
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Thursday, 27 May 2010 

                 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams) took the chair at 9.00 am, and read prayers. 

UNDERGROUND POWER PROGRAM 

Petition 

MR J.J.M. BOWLER (Kalgoorlie) [9.01 am]: On behalf of the member for Alfred Cove, I present the 
following petition — 

To the Honourable Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned residents of Western Australia, respectfully request that the Legislative Assembly 
increase the funds and resources allocated to the State Underground Power Program, originally 
introduced to provide underground power to established suburbs. There are approximately 340,000 
homes within the Perth Metropolitan area still to be converted. At the rate of 3,000 — 4,000 homes 
converted per annum, conversion will not be completed for another 100 years. We ask that Ardross, 
Alfred Cove, Attadale North, Bicton, Booragoon, Melville and Palmyra, in the Alfred Cove Electorate 
be include in Round 5 of the Program because:  

• Power reliability will be enhanced; 

• Faults caused by storms, trees and wildlife will be reduced; 

• Community safety will be enhanced by reducing hazards caused by fallen power lines and 
ageing wooden electricity poles; 

• Amenity of suburbs will be improved when trees do not have to be pruned or removed to keep 
them clear of overhead wires; and 

• Residents will have to pay more for conversion in the future because of the increasing cost of 
materials and labour. 

The petition complies with the standards of the house and contains 36 signatures.  

[See petition 292.] 

PAPER TABLED 

A paper was tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 

EXPO 2010 SHANGHAI CHINA 

Statement by Premier 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [9.04 am]: The 2010 world expo in Shanghai, China commenced 
on 1 May. The theme of the exposition is “Better City Better Life”. It is anticipated that some 70 million people 
will visit the expo and have an opportunity to view the 128 exhibiting countries over the six-month program 
period.  

China is Western Australia’s leading trading partner, accounting for more than $26 billion in export earnings. 
The World Expo and extended business programs provide a vehicle for Australians to engage with the people of 
China so as to better understand their cultural, political and social aspirations and, at the same time, develop 
business opportunities. 

A significant aspect of Western Australia’s participation in Shanghai is the Australia–China Natural Gas 
Technology Partnership Fund energy forum from 6 to 7 July and its proposed fund dinner in Shanghai. The fund 
is an important vehicle in helping Western Australia enhance its international reputation as a global centre in 
resources development, research and training. It continues to underpin the strong friendships engendered through 
this important people-to-people exchange and develops the deeper understanding between China and Western 
Australia that is essential to our engagement with our leading trading partner. Under the auspices of the fund, 36 
LNG engineers and industry project managers from China’s major companies will further their professional 
development in Western Australia this year.  

Hon Barry House, MLC, as President of the Legislative Council, will lead a delegation to China from 28 May to 
12 June. While in Shanghai, he will fulfil the role of Western Australia’s Goodwill Ambassador. He will also 
travel to Hangzhou, Shaoxing, Ningbo, Dalian and Beijing. 
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From 26 June to 6 July, Hon Dr Kim Hames, MLA, the Deputy Premier, will visit Shanghai, Hangzhou, Beijing, 
Guangzhou and Shenzhen, accompanied by Mr Roger Cook, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. In Shanghai, 
the Deputy Premier will officiate at the scholarships and study tours award ceremony at the Shanghai 
Association for Science and Technology and at a series of sister-state events in Hangzhou. He will also visit a 
pandemic research facility. 

Hon Terry Redman, MLA, Minister for Agriculture and Food, will lead a delegation of food exporters and 
scientists to China from 27 June to 4 July. The minister will visit Shanghai, Dalian, Beijing and our sister-state 
Zhejiang to promote investment, trade and training opportunities and hold discussions for further collaboration 
and research links with the Ministry of Agriculture and the Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences. 

Finally, I would like to acknowledge and thank the many government agencies that have participated in helping 
to bring this six-month program together to showcase Western Australia at the Shanghai World Expo. 

WATER RESOURCES — WINTER SPRINKLER BAN 

Statement by Minister for Water 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Eyre — Minister for Water) [9.07 am]: As we saw last night, we are coming up to the 
start of the wet season. I rise today to remind householders in Perth, Mandurah and parts of the South West to 
turn off their sprinklers for three months starting next Tuesday, 1 June and ending 31 August. 

The winter sprinkler ban is now permanent and will apply each winter to garden, bore and scheme water users in 
Perth, Mandurah and parts of the South West. This follows last winter’s successful two-month trial, which was 
supported by more than 90 per cent of the community and saved the equivalent of 5.5 million buckets of water 
every day, enough to supply Manjimup or Collie with water for a year. Normal watering rosters and the daytime 
sprinkler ban will apply to all other regions of Western Australia. 

The ban will not affect any industrial or commercial activities that use water to support their business; however, 
more than 600 businesses, local governments, schools and other organisations licensed to take groundwater for 
irrigating non-commercial lawns and gardens have had their licences amended so that they can comply with the 
winter sprinkler ban. Schools and local government ovals will be allowed some irrigation if required during the 
winter period due to their frequent use and also because of the value they provide to the wider community. 

A number of activities are exempt during the ban, including hand-held watering and irrigating golf course tees 
and greens, bowling greens, turf wickets and racetracks.  

During the trial ban, feedback showed bore users needed to be able to regularly operate bores for short periods 
for maintenance. This will be permitted, but anyone using sprinklers for watering from 1 June until the end of 
August risks a fine. 

Following the experience of the 2009 trial, the boundary for the winter sprinkler ban has been limited to the 
Perth–Mandurah area and parts of the South West. The boundary was determined using evapo-transpiration rates 
and rainfall data and is based on local government boundaries for ease of management and communication. 

While the winter sprinkler ban dates are in line with climatic conditions, as Minister for Water I am able to alter 
them annually depending on rainfall and subsequent water availability. I appeal to Perth households and 
businesses to embrace the permanent ban with enthusiasm, particularly given that Perth has just experienced its 
hottest and driest summer on record.  

GOLDFIELDS EARTHQUAKE RESTORATION FUND 

Statement by Minister for Heritage 

MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury — Minister for Heritage) [9.08 am]: It gives me great pleasure to announce 
the operating framework underpinning the $5 million that this government has made available for restoration 
works to heritage-listed buildings in the Goldfields that were damaged by the earthquake on 20 April. The 
Goldfields earthquake restoration fund will provide funding to owners of heritage places in the City of 
Kalgoorlie–Boulder to assist with the cost of repairs. There are four funding streams. The first is emergency 
relief grants to a maximum value of $10 000 to assist owners with the cost of minor, immediate repairs to make 
buildings safe or to repair damage caused by the earthquake. The second is preferred work grants, under which a 
heritage architect appointed by the Heritage Council of WA will recommend work to improve the heritage 
outcome over that achieved by just repairing a building. The third is earthquake restoration grants, which will be 
used to return heritage buildings to their condition prior to the earthquake where the costs of that work are not 
met by an insurer. Owners of such buildings will be required to make a substantial contribution. The fourth is 
conservation improvement grants of up to $250 000 to undertake any additional conservation works. These will 
also require a financial contribution from owners. In addition, an independent heritage architect is being funded 
to provide advice on the works needed. The Office of Heritage will administer the Goldfields earthquake 
restoration fund, with the Heritage Council making determinations on major grants with independent 
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professional advice. The City of Kalgoorlie–Boulder is working closely with the Office of Heritage to provide 
information and advice to owners, and to integrate the grants process with building approvals.  

I commend the members for Eyre and Kalgoorlie who were proactive in ensuring that the needs of their 
constituents were highlighted after this natural disaster. As Minister for Heritage, I look forward to a bright 
future for these significant heritage buildings, thanks to this government’s $5 million Goldfields earthquake 
restoration fund. This is another example of the importance that the Liberal–National government places on our 
heritage. 

EDNEY PRIMARY SCHOOL — AIR CONDITIONING 

Grievance 

MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [9.11 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Education on the denial of 
air conditioning to the new classrooms that are being built at Edney Primary School under the Building the 
Education Revolution program. The school, like many others throughout Australia, has been allocated funds by 
the Rudd federal government for capital works. These funds have been gratefully received by all parties at the 
school, and will allow for the building of a multipurpose hall. Unfortunately, the school is being denied the right 
to install air conditioning in this new building, despite the fact that the money allocated by the federal 
government under the BER program is sufficient to cover the cost of air conditioning. The school wants to build 
this building, the school, parents and students want the new building to be air conditioned, and the federal 
government is happy to pay for the air conditioning, but for some reason the Department of Education has said 
that the school cannot have air conditioning. 

Dr E. Constable: Does the rest of the school have air conditioning?   

Mr A.J. WADDELL: Yes, it does. When the school made it clear that there was money in the budget for air 
conditioning, the Department of Education suggested that instead of the school spending that money on air 
conditioning, it should spend it on resurfacing its netball court. It does not want to resurface its netball court and 
it does not need to resurface its netball court. It seemed to the school to be just a way to burn off the money. It 
seems that there is no flexibility around this policy decision whatsoever. Edney Primary School currently falls 
outside the air cooling zone by a couple of kilometres, so it is denied general air conditioning with state 
government funding. The school P&C usually has to come up with the money to fund air conditioning.   

Dr E. Constable: Can I just clarify? The rest of the school does not have air conditioning?   

Mr A.J. WADDELL: It does have air conditioning, but that was made possible through fundraising at the 
school. The P&C had to come up with the funding itself. I am informed that in this instance, it could cost up to 
$80 000 to get air conditioning in this new building. That is quite a high figure and probably demonstrates that 
someone is trying to make a bit of profit while all these building programs are going on. If the P&C is to pay for 
the air conditioning itself, it will need to fundraise $80 000. Edney Primary School has a great P&C, but to 
fundraise $80 000 would mean that it would need to sell about 40 000 hotdogs in front of Bunnings on Sundays, 
which would take about 80 Sundays. Given that schools can do that only twice a year, it would take about 40 
years to get air conditioning at the school. The plans that were originally approved by the Department of 
Education clearly included air conditioning—I have seen the plans. However, the plans were revised once work 
was about to commence. The school was informed that this was due to the fact that the air conditioning was 
approved by administrative error. The thing that really incenses the community is that High Wycombe Primary 
School, which is about 800 metres down the road and further to the west than Edney Primary School, so it is 
even further to the west of the line in the sand for air conditioning, also has a BER building being constructed 
that includes air conditioning, and its air conditioning is going in under the BER funding. So we have kids who 
basically live next door to one another and one lot can get air conditioning but the other lot cannot. Members can 
appreciate that the P&C and the community are saying, “What gives? Why are we being victimised by the 
department?” I am a former student of High Wycombe Primary School—Edney Primary School was not built at 
the time. I can tell members that it gets really hot out there on a summer’s day. We do not get sea breezes until 
very late in the afternoon—four o’clock or five o’clock. By that time, school has finished. It is stifling there. The 
summer months can be really quite unbearable. Research has demonstrated the negative impact of that on 
educational outcomes. When I raised this issue earlier this year, the Premier said to me — 

That is fair enough, and the member would agree that we should, as most governments have done, do 
the areas where it is hottest, which has primarily been country areas and, increasingly, the eastern 
suburbs of Perth. I happen to think schools in the member’s electorate should get priority over schools 
in my electorate. 

I agree, but unfortunately in the short time since the Premier made that statement, no policy changes have 
occurred.   

Dr E. Constable: I will fill you in on where we are going.  
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Mr A.J. WADDELL: Okay. 

Dr E. Constable: You will be at least a little bit happy with the response.  

Mr A.J. WADDELL: I hope so. A policy change is not necessary in this case, other than saying that the school 
can spend Kevin Rudd’s money to put in air conditioning. The federal government has provided the school with 
funds. The bureaucracy of the Department of Education is denying what the school needs. In circumstances in 
which the state government is not providing funds, why should the Department of Education dictate to the school 
on what it is allowed to use those funds for and to ask it to use it on facilities that it does not want? It sounds like 
bureaucracy gone mad. The reality is that the school will have air conditioning one day, whether it is three years 
from now or 10 years from now. The problem will be that if the air conditioning is installed after the building 
has been built, it will cost more and it will disrupt the school more. It seems to be an absolutely absurd situation. 
All government offices are air conditioned. This Parliament is air conditioned. We are simply saying that 
community standards should apply to our children as well. We should not let bureaucracy get in the way. I beg 
of the minister: let commonsense prevail in this situation and let Edney Primary School have its air conditioning.  

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands — Minister for Education) [9.16 am]: I am really pleased that the 
member for Forrestfield has raised this issue, because I think I can sort out some of the issues he has raised now. 
I will need to get back to the member on some of the others. The current policy on air cooling dates back to 10 
September 2002, when a review of the policy was presumably carried out. I am sure the member will be happy 
to know that I asked the department a few weeks ago to review that policy. Even before that, we were looking at 
those anomalies, such as the one the member pointed out about High Wycombe and Edney Primary Schools. We 
have been looking at that. I agree that we cannot have two schools that are 800 metres apart and one is within the 
zone and the other is not within the zone.  

Mr A.J. Waddell: They are both outside the zone; it is just that an administrative error has been allowed to go 
through in one and it has not in the other.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Okay. That makes it even more complex. There is only a handful of schools for which we 
have this crazy anomaly; that is, schools might be just a couple of kilometres apart and one is in the zone and one 
is not. A number of members have raised the issue of air conditioning with me—several members on this side of 
the house are nodding. The member for Swan Hills has raised this issue with me on a number of occasions. We 
are certainly looking at those anomalies so that we can sort them out. We know that air cooling is provided in 
schools within the department’s air cooling zone, going back to the most recent policy of 2002, which of course 
came in under the previous government. The zone is based on data provided by the Bureau of Meteorology. To 
review that policy, we obviously need data to be collected and so on so that we can see whether change has 
occurred over that time that might indicate a need to change the boundary of the air cooling zone. The data 
provides a means of assessing climate; looking at where the stress is and where stresses are imposed on people. 
The cut-off is for more than 25 days a year. If any area exceeds that index, then it falls within the air-cooling 
zone. Generally speaking, evaporative air cooling is used, except in areas, such as Broome, where it would be 
inappropriate to use that and refrigerated air conditioning is installed.  

The member gave some details of the particular “Building the Education Revolution” building for Edney 
Primary School, but I am not familiar with it as there are more than 1 000 projects and I am not familiar with all 
of them. I will make sure that the department briefs me on that particular set of circumstances. Was all of the 
Edney Road school air conditioning paid for by parents? Did the member indicate that Edney Road school was 
air conditioned? 

Mr A.J. Waddell: Yes, I am fairly certain that it is, from my conversation with the parents and citizens 
association. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I can have that checked to ascertain the extent of it and to see what can be done about the 
school hall and the issue the member raised today. Can the member tell me what stage the building is at? Has 
work commenced? 

Mr A.J. Waddell: They have just started the site works, so no walls are up or anything yet. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Then all the design work has been done and contracts have been let. 

Also, part of the policy of air cooling is that all transportable buildings and education support classrooms 
throughout the state are air-cooled. I have asked the department to review the policy, and to look particularly at 
where the line is drawn for the cut-off zone to see where the anomalies are. I think it is probably a good time to 
do that after eight years. I have had a number of representations from members in the eastern suburbs, as I said. 
In relation to BER, the decision was made that only schools within the gazetted area would be air-cooled, so 
obviously Edney Road falls outside the gazetted area, therefore the blanket decision of no air cooling would 
cover those buildings. 
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One of the areas of some disappointment for schools and parent bodies is the replacement of air-conditioned 
transportables with BER buildings that are not air conditioned because they are outside the zone. I can 
understand why people would be disappointed with that. But all new schools, refurbishments and BER buildings 
within the zone will have air cooling. 

Yesterday, I opened a conference, on behalf of the Premier, for designers of education facilities. More and more 
they are looking at the design of buildings to ensure that they are green-star rated. Buildings are designed 
according to the best practice passive design criteria so that the design of the buildings is the best for comfort. 
Some of the older buildings—certainly a lot of buildings designed in the 1960s and 1970s—did not have climate 
taken into account and so on when they were designed, but that is probably not a great comfort to the member 
with this particular issue. 

Mr A.J. Waddell: No. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: But it is worth noting the extent to which the department is thinking about these things.  

The situation is that BER buildings outside the air-cooling zone and will not be air-cooled. The member has an 
interesting situation because, although the school is outside the zone, the parents have provided air cooling and 
money has been spent. I will get that looked into and get back to the member as the local member concerned 
about that money. I do not know the size of the hall or the extent of air cooling—$8 000 does not sound very 
much to me.  

Mr A.J. Waddell: The figure is $80 000. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I thought the member said $8 000—I thought that was a really good price! But $80 000 
sounds far more like what the cost should be, and I certainly undertake to get back to the member on that issue.  

LIFE EDUCATION WA — FUNDING 

Grievance 

MR I.C. BLAYNEY (Geraldton) [9.23 am]: I rise to grieve to the Minister for Mental Health on the subject of 
the provision of Life Education services in the Mid West region.  

The Life Education service has an interesting history. In 1964, Reverend Ted Noffs began working at the Kings 
Cross Methodist Church Parish Mission in Sydney. When Ted encountered his first overdose victim, he was 
shocked at the lack of services and expertise in drug and alcohol treatment. Within the first months he had 
renamed the mission the Wayside Chapel. Ted helped addicts in his crisis centre, which became famous 
worldwide. After many years of dealing with addicted people, he realised that equal emphasis needed to be put 
into prevention through education, and the seeds of Life Education were sown. 

In 1974, the Life Education service was set up by Reverend Ted Noffs and his wife Margaret after seeing 
firsthand the enormous potential and demand for reduction in preventive strategies. In his decision making Ted 
always asked himself: “Will this build a better world for children?” The Life Education message is simple: each 
child is unique and special. Life Education promotes healthy living and resilience and teaches how to avoid 
harmful situations, particularly in the home when adults are affected by alcohol.  

The mobile learning centre is an integral part of the Life Education program. It has been designed to be a place 
of magic, intrigue and fun. Its interactive programs combine special effects and exciting storylines that engage 
children to challenge their values and attitudes, to expand on their knowledge and to develop skills that will 
ultimately empower them to make the best choices for a healthy future. The program is designed to follow 
children all through the school years. In grade 1 they deal with quite basic stuff, up to high school, when they 
deal with the complexity of the human body and how it works and how drugs affect it. The mobile learning 
centre is equipped with high-tech multimedia equipment, which includes a transparent anatomical model, a 
talking brain and electronic modules showing the body systems. The “Classroom of the 21st Century” is 
designed for informality and spontaneity, and for establishing trust.  

Life Education is presently rebranding and refurbishing its mobile fleet. Life Education WA currently has 
five mobile learning centres, of which three are operational—two are operating in the metropolitan area and 
one is in the Mid West. Until December 2003, Life Education was partially funded through the Department of 
Health and partially funded by student fees and community contributions. At that time all five mobile centres 
operated in Perth and the Mid West. The then Minister for Health, Hon Jim McGinty, withdrew funding for Life 
Education and a raft of other non-government organisations, believing that services such as these were better 
concentrated in, and delivered by, the public service. The government introduced the school drug education 
program to enable drug education to be delivered in the classroom. Unfortunately, we know that this program is 
greatly underutilised in schools as they try to squeeze it, and any other programs society demands, into their 
already overcrowded curriculum. Many schools throughout the Perth metropolitan area and the Mid West 
continue to offer Life Education’s program, and many more would like to. Unfortunately, Life Education WA 
struggles to raise the funds necessary to keep even its reduced number of mobile learning centres operational. 
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The Life Education school drug education program complements the School Drug Education and Road Aware 
program, and a number of those involved with SDERA were previously Life Education educators who were in 
some way involved with the program. It is greatly valued by all who participate in it. The model works 
particularly well because someone new to the children presents it and they bring these models and things into the 
school with them, and the children really enjoy being taken out of their zone and exposed to all this new stuff. 
The children have to pay to participate in it and I was surprised at the take-up of the children who do—it costs 
them $6 to do the program.  

It is a valuable component in the fight against drug and alcohol abuse in the Mid West. It engages the children 
and teachers alike. Due to the generosity of the Variety Club, Life Education Mid West now has the Harold 
Express, which enables them to take their programs to remote Indigenous communities such as Burringurrah and 
Pia, as well as schools in Meekatharra, Mt Magnet, Cue and Yalgoo, and also the farming communities of the 
Mid West.  

Life Education needs our help. Hon Jim McGinty was mistaken when he made the decision to exclude NGOs 
from service delivery in Western Australia. NGOs such as Life Education have a proven track record in 
providing quality services with measurable outcomes at a great cost saving to the government. As this 
government now looks again at services that could be better delivered by NGOs, I hope it will carefully consider 
the benefit of Life Education and how it can be incorporated into the SDERA program. I encourage all members 
to visit a Life Education van in their electorate to understand how engaging the program is and the positive 
impact it has on children. 

Finally, the Life Education Western Australia program is continuing in the Mid West. I think it costs between 
$170 000 and $200 000 a year. It is the only rural area that has been able to keep the program going. It has taken 
an enormous amount of effort and it is becoming pretty hard to keep it going. I would like to acknowledge 
support from the following groups: the Minerals and Metals Group, which operates the Golden Grove mine in 
Yalgoo; Sinosteel Midwest Corporation Ltd; the Midwest Auto Group; Variety Western Australia; ROC Oil 
Company Ltd; and the City of Geraldton–Greenough. It is an incredibly valuable program and I would really like 
the government to put some funding into this area. The funding that Life Education would be looking for is in 
the region of $600 000. I know that the School Drug Education and Road Aware program gets about 
$2.5 million, so I think there would be a good return on government funds for this program. 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Eyre — Minister for Mental Health) [9.30 am]: I thank the member for Geraldton for his 
interest and the obvious work he has done in this area. Of course, there is recognition of the ever-increasing 
serious problem of drug and substance abuse in the community. As the Minister for Mental Health with 
responsibility for drug and alcohol matters, it is important to me and to the government that we acknowledge the 
need for a greater emphasis on evidence-based drug education in Western Australia. As the member has 
elucidated, the Life Education Western Australia program was active in Western Australia from 1987 until 2003. 
It is still operating, but during those years it received considerable funding from the Western Australian 
government. The program has been available in primary schools in the Perth metropolitan area and the Mid 
West, as the member has said. He has outlined some attempts to expand the program into other regions and into 
secondary schools, but they were unsuccessful due to a lack of funding. 

I will give a bit of background of what is provided under the Life Education program and under the School Drug 
Education and Road Aware project, or SDERA. Life Education offers a fee-for-service program. It costs about 
$15 per child, of which $6.50 is contributed by parents. The program includes some drug education content, but 
it also offers teacher professional development sessions, teacher support and parent and community education 
sessions. The curriculum is very broad-based, with drug education being one component, along with information 
about how the body works, how to keep healthy, diet, exercise, sleep, drug use, the effects of drugs on the body, 
and developing resilience and refusal skills, which are all very important.  

The School Drug Education project in Western Australia was established in 1997 to implement some of the 
recommendations of the Western Australian Task Force on Drug Abuse. The program has evolved since then 
and its focus has expanded to include the development and implementation of a range of initiatives, including the 
amalgamation with the Road Aware program to form the School Drug Education and Road Aware program in 
2003. SDERA is wholly funded by the state government. I note that the member for Geraldton made comments 
about some of the penetration, as it were, of these programs into schools in Western Australia. SDERA provides, 
among other services, professional development for school teachers and support staff, and, until June 2009, 
delivered training to teachers from 84 per cent of government schools, 77 per cent of Catholic Education Office 
of Western Australia schools, and 65 per cent of independent schools. 

In 2003 a review of these services was conducted by the Drug and Alcohol Office, which comes under my 
portfolio. The office completed a review of the Life Education program in March 2003. The review identified the 
following areas of overlap and difference between the Life Education and SDERA programs. By design, the Life 
Education program overlaps and complements the SDERA materials; however, the Life Education lessons 
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contain a greater proportion of general health education material with less focus on drug education. I do not 
necessarily agree with all these, but they are the results of the review. Both programs produce resources for 
schools; however, it was felt that SDERA resources are more comprehensive in that they cover a broad range of 
strategies and provide the resources required. Both programs provide professional development, although Life 
Education training is less comprehensive and more related to specific activities of the Life Education program. 
As SDERA trains school staff on the implementation of effective drug education, the involvement of teachers 
with SDERA tends to be long term. The SDERA teacher resources are far more comprehensive than the Life 
Education teacher materials. The review found that there was a limited uptake of Life Education’s brief 
professional development programs. Following the 2003 review, the 12 nationally recognised principles on best 
practice for school education were assessed. Schools using only the Life Education program are limited in their 
ability to ensure that drug education is taught in the context of the ongoing developmentally appropriate school 
health curriculum. I have talked about external specialist teachers. The Life Education program is potentially 
limited in addressing specific needs, and the key principle is that school drug education is most successful when 
it is part of a health-promoting school. 

Having said all that, it is important that we review these programs. I look forward, member for Geraldton, to 
some of the work that has been started by the Education and Health Standing Committee. That committee is 
looking at the adequacy and appropriateness of prevention and treatment services for alcohol and illicit drug 
problems in Western Australia. Under its terms of reference, the committee will assess the appropriateness of 
existing educational programs and any outstanding gaps and needs in services within schools. I look forward to 
that report. I believe that inquiry is proceeding as we speak. 

WIRRABIRRA EDUCATION SUPPORT CENTRE — MULTIPURPOSE ROOM 

Grievance 

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [9.37 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Education and it regards the 
Wirrabirra Primary School and the Wirrabirra Education Support Centre. This centre is an excellent facility. It 
provides an essential service to children with varying degrees of disability. Fortunately, through the federal 
government’s Building the Education Revolution program, the school will receive $250 000 for a multipurpose 
room at the education support centre. Part of the template plan for a multipurpose room is that it have a kitchen. 
It seems that the Wirrabirra Primary School and support centre already have three kitchens. What the school 
desperately needs is a toilet facility for children with disabilities. Presently, there is one such facility at the 
school, but that is not enough for the number of students enrolled at the education support centre. The problem is 
that, although it would seem to be fairly simple to switch a kitchen for a toilet, we are meeting what is probably a 
bureaucratic wall that is providing resistance to that fairly minor design change to the template. I can understand 
the need for the use of templates, but on this occasion there is good justification for the minister to intervene and 
give the direction to the people who are undertaking the works to switch the kitchen area to a toilet area. We 
have heard some rather strange excuses as to why that cannot occur. I saw in some newspaper reports the 
suggestion that this could pose a hygiene risk. I assure everyone that I have checked on the arrangements of 
toilets in proximity to a classroom. The situation is very much akin to that of having an ensuite bathroom that 
most members would have in their homes. No-one would suggest that there is a hygiene risk with having an 
ensuite bathroom. The design set-up is very good and can be done in such a way that there is absolutely no 
hygiene risk at all. If we were to make this simple design switch, we would create a toilet facility for the 
students. In some cases, some of the students are still undergoing toilet training and wear nappies. Therefore, it is 
not viable for these poor young kids to have to queue up for the toilet. I believe that it is causing trauma to the 
children and it is difficult for the people who are trying to help them negotiate the difficulties of using the toilet. 
We needed need a better facility. 

I wrote to the minister about this and received a response from her. I also gave the minister my letter to her in 
this place. Her response is dated 13 April and states that presently the number of disabled toilets available for 
students’ use exceeds the minimum number required. How can having one toilet exceed the minimum 
requirement? There seems to be a problem of logic on that point alone. The minister can intervene on this. I have 
checked that there is still scope for changes to be made to the site works at this stage. I gather that the concrete 
pad has been laid in the past 48 hours. There is great support in the local community for this change to be made. 
The school parents and citizens association and has been instrumental in bringing this issue to my attention. 
They have heard a rumour that it would cost as much as $20 000 to make this simple design change. The school 
P&C is outraged by that. They consider the need for the disabled toilet to be so urgent that they are prepared to 
spend their hard-earned and gathered P&C funds to pay for the toilet. They do not want to do that, but that is 
what will have to be done if the minister is unable to bring about this very simple change. The school P&C is so 
organised that it is prepared to provide volunteers to do the drafting and some of the plumbing. We are very 
lucky that we have people in the area with the technical skills to do that. A degree of coordination could bring 
about a very simple change that would save precious taxpayers’ funds. I have heard that the school does not need 
a fourth kitchen but that it badly needs another toilet for the students with disabilities. The P&C has its priorities 
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worked out and we have a responsibility to make sure that it can deliver on those priorities and that we do not 
waste public money by putting in a kitchen that is totally unnecessary. 

I understand that the federal member for Hasluck has written to the Minister for Education about this. Although 
the member for Hasluck received an acknowledgement letter, she did not receive a response from the minister. I 
received a response from the minister on 13 April. It is important for us to see some of the paperwork on the 
decision-making process that has led the director, Mr James Thom, to say that he does not believe that the 
change is necessary. We should see the decision-making process that has lead him to come to that conclusion. 
From my observations on site, I believe that this change would be fairly straightforward and it should not be 
open to the variation costs that builders sometimes claim when they say that because of a variation there will be 
a huge increase in the cost. There is no way that should happen in this case. I stress that the local community is 
prepared to provide whatever resources it can to bring about this change. 

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands — Minister for Education) [9.44 am]: I thank the member for Gosnells 
for raising this issue. I will correct a couple of things. Wirrabirra Education Support Centre received a notional 
allocation of $250 000, which is the amount that the member referred to, under the guidelines for the Building 
the Education Revolution program funding and the Primary Schools for the Twenty-First Century program, 
which is part of the BER. The member is absolutely correct to say that there were very tight time lines. To meet 
those time lines, the Department of Education developed designed templates for various types of buildings for 
different primary schools and education support centres. That allowed the whole process to be efficient. Western 
Australia has done the best job of all jurisdictions regarding the BER projects by being on time and on budget. 
The Western Australian projects have been very well managed. That is the context in which this was built. 

The initial cost estimates of the building that we are talking about indicated that additional funding would be 
required. The department put in a submission for extra funding for the multipurpose classroom and was awarded 
an extra $270 000. All up, more than $500 000 has been provided for this building, based on the template alone. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: The building itself costs only $250 000. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: My briefing notes show that the initial notional allocation, based on the number of 
students in the education support centre, was $250 000. In order to get the multipurpose building that people 
wanted to have built, an extra $270 000 has been allocated. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: It is only $250 000 for the room, and within that we need to swap the kitchen for a disabled 
toilet. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: No. I will read it to the member. My notes show that — 

Initial cost estimates indicated that additional funding was required to provide multipurpose classroom 
required at Wirrabirra. To meet these increased costs, a request for $270 000 was submitted to the 
Australian government, which was approved. 

Extra funds were needed. The briefing note says that $270 000 was requested for increased costs. I do not know 
whether that was an additional $270 000 or just an extra $20 000. I will go back and check that. Nevertheless, 
additional funds were required for it. The school requested extra toilet and bathroom facilities. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: Not extra—a swap. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: It says “additional” in my notes. I do not know the details of the planning codes and the 
design codes and so on about swapping, but I do not believe that it is as easy as the member maintains. Extra 
kitchen facilities are needed to prepare and to keep food for people with disabilities. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: The school already has three kitchens. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: One is probably in the staffroom and is not for the students. Extra kitchen facilities are 
needed for children with disabilities. I am sure that we would all agree with that. That is why it was part of the 
standard template. From the letter I wrote, the member knows that there are considered to be enough toilet 
facilities. The member does not think there is. I will check that so that we can talk about the toilet facilities after 
this grievance. I have been advised also that if the principal believes that the school needs more toilet facilities, a 
request can be put in separately. This building is due to be completed in July 2010, which is in just two months. 
It would be impossible to vary the contracts and the design at this point. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: I have been in contact with you since 12 March. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: The building was already under way and the contracts were already let by March. It is not 
a two-month construction. The process takes much longer and the architect’s designs would have been done by 
then and the contracts would have been signed. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: It is a minor plumbing change, minister. That is all that is required. 
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Dr E. CONSTABLE: That is the member’s opinion but it is not the opinion of those who have been advising 
me. That is where the difference lies in this discussion. It was not possible to do at the time that the member 
wrote to me. If the principal of the school believes that additional toilets are needed, the principal should deal 
with that as a separate issue. We are beyond the contract phase and the building will be finished very shortly. My 
advice is that the current toilet bathroom facilities at Wirrabirra meet the needs of the students at the school. If 
that is not the case and there are now more students and more toilets are needed, we need to know about that and 
I will get it looked into for the member. As far as this building is concerned, the time has passed to make those 
modifications.  

Mr C.J. Tallentire: This is exactly the sort of thing that is undermining people’s confidence in the BER 
funding.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I do not think it is undermining people’s confidence. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: We have a state education department giving people what they do not want when simple 
design changes could give them what they want.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: The time frame for the BER was such that the templates were put in place. That has 
allowed us to do this on time and on budget. I am advised that there is no need for additional toilet facilities at 
Wirrabirra. If that is not correct, but it is the advice that I have been given, we need to look at it as a separate 
exercise. It cannot be part of the current exercise for this BER building. The time has passed for that. I will work 
with the member on that. I will make sure that the department goes out there and has another look to ensure that 
there are, according to the needs of those children, sufficient toilet facilities. That seems to be an area of 
contention in this grievance. The member’s claim is that there are not sufficient toilet facilities. I am told that 
there are. We need to sort that out.  

Mr C.J. Tallentire: You are talking about a stand-alone building that will cost the state a fortune. It is not a 
good use of public money. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: The timing for this has not allowed for the change the member is requesting. The time has 
passed, contracts have been let and the building will be finished in two months. Let us work on those points of 
contention to see whether they can be resolved. 

GRAFFITI — KINGSLEY ELECTORATE 

Grievance 

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley) [9.51 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Police. I have spoken a 
number of times to the minister privately and in this house about my concerns about graffiti in my electorate. I 
repeat that I find it very frustrating, and my constituents are finding it extremely frustrating, that we are not 
getting on top of this scourge on our community. I find it very disappointing when I drive through my electorate 
at any time of the day, particularly weekends, and I need to ask myself, “How did they do this? What have they 
done now?” The obvious graffiti is, of course, obvious, but when I look around I find it amazing to see where 
they are putting graffiti now.  

My concern is graffiti in public places—both local government and state government—and private property. 
People should not have to put up with it. It does not appear to be getting any better. Once it was just in black and 
now it is in colour; however, it does not make it look any better and it certainly has not changed my attitude 
towards graffiti. We have had to fence off schools and all sorts of things to try to prevent graffiti. I admit the 
schools are happy they have had fencing erected. At least they do not find tags on school buildings and 
vandalism. I am finding that now the offenders are using the school fences on which to put their markings and 
their tags. My constituents are extremely frustrated and annoyed. What is affecting me more is that my 
constituents are very disappointed that we do not seem to be getting on top of this and there does not appear to 
be a reduction in the amount of graffiti.  

I live within the City of Joondalup and its program for the removal of graffiti is outstanding. If graffiti is found 
somewhere in the morning by the end of the day it is not there, and that is incredible. My concern is that the city 
spends over $900 000 a year on removing graffiti and that money could be better spent.  

I have some people within my electorate who, in conjunction with the City of Joondalup, do an outstanding job. I 
mention Gil Burridge who spends hours removing graffiti. He has some very interesting stories and he can name 
names. I am actually concerned about his welfare because he is going to places where he should not be going.  

My constituents do not want to be reactive to graffiti, although they appreciate what so many people are doing. 
They know that the tags can be identified. Many people know who these taggers are. They acknowledge that it is 
very difficult to catch people in the act of doing graffiti. I can tell them to report it and do other things, but the 
catching of the people is the difficult part at the moment. Even Woodvale Senior High School, which has CCTV 
that captures some of area around the school fence that people can get through, cannot catch these people 
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because the offenders put their hood over their head and walk past the camera and cannot be identified. Even 
though I thought that would be a good deterrent, it is not working.  

I know that the minister has reinstated the Graffiti Taskforce and I applaud this government for doing that. I 
know that there has been a successful trial of some activity further in the City of Joondalup. My simple question 
to the minister is: when is my community going to see a reduction in graffiti?  

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Minister for Police) [9.56 am]: I thank the member for Kingsley for her 
grievance today and I know of her concerns about what is absolute antisocial behaviour in the form of visual 
pollution that some people put around this state. I know that every member in this house has suffered to some 
degree from the effects of graffiti. I will speak firstly in general terms and then I will give some specifics.  

The Graffiti Taskforce, which was established under the Richard Court government and was in place until 2001, 
was very successful. Graffiti was almost obliterated. The task force was working very well. Unfortunately, when 
the Labor government took government in 2001, it disbanded the Graffiti Taskforce. In that government’s eight 
years in office the level of graffiti grew to the disdain of people in the community. During that time I had 
numerous calls from my constituents who were concerned about the level of graffiti: “It’s not good enough.”  

I will give a few statistics because certainly effective responses to graffiti continue to be a state government 
priority. The 2010–11 budget provides $4 million in the forward estimates to continue the excellent work being 
done by the newly formed Graffiti Taskforce, which is working very well. The government provides $1 million a 
year in recurrent funding to enable the task force to deliver its tough on graffiti strategy later this year. I have 
seen a draft copy of that strategy and I am impressed with it. The funding will also cover the cost of graffiti 
clean-up and provide financial support to community groups and programs, many of which have been successful 
at preventing graffiti at a grassroots level. The task force is working closely with most local government 
authorities, which have had a tremendous input into the Graffiti Taskforce. The strategy, which will be launched 
later this year, puts a renewed emphasis on police-led law enforcement and offender management, alongside a 
range of other strategies.  

I will give an example of what is being done. Police recently announced results from coordinated metropolitan 
operations that netted 84 graffiti offenders for 183 offences. There is a renewed emphasis on police, and it is 
great that I have as chair of the Graffiti Taskforce Assistant Commissioner Barbara Etter, who is committed to 
trying to obliterate graffiti. That police presence as chair on the Graffiti Taskforce will give emphasis within the 
police service to ensure that graffiti is seen as a crime. In the past graffiti might have been a low priority but that 
priority is coming up the ladder and taking effect. The result has been the establishment of some very good 
programs. I am aware that the police are carrying out other operations to catch these people.  

In terms of improved offender management, WA Police are focused on ensuring offenders are referred to 
programs where appropriate or given appropriate sentences to meet that crime, and it is a crime. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: It is 10 per cent. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: They have been catching them. They have caught more of them in 18 months under this 
government than they did in eight years under the member for Girrawheen’s government. The previous 
government did nothing. All it did was abolish the Graffiti Taskforce that was in place and was working. The 
member should be ashamed of herself. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs L.M. Harvey): Member for Girrawheen, the Minister for Police has the call.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker. May I just say as an aside that if the member for 
Girrawheen wants to give me a grievance one day on graffiti, I will be happy to take it. If the member puts her 
name on the list, I will be happy to take it. I will give the member for Girrawheen the facts and figures; she will 
not like the truth, though!  

Mr P. Papalia: You said you would clean it up and sort it out.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Rome was not built in a day—but I was not on that job! The government is making 
inroads into the former government’s defunct actions on graffiti. The former government gave up the ghost, at 
the end of the day. It abolished the Graffiti Taskforce, which was working. When members opposite came into 
government in 2001, they abolished the Graffiti Taskforce so that we saw the graffiti problem grow and grow 
and grow. Members opposite should be ashamed of themselves and their constituents should be ashamed of them 
for doing that. 

Several members interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I seek your protection, Madam Acting Speaker, from certain members opposite.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, members!  



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 27 May 2010] 3601 

 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Western Australia has some of the toughest penalties for graffiti through the juvenile 
clean-up referral pilot program, which is ensuring that juvenile offenders are referred to clean up their mess and 
the mess of others under very competent supervision. This is a great program. This program was recently 
launched in Joondalup and in Victoria Park. Although it is in its early stages, I am told that the program has 
already met —  

Mr J.R. Quigley: You took the money away from the graffiti program in Mindarie. You shipwrecked the graffiti 
program in Mindarie.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Is there a voice somewhere? I do not recognise that voice. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: What he is saying is very sensible. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I do not recognise that voice.  

Mr J.R. Quigley: You took the money away from volunteers who were dealing with graffiti. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Is it not amazing that Mindarie has done the worst out of so many electorates in the 
budget! 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Armadale is back from doorknocking! The member needs to be out every 
day, because she will be a member without a seat very shortly and that will continue for a long time.  

Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 

Mr P.T. MILES: I thought that during grievances only the minister replying and the member who gave the 
grievance could actually speak in this house.  

Mr J.N. HYDE: The minister is not addressing the issues raised by the member, who very clearly pointed out 
that CCTV was failing in the apprehension of graffiti. The minister has failed to address the issues that were 
raised in a very good and valid grievance.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We are getting so many spurious points of order in this house from members opposite that 
I will refer members to the previous Speaker, Hon Fred Riebeling, who would call members to order when they 
continued to make spurious points of order. I suggest that should be the case now.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs L.M. Harvey): Minister, if you could attend to the grievance; and, members, 
please stop interjecting on the minister. I would like to hear the minister’s response to the grievance.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The member for Wanneroo raised a point of order and perhaps he could pay the chamber 
the courtesy of taking us to the standing order to which he referred. I am looking now at standing order 146 that 
covers grievance debates, and it makes no mention whatsoever of banning the time-honoured and traditional 
practice of Westminster Parliaments all over the world that members can make interjections.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Mindarie — 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: On this point of order, the standing order reads—  

At a time determined by the Speaker on each Thursday when the Address in Reply no longer has 
priority, the Speaker will call for grievances. Four members may speak on grievances and no member 
may speak more than once. A Minister or a member deputed will have the right to reply to each of the 
grievances. 

It does not mention anything here. I will refer to standing order 101, which mentions the time allocated for 
grievances, but there is no mention at all of a ban on the time-honoured practice of interjections. Looking at 
101 — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Mindarie — 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: — and addressing standing order 101 —  

THE ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Mindarie, there is no point of order. I will bring you back to standing 
orders, which very clearly express that all interjections are disorderly.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Where is that, Madam Acting Speaker? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I am sorry, member for Mindarie — 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: You said you were bringing me back to standing orders where it says that all interjections 
are disorderly. I am seeking the Chair’s assistance in pointing out the number of the standing order. Is that not 
reasonable —  
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THE ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Mindarie — 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: —to expect of the Chair of our chamber?  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Mindarie, I have ruled on a point of order. I request you sit down and 
refrain from arguing with the Acting Speaker.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I will sit down and take that as an indication that there is no standing order.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: All interjections are disorderly, member for Mindarie.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will continue my response to the member for Kingsley because she made a genuine 
grievance today and one that gives her —  

Ms M.M. Quirk: A very good grievance and she deserves an answer.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Girrawheen is disorderly—and you are disorderly and you are disorderly!  

Mr J.R. Quigley: That is provocation. That is disorderly. You are trying to provoke the opposition.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I would call the member for Mindarie to order if I was in the chair.  

Mr J.R. Quigley: But you are not the Speaker in this chamber. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Mindarie, I call you for the first time. Minister for Police. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have run out of time now, Madam Acting Speaker. 

EDUCATION AND HEALTH STANDING COMMITTEE —  
INQUIRY INTO THE FRESH START ILLICIT DRUG PROGRAM AND NALTREXONE IMPLANTS 

AUSTRALIAN ABRUZZO EARTHQUAKE APPEAL 

Removal of Notices — Statement by Acting Speaker 

THE ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs L.M. Harvey): I advise members that, in accordance with standing order 
144A, private members’ notices of motions 1 and 2, of which notice for each was given on 12 May 2009 and 
renewed for a further 30 sitting days on 21 October 2009, will be removed and will not appear on the next notice 
paper.  

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 

Ninth Report —“Hearing with the Acting Commissioners of the Corruption and Crime Commission” — Tabling 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [10.06 am]: I present for tabling the ninth report of the Joint Standing Committee on 
the Corruption and Crime Commission titled “Hearing with the Acting Commissioners of the Corruption and 
Crime Commission”. I move —  

That the report do lie upon the table and be printed. 

[See paper 2138.] 

Mr J.N. HYDE: This report details a meeting earlier this month that the committee had, substantially in public, 
with the two Acting Commissioners, Christopher Shanahan and Gail Archer, as well as the Executive Director of 
the Corruption and Crime Commission, Mr Mike Silverstone. The committee feels it is very important that the 
Parliament is aware of work that the CCC is undertaking and how it is operating. I preface these comments with 
the observation that in many ways the very important oversight work that the committee does, along with its 
Parliamentary Inspector, Hon Chris Steytler, is very much like an iceberg—we really only get to see in public 
about 10 per cent of the very important oversight work that occurs, and 90 per cent of the committee’s work 
deals with activities that are of an operational nature, issues that have not reached conclusion let alone resulted in 
a charge, and is done away from the glare of public involvement. That is not an issue of transparency. There is 
an issue, clearly, that those who are suspected of activities and who are under investigation are not aware of what 
is happening and, more importantly, how that is happening.  

We chose to meet with the Acting Commissioners for a couple of reasons. One is so that Parliament is informed 
of the structure of the Corruption and Crime Commission Act. One of our important differences is that, unlike 
Queensland, we do not have a full-time deputy commissioner or assistant commissioner; we have only acting 
commissioners. In this report members will read the transcript of evidence from Ms Archer. As well as being an 
acting commissioner, Ms Archer also produced the very important Archer report and liaised with the committee. 
The committee has produced reports on a variety of the recommendations out of that report for the improvement 
of the CCC act and ultimately the more effective use of the CCC in the Western Australian context. One of the 
recommendations was that the commission should have the capacity to appoint a deputy commissioner and 
assistant commissioners. The committee has previously agreed with this. I alert the Parliament to this 
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recommendation and that the committee expects that, in the review of the Corruption and Crime Commission 
Act, this is an improvement that will occur. The workload of the acting commissioners is quite severe and there 
are a number of very valid reasons why a deputy commissioner should be appointed.  

Later in his evidence, Mr Shanahan made a point regarding the current comments on an organised crime function 
for the CCC. I alert the Parliament that the committee will be delivering a very substantial report regarding the 
CCC having or not having an organised crime function. As we have announced in this house, that report will be 
tabled on 24 June. I do not believe there will be any delays at this point. We have had an extensive number of 
hearings. As they have dealt with the very intricate nature of organised crime, a vast majority of them have had 
to be held either in camera or in closed hearings. Mr Shanahan made the very valid comment that the Parliament 
needs to address this issue of whether the CCC should or should not have an organised crime function so that the 
CCC and its staff, and the community in general, know what is the intention of the government and the 
Parliament for the role of the CCC. It is not healthy to be in a time of flux, so we need some surety. Hopefully, 
after the committee hands down its report and the government responds within the required time frame, the CCC 
and the community at large will have an understanding, particularly at an administrative level, of whether there 
will be any changes to the CCC act regarding an organised crime function.  

An issue addressed by Ms Archer concerned the recommendation of a public interest monitor. This committee 
has been quite strident over the years in its reports about the need for a public interest monitor, as operates in 
Queensland. In this public hearing, Ms Archer revisited her views on this issue. She said quite candidly that, 
originally, she could not see the justification for a PIM, but when she investigated it and went to Queensland — 

One of those that I found most compelling was the experience of the judicial officers who were required 
to decide whether or not to approve a warrant. Under a system without a public interest monitor, these 
people are presented with an ex parte application by a particular agency supported by an affidavit by a 
police officer. They have to try to analyse whether or not there is sufficient material there and whether 
or not they have been given the full story. Often they are being asked to do this out of hours and at short 
notice in an already busy workload. In the jurisdictions where they did have a monitor, the judicial 
officers said they found it hugely comforting to know that somebody else had asked those questions for 
them so by the time it got before the judicial officer, those sorts of issues had already been sorted out. 

I am raising this issue again today in light of WA Police’s current involvement with the issuing of a warrant or 
paperwork for extradition of a prisoner from Queensland. The Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and 
Crime Commission has oversight of the CCC, and we have obviously also looked very closely at the issuing of 
warrants by police. The only application for a warrant that has been publicly acknowledged to have been 
knocked back was for a police warrant. It is very, very rare for warrants to be knocked back. Clearly, whether it 
be for the CCC or WA Police, if a simple oversight occurred such as a signature not being on a document or 
paperwork being inconsistent with interstate or national jurisdictions, the PIM process would avert a minor or 
technical slip-up. I offer that with no comment on the real situation in Queensland. I am sure that will come out 
in the wash eventually. However, I do note and reiterate that if a PIM were instituted, that sort of occurrence 
would very rarely occur.  

Another issue that was addressed in this public hearing came from Mr Shanahan. Mr Shanahan explained—it 
does not seem to be understood by the Parliament, the community or the media—that in the superior courts the 
CCC does not prosecute. The Director of Public Prosecutions prosecutes matters that are heard in superior 
courts. As Mr Shanahan told the committee —  

If there is a matter in the District or Supreme Court, it has been prosecuted by the DPP. It has been 
prosecuted on the basis of an indictment prepared by the DPP. It may be that the DPP has had a report 
from the commission with a recommendation the prosecution occur in a particular way but ultimately 
the form and the way in which the prosecution is conducted is a matter for the office of the Director of 
Public Prosecutions.  

Mr C.C. Porter: Does the committee share the view of the member for Mindarie that the CCC should have 
removed entirely from its auspices the ability to prosecute any matters, including those in the Magistrates Court, 
or does the committee have a slightly different view?   

Mr J.N. HYDE: The committee at this point has not publicised its view on those issues; thank you, Attorney. 
But if the Attorney reads this report and some of the comments of our members, he will see some of their views.   

Mr C.C. Porter: Okay.  

Mr J.N. HYDE: Finally, I give credit to my colleague on the committee the member for Swan Hills, who 
addressed and grilled the acting commissioners on the way the very important deterrence role of the CCC 
operates and how there is little understanding in the Parliament and the wider community of how that deterrence 
role operates. I salute the member for Swan Hills for having discussed very ably that issue.  
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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2010–11 BILL 2010 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) CAPITAL 2010–11 BILL 2010 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 

Resumed from 26 May. 

MR M.W. SUTHERLAND (Mount Lawley — Deputy Speaker) [10.17 am]: I rise to commend this budget to 
the house. In particular, I would like to raise a number of issues that have an effect on my constituency of Mount 
Lawley, including the police complex, the Perth waterfront, redevelopment of the old power station in East Perth 
and the Northbridge Link. Those to me are the highlights of the budget as they affect the seat of Mount Lawley 
and, undoubtedly, the seat of Perth.  

Mr J.N. Hyde: They are all in the seat of Perth.  

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: I am sure that, for once, the member for Perth and the member for Mount Lawley 
will be equally happy with what is taking place in our immediate vicinities.  

The amount of $35.4 million has been set aside to continue construction of the new Perth police complex. As we 
drive past we can see that the piles have been driven in. That building will house a magistrates court and the 
Perth police complex. It is hoped that a heavy police presence in Northbridge will improve the standard of 
behaviour in Northbridge. I for one do not believe this is necessarily the case. I think it is up to us as members of 
Parliament to institute various other actions to make sure people behave themselves, including sanctioning 
prohibitive behaviour orders so that individuals take responsibility when they act inappropriately in public. 
Perhaps also, fines should be imposed on people whose drunken behaviour leads to antisocial behaviour. 

The other major funding in the city is $21.48 million to commence the redevelopment of the Perth waterfront. 
That is to begin in 2012. I for one have seen more ideas on the Perth waterfront than anybody else. It has been 
around for a long time, and there have been many competitions and different plans. I believe that the people of 
Perth are eager to see that this project begins as soon as possible. I noted that the member for Forrestfield said 
that his constituents would rather have infrastructure in the suburbs than the Perth waterfront and other 
developments. However, I believe that it will be a big boon for the city, and hopefully people from all the 
suburbs will be able to go there—and not only the residents. People will be able to take their friends from 
overseas to enjoy our riverfront. Perth is sadly lagging behind places such as Sydney, Brisbane and Melbourne, 
which have very vibrant waterfronts that create jobs and tourism. This development will be on a 10-hectare site 
between Barrack and William Streets and will have, as I said, low-level development, boardwalks and 
promenades fringed by shops, cafes, restaurants, bars and other leisure activities. 

I am also very pleased to note that there has been a big injection of funds for the redevelopment of the ME Bank 
Stadium in East Perth. An amount of $82.5 million has been allocated to upgrade that stadium. Those of us who 
have been to the stadium will know that temporary stands have been there for a long time. It is very well used by 
soccer, as Perth Glory plays there. Western Force also plays there. A lot of temporary facilities have been 
erected, and it is now time to have a properly set-up stadium that can be used by these two codes. It is also very 
interesting to note that there is hope that rugby league will again return to Western Australia and that there will 
be a team from Western Australia in the National Rugby League competition from 2013. Of course, having a 
high-standard stadium will encourage rugby league to return to Western Australia. The stadium is used not only 
for those two codes, but also for many music concerts. I think that the money will be well spent on the stadium, 
and again it will serve the people of the metropolitan region very well. 

The other thing that will be of great benefit to the populace generally is the injection of $1.1 billion over five 
years into the health system, as well as an expanded ambulance service that will receive $150 million, and 
$50 million for access to community child health services. 

I am a great supporter of the independent public schools program. An amount of $19 million has been allocated 
over four years to further roll out the independent public schools program. Having spoken to a number of 
principals whose schools are part of the independent public schools program, I have heard nothing but positive 
comments. I am hopeful that this program will continue to roll out and take the yoke off principals, who will be 
able to spend money in their schools in a way that they deem prudent. 

Another thing that we are facing in Western Australia is a skills shortage. On Sunday night, I, together with a 
number of members of Parliament from both sides, went to a function arranged by Hospitality Group Training 
WA, which undertakes a lot of training for the restaurant and allied trades. I must say that the jobs that it does 
are fabulous. An amount of $19 million has been set aside for training and to up-skill people. There will be a 
large increase in the number of training places available, not only in the restaurant industry but generally across 
the board, from 134 000 in 2008 to 156 000 in 2011. This will enable many Western Australians who might not 
have had the opportunity to obtain a reasonable level of employment to benefit from this increase in the number 
of training places. 
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As a city MP, I have often been around the country areas and noticed that things are not what they should be. It 
is interesting to note that $977 million has been committed to the Pilbara Cities initiative, including $30 million 
for the first ever serviced apartments for 250 people who are not working in the mining industry. We have heard 
horrible tales of people who work in shops and other places and who find it very difficult to pay their rentals in 
places where they are competing with people who are earning huge amounts of money in the mines. That is 
another good initiative. We are all hoping that the cities projects up north take off and that we will be able to go 
up there on holiday and enjoy the sites and whatever facilities are there. Of course, a lot of people are talking 
about creating some type of a Dubai up north, and maybe we will live long enough to see that as well. 

Another thing that remains of great importance to the inner city is transport. We have heard from the member for 
Scarborough about light rail—about running light rail from the Stirling train station to the Karrinyup Shopping 
Centre and down to the beachfront, and getting different nodes moving. I am a great believer in the extension of 
the central area transit bus service, but, unfortunately, unless councils are prepared to pay the parking levy, the 
CAT bus service will not expand. The CAT bus service has been a great success. Hopefully, during the new year 
I will work with the member for South Perth and other members whose electorates are along the river to also 
look at bringing in a RiverCat system so that we can make use of our river. When I was coming to Parliament 
this morning—I am sure that everybody else was in the same boat as I—the congestion on our streets was 
horrendous. The city cannot take many more cars, if at all. Our streets were not built for the volume of traffic 
that we now have moving around; therefore, we have to look at alternative ways of transport. I think that the 
RiverCat is staring us in the face. We have to be bold and move ahead in that direction. 

I also wish to commend the Premier for the strong stance — 

Ms J.M. Freeman: What about rapid transit up and down Alexander Drive? 

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: It depends what type of rapid transit. We do not want Alexander Drive to become a 
freeway and ruin the ambience of every suburb from Ballajura down to Roe Street. That is something that I am 
going to be — 

Ms J.M. Freeman: At the moment it ruins the ambience because it is like a parking lot there during peak hour. 

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: If the member for Nollamara wants to put in two extra lanes, take out all the trees 
and have a freeway from Ballajura down to Roe Street, I will oppose that. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: No-one said a freeway; we are talking about rapid transit. We aren’t talking about cars; we 
are talking about a rapid transit — 

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: We will look at that, and I am watching it with a beady eye; don’t you worry about 
that! 

Several members interjected. 

Ms L.L. Baker: Would you be happy if the boats stayed under five knots? 

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: We can look at that, member for Maylands. Never mind about Joh Bjelke-Petersen; 
what about Madame Dufarge at the guillotine? Anyway, member for Maylands, these are things that we can look 
at. 

I would like to also congratulate the Premier for the strong stance that he has taken with the federal government 
on the mining tax and also on the health issue. If we give away all our sources of revenue and become pawns of 
the federal government, we might as well close up shop, and Western Australia will suffer as a result of being 
ruled by Canberra. 

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale) [10.29 am]: Member for Mount Lawley, that might not be such a bad 
thing when we look at the relative qualities of the two governments.  

I will make a few comments on the budget. 

Several members interjected. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I can see they are all getting very excited and I have not even started!  

Of course the first thing we need to focus on is the rises in taxes and charges. It is true, and I think everyone 
understands this, that we will go through a period in which we will be paying more for energy and water. There 
will be an upward trajectory, we all understand that; but it is very important that we do a number of things—
firstly, we must be very mindful of the disproportionate impact this will have on low and moderate income 
families. Members have seen that the Premier–Treasurer, and indeed most of the people on the other side, has 
quite a cavalier approach to this. The Premier says of our increase in water charges, “Oh, well; we could have 
done less than 17 per cent, but we decided let’s get it over in one bite.” Think about the impact of this on 
families who earn $25 000 to $30 000 a year. There are many families in my electorate who are on incomes of 
that scale. The government takes this cavalier approach that we will ignore what the economic regulator says. 
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The economic regulator—whom you would expect by nature to be fairly fiscally conservative—recommended a 
price increase of only 10 per cent, yet the government has gone for a 17 per cent increase because “it would just 
be better to get it out of the way in one swoop.” That shows the complete disconnect that so many members on 
the other side have. I am not saying all members, but I would say that the Premier in particular, representing the 
seat of Cottesloe, is completely disengaged from the realities of people’s lives in places like Armadale and 
Kelmscott.  

I was very alarmed also by the ill-informed comments made yesterday by the Minister for Water when he said 
that water is underpriced in Western Australia. The very reason we have the economic regulator is to ensure that 
utilities properly charge for water. It is true that as we need to go to new methods of harnessing and harvesting 
water, such as desalination, it becomes more expensive, but the whole purpose of the economic regulator is to 
make an assessment of what the costs are, spread over all the different water-harvesting types, and to make 
recommendations. The regulator’s recommendation was a 10 per cent increase. Members might have questions, 
as the shadow Minister for Water has, about whether the Water Corporation is as efficient as it may be. There 
may be ways in which we can drive those costs down, but to suggest that we have not got a system in place that 
properly prices water is totally incorrect and totally misunderstands the role of having an economic regulator that 
stands outside the utility. It is very disappointing for families in my area grappling with the increased energy 
cost; and, of course, at the same time we have the cutting of the Waterwise rebate that gives people the capacity 
and the incentive to do something more—to install water-reduction measures.  

I want to make special reference, too, in terms of the energy cost, to the great deal of old public housing stock in 
my area—homes built in the 1970s and 1980s—that have never been retrofitted and are the most extraordinarily 
energy-inefficient homes. They are homes that are very hard to keep cool and very hard to warm up. The state 
government has entered into a Council of Australian Governments agreement, through the housing portfolio, to 
undertake an audit of all these properties. As far as we can see, no work has been done on that. There has been 
very little movement. We have done some work, through our pressure to change the policy, to at least allow 
people over 80 years of age to have some insulation. No real systematic attention has been given to this critical 
issue as energy prices get higher.  

Public transport is, again, a real loser in this budget. We know that the conservatives have very little interest in 
public transport. I think one of the great tragedies and one of the issues that many members will face as they go 
into the next election is indeed the failure of this government to order any new trains. This is not something that 
can be done in 2011 to put a train on track in 2012, or even 2013. The lead time for the acquisition of new trains 
is around three to four years. We put in a major order, doubling the size of the rail fleet, in 2003. Those trains 
started to come on stream in 2006. In 2006, while those trains were still coming on, we put in a new order for 
trains to come online in 2009. All the new trains are coming in to cater for the growing demand. Believe me, that 
demand is growing—our population is growing and the demand will go up. All those trains that are now coming 
in are coming in as a consequence of our order in 2006. A new order needed to be made by the end of 2008 for 
any new trains to come online in 2012. By 2011, the order for the new trains that we placed in 2006 will be 
complete. Our population will continue to grow and we have nothing in place. This government has refused to 
bite the bullet and place a new order. 

I tell members who have constituencies along the rail line that they will face pressure, coming into an election in 
late 2012 to 2013, when the government will not be able to promise any new trains before 2014–15. That will in 
fact be a great disadvantage. It will be a great disadvantage for people in Armadale. We rely very heavily on the 
train as a public transport mechanism. The trains will become fuller and fuller. There will be situations, in the 
lead-up to this new lot of trains coming on, in which people will simply not be able to be collected. It will be a 
disincentive to use public transport; indeed, it will be a real capacity constraint. I urge the more sensible 
members to start pressuring the government to place an order now. Whilst it is probably too late to get any trains 
for 2012, at least it might mean that we will get trains for 2014. There is not a zilch in the budget for new trains. 
This is a big problem in public transport in Western Australia. We had a Labor regime that invests heavily in 
public transport, particularly the rail, then we get a Liberal regime and it does nothing. When Labor comes back 
in, it has to spend a massive amount of money. In each budget the government should be putting more into 
public transport. We should have the same sort of approach to the expansion of our rail system, which includes 
rolling stock and track, that we have to our road system.  

I was looking at the minister’s press release on all the fabulous new roads that this government is building. The 
overwhelming majority of these roads are, of course, largely federally funded. Most of the major projects in the 
budget are substantially federally funded projects, and, indeed, federally funded projects that we negotiated with 
the Rudd government, or the Rudd opposition as it then was, in the lead-up to the 2007 federal election. We see 
in the budget the Roe Highway interchange, $35 million for this year, but it does not mention that $30 million of 
that will come from the federal government. The Mandurah entrance road project has been allocated $30 million, 
but $12.5 million is coming from the federal government. The government boasted in its media release about the 
Dampier highway. There is $45 million in the budget for that—$35 million of it will come from the federal 
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government. There is an amount of $36 million for the Great Eastern Highway through Belmont—$26 million of 
that will come from the federal government. The Port Hedland upgrade has $29 million for this year; 
overwhelmingly that will come from the federal government. If we take out those road projects that we 
negotiated with the federal government and those projects that we started, we see that there is virtually nothing in 
that roads budget that is in any way new. In reality, the failure to invest in road transport has been propped up by 
the massive injection of federal funding that we have had. 

Education, of course, is a huge issue. The shadow Minister for Education in a debate yesterday had the Minister 
for Education table a document of these charges that all of a sudden have been imposed on schools for students 
studying by distance education. Two schools in particular in my electorate, Armadale Senior High School and 
Cecil Andrews Senior High School, are struggling to keep a reasonable tertiary entrance examination product on 
offer for their students—absolutely struggling. There are many subjects that they simply cannot provide. The 
mechanism therefore has been to allow students to do a couple of courses by distance education, particularly in 
the maths and sciences areas. These schools got notice about a month ago, without any negotiation or warning, 
that they would have their budgets reduced by an amount of money that would be calculated. Armadale Senior 
High School, according to the list on the document tabled by the minister, is being charged more than any other 
school in the metropolitan area; it is being charged $16 715. That is an enormous impost on a school like that, 
which does not have a wealthy parents and citizens association—not like Shenton College, which has an 
enormous array of subjects, and which is being charged only $1 000. Shenton College has a big, active P&C and 
lots of money. However, for schools like Armadale and Cecil Andrews—which have principals and staff who 
work hard to stop these schools going into a downward spiral to the point of being unable to offer TEE—what do 
we see? Has this minister, who has been the greatest disappointment and whose pontificating we listened to for 
years on this side of the house, shown one ounce of interest in the real challenges for low socioeconomic groups? 
No. This is an absolute example. This money will be deducted from these schools. These schools had their 
budgets set and suddenly they have been told, “Well, your budget’s not going to be what it was. No question of 
you sending the money in. We’re just taking it out of your account; you just don’t get it.” It is an absolutely and 
completely unfair impost on the schools that are having the greatest difficulty providing education and a decent 
choice to their students. 

I have another concern. I am pleased to see that a little more money will be put into measures such as speech 
therapy, because we have a massive problem. More than 50 per cent of students in some schools in my area have 
been diagnosed as requiring speech therapy. That is a huge problem, and the waiting lists for therapy have 
expanded. I am glad to see that the government is putting some money into that. However, we are not dealing in 
any way, shape or form with the fundamental problem that is causing this problem to arise. No neutron bomb or 
nuclear power station has been built in Armadale recently that has resulted in some great genetic problem so that 
50 per cent of kids are presenting to school needing speech therapy. Clearly other factors are at play. Some very 
exhaustive work and a huge amount of research has been done on this problem by the Telethon Institute for 
Child Health Research and the Australian Institute of Family Studies, and even work by our humble little 
committee, the Community Development and Justice Standing Committee. That research and work has shown 
what we need to do. We need to get in there with the zero to three-year-olds and work on those children during 
the time of their maximum neuroplasticity. We need to work with them and we need to work with their parents 
to turn around this problem. We know which children to target, because we now have the Australian Early 
Development Index, which is the most extraordinary tool that enables us to locate those concerns and those areas 
of greatest need. What do we see from the minister? We see yet another pontificating press release, which came 
out yesterday, saying, “I went to the conference and it was really wonderful. We’ve learnt so much about 
children.” However, we see none of the practical solutions. I am talking about schools like Challis Primary 
School that has a principal who has taken the initiative and has set up parent support centres to provide 
playgroups for the zeros to threes to work with parents and to turn around these problems. That is an example of 
projects that we were funding when we were in government. This minister, notwithstanding all her appearances 
at all of the conferences saying, “Oh, gosh, yes—look, I really support it. It’s all terribly wonderful”, has spent 
not one cent on those projects. In fact this minister is saying to schools like Challis, “You take the money out of 
your federal literacy money. You’ve been given special money by the federal government to try to deal with 
your literacy issues for the fives to 11s, but we are saying to you that if you want your parent support group, you 
take it out of that literacy money.” That is an outrage and a disgrace. As I say, I stand by what I said: the 
Minister for Education has been the biggest disappointment in this entire government. Never have there been 
more tools available to someone to do something about this problem. Never has there been better research about 
how we can deal with it. All the minister does is say, “I agree so much.” But in fact she does nothing. 

The final item I want to raise is an issue of animal welfare. I note that the member for Maylands spoke well on 
this issue in her budget presentation. We are very concerned about what is going on in the animal welfare unit of 
the Department of Local Government. It is true, and we must acknowledge it, that Labor built up that unit to a 
stage at which it had a manager and six inspectors. 

Mr J.M. Francis interjected. 
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Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: No, I think it was a manager and six inspectors; I think it was a total of seven. 

That unit was funded and was a two-year project. The funding ran out at the end of 2008; I acknowledge that. 
There is an argument that we should have kept that funding ongoing. Indeed we would like to think that had we 
been in government and faced the reality of this problem, we would have addressed it. But it is now two years 
on. We have the inspectorate that comprises one manager and one inspector whose charter is to go out and look 
after the welfare of animals, particularly farm animals and those involved in livestock transport. I am talking 
about not just the conduct of live sheep exports, but also the conduct at saleyards and the conduct on land 
transport. 

My very real concern from all the information we are getting is that enormous pressure is being put on the 
inspectorate from parts of the farming sector and transport industry that do not want this unit to be properly 
equipped to go out and look after the welfare of animals. I have to say that when I first became a member of 
Parliament, the welfare of animals was a very small part—probably non-existent—of my agenda, but I have 
become increasingly conscious, as I believe has the broader community, that what reflects our level of 
civilisation is the way in which we treat animals. Our humanity is indeed tested and calibrated against the way in 
which we treat those creatures that we have made dependent upon us, and by our acknowledgement of their 
capacity for pain and the need for us to act humanely. My view is that there is an enormous groundswell of 
concern in the community about the way in which we treat animals. The failure to make it clear that animal 
welfare is an issue of concern and is not an issue that can be overtaken by the farming lobby is critically 
important, and I urge the government to reconsider its budget decision in this regard. 

MR J.J.M. BOWLER (Kalgoorlie) [10.49 am]: I will speak on the budget and some other matters affecting my 
electorate and the industries associated with the Goldfields. One of the more welcome parts of the budget was an 
allocation of $11.1 million for a new courthouse in Kalgoorlie. This process was started by the previous Attorney 
General and is one that initially attracted a lot of objection and opposition. It in fact became a rallying point for 
two of my opponents at the last election. Their opposition was, I understand, reasonable in that the people of the 
Goldfields wanted to keep the post office in the post office, but the fact is that Australia Post was moving out—it 
has since moved out—and that wonderful building in Hannan Street that members will probably all have seen is 
now vacant. There is now a realisation amongst the people of the Goldfields that if we are not going to have a 
post office there, that building should be used. The only group that would use one of those old buildings that are 
very costly to maintain is government. The previous Attorney General came up with an excellent plan, which has 
now been adopted by the new Attorney General and will eventually see around $44 million spent on bringing the 
courthouse from Brookman Street back to Hannan Street, where it was located over 100 years ago. We will have 
new court services there. There is still some opposition in Kalgoorlie to that project. Some have a fear of 
antisocial behaviour spilling onto Hannan Street, but I believe the new design of the courthouse will take those 
problems out to the laneway. I believe that acceptance of this project is growing by the day.  

Another allocation in the budget was $13 million for short-stay facilities for Indigenous people in Boulder and 
Broome. I have not seen an exact break-up of that, but it is something that I welcome. It was a previous 
Treasurer and Minister for Housing who drove this. People have dilly–dallied around this issue ever since I was 
elected in 2001. The fact is that the Spinifex people from Tjuntjuntjara and Coonana live on the streets of 
Boulder in appalling conditions at what we call zone 6. For the first time, we had a minister who was prepared to 
say, “Well, we’re going to build it and it’s going to be here”. I have to say that the location has now changed to 
an excellent location; that is, the current Boulder golf course. As members know, the three golf courses in 
Kalgoorlie will be closing in coming months and moving to a new grass course. That short-stay facility for 
Indigenous people has received a $13 million allocation in the budget, which I welcome. Talking about the 
Spinifex people, I recently said in the local media that the Coonana settlement, which is 200 kilometres east of 
Kalgoorlie, should close. This settlement is 400 to 500 kilometres outside these people’s traditional lands. They 
have no historical and cultural link to this land. Because of that, it has really become a halfway house between 
Tjuntjuntjara and Boulder and they do not treat it with any respect. They have not done so for the 30 years it has 
been there, and I think that situation will continue for some time. Once the housing deteriorates to the stage that 
people can no longer live in those houses, the Department of Housing should offer them a choice of either a new 
house in Tjuntjuntjara or a house in Boulder. I believe that Coonana should close in the near future.  

Another allocation in the budget that will be very welcome in my electorate is $120 million over the next three 
years for new mobile phone towers and improved communications. I see the Minister for Police in the chamber. 
The police will be a big beneficiary of this in regional Western Australia. There are a number of black spots for 
mobile coverage in my electorate, including on major highways. This funding is expected to reduce those black 
spots. To give an example of why police need better communications, I recently went camping with some friends 
near Niagara Dam, which is a replica of Mundaring Weir. We got there late in the afternoon. An elderly 
gentleman came up to me and asked whether I had seen two women walking through the bush as we came in. I 
said no and asked why, and he said that they had been missing since two o’clock that afternoon. One lady was 73 
and the other was 65. It was raining and cold. We had two satellite phones with us—there is no mobile coverage 
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at the dam—so we contacted Kalgoorlie police. They were there within two hours—it was a fantastic response. 
They had a sniffer dog with them. I say to the Minister for Police that the police had to borrow our satellite 
phone because they had no communications. This allocation of funding to improve police communications in the 
bush is a welcome addition. By the way, the two ladies were found just after midnight in scant clothing—just 
shorts and T-shirts. They were very cold and a bit scared from their experience, but they were found and it was a 
great effort by police and local pastoralists.  

The budget also includes continuing funding for the $55 million upgrade of Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital, which 
was the first project to attract funding from royalties for regions and which the Premier and the Deputy Premier 
flew to Kalgoorlie within days of gaining government to announce. That is one project I am very supportive of 
and thankful for.  

There is also $13 million in the budget for a work camp at Warburton in the eastern part of my electorate. We 
have a work camp at Mt Morgans between Leonora and Laverton that has been very successful. They do a lot of 
work for the community. It keeps these people in their lands, so when they are released back to their homes, it is 
a very smooth transition. The recidivism rate is actually lower than it was before. I believe that the Warburton 
facility for the people in the Narrandera lands will be an equally successful project.  

I have a bit of a concern in that I cannot see funding for the new 350–bed Eastern Goldfields Regional Prison. I 
warn the government about even considering a privately operated hospital—sorry, prison.  

Ms J.M. Freeman: And hospital, no doubt.  

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: Well, yes.  

The government may get clever accountants to show that the privately operated prison in the hills operates 
cheaper for taxpayers, but it would be foolhardy to believe that that could be transposed to Kalgoorlie. Staffing 
problems at Kalgoorlie will be a problem. It could not be done at the same cost that it is done in Perth. One of 
the good things for prison officers in Kalgoorlie is that they are part of a system and have a career path, so they 
can go to Perth, Albany, Geraldton or wherever. That has been a big incentive. Many of them get to Kalgoorlie 
and love the lifestyle to the point that they stay there and retire—many are still there years after retiring—but for 
those who want a career path, it is not available with a privately operated prison. Costs will balloon out. I worry 
when people make money out of dealing with human lives. We saw what happens in the long run with the 
tragedy with Mr Ward. When the object is not to run a prison but to make money, corners will eventually be cut 
and tragedy is the result. I warn the government that Kalgoorlie should be treated differently and this should not 
become a privately operated prison.  

One thing I have noted in the 18 months that royalties for regions has been around is the combative nature at 
times between consolidated revenue and royalties for regions. There is no doubt that royalties for regions wants 
to get as much and keep as much of R for R for the bush, and the bean counters in Perth want to use as much of 
the R for R that would normally be used by consolidated revenue. There was one such incident in the last 
financial year when the Australian Mining Hall of Fame in Kalgoorlie was facing an uncertain future. There was 
a stand-off between consolidated revenue and royalties for regions. I contacted the Premier, the Premier 
intervened and a decision was made. I welcome the fact that over $300 000 is being provided to maintain the 
Mining Hall of Fame so that it can go forward. What a disgrace it would have been if the Mining Hall of Fame 
for Australia had been closed down in the midst of a mining boom. It will not be. I believe there is now more 
harmonisation between royalties for regions and consolidated revenue, and things are gradually moving in a 
more positive direction.  

I have one disappointment with the budget; that is, the lack of funding for education in my electorate. However, I 
have since spoken to the Minister for Education and I am very pleased with her attitude. I am hopeful of a way 
forward in next year’s budget and the one after that.  

I now move to the area of legislation. I believe the time has come to license cats on a statewide basis. When I 
was Minister for Local Government and Regional Development, cat people came to see me, so I raised the issue 
with my cabinet colleagues in an informal discussion. One would have thought that I had talked about bulldozing 
John Hyde’s beloved belltower! 

Ms L.L. Baker: I don’t think he built it. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: But he takes credit for it, does he not? 

The time has come to license cats. I believe it may be very unpopular and governments do not like doing things 
that are unpopular—the first thing they want to do is get re-elected—but the time has come to license cats. 
People do not realise just how much damage cats do. They destroy flora and fauna in my electorate. Members 
might ask how they destroy flora. What do they do—eat trees? I will tell members how cats destroy flora. There 
is a little marsupial called the woylie. For the sake of Hansard, it is about nine inches high. The woylie was 
prevalent across the rangelands of Western Australia and South Australia and going into the Northern Territory 
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and western New South Wales. That same belt had a massive sandalwood industry—Western Australia’s first 
ever industry and one that is still going today and provides a lot of jobs and income. Sandalwood is gradually 
being taken away and the amount of natural sandalwood is diminishing. In fact, in the past 30 to 40 years hardly 
any new sandalwood has grown. It has been found, through some trials at Narrogin where the woylie has been 
reintroduced, that at night the woylie collects and buries sandalwood nuts and a couple of weeks later digs up 
what it has buried because the wet soil has softened the husk of the nut. The woylie chips away at the nut, but its 
memory is not good enough for it to remember to dig up all the nuts it buried; hence, the sandalwood tree grows. 
What has destroyed the woylie? None other than the cat. Not only is the cat destroying birds and other animals, 
but also it is affecting the flora in my electorate and throughout much of Western Australia. I urge the Liberal 
members in this place to get onto their parliamentary leaders and get legislation to license cats. 

Another piece of legislation that I want to see and that I have been promised by Hon Norman Moore, the 
responsible minister, is legislation providing for fixed elections. I look forward to that legislation coming before 
this house some time this year. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: I am sure that both parties want fixed elections! I mean fixed-term elections. That is 
something that both parties always promised in opposition and always promised leading into an election, but 
they always found ways to not do it — 

Mr M.P. Whitely: We tried to do it in government and they blocked it. We didn’t promise it in opposition. In 
fact, you were one of us when we tried to do it in government and they blocked it. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: As the member for Bassendean knows, it was linked to some very unpopular measures 
rather than being stand-alone legislation for one purpose. If we wanted to get it through, we should have made it 
stand-alone legislation. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: Aren’t you against those in cabinet? 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: Exactly. As I say, when the opposition becomes the government, suddenly it suits it to 
have the opportunity to call an early election, as members opposite learnt to their folly last time. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: We tried to legislate for fixed-term elections, and Barnett blocked it. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: Another piece of legislation that I would like to be introduced in the forthcoming term, 
and one that I will look to introduce as a private member’s bill, is legislation to certify, delineate and formalise 
the great western woodlands. When I first heard about the great western woodlands, I was totally opposed to it. 
There are millions of dollars of funding for an American-based organisation called the Pew foundation. The Pew 
foundation was an extreme right-wing organisation when it started; it got its money from oil and gas and is now 
a left-wing organisation that looks after the environment. I have come to the realisation that if we delineate the 
great western woodlands and formalise the way in which all industries can operate in that area, it would be best 
for the mining industry. I do not want an extreme left-wing government in the future to say that further 
exploration is banned in the great western woodlands, the heart of which is Kalgoorlie. That is what I fear. I want 
legislation which protects that right and the rights of other users of the area, but which at the same time gets rid 
of the feral animals and weeds and improves the biodiversity of that wonderful woodland that is unique in the 
world. I believe that it should be overseen by the development commission, not by the Department of 
Environment and Conservation. 

Mr M.P. Murray: Do I detect a tinge of green coming from the member for Kalgoorlie? 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: A little bit. I am a tree hugger! 

Mr M.P. Murray: You must have changed in the past week! 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: I got it last night! 

I also think the government needs to revisit the Heritage of Western Australia Act. The heritage act now just 
divides Indigenous people in my electorate. Families fight each other; they hate each other. Where there was 
harmony there is now division. We need a new heritage act, perhaps along the lines of the South Australian 
legislation whereby the government does the survey in consultation with the people who speak for those lands. 

I urge the government to revert to the Mining Act. The previous government introduced towards the end of its 
reign a policy of banning exploration in conservation reserves. This is stopping exploration in large tracts of my 
electorate and in large tracts of Western Australia. This policy of the previous government was never on its 
agenda when it went to the last election. It was slipped in by the bureaucrats. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: I call on the government to revert to the Mining Act. Some people might be concerned 
about someone walking into Kings Park with a drilling rig and ruining Kings Park. This is how the act 
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previously worked and I believe there are plenty of safeguards in the act. If a company applied to the Minister 
for Mines and Petroleum to explore in, say, Kings Park, but it did not know what it wanted to explore, the 
Minister for Mines and Petroleum would obviously reject that. If it wanted to explore in the Plumridge Lakes 
Nature Reserve, which is just a white man’s line drawn on a map in Perth, or in the Queen Victoria Springs 
Nature Reserve, the Minister for Mines and Petroleum would ask what the company was going to explore for. If 
the company said that it wanted to explore that reserve for low-grade sand worth $2 a tonne, the Minister for 
Mines and Petroleum would say no. However, if the company wanted to explore for gold, uranium or diamonds, 
the Minister for Mines and Petroleum in almost every case would say yes. That application would then go to the 
Minister for Environment who would then say yes or no. If there is division—in other words, if the Minister for 
Mines and Petroleum said yes and the Minister for Environment said no—cabinet would then adjudicate. I think 
that is an excellent system, and it operated under Liberal and Labor governments for many years until the 
Department of Environment and Conservation, with its hungry little claws, changed it without any fanfare or 
public announcements by the previous government. I think we should get rid of that policy. I also welcome the 
continued exploration dollars in the budget for incentives for mining companies, much along the same lines as 
the Plan for Accelerating Exploration program in South Australia.  

Finally, I want to talk about the people in my office. One of my longest serving office workers, Beth Richardson, 
left yesterday. It is no wonder that Beth left because the pressure and workload in my office is so great. In some 
ways I see her leaving as a result of my failure to administer the office better. Her place has been taken by a 
young girl called Rebecca Andrew who has moved from Perth to Kalgoorlie. Beth Richardson and Steve Kean in 
my Kalgoorlie office and Alexis Johnson, who runs the Leonora office, have done a fantastic job. But the 
workload is becoming horrendous. Why is that? I have virtually the only political office in Kalgoorlie and, in 
fact, in the entire Goldfields north of Norseman. The member for Eyre, Hon Graham Jacobs, has an office in 
Boulder—my old office—but he is a minister. His main office is in Esperance. He is a minister and, as a 
minister, I do not expect him to spend any more time in Boulder than he currently does. The fact of the matter is 
that he does not have any extra resources. When people go there, nine times out of 10 his Boulder office is 
closed. Where do they go? Even though they are not my constituents, they come to see me. It is the same with 
federal issues. I am continually inundated with questions about federal issues because the federal member for 
Kalgoorlie, Hon Barry Haase, has not cared about Kalgoorlie since changes in the electorate boundaries were 
announced—he has not cared about Kalgoorlie for months! The federal member is rarely there and, if he is, he is 
only passing through on his campaign trail. Therefore, my office is inundated with federal matters.  

The Labor upper house member for Mining and Pastoral Region, Hon Helen Bullock, has an office in 
Kalgoorlie—good on her; I praise Hon Helen Bullock for that—but, once again, she does not live there. Like so 
many upper house members, she does not live in the Mining and Pastoral Region—and it is about time they did. 
I know that the member for Victoria Park supports me in this; that is a disgrace.  

Mr M. McGowan interjected.  

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: No, the member for North West does not live in his electorate, nor does the member for 
Pilbara. I do not think that the member for Kimberley lives in her electorate any more either. In fact, of the 11 
upper and lower house members representing Mining and Pastoral areas—I could stand corrected—only two live 
in their electorates. That is a disgrace. Both major parties should change their preselection criteria. Worse still is 
Hon Norman Moore, who does not even have an electorate office in his electorate. I have told him to his face. I 
have criticised him, and I will do it again. I am almost due for another press release on that! It is time that both 
major parties, the Labor Party and the Liberal Party—I know that factions exist in both parties; although the mob 
on this side say they do not, they do—asked candidates whether they would live in the electorate, and if they will 
not live in the electorate, the parties should say, “See you later!” People should stand for the electorate in which 
they are going to live.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: The most outrageous statistic, which is something I have raised previously, is that, of the 
12 Western Australian senators, the greatest distance any of their offices is from the Perth CBD is 20 kilometres. 
Senators supposedly represent the entire state. The Australian Electoral Commission needs to start looking at 
making a compulsory arrangement for where Senate offices must be located, or start looking at a component of 
direct election of senators—then I could guarantee we might have a few more Senate offices outside the Perth 
CBD.  

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: Excellent idea, member for Victoria Park. I know that the member is a Kalgoorlie boy 
with a lot of links to regional Western Australia and he is pretty passionate about this, as I am. It is beholden on 
both major parties to deal with this issue. I know they have their problems in doing that, and it may take them 
some time, and I know that the incumbents will be there for some time and that they are not going to kick them 
out in one election. But, as a country member for the Mining and Pastoral area, I hope that transpires because, 
without it, our representation will always be weakened. The worst example is Hon Norman Moore, who does not 
even have his electorate office in his electorate—it is over in West Perth somewhere. I wonder how many 
constituents he sees!  
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Lastly, I want to talk to Kevin Rudd. This is an open letter to Kevin Rudd: Mr Prime Minister, I think that a six 
per cent threshold for the super tax is too much; I think two per cent is better. I think that when it kicks in, it 
should not be 40 per cent. I want to see 50 per cent because that will drive the Australian dollar down and will 
totally ruin the Australian economy. And when that happens, what happens to gold? Gold will go through the 
roof and my beloved Kalgoorlie will prosper better than ever! Since the Prime Minister made the announcement, 
we have already seen the highest ever Australian dollar price for gold. I must admit that it coincided with the 
Greek debt problem, but I say to the Prime Minister that, just for Kalgoorlie’s sake, I think two per cent is better 
than six per cent and 50 per cent is better than 40 per cent. The value of the Australian dollar will rise and the 
price of gold will go up to $2 000 an ounce and the people in my electorate will be living in luxury—bugger the 
rest of you! But I do not care about the rest of you.  

MR J.M. FRANCIS (Jandakot) [11.13 am]: I am sorry that the member for Armadale, the candidate for the 
federal seat of Canning is not here, because I sat through her speech, which was the biggest load of rubbish I 
think I have heard in this place for many months. And I have listened in silence to every other member from the 
other side who gave their speech this week. All I heard was Labor untruth after Labor untruth, and the river of 
deceit that runs through the other side of the house just keeps flowing. Members opposite will prove it once 
again. They will say or do anything—whatever it takes—to get their grubby little mitts on the benches of power. 
If members want any proof of the morality of the Labor Party saying or doing anything to win power in this state 
or this country, they need only look at the current Prime Minister, Kevin Rudd. Other than the member for 
Kalgoorlie with his tongue in his cheek, the only other person from the other side of the house who has 
mentioned this super mining tax was the member for Collie–Preston. Good on him for having the kahunas to 
stand up and say that he supports this tax. I will be sending the Hansard of his speech to his local newspaper. I 
think the guy has a bit of guts, considering the type of electorate that he represents, to stand up and say that he 
supports a tax that will have grave impacts on the working people of his electorate. This tax will not just affect 
iron ore or goldmining; it will equally affect coal and alumina. Good on the member for Collie–Preston! I would 
love to know where all other Labor members stand on this issue. There was silence. The member for 
Rockingham would have a large percentage of fly in, fly out workers in his electorate and I have not heard that 
member say where he stands on this issue. Does he or does he not support the Prime Minister’s tax?  

Mr M. McGowan: You have raised the issue and you say that you have not heard what I have to say. I made a 
half-hour speech on the issue last week—the member for South Perth is nodding. I think you were overseas at 
the time, so that is probably why you did not hear it.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Will the member for Rockingham answer the question now? Does he or does he not 
support the tax?  

Mr M. McGowan: Go and read Hansard, my friend. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: The member cannot answer that question now—he does not want to answer the question. 

Mr M. McGowan: Come back from overseas and do some work for your electors!  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Members opposite do not want to play the game. This is work for my electorate, my friend, 
because this tax will have a greater impact on the future financial stability of people in my electorate than 
anything that this state government does. It has been said before, and I will say it again here, that this tax is not a 
normal tax on super profits; it is a super tax on normal profits.   

Mr M.P. Murray: I have a serious question. What about the companies that are not playing the game by 
training our youth or getting the welding done offshore? No wonder they are being belted!  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Excellent question! Did the member for Collie–Preston watch Lateline last night?  

Mr M.P. Murray: I was in here.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: The house had risen—the bells had gone—when Tom Albanese, who is Rio Tinto’s chief 
executive, described Australia as his number one sovereign risk globally. He said — 

“This is affecting our Australian businesses and investment decisions as we speak … just over the past 
10 years we’ve reinvested every dollar we’ve made,  

He said that Rio Tinto had reinvested $38 billion into what has been a stable tax regime, and now the rules on 
those tens of billions of dollars of investment are suddenly changing and it not just tweaking but is a whole new 
tax regime. Essentially 40 per cent of largely written-down profits are going to a silent partner.  

He continued — 

It’s as if they’re coming to us saying we want to be your 40 per cent partner, ignore the fact you’ve 
taken all the risks, ignore the fact you’ve taken all the lumps we want 40 per cent of your pre-tax 
profits.  
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That’s sovereign risk and that’s why I’ve said it’s the number one priority on my plate, globally, around 
sovereign risks.  

He made this point also, and I think it is worth people watching this interview last night on Lateline. He said — 

We can invest on a global basis. We’ve got mines in Canada, we’ve got mines in the US, we’ve got 
mines in Africa, in South America, we will have mines in Asia. And we will be investing and we’ll be 
allocating those investments based upon the combination of the merits of the investment, of the quality 
of the ore body, the capabilities that we can deliver there, but also the stability of the tax regime. And if 
you make a tax regime less stable or more risky anywhere it tends to attract capital away from that and 
toward the more stable regimes. 

There is one person in here who could perhaps pick up the phone to his friend the Prime Minister—other than 
the Premier—and that is the Leader of the Opposition. I would love to know whether the Leader of the 
Opposition has the kahunas to pick up the phone to the Prime Minister and say, “Do not do this to our state. I am 
going to stand up for our state”, and not be a gutless wonder. I cannot use the other terms I would normally use.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Eric Ripper could say, “I am the leader of the Labor Party and we will speak out publicly 
against this tax”. The point is, if he does not stand up to the Prime Minister, we will know that he agrees with the 
Prime Minister. It is incumbent on him to do the right thing by his state, the people of my electorate and the 
people of every other electorate, and say, “Our economy depends on this industry and the federal government is 
screwing it up; stop it and stop it now.” The Leader of the Opposition needs to grow a spine, stand up for his 
state and tell the Prime Minister to get his head out of the sand. As I said before, the question that every member 
opposite should answer—because I always believe that voters deserve to know where members of Parliament 
stand on issues that matter—is: do they or do they not individually support this rent tax? We know that the 
candidate for the federal seat of Canning does because she was quoted in The Australian last week as saying so. 
We know that the member for Collie–Preston supports it, as I said, and good on him for having the guts to say 
so, but be it on his head. Mark my words, this will come back to bite both the federal and state governments. 
Members opposite know it and we know it.  

Talking about the candidate for the federal seat of Canning, she must be squirming like a bucket of worms at the 
moment. She should be very, very careful about trusting the Prime Minister.  

Mr M.J. Cowper: She won’t go.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: This is a great conversation! If I were her, would I surrender a safe Labor seat to go on a 
suicide mission at the moment?  

Mr P.B. Watson interjected.   

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: This guy cannot help himself. Most members of this place grow old gracefully, but the 
member for Albany is growing old disgracefully.  

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Where is that dummy; does he have his dummy? For the past 18 months that guy has sat in 
his chair, swinging the dummy around at every single member on this side. The biggest dummy spitter in the 
history of this Parliament in the past 18 months is the member for Albany and his fellow Acting Speakers. 
Where is his dummy; has he spat it out lately? He is the biggest dummy spitter in this place. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Do you want to talk about what happened in the chair yesterday?  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: You go and spit your little dummy somewhere else, mate. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Did you come up to me yesterday and beg for forgiveness?   

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: I listened to your speech in silence. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Did you come up and beg for forgiveness?   

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: I did not beg for forgiveness. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Yes, you did. You have already written to the Speaker about it. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: If I was a candidate for the federal seat of Canning, I would be very worried. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Albany, let the member for Jandakot continue.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. We know that when the member for Armadale was first 
considering the idea of running against Don Randall, she met with the Prime Minister at Kirribilli House and he 
promised funding for her campaign. We know that she had a cup of coffee with him a few weeks ago when he 
was over here. She is a bit upset that the money is not coming. But, after all, why would people want to back a 
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loser? Maybe she has an insurance policy covering her, such as a Senate seat, if she does not win the seat of 
Canning.  

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Tony Abbott is a very good friend of mine; I had dinner with him two weeks ago, so the 
member for Albany should be very careful. 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Cannington! 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: As I said, I listened to every single Labor member’s speech in total silence, as did most 
members on this side. I think we deserve the same respect.  

If I were the member for Armadale, I would be very careful about what I did. Her bid for the federal seat of 
Canning is one of the great little political stories of the year and it will be interesting to see what she does. If I 
were a betting man, I would bet that she will not go anywhere. Maybe the Leader of the Opposition opened that 
little champagne bottle too soon when he heard she was leaving, because I think she will be around this place for 
a long time. I will move on because I want to touch on other issues.  

There has been some talk in this debate about the impact of increases in charges and fees on the family budget.  

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: The member for Cannington cannot help himself; he is a serial offender.  

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Cannington! Member for Jandakot, continue.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Thank you for your protection, Mr Deputy Speaker. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: We all saw the protection yesterday in this chamber.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I call you for the first time.   

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: We talked a lot about the impact of fees and charges on family budgets. I think that is a fair 
and proper debate to have and I acknowledge that a number of fees and utility price increases will have a 
detrimental effect on the budgets of many families. However, the one big thing in this country that is having a 
greater impact than anything this government is doing is the increase in interest rates. Interest rates have 
increased six times since October 2009. Our cash rate is now four and a half per cent and most mortgages are 
close on almost eight per cent. In fact, Australia now has the highest interest rates of any Organisation for 
Economic Cooperation and Development country. On average, if a 0.25 per cent basis point increase equates to 
$50 a month or $600 a year on a $300 000 mortgage —  

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: The member for Albany is like a rabid poodle. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! Member for Jandakot, continue. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Six interest rate increases totalling $300 a month amount to $3 600 a year. The average 
$300 000 mortgage interest bill has gone up in the past nine months by $3 600. That is having a far greater 
impact on the family budget than anything this state government has done. Struggling families are asking this 
question: why is the Labor Party — 

Mr W.J. Johnston: What are you saying now?   

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: I am not even going talk to you; you are pathetic. If you cannot keep your mouth shut, go 
somewhere else. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Jandakot, just continue.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Struggling families are asking the very worthwhile question: why is the federal Labor 
Party continually wasting money on a failed stimulus package in order to stimulate the economy?  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Why is the government wasting money trying to stimulate the economy when the Reserve 
Bank is putting up interest rates to slow it down? It is the great economic contradiction of our time. Who is 
right? Is the Prime Minister right or is the Reserve Bank right? They cannot both be right. Because of the federal 
government’s failed management, we have a massive impost —   

Mr P.B. Watson interjected.   
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Mr J.M. FRANCIS: At least I live in my electorate, unlike most members opposite.  

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: He is a rabid poodle. It is the great contradiction and no-one can answer it. The federal 
government and the Reserve Bank cannot both be right. Someone is right and someone is wrong. As I said, 
interest rates are having a far greater impact on family budgets than anything the state government has done. The 
people in my electorate are very aware of that.  

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: I am getting to my police station. I am over the moon about it. 

Point of Order 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I am sure that, as am I, the rest of the chamber is finding it hard to hear the member 
speaking. The member for Cannington and the member for Albany seem to have one cell between them.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There have been a lot of interjections. Points are being made by members opposite. 
Please let the member for Jandakot continue.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: The member for Jandakot is being deliberately and continually provocative. If in his 
commentary he is deliberately referring to members on this side in derogatory terms, he is inviting interjections. 
Perhaps if his speech was a little more sedate, these situations would not go on.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Jandakot, please direct your comments to the Chair.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker; I will play nice and ignore the other side of the house 
totally.  

I want to touch on the budget and how it affects my electorate. This is a great opportunity to compare what the 
Labor Party promised the people in my electorate in 2005 with what this government has promised. For example, 
I am holding this great little card that I sent out during the campaign. It states — 

The Liberal Party has a strong plan to make our community safer: 

Then there are four dot points — 

• By building a new 24-hour police station near Cockburn Central; 

• Installing more CCTVs … 

• Laws to protect our police and send the thugs that bash them to jail; and 

• Scrapping Labor’s special sentencing discount for criminals. 

There were four points. All four were delivered—excellent. I will compare that with the Labor Party’s campaign 
in 2005. This is a great ad that was run by the Labor candidate in my area. It is headed “Tougher Penalties and 
Safer Streets: A top priority for Mark, Norm and Francis”—the three Labor illuminati. It states that the member 
for Rockingham is determined, active and well qualified; the member for Cockburn is committed, determined, 
approachable; and I do not know who Norm is. Norm was more approachable, but, according to the ad, he is 
friendly, caring and hardworking. That was Labor’s commitment in 2005 to build the police station, and it went 
nowhere. Labor did nothing in four years. I have to say that other than the education minister, the police minister 
is now my next most favourite minister in this government, because we have come good on our promise, and I 
am over the moon, as are the people of Jandakot, to see funding for that particular — 

Mr P. Papalia: Did you get the car parking? 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: I have the car parking as well. An extra 160 bays have opened in Murdoch and an extra 
580 bays are going in at Cockburn. The first 180 of those will be opened next week. So we are all for the car 
parking and the station, because we remember what it was like before the election. 

I want to briefly touch on education, because — 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Albany and member for Bassendean! Carry on, member for Jandakot. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker.  

There have been two absolutely brilliant moves by this government since we won the election; that is, the 
allocation of $31 million to complete stage 2 of Atwell College for years 11 and 12, which is so desperately 
needed; and the other thing is to build a new Aubin Grove primary school. The Minister for Education, as I said, 
is now my favourite minister in the government. I wholeheartedly reject all the criticism of her. She does a great 
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job. In fact, she came down to my electorate a couple of weeks ago and we turned the first sod for the new Aubin 
Grove primary school, which is greatly needed. The total cost is $15 million. In fact, I have to make a 
confession: I think I am in love with her. She does such a great job, she is so approachable, she is so over her 
portfolio and she so listens to the needs of people that she is my favourite minister. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: She’s definitely over her portfolio. She doesn’t want to be in it any more. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: She is my favourite minister. Maybe it is the way my friend speaks to her. 

On top of that, we have the $33 million to continue construction of the emergency services complex down there. 
The people of Jandakot are absolutely over the moon with this budget, because for the first time they are not 
being treated as dumb sheep who can be misled by the Labor Party but as real people whom this government and 
I take extremely seriously. 

MR V.A. CATANIA (North West) [11.33 am]: It is with great pleasure that I stand here to talk about the 2010–
11 budget, because what a wonderful budget it is for the north west—something that the north west has probably 
missed out on for the past 20 years. The level of investment that has been put into the Pilbara is probably the best 
since Sir Richard Court’s days. For the first time we are seeing — 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! I have not been able to hear a thing that the member for North West has 
said. Member for North West. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, I have just asked you to please be quiet and let the 
member for North West continue. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: It is great to be on this side of the fence when I hear the members opposite who laugh and 
joke about how the north west is getting its fair share for the first time. The level of investment in the Pilbara will 
be more than $1 billion by the end of the term of this government, so I think it is hard to argue — 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, I call you for the first time. 

Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We have now had the member for North West undertake two infringements of what 
should ordinarily be customary in one of these speeches. First of all, he is being deliberately provocative again 
and inviting interjections from members opposite; and, secondly, he has incorrectly identified a former Premier 
of this house, who I think deserves a little more respect than to be given titles that he does not have. I am sure 
that he would prefer to be addressed by his correct name. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: There is no point of order from the manager of opposition business, and he knows that 
very well. Members are very often provocative in this house, and that is part of their duty, I suggest. As far as a 
former member of this house is concerned, there is nothing in standing orders that says that we have to refer to a 
former member in any way in particular. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for North West, before you continue with your speech, just try to get it on 
track by addressing your remarks to the Chair, and we will take it from there. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. I will address my remarks to you, because I would like to 
share with you and the house that, as I said, more than $1 billion will have been invested in the Pilbara by the 
end of this government’s term—more than $1 billion will have been returned to the Pilbara. This is basically 
righting the wrongs of past governments—not only the previous government, but governments before that. As I 
said, when members opposite laugh and carry on and say that the north west is being pork-barrelled, or whatever 
members want to call it, it is hard to have that argument in my electorate, especially when it comes to Karratha, 
when only two and a half years ago a woman could not have a baby at the local hospital. Now the government is 
putting $150 million into the new Nickol Bay Hospital in Karratha, which is a magnificent achievement and one 
that the community of Karratha pursued vigorously for many years with the previous government, but to no 
avail. I was a member of that previous government, and I remember having those conversations with the 
previous health minister and the previous Premier, and I got nowhere. The former member was quick to say, 
“We’ve put 10 doctors into Karratha since we came to government.” That is a good achievement, but the Pilbara, 
and particularly Karratha, has moved on. Karratha is becoming a city, and this government is going to make sure 
that it becomes a city in its own right. 



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 27 May 2010] 3617 

 

As I said, more than $1 billion will go into the Pilbara. That is to encourage people to come and work and live in 
the Pilbara. It is to attract families to and retain them in the Pilbara. The only way we can attract and retain 
families is by ensuring that we have an excellent health system, an excellent education system and facilities to 
ensure that children are not bored and that they have opportunities to engage in recreational pursuits. That is 
what we are seeing being invested in the Pilbara. With the massive growth that is occurring in Karratha, the 
government is also ensuring that it is looking after small business. As members all know, rents in Karratha are 
very, very high. They were high under the previous government, and they are still way too high. The way that we 
are addressing that is by looking after small businesses and ensuring that we are building serviced 
accommodation for workers in small businesses specifically. There will be 100 units, and that will keep rents at a 
very low level—between $350 and $450 a week. While we are going through these good economic times in the 
Pilbara, that project is designed to ensure that small businesses will stay open. Under the previous government, 
businesses were closing, and that was having a huge effect on the attraction of people to and the retention of 
people living in the Pilbara. That is going some way to addressing that issue. It is 100 units, which I am sure will 
be taken up by a majority of small businesses. But that is just the start. 

I touched on Karratha becoming a city. The Pilbara Cities concept that the government launched last year is a 
plan to ensure that Karratha becomes a city. One of the first steps that has been taken is to get high-rise built in 
Karratha. Only a few months ago we had the first announcement of high-rise in Karratha by the property 
developer Finbar, which will build more than 300 units in Karratha. This will have a dramatic effect, obviously, 
on rental prices. More importantly, what Karratha lacks is commercial space. Part of that development will have 
3 000 square metres of commercial space that is desperately needed for not only the private sector but also 
government. We want to bring government services back into Karratha. We need commercial space. Karratha is 
being transformed. The plans are there. Companies are coming into Karratha and saying that they want to 
develop and they want to build high-rise buildings. They want to be a part of the solution and they want to be 
involved in making Karratha a city.  

As I said, $1 billion will be invested in the Pilbara. Imagine what we could do if the federal government came on 
board and also spent $1 billion in the Pilbara! Everyone likes to talk about the Pilbara as the engine room of the 
Western Australian and Australian economy. It rolls off the tip of the Prime Minister’s tongue that the Pilbara is 
the economic powerhouse of the nation, yet we have not seen one cent go into the Pilbara from the federal 
government—not one cent. The state government will invest over $1 billion in the Pilbara from the royalties for 
regions fund, but imagine what we could do if the federal government actually took notice. Instead, we have a 
federal government that wants to tax and reduce the influence of the Pilbara, reduce employment and reduce 
small business. It is already having an effect on contractors and mining companies. They are already cutting 
employment. That is stopping the growth that has been projected for the Pilbara. That will have a dramatic effect 
not only on the Pilbara and here in Perth, but also on the east coast because many people from the east coast 
come to the west to look for employment.  

Mr M.P. Murray: They fly in, fly out from Queensland.  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Queensland; yes.  

Mr M.P. Murray: Fly in, fly out—but no benefit to the north west.  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Even if members opposite agree with the tax—which I know they do—they cannot agree 
with $5 billion coming out of Western Australia, going over to the east coast and our receiving 0.002 per cent in 
return. Members opposite cannot agree with that. We need something like royalties for regions at a federal level. 
We need to reverse that rip-off. We are currently being ripped off by the east coast. If members opposite do not 
stand up and lobby their federal colleagues —  

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, member for Warnbro! Carry on, member for North West.  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: As I said, members opposite should lobby their federal colleagues. Even if members 
opposite agree, they cannot agree to all the royalties coming out of Western Australia and nothing being 
returned. The state government will invest, for the first time, over $1 billion in the Pilbara, yet there has been no 
recognition from the federal government of Western Australia’s contribution to the national economy. It was 
interesting to hear on the radio this morning Ken Henry, the man who conducted this review and was probably 
responsible for this tax. He said that the resources industry had nothing to do with the state of the Australian 
economy. He said that it had nothing to do with ensuring that Australia did not go into recession. I disagree with 
that. I think that is absolute rubbish. 

Mr P. Papalia: That is not what he said. I heard it, too.  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: It is absolute rubbish—like the tax that has been presented by the Rudd Labor 
government.  
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Mr P. Papalia: He just verballed Ken Henry!  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I think the member should lobby his federal colleagues — 

Mr P. Papalia: I think you should listen more closely to the radio!  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: It is doing huge damage to our reputation as a country and our sovereignty as a state.  

Mr M.P. Murray: What is the member’s position on the employment issues from those big companies that 
refuse to train our youth and wish to use 457 visas to fill gaps?  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I agree that mining companies have to do a lot more in terms of not only employment of 
youth and employment of Indigenous people but also investing back into our communities. We have also seen a 
lack of investment in the past by major resource companies in the communities, particularly in the Pilbara.  

Mr M.P. Murray: Thank you. What is the member doing about it?  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: We are ensuring that we partner with the resource sector to develop the Pilbara. It is about 
partnerships; it is about leveraging. We are seeing that, but not seeing that from the federal government.  

Coming back to the budget of the north west, the north west has been the big winner in this budget. On behalf of 
my electorate, I say thank you to the government, thank you to the Premier and thank you to the Minister for 
Regional Development because we have been waiting for so long to get that recognition. We have now got that. 
Revitalisation projects are now happening that are revitalising communities. One can walk down the main street 
of Cue and see what royalties for regions has done there. One can go to Yalgoo, Mt Magnet, Meekatharra and 
Gascoyne Junction and see the effect royalties for regions has had on those small communities. It is great to be a 
part of. It is all about ensuring that we can deliver what the community has been pushing so long for, and 
deserves.  

The north west health system has been a huge focus of this budget. There will be a new $150 million hospital for 
Nickol Bay. Previously women could not have their babies at the hospital, but we will make sure that we have a 
state-of-the-art facility. It took the member for Pilbara all his parliamentary career to get a hospital at 
Port Hedland, and I think he has been in Parliament for 40 years. It has taken that long to get a hospital. This 
government has delivered it after 18 months. How wonderful is that! It gives the Pilbara the recognition that it 
deserves.  

We have also seen a level of investment in Karratha, particularly in Roebourne, that has resulted in turning the 
spotlight on the region. I thank the former Minister for Housing and the former Treasurer for his input and for 
looking after Roebourne in a close manner to ensure that we can start making inroads. The lack of investment in 
Roebourne by previous governments is disgraceful. Over the past 20 years there has been only $3 million 
invested in Roebourne. How shameful is that! After this budget, there will be close to $25 million invested in 
Roebourne, including new housing, and renovation of the Roebourne village to the tune of $5 million. We also 
have the Ngarluma Aboriginal sustainable housing project, which the previous government disregarded and 
laughed off. The Ngarluma Aboriginal Corporation wanted a housing project that its people could run so they 
can get employment, and look after their youth by giving them some training and enabling them to be part of 
building the housing development. This government is doing that. This government is delivering housing, which 
is desperately needed. We are putting something back into Roebourne to ensure that we can deliver that housing 
project.  

We are also looking at putting money into a youth centre. We talk about youth and training, but youth in the 
Pilbara are often overlooked, particularly in Roebourne. A lot of kids roam the streets because there is nothing to 
do or they are scared to go home. The youth centre will be funded through royalties for regions and other 
government agencies. It is absolutely vital for the fabric of Roebourne. They are a couple of the major 
announcements for the Pilbara.  

Mr P. Papalia: Is he talking about the youth justice centre?  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: No; it has actually got nothing to do with the youth justice centre. The youth justice centre 
has been funded. To replicate what has happened in Geraldton and Kalgoorlie, we are doing that in the Pilbara 
and Kimberley. That is what the member is referring to. 

Mr P. Papalia: Tell us about the youth centre in Roebourne!  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: A youth centre is like other youth centres where youth can go in and do some education 
courses or curriculum activities so they can be taken off the street. They have somewhere to go, knowing that 
they are safe there — 

Mr P. Papalia: How many Indigenous corporations are along that main street?  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Would the member for Warnbro like to elaborate on that? Obviously he has not been 
there. There is no youth centre in Roebourne. There are no activities for youth in Roebourne.  
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Mr P. Papalia: How many Indigenous corporations have their own little centre out the back to teach people 
things?  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I think he is missing the point. That is perhaps why I left the Labor Party—because it 
missed the point! Going back to the budget, we also have under $60 million for the Pilbara revitalisation phase 2, 
which is also looking at increasing the amenities for youth in Karratha through the Karratha education and 
training centre that the Shire of Roebourne is pushing. It is a wonderful project that I would like to see funded 
out of that $60 million for Pilbara revitalisation phase 2. 

We are also continuing with underground power. As I said, we have service workers’ accommodation. We have 
also partnered with the shire for providing new parks and basically turning the Pilbara into a city—that is, Port 
Hedland and Karratha. That is something that is long overdue. 

Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I say to the member for Collie–Preston, who mentioned the Gascoyne, that the Gascoyne 
has finally been recognised. We now have a Gascoyne revitalisation plan—$130 million is going into the 
Gascoyne. It is the biggest investment ever seen in the Gascoyne. 

Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Members opposite have been yelling out and asking: where is the police station 
courthouse complex in Carnarvon? I say to members that it has been properly funded. A $53 million project is 
going into the position where the community wants it, which is the traders site. It took five years under the 
previous government to even get some recognition for the people of Carnarvon to say where it should go. 

Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: The behaviour of the previous Attorney General and the previous Minister for Police was 
disgraceful. They disrespected the community of Carnarvon’s decision on where it should go. But the complex is 
going to the traders site and it will be completed by 2013. That was one of the many announcements in the 
Gascoyne revitalisation plan. We also have $3 million for the much-needed boat ramp. Members might expect 
that a coastal town would have a boat ramp. Carnarvon has not had a boat ramp, and now it is getting one. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Members opposite criticise the initiatives in the budget for the North West electorate. 
However, finally Carnarvon will have a boat ramp. I look forward to going to a dinner and re-announcing that, 
because that is what people in Carnarvon want to hear. 

As I said, health services are a big feature of the budget. 

Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Collie–Preston, you have asked some intelligent questions which have 
been answered. You have made a point now about royalties from the south west. Please continue, member for 
North West. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: It is a bit rich, Mr Deputy Speaker, because intelligence does not belong in the member for 
Collie–Preston. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for North West, address your comments to the Chair. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Here we go. I said health services are at the centre of the budget, and Carnarvon Regional 
Hospital will also get a proper redevelopment. Members opposite will say that there was $6 million in the 
forward estimates of the previous budget. Yes, there was $6 million for 2011–12 of the forward estimates of the 
previous government. But that was $6 million for a project that was actually going to cost $20 million. Perhaps 
that $6 million was going to pay for the lick of paint that the hospital was going to get. Finally, Carnarvon 
hospital will get a proper redevelopment. This is what the Department of Health actually put up to the previous 
government. It said that it would cost $20 million to properly redevelop the hospital in Carnarvon; and we have 
delivered on that. That redevelopment of the hospital will enable us to use the funds that have been made 
available by the federal government to build an aged-care facility on the same site, so that they can share 
resources. This redevelopment will assist us in ensuring that we can move forward with the aged-care facility, 
which is also desperately needed. 

As I said, health services are a big item in the budget. Exmouth District Hospital has $8 million for 
redevelopment. We have all seen emergency landings at Learmonth and the need for a good health facility for 
injuries. Now we will have a hospital in Exmouth that will have the facilities that are needed to cater for those 
emergencies. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Albany!  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: There will be also an expansion of the hospital so that we can have a public dentist at the 
hospital. Exmouth is also getting a new boat ramp at Tantabiddi—something that has been overlooked many 
times before—and also an increase in boat ramps at the harbour. 

We will see money also go to a new library in Carnarvon. We are seeing money go to the redevelopment of the 
fascine in Carnarvon to really take advantage of the jewel in the crown of Carnarvon. 

We have also had some social issues in Carnarvon and Roebourne, which have been published in the media. This 
government is fully funding new Clontarf football academies to be placed in Carnarvon and Roebourne. This 
will have a dramatic effect on the youth in Carnarvon. We are dealing with those social issues, not turning a 
blind eye to them as the previous government did. 

As I said, health services are a big part of this budget for the north west. Sort of attached to that is 
communications, because there are a lot of accidents on highways and in remote places in my patch. We are now 
funding communication towers across regional Western Australia to ensure that we have coverage. This will 
improve safety for people travelling along those roads. A lot of tourists travel along those roads for the first time. 
It is important to ensure not only that they have access to communication, but also that emergency service 
workers who attend accidents have access to communication with police, ambulances, the Fire and Emergency 
Services Authority and so forth. Communications provided in this budget will be a huge boost to regional WA 
for the police, ambulance services and emergency services in general. 

However, what is even more pleasing is the assurance that these emergency services will be able to do their job, 
with the increase in the district allowance that has been made by this government. That increase acknowledges 
the work that people do in the north west, particularly those in the Pilbara and the Kimberley. Generally when it 
comes to the Pilbara, it is hard to attract and retain people in the police, in teaching, in nursing and in the public 
sector generally. The government has made a very generous offer through the district allowance to the public 
service. That is probably three or four times the amount that the previous government had to offer. I am sure that 
the stickers that the WA Police Union has been putting around will be removed and replaced with “reverse the 
rip-off” stickers to ensure that the federal government now pays some recognition to the Pilbara. 

As I said, health services are the major focus of the budget. We are still putting money into the Royal Flying 
Doctor Service, which the previous government referred to as an interest group. That is a great shame. People 
who get sick these days in regional WA have never been better off because they can be assured that the RFDS 
has been funded to the level that it deserves and to the level it needs to do the job adequately. 

Dr M.D. Nahan: You can have babies there. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Yes, people can have babies there; that is right. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I think we all agree that the member for Albany probably has only one cell in his brain, 
and sometimes that one does not even work. 

Members opposite will agree that the North West electorate has finally got the attention it deserves. I am proud 
to represent my electorate without fear or favour and without the factions that exist over there in the opposition. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you, member for Albany!  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I am proud to be part of the government that is delivering something that should have been 
delivered a long time ago; and I am proud to be part of royalties for regions. 

I will share a conversation with members. I do not like talking about private conversations, like the member for 
Albany constantly does, but I will do it this time just to give an insight into what members opposite think about 
the Pilbara. Members opposite and the former Treasurer, the now Leader of the Opposition, instigated the 
PICC—Pilbara Industry Community Council—process. That process was to look at ways in which we could 
develop the Pilbara so that it could get what it needs. We had industry and government — 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I remember being in the corridors of Parliament House about three years ago. Hon Kate 
Doust, who at the time was parliamentary secretary to the — 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Point of Order 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The member is trying to outline a very important issue and all we get is noise from the other 
side.   
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Mr P.B. Watson interjected.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Member for Albany, the member for Riverton is on his feet 
making a point of order and I want to hear it in silence. 

Mr P.B. Watson: What point of order? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I call the member for Albany to order for the first time.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I cannot hear the speaker.  

Mr P.B. Watson: Sit down, you boofhead. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I call the member for Albany to order for the second time. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I have a further point of order. I have been trying to speak to a point of order and all I get is 
verbal abuse from the member for Albany.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: There is no point of order.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: As I was saying, Mr Acting Speaker, I was in the corridor and Hon Kate Doust, who was 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer at the time, said that the Pilbara Area Consultative Committee’s report 
involved costs of $800 million to bring back services to the Pilbara just to deal with the pressures it was under at 
that time. The response from the Treasurer was, “They’re not going to get $80 million let alone $800 million.” I 
say to the former Treasurer and Leader of the Opposition that we are delivering well over $1 billion! We have 
acted on the Pilbara report, which had been shelved. We are making sure that we are delivering to the Pilbara, to 
the north west and to the Gascoyne, which is something the Leader of the Opposition does not like.   

Mr M.P. Murray interjected.   

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Shame on the Leader of the Opposition for not supporting it and shame on him for not 
delivering in the past. I look forward to doing more for the Pilbara and the north west.  

MS A.S. CARLES (Fremantle) [12.00 pm]: I welcome the opportunity — 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: That takes the leash off us if he is able to talk about — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Armadale!   

Dr M.D. Nahan: Do you have a leash on yourself? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Riverton! 

Mr P.B. Watson: You’ve got one on your head.   

The ACTING SPEAKER: Take a seat, member for Fremantle. I did not hear the first word you said. Indeed, I 
do not even know whether you have said your first word, but I have heard three other members conducting a 
loud argument across the chamber, and I do not want to hear it again.  

Ms A.S. CARLES: I welcome the opportunity to reply to the budget on behalf of my constituents in Fremantle. 
The member for North West is lucky; I wish I could stand here and talk about royalties for Fremantle. 
Unfortunately, I have to say that, like other budgets in recent years, this budget contains very little for the people 
of Fremantle to get excited about. The budget reflects the view that Fremantle is there to service this state via the 
Fremantle port. There is a lot of money for the port and very little for local people.  

Fremantle should be regarded as a major tourist destination in WA and funded accordingly. Tourists love to visit 
Fremantle for its beaches, the Western Australian Maritime Museum, historic buildings and the cappuccino strip, 
but they need more. However, in recent years, successive state governments have lost interest in Fremantle, and 
the city is showing signs of neglect. The downgrading of Fremantle in the 2031 planning document insulted 
many of us. There have been large cuts to the arts sector. Fremantle Hospital is set to lose its tertiary status when 
Fiona Stanley Hospital opens, and this will of course impact negatively on my constituents who currently access 
Fremantle Hospital’s emergency department and other tertiary facilities.  

The arts sector in Fremantle needs a major funding boost. In recent times we have lost the Fremantle History 
Museum, the Fremantle Light and Sound Discovery Centre, the Fremantle Motor Museum and the World of 
Energy museum. Port cities like Liverpool have paved their way to success and revitalisation through a heavy 
emphasis on the arts and culture, and in particular on museums. Our local Fremantle theatre companies like 
Deckchair Theatre and Harbour Theatre struggle to find rehearsal and performance space despite their ever-
increasing potential audience from domestic and overseas tourists. The proposed ING development for Victoria 
Quay in Fremantle provides a unique opportunity for the port to be revitalised and for the arts sector to be 
boosted. However, for this to happen, the developer needs to offer more than just retail and commercial space. I 
urge the government to support this development so that more can be returned to the community. There is no 
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performing arts theatre in Fremantle. Deckchair, our local cutting edge theatre company, makes do with Victoria 
Hall, a venue that is too small, has no air conditioning, has no rehearsal space and has no proper seating. Patrons 
sit on plastic chairs, but they do not complain because the theatre is brilliant. I urge the Minister for Culture and 
the Arts to visit Deckchair to experience the high quality theatre that is being produced, and to start seriously 
funding Deckchair. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: I have been to a couple of performances there in the past year.  

Ms A.S. CARLES: Would the minister agree that Deckchair needs support? 

Mr J.H.D. Day: Indeed. And it does get some public funding.  

Ms A.S. CARLES: It gets a little bit, but not serious funding. I urge the minister to support a custom-made 
performing arts theatre to seat 350 people at the new ING development on Victoria Quay so that Deckchair can 
finally have a proper home and can grow and flourish as it deserves to. Tourists would flock there. The tourists 
on the cruise ships would be a ready-made market for a theatre at the port of Fremantle. Victoria Quay also 
represents a unique opportunity for an immigration museum to complement the Welcome Walls at the port. The 
names are recorded, but what about the stories? I know there is a lot of interest in those. I recently presented a 
petition containing more than 500 signatures from petitioners calling for an immigration museum to be 
incorporated in the ING development. It could even be placed in the historic immigration building that is on the 
site. I urge the Minister for Planning to look closely at the current planning for Victoria Quay so that these 
unique opportunities to locate an arts venue and to commemorate our history are not lost.  

There is no funding in the budget now or in the forward estimates for a light rail transit system in the proposed 
Cockburn coast district structure plan. This future development is set to bring an additional 10 000 residents to 
the region just south of Fremantle. The inclusion of light rail in this development would significantly reduce 
congestion on Hampton Road and alleviate the need for its widening. Now is the time to plan to reduce the major 
problem of traffic congestion in Fremantle. More people and more vehicles will only exacerbate an already very 
big problem. An electrified light rail system could be powered by renewable energy. Fremantle would be the 
ideal urban location to demonstrate the effectiveness and efficiency of a pilot light rail network, with its willing 
community and supportive local government.  

The budget contains $516 million to be spent on roads. Like the opposition, I am very relieved to see that the 
$550 million Roe Highway stage 8, which would have destroyed sensitive wetlands, appears to have disappeared 
off the books. I hope it is gone for good. There are far better, environmentally responsible ways to spend this 
money, such as on the light rail transport system I have been discussing.  

I am very concerned about the Fremantle Traffic Bridge, which joins my electorate to the Premier’s electorate of 
Cottesloe. I smell a rat in the budget papers and I intend to get to the bottom of this in the estimates hearings. 
What happened to the $81 million referred to in the 2008 budget for the construction of a new bridge on the basis 
that the current bridge is unsafe? This amount appears to be halving every year in the budget. Construction costs 
are rising but the money allocated is reducing. If I were a cynic, I would suggest that this is an attempt to have 
this liability simply disappear off the books. However, if this bridge is indeed unsafe, it must be replaced or 
repaired. I intend to get to the bottom of what is going on.  

The mining boom is impacting on my constituency, with the ever-increasing amounts of cargo passing through 
the port causing increased congestion and pollution for my constituents. The export of lead concentrate from 
Magellan Metals Pty Ltd’s Wiluna mine site via the Fremantle port has angered many people in Fremantle, who 
do not accept that it is safe. While Fremantle residents have been assured by the government that environmental 
regulation will be tight and conditions will be strict, they have not forgotten the Esperance lead contamination by 
Magellan in 2006. An audit released in March 2010 has already found problems with Magellan’s lead shipments 
through Fremantle, with four instances of non-compliance detected. Regulatory complacency has already set in. I 
fear that within the next 10 years of these shipments, something will go seriously wrong either at my port or 
somewhere along that freight line, which passes through 22 suburbs in Perth. I remain of the view that these 
exports should be halted and that the lead ought to be smelted if it is to be exported at all.  

The ongoing dredging of Fremantle Inner Harbour has also demonstrated how the clamour to cash in on the 
economic boom can override social and environmental concerns. Despite a great deal of information coming to 
light recently about the poor state of the Swan River, relatively lax pollution controls were authorised for the 
dredging operation. While there is additional funding for the Swan River in the budget, no funding is targeted to 
deal with the specific environmental impacts caused by the dredging. My office has received many, many 
complaints from people who live along the river and who are very alarmed at the damage and pollution that has 
been caused to the river systems. I urge the government to allocate specific funding to clean up the waterways 
damaged by the dredging. The budget also acknowledges that the river is under increasing pressure and that 
water quality continues to deteriorate. I urge the government to fund and implement the fertiliser action plan. 
The river is choking with nutrients from fertiliser run-off, and the solution is relatively simple. Controls need to 
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be imposed on the types of fertilisers that are currently used on agricultural land that drains into the river. I have 
heard the member for Maylands speak about this issue as well. Only slow release fertilisers with minimal impact 
on river bodies should be used near our waterways. 

The Swan River Trust should also be funded to address the issue of non-nutrient contamination of the Swan 
River. Pesticides and herbicides are being misused near waterways and dangerous chemicals are entering the 
river. The damage to the river is obvious, and the Swan River dolphins should not have died in vain. It is clear 
that they were debilitated by high levels of pesticides and industrial chemicals that allowed opportunistic 
infections to overcome them. The various drains and dumps that feed these poisons into the river have to be 
intercepted and controlled to prevent further damage. I do not believe anyone in our community would complain 
if the government committed significant funding to this end. 

Climate change is upon us, yet one would not believe it, sitting where I am. Recent estimates are predicting sea 
level rises of around two metres by the end of the century. For the climate change sceptics in this place, I suggest 
a thorough reading of “The Copenhagen Diagnosis 2009: Updating the World on the Latest Climate Science” by 
Allison et al. If we are to get serious about sustainable levels of carbon emissions, Western Australia must make 
some real inroads into renewable energy developments. I know that the government has made some inroads with 
this budget, with the Merredin wind farm being supported and the introduction of the net feed-in tariff costing 
$23 million. However, this is just a start, and a whole lot more needs to be done if the government is serious 
about getting anywhere near its target of 20 per cent renewables by 2020. The international research from 
countries such as Germany and Spain shows that the only way to generate real investment in renewables is the 
implementation of a gross feed-in tariff. The gross tariff rewards the householder for every joule of electricity 
generated. Until we get the gross tariff in this state, we will not see the large-scale uptake needed to transform 
our energy market. Householders are being hit with rising electricity prices today without any long-term solution 
being offered to them. Once again, the international research from Spain shows that we need to get serious about 
investing in renewable energy if we want electricity prices to come down in the long term. I urge the government 
to support a wind farm at the port of Fremantle. There is a groundswell of support in Fremantle for such a 
project. Other ports such as Liverpool and Amsterdam have commissioned very successful urban wind farms at 
their ports. Upgrading our grid and investing in renewable energy projects in Western Australia would be a very 
wise way to invest our budget surplus. 

Another expensive and dirty energy source that the government is currently flirting with is uranium. The 
government has dealt us into the deadly game of the global nuclear fuel cycle by lifting the ban on uranium 
mining in Western Australia. Hollow arguments are being advanced as to why we need to sell uranium to the 
world, and one of the most politically cynical of these is the promotion of the argument that it is a panacea to 
dangerous climate change. The arguments do not stack up and I challenge members in this place to bring on the 
debate so that these issues can be properly debated in the house. Only this week there were more reports about 
leaks and contamination at the Ranger uranium mine in Kakadu. These incidents continue to occur, and the 
environmental impacts and costs cannot be swept under the carpet. If uranium mining starts up in Western 
Australia, is the government going to fund contingent liabilities in future budgets for potential contamination? 
What sort of money would that require? 

The government’s controversial stop-and-search powers need to be scrapped before they become a major 
embarrassment for this state. Where is the funding in the budget for the additional burden that these powers will 
place on our police force? There is no doubt that these laws will interfere with our right to privacy and our right 
to be free from arbitrary interference. Without the test of reasonable suspicion, the police run the risk of 
searching people on a discriminatory basis, which is an erosion of our fundamental right to go about our business 
without being harassed. Aboriginal adults and youths will be disadvantaged by these laws, and it is disingenuous 
of the government to say otherwise. If a disproportionate number of Aboriginal people are stopped and searched 
without justification, it follows that they will face higher rates of incarceration—and they already have the 
highest rates in the country. The government needs very few reminders that it is very expensive to imprison 
people. It costs well over $100 000 a year to house one youth in the juvenile justice system. That is a lot of 
money that could be put to better use. We could use it for diversion programs or education programs, or we 
could use it to build safe houses for our kids at risk to get them off the streets. We need a whole new paradigm in 
dealing with at-risk juveniles. Locking up kids is simply not working, and the statistics support this. 

The introduction of the hoon laws has proven to be fantastically expensive due to the impoundment of thousands 
of vehicles. The state is now more than $2 million out of pocket due to a growing stockpile of impounded 
vehicles that remain unclaimed. This scheme has backfired on taxpayers. What a shame that our budget surplus 
will be frittered away on a dead loss like this. There are far more deserving causes, one of which is the people 
who were abused while in state care and who are still waiting to receive their Redress WA payments. With the 
$286 million surplus in this budget, I would urge a demonstration of compassion by reinstating the Redress 
scheme from $45 000 to $80 000 for those most traumatised survivors of abuse in state care. 
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To conclude, I would like to challenge the state government to give the environment the same priority funding as 
royalties for regions. I am talking about doubling the environment funding. The funding allocated in this budget 
for the environment is around $400 million, which is about two per cent of the total budget, with approximately 
half of that earmarked for royalties for regions. If we want the economic benefits of more development, we must 
be honest about the environmental costs. In the context of a $22 billion spend, it is not out of the ballpark for the 
government to double the funding for the environment to $800 million to bring it in line with royalties for 
regions. This would be a great investment for the next generation. 

MR M.J. COWPER (Murray–Wellington — Parliamentary Secretary) [12.16 pm]: It is my great pleasure to 
speak for some time about the effects of the budget on my electorate. Last year I chose not to speak at the 
corresponding time, notwithstanding the fact that about $960 million of new projects were announced last year 
for the Murray–Wellington electorate. This year, in comparison, it is probably closer to $20 million. I am more 
pleased this year than I was last year, notwithstanding this disparity in the amount of money spent in my 
electorate. I will go into the detail of why I am significantly more pleased than I was last year. 

There are 59 seats in this place and we are all scrapping over $22 billion or $23 billion, which is the budget for 
any given year. At the end of the day, the government has to make a decision about what is in the best interests 
of all Western Australians, and one should not be too parochial about one’s own area. There were some good 
projects for my electorate in last year’s budget. There was a commitment to some money for the Pinjarra 
swimming pool, which was very welcome in Pinjarra last year. There was also some money for a new Harvey 
agriculture school. Those projects are proceeding quite nicely. We should be welcoming the Premier back to 
Pinjarra later this year for the opening of the new swimming pool—the first of its kind in the fourth-oldest 
municipality in Western Australia. The downside of last year’s budget was the huge investment that was 
announced for a desalination plant in Binningup. I will speak a little later about that plant and how it evolved to 
be located at Binningup. It was not welcome by many of my constituents and I think at the time I spoke out 
rather boldly about my concerns. This year I am pleased to say that we have recognised the number one priority 
in my electorate. Instead of speaking in this place last year, I chose to write to the Premier detailing the issues 
that I thought were overlooked in my electorate.  

My grandmother, Pearl, used to say to me, “Unless you have something good to say, don’t say anything at all.” 
That was the principle that I applied last year. This year I have the opportunity to say plenty of good things. The 
Harvey District Hospital has been an area of considerable concern to my electorate for some time. The Harvey 
hospital is 75 years of age or thereabouts—it is probably a few years older than that now. Harvey is a proud little 
town in the heart of my electorate, and, of course, it is the centre for much of the produce that is grown and that 
keeps this great state churning. The downside is that in recent times the beef and dairy industries have struggled 
because of a number of factors, but mostly pertaining to the situation that has come into play with global 
economies. Three and a half years ago, the previous government shut the Yarloop District Hospital. It was 
getting very old and because that hospital was reaching the end of its life, the cost of maintaining that hospital 
was high, there was a commitment by the previous government, as an offset to that, to supply $6 million to the 
Harvey hospital for some refurbishment and to maintain the health services for that district. Unfortunately, that 
did not happen and last year no funding was allocated for the Harvey hospital. That, in essence, was the key 
point that I wished to make to the Premier on last year’s budget. This year I am very pleased to announce that 
$13.9 million will be spent on a total refurbishment of the Harvey hospital, including an emergency centre, 
inpatient care and ambulatory services; it will also give us some options for how we will deal with aged care in 
Harvey. My federal colleague, the member for Forrest, Nola Marino, and I will be meeting with representatives 
of Hocart Lodge Aged Centre and we will be examining the options that will be available for people, particularly 
those who have grown up and lived in adult life and raised families in Harvey and wish to stay there, so they are 
not forced out to some other place to get services they justly deserve. This is in recognition of the great services 
they have provided over many years to generate what is the food bowl of Western Australia.  

The very interesting thing that did occur last year, which I must say I did not support at the time, but which has 
created a lot of activity in the electorate is the Southern Seawater Desalination Plant at Binningup. I want to put 
on record the sequence of events that caused the desal plant to arrive at Binningup. The previous Labor 
government decided it would build a desal plant; it built one at Cockburn as members well know and it is 
operating a couple of days a week. There was some talk of putting a second one in. I know because I was heavily 
involved in trying to assist the people of Secret Harbour in particular, in the electorate of the member for 
Warnbro, when it was the seat of Peel held by the former member for Peel. There was talk of putting a 
desalination plant at Secret Harbour. There was a great deal of disillusionment in Secret Harbour with the 
previous government over this issue, and given the circumstances that unfolded with the then member for Peel 
resigning from his position, and when the current member for Peel came on board, the decision to build a 
desalination plant in that location mysteriously evaporated. What was very interesting, and which I did not know 
at the time, was that Binningup was very much on the radar. There was some talk about Oakajee and using water 
from Oakajee. I recall the fateful day when I was driving to this place up the freeway and I received a phone call 
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from a journalist wanting to know what was going to be the announcement from the then Premier about water in 
the south west. He was talking about the possibility of a desalination plant in Binningup. I remember walking 
into the corridors of this place and I spotted the Premier, who was obviously walking out to make some sort of 
announcement. I made the point to him that the people of Binningup would not be pleased with the 
announcement of a desalination plant. I noticed the absence of the then member for Collie–Wellington; he was 
not trying to assist and defend the wishes of his constituency. It was left to me to later try to pick up the cudgels 
over the desalination plant.  

I want to go into the history of the area around Binningup. That area is owned by the Waller family, and I think 
they have owned that property for over 30 years. The family owns about 270 hectares of land. A number of years 
ago they wanted to develop their land. They were told that they could not do it because there was no water 
supply. Before development was possible, they had put in place a water supply. When the water was located, the 
infrastructure was put in place and the Water Corporation then took ownership of that water supply facility. 
Town planning scheme approval was obtained for the total area and the family was encouraged to sell part of a 
parcel of land of about 270 hectares to the Water Corporation for a water and sewage treatment plant. Later, the 
Water Corporation decided it would put a buffer zone around the plant, so the family lost a further piece of 
land—a 400 metre perimeter around that water treatment plant. They gave the Water Corporation, at a very 
reduced price, a bit more land than the amount it was thought the corporation would need to allow for some 
expansion in future years. The downside of that was that when the Water Corporation decided it would build a 
desalination plant, it scoped around to see what land it owned. It owned land that was given to them for virtually 
nothing, and decided to build a desalination plant there. Within 12 months, the Water Corporation had received 
planning approval and started construction—without completing all the environmental studies. To this day, I do 
not believe the corporation has completed all the environmental studies. Meanwhile, my constituent, Mr Waller, 
and a developer, Mirvac Group, have been trying to proceed with their proposal for the area, which has been 
identified under the greater Bunbury region scheme as being urban environment for many, many years. The 
problem is that we have real challenges when it comes to dealing with the Environmental Protection Authority 
giving approvals and with the approval processes. When the government decided to build a desalination plant, it 
seemed to be able to get the project up and running on land that the family virtually gave to it. However, when 
the Wallers detail their wishes for their land, it seems to be tied up in government processes. Recently the 
Premier came to my office and we had a very good discussion about what was happening in my electorate. He 
said, “Murray, you have a lot of issues on your whiteboard and you have many things to keep you occupied.” 
That is true. But let me say that the challenge for the next 12 months will be the capacity of our government 
departments to identify and streamline the processes that are impeding growth in my electorate. I am talking 
about the various government departments and bureaucracies that exist in relation to the EPA, the WA Planning 
Commission and the Department of Water, which seem to be working counterintuitively towards various things. 
I know a person who has been trying to sell and subdivide land on the peri-urban area of Harvey and it has taken 
that person 15 years. I know another developer in the Nambeelup area who has tried to subdivide some property 
for industrial land, which the Premier has visited. He has done 15 water studies and now he has been sent away 
to do more studies. The problem is that these various government departments seem to be working counter to 
what is going on. My electorate is a rapidly growing area and environmental issues are important. I support 
sound environmental planning approvals, but not when it becomes a situation in which the developers and 
landowners despair because unnecessary hurdles are placed in front of them. These government departments 
need to be franker and say to these people, “This is what you must do if you want to comply and be successful in 
what you want to do”, or it should tell them they cannot develop that land and let them move on to other things. 
That in essence is the problem we will face. I would like to speak a lot longer on this issue, member for 
Mandurah. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: I am interested in your views on Point Grey.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: That is another issue and we can talk in private about that. That is not as high a priority as 
many other projects in my electorate.  

All in all I am pleased with this year’s budget. It has given us an opportunity to get Harvey hospital, which was 
my number one priority. That will be of great support to the community. It says to the people of Harvey and 
surrounds that they are valued members of our great state: “Continue the great work and we will support you 
with a refurbishment of your hospital.” We look forward to their being very much an integral part of the great 
growth we are expecting here in Western Australia, if it is not impeded terribly by the decision to put a crazy tax 
on our resource sector.  

MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [12.29 pm]: I am going to make a few comments about what I think is a 
very responsible budget. I am in a similar boat to that of the member for Murray–Wellington. Last year we were 
disappointed that things we wanted for our electorate did not eventuate. However, I am very happy to say that 
this year I was able to get $250 000 towards the restoration of St Mary’s Church, for which I would like to thank 
the Minister for Heritage, and the former Treasurer, who did a lot of work with me on that project. It is a 
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heritage-listed building that has concrete cancer. I appreciate what the government has done. An amount of 
$185 000 has also been donated towards it from Lotterywest. When former Prime Minister John Howard was in 
office, his government allocated $250 000 towards it. A sizeable amount of government funding has gone into 
that project.  

Members opposite tried to make a lot of the proposed South Perth train station. It is not the huge issue in my 
electorate that some people believe it is. The main benefit of a train station in South Perth at this stage would be 
for the people who use the Zoo. Residents who live in that part of my electorate are well served by buses and the 
ferry service. They are very close to the city.  

Mr M. McGowan: They would be able to walk to the city wouldn’t they?   

Mr J.E. McGRATH: Sometimes people who had a late night in the city would strip off and swim home, but I 
do not think that happens any more. Some people walk to the city, but it is a fair walk.  

The other project is the Manning Road on-ramp to the Kwinana Freeway. It has not yet made it high enough up 
the list of priorities to my satisfaction. I have had discussions with the Minister for Transport and I am very 
confident that the minister and his department, certainly Main Roads people who I have also spoken to, realise 
that this is an important bit of infrastructure, especially with the construction of Fiona Stanley Hospital. The 
southern suburbs are very important and a lot of people use Manning Road. A lot of traffic heads that way. I am 
confident we will be able to get that project up in the next couple of years.  

In the brief time I have today I want to talk about the new sports stadium. As members will appreciate, in my 
previous life I was a sportswriter. I spent a lot of time at Subiaco Oval and covered a lot of major sporting 
events. In recent times a lot of focus has been on Australia’s bid to stage the FIFA World Cup finals in 2018 or 
2022. That has refocused attention on the need for Perth to have a major international multipurpose stadium. 
Recent debate on the issue has centred on the redevelopment of Subiaco Oval or building a new stadium partly 
on the land adjoining the oval. I have spent a bit of time thinking about this seriously. I do not believe either of 
those options presents the optimum location for a stadium that will serve the long-term benefits of Western 
Australia, especially if it is done in conjunction with the needs of Perth hosting matches for the FIFA World 
Cup.  

I think the best site available is Burswood. I go back to a document we will all be very well aware of; namely, 
the Stephenson report. In the 1950s, Professor Stephenson, who was obviously a man of great vision, said in his 
report that Perth would need a new stadium in years to come. At about the same time, Victoria was getting ready 
for the 1956 Olympic Games and rebuilding Melbourne Cricket Ground to the capacity needed to host the track 
and field events at the Olympic Games. Professor Stephenson said that the stadium Perth would one day need 
would require 80 000 seats. I think that was a very visionary comment. He also gave the opinion in his report 
that the best place in Perth for that stadium, given that Subiaco Oval was already in place, would be Burswood. 
In those days Burswood was basically a tip. There was no casino; there was the old Belmont Park Racecourse 
and a small road that ran along to the racecourse but did not go any further; and there was no Polly Farmer 
freeway. Professor Stephenson said that if we wanted a new stadium in years to come, it should be at Burswood. 
I noted that in more recent times when the Langoulant task force considered where a stadium should be, it 
looked at a number of sites—Kitchener Park alongside Subiaco Oval; the East Perth power station site, which 
most people think is a bit small; Burswood; and redeveloping Subiaco Oval itself. The one problem with 
redeveloping Subiaco Oval is that the construction time will impact on the people who go to a football match. I 
have made the point many times that without Australian rules football, there would be no international stadium. I 
do not think the other sports have a big enough following to support one. Any government that builds a new 
stadium must give serious consideration to the WA Football Commission’s existing commercial interest even if a 
stadium were built at Burswood. I think the Football Commission has a very long lease on Subiaco Oval, but it is 
government-owned land. The land at Subiaco could be sold and redeveloped, and those proceeds put towards the 
cost of building a new facility at Burswood.  

When this government was elected, the Premier said he would give it two years because other priorities needed 
to be addressed in tough economic times. He has indicated that there will be some movement on the stadium 
next year. In the meantime, a decision might be made on whether Australia gets to host the FIFA World Cup 
finals in 2018 or 2022. When that decision is made to move forward with the stadium, I urge the Premier to look 
at Burswood. The report that was done by John Langoulant indicated that one of the difficulties with Burswood 
was that it would require substantial transport upgrades. I am not so sure that would be such a great impediment. 
However, the task force report said that the Burswood site provides an outstanding opportunity for the 
development of a landmark stadium with significant opportunity for urban regeneration. It offers the government 
the ability to develop a highly visible, modern facility that could reflect the aspirations and success of this state. 
The Burswood site provides the opportunity to develop an expansive sports and events precinct. However, the 
Langoulant task force acknowledged that the realisation of such a precinct would take a significantly longer time 
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to complete compared with another site. Obviously, if we develop a precinct, that will take longer. The task force 
also found that the development costs at Burswood would be significantly higher owing to the local site 
conditions. I think that, at this point in our state’s history, Subiaco Oval has served our state well for 100 years 
and maybe now is the time to look forward to the next 100 years, rather than try to patch up Subiaco Oval, 
which, as I said, will impact on people who go and watch football. West Coast Eagles have more than 40 000 
members. If we knock down one of the stands to rebuild the stadium, as happened at the MCG, we will reduce 
the capacity of the ground significantly. Some members will not be able to watch the football. That will be very 
difficult for the Eagles to handle. When they rebuilt the MCG in sections, the ground always held 60 000–odd 
people. Apart from the AFL Grand Final and a couple of major finals or big games, it was adequate for the 
number of people who went to the ground. It is certainly worth having another look at it. As I said, Burswood’s 
positioning was identified by Professor Stephenson more than 50 years ago. It is on the river; we could use water 
transport to get to the game; and it could be a landmark on that part of Perth that is an entertainment precinct—
Burswood Casino and Belmont Park Racecourse. Maybe the government could talk to Perth racing and see 
whether some sort of deal could be done on the land it owns, which is privately owned land at Belmont Park.  

The golf course at Burswood is controlled by the Burswood Park Board. The operators of the Burswood Casino 
have indicated that they would be very happy to see a stadium put on that site. They would be happy for half of 
the existing 18 holes to be used for a stadium, so there would still be nine holes for those people who want to 
continue to play some golf there. However, the casino would be very keen to see that happen. At a time when we 
are looking at the new waterfront project in the city and at the Northbridge Link project, there are exciting times 
ahead for our city. There is talk of a light rail running from Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital in Nedlands right 
around through Subiaco, down Hay Street, through Victoria Park and down to Curtin University of Technology. 
That is very futuristic. Why would we not have a light rail, as has been done in Melbourne, running down Hay 
Street, down near the Western Australian Cricket Association ground, and going straight over the river to that 
Burswood precinct? These are all futuristic things that I would like to see our government look at when the 
state’s revenues start to pick up. 

All in all, it is a very good budget. I think there is a good future for our community. I am a city member, and my 
interest is in making sure that Perth becomes a great city. People I speak to who come to Perth from other states 
and other parts of the world say that we are very fortunate to live in this place. I believe that we can make Perth 
an even greater place for years to come. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [12.41 pm]: At the outset of my reply to the budget speech, I indicate that I 
support two of the comments of the member for South Perth. I used to travel down Kwinana Freeway to Aquinas 
College to drop off my boy. I know about that Manning slip-road. I think that the member for South Perth raised 
a very good point about the Manning slip-road, and I would support him in that project, as I do.  

The provision in Western Australia of a new stadium is very, very important. I know that the Premier himself 
puts store in a lasting legacy of public buildings. I believe that creating a proper sports stadium for the 
generations to come of Perth people would be a very good contribution to the state’s assets. It is clear that in a 
city with an international reputation, as Perth now has, a stadium is not just an add-on extra; it is a vital resource 
for the promotion of tourism. Over the next few weeks we will see the wonderful stadium that South Africa has 
built for the FIFA World Cup. It will put to shame anything that we have here in Western Australia. I have seen 
a vision of the outside of the South African stadium. It is a credit to a country like South Africa, with all the 
social difficulties, problems and challenges that it has had, that it has still been able to put together a magnificent 
stadium. It will be a poor reflection on our community if we do not get a new stadium. It would be not just for 
Australian Football League players. We must have a venue on which to stage these big sporting events, which 
will attract television coverage and the promotion of our state worldwide. I join the member for South Perth on 
those two matters that he raised in his reply to the budget speech. 

Mr P.B. Watson: He’s a good local member. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: He is a good local member in South Perth; there is no doubt about that. Therefore, at the 
start of my speech, I offer my strong support to those two propositions put forward by the member for South 
Perth. I regard the matters that he raised about the stadium as very, very worthwhile and very important to 
Western Australia. We are not in a boom time, but it does not require a boom time. Most of the countries that 
have built stadiums could not say that they are in the middle of a mining boom. However, we are clearly well 
funded in Western Australia. We have only to look at, for example, the $430 million of unallocated royalties for 
regions money that the government just could not spend in the regions. If people really put their heads down and 
had the determination to get a stadium happening in the next five or six years, I am sure that a stadium could be 
built and completed by the end of 2017, which would be the end of the term of whoever is in government after 
the next election. I am sure that over the next five or six years this could happen. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Would you have an enclosed stadium? 
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Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: It would be ideal to get an enclosed stadium, but I do not know that that is absolutely 
necessary. We enjoy better weather conditions than does Melbourne, and I am sure that we could satisfy the 
Western Australian population with an open stadium. 

However, I will turn to matters closer to home in the electorate of Mindarie and what is in the budget for the 
people of Mindarie. 

Mr P.T. Miles: You got a lot. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: We have the member for Wanneroo as a resident in Mindarie, and we know why he lives 
in the electorate of Mindarie; it is because it is the best and newest electorate on the coast. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You should live there yourself. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I went out there to look for a block the other day, Premier, and this goes to the cost of 
housing out there. I went to look for a block the other day at the new Jindalee development. I said, “I want to 
swap from ocean block to ocean block.” It is $685 000 for 600 square metres 50 kilometres from Perth. That is 
quite a lot of money, is it not? Really, it is inexplicable how land that is 50 kilometres north of the central 
business district can be on the market—it is not just one block—for $685 000. However, I am told that north of 
my electorate office, which is in Ocean Keys Boulevard in Clarkson, there are currently 34 000 people and that 
by 2014 it is estimated that there will be 85 000 people. Heavens; that is three seats in Parliament out there. That 
is with Alkimos coming on stream and Jindalee—85 000 people. 

Mr A.P. Jacob: And St Andrews. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: And St Andrews up in Yanchep. I know that the Premier has taken a drive out there since 
he became Premier, but I do not think he has done so in the past two months. I invite the Premier to go for 
another drive up there any time. Even since his last drive up there, he will be amazed. I did not know that there 
were that many limestone blocks available in Western Australia. But what was rolling sandhills is now limestone 
terrace after limestone terrace. The rate of development is just mind-boggling. We have a saying in our electorate 
office: a street a day: a street a day; a street a day. That is about the speed with which the area is opening up. 
People need a global positioning system out there and they need to download the latest maps as they go around 
these new suburbs such as Jindalee—and Alkimos is on the market now. I never thought in my lifetime that I 
would see such speedy development. I have seen quick development before, and I have lived long enough to see 
the freeway stop at Lake Monger, and then go up to Hutton Street. But the speed with which the development 
has accelerated in the past five years has been mind-boggling, which brings me to the issue of public transport. 

We acknowledge that money is in the budget and in the forward estimates for the 7.5 kilometre extension of the 
railway from Clarkson to Brighton. I say Brighton, although the budget papers say Butler. I say that for a 
specific reason. It had been planned, and there was on the books a plan, to build the Butler station in Butler, and 
then the Brighton station in Brighton. Soon after, the government came to office and said, “Let’s just have a 
pause here and let’s have a think about where public transport is going for 20 years”, I panicked, as all the local 
people out there panicked. They said, “If it’s going to be another five or six years before we get a decision on the 
further extension of the Clarkson line, that’s unacceptable.” We started a public protest. We successfully drew 
the government’s attention to the fact that many of the government’s landholdings are north of Clarkson. North 
of Clarkson, there is a lot of land that can be opened up for first home buyers. A railway line was also needed to 
transport people to employment areas. I know this was not the Public Transport Authority’s decision but 
somewhere it was decided, “We can do this but we want to keep it within bounds. We want to do it without 
going overboard with the spend, so we will build it out to Brighton and simply rebadge the Brighton station.”  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders.  

[Continued on page 3641.] 

SWAN RIVER FORUM 

Statement by Member for Maylands 

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [12.50 pm]: On 8 May I ran a Swan River forum at Maylands Peninsula Golf 
Course. I want to thank the people who attended. There were 70 participants. Dr Judy Edwards, former member 
for Maylands and former environment minister, talked about the modern history of repair and restoration work 
on the Swan; Piers Verstegen, director of the Conservation Council of Western Australia, talked about the nitrate 
phosphate load on the river; Linda Soteriou, general manager of the Perth Region NRM, talked about non-
nutrient contaminants; Jeremy Maher, from the City of Bayswater, talked about riverbank restoration; and Sue 
Campbell, manager of regional development for the Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council, talked about other 
recreational river uses. I will run through some names of the 70 people who attended from my electorate—Gus 
Bottrill, OAM; Ruth Geneff; Doug Hall; Jenny Taylor; Jan Wheare; Brenda Cocochie; Peter Schneider; Rhonda 
Hardy; Frank Greenslade; Barry Watkins; Geraldine Williams; Alan Benn; Mark Penketh; Lyn Schwan; Terry 
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and Pam Gaunt; Vera and Miro Tolj; Shirley Babis; Pam Hall; Reg and Wendy Cream; and Stuart Ridgway from 
ANA Rowing. I thank them all very much. We had a number of good outcomes ranging from participants saying 
that the urgent priority is to lower boat speeds on the Swan River through to looking for more investment in the 
Swan. I thank Eric Ripper and Sally Talbot, and a number of other parliamentary colleagues, for attending. 

MARIANNE RILEY AND PAUL PLANKEN — EMERGENCY SERVICES CADET CORPS 

Statement by Member for Kingsley 

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley) [12.52 pm]: I am pleased to congratulate and recognise Marianne Riley and 
Paul Planken for 10 years’ dedicated service to Woodvale Senior High School emergency services cadet corps. 
The emergency services cadet corps is a challenging, diverse and rewarding program that enables cadets to learn 
about the diverse nature of Western Australia’s emergency service network. The cadet program was established 
in 1996 in 11 schools throughout Western Australia. Paul and Marianne volunteered to become instructors for 
the cadets when their son David joined the corps 10 years ago. Paul has been an instructor for 10 years; the past 
five as chief instructor. Marianne commenced her service as a parent committee member. After one year on the 
committee, she became an instructor and coordinator of Woodvale Senior High School emergency services cadet 
corps. As instructors, Paul and Marianne have taught many cadets the discipline of ranking, organisation and 
accountability. They have built the cadet corps to over 108 cadets. Marianne and Paul have taken the cadets on 
firefighting and search and rescue courses, abseiling, and on camps all over the state. Last year Marianne took 
20 cadets to Canberra and Sydney for the 10-year anniversary celebrations. Paul was instrumental in organising 
the Woodvale Senior High School Anzac Day service, which has a reputation within the community for being a 
moving experience for all who attend. The cadets volunteer at various community events. The 2010 
T-ball championships saw the cadets run score cards. They were also often called upon to man first-aid posts at 
community events and man radios at accident scenes. They have previously marshalled at bike hikes. The new 
coordinator, Debra Camilleri, hopes to continue the fine tradition that has been established by Marianne and 
Paul. 

EAST KENWICK PRIMARY SCHOOL 

Statement by Member for Forrestfield 

MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [12.53 pm]: I take this opportunity to speak about issues surrounding the 
school grounds at East Kenwick Primary School. East Kenwick is a low socioeconomic area. It has students 
from a wide variety of backgrounds. As a result, the school has developed some great incentives to integrate with 
the local community and deal with some of the more difficult issues that arise from time to time. I recently spoke 
to the school’s principal, Janis Hepburn, about some of her frustrations in dealing with the integration between 
the school system and the various government departments. She expressed her concern that she had been dealing 
with a difficult student for some time before discovering that the Department for Child Protection actually had a 
caseworker assigned to that particular student. Had this information been known to the school, it would have 
been able to access additional funds to assist this student much earlier. It is critical that our various government 
agencies work closely as, in this instance, the student concerned initiated a series of vandal attacks which caused 
considerable damage to the school. It was due to this damage that I was contacted by Mr Craig Brown, one of the 
hardworking members of the parents and citizens association, about the prospect of putting a fence around the 
school to improve the aesthetics of the school, as well as to protect it from outside incursions, and to provide 
some safety for the students who play on a grassed area near a very busy road. Craig was desperate to see where 
we could get some money for this wall and is looking to find a sponsor within the community to help fund it. 

It is a tragedy that in a wealthy state such as Western Australia, hardworking P&C members are forced to seek 
help from the private sector to fill gaps in funding that should be met by a government that is increasingly 
unconcerned about the poorer parts of our community and more concerned about supporting wealthy mining 
billionaires. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ASSISTANCE DOGS 

Statement by Member for Wanneroo 

MR P.T. MILES (Wanneroo) [12.55 pm]: I want to take a few moments to recognise the excellent work being 
done in our community by Western Australian Assistance Dogs, of which I am pleased to be the patron. 
Assistance dogs are trained not only to put laundry into a washing machine and to take it out again, but also to 
take off shoes and socks, bring a telephone when it rings and retrieve dropped items from the floor, among other 
things. Although many of us would like to train our dog to fetch our slippers and newspaper, assistance dogs 
have a more noble purpose. These dogs are trained to assist WA people with medically diagnosed disabilities—
other than visual or hearing disabilities—remain independent by helping with the tasks of normal daily living. 
Importantly, all dogs trained by WA Assistance Dogs are placed with Western Australian clients—unlike other 
eastern states-based groups that also train assistance dogs. Each dog is carefully screened before being accepted 
for training. Golden retrievers and labrador retrievers are mostly favoured to become assistance dogs because of 
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their excellent and predictable temperament, trainability, stature and strength. Once a young dog is selected for 
training, it is placed with a puppy trainer. At the age of over 12 months, each dog undergoes a minimum of 
120 hours of obedience and public access training for a minimum period of six months. In order to be accredited, 
each dog is then assessed by a panel of relevant independent experts holding national qualifications in their 
particular field. WA Assistance Dogs, trained by positive reinforcement and reward-based training methods, can 
be identified by their distinctive green capes embossed with gold letters. Next time members see them operating 
in the city, I encourage them to introduce themselves and find out more about the wonderful work they are 
doing. 

PRISON OFFICER TRAINING PROGRAM — ALBANY 

Statement by Member for Albany 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [12.56 pm]: I rise to congratulate the prison officers entry level training program 
class 155, which was recently held in Albany. The people who graduated were Neil Auguston, Andrew Bemben, 
Johnson Bird, Brad Bootsma, Graham Brenton, Chanelle Condren, Corey Dawe, Patrick Decker, Jennifer Drew-
Warburton, Garry Hawkins, Edward James, Mark Jordan—who won the Dux award, Thomas Palfrey, David 
Panton, Leigh Parnell, Anthony Paxman, Paul Tarbotton, Arend Ten Brinke, Christopher Walker, Gavin 
Whittaker and Daniel Widdison. The course facilitators were Mark Foster and Rob Daniels. 

It was a first for a long time to have a prison officer training program conducted in a regional area, and Mark 
Foster and Rob Daniels did a tremendous job. I do not think we give credit enough to the people who work in 
our prisons. These are great people. One good thing about this program is that all these people are local people; 
so they will live in the community and put back their training into the community. It is a tremendous concept 
commenced by the Department of Corrective Services and it is tremendous that it happened in Albany. To Bob 
Reeby and all the staff at Albany Regional Prison: keep up your great work. 

BERT PEPPERELL — CONDOLENCE 

Statement by Member for Geraldton 

MR I.C. BLAYNEY (Geraldton) [12.58 pm]: Bert Pepperell was born in Subiaco in 1917. He completed a 
carpentry apprenticeship in Geraldton with his uncle Alf Crothers in 1932, and then went to Melbourne to learn 
contracting and high-rise construction. Meanwhile, Alf won the contract to build Geraldton senior high school—
now Geraldton Senior College—and Bert returned to help. The start of World War II saw Bert join the Royal 
Australian Air Force. He left to serve six weeks after marrying his fiancée Georgie, and saw service as a 
navigator–gunner in the Middle East, India, Burma and elsewhere. In 1945 he formed Geraldton Building Co 
with his uncle Alf Crothers. In the 1940s and 1950s they built the National Australia Bank building in Marine 
Terrace, Homeswest housing in Rangeway and Beachlands and WA’s first country drive-in cinema. In the 1960s 
they built the new Geraldton Regional Hospital, and in the 1980s five modules for the North Rankin A gas 
platform on the North West Shelf, and Geraldton’s Queens Park Theatre. In the 1960s GBC built 
accommodation at Kununurra, and in the following 36 years Bert worked at Koolan and Cockatoo Islands, 
Yampi Sound, Port Hedland, Newman, the United States Navy communications station at Exmouth and the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration tracking station at Carnarvon. Over 40 years GBC trained some 
1 000 apprentices in 13 trades. Bert was the driving force for Geraldton’s current TAFE campus known as 
Durack Institute of Technology. Bert received an MBE for services to the community in 1983, and was WA 
Citizen of the Year in 1984 for services to industry and commerce. He was made a freeman of the City of 
Geraldton in 1993, and in 2003 was awarded the Centenary Medal. Bert was farewelled at Geraldton on 
3 February by his daughters, Sue, Jill, Lee and Gae. Wayne Proudlove spoke for the family, David Crothers for 
GBC and Ross Viner for the Geraldton Golf Club. People like Bert build companies, communities, states and 
nations. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

WESTERN POWER — ASSET INVESTMENT PROGRAM 

273. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Premier: 

I refer to the government’s budget financial plan outlined in budget paper No 3, which shows an asset investment 
program for Western Power of $632 million in 2011–12 and a 22.3 per cent increase in the household electricity 
tariff in the same year.   

(1) Is it the government’s policy that this $632 million has the same doubtful status as the 22.3 per cent 
increase in electricity prices?   

(2) Will the $632 million be reduced if the tariff increase in that year is less than the 22.3 per cent outlined 
in that plan?   
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(3) Given that the Economic Regulation Authority has approved $2.86 billion in investment for Western 
Power from 2009–10 through to 2011–12, why did the government plan for only $2.21 billion over this 
time, which is a $650 million shortfall?   

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

(1)–(3) I thank the Leader of the Opposition for the question. As I said yesterday, the forward estimates are the 
forward estimates; they are not the budget. The budget that I presented a week ago was for the 2010–11 
year and not for the 2011–12 year. Another budget will be presented before then, no doubt by someone 
else on this side of the house. Those figures have been projected forward by Treasury on what it expects 
to be the capital works, and include some projections and estimates of revenue made on the basis of 
charging. However, the decision on the electricity tariff will be made by the government, as indeed it 
has been each year of this government.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: What about the investment plan?   

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am answering the Leader of the Opposition’s questions. Treasury has also projected 
forward capital works expenditure across all agencies, including all government trading enterprises, because that 
provides a guide for future capital expenditure. The fact that the Economic Regulation Authority has in its 
charge indicated that it would, in a sense, give its sanction for a certain level of capital works — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: A high level; $650 million.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Economic Regulation Authority has said what it would sanction as proper 
expenditure. I remind the Leader of the Opposition that the Economic Regulation Authority is not the 
government of Western Australia; it will not make the investment decision, and neither will the government 
trading enterprises. They will provide recommendations to us—the Economic Regulation Authority on the 
justification for that expenditure and on recommendations relating to tariffs or prices to help fund it, and the 
agencies will make their bid—but the Liberal–National government of Western Australia will make the decision. 
As I said, forward estimates are the best guess of Treasury into the future. They are not the policy decisions or 
the actual decisions of the government of the day.  

WESTERN POWER — ASSET INVESTMENT PROGRAM 

274. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Premier: 

I have a supplementary question. If the financial plan is only a Treasury projection, why did Treasury not simply 
project the ERA’s level of approved investment for Western Power, but instead made a different projection; and 
what role did the government have in that?   

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

I do not think the government had any role in that. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: I doubt that very much.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Leader of the Opposition may well doubt it. I do not know; I am not the Minister for 
Energy and I do not know what discussions took place. However, I am not — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: You’re the Treasurer.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes; I have been for a month. I am doing okay so far.  

As I said yesterday, this displays the difference between a Labor government and a Liberal–National 
government.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: We plan for the future.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Labor governments do not plan; they are totally process driven, which is why they can 
never make good decisions. We will make our decisions on electricity or other charges and capital expenditure 
on an annual basis. Members opposite cannot seem to understand that the budget is legally, constitutionally, 
administratively and parliamentarily about the coming financial year. Members opposite can wander off into 
never–never land and into the ether of the forward estimates and continue to be irrelevant; meanwhile, we will 
govern the state and we will make the decisions.  

PEOPLE SMUGGLER INCARCERATIONS — STATE JUSTICE SYSTEM 

275. Mr J.M. FRANCIS to the Attorney General: 

My question is directed to Western Australia’s greatest-ever Attorney General.  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members!   
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Mr J.M. FRANCIS: I am concerned by the federal government’s growing imposition on Western Australia’s 
criminal justice and prison systems for the housing of people charged with people smuggling offences. Can the 
Attorney General provide some information on this problem and what the government has requested of the 
federal government in this matter? 

Mr C.C. PORTER replied: 

I thank the member for his question. It is a matter upon which I today sent a letter to the federal Minister for 
Home Affairs, Mr O’Connor. I know that it is a matter in which the member for Girrawheen has also had an 
interest, as she has asked a series of question on it. I will explain to the house what I have put in that letter 
because it is a matter of some seriousness. I will also foreshadow what I will speak about at the end of this 
answer. Amongst the things for which I have asked is a complete moratorium on the federal government sending 
to Western Australia any further people who have been charged with people smuggling. That is perhaps 
unprecedented and a matter of some importance, and I want to explain why I have done that and the background 
to this matter. The reason it is probably without precedence is that there has been a longstanding arrangement 
pursuant to section 120 of the commonwealth Constitution, which reads — 

Every State shall make provision for the detention in its prisons of persons accused or convicted of 
offences against the laws of the Commonwealth, — 

Also relevant to this matter is section 70A(1) of the Judiciary Act, which states — 

The trial on indictment of an offence against a law of the Commonwealth not committed within any 
State … may be held in any State or Territory.  

There has long been an acceptance that Western Australia will receive commonwealth prisoners and pay directly 
for their housing. In terms of the percentage of all commonwealth prisoners that Western Australia takes, we 
have shouldered a very large burden. New South Wales presently has 454 commonwealth prisoners, which is 
about 47 per cent of all commonwealth offenders. Western Australia is next in terms of the number, with 210. 
We presently house about 21 per cent of all commonwealth prisoners. The reason Western Australia has 
accepted this situation for so long is that the overwhelming majority of commonwealth offences occur within the 
boundary of a state, and we have been willing to take those offenders who have offended against commonwealth 
property or personnel inside the boundary of Western Australia. Those states that have had a preponderance of 
commonwealth personnel or property have had a disproportionate number of federal prisoners. We have gone to 
some effort to look at the category of people smugglers per se as a subcategory of all federal prisoners. Particular 
arguments attach to them that warrant what I have done by letter today. The figures I have received are not 
perfectly accurate because I have not been able to get data from Queensland, but these are figures of where 
people who have been charged with people smuggling offences are being held either as a matter of detention 
because they have been sentenced or because they are on remand. There are 119 presently in Western Australia, 
none in New South Wales, none in Victoria, none in South Australia, none in Tasmania, six in the Northern 
Territory and none in the Australian Capital Territory. Western Australia has over 95 per cent of all the persons 
charged with people smuggling.  

I think it notable that that category of offender is the single biggest growth category of federal prisoners. On 
31 January 2007 and 2008—there were the same number—there were five people smugglers imprisoned in 
Western Australia. As I have just noted, there are now 119. Whether or not members have a view that the 
Howard government policies or the Rudd government policies represent the best response, or whether they 
represent the appropriate mix between deterrence and the appropriate treatment of people smugglers, to the 
extent that there was a change in policy at the last election, that change was mandated by the Australian people 
as a whole, yet the Western Australian community is bearing 95 per cent of the responsibility for that change. 
That situation simply has to stop. It is my view that the federal government has determined to charge these 
people in the Western Australian system not merely because they are captured in commonwealth waters that are 
arguably more proximate to WA than other states, but because we have one of the most efficient systems for 
time to trial, and we are a very convenient place for the commonwealth government to charge its prisoners. This 
situation simply cannot go on; to have that kind of financial burden on Western Australia is simply unfair. 

I have asked for three things: firstly, an urgent moratorium, which is to say that we will not accept any further 
persons caught in commonwealth waters and charged with people smuggling offences. I have asked for Minister 
for Home Affairs Brendan O’Connor’s agreement to that moratorium. Secondly, we have asked for a plan to be 
devised by the commonwealth government that will see the transfer of all prisoners sentenced in Western 
Australia for people smuggling between all the states and territories so that there is an even share of people-
smuggling prisoners in each of the states and territories. I note that the Australian Capital Territory, which has 
none of these prisoners, has built a new prison, which is substantially under capacity, yet there is no arrangement 
in place to distribute these prisoners. Thirdly, I have asked for a new plan for financial compensation. It has been 
the case, member for Girrawheen, that there has been some—albeit partial and indirect—compensation by virtue 



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 27 May 2010] 3633 

 

of the goods and services tax grant system, which takes into account the number of federal prisoners Western 
Australia has. We have now been informed that that will stop as at 1 July. After that point in time there will be 
no compensation for any state for the housing of federal prisoners, let alone a state such as our own, which bears 
an inordinate share. I have taken the step, which I think is something of an extraordinary step, of asking for those 
three things, and I hope to hear back very shortly. Ultimately, Western Australia’s position will be that we will 
not take any further prisoners charged with people smuggling offences who are apprehended in commonwealth 
waters. 

COCKBURN CENTRAL POLICE STATION 

276. Mr B.S. WYATT to the Premier:  

I refer to the Premier’s statement in the house yesterday that — 

The forward estimates are Treasury’s projection. They are a projection based without any policy 
decisions. 

I also refer to the Premier’s budget day media release entitled “State Budget 2010–11: Strong foundations. 
Working together (South Metropolitan)”, which states — 

• Planning for the Cockburn Central Police Station (District Hub) to be located in Cockburn 
Central has commenced with funding of $20.6million provided over the forward estimates. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Yes; that’s right.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: Now that the Premier has confirmed that there have not been any policy decisions in respect 
of Cockburn Central Police Station for the 2010–11 year, is the reference to Cockburn Central Police Station 
merely a Treasury projection, or is it a real commitment by his government?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

For goodness sake! Give us a break! This just gives us some sense of what the estimates committee will be like 
with this mob! 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: It’s going to be wonderful with you sitting there. You really need to get Christian into the job 
very, very quickly—very quickly, Premier! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Mr M.P. Murray: Just explode now!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member for Collie–Preston — 

The SPEAKER: Take a seat, Premier. I would like to hear the Premier answer the question, and I am sure that 
the member for Victoria Park might also. You have asked a question; there is no need to continually interject 
after you have asked a question and have not even heard the answer, member for Victoria Park. I suggest 
members on both sides should let the Premier answer the question.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The government is very pleased that the Cockburn Central Police Station will proceed, as 
will the western suburbs one. I thank the Minister for Police for the work he has done on that.  

What makes that different to other things such as a projection of Treasury on capital works or, indeed, on 
electricity tariffs is that cabinet has made a decision to build the Cockburn Central Police Station and the cabinet 
has made a decision to build the western suburbs police station. In other words, Sunshine — 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Members should be referred to by their electorate or their title, not by other epithets, and I 
would ask the Premier to withdraw that. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Hear, hear, grumpy old man! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Just be quiet.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: So are the good parts decisions and the bad parts projections? 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, this will be a short time.  

The SPEAKER: Take a seat, Premier. Members, I think I was asked yesterday in this place, or there was an 
inference yesterday in this place that we were not getting through enough questions. I think one of the reasons 
for that is being provided at the moment. Continual interjections do not enable people in this place to answer the 
questions. The Premier has the call.  
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Mr C.J. BARNETT: When the government makes a decision, as it has made on the Cockburn Central Police 
Station, it is committed and put into the forward estimates.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: How do we know? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: But they’re Treasury’s projections—they’re a projection without any policy decisions.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: When the government has not made a decision—for example, on what the electricity price 
might be in 2011–12—Treasury makes its guess. That is the difference. Decisions that have been made by 
government are put into this coming year and into future years in capital works.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: But there is no spending in the 2010–11 year—it’s only the forward estimates, Premier. There’s 
no spending in 2010–11 for the Cockburn Central Police Station! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: If the member for Victoria Park cannot grasp the difference between a decision formally 
made by a government and a decision that has not been made—therefore Treasury makes a projection—then, Mr 
Speaker, much as I like the member for Victoria Park and much as I think he is a decent young guy, even I 
cannot help him! 

COCKBURN CENTRAL POLICE STATION 

277. Mr B.S. WYATT to the Premier  

I have a supplementary question. Is the Cockburn Central Police Station a core Treasury projection or a non-core 
Treasury projection? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

It is a silly question and I am not going to answer it. It is too silly. 

Several members interjected. 

STATE BUDGET 2010–11 — HEALTH FUNDING 

278. Ms A.R. MITCHELL to the Minister for Health:  

I refer to the record increase in funding for the state’s health budget by the Liberal–National government. 
Despite the success of this government in improving the health system so far, members opposite continue to 
oppose initiatives such as the retention of Royal Perth Hospital and the excellent four-hour rule initiative. Can 
the minister please inform the house what this year’s record health budget will be used for? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

I thank the member for the question. Even though I could not hear it exactly because of the interjections, I do 
have a fair idea of what it was about. It was about our excellent health budget. In the lead-up to the budget I 
noticed in the newspaper that the Australian Medical Association had called for at least a six per cent increase in 
the health budget, so I have to admit I was somewhat surprised at its adverse comments when we got a 
6.7 per cent increase.  

Much more important than the 6.7 per cent increase is what happened before we got that 6.7 per cent increase. 
Members are aware that when we came to government we had rampant growth in the health budget. The year 
before we came to power there was a 12 per cent growth in health expenditure, and in our first year we were 
unable to contain that rampant growth of, again, 12 per cent. The Department of Health set itself the task of 
making sure that it trimmed significantly that overgrowth in Health’s expenditure. As much as we like to have 
money in Health, it is not possible for an agency that takes a quarter of the total state budget expenditure to grow 
at that rate. Because we have such a large percentage, what happens is that every per cent we go up—just 
about—we consume another government department that would have that as its total expenditure. We cannot 
afford to grow at a rate greater than the state government income, and therefore greater than the state government 
percentage of expenditure.  

But what I did find, on coming into government, was that we had chronic underfunding of overruns of spending 
within the health department. The year before we came to office, the Department of Health expended $40 million 
that was not budgeted for. It spent that $40 million, which took that money out of our reserves. In our first year 
of government, the Department of Health expended $70 million that was not budgeted for. In our first budget 
allocation, we had to pay $70 million of expenditure from the previous year. It was my priority this year to 
achieve a stable and certain health budget. In last year’s budget, through the midyear review, we got an 
additional $210 million that allowed us to catch up to the lack of previous expenditure so that, in effect, we 
started from a zero base. This budget has grown by 10 per cent, not 6.7 per cent, because all of that past lack of 
expenditure is now back to zero. 

How will we keep the health budget in line and stop it from exploding in the future? We will make sure that we 
bring in the activity-based funding that makes hospitals much more accountable for the money that they expend. 
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That is what some of the other states do and that is what is required by all the states under the national health 
review. We had committed to bringing that in anyway, prior to our discussions with Mr Rudd. That will make a 
lot of difference to the certainty of the budget. 

Another thing that we did was to look at our staffing levels. The reason for the huge growth in expenditure was 
the growth in staffing levels beyond what we could afford to pay. In the past year, we have increased our front-
line staffing by nearly 700 additional staff, most of whom are nurses. How have we kept our growth figures from 
growing at the previous rate? It is because we got rid of 395 backroom staff, largely from Royal Street. We now 
have 395 fewer administrators sitting in the back room at Royal Street while we have 700 additional front-line 
staff. That makes a huge difference to the sustainability of the health budget. It allows us to fund the extras that 
we need to make the health system work better. I refer in particular to the huge increase in funding for the 
ambulance service. We provided an additional $150 million for the ambulance service across the state, in 
addition to the nearly $50 million allocation for child healthcare services. I had the great pleasure of being with 
some of our staff when announcing the extra $50 million for child healthcare services the other day. I was 
particularly pleased with the comment of one of the paediatricians who was there. I will not name him because I 
have not asked his permission to do so. He said, “For us in the child development service, a dedicated group of 
health professionals, dedicated to children and families with developmental difficulties, this represents the most 
significant improvement in our funding for some 20 years.” I repeat: the most significant improvement in our 
funding for 20 years. Having control of the health budget and locking it away with certainty and giving 
consideration to the future activity growth means that we can have stable and certain budgets and still be able to 
fund the crucial extras that we want to have to make our health system the best in Australia. 

EMERGENCY SERVICES LEVY 

279. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Minister for Emergency Services: 

In 2002, the minister railed against the prospect of the emergency services levy being used to reduce the 
government’s allocation to the Fire and Emergency Services Authority at the expense of Western Australian 
ratepayers. The minister said — 

What upsets me is the fact that the Government cannot help slugging the poor old taxpayers in Western 
Australia all the way along the line. 

(1) Will the minister confirm that from July an average household will be paying $28 extra on the 
emergency services levy, netting the government an additional $24 million in revenue? 

(2) Will the minister further confirm that at the same time as householders are being slugged with this 
additional fee, the government is reducing its contribution to FESA by $28 million? 

(3) Why has the government done this? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 

(1)–(3) We all have said things in the past that sometimes come back to bite us; I accept that. I think that was 
when the former government introduced the emergency services levy and there was a lot of — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member can ask a question later on. I am answering the member for Girrawheen’s 
question. At the time, there was a lot of backlash from local governments and the community in general. The 
ESL was required because not everyone insured their home, even though they still attracted the services of our 
fire brigades, which saved lives and property. I accept now and I accepted then that the fairest way to pay for the 
emergency services is to have a levy on every household so that people pay for the services of our emergency 
services, particularly, in this case, the fire brigades, whether or not people are insured. I made the comment to 
which the member referred some time ago, when I was in my youth.  

The member for Girrawheen is quite right. The anticipated average emergency services levy for all metropolitan 
households is $28. It will actually be $27, not that that makes any difference. After the budget papers went to 
print, there was a recalculation. That does not affect the total amount, but I am told that the amount will be $27. I 
am sure that $1 is neither here nor there. The reason I agreed to this and why it needed to be done this year is that 
following the tragic bushfires in Victoria and Toodyay, and following the earthquakes, hailstorms and flooding, 
an enormous amount of work needs to be done and we must ensure that our emergency services personnel have 
the necessary facilities, equipment and personnel to cope with those sorts of emergencies. I accept that it is quite 
a big chunk this year. It is not one that I feel comfortable about, but I believe it is essential to ensure that our 
firefighters, emergency services volunteers and bush fire brigades can have the right equipment and personnel to 
be able to do their jobs properly. I accept that it has come in, but it had to come in this year. I am absolutely 
confident that in the ensuing years there will be very minor increases to the ESL. Because of the tragic events 
that we have seen over the past 12 or 18 months, I regret to say that we have had to increase the emergency 
services levy. 
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EMERGENCY SERVICES LEVY 

280. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Minister for Emergency Services: 

I have a supplementary question. Given what the minister said about the need to properly resource FESA in light 
of the number of perceived risks, why has the government reduced its contribution to FESA by $28 million? 
Surely this is just another way that the government is slugging family budgets. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 

It is not another way to slug the family budget — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: For goodness sake! If the member wants to ask a question, she should ask it. I am 
delighted to answer the member for Girrawheen’s question. I accept that it is a huge increase compared with 
what the levy has been in the past and with what will happen in the future. I have told members why we need to 
do that. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Treasury is ripping it out of the budget; that’s why. Admit the truth. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I think the member for Girrawheen is interested in hearing the answer to the question. I 
presume she is. I formally call the member for Midland for the first time today. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will conclude very quickly. The simple fact is that the government and I believe that the 
increase to the ESL this year is well founded. It is unfortunate, but it is well founded. The community needs 
these facilities. It could be said that it is a user-pays system to some extent, but I do not like using that 
expression. I believe that people in the metropolitan area will not be too unhappy about paying an extra $27 a 
year to help not only those who live in the metropolitan area, but also those who live in country areas. That levy 
will fund what the ESL was supposed to fund—a lot of new equipment, more personnel and new infrastructure 
in the South West. There will be more fire officers down south for FESA and they will be able to assist all the 
volunteer fire brigades in the South West. The new FESA facility in the South West will be a great facility and a 
great asset to the people of the South West. We are looking at other areas — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: It is like a lot of loaves and fishes, minister. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am good at loaves and fishes, I promise the member.  

At the end of the day, we are trying to look after everybody in Western Australia. Some people in the 
metropolitan area might say that it is unfair that they are being slugged for this or that. I have faith in the people 
in the metropolitan area that they will say that they are happy to make a contribution towards helping those 
people in bushfire-prone areas throughout Western Australia.  

We certainly will be increasing the number of firefighters, not only in the metropolitan area, where there is a 
huge number—I think it is 116—but also in some of the regional areas. It is very important to have additional 
firefighters in regional areas, particularly in the South West. 

RESOURCE SUPER PROFITS TAX — PROPOSED RATE REDUCTION 

281. Mr V.A. CATANIA to the Premier:  

I refer to media reports today stating that the federal government is contemplating a change to the greatest rip-
off — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members, I want to hear from the member for North West. I do not want to hear from anybody 
else. I also do not want to hear unintelligible sounds in this place. That accusation could be made of all members 
in this place, but there is a particular sound a member in this place knows is being made. Member for North 
West. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I repeat that my question is to the Premier. I refer to media 
reports today —   

Withdrawal of Remark 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I clearly heard the Leader of the Opposition refer to the member for North West as a rat.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: On a further point of order, I also heard the Leader of the Opposition say the words, “He’s 
a rat.” He did not refer to anyone. If the member assumes it is the member for North West, it is a fair assumption, 
but it may not be correct.  

The SPEAKER: I did not hear the comment made and I will not make a ruling in this case. If I do hear members 
referred to in this place by anything other than the seat they occupy, I will draw that member’s attention to it.  
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Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I refer to media reports today stating that the federal government is contemplating a 
change to the greatest rip-off of Western Australia through its ill-conceived resource super profits tax—a tax that 
is strongly supported by members opposite, despite the jobs — 

The SPEAKER: Member for Joondalup, I formally call you for the first time.  

Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker, standing order 77(1)(b) says that questions should not contain argument, 
allegation, inferences or invitations. Thus far, the member’s question contains all of those and I ask you to rule it 
out of order.  

The SPEAKER: Members in this place, I allow a range of questions to be asked. In this case, I will not rule it 
out of order. It does not mean that in future that certain questions might not be ruled out of order.  

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I was referring to the resource super profits tax, a tax which is strongly supported by 
members opposite, despite the cost to jobs and the state’s future prosperity. Will the backdown by the federal 
government go in any way to ameliorating the devastating effect of this tax on mining projects in this state and 
the jobs that go with them?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

I thank the member for North West for the question. It is an incredibly serious issue for Western Australia, 
particularly for the mining industry in the member’s electorate and prospective miners in that electorate and the 
Mid West. I have never seen such a flawed proposal such as the resource super profits tax. 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Joondalup, I formally call you for the second time today.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Not only is this poor policy, but also the proposed implementation is fundamentally 
flawed in a range of aspects. There are obvious failings, as I have pointed out previously in this house. I refer to 
the capital guarantee. To actually provide a taxpayer subsidy of 40 per cent of the cost of a failure actually means 
providing a taxpayer incentive to close a mine rather than keep it operating. The taxpayer will be funding mine 
closures and job losses in the member’s electorate and many electorates of members in this house.  

The other aspect of this fundamentally poor policy is to refund to companies their state mining royalty. In other 
words, they will actually pay nothing to purchase the mineral resource. It is fundamentally poor policy. If we go 
beyond the failure of the policy side and look in detail at the proposed implementation, it just gets worse. Having 
looked at the issue, it is an easy line—I and others have used it—that the tax rate is too high and the threshold 
rate is too low. That has been said widely around the country. I notice that members opposite say that they 
support the tax but they would like the threshold raised.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Absolutely.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes, absolutely. The Leader of the Opposition, the member for Rockingham, the member 
for Armadale and others have said that the threshold should be raised.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: We have also said abandon — 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Leader of the Opposition did not even ask a question on the most important issue 
facing this state and he should have. He asks trivial questions instead of important questions, such as the one 
raised by the member for North West.  

Let us take a few moments to talk about the most important issue facing Western Australia. 

Point of Order 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Mr Speaker, on a point of order — 

The SPEAKER: It had better be a good point of order, member for Victoria Park. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The most important issue of the day was the Premier’s answer to the third question in 
question time on day six of this parliamentary sitting.  

The SPEAKER: What is the point of order, member for Victoria Park? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The point of order is that the Premier is again providing a deceptive and one-sided answer.  

The SPEAKER: There were far too many points of order in this place yesterday, which delayed question time 
and did not allow enough questions to be asked. I will in future consider the continual raising of points of order 
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far more seriously than I have done to this point. I will be formally calling to order members who make spurious 
points of order.  

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: As a qualification to the support that Labor members offer to this tax, their most common 
line is, “Raise the threshold.” That deserves some examination, because that is what they say.  

There are two principal issues to the structure of a tax. Firstly, the rate of tax and, secondly, the threshold. The 
issue that really matters is the rate of tax. In looking at the structure of the proposed resource super profits tax, 
people quite logically make comparisons between that and the existing petroleum resource rent tax. That is 
where the threshold issue comes from. The rate of tax for the petroleum industry is 40 per cent on the petroleum 
resource rent tax. The federal government, and, I presume, members opposite, has said that 40 per cent is what 
applies to petroleum; therefore, 40 per cent is about right, to use the Prime Minister’s term. The difference that 
matters is that internationally petroleum is taxed at about 40 per cent. It does not make our petroleum industry 
uncompetitive. Internationally the mining industry is not taxed at 40 per cent. That is the difference. If we apply 
the 40 per cent standard internationally on petroleum to mining, mining becomes uncompetitive. It is the rate that 
matters; not the threshold. The threshold is relatively minor.  

I make the point that there is no doubt that raising the threshold does reduce the tax incidence. The threshold 
applied in mining is applied not to the market value of the resource or project, but to the historic cost, which will 
be very low and dated. The threshold is applied to a low base. Therefore, the threshold in mining makes 
comparatively little difference. The other difference is that with the petroleum resource rent tax, capital 
expenditure is deducted as it is spent. That is the reason that petroleum companies pay very little tax in the first 
10 years of a liquefied natural gas project—it would probably be nothing. In this case, capital expenditure is 
deducted through a depreciation schedule. In other words, it is spread out over time. Although the threshold 
makes a difference, it is a very small difference. If members opposite are serious in qualifying their support for 
this tax, they must, firstly, argue totally against the tax or, secondly, at a minimum, argue for the rate of tax to be 
probably at least halved and probably more.  

The duplicity in this issue is that if the federal government genuinely believed that mining companies do not pay 
enough for natural resources, we would have thought it would have come to the state governments, particularly 
the Western Australian government—over half the mining industry is located here—and said, “We don’t think 
royalties collect enough.” It has never done that. It has never suggested that in any discussion either before or 
after this proposal. It has never, ever suggested that. It has never, ever put that forward. But if it is its view—I do 
not agree with it—that mining companies should pay more — 

Mr M. McGowan: That’s your view! 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am talking about the federal tax.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, it is impossible to have a serious conversation in this chamber.   

If the federal government’s objective is to tax mining companies more, on the basis of its argument that those 
companies do not pay enough, the logical thing to do would be to simply put a surcharge on the rate of company 
tax that is applied to the mining industry. That would be the simple thing to do. But the federal government is not 
interested in doing that. Why? This tax will raise $12 billion. That $12 billion is a large amount of money but a 
relatively small part of the commonwealth budget—a very small part. This is not about raising revenue. This is 
about an attempt to control the mining and petroleum industry throughout Australia. This is centralisation—an 
absolutely perverse intrusion into the private sector.  

BRIAN PONTIFEX — SALARY AND ALLOWANCES 

282. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier:  

I refer to the Premier’s failure yesterday to advise of the full value of his chief of staff’s salary package. In the 
24 hours the Premier has had to investigate the issue I asked yesterday, will the Premier now advise the house — 

(1) What additional benefits, including motor vehicle, superannuation and other entitlements, does 
Mr Pontifex receive? 

(2) What is the total value of Mr Pontifex’s salary package? 

(3) Will the Premier table the report provided to the ministerial merit panel that considered Mr Pontifex’s 
employment? 

(4) Why was Mr Pontifex not appointed to a specific public service classification, like every other member 
of the Premier’s personal staff, and as Mr Conran and Mr Wauchope are? 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:   

(1)–(4) The member did ask for details of Mr Pontifex’s package. A question on notice has been asked in the 
upper house, and the full details will be provided to the upper house. I am not concealing anything. He 
receives a substantial package. It is in the order of $350 000 a year. That is what he receives. He is 
extremely highly qualified. That is what it took to recruit him from his previous position, for which he 
was well paid, and deservedly so. I concede it is a higher salary than has been paid to previous chiefs of 
staff. Comparisons were done around Australia with payments made to people in comparable positions. 
I recognise that it is a higher salary than that of his predecessor, but he also has exceptional 
qualifications and experience, and he will make a great contribution in that role. So, those details will 
be provided accurately, but it is about $345 000 in total. That will be provided, as the member has 
requested, through the upper house. 

Mr M. McGowan: What about the classification question? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The appointment was made through the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. In fact, 
yesterday I said that the head of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, Peter Conran, handled it. In fact, he 
had a relatively minor role, because he was away on leave. But it was handled independently through the 
appropriate department. I recognise that it is a high salary. But it is not something that I engaged in. I wanted 
Brian Pontifex to be appointed, and he was appointed. It is an appointment that a Premier is entitled to make, and 
he was appointed as a term-of-government staff member. We need to be very careful in this Parliament when we 
talk about staff and their conditions. We need to be very, very careful and respectful. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: A bit of nervousness opposite, I detect—just a touch of nervousness and a bit of fidgeting 
in their seats.   

Mr E.S. Ripper: But a lot of bluster on the other side! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: People are appointed as term-of-government employees. They do not have the continuity 
and the security of public servants. They come and go with the government of the day. They often come and go 
with the minister of the day. Indeed, it is worth noting that under the previous government, when the change of 
government occurred, 112 term-of-government employees ceased employment. They were Labor government, 
basically term-of-government, if we like, political ministerial staff—112 were paid out. That is the system. That 
is the cost of democracy. That cost nearly $5 million. 

Mr M. McGowan: That happened when Richard Court’s government finished. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Of course it did. It is interesting to note, too, that $350 000 was paid out to a number of 
people, including five members of the member for Midland’s family, and eight Labor candidates—eight Labor 
candidates! So be careful. If members opposite want to go near the issue of term-of-government employees — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The former government had warehoused, on public salaries, eight candidates! They had 
eight candidates being kept in cotton wool, paid, fed and looked after, so that they could run for the Labor 
Party—eight candidates, and five members of the member for Midland’s family! That is the reality! I will not 
even go near the member for West Swan! I will not even remind members of the $170 000 that she skipped out 
with, for which she has never, ever provided a valid explanation to this house—never, ever—because how can 
she defend $170 000?   

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! A supplementary question, perhaps, member for Rockingham? 

BRIAN PONTIFEX — SALARY AND ALLOWANCES 

283. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 

I ask a supplementary question. Will the Premier table the report of the ministerial merit panel; and, if not, why 
not? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:   

Mr Speaker, I had not actually finished! I was just warming up! I will just conclude, to complete my answer. The 
member for West Swan, we need to be reminded, as a long-term public servant — 
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Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker, you stood and asked me whether I had a supplementary question, which I 
have asked the Premier. It was about a specific issue concerning Mr Pontifex. I would like the Premier to answer 
that particular question. 

The SPEAKER: I think the Premier is going to answer it, member for Rockingham. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I was just concluding the sentence so that no-one is under any misunderstanding. The 
member for West Swan—a long-term public servant—transferred to term of government, got the endorsement 
for West Swan, and got an extra $170 000 off the taxpayers! This is what happened! So if members opposite 
want to raise issues of individuals, they can expect it to be batted back to them! They can toss grenades, and we 
will catch them and throw them back! That is what we will do! Every time members opposite want to raise the 
name of a staff member, expect the worst, because they are the worst! 

Mr E.S. Ripper: What a bully! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Oh! What a bully! What a joke! What a joke members opposite are! 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Order! Take a seat, Premier. I formally call the member for Mandurah and the member for 
Riverton for the first time. I think perhaps the member for Mandurah would have a career in race calling if he 
took that opportunity! Premier, you have a supplementary question before you from the member for 
Rockingham. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, on that supplementary question, I am not sure exactly what the member for 
Rockingham has referred to. I am aware that in assessing a salary for Mr Pontifex, the Department of the Premier 
and Cabinet and the Public Sector Commission did seek professional advice from a professional recruitment 
agency—I think it was Mercer—and they produced a report. I am not sure whether it is appropriate to make that 
public — 

Mr W.J. Johnston: What a joke! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, that is not necessary at all. I formally call you for the second time 
today. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I have never seen that report myself. I do not know what information it contains about 
other public servants, either employed here or elsewhere. But, if it is appropriate to make that public, I will make 
it so.  

ESTIMATES COMMITTEES — MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 

Report — Presentation 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [2.49 pm]: In accordance with standing orders, I 
present the report of the management committee prescribing which parts of the estimates and off-budget public 
corporations will be considered by Estimates Committees A and B, and the time allocated for that consideration.  

[See paper 2139.] 

Adoption 

The SPEAKER: The question is that the report be adopted. 

Question put and passed. 

BILLS 

Returned 

1. Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2007–08 and 2008–09 (Supplementary) Bill 2009. 

2. Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 2007–08 and 2008–09 (Supplementary) Bill 2009. 

Bills returned from the Council without amendment. 

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2010–11 BILL 2010 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) CAPITAL 2010–11 BILL 2010 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
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MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [2.50 pm]: My speech was interrupted earlier by the taking of grievances. As I 
was leaving the chamber, I had a brief conversation with the Premier, during which I acknowledged his efforts 
and his decision to bring about the northern extension of the Clarkson railway after a previous decision by him 
and his government on assuming power to freeze all railway builds until a review of what was to happen in the 
next 20 years. We are very grateful that the Premier and his government listened to the disquiet in the northern 
suburbs, not just from people in the electorate of Mindarie but also from the people of Wanneroo, that this much-
needed extension was to be held up. I am glad that the Premier is in the chamber this afternoon as I make my 
concluding remarks. As we were leaving the chamber, the Premier reminded me that Butler is a suburb but 
Brighton is not a suburb. Brighton is the name used by the developer Satterley Property Group to promote an 
area — 

The SPEAKER: Members, this is the member for Mindarie’s opportunity to speak to the budget. While there 
are a lot of conversations going on here, I would prefer that they went on outside this place so the member for 
Mindarie can be heard.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The Premier was pointing out to me that the only station that is to be built is in Brighton 
but people are properly calling it Butler because it is within what the nomenclature committee still calls Butler. 
They are calling it the Butler railway station after having cancelled what was initially to be the Butler railway 
station at the top of Lukin Drive. As I said at the start of my speech, at the moment 34 000 people live north of 
my electorate office, and there are projected to be 85 000 people living in that area by 2014. The Public 
Transport Authority had purchased the land for the Butler railway station, which was to be a Park ‘n’ Ride 
station with an extensive parking area because the Clarkson station is absolutely swamped with vehicles. 
Hundreds of parking tickets are issued each day because everyone from as far north as Two Rocks and all 
suburbs south has to park at the Clarkson station.  

What was to be the Butler station has been cancelled or put on the never–never and what was to be the Brighton 
station is to be called the Butler station. The Brighton station was never allocated land to provide for car parking. 
The government has had to temporarily lease some land off the developer Satterley to provide a temporary car 
park until the line goes further north to Alkimos. It means that at that point, the Brighton/Butler station will not 
have any parking; it will be a totally walk on, walk off facility. There will not be a car park between Alkimos 
and Clarkson. When we think of the number of people who will live between those suburbs, that is a very poor 
outcome. The Public Transport Authority informed us at a briefing that it was not its decision to skip the Butler 
station. In fact, the PTA had outlaid $2 million of taxpayers’ funds to buy sufficient land to put in a big car park 
to cater for the number of people using the station. Whilst, on the one hand, we are very appreciative of the 
government for proceeding with the build of the northern extension, the community is very, very disappointed 
that this big Park ‘n’ Ride station in Butler will now not go ahead. There will be only some temporary car parks 
at Brighton until Alkimos is built. This will not cater for the tens of thousands of people who will live in that 
district, all moving in within the next four years. We should bear in mind that this is approximately 50 kilometres 
from the CBD. It is a long commute to the employment areas; it is a long commute even to Joondalup, let alone 
to Perth, which is 50 kilometres away.  

The other matter that I would like to touch on is: how else do they get there? They could get there via the 
freeway, which raises the matter raised by the member for Ocean Reef. He suggested widening the freeway. I 
can understand why people in his electorate of Ocean Reef want the freeway wider than two lanes. The people 
north of my electorate office—up through Clarkson, Butler, Merriwa and Ridgewood—want the blessed freeway 
to come further north, be it two lanes or one lane. An emergency lane will do. All they have at the moment is 
Connolly Drive, which is one lane through all that built-up area and traffic calming. It is not meant to be a 
commute road. 

Mr A.P. Jacob: It will end up being two lanes. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: One day, way down the track. What we were looking for in the budget was at least some 
planning and forward movement on the extension of the freeway past Burns Beach Road. I know that this is an 
ambition of the member for Ocean Reef as well. I know what it is like because, as the member knows, my 
electorate did cover the northern parts of the member’s area in the last Parliament. Anyone who represents 
suburbs would know that where the freeway terminates is where all the traffic spews off the end of the freeway 
and tries to find its way through the suburbs. With 84 000 people due to be living north of Ocean Quays 
Boulevard by 2014, the extension of the freeway—not the widening of it; sorry, member for Ocean Reef—up to 
Hester Avenue has to be a priority in this term of government. We were very disappointed that there was nothing 
in the budget for that.  

I will move on. There was a commitment to start the build of Butler high school. It was taken off the books last 
year but it is now back on the books. We are a little disappointed that it will be four years before completion but, 
nonetheless, there is forward movement on Butler high school. With the huge population moving in there, we 
desperately need that school. We give the Premier a bouquet for the high school that is back in the budget. 
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Mr C.J. Barnett: You’re doing well out of this budget.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: However, I say to the Premier that we are a little concerned—we look forward to the 
estimates committee—about the deep sewerage program in old Quinns, that holiday village where all the blocks 
were over 1 000 square metres. They were big old half-acre blocks, often with just a little asbestos cottage on 
about 1 100 square metres, and they all had septic tanks. As the suburbs grew beyond Quinns Rocks, they were 
given the bad news that everyone else would be given reticulated deep sewerage. Because of the explosion in the 
number of houses out there, the Neerabup sewerage works could not cope, so while the sewerage works were 
being extended further north, Quinns Rocks would be isolated from that and would remain on septics because 
there was no capacity in the works to look after Quinns Rocks plus the new housing. To a certain extent, Quinns 
Rocks was penalised because of the new housing. Last year, work stopped on reticulated sewerage for old areas. 
In this year’s budget there is $100 million spread over the forward estimates for the next four years—$25 million 
a year—but there was no specificity as to where these works would take place. The Premier kindly responded by 
correspondence to an inquiry I made on behalf of my community in February. I said that there were people out 
there who could only use their washing machines twice a week because it would take their septic systems four 
days to drain before another load of washing could be done. I think all members would realise the environmental 
consequences of that for this dense suburb, and the massive inconvenience to the families who had to limit their 
washing to two days a week because their septic tanks could not handle more. There is no specificity in the 
budget as to where we fit on the program. When I wrote to the Premier of Western Australia earlier in the year, 
he wrote back to say that there would be no deep sewerage works until the budget was back in order and could 
permit those works to resume. We note that it has reappeared in the budget at $25 million a year and we look 
forward to the estimates committee, where the Premier will be able to confirm that Quinns Rocks will be at the 
top of the list. I do not know how Spearwood jumped the queue; all credit to the member for Cockburn! We are 
now desperate for news of this matter during the estimates committee. I will write to the Water Corporation 
tomorrow to put it on notice. 

I have other urgent issues. It is not that I am just a whinger; I come here with bouquets as well! It is just that I 
happen, on this occasion, to be representing the fastest-growing area in metropolitan Perth, which is consuming 
some older areas. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The development is running over the top of old areas, which led to the sewerage problem 
in Quinns Rocks. It is also causing difficulties in Yanchep, because that was also an old village. It has a junior 
high school that was built in prehistoric times. It was built to cater only up to year 10 and now, with the booming 
population out there, it is being absolutely swamped. We are looking forward to news that there will be 
significant money spent on the Yanchep District High School to allow it to go through to year 12. 

These are the main budget issues affecting the electorate of Mindarie. To recap, we are very happy that Butler 
High School is back on; we thank the Premier. We are very encouraged at the news that there is to be 
$25 million spent on deep sewerage over the next 12 months; we are hopeful that we get the news during 
estimates that the Premier has reconsidered and that Quinns Rocks will fit into that process. We are also hopeful 
that, over the next 12 months, the government will give serious consideration to announcing the northern 
extension of the freeway, because I know that the member for Ocean Reef and the member for Wanneroo are 
both sweating on that issue. This matter is not party political; I would like to think that it crosses the chamber. 
The northern suburbs are under stress, and were under stress in the time of the previous government. I can 
understand that any government has capital expenditure program problems in that area because it is growing so 
fast and infrastructure has to be spread over such a broad area, but I join with the member for Ocean Reef and 
the member for Wanneroo in beseeching the Premier to ask the government to give consideration over the next 
12 months to planning the freeway extension through to Hester Avenue. 

I could not resume my seat without mentioning another matter; I hope I am not regarded as being unkind by 
doing so. I am not having a crack at the Premier, but he said earlier that he hoped that matters concerning 
payouts for the member for West Swan would be raised again, because she was paid out $170 000 under some 
formula. Of course, the precedent for those payout formulas—I was not going to mention it—started with the 
member for Nedlands, who I thought had been paid out about $95 000. It was the new Minister for Housing’s 
payout that really started this whole thing. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: He lost his job. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The member for West Swan was unemployed until she was elected. The member for 
Nedlands is here as the member for Nedlands; $95 000 richer. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Can the house please give the member for Mindarie a chance to make his speech. 
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Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I am not making a pitch; I am just asking for a hosing down of this sort of criticism. We 
could start the politics of envy in this chamber, as we have three different superannuation schemes running. 
There are three levels of superannuants in the chamber. We could all start the politics of envy about the different 
rates of payouts when members leave politics. We could all start talking about parliamentary secretaries and 
chairs of committees getting more than other members. No-one came to this chamber to make a quid. If one 
wanted to make a quid in this environment, the sensible thing to do would be to leave the chamber, retire into 
private enterprise and chase the dollar. But I accept that, on both sides of the chamber, that is not what motivates 
people to go out doorknocking or to go through the stressful business of fundraising. They do it because they 
want to make a difference, firstly to their local community and, as they engage with the body politic, to the wider 
community. To try to pick each other off on payouts and superannuation does not really do us justice. These 
matters are reported, and the public could read about this and think that these are the sorts of things that motivate 
us and prey heavily on our minds; they do not. It is the big social and economic issues of the day that prey on our 
minds, not what we get at the end of the day.  

I am disturbed by some aspects of the government’s law and order agenda. I am disturbed at the rate of 
incarceration and the fact that the government has spent $652 million on new prisons, but little on social 
advancement and community housing. An insufficient number of programs are being funded in those suburbs 
that are producing criminals. In my electorate there are some socially challenged suburbs, and we all have them. 
I am sure that some of the poorer socioeconomic areas are represented in the crime statistics. I believe the money 
would be better spent in those areas to try to stem social problems before they get underway. What frustrates me 
is the politicking, like the talk today about graffiti. The honourable Minister for Police went on about the graffiti 
problem. In my electorate, locals started a program called People Against Vandalism, which received money 
under the proceeds of crime legislation. They bought a van and equipment and got elderly people organised to go 
around on a daily basis to clean up the suburbs; they were taking ownership of the problem and taking personal 
pride in the problem. Unfortunately with the assumption to office of the new Attorney General that funding was 
just cut off and the graffiti program that was running between Clarkson and Yanchep has just stopped. I am sure 
the member for Wanneroo knows about People Against Vandalism, because the City of Wanneroo was very 
appreciative of all the work those people were doing. It was not funded by taxpayers but under the proceeds of 
crime legislation. That frustrates me more than who is getting what and who is getting the biggest payout yadda 
yadda yadda. It is just flotsam and jetsam.  

Dr M.D. Nahan: Especially when it is on your side.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: No, either side. It just does not rate.  

Mr F.A. Alban: It is taxpayers’ money, member.   

Mr P. Papalia: Tell that to the member for Nedlands.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The member for Swan Hills should yell at the member for Nedlands.  

Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: That is what I am saying. That is not what motivates us to enter this chamber. We come 
here to try to make a difference. I am trying to make a positive difference in the electorate of Mindarie by trying 
to bring the issues out there to the government’s attention.  

I raise those matters in reply to the budget speech. I hope that the infill sewerage program for Quinns will be 
detailed during the estimates hearings. I also hope that over the coming 12 months the government will put its 
nose to the grindstone and work out how to build the freeway out there. I know it will be expensive, but we 
cannot expect people to live in the suburbs out there without providing them with transport routes to get to 
medical services and employment. I note that the member for Wanneroo agrees with me. I thank the chamber for 
listening.  

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [3.12 pm]: I will make some comments particularly about some key matters 
in my electorate. It seems that with the return of a Liberal government in this state, Midland has again been put 
on hold. A lot happened in Midland in the past few years. Indeed, in our first years in office we rebuilt three 
primary schools in the electorate—Woodbridge Primary School, formerly known as West Midland; Midvale 
Primary School; and Clayton View Primary School on the Koongamia Primary School site, which included an 
amalgamation with Bellevue Primary School. We also funded the police forensic centre and traffic operations 
centre, which I note was actually opened a couple of months after we lost office. They were huge commitments, 
as was the over $20 million in funding to re-roof the Midland workshops as well as the other money we put into 
those workshops.  

We also put $63 million on the budget for the rebuilding of Governor Stirling Senior High School. That was 
three budgets back now, yet progress on the rebuilding of Governor Stirling Senior High School has been very, 
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very slow. Interestingly enough, when I look across the forward estimates, that project will not be completed this 
year, but things that were put on the budget by this government, such as the $10 million music facility at 
Churchlands Senior High School, which I note is in the Minister for Education’s electorate and which was only 
first talked about a year ago, will be completed in this financial year. I do not think that that is fair or objective. I 
do not see how that need could have been any greater than the need for a new Governor Stirling Senior High 
School. That had been an acknowledged need for some years. There were clearly issues that we had to resolve in 
government about the site for any rebuilding of the school because, quite frankly, the school was not a sprawling 
school like Mt Lawley Senior High School, with which you would be familiar, Mr Deputy Speaker, where a 
staged rebuild could be undertaken. Governor Stirling is a three-storey building that is in shocking condition and 
needs to be totally rebuilt. We have seen the timetable for the completion of that school blow out again and 
again. Unlike some other older high schools that have had rebuilds, the rebuild of Governor Stirling Senior High 
School requires its students to be moved offsite during that process. The current plan is to place the younger 
years of the high school at the old Midland primary school and the more senior years at Cyril Jackson Senior 
Campus. The initial proposal was to send them to Swan View Senior High School, but I understand that Cyril 
Jackson became this government’s choice, for whatever reason. The amount of time the children are offsite must 
be minimised. I put questions on notice to the minister about this.  

There has been a significant reduction in the number of students attending Governor Stirling. Quite simply, that 
is because of the disruption that has occurred over a long time. The end of the building process has dragged on 
and on under this government. It is not that it could not have been done earlier, it is just that the government 
decided to insert other priorities. I have been rather interested in the Premier’s comments about the validity of 
the forward estimates, because when it comes to figures on increases in electricity and water prices next year, 
such as the 22 per cent, the Premier says that they do not count because they are just forward estimates, but when 
it comes to some specific projects that we have been told cabinet has approved, they then do count. Last year the 
Premier signalled that what Labor had in its budget when it was in government does not count and that it is what 
his government puts in the budget that counts. The Liberal Party was dishonest during the election campaign in 
the way in which it approached people on issues such as Governor Stirling Senior High School, because it said it 
would maintain our commitment. What it did not say was that it would delay our commitment and would deliver 
on the school some two years later than we had planned to be able to open it. As a consequence, enrolments at 
that school have dropped significantly. The current year’s enrolment is less than 700. It is a school that only 
seven or eight years ago had an enrolment of some 1 300 students. The number of students at that school has 
nearly halved for no reason other than the state of the school and uncertainty about its future in terms of the 
rebuild and the likely dislocation of students. Essentially, parents have voted with their feet.  

Sadly, too, country parents have voted with their feet. As members know, over the best part of the past 50 years 
country students have boarded at Swanleigh Residential College and attended Governor Stirling Senior High 
School. This government has declined to continue funding Swanleigh. It announced that last year, but gave a 
one-year reprieve so that those in year 11 last year could complete year 12 this year. Unfortunately, and despite 
my protestations and the petitioning of hundreds of parents, Swanleigh will close at the end of this year. This is a 
wrong decision by this government. It again removes what had been a fabulous resource that has been based for 
decades in Middle Swan. The justification for the removal of funding is that the majority of students who board 
at Swanleigh now go to private schools. They go to low-fee private schools, such as Helena College, La Salle 
College and Swan Christian College. 

I believe that country people should have the same options as people in the metropolitan area. It is a shame that 
the National Party does not believe that too; it does not want that kind of facility to be available. I think the 
choice of whether people send their children to a government high school or a low-fee private school, or indeed a 
high-fee private school such as Guildford Grammar, which is also in my electorate, should be a choice for the 
parents, as it is for the people in my electorate. Unfortunately, it is just a reality of life that the populations in 
many country centres—even the bigger ones—often do not provide those opportunities and options for the 
education of young people. In the past, the only way that people have been able to access that option has been by 
boarding their children at Swanleigh Residential College. There have been a number of outstanding graduates of 
Swanleigh—namely, for the record, the current Minister for Agriculture and Food, who boarded at Swanleigh; 
Sharryn Jackson, MP, federal member for Hasluck, who was, I think, head girl at Swanleigh; and the late Bev 
Gallop, who also boarded at Swanleigh. Many more eminent people in the community than I have time to 
mention today boarded there. These people’s families lived in the country and they wanted their children to have 
the opportunity that Swanleigh afforded.  

The National Party has been pouring money into regional hostels in their own electorates and in other country 
electorates, but the key difference is that the opportunities and options available at some of those hostels do not 
equate to those available at Swanleigh. I have not yet done a close cost analysis, but I have most of the 
information and I think we will find that it is actually cheaper for the taxpayer for these parents to pay the lower 
fees at Swanleigh and for the state to subsidise Swanleigh to a much lesser extent than it does those government 
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boarding colleges, and that it is a more economical way of providing an education for those children. The closure 
of Swanleigh, an Anglican Church facility, is an opportunity lost. I find it bizarre that the Liberal Party will be 
responsible for its closure because the Liberal Party often talks long and hard about options being available to 
parents to make a choice for their children about whether they have a private or public education and the level of 
fees and the kinds of schools that they attend, yet in this circumstance, it has cut off a choice because it will no 
longer exist.  

I commend very highly Mr Ian Ludlow from Swanleigh, and the people who have gone before him in managing 
Swanleigh, because the programs they have offered to children have been second to none. They provide buses to 
take them to and from school, they provide genuine outings on the weekends, and they take them to and from 
sporting events and other activities. Some of the kids there told me that their friends who go to other government 
boarding colleges do not get that same kind of pastoral support and support to attend a variety of activities in the 
metropolitan area. If parents from some of those smaller towns are not able to have their child live with them at 
home, it makes little difference whether their child is an hour or two away, or four or five or more hours away. 
They would rather, if their child is not living with them during the week or for the term, that their child live 
somewhere where their opportunities are maximised so that, essentially, their boarding opportunity is enhanced 
to the greatest degree possible.  

The alternative for these parents is, potentially, to move from the country towns where they live, which, again, 
would seem to be against the philosophy espoused by the Liberal and National Parties; alternatively, they have to 
consider other boarding colleges. There is bit of an attitude opposite of, “Well, they can just pay to go to 
somewhere because these are people who are going to private schools rather than the local public school”, and 
perhaps they could do that. But some of lowest fee-paying colleges—places such as Mazenod College or St 
Brigid’s College, which are in a neighbouring electorate to mine—have general and boarding fees that are 
beyond the reach of most of the parents who currently send their children to Swanleigh, so that is not an option 
for those parents. 

I feel confident that when Governor Stirling Senior High School is rebuilt, there will be a massive increase in its 
number of students. Midland is an important regional centre, and it is the natural place to which people from all 
around the region gravitate. It is where the Great Eastern Highway and the Great Northern Highway meet, it has 
good access by train and bus, and it has good access to the northern and Agricultural regions. It is, generally, a 
hub for all kinds of activity. In the past an enormous number of students have been attracted to Governor 
Stirling, and I understand that in its heyday, Governor Stirling had over 1 500 students. The school being built by 
this government will cater for a maximum of only 1 000 students. I think that is very short-sighted. We need to 
provide the best possible opportunities in a major regional centre. I fail to see how it can be fair that there are 
schools as big and grand as Shenton College, in the Premier’s electorate, or Churchlands Senior High School, in 
the Minister for Education’s electorate, yet the eastern suburbs has nothing that matches either of those schools 
in either the number of students or facilities. Governor Stirling was our opportunity to provide that. Sevenoaks 
Senior College is also in the eastern metropolitan region, but it is not over on the Midland side of things; 
Midland is to the north east, and that college is very much to the south east, if I have my directions right.  

When Sevenoaks opened, there was a massive number of enrolments, and because it was close to a railway 
station and so forth, many more students attended than were anticipated. I believe that there will be a similar 
demand when Governor Stirling is rebuilt; sadly, it is a demand that will not be able to be met because there will 
be room for only 1 000 students on the campus being built by this government. There needs to be some 
accountability from the minister as to why a $10 million music facility at Churchlands will be completed at the 
end of this financial year when Governor Stirling has to wait a couple more years, given that Governor Stirling 
was put in the forward estimates by us and committed to by our cabinet three years ago.  

Applecross Senior High School was first raised in last year’s budget, and, at this stage, it is due to be finalised on 
the same timetable as Governor Stirling Senior High School. Basically, it entered the budget papers two years 
later and it will be completed at the same time. With the plain bias against the eastern metropolitan region—
particularly Midland—that this government has shown, I will not be surprised to learn, next year, that 
Applecross will be finished a year before Governor Stirling Senior High School. I certainly urge all people in the 
eastern metropolitan region to take note of those kinds of issues and realise that there is simply no point in 
people voting Liberal if they live in or around the Midland region.  

I also want to mention the Midland health campus. Page 198 of the Budget Statements has an item “Midland 
Health Campus Planning”, for which there is an allocation of $6 million. The estimated expenditure before the 
end of June this year is $700 000, and there is an estimated expenditure on planning of $5.3 million for 2010–11. 
Our cabinet committed to the Midland health campus some three years ago now. Indeed, the site on which it is to 
be built is one of the sites that we were considering for the rebuild of Governor Stirling Senior High School, but 
cabinet decided that that site would be used for the health campus. 

[Member’s time extended.] 
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Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The next line item is “Midland Health Campus — Development Stage 1” and there is a 
figure of $354 200 000. I note that the federal government’s commitment, which I assume is incorporated in that 
amount, is $181 million. The federal government gave that commitment not in this year’s federal budget but in 
last year’s federal budget. It has put $181 million towards the development of the Midland health campus. That 
should have been the impetus to fast-track and complete the Midland health campus, as we had proposed to do 
by the end of 2012. I have not checked the sign near the workshops in Midland since the week before last when I 
drove by the site, but it said then that the Midland health campus was due to be completed at the end of 2012. I 
have been told that that date will be crossed out and changed to 2015. That is a three-year delay, at least. We 
cannot believe the forward estimates, as the Premier has told us. There will be at least a three-year delay before 
the health campus is built. That is a much-needed facility. 

The state of the Swan District Hospital and its facilities is not good. Although some of the new sections that were 
built in recent years are very good, such as the mental health area and some other areas, the majority of the 
hospital is in an appalling state. That is why our government committed to building the new health campus, 
which we planned to have finished by the end of 2012. Swan District Hospital is in an appalling state. When I 
visited it with the former Minister for Health, the member for Fremantle, we saw massive cracks in the walls, 
dilapidated facilities, peeling paint and all kinds of structural issues. That meant that it was not sensible to 
renovate the hospital. Our government gave very strong consideration to doing that. The view of the then 
Minister for Health and the government was that the best thing to do was to renovate the hospital. However, 
when we looked at the costs of the renovation and the result that it would deliver, it was considered to be a 
second-best option. When we looked to rebuild the hospital, it was thought that we would take the opportunity to 
bring it into the centre of Midland because its proximity to the train line and bus service would make it vastly 
more accessible by public transport. Swan District Hospital was originally a country hospital that has grown like 
Topsy over the decades. It has gradually sprawled out and been added to. There was no coherent plan for a final 
hospital when that hospital was first constructed. This was, therefore, a phenomenal opportunity to build the new 
campus. 

I am very disappointed with this government because the former government had committed to the full amount 
of money—some $350 million—to build a completely new Midland health campus to replace Swan District 
Hospital and to build it by 2012, in the absence of any federal funding I might add. Last year, the federal 
government announced that it would make a $181 million contribution to the development of that hospital 
because it saw the urgent need for the hospital to be completed for the eastern region. This government can put 
whatever spin on this that it likes, but I believe this project is very much on hold. The latest information is that 
the government has called for some expressions of interest or limited tender to see what interest there is from the 
private sector for being involved in the hospital. I sound a word of caution on two counts. The first is that the 
process the government is undertaking may just delay things. If the government was really committed to building 
the Midland health campus, it would just let the tender and build it; it would not be testing the water with private 
industry to see whether a private hospital can be built there. Quite apart from putting the Midland health campus 
on the never–never list of deliveries as, potentially, a delaying tactic, my second concern is the impact of having 
a private hospital versus a public hospital in Midland. Members are well aware that many people in Midland are 
not privately insured. They do not use private hospitals and are reliant on good public hospital care. That has to 
be the first obligation and concern of any state government when building a new health campus at Midland. The 
hospital must be accessible to everyone in the community. I do not believe that I am alone when I say that across 
the board, good health care for all people in the community should be a priority for any member of this place 
who purports to represent the people. Basic access to good quality public health care and a good quality public 
education should be the two principal premises of any state government. Sadly, that is lacking here. 

I sound a warning also about the potential impact a private health campus in Midland will have on Mercy 
Hospital, which might interest the Deputy Speaker. I have spoken to people from Mercy Hospital. Essentially, it 
is the private hospital that caters for Midland. Perhaps the Premier, the Deputy Speaker and others do not realise 
that Mercy Hospital, like all private hospitals, has a certain catchment area. Mercy Hospital is the major private 
hospital of choice for most of my constituents who are privately insured in Midland and the neighbouring areas 
such as the hills, Kalamunda, Darlington, Mundaring and the Swan Valley. Mercy Hospital has concerns about 
how a private hospital in Midland would impact on its viability. The government should be seriously considering 
this matter. As members are aware, the Reid report, which set out a plan for health care and the future of 
hospitals in our state and which the former Labor government adopted, was fully thought through. We are now 
seeing a piecemeal plan. It is like a thought bubble from the government. The government is testing the water to 
see whether it can get some private interest in building a privately run hospital at Midland. However, because it 
is not part of an overall plan, the government has not thought of all the contingencies and about who might be 
affected. The end result might be that the Deputy Speaker could lose a very important private hospital from his 
electorate if the hospital does not remain strong and viable. It is like any other business. Whether it is a shopping 
centre or a hospital, businesses are reliant on having a certain catchment area of people who patronise the 
business. If Mercy Hospital lost 20 per cent or 30 per cent of its business to a private hospital in Midland, that 
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would have an impact on Mercy Hospital’s bottom line and it would have to address that in its own budgeting 
and planning. I am not saying that it would necessarily force Mercy Hospital to close, but it certainly would 
cause it to review its operation. As members are aware, MercyCare has other hospitals and it might have to 
reconsider where they are strategically best positioned. That is certainly a significant issue. 

As the member for Midland, I want to see Swan District Hospital replaced by a top-quality public hospital on the 
site near the workshops in Midland as soon as possible. It should have been delivered by the end of 2012. It 
would have been delivered by the end of 2012 had we been in government, especially with the federal 
government offering to put in half the money.  

I will finish on the issue of the Fire and Emergency Services Authority levy. In question time I was absolutely 
gobsmacked by the hypocrisy of the Minister for Emergency Services, the member for Hillarys. I recall only too 
well the comments he made in this house on 22 October 2002 when we were debating the FESA legislation. He 
referred in part to the old system that used to take place when referring to who made what contribution towards 
providing fire services. Previously there was a small contribution from state government and an equal, but also 
small, contribution from local government and the rest was collected via insurance premiums. The now Minister 
for Emergency Services and indeed many members of the National Party said at that time that they saw this as 
the state government pulling out of committing to its share of the funding. Our government undertook not to do 
that. It undertook to continue to contribute the same amount out of the consolidated revenue fund. It undertook 
that it would not reduce the amount of money coming out of the CRF each year and push that onto taxpayers. 
Indeed, the member for Hillarys, the now Minister for Emergency Services, said on 22 October 2002 — 

The State Government will no longer subsidise fire services to the extent it did in the past. This 
legislation will transfer that cost of subsidy to the ratepayers of Western Australia. They will 
undoubtedly have to pay more than they are paying now for their fire levy.  

I responded to the member by saying that we would not and that the state would continue to make the same 
contribution out of the CRF. This is where the hypocrisy comes in. The member for Hillarys also said — 

What upsets me is the fact that the Government cannot help slugging the poor old taxpayers in Western 
Australia all the way along the line.   

Today we heard the member for Hillarys say that he had to put up the fee for taxpayers by some $24 million; 
about $27 per household. At the same time, $28 million is not being put into the fund by Treasury. On that basis 
the fund will be $4 million short. If I have misread those figures or if somebody has got them wrong, I would be 
pleased to know. I note today the minister had no answer to that. It seems to me that, rather than increase the 
overall amount of money, this government has reduced it.  

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Treasurer) [3.43 pm] — in reply: I thank members on both sides of the 
house for their contribution to the second reading debate on the two budget bills—the Appropriation 
(Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2010–11 Bill 2010 and the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 
2010–11 Bill 2010.  

Obviously members use this opportunity to talk about matters relating to their electorates. All of us, to a greater 
or lesser extent, have our electorates impacted by announcements in the budget. There was widespread 
discussion and debate about the overall economics and policy side of the budget. I do not intend to respond in 
any great detail. There will be, throughout estimates committees next week, a lot more opportunity for detailed 
questions and answers and, no doubt, further debate.  

I remind members where we are at in an economic cycle. Over the past six months there has been a false sense of 
optimism around Australia that somehow the difficult economic times are behind us. I have been amazed, if not 
dismayed, by the level of optimism coming out of Canberra. It was clear that the world financial situation was 
brittle. Over the past two weeks we have seen severe economic problems in what is now being called the siesta 
economies of Europe. It continues and it has implications here. The fragility of our economy was always there. 
We have seen the Australian dollar drop very quickly from 92c to 82c. It shows, and should remind all of us, that 
we are in a trade-oriented economy and a trade-exposed economy. To have impacted on top of that the 
considerable uncertainty sovereign risk issues related to the proposed resource super profits tax has added to our 
difficulties. Of course, the negative side of that proposal is very much concentrated in Western Australia.  

Despite what some commentators and members might say, I remind members opposite that this budget actually 
sees our goods and services tax fall—not in percentage terms and not in relative terms. It actually drops 
$211 million from the current year to the next year. The increase in the 2009–10 financial year over 2008–09 
was in the order of only $65 million out of $3.5 billion. It is not even keeping up with population, let alone 
population growth and retail spending growth. Western Australia is under continual financial pressure. However, 
this state is the one state that has the capacity to see strong economic growth for not only Western Australia but 
also all Australians. It is still a fragile and difficult environment.  
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The government produced a budget that is strong in policy content. Again, that might not be widely recognised. I 
am not complaining about that; it is the reality. This government delivered on its commitment to have a budget 
surplus and it intends to maintain budget surpluses and use that money wisely. This state has controlled 
government expenditure and there has been a lot of good debate about that issue. The explanation given today in 
question time by the Minister for Health puts it in context. Health expenditure is still growing strongly, but it is 
not growing at the runaway rate that it has over the past two or three years. 

Similarly there has been a lot of debate about education expenditure. I remind members that there are some 
unique factors in education, not the least of which is the movement of the half-cohort from primary school into 
secondary education. It has had a profound effect. The other major fact is that figures for the current financial 
year have been very much exaggerated by the flowthrough of federal stimulus spending. That gives what 
members erroneously interpreted as little or no growth in education spending. Underlying growth in education 
spending is there.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member for Midland had her chance.  

There is plenty of opportunity to explore those trends in education and health.  

I will refer to the reform agenda, but I will not go through all the portfolios. This government is reforming 
education. It is going to build these hospitals that have been talked about for so long. They will be built under a 
Liberal–National government. That is the difference. It is all right to talk about what there is or is not in the 
forward estimates, but the only real test of a government is a government that actually builds things. Fiona 
Stanley Hospital is currently being built, and the children’s hospital, the eastern suburbs Midland campus and the 
Albany hospital will be built. Already improvements are being made to Joondalup and Kalgoorlie and — 

Mr M.J. Cowper: Harvey. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes, of course, Harvey hospital—the flagship project!  

A lot has been spoken about the so-called education revolution. There is only one education revolution in 
Australia. Only one part of the Australian education system is going through real change, and that is here and it 
is with independent public schools. It is something that probably members opposite actually agree with, but the 
teachers’ union and the union movement is opposed to. I can assure members that every other state Premier and 
state government would like to see reform in education similar to what is happening in Western Australia. None 
of them feels they can achieve it because of the position of the teachers’ unions in their states. The only 
education revolution is in this state. I remind members opposite to look at what their federal education minister 
and Deputy Prime Minister is saying. She is continually drawing attention to the reform in schools in Western 
Australia, not by a Labor government but by a Liberal–National government. As recently as last weekend, the 
federal education minister was talking about the reform in schools and independent public schools. I do not 
know where members opposite stand on that. Maybe they need to get on board and think about the quality of 
education—the teaching and learning process.  

We also have a very strong reform agenda in the delivery of more human-related services through non-
government organisations, along the lines of what has long been in place in the disability services area, but 
extending that into areas such as mental health, youth services, housing, homelessness and the like. We intend to 
move with that at a strong pace, and a steady pace, but a responsible pace. It has been warmly received within 
the not-for-profit sector. There are issues—some members raised these issues—of a disparity in wage levels. I 
recognise that. One of the first tasks of the partnership forum will be to look at the reasons why we have a 
disparity in wages—it is not altogether obvious why—and how that can be addressed in some way. I want to see 
workers in the human services area, both in non-government employment and government employment, be 
better paid. I want to see workers in the government sector be better paid. We hope that can be achieved.  

The capital works program is large and aggressive and will take some management. As I said in the budget 
speech, and afterwards, I do have a concern about the rise in state debt. Members opposite have referred to that. 
That is the potential sting in the tail. We do have to, as a state, manage that rise in debt level. It is under control. 
It is well below 4.5 per cent of the revenue of the state. So long as the state continues to grow strongly, it is 
manageable. But that is something we will be watching very, very carefully.   

While these are not strictly revenue measures as such, there was, quite rightly, considerable debate about the 
impact of this budget on families and on the cost of living. I recognise that this budget will put a genuine 
hardship on many Western Australian families. The rise in electricity prices and the rise in water prices are large 
rises. But, again, as I explained to anyone who was listening yesterday in question time, the rise in water prices 
might be 17.7 per cent. For those houses connected to deep sewerage and drainage, the total rise in their water, 
drainage and sewerage bill will be about 12 per cent. That is a big rise, but manageable. Both electricity and 
water prices are now not at full cost recovery but probably 80 per cent of the way there. We have dealt with—not 
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resolved, but dealt with—these issues. I restate that although there will, no doubt, be some further increases in 
prices in future years, they will not be anywhere near the scale of what has been necessary this year and last year. 
We have not concealed the truth from the public of Western Australia. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member may snigger. But this is an honest government. We have not concealed the 
truth.   

Mr P. Papalia interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: We have told the people of Western Australia the situation relating to water supply and 
electricity supply, and we have asked them to share the burden. I have to tell members opposite that they 
underestimate the good sense and the sense of community responsibility of the public of Western Australia. They 
underestimate that by their comments and their attempts to portray a misunderstanding and a mistruth about the 
budget.   

In that regard, many of the comments made by members opposite related to so-called privatisation. For goodness 
sake, move on! Is contracting out government services to the Salvation Army or the Anglican Church, or any 
other not-for-profit organisation, dreadful privatisation, or is it actually providing better services, delivered by 
groups that are close to the community, and making more effective use of taxpayers’ money? If that is 
privatisation to members opposite, so be it. We on this side are serious about policy. We are not hung up on 
words and slogans. Members opposite will need to do better in public debate than simply rely on slogans.  

Members opposite talked about the privatisation of schools. Can anyone name a school in Western Australia that 
has been privatised or will be privatised? No. In 100 years, or more, of public education in this state, no school to 
my knowledge has ever been privatised. Schools have closed and school sites have been sold. But we have not 
privatised schools, and we have not privatised children; and we will not. That is a nonsense term. What of course 
members opposite are talking about is who does the cleaning and gardening on school sites. That is important to 
school communities, but it is not about education. It is not about children. 

Similarly, members opposite talked about the privatisation of hospitals. Okay. There is a debate there. I 
recognise that. Under the previous Liberal–National government of the 1990s, yes, we did have some different 
models in health. We have the co-location of private health and public health in Bunbury. That is a terrific 
success. We have a private hospital in Peel, providing public health services. That is a different model. We have 
private operators in Joondalup, in a publicly-owned building. That is a very successful model. Those models 
work well. They are good services. Do people go into Joondalup hospital and think this is horrible; this is 
privately provided? No, they do not. They understand that it is a public health service, it is free and available to 
them, and it is quality health care. So members opposite should not run around Western Australia trying to 
frighten people into thinking that the health system is going to be privatised. In fact, the health system has 
always been a mix of private and public expenditure. General practitioners are private; hospitals are both private 
and public. What the public wants is quality health care, when it is needed, and at an affordable price; and that is 
what we will continue to try to achieve. 

Probably the one genuine revenue measure in the budget was the increase in the dividends payable by 
government trading enterprises. That was done for revenue purposes. I make no apology about that. The state 
government was under difficult financial times—we still are—and we increased the dividends paid by state-
owned utilities from 50 per cent to 65 per cent, with the exception of the Water Corporation, which is already at 
that level. Again, why not? A government should be able to make decisions about capital works projects, and 
that is what we intend to do. This is a government that is respectful of proper process and is respectful of the 
public sector. But this is a government that makes decisions. We are not a government like the one we had 
during the years of the Gallop Labor government, which was so process-driven that it was incapable of making 
decisions.  

There is no doubt that in country and regional areas of Western Australia, through a whole range of expenditures 
in education, health and the like, and with the addition of the royalties for regions program, more is being done 
than has probably ever been done in the history of this state. The only comparable period would be the 
development of the Pilbara in the early 1960s. There has been nothing in the history of Western Australia or 
Australia to compare with this. But all we get from members opposite is inane and puerile discussion about 
talking toilets. That is the level they get to. I challenge members opposite to go out to country Western Australia 
and make fun of royalties for regions, and make fun of the investments that are taking place in the Pilbara and in 
Kalgoorlie and elsewhere in the state, and see how they get on. Have the courage to do that. Members opposite 
throw rocks in here. Go out to country and regional Western Australia and see what people out there think. I do 
not think they go out there enough. 

Finally, I want to say something about the public sector. There will always be issues about the public sector; and 
we saw an issue in question time. This government is doing a lot—maybe beneath the surface—to improve the 
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quality and professionalism of the Western Australian public service; and it needs that. It does. Many good 
people, many young people, have left the public service for a variety of reasons over recent years. We are 
actively improving the structure of the public service and giving an independence to the public service through 
the Public Sector Commissioner. In this year’s budget, we have allocated $10 million—a large amount of 
money—for the professional training and development of public servants. We are actively trying to identify and 
recruit outstanding young people into the public service. They may not benefit this government in this term, but 
they will be the future leaders of the public sector in Western Australia. That has not happened before, but it is 
being done now. That will be of lasting benefit to this state. Hopefully, governments of whatever persuasion will 
enjoy the benefits of that.  

I will conclude on that. We had the estimates committees last week, and I know that a lot of the detail — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Next week!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: What did I say? Did I say last week? It has been a long week! 

Mr B.J. Grylls: It went very well, Premier! 

Mr M. McGowan: You’re living in the past, Premier! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes, I am living in the past. I really wish it had been last week! Next week, we will go 
through the estimates committees. I would urge members to ask good questions—questions of fact—and I would 
urge ministers to answer those questions fully and accurately, and we will see how we go. I thank members, and 
I look forward to next week.  

Questions put and passed. 

Bills read a second time. 

Pursuant to standing order 222, bills and estimates referred to Estimates Committees A and B. 

APPROVALS AND RELATED REFORMS (NO. 2) (MINING) BILL 2009 

Consideration in Detail 

Resumed from 20 May. 

Clause 6: Section 63AA amended — 

Debate was adjourned after the clause had been partly considered. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: When this debate was adjourned, I was seeking clarification from the minister 
representing the Minister for Mines and Petroleum on the impact of clause 6 on exploration licences. I was keen 
to know whether the wording in the explanatory memorandum was accurate, as it makes it clear that conditions 
may be imposed on the holder of an exploration licence. I am keen to know if the holder of an exploration 
licence would be required to conform to the requirements of a mine closure plan.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: I have been advised that this is a technical change to the bill. It allows conditions to be 
imposed on the holder of an exploration licence to make it clear that it relates to conditions below the ground as 
well as on the surface. It ensures that the conditions of the exploration licence, which may be to rehabilitate, 
include conditions below the ground as well as on the surface.  

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I thank the minister for that clarification. I seek further information. We are talking 
about the process of a mine closure plan being fully applied to those who engage not in the operation of a mine 
but simply in the exploration for minerals.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: This is different from a mining proposal. I am advised that under an exploration licence, 
exploration activity is subject to a program of works. This is considered and approved with conditions, including 
rehabilitation. Failure to comply with conditions renders the exploration licence liable for forfeiture.  

Mr C.J. Tallentire: Are those conditions that go with a program of works the same conditions that would be 
required for someone who has a mine closure plan? Is the same process used? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: No, they are two different processes. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: Is it fair to say that the explanatory memorandum is a bit misleading because someone 
reading that would quite legitimately expect that exploration licences will come under the same regime as an 
operating mine?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: This part of the bill relates to mine closure plans and other measures to minimise the 
damage to land.  

Mr C.J. Tallentire: To finish this point off, the explanatory memorandum does say that the conditions may be 
imposed on the holder of an exploration licence. I think that gives any member of the community or any member 
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of Parliament reading this document a reasonable expectation that the same standards would be applied to 
exploration licences as we see applied to operating mines. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Proposed section 63AA already says that. It is proposed that it will now apply to 
anything below the ground as well as above the ground. That is already in there. It is actually clarifying that 
conditions can be imposed below and above ground. That is the only add-on to the existing act.  

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I have a concern that we are seeing a continuation of the confusion that is sometimes 
nurtured by the industry. There is confusion about what is exploration and what is actual mining. While I can 
understand that this legislation is perhaps presented as being fundamentally about operational mines and the 
closure plans that would apply to them, it is through either poor drafting or a poor presentation of information 
that we are seeing this suggestion that the holder of an exploration licence—I am paraphrasing the explanatory 
memorandum—would be obliged to respect the terms of a mine closure plan.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: I note the member’s comment.  

Clause put and passed.  

Clause 7 put and passed.  

Clause 8: Section 70O amended — 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: One of the proposed amendments in this clause is to provide a definition of “mine 
closure plan”. I seek assurance from the minister that a mine closure plan also applies to a general-purpose lease, 
as presented in division 4.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: The answer is yes.  

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I thank the minister for that clarification. We are talking about some very extensive 
areas of land in the state. For instance, we are talking about huge areas of tailings dams, often requiring very, 
very expensive rehabilitation works. We need to be given some information on what sort of arrangements are in 
place to ensure that a company would have the financial means to rehabilitate land and to then also provide 
information on what would happen should a mining company no longer exist; it might be on-sold or it might go 
into bankruptcy. What would happen then with the payment for those very complicated mine rehabilitation 
works that would be required? I guess I am referring to the whole bond structure. I am seeking an assurance that 
there is some linkage between those mine closure plans and a bond system that is not just a system of putting a 
nominated amount of money in a balance sheet but a system that gives the state of Western Australia access to 
funds that can be used to undertake important rehabilitation works.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: The member is correct; there is a bond system in place. The interesting thing about 
bonds is that rehabilitation can be sequential. Sizeable bonds are put in place already. Sections of the bond can 
be released if the department is comfortable that they are sequentially rehabilitating. There is a process in place 
at the moment, and the member can be assured that that will continue.  

Clause put and passed.  

Clause 9 put and passed. 

Clause 10: Section 84AA inserted — 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We have heard a lot of talk in recent weeks about cost impositions on the mining industry. 
I am wondering whether, under this proposal and the additional requirements for mine closure plans, any 
analysis has been done on what the cost to the mining industry may be in the global sense, and what it might 
mean for mining operations. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: There has been no global analysis; each mine will be considered on a case-by-case 
basis. I have been advised that no analysis has been done on the actual costs. The Chamber of Minerals and 
Energy has been consulted, and it is supportive. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I support this clause; its intent is excellent. It provides for the review of mine closure 
plans, and that is vital, because it is so often the case that new information becomes available or there is a 
realisation that the methodology for a closure is in need of change that takes into account a better understanding 
of the circumstances of the natural environment in which the mine is situated, or perhaps a new technology has 
been developed that can help speed things or improve rehabilitation. With that in mind, I think it is important 
that we are sure about the process that is used for reviewing mine closure plans. I accept the minister’s brief 
summary of how the mine closure plan review process would work. I am particularly interested to know whether 
it is a process that will allow for community comment. I ask that because we so often hear that corporate 
knowledge on particular issues no longer exists within a government agency or within a company. We have great 
employment fluidity in the resources sector, with people constantly moving from one job to another, and, before 
we know it, people are working on a project without any knowledge of the history of the project. When there is 
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that lack of corporate or technical knowledge about a mine in a government agency or a mining company, we 
need to be sure that we have access to that knowledge—invariably it is only to be found in the general 
community. I am hoping that the minister will be able to reassure me that we have a good mine closure review 
process in place that allows for extensive community comment and allows the community to put information 
forward and know that it will be taken on board in the reviewed mine closure plan. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The mine closure plan, which is part of the mining plan, is a public document. It will be 
transparent to all the communities involved. When the mining plan is approved, they will be able to see what the 
department has approved for the rehabilitation process. I am assuming the updated plans will also be available 
for public comment. That is the process. If the community is not happy, it can buy into the process. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Are there appeal opportunities? If the reviewed mine closure plan has not taken on 
board important bits of information that have been put forward by people, can they appeal to have the mine 
closure plan improved? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: There is no appeal process, but if they do not meet the conditions, they will lose their 
bond. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Can members of the community who have been actively engaged in helping the 
review of a closure plan appeal, should they find that the latest version of the closure plan is not to the standards 
they believe should be met? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: My advice is that if that is the case, they should write to the minister and involve the 
minister in taking action, if they are unhappy. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: But you’re saying there’s not a formal appeal process? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: No. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I want to reiterate the cost issue. I am concerned about costs in the mining industry. Does 
the minister envisage that mining companies will need to employ additional staff or additional staff hours to 
satisfy the requirements of this legislation? Does the minister envisage that the relevant department will need to 
employ additional staff or additional staff hours to meet the requirements of this legislation? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: It is really just a natural progression. They should be doing this anyway, so the same 
people who are producing the mining plan will make sure that they have a rehabilitation plan as part of the 
overall plan. It will be the same people. 

Mr M. McGowan: But if they are doing additional work — 

Mr W.R. MARMION: It will be additional work that they should have been doing anyway. It will involve extra 
hours, but not extra people. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: This might be my final question on this clause. Will the review of mine closure plans 
apply to mines that are covered by state agreement acts? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: No. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 11 to 43 put and passed. 

Title put and passed. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Commerce) [4.16 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [4.16 pm]: The opposition has been supportive and cooperative with this 
legislation. We sought the opportunity to examine some of the provisions during consideration in detail of the 
legislation, which is our right. At no point did we advise the government that we would not seek that 
opportunity. We therefore sought that opportunity, as is our right, and some sensible questions were asked by the 
member for Gosnells and me of the minister on this legislation. That is the way this Parliament should work. 
Consideration in detail is an opportunity for details to be teased out about legislation that might be relevant and 
interesting to the public of Western Australia and useful to the future interpretation of the legislation. I am 
pleased that that opportunity came about; I was able to raise the issue of additional costs to the mining industry. 
Despite the minister’s short answers, I think it is plain that there will be additional costs for some players in the 
mining industry under this legislation. Notwithstanding that, we think the legislation is worthwhile and should be 
supported. On occasions, there should be impositions on business, and if business can afford to pay, it should 
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pay additional money for worthwhile purposes. On this occasion, as I understand it, the mining industry is 
agreeable. There was other recent legislation that the opposition supported to ensure that there were more mine 
site inspectors, which created quite a large imposition on the mining industry.  

It brings to mind the debate on the resource rent tax. I have a feeling that if I were to try to debate that—I would 
like to raise some issues in that respect—the Leader of the House might object. I spoke on it during the second 
reading debate, and I would like to speak on it further. I have said things that are contrary to the commonwealth 
government’s proposal. I think what I have said is a reasonable way forward for the commonwealth government. 
Were it to adopt what I have suggested, I think most people in Australia would find it to be fair and reasonable. 
Some ideas have been thrown up and tossed around since I made that speech last week. Some are furphies and 
some are correct. I heard the Premier say today that he thinks the 40 per cent reimbursement of companies when 
a mining project fails is not the way to go. I agree with him. In fact, I said that last week. Perhaps we had 
different reasoning in getting to that point, but I said exactly the same thing last week. I am pleased that he 
agrees with me and that I agree with him; the offset for losses is not necessary. I suspect that the commonwealth 
government will dump that proposition in the near future.  

I have gone further than that. The industry does not particularly want all the spending requirements, demands or 
initiatives under the resource rent tax proposal. If the commonwealth government wants to make the tax more 
affordable for industry, it should drop them. I probably go a little further than the Premier on that. I do not agree 
with him in his arguments around company tax. Company tax is a flat rate on profits of 30 per cent. If that rate 
were lifted by a flat amount, it would penalise companies irrespective of their capacity to pay. At least a profits-
based tax, as proposed, would take account of a company’s capacity to pay, more than an impositional surcharge 
on the company tax rate would. That is obvious. It all depends on the rate of the surcharge the Premier is 
proposing. If the rate were small, I am sure industry would agree, but if the rate were large, I am sure it would 
not agree. The principle behind what he is saying is that it should be a flat tax rate as opposed to one based on 
the ability to pay. I make that minor but significant point. The argument that industry is somehow not paying if a 
tax is applied is nonsensical to me, because if that were the case, industry would be supporting it. Industry is 
obviously paying it. What he is saying is that they get their minerals for free because a tax is applied and their 
royalties are reimbursed. If that were the case and the industry was getting minerals for free, it would totally 
support it, but it is not saying that, so there must be a slight flaw in what the Premier is proposing.  

The Premier said that lifting the threshold would make no difference. That is blatantly incorrect. If the threshold 
were lifted—I suggested 15 per cent—industry would obviously benefit. I cannot understand how the Premier 
could say that lifting the threshold would make no difference. I think I heard Mitch Hook use words to the same 
effect today. Lifting the threshold would make a difference, particularly as the companies that are more 
profitable would be paying and the companies that are less profitable would not be paying. I would have thought 
that that would be a sensible proposition so that we take account of those companies that make the very large 
profits. As we saw in the budget papers, it is envisaged that the price of iron ore will double. If it is profitable 
now, we can see how much more profitable it will be if the price doubles, so there is some capacity. The Premier 
agrees with that—there is additional capacity for the industry to pay. The bulk commodity miners, of course, 
have a greater capacity to pay, but there should be huge changes to the current proposal. If we start from the 
principle that they can afford to pay more, it is a matter of how that system is put in place.  

Lastly, the Henry tax inquiry has been around since 2008. Submissions were called for over a long period. I 
would be interested to know whether the state government made a submission to that inquiry. If it is so 
concerned about what is being proposed, did it make a submission to the Henry tax inquiry, which was the 
biggest tax inquiry in this country of the past 10 years? If it did not, it must answer why it did not.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Did you?   

Mr M. McGOWAN: We were not in office. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You are still a political party; you are in opposition.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes, we are in opposition. The government has 100 000 people working for it; we have 
about 10.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: You have more than that.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Well, there are 10 or 11 in the Leader of the Opposition’s office. The government has 
agency after agency. As members opposite know, it is a reasonable thing to ask: did the government make a 
submission to the Henry tax inquiry; and, if it did not, why not? All these arguments have been out there for a 
long time. If the government was so concerned, attempting to address the matter after the horse has bolted is not 
the right way to go; it should have addressed it when it was out there to be addressed.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and passed. 
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RAIL SAFETY BILL 2009 

Returned 

Bill returned from the Council with amendments. 

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 

Special 

On motion by Mr R.F. Johnson (Leader of the House), resolved — 

That the house at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 15 June 2010 at 2.00 pm. 

House adjourned at 4.25 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 
 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —  
PRIVATISED RECORDS MANAGEMENT SERVICES 

2757. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the Minister for 
State Development; Minister Assisting the Minister for Transport 

What is the annual cost to the Western Australian Government of privatised records management services 
encompassing: 

(a) file retrieval services for Western Australian Government agencies where records are held by private 
sector services providers; and 

(b) storage costs to Western Australian Government agencies of records held by private sector services 
providers? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 

Gascoyne Development Commission 

(a)-(b) Nil 

Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission 

(a)-(b) Nil 

Great Southern Development Commission 

(a)-(b) Nil 

Kimberley Development Commission 

(a)-(b) Nil 

LandCorp  

(a) 2008/09 — $9,204.36 

(b) 2008/09 — $9,661.41 

Wheatbelt Development Commission 

(a) Nil  

(b) $5,200 per annum 

Landgate 

(a) $1830 year to date  

(b) $8069.13 per annum 

Mid West Development Commission 

(a)-(b) Nil 

Peel Development Commission 

(a)-(b) Nil 

Pilbara Development Commission 

(a) Nil 

(b) $538 per annum 

The Department for Regional Development and Lands 

(a)-(b)  $4,294.51 (to 31 March 2010 - separate costs not available) 

South West Development Commission 

(a) $85. 

(b) $458. 

__________ 


