were asked. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Kermit, take it easy. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
The SPEAKER: Premier, I want you to withdraw that remark, please. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I withdraw. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I cannot resist saying it, though. 
Mr B.S. Wyatt: Does that make you Miss Piggy? 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I do not think I am Miss Piggy! 
They are the two issues. Should government own and operate a TAB? I do not think so anymore. Can the racing 
industry continue with two major metropolitan tracks within a few kilometres of each other? I do not think that is 
viable in the long term. The two issues are interrelated. 
Mr P. Papalia: No, they’re not. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: They are interrelated. We are talking about the racing industry and the funding of the 
industry. It is out there. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: If the member for Warnbro wants to make a speech, he should do so, but he should not 
interject on my answer. 
The issues are interrelated. A week or so ago, with the members for Belmont and South Perth, I met with 
trainers, owners, jockeys and administrators. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: It is pointless; completely pointless. 
The SPEAKER: Right—the wall of noise! 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: No-one opposite was bothering to listen to the answer. Maybe they do not like the 
answers, but what is the point of question time if even the person who asked the question was talking to the 
people behind him? 
Mr M. McGowan: No, I wasn’t. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes, you were. 
The two issues are interrelated — 
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, I call you to order for the first time. 
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Girraween, I call you to order for the second time. Premier, a short, quick wind-
up. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am trying, Mr Speaker. 
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The two issues are interrelated. In our meeting at Ascot, a number of people made that point. One particular 
comment from a leading trainer—for people who oppose the sale of the TAB or the closure of one of the major 
racecourses—was, where is the future of racing? It lies with the trainers and the owners of racehorses, and they 
cannot afford to buy new facilities in the inner-city area. Therefore, for that and other reasons I have suggested—
no commitment, just debating the issue, talking about it—that maybe if the TAB was sold, and maybe if one of 
the inner-city racecourses was closed and presumably sold, out of that racing would be stronger and maybe we 
could build a state-of-the-art showcase for the horse industry in Western Australia, for breeding, training, 
equestrian activities and racing. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I call you to order for the first time. 

TAB — PRIVATISATION 

559. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 

I have a supplementary question. Premier, the biggest issue facing the industry is — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Offcourse betting; is that what you are going to say? 

The SPEAKER: Premier, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The biggest issue facing the industry is the return to the industry. I ask again: does the 
Premier guarantee that the racing industry will receive the same level of return as it currently receives if the TAB 
is sold? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

No decision has been made to sell the TAB. 

Mr M. McGowan: In other words, no. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: No. The Leader of the Opposition is referring to offcourse betting, which is a major source 
of revenue, but we are not going to have offcourse betting or a racing industry if we do not have the races. 
Maintaining the horses, the breeding, the trainers, the jockeys and support staff needs a venue. We cannot have 
offcourse betting without a racing industry. 

MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT 

Barrack Square — Personal Explanation 

MR D.C. NALDER (Alfred Cove — Minister for Transport) [2.45 pm]: On 9 June 2015, during Estimates 
Committee A, division 71 estimates hearing for Transport, Mr Graeme Doyle from the Department of Transport 
responded to the question, “What amount of rent does the government receive each year from the 
Barrack Square traders?” asked by the member for West Swan with, “The total revenue for what we call the port 
of Perth, which includes Barrack Square, is $229 000 for a full year”. This is incorrect. The correct answer to the 
member for West Swan’s question is $890 000 for 2015–16. The response given at the hearing was taken from a 
line in a detailed revenue spreadsheet. However, the $229 000 figure comprised only revenue from jetty licences 
and berthing permits for the port of Perth. The rental revenue, which is in addition to jetty licences and berthing 
permits, was contained elsewhere in the spreadsheet as one lump sum for all coastal facilities. I apologise for the 
error. 

APPROPRIATION (CAPITAL 2015–16) BILL 2015 

Third Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.46 pm]: Before I was so rudely 
interrupted by the lunchbreak, I was talking about the bromance between the Minister for Health and the former 
Minister for Health, Jim McGinty. I did not want to go into this shady territory, but I was inspired by the 
member for Geraldton, with his interjection that drew our attention to the great work that Jim McGinty had done 
for the hospital in his electorate. Of course, we cannot go on without making the observation that the Minister for 
Health refers repeatedly to Jim McGinty. Either something is Jim McGinty’s fault or justified by saying that Jim 
McGinty would have done it, or the Minister for Health is better than Jim McGinty. We have just come from 
estimates and, in the seven years that the Minister for Health has been in the job, we are always reminded how 
few advisers he brings in to this place, compared with Jim McGinty. I must confess that on this occasion the 
minister is right. I have done some research over the lunchbreak, and I found that Jim McGinty did have an 
extraordinary number of people in here as advisers in estimates hearings. In 2006 he had 21; in 2007 he had 17; 
and in 2008 he had 22 advisers. I must add that that included consultants and advisers on the extraordinary 
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reform process for health infrastructure that the previous Labor government had undertaken under the 
Reid review, so there were extra advisers in relation to that. It would be remiss of me not to give the present 
minister credit where it is due. In 2009, he had just 14 advisers in here; in 2010, 12 advisers; in 2011, 15 
advisers—maybe he was getting a bit insecure that year—in 2012, 11; in 2013, 14; in 2014, 14; and in 2015, 15 
advisers. It was a very lean team indeed, and one that I am sure the minister would be very keen for us to 
compare and contrast with his great hero and brother in arms, the former Minister for Health, Jim McGinty. 
Dr K.D. Hames: And mentor. 
Mr R.H. COOK: And mentor, as the minister observes. Once again, we celebrate the bromance that has 
extended over the long period that the minister has been in this place. 
I want to finish on the points that I was making about the Quadriplegic Centre. I must confess that that situation 
was brought to my attention—I do not pretend to be a long-term advocate of the Quadriplegic Centre—because 
of the appalling situation that Mr Greg Evans, a patient, encountered at that hospital. He was tragically and sadly 
scalded very badly because of a faulty thermostat on the hot-water system. We wish Mr Evans all the best for a 
speedy recovery from those burns and hope that his experience will at least spur this government on to bring 
about changes to that centre. 
I want to finish by just touching on the situation at Fiona Stanley Hospital. 

Point of Order 
Dr K.D. HAMES: The member is making an excellent contribution, but it is very difficult to hear. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Members, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has the call. 
There are lots of conversations going on around the chamber, so if you need to have a conversation, go outside; 
otherwise, listen to the member. Member for Willagee, that is not appreciated, thank you very much. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr R.H. COOK: The situation at Fiona Stanley Hospital — 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Just completely ignore the Chair! That is not a good look. I will just stand 
here. I know that there is lots of discussion about the opportunity to go home a little early, so if I keep standing 
up, there is no going home early. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! I am just going to keep standing here until we settle. Are we settled now? 
Thank you. 
Mr R.H. COOK: Obviously, in discussing the capital component of the budget, we are drawn to the many tens 
of millions of extra dollars that the government has spent on the information and communications technology 
equipment at Fiona Stanley Hospital. We were assured by the Minister for Health that the reason the government 
was spending that extra amount was to not only overcome the problems of the previous work done in that space, 
but also ensure that the hospital had the best possible system so that it could operate properly. Much has been 
spoken about the transition of services from Fremantle Hospital and Royal Perth Hospital to Fiona Stanley 
Hospital, and I think it is fair to say that from the evidence we have seen thus far, there has been a monumental 
failure by this government with these things. 
I want to talk briefly about the issue of the loss of files at the hospital. I spoke recently about a Hillarys man who 
went to Fiona Stanley Hospital to receive cancer treatment only to be told by the specialist oncologist, after he 
had waited many hours to be seen, that his files had been lost. In addition, he said that he was told that many 
patients’ files had been lost. 
We were also reminded of the experiences of Mr Jared Olsen, who tragically died at that hospital recently, 
through the evidence provided to the Education and Health Standing Committee yesterday by his father, 
Mr Phillip Olsen. What was clear in that evidence was the failure of that hospital’s system for the discharge 
summary and the system that drove the communication of that discharge summary from the hospital to 
Mr Jared Olsen’s general practitioner. We now know from the evidence given by Mr Olsen and from media 
coverage that the systems in place were inadequate for that GP to either receive that information or acknowledge 
that he had received that information and therefore understand the implications of the test results that were sent 
to him. Had the GP received that information, I would hope that we would have seen a very different situation 
for Mr Jared Olsen. One observation that was made that was particularly concerning was that the database of 
information that the hospital had to contact the GP was also inadequate. We see this emerging pattern of 
systemic failure in the communication systems at Fiona Stanley Hospital and systemic failure in the information 
and databases it has at hand. 
My attention has been drawn to a posting on Facebook about the online article. This person observes — 

Shambles here, we took our daughter here as she was complaining of stomach cramps, my partner 
updated all her details on arrival with hospital admin as he had changed mobile numbers and address 
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since last being admitted to a public hospital. They sent daughter home after doing tests saying 
everything seems fine. 2 weeks later daughter still complaining of sore stomach, we were forwarded a 
letter from Fiona Stanley hospital that was sent to partners old address saying they found bacteria in her 
stomach and that they tried contacting my partner (on old mobile number that she updated) with no 
success. Partner took daughter to dr and presented the letter from the hospital but our local GP didn’t no 
what bacteria it was as they didn’t say in letter. When GP called hospital they couldn’t locate our 
records. 

Mr R.H. COOK: This seems to be an emerging pattern at this hospital. 

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

Mr R.H. COOK: It is appalling, member for Hillarys. I hope that the Education and Health Standing Committee 
gets to the bottom of this matter. 

The government talks about its capital works and the hospitals it builds, but all these failures with the capital 
works it has not undertaken or has failed to undertake properly mean that patients are not being put first. If it 
turns out that that is the case, the minister really should reconsider his position in this place. 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [2.56 pm]: I would like to make a contribution to the third reading 
debate on the Appropriation (Capital 2015–16) Bill 2015. I want to focus on three key items in the capital aspect 
of the budget. I see that the member for Dawesville has left the chamber; he was worried that I might have had a 
go at him today. 

The first item is the government’s commitment through Main Roads Western Australia to the replacement of the 
old Mandurah traffic bridge. I really need to put on record the significance of both the old Mandurah traffic 
bridge and its proposed replacement. Members need to understand that the old Mandurah traffic bridge is 
63 years old. It is a significant iconic element of Mandurah and, indeed, the Peel region. When the bridge was 
built, it replaced a very rickety structure that connected the eastern side of Mandurah where the Mandurah town 
site or CBD is now with the western side. Indeed, on the birthday cards that I send to my constituents—I thought 
I had one with me that I could table, but I do not think I do—there is a picture of the bridge prior to what is now 
known as the old traffic bridge. In the foreground of that picture, fishermen are preparing their nets for fishing, 
with the Brighton Hotel in the background. The old Mandurah traffic bridge connection is very significant. 
I understand the decision to replace the existing bridge, but I just hope that, in this whole process, the final 
design reflects the significance of the new structure for the future from a historical, heritage, cultural and social 
perspective.  What is proposed is a new bridge that will follow the alignment of Pinjarra Road and curve slightly 
before it lands on the western side. The existing old Mandurah traffic bridge will still be left at this stage to the 
south, but, of course, the tender program proposes to include the ultimate decommissioning, I think, of the 
existing bridge. The question needs to be asked: what does that decommissioning mean? There is some thought 
in town that some elements of the old bridge should be kept intact or indeed saved for historical purposes and 
continue to be used for functions including fishing and whatever. I will come back to that. I made submissions 
and spoke to the original chair of the original committee set up to look at the whole process of the bridge 
replacement. In my view there have always been some key things that must be delivered in this new bridge. The 
first is that it must be iconic. We cannot just have a simple engineering option—that is, a bland bridge that 
delivers traffic and caters for expanded traffic demand that we know exists and will exist in the future, as it must 
do. I understand all that, but there is significance to this project. This bridge very much epitomises Mandurah to 
so many Western Australians, visitors from outside the region, from outside the state and internationally. 
Yesterday, I saw a very interesting YouTube video of an American fellow jumping off the existing bridge—this 
was going viral—called “the ultimate wedgie”. This fellow had an interesting contraption attached to the back of 
his underpants and he jumped off the old traffic bridge and created what was according to him the ultimate 
wedgie. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Where are you going with this? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I do not know; I have no idea where I am going with this! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: No, he did not. 

Dr M.D. Nahan: That could be to Mandurah what bungee jumping is for Kiwis! 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: It could! But this ultimate wedgie, as it was known, went viral. That is maybe the 
humorous aspect, but it must be understood that what I want for this bridge, and what I think people who live in 
the Peel want, is a wow factor. When people come to visit our community when this bridge is built, they will be 
able to go and ask their families and friends, whether they live in Perth, in other parts of WA, other parts of 
Australia or internationally, “Have you seen that magnificent structure they have created in that place called 
Mandurah?” It is our chance. I am not attacking engineers; I have a go at the city engineers in Mandurah every 
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now and again, but I am not attacking them. However, we have to understand the significance of this. This 
bridge will probably stand for the next 100 years and we must not lose the opportunity to make sure we leave a 
legacy that is astounding, outstanding and something we can be proud of. I am honestly hopeful that this project 
has that particular wow factor. It must be a project that reflects the heritage and history of our community. 

One thing I will commend the former Court government on was that the then Premier took a direct interest in the 
Mandurah Performing Arts Centre project. 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: He launched his campaign at it and I defeated the sitting Liberal member not long 
after that launch! However, the Premier of the day recognised the iconic nature of Mandjar Square and 
Mandjar Bay, which is the bay that takes in the two foreshore aspects and the ocean channel. Premier Court did 
something very good. I was a City of Mandurah councillor, deputy mayor, at the time. When Premier Court and 
the government of the day commissioned the architects Hames Sharley to do the design, the Premier took a 
direct interest in that project. He recognised the importance of the old bridge. For some members who may not 
be aware, the actual design structures, the pillars that make up the performing arts centre facade that faces out to 
the water, including the large poles that actually have their feet in the water, are a direct reflection of the old 
traffic bridge we are going to see the demise of in less than two years. It was the Premier of the day who took an 
interest and understood, I think, the importance of reflecting the place’s identity and its cultural heritage values. 
That is why our performing arts centre is a beacon of performing arts centres in Australia—because of that 
reflection. The same focus should be on this replacement bridge. The worry I have is that in the midst of getting 
this project up and getting this bridge built the focus on making it something remarkable and iconic could be 
lost. The design will be decided and construction well on the way before the next election, because it is supposed 
to be starting by the end of this year, so I appeal to the government of the day to understand the significance of 
this. Let us get something iconic, something absolutely special. It will have a north facing facade; the northern 
facade will be seen all the way around Mandjar Bay. Anyone on the Mandurah foreshore or at the northern end 
where the performing arts centre is or around the existing peninsula of the inlet or at the magnificent Mandurah 
War Memorial, which is one of the best war memorials in Australia, will have a direct vantage point to the 
northern facade. Therefore, that northern facade of the bridge becomes crucial. It is the picture postcard of my 
city. I am holding up for Hansard’s sake one of the cards I send out that shows the northern facade of the old 
Mandurah bridge and I have another one that shows the southern facade. I am just holding up these cards for 
Hansard’s sake. This is significant. Unfortunately, I do not think the Premier will take a direct interest in this, 
although I wish he would, but I want someone to. Maybe this is the legacy for the Deputy Premier. I had a go at 
him yesterday—he called me a show pony—but maybe this is his legacy. If we do this right, this will put 
Mandurah on the map for all the right reasons. I see that at night there would be the potential of lighting it 
properly so the northern facade is lit. Anyone who has been to Sydney in May will have seen the Vivid festival 
there when there is lighting at some of its key feature buildings—the Opera House, even the Sydney Harbour 
Bridge, the Museum of Contemporary Art at The Rocks—all of those buildings or facades light up at night. 
Hundreds of thousands of people go to that festival in Sydney for that two or three-week period. The potential 
for this bridge to be the iconic element that cements Mandurah as a magnificent place to live, work, recreate and 
visit is there. I do not want the City of Mandurah or the government, as a custodian of this project, to miss the 
opportunity. I will also say regarding the new Mandurah bridge that there is the potential for cafes to be built in 
as the bridge lands on the western side, in and under, facing the northern facade, to take advantage of the north-
facing aspects, while being protected from the prevailing south west winds. It will be a protected element. There 
could be a restaurant/cafe aspect where the bridge lands on the western side, sweeping out and over onto the 
western foreshore. Please, if there is nothing the Treasurer has heard in the 10 or so hours of debate we have had 
this week, I appeal to him to work on the Deputy Premier in particular about understanding why this is 
significant. It is significant to me because I have lived there for 28 years. 

Dr M.D. Nahan: He was the greatest proponent. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: The Treasurer is not listening. I am talking about the iconic aspect, which is crucial. 
The northern facade could be lit with solar-powered lighting, and it could take advantage of the increased 
pedestrian capacity. The present pedestrian path is just over one metre wide, and it will increase to five metres—
excellent; it would be tremendous. 

I want to say one last thing on the bridge, because I will finish shortly. We need to make sure that local content is 
used as much as possible in its construction. I have to report to the house that another bridge is being built in 
Mandurah, but building has come to a standstill. It is the footbridge over the Mandurah entrance road. A crane 
has been parked there for nearly two months. Steel structures were manufactured in China, where the 
manufacturing is substandard to Australian standards. I have written a number of questions to the City of 
Mandurah, which is overseeing the project, and was promised some responses but I am still waiting. There has 
been a lot of community questioning about why it is being delayed. On 26 April the spans across Mandurah 
Road were supposed to have been lifted to join the Mandurah train station, thus connecting the Greenfields side 
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of Mandurah to the train station, but it has come to a halt. I was told that it would be lifted into place tomorrow. 
It ain’t going to happen. The questions being asked are: Why is the contract stalled? Why was there no checking 
of the steel fabrication before it left China and came to Australia? Is it safe? What will it cost; are there extra cost 
overruns; and who will pay for them? The ratepayers, quite rightly, will be saying that they should not be billed 
for any cost overrun of it. I do not want to see the construction of our new traffic bridge a repeat of this project. 
People, rightly, want to know whether there is going to be local content in any steel aspect of the new Mandurah 
traffic bridge. Will there be local content, be it local or state businesses having a genuine share of that contract? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Is that where those roads were built in the last 12 months? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes, but the actual bridge structure is sitting on either side of the road and there is a 
big crane there. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: It is going nowhere. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: It has been there for more than two months. It was supposed to have been lifted into 
place in April. Something has gone wrong and we are not hearing exactly what it is. I think there is a contractual 
problem. It has been difficult getting answers, but I think some questions need to be asked. 

I will just say about the old traffic bridge, on 1 April this year—this is again a warning to members of the Liberal 
Party, particularly about their leader—an April Fools’ Day joke was pulled in Mandurah. The local Coast FM 
station very sneakily and cheekily broadcast as their April fool’s joke that the new traffic bridge was to be called 
the Colin Barnett Bridge. I have to tell members—they should have seen the response. I am sorry — 

Mr P.T. Miles interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: That was mentioned. I was quite proud. A few people said that they wanted to name 
it after me, and I was very honoured. I have to tell members opposite that—a lot of people got hooked by it—
when they saw it was proposed to be called the Colin Barnett Bridge and if they were in the Liberal Party, they 
would not have been very happy about the straw poll. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: As a property owner in Mandurah and part-time resident, I probably have the same view as 
them. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes; although some expletives were used in some of the Facebook responses that I 
could not possibly repeat in this place. I note that National Party members seem able to use the sort of 
inappropriate language enunciated in the other place—I am not sure what province or region that National Party 
member is from—yesterday afternoon during the estimates hearings, but members would not hear me using that 
sort of language! 

Mr R.F. Johnson: What did she say? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I could not possibly repeat it. 

The final thing I want to mention is the electronic school zone signs program. I wrote to the Minister for Police 
and the then Minister for Transport in February 2014 about what I consider to be an urgent priority. I think all 
the schools in Mandurah and Dawesville should be priorities but I wrote about what I consider to be urgent 
priorities. I did not receive a response from either minister. The urgent priorities I highlighted concerning the 
rollout of this program included Catalina Drive, which now has two schools side by side on it, in Lakelands—
there was no response to that—and Lakes Road, where the Foundation Christian College is, and just up from 
Minilya Parkway is Riverside Primary School. Again, Lakes Road is very busy, so that is an absolute priority. 
The other priority I highlighted at that time was Meadow Springs Primary School on Oakmont Avenue, because 
there is only one road that effectively allows parents to drop their children off, and that is Oakmont Avenue. That 
was highlighted as a priority. Unfortunately, there was no response. I note that none of the Mandurah schools 
was included on the list of schools published as having received funding for their school zones in 2013–14 and 
2014–15. I think there were two in the member for Murray–Wellington’s electorate, from memory, and none in 
Mandurah. 

I am appealing to the Treasurer for the capital investment. I wrote only about three weeks ago to the Minister for 
Transport asking why regional schools were not being given priority in this next round, because it appears that 
Mandurah has missed out. I have to tell members that a service station and a McDonalds store were approved on 
Minilya Parkway, the road that comes off Lakes Road, and where the children who go to Riverside Primary 
School cross, and immediately opposite is Foundation Christian College which has K to 12 students, yet there is 
no proposal at this stage for flashing pedestrian lights there. I want to know why that is the case and I want to 
know why the minister is discriminating against regional schools, particularly those near high volumes of traffic 
and with high student numbers. I will follow that up again and ask why the minister is not delivering to those 
Mandurah schools, particularly the three I mentioned. Other Mandurah schools should be considered, but the 
ones on Catalina Drive and Lakes Road and those near Meadow Springs Primary School in particular are 
absolute priorities. They should be funded under this program in this coming financial year. 
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MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [3.19 pm]: I am very pleased to rise to speak on the Appropriation 
(Capital 2015–16) Bill 2015 after the member the Mandurah. He gave a great contribution as always and 
identified so many important issues for his local community. And he did not even use the 30 minutes allocated to 
him, so even the government members cannot complain about his contribution. As always, it is a pleasure to 
follow on from him. 

I want to start by making an observation about the government’s investment program in the health sector. I note 
that it is collapsing over the forward estimates and going down to very, very low levels. I am always entertained 
by the Minister for Health in question time. We do word bingo on this side of the chamber about how many 
times he will use the words: “Jim McGinty”, “Reid review”, “the member for West Swan”, “I don’t know why 
you are complaining, I am only doing what you were going to do” and our other favourite “This was 
Jim McGinty’s plan”. That is on our word bingo card. We tick them off and always get particular entertainment. 
Today, I want to focus on the minister’s comments about the member for West Swan considering the capital 
works program in the budget that the minister continually tells us is based on the Reid review. I do not have the 
specific page reference, but it is in budget paper No 2 volume 1. I am indebted to a question that the 
Acting Speaker asked Treasury boffins when we saw them. On page 42 of the “Budget Briefing 2015–16” tabled 
this morning by the Public Accounts Committee a question recorded under slide 20 states — 

Question: Slide 20—‘Fiscal Outlook’ Composition of Asset Investment Program is Changing. Question 
from Hon Janine Freeman MLA, 

The Acting Speaker got a promotion. The question to the boffins was — 

(4) Can you please provide a version of the same slide with an additional line displaying Health’s 
proportional share against the right-hand side axis? 

The answer shows that the share of public works going to the Department of Health over the forward estimates 
declines to below five per cent or perhaps $50 million or $100 million on the scale. I am indebted to the Acting 
Speaker for asking that question. 

I make the point about the minister’s view of the investment in the health sector: he says that it was in the 
Reid review and the member for West Swan was a member of the Reid review. The Reid review was a series of 
recommendations to government, which the government considered and made decisions on. The Minister for 
Health never likes to look at the Labor Party’s response to the Reid review. Sometimes he wants to take 
100 per cent of what is stated in the Reid review, for example, to justify closing services rather than investing in 
physical infrastructure at Bentley Health Service. He uses the Reid review as a justification for cutting services 
at Bentley, but then says that it does not matter that the Reid review recommended a different approach to 
Royal Perth Hospital—he has a policy. The minister is not prepared to look at what the Labor Party was going to 
do.  

Today we saw that in respect of the member for Fremantle’s comment about the closing of the emergency 
department at Fremantle Hospital, because that was a recommendation to government. Of course, the member 
for West Swan who was a highly respected Treasury official was part of that review, and she made a great 
contribution to it. The member for West Swan interjects and gets called to order about the government’s asset 
investment program for health that is laid out in budget paper No 2 volume 1. If the government says that its 
reason for closing the ED at Fremantle Hospital is because it was in the Reid review, so was Fiona Stanley 
Hospital, the Perth Children’s Hospital, the Midland Public Hospital, the upgrade of Rockingham General 
Hospital, the upgrade of Armadale–Kelmscott District Memorial Hospital, the expansion of Joondalup Health 
Campus and moving services close to where people live to get higher use of low-cost services in secondary 
hospitals rather than all patients being treated in tertiary hospitals, so there is a lower cost outcome for the whole 
system. I am sure next time the Minister for Health returns to the chamber in question time, he will point out all 
the great things the member for West Swan did. 

I turn to the $440 million expenditure on Elizabeth Quay. Members may remember and should keep in mind that 
when the Elizabeth Quay project was announced a group of people—particularly from the western suburbs—a 
number of planners, architects and others with great expertise in planning and urban design and development 
who called themselves the City Gatekeepers campaigned against the Elizabeth Quay project. The Premier 
labelled this group the “grass keepers” and said that they were trying to protect the grass on the Esplanade. That 
is why I am shocked to find that having spent $440 million out of the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority 
and more money out of other agencies on Elizabeth Quay, the government’s plan is to put the grass back on 
Elizabeth Quay. Interestingly, I made this prediction about four or five years ago during the last term of 
government. I made the point that the government would have no choice but to do that because it would take 
20 years to get those blocks filled. Of course, we now know that the MRA’s view is that it will be 20 years to 
25 years. I said that the government would have to do something with the blocks; I said that it would have to put 
the grass back—that is exactly what the government’s plan is. The government spent $440 million to put the 
grass back on the Esplanade. That is just an unbelievably stupid decision.  
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I have always made the point that we want to activate the Esplanade, why not simply spend that $440 million to 
build something that people want to visit, such as an Indigenous museum? Members should go to Wellington 
and visit Te Papa Tongarewa. Te Papa is unbelievably good. It weaves the story of pre-European history to 
European history. It not just weaves the story of New Zealand in a white context, but in a Melanesian and 
Micronesian context. It connects New Zealand to the people of the South Pacific as well as the people of Europe. 
It is a brilliant facility. It sits over the harbour in Wellington and is a joy to visit. It has interactive and traditional 
exhibits and historic artefacts. It is just a sensational facility. We could have built a museum of that quality for 
$440 million between Barrack Square and the Perth Convention and Exhibition Centre, which would have 
activated that space.  

I did not agree with the gatekeepers’ plan for the Esplanade; they wanted to keep it as it was. I never supported 
that, but I did support not cutting Riverside Drive, because it is an essential piece of transport infrastructure for 
the people of the eastern suburbs—I could not care about the western suburbs—as it connects the eastern suburbs 
to the University of Western Australia, Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital and West Perth, where there is 
employment. It connects education, health and employment areas to the eastern suburbs. Cutting Riverside Drive 
was a mistake. 

The government wants to have this both ways; we cannot have a four-lane road because tourists will not be able 
to cross it. Unlike in Paris, people have to cross a freeway to get to the Seine. In London, people have to cross 
two lanes to get to the Thames. In New York, people have to cross a freeway to get to Battery Park. That is what 
happens. In Tokyo, people have to cross a freeway to get to the Imperial Gardens next to the Emperor’s Palace. 
That is what happens around the world. There is no issue. If the government was that worried, it could have built 
a ramp or a cut and cover on Riverside Drive to bring it down below ground level; it could have done all those 
things. If the government had wanted to, it could have extended low-rise buildings down Barrack Street and 
William Street to connect the buildings along the foreshore. It could have sold lots from Barrack Square. It could 
have done a small number of new buildings at a time, so there would be no overhang in the market and it did not 
sell more buildings than the market could survive with. At the moment, it will be 15 years at best before there is 
a continuous series of buildings to get people from St Georges Terrace to the water. That is crazy. Some of them, 
apparently, will be office towers. There is nowhere in the world that has a pedestrian friendly tourist attraction 
with high-rise buildings overhanging the water—not Singapore, not Hong Kong and certainly not Tokyo. 
Madam Acting Speaker (Ms J.M. Freeman) and I a number of years ago visited an industrial city in Turkey 
called Izmir—formerly the Greek name was Smirna. It is not the most attractive city in the world, but it had a 
massive waterfront development because it had redeveloped the existing waterfront. It had restaurants and bars. 
We were in a majority Muslim country and at 11 o’clock at night it was a rocking place. Elizabeth Quay is never 
going to be a rocking place if at 11 o’clock at night it looks like St Georges Terrace, yet that is the plan for 
Elizabeth Quay. It is a mistake; it was a mistake then and it is a mistake now, because there was no proper 
planning. 

The government talks about the inlet. According to the website of the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority, 
the inlet is 100 metres by 100 metres, which is eight Olympic-size swimming pools. It is not a very large space. 
Again, that was a point I made years and years ago when I was still on the backbench of the Labor Party. 
I suggested the government looked at what it was doing. At that time Riverside Drive was still open. I said if 
they drove along Riverside Drive from west to east, they would have William Street, a block of land and then the 
boardwalk or whatever, and then there would be the water. On the other side, it would be the reverse—the 
boardwalk or whatever would interface with the water, then the building and another road. It is actually a very 
small space. The government cannot compare Elizabeth Quay with something like Cockle Bay in Sydney. Also, 
do not forget that Cockle Bay in Sydney is near a freeway and much of the open plaza area in Sydney is 
underneath a freeway flyover, so it is dead space that has been activated by all those investments. It is massive. It 
is a huge space, which gets me to the next thing. 

[Quorum formed.] 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Members can see that this is badly planned and badly executed. The other thing that has 
happened is the underground railway station at the Esplanade next to what is now Elizabeth Quay. Had Elizabeth 
Quay not been so badly planned or even if the government had wanted to do it and had done this small piece of 
work before the inlet was put in, it could quite easily have done a cut and cover for the railway to go to the east. 
That would have allowed a future government to build a city circle railway to serve future growth in the eastern 
end of the city and then use the existing Esplanade railway station, so there would have been no need to build a 
new railway station. That option has been cut out because of the creation of the inlet. Any future railway system 
in the inner metropolitan area will have to go underneath the inlet, which means it will have to be deeper than a 
cut-and-cover option. That also means we will have to rebuild the Esplanade train station. We will not be able to 
reuse that train station for a central city metro service. Clearly, it will be many years before Perth needs an inner-
metropolitan rail service, but the government has denied future generations the opportunity to do that. The 
Minister for Transport at that time, Troy Buswell, said that at some future date Perth might need a second tunnel 
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to cross the city. Again, this government has left a future government in the situation whereby that will have to 
be done at greater cost than had the inlet not been so badly planned out in that project. An amount of 
$440 million to put the grass back is totally bizarre. 

It is interesting that yesterday’s The Australian Financial Review reported that the Productivity Commissioner 
had made some comments about governments botching their selection of infrastructure. The article reads — 

In a scathing attack on how state and federal government are botching the selection of infrastructure, 
Mr Harris challenged politicians to justify expensive but low-return projects over hundreds of smaller 
but more effective options. 

He talks about bad planning for road projects, which I will get on to in a minute. The report also says — 

… Mr Harris lambasted politicians for hiding behind commercial-in-confidence concerns when refusing 
to release cost–benefit studies. In his experience, according to the federal government’s main 
independent economic adviser, such concerns were overstated and shouldn’t prevent the release of 
information showing what the return from infrastructure projects could be. 

He is paraphrased in the final paragraph of that report, which reads — 

He said infrastructure decisions should have relatively little to do with the current low price of debt, 
which he described as “an enabler” rather than driver of projects. 

Is that not interesting? The government’s argument that debt costs are low and that is why it is borrowing—even 
though it borrowed the money in advance and had the plan to borrow the money before the debt costs were 
low—but Mr Harris points out that is not the right way to look at the projects. 

It is also interesting that Elizabeth Quay is supposed to be supported by these office towers. I quote from 
yesterday’s online The West Australian an article by Marissa Lague—I think that is the way to pronounce her 
surname and apologise if I have got that wrong. The article reads — 

The average net effective rent (which takes leasing incentive into account) in Perth will fall from 
$528/sqm in June 2014 to $236/sqm in 2018, according to BIS Shrapnel’s latest research. 

The 40 per cent fall will reflect the vacancy level over the same three years, which is expected to rise 
from the current rate of 18 per cent to 24 per cent. 

Later on, the article says — 

Over the next 12 months, about 120,000sqm of office space is due for completion in the CBD, with a 
further 75,000sqm due over the two years to June 2018. 

Although 65 per cent of this space has been pre-leased, BIS believes the market will be slow to absorb 
the surplus new space and the backfill space created as tenants relocate,  

The article goes on to quote Lee Walker, BIS senior project manager, as saying — 

“On this basis the Perth CBD office market will become the cheapest major CBD office market in 
Australia,” Mr Walker said. 

“Building owners in Perth will be in for a long, hard haul over the next three years with no sign of an 
early pick up. 

“For tenants, this represents an opportunity to dramatically reduce their occupancy costs.” 

This is a project that is predicated on the building of a number of tall high-rise office towers, when professional 
people in the office industry are saying that the cost of offices is going to be falling. Why would an investor 
build an office block if they cannot make any money out of it? It will not happen. They will not do that. No free-
market operator will build a building if they cannot get a return. 

There are some more things I need to make a point about in respect of this project. I asked some detailed 
questions and had a bit of discussion in the estimates committee with the Minister for Planning and the 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority about how much space is in the precinct. By way of supplementary 
information B58, Mr Kinsella, through the minister, provided some information that states that based on the 
design software for the construction of Elizabeth Quay, the public realm is approximately 21 000 square metres, 
comprising the landing of 5 583 square metres; the William Street landing, 991 square metres; the Western 
Promenade, 4 107 square metres; the Eastern Promenade, 4 418 square metres; Station Park, 5 577 square 
metres; and the landing timber decking, 506 square metres. We can basically ignore the timber decking. The 
government says that between 10 000 and 15 000 people will be able to fit into Elizabeth Quay, but no-one will 
be going to a concert and standing on the timber decking. That is not a safe option and it will not happen. The 
other thing that should be borne in mind is that this is the TARDIS, because, for example, the landing is 
28 metres by 138 metres long. That is 3 588 square metres, not 5 583 square metres. I can go through the 
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promenades on either side, according to the dimensions provided by the agency, which are not actually 4 107 
square metres for the western promenade but only 1 144 square metres. The eastern promenade is not 4 418 
square metres, it is 1 360 square metres. There is a massive overestimation of the size of the public realm. 

I think the steps that go from the hard surface down to the water are being included. Again, unless a boat is going 
to be brought in and they hold a concert in the middle of the water, people will not be able to use the steps. There 
is an argument that people will be able to watch the Skyworks from there, but they will not be able to stand on 
the steps. That will be dangerous and it will not be permitted. Some people might sit on the steps, but that is a 
separate issue. The thing about people sitting rather than standing is that when they sit, far fewer people can fit. 
There is also another problem. According to the MRA’s website, much of the landing, for example, will be 
covered by trees. The government’s plan is to install trees on much of that space. Again, people cannot watch the 
fireworks standing under a tree. It will not work like that. The space that will be taken up by planters and planter 
boxes and features in the structure will also not be available for crowds. There is absolutely no possibility that 
15 000 people will fit in there after the buildings are built. Of course, without the buildings, people would fit on 
the grassed area, but why spend $440 million to pull up the grass and then put it back? 

Ms R. Saffioti: You could probably fit more people right now. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is right; if all this work had not been done and that $440 million had been put into 
the museum, as we talked about before, we could have had something that would have had more space and 
somewhere where people could do something, instead of just sitting around. Now the government has this 
extraordinary idea whereby it is letting out a contract for people to activate the empty space that has been made. 
The government has spent $440 million pulling up the grass and putting it back, and now it will let another 
contract on top of the $440 million to let people put dongas on the grass to sell coffee. Tell me about it! This is 
such a good project that I cannot believe how dumb the government was. It is just dumb! It is like building a 
$2 billion stadium — 

Mr P. Papalia: They need another series of Utopia. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: My wife and I were watching Utopia on iview last night, and we just kept thinking, 
“Premier, Premier.” It is just extraordinary. 

The real issue here is that this is a project that nobody wants. Why spend $440 million to pull up the grass and 
then put it back? It does not make any sense. As I said, I am not supporting the City Gatekeepers’ position. 
I never, ever supported the idea of doing nothing with that space. I just thought something low cost and smart 
should have been done instead of high cost and dumb—and that is what we have ended up with. 

It is like the Perth Stadium. Why in the hell would someone spend $2 billion on a stadium without having an 
agreement that anyone will ever use it? Of course, the member for West Swan has outlined all the massive risks 
taken on by the government without any guarantee of a return. Then there is the other funny thing about the 
stadium. The government keeps saying that it can be expanded. How much will it cost to expand the stadium? It 
will probably cost another $2 billion. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: No, it won’t. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: How much will it cost? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: It is designed — 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Why does the Premier not tell me that? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: It is designed to have two simple expansions. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: How much will that cost? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Look, I’d be guessing. I don’t know. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Thank you. My guess of $1 billion is more accurate than the Premier’s guess of “I don’t 
know”. What a ridiculous comment. The Premier has no idea what he is talking about. He has not talked to a 
single person about the cost of expanding the stadium, as I have done. He does not know what he is talking 
about. That is the problem. He makes these decisions. Now he wants the Belmont Park Racecourse to close. That 
is the site on which he wanted to put the stadium. He has spent $2 billion putting the stadium on the Burswood 
golf course and now he is saying that the land that the racecourse is on is to become vacant. Why did he not 
make that decision first? If that is really where he wanted the stadium to be built, why did he not sort it out with 
the landholders first instead of coming in here and saying he wants the racecourse closed? He could have done 
that the other way around. That would have been called planning. But, no, the Premier could not get the site that 
he wanted for the stadium, because it was privately owned, so he built it across the road on the golf course, 
which the Langoulant report told us was not suitable for transport. The great thing about the stadium is that those 
of us who live in the eastern suburbs will be able to get there. We will be the only ones! People who live near the 
Midland line will have to walk from Claisebrook or East Perth train stations. Claisebrook train station is 
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interesting. There is no pedestrian access along the Graham Farmer Freeway from Claisebrook train station to 
the Windan Bridge, yet that is where people are supposed to cross. The next thing the government will do is 
come back in here with a small additional infrastructure project to build a footpath. The distance from Parliament 
House to Subiaco Oval is less than it is from East Perth station to the site of the new stadium. 

Hon Ken Travers asked the government that if it were going to build the stadium and a bridge to East Perth, at 
least make the bridge capable of taking a future tram, but the government was too arrogant. Now it is building a 
footbridge that cannot take public transport. People will have to catch shuttle buses, apparently 100 of them at a 
time, all the way down to East Perth. My son goes to Trinity College in East Perth. I can tell people how crazy 
the traffic around East Perth is on a Friday night, and the Premier expects the buses to go into that traffic to let 
people off so they can then walk a kilometre across the river to the stadium. This was so badly planned. In fact, it 
was not planned. That is the problem. The Premier came back from the airport and said that he wanted the 
stadium built at Belmont Park. When he found out that he could not do it, he said that he would build it across 
the road. Why did he not want to build on Kitchener Park? It was because that was the Labor Party’s plan. It had 
nothing to do with whether it was a good site; it was all to do with the Premier not wanting to do what the 
Labor Party said it would do. 

What was the Premier’s criticism of the waterfront project? That was Alannah’s project, so he could not do it; he 
had to do something different. Elizabeth Quay is a dumb project that has cost $440 million to pull the grass up, 
put the grass down and then ask people to put dongas there to sell coffee. Come on! The people of 
Western Australia have worked the Premier out. That is why he is the most unpopular Premier in the history of 
Western Australia. There has never been a Premier more unpopular than him. 

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro) [3.50 pm]: I take pleasure in rising to address the capital component of the 
budget in debate on the Appropriation (Capital 2015–16) Bill 2015. It is interesting to follow the member for 
Cannington with the observations he just made. I am not going to focus on some of the projects that have been 
criticised by others, such as Elizabeth Quay. I am concerned about the expenditure that has gone on that project 
and the clear lack of coordination and planning, particularly the way it relates to the impact on some of those 
small businesses at Barrack Street jetty. They are getting a raw deal. I urge the Premier, in all seriousness, to 
meet with them and find out how they have been treated because it is unfair. Noting how much money has been 
spent for future business operators who are not even there yet, it is extraordinary that these people are not looked 
after. 

I am going to look at a place in which I feel savings can be made in the capital domain in the future. Clearly, 
there has been incredible wastage in the corrective services portfolio in recent years. I note this week the 
Premier’s delivery of a brief ministerial statement relating to initiatives on Aboriginal deaths in custody and 
over-representation. I have been publicly critical of these initiatives because I do not think there is too much 
there. There is nothing too much in the way of tangible response to the commitment the Premier gave to the 
family of Ms Dhu on the steps of Parliament some eight months ago. Nevertheless, I welcome the second one of 
his three points in his brief ministerial statement. He observed that, in examining and progressing policies that 
will address the issue of over-representation and deaths in custody, the government will, firstly, create safer 
custody environments and, secondly, introduce legislative and policy measures to avoid incarceration for low-
level offenders where appropriate, including new adult diversion options such as pre-charge contracts for minor 
offences. 

My concern lies with almost the second last paragraph of the Premier’s speech, in which he said that it is the 
responsibility of, amongst others, the Minister for Corrective Services to implement the strategy. Only a few 
days ago the corrective services minister denied there was a problem; he denied there was any need to focus on 
reducing adult incarceration numbers, particularly Aboriginal incarceration numbers, suggesting that the growth 
is just a reflection of the growth in the state’s population, which is completely false and inaccurate. He also 
suggested that everyone in the prison system deserved to be there, there was nothing he could do about it and 
somehow it was soft of me and our side of politics to suggest that he should be reducing the population. That 
completely contradicts the Premier. It is disturbing because that means there are not likely to be any initiatives 
coming from that portfolio. 

With respect to capital works and how we rein in some of the incredible waste on capital works in coming years, 
I think an opportunity lies in the corrective services portfolio. The Premier should start questioning his minister 
and get him to look at what he is doing. Some of the statements he made indicate that he is either being fed false 
information or he is knowingly distributing false information. On 18 June in this place, in response to a question 
about Aboriginal incarceration, the minister said — 

The growth rate of the prison system population in Western Australia for the last five years is slightly 
above the state population growth rate, and, of course, that is concerning. 

That is just not true. I asked questions during estimates. I knew the answers anyway but I wanted to get some 
more specific responses on the record from the minister and the government. I asked questions in estimates of 
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the Minister for Corrective Services about the growth in the prison muster under the government. By way of 
example, in the past 18 months, noting that on 18 June, which was seven days ago, the minister said that the 
growth rate of the prison population was just above the state population growth. It was 11.6 per cent. The state’s 
population grew by 2.1 per cent, according to the Australian Bureau of Statistics. The prison population is 
outstripping growth in the normal population by five times. It is five times the rate of the population growth and 
the minister does not know that. This is the same corrective services minister who came into this place in 
estimates—this is a concern for the Treasurer—with not one word, not one line, in any of the budget papers 
about a requirement for a new prison to open in the next three years, not to commence building, but to open, who 
was outed by the Commissioner of Corrective Services to the need for a new prison to open within the next three 
years. 

A new prison cannot be built in the metropolitan area for under $300 million. If we enter into a public–private 
partnership of some description and try to deceive the population and hide the cost, as the government did with 
other capital works around the state and in a similar fashion to what it has done with the Perth Stadium, the cost 
will ultimately still come home to the taxpayer and it will be about $300 million. We can roughly calculate it by 
the number of beds we will need. There will be no point building a prison for less than 300 extra beds, noting the 
rate of growth of the prison muster. Based on recent builds, that is the sort of cost that will be incurred. Even if it 
is done under a public–private partnership, I think that would be a terrible decision without absolute 
transparency. With no commercial-in-confidence restraint on revealing all the true costs, that would be 
outrageous. If this government goes to a public–private partnership in the same way it did with maintenance 
management for Fiona Stanley Hospital, for instance, or something of that description, where it is decades long, 
compelling future generations of governments to continue in a bad contract, that would be outrageous. There is 
no justification for it. 

The minister has lost control of the growth of the prison muster because of the government’s inability to 
acknowledge that its policies have failed. It has not reduced the prison muster, it has not reduced crime and it has 
not made people feel safer in Western Australia, so it has to plan to keep building prisons. A growing prison 
population is not a sign of the success of prisons; a growing prison population is a confirmation of failure of 
strategy. If the prison population is growing, it means the government’s strategy to change people’s behaviour 
has failed. That is what has happened. We have evidence—confirmation—that every strategy employed by the 
Barnett government since 2008 to reduce offending rates, reduce recidivism and get people to stop committing 
crimes has failed. A reduction in the prison population would have happened had the government’s policies been 
successful, and we would have seen a diminishing prison population and less demand on the taxpayer’s purse for 
building prisons, and the government would have been closing prisons. Instead, we have seen a 40.7 per cent 
increase in the number of people in our prison system in seven years. That is unprecedented. 

[Quorum formed.]  

Mr P. PAPALIA: Having incarcerated more Aboriginal Western Australians than any Premier in history, this 
Premier is now confronted with the challenge of changing his strategy. He has acknowledged that he has failed. 
His speech earlier this week was an acknowledgement of failure. The Barnett Liberal–National government has 
locked up more Aboriginal people than any government in Western Australian history, and quite likely any state 
government in the nation, as far as the rate of growth. It is extraordinary, but it indicates an opportunity. There is 
an opportunity, but it is not demonstrated in the budget, because near-term future significant costs are not 
included in the budget. There is no cost in capital works in the budget to accommodate the estimated 200-plus 
adults and 60 additional juveniles who will be incarcerated as a consequence of the aggravated burglary laws, 
when they are introduced over three years. That is not included, and it has been missing from the budget for the 
past three years. Unfortunately, in budget paper No 3 it is identified as a risk, so the Treasury is onto that one. 

What is not incorporated in this budget—I am a bit shocked that Treasury has failed to rein in the government 
and insist on some sort of discipline in this regard—is any mention of the future prison that the minister is 
planning to build and open in the next three years. It is not mentioned anywhere in the budget. Also, there is no 
acknowledgement, beyond the conversation that we had in estimates, of the forecast growth rate of the prison 
muster, and the consequent demand for additional accommodation. As is my usual practice, I asked for 
supplementary information on the department’s forecast for low, middle and high prison muster growth over the 
next six years. I was provided with this year’s figure, and the next five years. This year’s figure has already been 
exceeded. The projection to 30 June this year was exceeded probably a month or two ago. That is the middle 
projection—not the high or low projection, but the medium. It is somewhere between the midpoint and the upper 
projection at the moment. The projections along that midpoint range for the next five years are for about 
four per cent growth year on year. That is what the department’s own growth modelling indicates. That compels 
us to acknowledge that there is a need for additional capital works if the government continues with its current 
strategies. The current strategies have failed and continue to fail and are continuing to grow the prison muster. 

There is an opportunity to change the strategy. Instead of spending more and more wasted dollars on nothing 
other than beds in prisons, focus on determining whether the people who are being incarcerated need to be there, 
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as the Premier has suggested. He has acknowledged that that is required. He said that we need to introduce 
legislative and policy measures to avoid incarceration for low-level offenders where appropriate, including new 
adult diversion options such as pre-charge contracts for minor offences. I agree with that, but that is not what the 
government is doing. That is an admission of failure by the Premier, and an acknowledgement that the 
opposition has been correct for the past seven years, and that every single Minister for Corrective Services, 
Minister for Police and Attorney General in the past seven years has failed, and has been pursuing the wrong 
strategy. It is good to see that the Premier has finally put that on paper, but I would like to see some activity to 
reflect it. His own minister, only days before the Premier’s speech, completely contradicted his observations. 

If people are wondering why this is an issue, and why I should be speaking about it under capital works, apart 
from the fact that there is no mention of the need for a new prison, which I estimate would cost at least 
$300 million, we can look at what this government has wasted historically on nothing more than beds in 
prisons—$655 162 384 in seven years on putting extra beds in prisons. What an incredible waste of money, and 
an absolute proof of the failure of policy. It is even more than is being wasted on Elizabeth Quay, lifting the 
grass out of the land and then putting it back. It is one and a half times the cost of that. It is almost half what is 
being spent on the stadium. When we consider those three things—Elizabeth Quay, the stadium and putting extra 
beds in prisons—it is an incredible amount of money and, in the case of the prisons, we do not even get the nice 
fluffy feeling outcome of coloured lights on the outside of the stadium, and not even the soft grass to sit on 
around Elizabeth Quay that was already there before it was dug up. 

There is no return, because recidivism is as bad as it ever was. The rate of incarceration of Aboriginal people is 
10 per cent worse than it was during the deaths in custody royal commission in the 1990s. The government has 
achieved nothing, and it is only making communities less safe. People are going into prison as minor offenders, 
fine defaulters and people who need to make bail for minor offences who might otherwise have got it but cannot 
get their act together. They are going into prison to sit next to serious offenders and learn how to do it properly. 
The government is opening up crime universities, and it has spent $655 million on putting extra beds in to 
accommodate its bad policies. According to the Minister for Corrective Services, the government is about to 
build yet another prison to accommodate more people and waste more taxpayer dollars to make the community 
even less safe. 

All it takes is a shift in mindset to consider whether we could be doing things a different way. Plenty of people 
need to be locked up, but not the numbers who are presently in prison. There are 5 546 or something in prison 
today, and they are not all murderers, rapists and the sorts of thugs that the Minister for Corrective Services 
comes in here and rants on about. They are exactly as the Premier has indicated only this week—people who are 
low-level offenders and should not be incarcerated. That is the Premier’s view, at least as articulated in his 
speech about Aboriginal deaths in custody and over-representation. It requires a strategic shift, and it would 
potentially result in the saving of money. 

Another significant capital cost listed in this year’s budget is in the order of $22 million for changing part of the 
inadequate Hakea men’s prison into an inadequate Hakea women’s prison—rebuilding a wall that the 
government knocked down two years ago. It is kind of reminiscent of putting grass back down where it was dug 
up at Elizabeth Quay. It is very reminiscent of that. I have suggested, on numerous occasions, that instead of 
turning part of Hakea into an inadequate remand prison for women, the government should accept another 
failure, and concede that it has failed in another initiative—the Wandoo young men’s prison, which is only full 
because the government raised the definition of young man to anyone aged 28 years or younger. The government 
should concede that that does not work; it was an abject failure that cost $40 million, for shifting juveniles from 
Rangeview Remand Centre over to Banksia Hill and turning that Wandoo facility into what it is. Concede that 
that has failed, and turn it into a women’s prison. It has 80 beds. I understand that there will be a few more than 
that at Hakea Prison, but the government would not have to spend any money on it. It could turn it into a 
women’s prison tomorrow. It would not have to waste another year or 18 months building at Hakea until it could 
relieve the pressure at Bandyup Women’s Prison and it would not cost an additional $22 million. If the 
government took out of Bandyup the fine defaulters who are there solely because they cannot afford to pay fines, 
the women who are just there on remand while they organise bail and the minor offenders who could be dealt 
with more efficiently in the community under more tight and better funded supervision in community 
corrections, it would not need more than 80 beds. It would relieve the pressure at Bandyup. It could shift all the 
remand prisoners to Wandoo Reintegration Facility tomorrow and save the taxpayer at least the $22 million that 
the government is going to waste at Hakea and it would not disrupt Hakea Prison, which is designed for men. 
But that requires a bit of self-reflection and the courage and integrity to stand up and say that it has failed. It is 
okay to fail at an initiative, but it is stupid to continue to pursue it to the bitter end in a bull-headed fashion at the 
expense of the taxpayer. That is just silly. 

In the current circumstances in which the Barnett government has trashed the state budget and has taken the best 
set of state books in history and turned them into the worst and the Treasurer has defined himself for all time as 
possibly the worst Treasurer in the history of the state, with the exception of his predecessor, it would be 
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responsible and reasonable to concede that there is a huge failure in corrective services and to consider whether, 
if nothing else, it costs more, even if it disregarded the opportunity to have a better outcome for the benefit of 
society. Every year of the Barnett government, this portfolio has blown its budget by, on average, 8.5 per cent 
and no-one has said anything. No-one in the Barnett government has even batted an eyelid. Apparently, it is okay 
for the government to make the really puerile argument that it makes no apologies for throwing people into 
prison for breaking the law. If it is not working, it should just accept and concede that and save some taxpayer 
dollars. It would be a normal and responsible approach, but in the current circumstances, it is just unavoidable. 

The government cannot keep doing what it has been doing; the state cannot afford it. When people ask where the 
money has gone, the government’s normal response is to say that it has gone towards digging up grass at 
Elizabeth Quay and putting grass back down, or turning the outside of the stadium into different colours or 
putting sound systems in the toilets at the stadium. However, a significant component of the money has 
evaporated into the prison system for zero return; in fact, it has been a negative return, because the people are 
coming out worse than they were when they went in. It is ridiculous that the government continues to refuse to 
acknowledge that, and it is probably because people have not questioned some of the slogans and the spin that is 
being spewed by the Minister for Corrective Services’ staff. I do not think that the minister necessarily believes 
most of what he says. He has made an effort in the space of juvenile detention; that is true and I acknowledge 
that and I have commended him on funding things such as the Yiriman Project. We now have the juvenile 
population back down to the base level it was at before the Barnett government came to office; it is back down to 
normal growth levels. The adult prison population costs the state an enormous amount and there is enormous 
opportunity there, and it should not be ignored just through foolhardy stubbornness. 

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [4.13 pm]: I rise to make a brief contribution to the Appropriation 
(Capital 2015–16) Bill 2015. I begin by saying that when the budget came down, people in the Gosnells 
electorate looked desperately for signs of funding for the community. They saw one glimmer of hope—one 
useful contribution—in capital expenditure, and that was the state contribution of $16 million towards the grade 
separation over the train line at Nicholson Road, which currently has a level crossing. The separation of the train 
line from the road is desperately needed because, at the moment, every time a freight train goes through, the 
boom gates come down, and we do not need boom gate problems to exacerbate the very high traffic volumes on 
Nicholson Road in the morning. Likewise in the afternoon, there is a constant flow of traffic from the city and 
areas that link to Welshpool and parts of Canning Vale, with people funnelling through to Nicholson Road to get 
to my electorate and to go on to areas as far afield as the Darling Range electorate and some of the growing 
suburbs down there, such as the new developments in the City of the Armadale. It is clear that the urban growth 
that we are seeing leads to greater demand on our transport networks. This grade separation is much needed. The 
federal government was prepared to commit to a 50 per cent funding arrangement if the state was prepared to 
chip in, and we see in these budget papers that the state is prepared to come to the party and contribute to that. 
That is some good news for us, but otherwise I am hard-pressed to see capital expenditure for my electorate and, 
indeed, for electorates that surround mine, and I will come to that a little later. 

First of all, I want to talk about the grade separation. The real purpose is to have a grade separation at 
Nicholson Road when the train line is eventually extended from Thornlie to the Mandurah line, which will 
probably involve trains running at a frequency of perhaps one every 10 or 15 minutes during peak hour and 
every 20 minutes during non-peak hour. We could not have boom gates then; they just would not work. The 
government is promising that this grade separation work will go ahead, which shows that there is an 
understanding of the need for the extension of the Thornlie line. However, that is as optimistic as I can be when I 
look at the government’s plans for this. It was quite remarkable that the member for Southern River wrote an 
article in Monday’s The West Australian that documented his attempts as a government member to convince his 
own side to invest in the extension of the Thornlie line to the Mandurah line, with the creation of a train station 
at Nicholson Road and one at Ranford Road, which would act as a station for that extended catchment area for 
the fast-growing new southern suburbs. I think other members have mentioned this, but I was in Armadale on 
Monday and I saw the plans for the Wungong catchment and the number of homes that will be built in that area 
and the number of people who will live in that area. There will be a remarkable boost in the population numbers 
in that part of Perth. Those people will need good public transport connections. It is remarkable that 
The West Australian saw fit to report on the member for Southern River’s unsuccessful campaigns in 2008 and 
2013 for the Thornlie line extension. I am not sure of the newsworthiness of the story; it is just a matter of fact. 
What is quite odd, though, is that given that the Thornlie train station is in my electorate, the journalist involved 
did not bother to contact me about the station, but that is the standard of reporting nowadays. Nevertheless, the 
report records that the project, this extension of the Thornlie line through to the Mandurah line, would cost $320 
million. Relative to some of the other projects around, that is exceedingly good value. It means that for 
$320 million, we would be getting one of the first of these essential links that go from east to west rather than 
this radial approach all focusing in on the city—that we are starting to build up those circle lines that were so 
much part of the Metronet proposal that we took to the last election. That was a very clever plan that we made 
significant capital expenditure decisions around so we could have money to begin the whole Metronet rollout. 
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We made very big decisions about things like the Oakajee port and expenditure on a football stadium. 
Unfortunately, people were won over by the Barnett argument that the government’s proposals were fully funded 
and fully costed, and that it would deliver all of these things, such as better transport linkages, multibillion-dollar 
stadiums and expensive projects that could have been done in partnership with the private sector, as with the 
Oakajee port. We heard that it was all possible and unfortunately people were seduced by that idea. It is most 
unfortunate. The fact remains that capital expenditure for the Gosnells electorate is only in its very early stages 
for some of the essential work that needs to be done—I refer to some of the essential capital works provisions 
that have to be made. In the very near future we need the allocation of $320 million so we can get this linkage 
across to the Mandurah line. It has been pointed out that it will be essential for something as mundane as getting 
people to the football stadium: if we have this line in place, some of those people from the south western suburbs 
right down as far as Mandurah will be able to take the train to the stadium via the Thornlie line to the Burswood 
station or stadium station or whatever it will be called. It is essential that we have this line not only for people’s 
capacity to get to their place of work, but also because we need to start creating the circle lines, these east–west 
linkages, so we can break away from the current situation of a transport network that is so radial in its approach. 
That is one of the key things I noted when looking for capital expenditure on my electorate. 

Neighbouring the Gosnells electorate, we were desperate to see a commitment towards the Burslem Bridge. We 
know there is money for road duplication, and this is a major artery in the area—a very important bridge that 
links up Gosnells and Maddington and goes over the Canning River. Money has been set aside for the road 
duplication, but not for the bridge. It can be imagined how frustrated the local government, the City of Gosnells, 
is. It can see some of the money is there to do the road duplication, but not money to actually construct the 
bridge. It is extremely frustrating for that local government. That adds to its annoyance because it is desperate to 
develop the Maddington town centre. There are some very exciting plans to develop Maddington. Maddington is 
an area that has suffered a bit. It has been forgotten about. It is not in my area; it is just on the edge. It is an area 
where there is that curious transitional situation of car yards, car wash facilities—some of those businesses that 
tend to settle on land that is in transition that in time will be useful and great land for a higher value use; 
however, while we wait for that to come about, for the urban renewal to take place, the land seems to go to 
various activities like car washes, activities that are fairly ephemeral in their nature and the can be moved on if a 
higher land use comes about. There is great potential in the Maddington town centre. The city has done all the 
work on what the plan should look like, but it is being held up because the Water Corporation has a mainline that 
goes under Albany Highway. Unfortunately, the Water Corporation has not been able to be convinced to spend 
on that upgrade; I think it involves putting pipes much deeper under Albany Highway so the roadworks can go 
on. The Water Corporation has not been able to find the capital funds to put those pipes much deeper down so 
we can get on with developing the area and implementing this Maddington town centre renewal. That is causing 
great frustration. I have been hearing about these plans for Maddington the whole time I have been in office—in 
other words, since 2008. The City of Gosnells has been telling me about how desperate it is to get on with 
developing Maddington, but Albany Highway has to be upgraded and to do that these Water Corporation pipes 
need to be sunk lower down, and the money is not being made available for that. It is very, very frustrating. 

Another issue I know the city has had a high degree of frustration with is traffic lights and traffic sensors, 
particularly on a major roundabout in the electorate at Nicholson Road–Yale Road–Garden Street. That 
roundabout is related to the grade separation project I was talking about earlier. It is a roundabout that receives 
very heavy usage. It is very similar to the roundabout we see at the Narrows Bridge end of Mounts Bay Road 
where traffic metering is in place. I have only driven through that roundabout a couple of times when the traffic 
metering has been functioning, because it does not need to function all the time; it just comes on when the traffic 
volumes coming along Mounts Bay Road are such that traffic coming from near the Mount Hospital needs a 
break in the flow of traffic on Mounts Bay Road to enable people to get onto the roundabout. That is exactly  

what is needed at Nicholson Road–Yale Road–Garden Street. Money was allocated to the City of Gosnells—
$400 000—for the traffic metering to take place, but unfortunately somebody in Main Roads said that the traffic 
metering project could be delayed because a major upgrade of the roundabout was done and the slip roads were 
alleviating the traffic volumes. The fact is that at key times, there is a problem getting onto that roundabout, just 
as there was a problem getting onto the Mounts Bay Road roundabout. Why was the City of Gosnells forced to 
give back $400 000 that would have paid for traffic metering to be installed? I do not understand at all. The 
money was given to the City of Gosnells, but then it had to give it back to Main Roads. That suggests there was 
some pressure exerted on the City of Gosnells to hand that money back and I think that is really unfair, because 
that metering would make quite a difference to the flow of traffic in the area. 

On this issue of traffic flow, on a part of Albany Highway in the Victoria Park area, there is a sign mentioning 
the trial works on traffic light flows underway.  

I do not have the terminology exactly right; it is part of the Bigger Picture project, I gather, but it is about the 
one-per-centers, as the Minister for Transport likes to describe them, that improve the sensing ability of the 
traffic lights. Traffic is encouraged to flow rather than stop every time the sequencing delays are exceeded, so 
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there is a more intelligent use of traffic light systems. We definitely need that in the Gosnells area. At many sets 
of traffic lights the lights change when cars go up to them and another vehicle comes from a side road. Even 
though 20 vehicles might be going up to the traffic lights, their flow is interrupted because one car comes in on a 
side road. That is the case even on Manning Road, a major road that serves my area. It is not in my electorate, of 
course, but it is a road many people have to use if they are driving to the city. However, there are better 
alternatives to driving to the city, even with the public transport network as it is. 

My preferred means of transport is to cycle into the city, but I have to say that cyclists have a problem also with 
traffic lights. I am frustrated by the number of times I come up to traffic lights that do not detect a bike. I have 
corresponded with the City of Gosnells about this and I believe it has been in contact with Main Roads. The 
City of Gosnells says that the problem is due to the amount of carbon fibre on bikes. I own a nice bike made 
mostly out of carbon fibre, but I can assure members that it has plenty of metal components on it. In wet weather 
I ride my old steel bike and it does not trigger the sensing devices. There is clearly a problem. We need to 
upgrade the sensing devices located in the roads on the approach to traffic lights so that they pick up cyclists. If 
we do not do that, there will be more and more reports of cyclists going through red lights. Some people do not 
understand why cyclists go through red lights; they think they are committing an act of civil disobedience when, 
in reality, the traffic lights have not detected them. What should they do then—wait until a motor vehicle 
eventually comes and triggers the light change? It is essential there be capital investment in good quality traffic 
lights that can sense bikes and vehicles and be better adapted to working with traffic flows. 

I want to expand the idea of the importance of traffic lights picking up on movement in general. When I walk 
through the City of Perth, I notice that quite frequently the lights are triggered by one or two cars travelling along 
Barrack Street, turning down Hay Street. One or two cars get the advantage of the lights while at the same time 
50 to 100 pedestrians can be waiting for the signals to change. Where is the democracy in that? We give priority 
to people who have perhaps not planned their trip particularly well and have had to drive into the city centre, but 
are inconveniencing the 50 to 100 pedestrians standing around a set of traffic lights. We make them wait while 
we give priority to a couple of cars that want to go through the lights. Sensing devices are clearly needed to 
detect how many pedestrians want to cross the road so that they are given priority. It is not enough to rely on 
people pressing the button, because I do not believe the lights record how many people press the button. A lot of 
pedestrians in the inner city do not press the buttons on the lights because so many people are waiting at the 
lights that they have to stand at the back of the crowd. We need other sensing devices. I am sure that can be 
done. The technology is there; it is a matter of making sure there are adequate levels of capital investment to do 
that job. 

In the final moments of my speech on this Appropriation (Capital 2015–16) Bill, I want to return to an issue 
I raised last year; namely, the upgrade of Southern River College and Thornlie Senior High School in my 
electorate. I requested from the Minister for Education information on the program of works, given that promises 
were made that both these schools would receive substantial amounts of money for their upgrade. I note that the 
Minister for Education will be going to both schools tomorrow. I look forward to seeing him there. I am sure he 
will be very surprised at the deterioration of the schools and the need for major capital expenditure at both 
schools. I think he will come away telling his staff to make an investment at Thornlie Senior High School and 
Southern River College for things such as toilets. I hope he visits the students’ toilets at Thornlie Senior High 
School because he will be disgusted by their condition. It is unfair to have to deal with such unsanitary facilities. 
They deserve much better, and given the school is well over 40 years old, it is high time they were improved. 
Surely that is something our education capital works program should be managing. Various audits have been 
done of the schools and within the Department of Education and time frames and programs of works have been 
prepared, but there has been no communication to the schools about when the works will take place. Of course, 
nothing was in this year’s state budget. When I go to the school boards of both these schools—both are now 
independent public schools; and I sit on both boards—I have to report that, sadly, there is no capital expenditure 
in this year’s state budget for either school and they will have to wait yet another year for those very important 
upgrades. 

I will conclude my remarks there, but I say that the south eastern suburbs deserve much, much more capital 
expenditure. Our transport network and our educational infrastructure desperately need upgrading. There is 
massive growth in the area that is resulting in more cars on the road. We need to give people better alternatives 
and to make sure their children have upgraded educational institutions to go to. That is desperately needed. 
I express my disappointment with the capital expenditure in this year’s state budget. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [4.37 pm]: What an excellent speech by the member for Gosnells. He is right 
to raise those concerns about schools. The state of schools in my electorate also shows that capital works money 
has been somewhere between non-existent and very little. Not only has there been no real injection of funding to 
schools in recent years in my electorate, but also no plan for the future. In light of the Premier’s comments 
yesterday about property sales, I am really concerned about the government’s plans. I want to highlight that the 
government has recently announced that it will put some young people with behaviour management issues at the 
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old Midland primary school. Midland primary school was closed in about 2008 because there were plenty of 
spaces at neighbouring Woodbridge and Midvale schools. It was regarded as a temporary closure because we 
knew the growth around Midland would be on the incline and that that school would be reopened in the future. 
The Minister for Education has announced that it is a 12-month trial but I am quite concerned about the location 
of this 12-month trial. Feedback from my local constituents is that we badly need to upgrade and reopen the 
Midland primary school. Effectively, both Woodbridge, which members may know formerly as West Midland, 
and Guildford Primary Schools are full. 
There is no potential for expansion at Guildford primary school, because it is a historic site so that is very 
limited. About one-third of the school’s total land area is flood plain. It is also the oldest continually operating 
primary school in this state and, as such, has a complete conservation plan that would not allow, from a heritage 
or conservation point of view, plonking demountables or some form of transportable buildings there. It is already 
a crowded site with limited playing area, and that playing area becomes more limited in winter if there is 
flooding. Within its catchment, that school is supposed to take children from all of South Guildford, including 
the Rosehill and Waterhall estates. The fact is there is not room for all the potential enrolments at Guildford for 
that part of its catchment area. I know that the Department of Education has been effectively triaging primary 
school–age students and preschool and kindy kids from that area, and many of them have been funnelled across 
to Woodbridge Primary School. Woodbridge Primary School was part of the capital works program back in 
2002–03 and was a completely rebuilt school on a very nice site. That school is now full, so it is time to reopen 
Midland primary school. I was talking to the parent group at Woodbridge last night. They are quite concerned 
about plans to plonk a few transportable buildings on that very small school site, which is only 2.4 hectares. 
I understand the recommended size for a primary school site is four hectares. Woodbridge Primary School is a 
smaller than average school. It is a level 5 primary school, which is the second largest category of primary 
school, so it would really be most unfair to place more classrooms there. Its catchment area extends quite a 
way—in fact, over to Viveash. There is no other reasonably close school that kids in Viveash would be able to 
come to. Viveash was formerly part of the Midland primary school catchment area. 

The Premier knows there is huge growth in Midland. He addressed something called Swan Connect only a few 
weeks ago and acknowledged that the Midland area is expecting a huge increase of population within the next 
few years. With the Premier’s statement that the government is looking at options for selling off government 
property, I want to highlight here and now that one property the government must not sell is the Midland primary 
school site or any part of it. The demand for kindy, preschool and primary school in that area is very much 
growing. 

I highlight just a couple of examples. Midland town centre itself, partly through the government’s development 
assistance panel procedure, where people are getting big bonuses in terms of what I call plot ratios, is seeing lots 
of units going up. Where I was previously seeing, perhaps 10 years ago, two little houses on two big blocks 
demolished and replaced with a quadruplex of four units, I am now seeing 14 units being built where there were 
two little houses. We are seeing a lot of infill in that area. Likewise in Viveash, I have seen a lot of very intense 
development. People heard that only last week a development was approved by the Western Australian Planning 
Commission and signed off by the Minister for Planning for about 800 more houses to go on the site of the 
former Rosehill golf course. There will be memorials placed on those titles about airport noise and so forth, but 
even so, that is another 800 homes going there. We are expecting quite extreme growth within this area over 
coming years, so it is really important that we keep that site. I am mindful of the government’s financial 
situation, but I think we should be looking at a staged reopening of the Midland primary school. I certainly do 
not want to see kids dislocated from either Guildford or Woodbridge, but next year I am advised that there could 
be a demand for another couple of classrooms’ worth of students between those two schools. If there is no room 
for a transportable at Guildford, the transportable will have to go to Woodbridge. That is an unacceptable 
solution for the parent group. One way of managing this change would be to reinstitute the kindy at the 
Midland primary school  site in a discrete location, which I am sure the Department of Education would be 
aware of, and then gradually grow that through to the preprimary and primary school years. It is absolutely 
needed. I want to say here and now that under no circumstances should any part of that site be sold. 
The other land I want to briefly refer to is the site of the old Swan District Hospital. It would be a colossal 
mistake for government to try to balance its other capital works by selling that site off to the highest bidder. 
I understand that some people might have a proposal for housing or something else there, but there are some real 
demands in my local community, just as there are in other local communities. There is big demand for mental 
health space for people dealing with mental health and drug issues. This is already a site that houses an 
institution—the Swan District Hospital. Already, parts of that hospital will effectively have to stay there; for 
example, the freestanding dental clinic on that site. It is towards the front of the site and is discrete, and I 
understand that that will continue at that site and is not a service that will transfer to the new Midland Health 
Campus run by St John of God Health Care. That site has an existing mental health unit towards the back of the 
site that is a reasonably good facility. It would seem to me that that facility was specifically designed for mental 
health and the government should look at utilising that. When government wants to rezone sites for institutional 
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uses of any kind, there are often issues, but here we already have a site that does not have any boundaries with 
close neighbouring residents and that is relatively close to the Midland town centre where there are big 
possibilities of future expansion of mental health services and/or drug rehabilitation services. People know that 
this is a growing need. People keep talking about the ice epidemic and the issues flowing from it. To turn 
people’s lives around to get them off methamphetamine and sustain them very often requires a live-in 
arrangement and lots of support. That is worthwhile doing—otherwise those people are out in the community, 
often involved in crime and creating havoc with their families and the rest of the community. Facilities to deal 
with people who have fallen victim to the scourge of methamphetamine are very important, too. Often in the 
general community and generally residential areas, there is quite a resistance to putting any facility that would 
assist people who are drug addicts or have mental health issues in built-up residential areas. Here the government 
has a site already effectively zoned for that purpose. I highlight that it is a very large site and the other potential 
for that site’s future use certainly has to be aged care. There is a colossal demand for aged care. We know we 
have a growing aged population and that demand in that area is increasing. I have spoken to local residents who 
have advised me that to get aged-care places for their parents, they have had to utilise facilities that are located a 
very long way away. I have spoken to people who may themselves live in areas like Northam, Toodyay and the 
like, many of whom work in Midland by day. I was speaking to one poor woman working in Guildford who had 
to put her mother, I think, into a facility in Osborne Park while she was travelling from Toodyay or Northam—
somewhere in that vicinity—to her work in Guildford but needing to visit her mother in aged care in 
Osborne Park. 

We know that there is a greater prevalence of dementia and people are not necessarily able to keep their parents 
who have dementia or Alzheimer’s in their homes, especially if they need to work. What is needed are more 
local residential aged-care facilities. I am glad that the Premier is in the chamber to listen to my comments on 
this topic because the community needs to be considered when contemplating the sale of any government land 
and government assets. I am concerned that once these sites are sold, they will be lost forever. Imagine what 
would happen if the former Midland primary school site were sold and the populations of Rosehill Estate, 
Viveash and Midland expanded. Imagine that the government had to purchase a site and construct a new primary 
school. It would cost a phenomenal amount of money compared with using the existing Midland primary school 
site, which still has classrooms that were operative less than 10 years ago. 

Before I finish my comments, I want to talk about the capital works budget for police. Frankly, it has never been 
smaller and there have never been fewer police stations under construction. For many years during our term in 
government we had somewhere between eight and 12 police stations under construction. At the moment there is 
a very small number under construction. Under “Works in Progress” at page 368 of the budget papers for new 
police facilities is Ballajura Police Station at a cost of approximately $8.3 million; Cockburn Central Police 
Station, $19.8 million; Mundijong Police Station, $4.4 million; and Western Suburbs Police Station, 
$25.493 million. It would seem that only four police stations are under construction. It should be noted that no 
money is being spent this year or next year on Western Suburbs Police Station, $5.6 million is available in 2017–
18 and $8.9 million in 2018–19. I am not sure whether that can be classified as a work in progress; I would call 
that a future intention. Only three police stations, therefore, are listed in the budget as works in progress. For a 
state as big as Western Australia is and with a growing population and the demands that flow from that, I think 
we are way behind in our program of future needs for police stations. 

Another thing that concerns me is the relatively small amount of money allocated for general maintenance. The 
maintenance program has never been smaller. In my view, that is to disguise the falling amount of capital works 
being spent on police. Things are included under the so-called asset investment program that previously would 
not have been included under that heading and would have potentially been in another budget. I highlight the 
example of the speed camera replacement program funding of $600 000. That is listed under the asset investment 
program for police. Previously, that would have been listed under the Department of Transport’s funding through 
the Office of Road Safety. That money is being transferred from the road trauma trust account to police and then 
added into its capital amount. I understand that the government needs to do that, because the sheer 
embarrassment of how little it is spending on police infrastructure and maintenance and new capital works would 
otherwise become even more embarrassing. There is a similar picture in education and some other areas. 

My view is that state governments have a responsibility to look after core areas, and those core areas include 
education, health, police and public transport. I do not see a lot of funding set aside in this budget for capital 
expenditure on police or education in particular, and that will result in a built-up demand in the future. Again, 
given the time of the day, I will not go into detail, but the small allocation to maintenance for police stations will 
mean that necessary maintenance will not occur. I highlight briefly, for example, that there have been problems 
in the Pilbara with air-conditioning units in police stations in Karratha and other locations because of humidity 
and other factors, and that those problems will impact potentially on the health and wellbeing of police officers 
working in those environments. As I see it, the money allocated there is not adequate to deal with the demand. In 
fact, in real terms, it is much less than it was 10 years ago. 
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MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen) [4.55 pm]: Members will be very pleased to know that I am going to be brief 
on the Appropriation (Capital 2015–16) Bill 2015. I want to mention a few matters that pertain to my electorate. 
In fact, the first two are bouquets, Treasurer. I want him to understand that I am particularly grateful when the 
government uses its largesse in my electorate. It tends to be fairly rare, but out of courtesy I need to say that 
I certainly appreciate when the government spends money in my electorate. 

The first of these bouquets concerns a matter I have been mentioning for a number of years in this place, and that 
is the new roof at East Hamersley Primary School. I am pleased to say that the roof has finally been replaced. 
I want to thank principal Lyn Dawson and all her staff for their forbearance and patience while we have been 
lobbying for that roof to be replaced. Secondly, the Kingsway Junior Football Club operates out of Warradale 
Oval, and I am pleased to say that the oval will be resurfaced under the community sporting and recreation 
facilities. It simply was not good enough and the kids who played on that football oval were at severe risk of 
injury. 

The third matter I am not so pleased about concerns the former Blackmore primary school site that will 
eventually be developed by Landgate as affordable housing, which is excellent because it has been vacant for 
many years. However, some of the public open space has been chopped off the adjacent park. I was given 
assurances by Landgate that there would be interesting facilities in the park, facilities that would possibly 
encourage adult exercise, because they are all going to be very small blocks. I am afraid that rather sad multi-
coloured playground equipment has been installed. I think that is a mistake because if there had been a bit more 
thought and investment in that park, it would have been a jewel in the crown for Landgate and it would have 
been easier to sell those blocks and houses. 

I am sorry that the Minister for Transport has left the chamber, but the fourth issue I want to raise concerns the 
list of electronic school zone signs for 2013–14. The member for Hillarys and I have the very rare privilege of 
receiving none in our electorates. In 2013–14 not a single school in my electorate or the electorate of the member 
for Hillarys managed to get an electronic school zone sign, despite my writing to the minister and his 
predecessor on behalf of a number of schools. I have to ask: does the safety of kids in Girrawheen not count for 
anything? Some electorates have four or five but mine has not got any over two years. I have written to the 
minister again and have asked him to reconsider, because it is simply unacceptable when something like 
$20 million is being spent in 2015–16 yet there is no money for an electronic school zone sign in my electorate. 
I would ask the government to reconsider that.  

The final thing I want to talk about is the new east Landsdale primary school, which is the jewel in the crown 
under this new public–private partnership. Under this arrangement, it is a build, own, operate and maintain 
school. The rationale for it being maintained is that if maintenance is not included in the contract, the contractors 
will put in second-rate equipment, such as air conditioning and what have you, and that will break down some 
time sooner than the currency of the 20 or so years that a school building is expected to be functional. The way 
around that is to have specifications that certain equipment be used. I have problems with the maintenance side 
of things being part of the PPP for the simple reason that work such as cleaning schools is a good local job. We 
have been discussing the fact that we need to generate jobs in the communities to save on congestion. I really 
think that the idea of including the maintenance side of the contract means that local people who could have jobs 
such as cleaners and gardeners may well be excluded because they will be done by the contract personnel. 

I am very disappointed about another issue relating to that school. It was subject to a development assessment 
panel application recently and was knocked back. The government had not done its homework and did not 
present enough evidence on car parking. It had half the car parking that was required, and of course it got 
knocked back. I am very disappointed in this first PPP school—one of about eight—and that the government 
could not get its facts right and do its homework to present before the DAP and get it approved. That has caused 
a further delay. The school has been well overdue for many years. It is simply unacceptable that provision for car 
parking was inadequate, and of course the inevitable happened. 

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Treasurer) [5.01 pm] — in reply: I will resist the request from my colleagues 
on this side to answer everything at length. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Come on, Treasurer—you’ve got plenty of time. You’ve got 30 minutes. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I could. I hear the member for Victoria Park arguing that I should do so. I am really 
disappointed that members opposite are so deeply disappointed in us for spending too much and at the same time 
spending too little. It is a real art putting a budget together. I am very proud that this 2015–16 budget continues 
to be a record spend per capita on infrastructure. Indeed, we continue on this budget and over the forward 
estimates to spend 60 per cent more per capita on infrastructure than is the case in other states and also 60 per 
cent more than when we came into government than the previous government from 2001 to 2008. 

Members opposite have decried this budget as the worst in history, but I think they will rue the day they made 
those complaints. I commend the budget to the house. 
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Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
Special 

On motion without notice by Mr J.H.D. Day (Leader of the House), resolved — 

That the house at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 11 August 2015, at 2.00 pm. 

House adjourned at 5.03 pm 

__________ 
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