
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Thursday, 11 June 2009 

                 

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

TRANSPERTH BUS SERVICE 490 

Petition 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [9.02 am]: I have a petition from 368 signatories that has been duly stamped 
and authorised by the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly. It is to the Legislative Assembly and reads in the 
following manner � 

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

We, the undersigned, are extremely dissatisfied with the public transport services provided for residents 
in or near the suburbs of Yanchep and Two Rocks and share grave concerns about the inadequacy and 
infrequency of the Transperth Route 490 service operating between Two Rocks, Yanchep and Clarkson. 

We note that: 

Route 490 was recently changed to use the new Marmion Avenue extension rather than Wanneroo Road 
without any community consultation. 

Utilisation of Marmion Avenue by the new Route 490 has meant that the previous route which followed 
Wanneroo Road is no longer serviced, leaving those residents reliant on the old Route 490 with 
substantially reduced access to essential public transport. The route changes have also resulted in the 
removal of stops, most significantly, a stop previously located at the Village Row Shops which enabled 
elderly residents to access the Medical Centre and Pharmacy. 

The Route 490 service timetable runs too infrequently, causing significant problems for residents reliant 
on the service, in particular, workers and students commuting to and from work and school, and the 
disabled and the elderly who rely on the service for their basic transport needs. The new Route 490 also 
no longer links to express Transperth Trains between Clarkson and Perth. 

Yanchep and Two Rocks are formally recognised as being within the Perth Metropolitan area and 
provision of public transport services must be improved to match this status 

We therefore request the Barnett Government immediately review the Route 490 timetable with 
community consultation and increase the frequency of the new Route 490. We also request that an 
additional Transperth service between Two Rocks, Yanchep and Clarkson be provided to follow 
Wanneroo Road and service stops that were removed. It is imperative that essential public transport 
resources are in Yanchep and Two Rocks are increased to address the serious problems now 
experienced by residents. 

As I said, Mr Speaker, the petition has 368 signatories and has been certified by the Clerk. 

[See petition 70.] 

INFILL SEWERAGE PROGRAM � SPEARWOOD 
Petition 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn) [9.05 am]: I have a further series of 111 signatures on a petition that conforms 
with the standing orders of the Legislative Assembly and calls for the following � 

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

We the undersigned express our outrage and disgust with the decision by the Minister for Water and 
Mental Health to cancel the in-fill sewerage program for Spearwood, 28A, 3N, 16AB, 12P, 16PP. 

These in-fill areas were designated high-risk by the Department of Health in 2006 and were given 
priority for completion by Watercorp and the previous Labor government. 

Now we ask the Legislative Assembly, To call on the Liberal Government to honour previous 
commitments made to complete the Spearwood in-fill sewage program by 2010. 

[See petition 71.] 
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BALLAJURA POLICE STATION 
Petition 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [9.06 am]: I have a petition from 1 653 petitioners regarding the closure of 
Ballajura Police Station, which reads � 

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

We, the undersigned, respectfully say that the Ballajura Police Station is a valued and necessary 
presence within the community. We fear that if the station is closed, crime will only increase in our 
community and we call upon the Premier of Western Australia to guarantee the station�s future. 

Now we ask that the Legislative Assembly guarantee the station�s future and ensure that the Ballajura 
Police Station remains open and continues to be a respected aspect of our community.  

[See petition 72.] 

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

GRAFFITI FORUM 
Statement by Minister for Police 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys � Minister for Police) [9.07 am]: Last Thursday I opened Western Australia�s 
first graffiti forum, at which 250 anti-graffiti professionals assembled to learn and demonstrate the most effective 
ways of targeting graffiti. The state government is serious about tackling graffiti and we have implemented a 
series of initiatives that will help us reclaim our neighbourhoods, public transport and shopping centres from 
graffiti vandals. 

Graffiti does not just damage public and private property�it damages the community�s sense of safety and 
security. 

At the graffiti forum, I launched two initiatives from the newly reformed state Graffiti Taskforce to combat the 
scourge of graffiti across Western Australia. I announced that the Liberal-National government would provide 
more than $600 000 to help local governments and community organisations across the state to prevent, detect 
and remove graffiti. Grants totalling $397 689 from the state graffiti fund were awarded to 20 applicants for a 
range of graffiti programs. Another 13 grants totalling $211 019 from the graffiti hot spot fund were allocated to 
programs in areas that had ongoing problems with graffiti vandalism. 

At the forum, I also launched the Goodbye Graffiti education program, which will be rolled out in classrooms 
across WA to teach children from kindergarten to year 10 about the social cost of graffiti vandalism. A pilot of 
the program involving nine schools was highly successful, with schools noting a visible decrease in graffiti and 
teachers reporting that students found the topic interesting, giving them a greater understanding of the impact 
graffiti vandalism had on the community. By introducing a program of learning at an early age, we have an 
opportunity to change graffiti offending behaviour before it becomes a habit. Although education will not stop 
all potential graffiti vandals, it can influence students to pursue more socially acceptable forms of artistic 
activity. The program encourages positive peer pressure so that children who might offend are discouraged by 
their peers.  

The Goodbye Graffiti education program and the grants program are vital components of the state government�s 
Tough on Graffiti strategy, which includes initiatives to tackle graffiti vandalism from every angle�prevention, 
education, removal and community engagement. 

The community is on the frontline in the fight against graffiti and the state government is committed to 
supporting community efforts through these initiatives.  

INDIGENOUS RENAL DIALYSIS HOSTEL � SOUTH HEDLAND 
Statement by Minister for Regional Development 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Central Wheatbelt � Minister for Regional Development) [9.10 am]: The incidence of 
kidney disease amongst Indigenous Australians is four to six times that of the non-Indigenous population. In the 
Pilbara, that rate is increasing. For many Indigenous people, renal dialysis requires ongoing care a long way 
from home. Unfamiliar surroundings can be very stressful to patients as well as being a long way away from care 
and support networks. 

I am pleased to advise the house of an important initiative that will soon allow renal dialysis patients from 
Indigenous communities in the Pilbara region to be able to stay in a new hostel in South Hedland while receiving 
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treatment. In a joint initiative between the state government and the Australian government�s Aboriginal Hostels 
Limited, a renal dialysis hostel will be built on crown land that has been made available by the state government. 
The $6 million hostel will include twin-share accommodation for 20 residents, with the possibility to extend to 
40 beds in the future, as well as dining and kitchen facilities, and some staff accommodation. 

Again, I would like to acknowledge the Minister for Families, Housing, Community Services and Indigenous 
Affairs, Jenny Macklin, and the Minister for Indigenous Health, Rural and Regional Health and Regional 
Services Delivery, Hon Warren Snowdon, for their support of this much-needed facility. The site chosen for the 
hostel is ideally positioned in the town centre of South Hedland. It is close to the new Port Hedland Regional 
Hospital and the Wirraka Maya Aboriginal Health Service, which makes it easy for patients, visitors and medical 
staff to access the sites, especially in emergency situations.  

This project will allow Indigenous renal patients from Port Hedland and the surrounding Pilbara region to 
receive treatment in supported and comfortable accommodation. The project has received strong support from 
the Town of Port Hedland, LandCorp and the Department for Planning and Infrastructure. Construction will start 
in November 2009 following planning approvals. I look forward to the first patient moving into the new Pilbara 
renal dialysis service. 

MENTAL HEALTH POLICY AND STRATEGIC PLAN 2010-20 
Statement by Minister for Mental Health 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Eyre � Minister for Mental Health) [9.11 am]: I rise today to advise the house of the 
launch of this state�s mental health policy and strategic plan for 2010-20.  

Almost half of all Western Australians who are aged 16 or over will experience one or more common mental 
disorders at some point in their lifetime. Mental illness impacts upon not only the lives of people with mental 
illness but also the lives of their families, carers and the community. Mental health is everyone�s business. 
Appropriate policies and programs are required to support people experiencing mental illness and those close to 
them. Mental illness is a key priority for the Liberal-National government. One of our major goals is to provide 
community-based treatment, support and recovery.  

People with mental illness require more than drugs and therapy. Services such as housing, education and 
employment are vital to recovery. A framework for action based on a whole-of-government and whole-of-
community approach will maximise mental health outcomes for Western Australians. Currently, there is no 
agreed overarching policy framework or strategic plan to guide an approach to deliver mental health service 
reform in Western Australia. The state mental health policy and strategic plan 2010-20 will guide the reform and 
redesign services.  

Yesterday, I launched the first stage in the development of a framework under which PricewaterhouseCoopers 
will review mental health services. We want to deliver a system that provides evidence-based and best practice 
mental health care; puts the needs of consumers at the heart of the system; focuses on promotion, prevention, 
early intervention, treatment and rehabilitation; is responsive; provides the best possible standard of care; and 
recognises the requirements of key target groups. 

The contract for this strategic plan and review was let for well under the $1.2 million figure claimed by the 
opposition. It may well have paid that amount of money while in government, but this government has let the 
contract for less than half that amount�$493 768. The new approach will reinforce the idea that responsibility 
for mental health has to be shared across all levels of government, private and non-government sectors, and the 
wider community. A vital element of this review is the broad consultation process that is being undertaken. This 
is a major reform program to deliver a better mental health system to Western Australians for the next decade. 

TRANSPERTH � BUS SERVICE 98 
Grievance 

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley) [9.14 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Transport, who is represented 
in this house by the parliamentary secretary, the member for Nedlands. My grievance concerns bus service 98 
that goes past Hollywood Private Hospital.  

Some very concerned senior citizens in my electorate have brought to my attention a change to bus service 98. 
That change has had a considerable impact on how people access Hollywood hospital. The bus service is not in 
Kingsley; it is not a Kingsley bus service, but it is a bus service that many of my seniors access. They have 
appreciated the service that has previously been provided. It was a good service and it worked well. People could 
catch a train at Stirling train station and immediately get out of the train onto the bus, which travelled a circle 
route that stopped right outside Hollywood hospital.  

I ask the minister to think about these people. They are very important people. Most of them do not drive 
anymore or drive only close to home. When seniors get to the train station, there is not always parking available 
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anyway, so it is a difficult situation. When people got to Stirling train station, they did not have to walk very far 
to get onto the bus. They would get off the train, straight onto the bus and get straight to Hollywood hospital, and 
into their appointments or visitations. The 98 bus stopped right outside Hollywood hospital. Hollywood hospital 
is not one of the biggest hospitals, but for many seniors it is a very important hospital. They go there for 
appointments and they go there to visit their friends and relatives. Seniors like to take their partners with them. 
One of the options that I will present later does not actually work.  

The bus service was not just a service that people in my electorate appreciated. Many seniors in many other 
electorates probably accessed the same bus service because of its circular route. The seniors in my electorate are 
also very, very pleased to have free public transport available to them, but they want the service that goes with 
that free access as well so that it still works for them. Please remember that these people are not as agile and 
mobile as we might be. Even though we might think a 400-metre walk is not a big problem, it can be to some of 
these people, particularly if they are not well at the time.  
What is my grievance; what is the problem; and why have I brought it to the house�s attention? As I said, the 
issue is that bus service 98 has changed. It has not changed markedly, but enough to affect the seniors in my 
electorate. The bus service no longer goes past Hollywood Private Hospital. There is a bus stop at Queen 
Elizabeth II Medical Centre�once again, apparently not that far. But for these people, that is a very, very 
considerable distance and one that has caused a few issues. We could ask: is there not another bus they can 
catch? Is there not something else they can do? There are a few options that have been presented. I ask the 
minister to consider that these may not be the best options for these people. There is a bus, bus service 25, that 
stops at Hollywood hospital. For the seniors in my electorate, they now need to catch a train into Perth to either 
the Esplanade or Wellington Street train station. Then they have to go to the bus station at the Esplanade to get a 
bus that goes to Hollywood hospital. Coming back, the bus service passes through Claremont before it gets back 
to Perth, so they can then catch a train back to the train stations in my electorate.  

The other bus, bus service 70, actually stops three streets away from Hollywood hospital. Seniors would need to 
catch a train to Perth, another train to Subiaco train station, catch a bus up Rokeby Road to the Queen Elizabeth 
II Medical Centre, and, from there, walk to Hollywood hospital.  

I now present the third option. I note that some of these seniors are veterans, so they hold a veterans gold card 
and things like that. They can access the taxi system, which is fantastic, but on many occasions their spouses 
cannot travel with them because they pick up other people on the way. That is not convenient for them�they 
want their spouse or their partner with them. They often do not use that service. They prefer to have the bus 
service that has been convenient for them. 
Many of my constituents say this is not an improvement in service one little bit. It does not suit them. I 
understand that there is not necessarily a great patronage of the service. Sometimes volume should not be the 
critical factor in determining whether something is kept. Sometimes we have to look at the value of service 
rather than the quantity of service. I implore the parliamentary secretary to consider this: one extra stop on bus 
route 98 is not such a big issue and another stop will not affect the coordination of services, because it is a 
circular route. I know that it is a long circular route, but one extra stop could be considered. My request to the 
Minister for Transport, through the parliamentary secretary, is to incorporate a variation to bus service 98 to 
include a bus stop outside the Hollywood Private Hospital. This bus stop will benefit many seniors in not only 
my electorate but other suburbs of Perth.  

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands � Parliamentary Secretary) [9.20 am]: I thank the member for Kingsley 
for bringing forward an issue that is important to people in not only her electorate but also my electorate. I have 
contacted the Minister for Transport, who has provided me with some information on this issue. Before I turn to 
the minister�s response, I must say that transport is a very important issue to the state, particularly for elderly 
people who depend on bus services, and the proximity of those services to their homes. My advice from the 
Minister for Transport is that route number 98, which is a circle route, does not go past Hollywood Private 
Hospital, but goes past Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital�the QEII Medical Centre. This 78-kilometre circle route 
has a patronage of 23 000 people and is the most successful bus route in Western Australia. Transperth is 
reluctant to make too many changes to that route because it serves so many people. If too many changes were 
made, it would lengthen the journey.  
It is my understanding that there has not been a change to the 98 route or to the 99 service, which is the 
counterclockwise circle route, and the issue is the withdrawal of bus route 26. This service used to run from 
Williams Road terminus in Nedlands and served Hollywood Private Hospital. Route 26 was a fairly limited 
service, and its primary purpose was to provide a service for residents at the Hollywood Senior Citizen Village to 
shop in Subiaco. From Subiaco, the route continued on to the Wellington Street bus station. Route 26 was 
withdrawn due to poor patronage, and operational resources were deployed elsewhere in the Transperth network.  

Transperth has put forward a solution for people in Kingsley. I have studied this and I think I can suggest another 
solution on top of that. Transperth�s solution as the most appropriate way to travel to the Hollywood Private 
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Hospital is to travel by train to the Esplanade station�rather than getting off at Stirling station�and then to 
transfer to the 25 bus service in St Georges Terrace. This service can be boarded 300 metres from the Esplanade 
station, and sets passengers down right outside Hollywood Private Hospital. I drove along Monash Road this 
morning on my way to Parliament to check; there is a bus stop right outside Hollywood Private Hospital for the 
route 25 service. People from Kingsley can catch the train to the Esplanade station in Perth, and then it is just 
one bus straight to the doorstep of Hollywood hospital.  

Just in case there is a better solution, I studied route 98 and I believe it may be possible to request Transperth to 
have another look at a deviation to Hollywood hospital on some legs of the circle route, maybe from 10 o�clock 
to three o�clock, when it is a free service for seniors. The response from Transperth may be that the majority of 
residents in Kingsley who travel on this route are going to Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, QEII Medical Centre, 
so it would not want to take that link out of the route; and that such a deviation would increase the 78-kilometre 
circle route journey by another 500 metres, plus another stop, which would take extra time. Transperth would 
have to find a balance between the extra distance and time with the patronage.  

Another solution that I thought of � 

Mr D.A. Templeman: You could drive the bus yourself!  

Mr W.R. MARMION: I have travelled on the circle route on a couple of occasions, member for Mandurah; it is 
a very good route and I support Transperth�s decision not to tamper with it. However, people can still use route 
98 to get to Hollywood Private Hospital, and route 99 for the return journey. This circle route has a 15-minute 
frequency, so it is a very good service. If people did not want to walk the 400-500 metres from the bus stop at Sir 
Charles Gairdner Hospital to Hollywood Private Hospital, they could wait at the bus stop at Sir Charles Gairdner 
Hospital for the 25 bus, which operates every hour. People will need to time their journey because if they just 
missed a bus they would have to wait one hour. However, people could time their journey so that they did not 
have to wait; although, I understand there is a very good coffee shop at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, and if 
people did miss the bus they could wait for the next 25 bus! That would deliver them the 400 metres to 
Hollywood Private Hospital. If people were concerned about missing the bus coming back and having to wait an 
hour, I can advise that there is also a very good coffee shop at Hollywood hospital.  

The member for Kingsley raised a very good point. I think some more work will be done on this by the Minister 
for Transport to see whether route 98 can be tweaked. In the meantime, there are solutions that the member can 
convey to her constituents in Kingsley.  

THE BETHANIE GROUP INC� FINANCIAL VIABILITY 
Grievance 

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [9.26 am]: I have a grievance for the Minister for Housing and Works relating to 
the financial viability of one of Western Australia�s aged-care providers. I would like the minister to confirm that 
the Bethanie Group Inc is a financially viable company and that it proved its financial viability to the state 
government recently when it was awarded a certificate that allows it to become a growth provider for social 
housing in the state.  

The Bethanie Group owns 55 retirement villages, residential nursing homes, community care services and 
Bethesda Hospital in Claremont. The Bethanie Group is one of the largest care providers in Western Australia 
and a large employer receiving $28.5 million in commonwealth funding for 2008-09.  

Last year the Bethanie Group benchmarked its 120 salaried management positions, which resulted in significant 
salary increases to management personnel and, in fact, won an equal opportunity for women in the workplace 
award. I am, however, a bit confused because in response to an article in The Sunday Times on the treatment of 
the group�s lowest-paid workers�the carers�the chief executive officer said that the group�s money was tight 
and that without increased government funding the business will struggle to meet labour and other costs. 
Currently, Bethanie is telling its lowest-paid employees�the aged-care workers, who are mainly women�that it 
cannot afford to increase their wages. They have refused to increase wages for these lowly paid women who are 
working for the aged.  

In negotiations for a new enterprise bargaining agreement that have been taking place over the past nine months, 
when employees have rejected offers that have been put to them management has stalled negotiations or even 
offered less at the next meeting. Recently, the offer was as little as commonwealth own purpose outlays. If that is 
zero per cent this year, the wage increase will be zero. I do not think any member of this house would think that 
was an acceptable way to go.  

Aged-care workers do some of the hardest yet the most valuable work in our community, minister. I call on the 
providers and the state government that funds them to take a greater role in ensuring that they receive decent pay 
and conditions for what they do. Bethanie needs to stop misleading employees, the public and the government 
about its current financial situation. I doubt very much that the government would have given it a certification if 
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it was not in a secure position and did not have a secure outlet. Will the minister please confirm Bethanie�s 
financial viability? 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse � Minister for Housing and Works) [9.30 am]: I would firstly like to say to the 
member for Maylands that if she had wanted me to comment on the specific issue of the employees of Bethanie 
aged-care facilities and their dispute with their employers�I gather some are in the gallery today � 

Ms L.L. Baker: They are. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: � the member should have let us know what she specifically wanted to talk about. I 
always try to be open in answering grievances, as I think they are an important part of the parliamentary process. 
The opposition Whip informed me yesterday that the member wanted to discuss the issue of salaries paid to 
aged-care workers in Western Australia, which I am happy to discuss with her. There was no indication made 
that the member wanted to speak about the specifics of the Bethanie Group. As a result, I have no information 
about the Bethanie Group and I cannot provide any. The member has been in this place for a while, and I would 
have thought that she understood how grievances work. Grievances are not an opportunity for members to try to 
sneak up and ambush people; they are an opportunity to legitimately and openly discuss issues. I am very happy 
to discuss issues around Bethanie, but I cannot because the member did not give me any notice. I am 
disappointed for the people who have come along today that the member chose to conduct herself in that manner. 

Ms L.L. Baker: Minister, I was giving an example of low-paid workers. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: But the member talked only about Bethanie employees. I would have been happy to 
attempt to provide more information if I had known. 

Ms L.L. Baker: I thank the minister. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Grievances are an open forum, and I received a grievance previously from the member 
for Joondalup, as well as a couple of others. I find it quite bizarre that the member gave me an indication that she 
was going to talk about one thing, but she went on to raise a different issue.  

The member is right; the Bethanie Group has been certified as a Government Regional Officers� Housing 
provider. I attended a ceremony in Bunbury at a Bethanie residential facility in Eaton�the specific name of the 
facility escapes me�and we had a great morning there; in fact, a number of residents from Busselton have 
moved across to Eaton.  

The Bethanie Group emerged out of Church of Christ homes, and in my previous employment as a�whatever it 
is the former Premier likes to call me�bus driver from Busselton, I dealt with Church of Christ homes because 
we used to take people from retirement villages on holiday. It was great fun. I am not sure about the state 
funding for Bethanie as it relates to the provision of GROH housing, which effectively is social housing for 
seniors and residential aged care, which is what the member asked me about.  

Ms L.L. Baker: We are interested in its financial viability. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Of course it would have met the Department of Housing�s financial criteria. One of the 
big requirements of building a viable community housing sector is that we ensure that the providers are 
financially viable.  

I have no knowledge of the specific relationship and the negotiations between Bethanie and its employees in 
aged-care facilities. If I had known the member was going to raise it, I could have obtained the information, but I 
probably would have said that it is really a matter for Bethanie and its employees to work through. My 
community in Busselton has a community aged-care provider called Capecare. I have been working for years 
with Capecare to try to help it pay its staff more, as the member is aware. Again, I am not going to comment on 
the specifics of Bethanie but, as the member is aware, the funding for those agencies is largely determined by 
commonwealth. It provides the recurrent funding and, indeed, a large chunk of the capital funding. I do not think 
the wages paid to carers in any way reflects their social value. In fact, some of the staff at the aged-care facility 
in Busselton�Capecare�looked after my grandfather during the last years of his life. We could not ask for 
better people to provide aged people with a fantastic quality of life. Those workers do not just turn up to work 
and contribute their labour; they turn up and contribute themselves. What they do is to be admired and 
applauded. They deal with some very, very difficult situations, such as people with dementia and people with 
incontinence and a range of other issues that a lot of us just do not want to know about. These people turn up to 
work and earn very low wages and they deal with the problems. If the member has any ideas about how the state 
can get involved to lobby the commonwealth to pay these people better wages�because as the member knows, a 
large part of their salaries is embedded in the recurrent funding streams provided by the commonwealth�she 
can let me know. That recurrent funding stream does not increase. I will give the member an example. From 
2006-07 to 2007-08 the commonwealth funding stream for high-care residents went up by one per cent; the 
recurrent funding went from $45 200 a resident to $45 476 a resident.  
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I am sorry to go on about Busselton, but in that community we have been trying to find a way to raise a pool of 
funds�almost an endowment fund�from which the aged-care provider can access the interest to supplement 
the wages of its workers. I accept the member�s point, but I cannot comment specifically on Bethanie. It is a 
significant issue, as are issues of salaries paid to the community sector right across Western Australia. I recently 
met with the Western Australian Council of Social Service, which is now making a very positive contribution to 
social policy development in Western Australia. We had a fantastic meeting. The member may be interested to 
know that the state government pays approximately half a million dollars into the community sector in Western 
Australia. WACOSS estimates that it needs another $150 million to reach salary parity in and around the 
community sector. Unfortunately, that will not address this particular issue, but it is indicative of the issue.  

WACOSS has been very active in the economic audit process. I think some people would be surprised at some 
of the areas the economic audit touches on, such as the way in which the community sector accesses funding 
from the government. It is a very inefficient system. Organisations may have 80 grant streams that they have to 
apply for, administer and report on. It is too costly. For every one of those grant streams there is probably a 
person in government somewhere being paid to do the job. We need to be more efficient there.  
Mr E.S. Ripper: That will be interesting! 
Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Yes, it is a really interesting reform. Dr Peter Shergold, AC is involved in it, and it is a 
very, very interesting area of reform in which the government is engaged with WACOSS in undertaking. 
Unfortunately, those sorts of reforms will not address the issues that the member raised, but if the member has 
any ideas of how we as a state can partner with people like the employees at Bethanie to get better outcomes 
from the commonwealth in particular, I am very happy to do that. 

NOWERGUP � AGRICULTURAL AND MINING ACTIVITIES 
Grievance 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [9.37 am]: My grievance is related to some planning and mining issues in the 
area of Nowergup, which is within the City of Wanneroo and entirely within the electoral district of Mindarie. 
For members� information, it is situated east of Wanneroo Road and north of the Wanneroo township. The 
residents are very concerned about the clash between mining activities and rural lifestyle blocks. A lot of these 
blocks are relatively small�about 10 acres�and they support the growing of avocados and strawberries, as well 
as equestrian activities, and the residents have asked me to put this grievance before the Parliament.  

There are many conflicting documents regarding the zoning and use of land in this area. Firstly, under the 
metropolitan region scheme, the land in Nowergup and Carabooda is zoned rural; however, under the Wanneroo 
district planning scheme 2, published in the Government Gazette on 6 July 2001, the land is zoned rural resource. 
Which is it? Surely the metropolitan region scheme is the authority on zoning.  

Secondly, the Western Australian Planning Commission document �East Wanneroo Land Use and Water 
Management Strategy� states � 

The Rural Resource zone gives priority to protection of areas considered particularly important for 
agriculture and basic raw materials extraction. 

However, the two different land uses are incompatible�agricultural farmers cannot coexist with mining 
activities. The residents were informed that limestone is a priority resource for the state, so they naively agreed 
to the mining of it on the basis that, once the limestone was mined out, the zoning would be returned to rural and 
they would no longer have the severe industrial impact of mining machinery, explosives, dust, noise and heavy 
trucks and haulage on their small rural roads, impacting negatively on their business livelihoods and peaceful 
rural lifestyle from 6.00 am to 5.00 pm, Monday to Saturday. 

The residents have now been informed that sand mining might be approved in this rural area. This will threaten 
the precious groundwater reserves and all the agricultural businesses and residents who depend on them. What 
will be done about the scars and gigantic holes that these mines will create on the landscape? Would a rubbish 
dump or a peat landfill be appropriate to be placed next to a national park, pristine lake, wetland area or water 
catchment for a major aquifer? An industrialist has proposed a composting facility using peat as the main source 
material in this area.  
Thirdly, the �rural way� proposed by the City of Wanneroo will see a tourist drive on Wanneroo Road, Gibbs 
Road, Karoborup Road, Carabooda Road and Old Yanchep Road and the lakes system, both in Nowergup Lake 
and Yanchep park. These activities all conflict with the rural resource zoning in regard to heavy haulage trucks 
and mining and industry activity. The rural way focuses on preservation and protection of the rural character of 
the region; continuous development of agriculture, economic growth and appropriate tourism services; and 
promoting the marketing and development of partnerships within the community and tourism.  

Fourthly, the Western Australia Planning Commission document �East Wanneroo Land Use and Water 
Management Strategy� also projects a rural landscape-rural small lot subdivision in the area, which will identify, 
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protect, enhance and promote the cultural and rural landscape character of the area. It also states that the 
Carabooda-Nowergup area may come under increasing pressure, and land clearing may result in the loss of 
landscape, scenic and heritage values.  

Fifthly, the present reality is that the vast majority of landholders in Nowergup are not involved in agriculture, 
mining or any commercial activities at all. They are, in fact, rural lifestyle residents on bush blocks. These rural 
lifestyle residents are anxious that their peaceful rural lifestyles and assets are under threat from incompatible 
industrial mining proposals. One could argue that rural resource zoning is outdated and out of step with reality 
and should be more accurately rezoned rural lifestyle.  

In summary, my constituents believe that the limestone extraction should be contained south east of Wesco Road 
in the state government areas, not near rural lifestyle residents and agriculture. Clearly, this conflicting land use 
would be incompatible and would only inflict disharmony on residents and cause people to protest to the 
government. Nobody wants to live next door to a minesite, nor should they. The limestone in the rural area is 
mainly remnant rocky outcrops and these are almost mined out. We do not believe it is in the best interests of the 
rural farmers or the rural lifestyle residents to be impacted on by sand or limestone mining with its clearing of 
native bush and the threat to fauna, wetlands and groundwater. If the government wishes to continue with this 
zoning, perhaps the residents trying to protect the rural characteristics of the area may be forced to dig sand holes 
and ruin what is a unique and pristine bushland heritage of Wanneroo. I encourage the Minister for Planning to 
do a tour of our area and meet some of the local residents to review this zoning issue and provide the community 
with planning certainty for the future. We believe that very important social issues are at risk regarding the 
protection of the jewel, Nowergup Lake fauna sanctuary; the public�s right to enjoy the wonderful pristine 
bushland heritage of Nowergup and Carabooda; and the safety of resident children, horse riders, cyclists and 
bushwalkers. The fact that the local rural strategy plan has been around since 1999 and has not been signed, 
allows for a review of this area before it is too late. I make the added point that, last year, a further application 
was made for a very large mine to be developed in Nowergup. The company that proposes the mine submitted its 
environmental assessment documents to the City of Wanneroo in, I believe, August. The City of Wanneroo had 
them until the end of the year. Then a squinty little ad was placed in the paper advertising the proposed scheme 
and calling upon residents to respond within 21 days to that massive document. I wrote to the officers of the City 
of Wanneroo pleading for them to extend it to at least 60 days to allow adequate time for the residents to go 
through the massive environmental document so that they could respond to the city. Alas, the time has expired 
without the city even responding to me. I ask that all members of the Assembly and the minister bear in mind 
that this area sits right on top of the Gnangara water mound. One of the requirements for the limestone mines is 
dust suppression, so the miners are allowed to dig deep bores and pump water out of the Gnangara mound to 
spray our precious water around just to suppress dust. I ask the minister to take all these matters into account on 
behalf of my community.  

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda � Minister for Planning) [9.44 am]: I thank the member for Mindarie for 
raising this issue. In particular, I thank him for providing me with quite some detail of the concerns prior to 
raising the issue here this morning. The issue of managing conflicting land uses in adjacent areas between 
competing interests is, of course, one of the major challenges in a planning portfolio under the authority of the 
planning legislation in this state. In relation to the issues the member has raised, essentially, as I understand it, 
conflict has arisen between mining activities on the one hand and horticultural activities on the other hand, 
together with the lifestyle of people who live in what is largely a rural-residential location. We need to do the 
best we can to try to manage those conflicting land uses.  

I will make a couple of specific points initially. The two aspects of the area being zoned both rural under the 
metropolitan region scheme and rural resource under the City of Wanneroo�s local planning scheme are not 
actually in conflict. The metropolitan region scheme provides broad-brush zoning and the local planning scheme 
provides the more detailed zoning arrangements. Having rural resource under the City of Wanneroo�s local 
planning scheme is in fact compatible with the overall requirements of the metropolitan region scheme. I do not 
agree that those two aspects are in conflict. On another specific point, I understand that the local rural strategy is 
actually dated 2000. I think a draft was released in 1999 and, from my understanding, it was adopted in 2000, 
although if the member has more precise information on that I would be interested to hear it. It is important to 
recognise that the now Department for Planning and Infrastructure, soon to be the department of planning, is 
currently finalising two structure plans for the area that the member has referred to. In particular, they are the 
north west corridor structure plan and the east Wanneroo subregional structure plan. They are intended to 
address the broader issue of the future designation of zonings and land uses in that area. Those particular plans 
aim to address these matters of land use conflicts and to provide a more stable and certain future for the 
horticultural industry.  

As I mentioned earlier, the horticultural industry is important to the economy of Western Australia and is 
certainly important in the wider metropolitan area of Perth. It is an important contributor to employment, of 
course, but it is also important that fresh fruit and vegetables and other items are available in reasonably close 
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proximity to the major population centre of the metropolitan area. The Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure is working closely with the City of Wanneroo and the Department of Agriculture and Food on that 
particular aspect. On the other hand, extractive industries are also important to the economy of Western 
Australia, so it is important that materials such as sand, limestone and other building materials are reasonably 
available in as close a proximity as is reasonably possible to major growth centres of the metropolitan area and 
the south west to enable the provision of affordable housing, industrial construction, road construction and so on.  

It is important to recognise that the WA Planning Commission�s �State Planning Policy 2.4: Basic Raw 
Materials� identifies a number of priority resource locations within the Carabooda and Nowergup area. A state 
planning policy is a significant policy in the whole planning scheme and provides very strong guidance for 
planning decisions on a more local basis. As I said, that policy does recognise the need to have raw materials 
such as sand and limestone reasonably available for growth areas in the wider Perth area. All those issues need to 
be seen in balance. Prior to obtaining the authority to extract priority resources such as limestone and sand, local 
governments and proponents need to comply with the environmental requirements that apply. Major sites need 
the approval of the Environmental Protection Authority. It is also important to recognise that the Western 
Australian Planning Commission�s state planning policy 2.4 requires that the extraction of basic raw materials 
occurs with minimum detriment to the local amenity and the environment.  

The areas in question are identified in the document �The future of east Wanneroo: Land use and water 
management in the context of Network City�. That document identifies a proposed future rural and agricultural 
precinct of about 2 100 hectares to be set aside for horticultural and other rural and agricultural uses. A large part 
of this land is privately owned and some of it is currently used for horticulture. It is estimated that approximately 
2 000 hectares of cultivated land close to Perth will be needed in 40 years� time to secure a supply of fresh 
vegetables for the Perth market to meet the demands of an increasing population. The Department for Planning 
and Infrastructure-led strategic planning project is underway, as I mentioned, and seeks to retain 2 000 hectares 
in cultivation. It is envisaged that a total amount of about 3 000 hectares will be retained for potential 
agricultural and related industry uses, including horticulture. It is important to recognise that the land being 
looked at for horticulture is not within the priority 1 water protection area. It is also worth noting that the 
Gnangara sustainability strategy has recommended that 3 500 hectares of the current Carabooda and Nowergup 
sub-areas be retained as rural zoning in the metropolitan region scheme. Therefore, we recognise the conflicts 
that exist in that area, and an entire planning process is underway at the moment. I understand that it will be 
completed towards the end of this year and I hope that process will much better help to manage the issues that 
the member for Mindarie has raised.  

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE 
Second Report � �Report of the Inquiry into the Implications of the New Structure and Functions of the 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet and the Public Sector Commission� � Tabling 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta) [9.51 am]: I present for tabling the second report of the Public Accounts 
Committee entitled �Report of the Inquiry into the Implications of the New Structure and Functions of the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet and the Public Sector Commission�. 

[See paper 961.] 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I would like to thank the members of the committee and the staff for the hard work they 
put into this report, and I will return to that at the end of my contribution in speaking to the report. To start with, 
the inquiry terms of reference that the Public Accounts Committee examined and reported on were the 
implications of the new structure and functions of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet and the Public 
Sector Commission and the adequacy of the Public Sector Management Act 1994 and other statutes to provide 
for these changes; and, secondly, the implications for a more timely and efficient government chief executive 
officer appointment process.  

I will go first to the reforms of the Barnett government in the establishment of the Public Sector Commission. 
This was established within the first 100 days of government, in accordance with a commitment made prior to 
the election. The committee saw this as a good move in that it provided additional status to, and a much greater 
focus on, the public sector in having a single agency with that responsibility. Therefore, the general thrust and 
movement of this process is supported by the recommendations of the committee. Of course, the committee 
wants the commission to work and to work well, so we made a number of findings and recommendations that we 
believe will enhance the start of this process by the new government.  

There is a range of challenges and issues within the public sector, but in simply passing powers over to a Public 
Sector Commissioner, the inadequacy of the Public Sector Management Act has not been addressed. Therefore, 
all the powers and limitations prior to the establishment of the Public Sector Commission still remain for the 
Public Sector Commission to deal with. That entails a range of things, which I will not really say much more 
about now. Because it had to be done within 100 days, the powers went to the Public Sector Commissioner by a 
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process of delegation. When powers are delegated to a commissioner who is actually established as a department 
and not as a formal commission with its own statute, using the title of �commission� helps add status but does 
not actually present any independence or greater powers. Therefore, the issue of providing a real form of 
independence to the Public Sector Commissioner needs to be addressed because while we have him operating 
under delegated powers, the minister of the day who is responsible for the management of the Public Sector 
Management Act, which is normally the Premier, can at any time revoke or alter those powers. Also on the legal 
advice provided to the committee, the minister has not given up the powers so decisions can be taken by the 
Public Sector Commissioner, and the minister responsible�the Premier�can come in and still exercise those 
powers over the top of the commissioner, which has potential to create a great deal more confusion because there 
is no requirement for formal reporting. If the minister simply steps in and takes over the powers or varies the 
delegation of those powers, there is no policy requirement or statutory requirement to actually publish that the 
minister has done those things. In establishing the Public Sector Commission, the Premier did all that publicly, 
which is great, but there is no requirement for that to happen. That is something that clearly should be addressed. 
Therefore, to ensure there is proper accountability and to remove some of those confusions, the committee has 
set out a range of steps as recommendations, which I will come to. However, there is also the issue that the 
Public Sector Standards Commissioner�it is a very similar name�has that independence, is recognised in 
statute and reports to the Parliament. Therefore, we now have two officers who have overlapping responsibilities 
in various ways who are being asked to maintain standards and exercise leadership in the public sector. One is 
established very clearly in statute, while the other is simply a department with delegated powers, and that has the 
potential to lead to confusion. Again, the Public Accounts Committee�s recommendations state that we should 
ensure there is a much better foundation for that system. In fact, the Liberal Party election commitment was to 
establish a public sector management and standards commissioner with the roles of both the Public Sector 
Commissioner and the Public Sector Standards Commissioner. The committee supported that move, which was 
in the Liberal Party�s policy statement, and hopes that what we have seen so far is simply the first step and that 
the government will go down that track.  

In terms of finding out the detail of the reform agenda to be set and the achievements the government is looking 
for, the Public Accounts Committee had to fall back on using pre-election policy statements and media 
statements. Therefore, it really is important that the government sets out a clear agenda for the public sector 
itself, and the roles of the Public Sector Commission and the Office of the Public Sector Standards 
Commissioner, and how it will carry these reforms forward. I refer to the recommendations in the Public 
Accounts Committee�s second report that address those matters. Recommendation 1 states � 

To ensure successful implementation of its stated reforms, the Government should provide, as 
expeditiously as possible, detailed plans on the outcomes it intends to achieve. 

I am sure that the Public Sector Commissioner and the Public Sector Standards Commissioner will be working to 
deliver those things to government. I hope that we will see the political will to carry those matters forward and 
provide a detailed blueprint for how the Public Sector Commission will work and, therefore, ways by which we 
can measure its success in getting towards those goals the government is setting for it. Recommendation 2 
states � 

That the Government make the necessary amendments to the Public Sector Management Act 1994 to: 
•  establish the Public Sector Commissioner as an independent officer of the Parliament with 

appointment and dismissal provisions similar to the office of Auditor General; 
•  amalgamate the offices of Public Sector Standards Commissioner and Public Sector Commissioner; 
•  establish in statute a Public Sector Board, with an advisory function to the Public Sector 

Commission; and 
•  update and simplify the Public Sector Management Act 1994 based on its consideration of the 

reviews already completed of the Act. 
I do not have the opportunity to go through and develop those reforms in the limited time available to me, so I 
encourage members to read the report. However, the committee is saying that it wants to support the government 
in getting on with those reforms, but if the government is to deliver what the public sector really needs, we need 
to ensure that we have genuine independence for the Public Sector Commissioner. I must acknowledge that 
when we were in government for eight years we failed to actually update the Public Sector Management Act, 
which has a whole lot of constraints and problems and needs changes made to it. The other issue of bringing the 
Public Sector Commissioner and the Commissioner for Public Sector Standards together into one office was 
what the Liberal Party promised before the election. On the evidence available to the committee, we believe that 
is a good decision. The third recommendation, which covers the same area, is recommendation 3, which reads � 

For as long as the Public Sector Commission exists without its own statutory foundation, any variation 
or intervention in the delegated powers by the Minister for Public Sector Management should be subject 
to a requirement of timely public disclosure.  
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That is only proper if we are to have accountability for the decisions made by the Public Sector Commissioner 
and the minister, who have these powers shared between them even when they are delegated. We certainly hope 
that the government will consider our recommendations most seriously because they are made with the clear 
intention of supporting the public sector reforms that the government has embarked upon.  

The second term of reference related to how we might have a more efficient director general appointment 
process. The time taken to appoint directors general to head government departments has often taken far too 
long. It has been a difficulty for ministers in the past in the Court government and the Gallop and Carpenter 
governments. A whole range of factors contribute to it; there is not a simple answer. We do not want all times 
taken for appointments to be at the bottom end, but we must think of how we can reduce the average time taken 
to get a director general appointed. I think that is a very desirable goal. In doing that it is most important that we 
maintain the integrity of the process and ensure that public confidence is retained in the whole appointment 
process. Of course, what kicked this off and was a central part of the issue was the appointment of Mr Peter 
Conran as the Director General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. The appointment was concluded 
in just 36 days, or less than five weeks. In an appendix to the report we went back over the past two years and 
looked at the appointments of 14 directors general. The average time taken for their appointment was 117 days, 
or over 16 weeks. It therefore went from an average time of the order of 16 weeks down to five weeks. I do not 
think people are suggesting that they could all come down to five weeks, but clearly if we can appoint directors 
general in less time, what lessons can we learn from the Conran appointment? It is also important that we ensure 
that confidence in the system and the independence of the merits selection process is not undermined if we are 
shortening the time line. There was no real investigation into Mr Conran�s suitability for the job. All the 
evidence publicly is that he is well qualified to do the job. The issue goes to the appointment process. From 
Mr Conran�s credentials, it is well established that he held a senior position as Secretary to Cabinet in Prime 
Minister Howard�s office. That is clearly a position people do not get to unless they have considerable skills. 
However, it needs to be made clear that position was a political appointment and not a public sector position 
within the commonwealth public sector.  

It is worth my setting out just a few of the key facts of Mr Conran�s appointment that were presented to the 
inquiry. Following the election in September 2008 and prior to the swearing-in of the Barnett government, Mr 
Conran was flown to Western Australia at the expense of the Western Australian Liberal Party, not by the 
government, which was then the Carpenter government. Mr Conran told the inquiry that in one of his discussions 
with the Premier-elect the Premier asked him to consider applying for the position of Director General of the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet. The Barnett government was sworn into office on 23 September 2008. 
Mr Conran was immediately flown to Perth and hired as an adviser to the Premier by the awarding of a contract 
to Concept Economics Pty Ltd�Peter Conran. This contract was awarded on 24 September, the day following 
the swearing-in, and it was done without any competitive process. Of course, as I have indicated, the government 
was going to set up the new Public Sector Commission. What became obvious fairly early on was that Mr Mal 
Wauchope, the then Director General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, would move over to 
become the Public Sector Commissioner, which would therefore create a vacancy in the position of Director 
General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  

I would like to go through some of the facts that were clearly established through the inquiry. Even before the 
applications were called for that impending vacancy, the media were running stories suggesting that Mr Conran 
was going to get the job. That clearly impacted on the whole process. People can make their own determinations 
on what impact it had. However, it was out there and there was clear media speculation, which I think would 
impact on the potential for some people to put in an application. It resulted in only three nominations for a 
position that might be considered by many to be the most senior position in the Western Australian public sector. 
We were told that two of those people were certainly of quality. Even when 10 or 20 people apply, as in other 
positions, there are not always a large number of people of quality. Looking back over the cases in the appendix 
to the report, it would usually be expected over the past couple of years that about 13 applications would be 
received for a director general�s position. Getting only three applications should therefore have set some alarm 
bells ringing about a proper process.  

The selection panel of three was changed. The judgement I make is that it was because of the tight time lines of 
trying to guarantee that someone could move into that very important position without the delays that have 
clearly been the experience over many years. The selection panel had a change of membership in order to meet 
the dates on which it could meet to consider the applications and interview the applicants. Again, no example 
was given to us of, when, in recent years, the membership of a panel has been changed. A membership panel is 
set up and if there are difficulties with meeting times, the meeting times are usually deferred so that a panel can 
meet. However, in this case the membership was changed. The selection panel ended up being one that brought 
some suspicion on the independence of the process, because two of the three members were clearly seen to have 
links to the Liberal Party. Mr Barry MacKinnon was previously a parliamentary leader of the Liberal Party. 
Mr Peter Browne was a past Liberal election candidate, a lay Liberal Party officeholder and a political appointee 
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to the office of a previous Liberal Minister for Education. Both those gentlemen are well respected and very 
capable people, but the issue is about what it does for the perception of the process. Going back over recent 
years, we could find no example of where, under a Labor government, any person with direct connection, as a 
parliamentary member or member of the lay party, had been put on a panel to select a director general. This 
again therefore calls into question the public confidence in the whole process if two out of three people clearly 
have linkage to the party that is the government of the day. I think that also does a disservice to the two 
gentlemen who have high standing in the community.  

The evidence to the inquiry was that the whole process was not one in which the legal requirements were not 
fulfilled�they were. All the boxes were ticked to ensure that the proper process was seen to be done in the 
appointment of Mr Conran. However, do we want this to be the new standard in which the public will be calling 
into question the independence and integrity of the system? I do not believe so. We know that the Public Sector 
Management Act was established following the excesses of the Burke government years when people were 
parachuted in. When we look at all the facts surrounding Mr Conran�s appointment, they have very clear 
parallels to what the Burke government was doing. In order to stop that, the Court government introduced a 
number of amendments to the Public Sector Management Act, one of which was section 73. Section 73 was 
clearly to stop people being appointed on a contract or taken on as a ministerial appointment and then being 
parachuted into a position. It specifically excludes anyone who was working for a minister, as a ministerial 
officer or on a contract for service, from applying to go into the public sector. Mr Conran was on a contract for 
service at the time he applied for the job. Our legal advice is that he is not caught by this provision because he 
was actually employed on a contract to a corporation, not as a person. If the contract was to a natural person, he 
would not have been able to apply for the job. We recommend that action be taken so that we do not see the 
system rorted in this way by moving people into ministerial positions and then, because they are in that position 
under a contract with a company name, they can apply for and be appointed to public sector positions. 

Dr M.D. Nahan: This is a very big issue. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: The member was around, as I was, at the time of the Royal Commission into Commercial 
Activities of Government and Other Matters and the attempt by the Court government to address these issues. 
This is something that simply cannot be let slip. A vote was taken on some of the issues contained in the 
recommendations and findings. I thank the two Liberal members for their very substantial contributions to the 
committee, but they saw different political issues. I understand that, but I think the biggest difference was that 
those members were not in this place at the time of the royal commission. They were not aware of all the things 
that the Burke government was accused of�many were true�and the moves that had been taken to try and stop 
them from happening again. It causes me great concern that we now see the same sort of things unfolding. I hope 
the government will consider this report fairly seriously with the intention of ensuring that we avoid going down 
that road, because the signs are there. 

I thank all the members of the committee, even those who did not support some of the sections of the report. 
Their contributions certainly improved the report. My very sincere thanks to our principal research officer, 
Katherine Galvin, and research officer Mathew Bates, who put in long hours going over all the material in great 
detail. Without their dedication, we would not have a report of this quality. I trust that members will take the 
time to read it and that the government will respond to its recommendations�I have not been able to go through 
them in full�in a way that will see this reform agenda initiated by the Barnett government and brought to 
fruition in a way that will provide a much better basis for the quality public sector we need to deliver right across 
the state services that are fundamental to the quality of life of the people of Western Australia. 

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [10.12 am]: As a member of the Public Accounts Committee, I commend 
the report to the house and follow on from the words of the committee chairman in highlighting some of the 
essential findings and recommendations of the report. In essence, this report is about the quality of the public 
service we have in Western Australia. It is about the degree of politicisation we might tolerate within the public 
service. That relates especially to the appointment of senior officers in the public service, particularly directors 
general. I will focus my time on the process that helps us deliver people into the position of director general. In 
this case we focus on the position of Director General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. One would 
hope that an official in the public service would be in a position to deliver frank and fearless advice; that is what 
we expect of our officials. However, there were some peculiarities with the process that was used, and there was 
a perception of some degree of political interference in the appointment process. That is particularly highlighted 
by the situation of the selection panel. Our chairman has just highlighted some of those points, but I just want to 
go into a bit more detail. 

We know that as at 10 October 2008 the panel for the selection of Director General of the Department of the 
Premier and Cabinet was to consist of Ms Cheryl Gwilliam, Director General of the Department of the Attorney 
General; Mr Peter Browne, a former Liberal candidate and party office holder, and former chief of staff to Hon 
Norman Moore when he was a minister during the Court government; and Mr John Langoulant, former state 
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Under Treasurer and former chief executive officer of the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western 
Australia. That was the initial panel, but there were problems with the availability of Ms Gwilliam and 
Mr Langoulant. During the period between 13 and 16 October, they withdrew and were replaced by Mr Barry 
MacKinnon, former parliamentary Liberal leader, and Ms Jenny Matthews, Director General of the Department 
of Local Government. We have a situation in which two of the three members of the selection panel had very 
strong Liberal Party connections. Finding 26 of the report highlights the concern that the impartiality of the 
selection panel was being compromised. It certainly engenders accusations that Mr Conran�s was a political 
appointment. In the report we then compare that with the approach of the previous government. The committee 
went through 14 previous appointments of directors general, and noted that no political people were included on 
the selection panels for any of them. That evidence is included in the report at appendix 10. The maintenance of 
complete impartiality was somehow lost in the recruitment process in the case under scrutiny. Our report 
highlights that and provides the evidence for it. 

The other issue that perhaps compromised the process was the tightness of the recruitment time line. There was 
of course a desire to get the new director general into the position as quickly as possible. However, a 36-day 
recruitment time line is incredibly short. Perhaps that is a creditable thing; perhaps there are merits in being able 
to do things so quickly. However, we must make sure that there is no compromising of standards in meeting tight 
time lines. That is where recommendations 5 to 8 are particularly valuable, in that their implementation can 
improve the process in the future so that there is no cutting of corners or risk-taking that will lead to a fear of 
some sort of politicisation of the process. The time line is very well set out at appendix 5 in the report.  

On 18 October 2008, the position of Director General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet was 
advertised in The West Australian and The Weekend Australian, and by 18 November Mr Peter Conran was 
appointed. Mr Conran is a self-proclaimed conservative Liberal. He does not shy away from his Liberal Party 
credentials. The concern there is very real. The other consequence of the tight time line was the low number of 
applicants. There were only three applicants for the position of director general, when normally between 13 and 
14 applicants would be expected for a position of director general. Perhaps not all of those would be short-listed. 
In this case, there were only three applicants, all of whom were short-listed. We have since learnt that perhaps 
two of the applicants were of the necessary calibre. However when there are only two applicants�there is 
evidence to support this in the report�in the human resources recruitment world, one would say that that is not a 
sufficiently strong field to proceed, and that something has gone wrong. Then an executive search option would 
be undertaken. People would be contacted through this approach and the process would be checked to discover 
why only three people had applied for the position. The warning bells would be ringing that something is not 
quite right about the process. Recommendation 5 of the report emphasises that, where internal and external 
factors may cause the integrity of a chief executive officer or director general appointment process to be called 
into question, it would then be time for the Commissioner for Public Sector Standards to take all reasonable steps 
to ensure maintenance of the integrity of the process. The commissioner could make the call that perhaps 
readvertising or use of an executive search process would be required. Another recommendation that needs to be 
highlighted is the one relating to the selection panel. There has to be absolutely no perception of political 
interference with the selection panel, and the appointment process should not be compromised by inflexible time 
lines. The second last recommendation is for the Commissioner for Public Sector Standards to report to 
Parliament on how the selection and appointment process for public sector chief executive officers can be 
completed in a more timely way, whilst maintaining the integrity of, and public confidence in, the process. That 
is absolutely critical. 

I thank the other members of the committee. For a new member of Parliament, this was an extremely valuable 
learning experience. For someone who has worked in the public service, it enabled me to gain a richer 
understanding of how our public service is run and maintained. I especially thank the principal research officer, 
Katherine Galvin, and research officer Mathew Bates. They did a fantastic job preparing this report and 
providing committee members with all the evidence that was required. I commend the report to the house. 

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee) [10.21 am]: First of all, I thank fellow members of the committee for the 
outstanding roles they played, particularly the chairman, the member for Balcatta, and my fellow committee 
members�the member for Gosnells, the member for Jandakot and the member for Carine. It has been a very 
constructive process and each of us, although we held different views, understood each other�s differences and 
the reasons for them very clearly and very well. I thank the staff for assisting the committee with their diligent 
work, positive input and unstinting support. I thank all the people who gave evidence to the committee, either 
directly as witnesses or through submissions. Of course, I support the recommendations and findings of the 
inquiry, and I believe that a real benefit could accrue to the state if the recommendations are followed and 
implemented. 

The chairman has already commented on the recommendations and findings, and the reasons for them, but there 
are some further comments that are worth making, and I would like to make them now. I turn firstly to the 
appointment of Peter Conran as Director General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. Peter Conran is 
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a person whom I think has a good deal of experience in the public sector in Western Australia and in other states, 
and has earned respect from both Liberal Party and Labor Party people in the public sector. However, there is 
absolutely no doubt that the appointment of Peter Conran was designed to achieve a political outcome; Peter 
Conran�s appointment was a political appointment, and arguments to the contrary are complete drivel. The 
question is not whether it was a political appointment, but whether there is anything wrong with political 
appointments. That is really the question to which members should exercise their minds. The answer as it stands, 
because of the processes and structures in place, is yes and no. Peter Conran�s appointment was a political 
appointment, but is there anything wrong with that? 

As the current appointment process exists and is held to operate, it could easily be argued that there were some 
things that were wrong about Mr Conran�s appointment, and that argument is amplified by the assertions that 
were constantly made during the lead-up to the change of government by the now Premier and members of the 
present government that the previous government had politicised the public service and that something therefore 
had to be done to depoliticise it. The result is a depoliticisation being effected by a politicisation. The direct 
evidence of Mal Wauchope and Ruth Shean about whether the previous government had politicised the public 
service is there for everyone to read, and their answer was: not in their experience. It is worth bearing in mind 
that Mal Wauchope was head of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet for more than a decade, and was 
initially appointed by Richard Court, reappointed by Geoff Gallop and again reappointed by me. His evidence is 
there for everyone to read. 

I believe that the new Premier sought to give some real political grunt to the office of Director General of the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet�the same sort of political grunt that exists in every other jurisdiction, 
including the Australian federal jurisdiction. To achieve that without compromising the integrity of the entire 
public service, it was necessary to create the role of Public Sector Commissioner to more broadly oversee the 
entire public service and ensure its integrity. I fully support that model, and I fully support the establishment of 
the role of Public Sector Commissioner and the appointment of Mr Wauchope to fill that role; both are 
commendable. The problem is that in the rush to do what was done, there was no time�or, possibly, 
inclination�to make the position of Public Sector Commissioner truly independent. The truth is that Mal 
Wauchope is no more independent in this role than he was in his previous role; in reality, he is still answerable to 
the Premier and he is no more independent than the head of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. That is 
the first major weakness in the process. To give the new structure validity, legislation is required to create a truly 
independent office of public sector commissioner. It is also true that, without legislation, the powers that have 
been conferred on the commissioner by way of delegation can be retracted, withdrawn or overridden at any time 
by the Premier. There is no independence at the moment, and the committee recommends legislative change to 
ensure independence. 

The second weakness in the process flows from the first. Independence has not been achieved, so the rhetoric 
upon which the change was justified can be judged for what it was�nonsense. The rhetoric about the need to 
create a truly independent and depoliticised public service was nonsense. Nevertheless, I support the creation of 
the role of Public Sector Commissioner. 

I turn now to the appointment of Peter Conran and what I see as a major flaw�apart from the objection of the 
political argument�in what has been done. I believe that the Premier should be able to decide who he or she 
wants to be head of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, and appoint that person directly. As far as I am 
aware, it is what happens in federal government and other jurisdictions. However, the appointment should be a 
term-of-government or term-of-minister appointment. That is the second big weakness in the process. Peter 
Conran was, in fact, appointed for five years, and he should not have been. I do not know whether it was possible 
to avoid that tenure, but he should not have been appointed for five years, because he is a political appointment. 
If there is a change of government at the next election�I say �if��the alternative government will be saddled 
with Peter Conran for at least another year. That is, the alternative government�we assume a Labor government 
in this model�would be saddled with a Liberal Party political appointment for at least a year. That situation 
would obviously be unworkable, and he would have to be paid out, as he was the last time there was a change of 
government. Peter Conran has already been paid out once; he walked away with something like $200 000 and 
went straight into a job with the Howard government. We are now looking at the prospect of him doing so again, 
except this time he is on a salary of something in the region of $350 000, so we can imagine how much the 
payout will be next time. 

Directors general should be appointed directly, as long as it is a term-of-government or term-of-minister 
appointment, with the capacity to remove the appointee if necessary. That should be the case as long as there is a 
truly independent public sector commissioner to ensure the integrity of the public service, and those people 
working in it who are not part of a political regime that changes as a result of a change of government. The 
current model has come to us from recommendations by the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of 
Government and Other Matters and the Commission on Government, and contains that glaring weakness, as 
pointed out by Gavin Fielding in his evidence to the committee. It does not allow for direct appointment without 
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the necessity of going through a merit selection process. The committee could not make a judgement about 
whether Peter Conran was the best person for the job because we did not know who else had applied, but it 
would not have mattered; he would have got the job anyway. As I said, I do not believe that there is anything 
wrong with that. However, the structures need to be changed to make that process legitimate. 

It is clear that the current model needs to be changed. It encourages and almost forces artifice�I say artifice, not 
dishonesty�into the process, and that brings me to the appointment process. The process was followed 
correctly, albeit with problems created by the time lines that members have already mentioned. The Public 
Sector Standards Commissioner, Ruth Shean, is a person of integrity and undoubted competence; however, I 
believe that she could have avoided compounding the argument of the politicisation of the process that she 
oversaw through a more judicious choice of selection panel; I will not pursue that matter any further, but I think 
it was a mistake. I am sure that if we had done such a thing when in government, people would have been 
screaming from the rooftops, effigies would have been burnt in the street and there would have been cries of WA 
Inc revisited. The silence is deafening, although a bit of noise is starting to be heard because of all the other 
appointments that have been going on recently in the so-called depoliticisation of the public service. The 
committee chair spoke about the recommendation of the committee to bring together the roles of the Public 
Sector Commissioner and the Commissioner for Public Sector Standards. That needs to happen, although it must 
be done carefully and be well structured. 

Finally, I return to the point about whether the public service had been politicised in the way that the Liberal 
Party, the Premier and others have consistently insisted. There have been term-of-government commissions and 
term-of-minister appointments since the WA Inc commission model was introduced. That was a good thing. 
Members should ask Mal Wauchope about whether there was politicisation at the upper levels. He is a lifelong 
friend of the Premier. I ask also whether there has been, in any sense, a depoliticisation of the public service 
since the change of government. I point to the appointment processes that have been commented on recently. We 
need only look at the raft of appointments that are going on to make a judgement about that and to look at the 
leaking of personal information and at the dishonest spin that has been put on that leaking, which has been done 
for pure political gain. It is outrageous, disgraceful and political. I commend the report to the house. 

MR J.M. FRANCIS (Jandakot) [10.30 am]: I begin by thanking my fellow committee members and the staff 
of the Public Accounts Committee for their work during this inquiry. On behalf of the member for Carine, I will 
put on the record why we both dissented from the majority findings of the �Report of the Inquiry into the 
Implications of the New Structure and Functions of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet and the Public 
Sector Commission�. We did so because we disagreed with much of the blatant political content of the report, 
with the majority findings and recommendations, and because it includes subjects that are far outside the terms 
of reference of the inquiry. The majority of members on the Public Accounts Committee are Labor members. At 
the first opportunity that presented itself, Labor used that majority to embark on a political witch-hunt at the 
request of the Leader of the Opposition. 

The evidence that was collected for this report proves that the change to the structure of the Western Australian 
public service at the highest level was a positive step for our state. It has shown also that the appointment of 
Peter Conran as the Director General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet was a transparent and ethical 
process. Additionally, it found that the Premier did absolutely nothing wrong throughout the appointment 
process. Although the committee agreed with these findings, other findings and recommendations in the report 
lead the member for Carine and me to not support the committee�s findings in their entirety. 

As stated, the committee commenced the report at the request of the Leader of the Opposition, in a letter sent to 
it on 2 December 2008. In fact, amongst the Leader of the Opposition�s requested terms of reference are points 
that one can only conclude come from a Labor leader who had a predetermined position on the appointment and 
was seeking the committee to do his dirty work and justify his own imagination. My notes show, for example, 
that in the requested terms of reference, the Leader of the Opposition automatically questioned� 

� the adequacy and propriety of the selection process for the Director General of the Department of the 
Premier and Cabinet and the Public Sector Commissioner and � 

Importantly � 

the subsequent legal standings of all decisions, directives and appointments as made by these 
appointees. 

However, the reason the member for Carine and I do not accept much of the report�s findings is not because of 
the way the inquiry was initiated, but, as I said, because most of the report relates to matters that are, in our 
opinion, far outside the terms of reference. This is the key to our claim. This inquiry was, in fact, a political 
witch-hunt that led nowhere. For example, we could not determine how the employment of Mr Conran over a 
period spanning decades was in any way relevant to the terms of reference of the inquiry. Chapter 2.6 refers 
specifically to the appointment of Ms Deidre Wilmot as Cabinet Secretary of Cabinet Services. No matter how 
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long a bow one draws, there is absolutely no relevance to her position regarding the terms of reference. Another 
example of why the member for Carine and I disagreed with the majority findings of the report is the inclusion 
of the timing of Mr Conran�s appointment in relation to his resignation. Although the committee determined that 
he had done absolutely nothing wrong, this issue, in our opinion, is totally irrelevant to the terms of reference. 

I believe that the evidence gathered and selected for inclusion in the report was politically biased towards a 
predetermined outcome. It was clearly the intention of the Australian Labor Party to try to discredit the selection 
process for the position of the Director General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. As I have 
mentioned, regardless of whom the Labor Party members may have called as witnesses, no findings of 
impropriety could be found against either the Premier or Mr Conran. 

For ease of reference, and due to time constraints, it is my intention to go through some of the more controversial 
findings of this report in numerical order. I will begin with finding 4. The member for Carine and I believe that 
although we do not disagree with the finding, the government�s three per cent efficiency dividend had absolutely 
nothing to do with the terms of reference. We believe that finding 5 is also incorrect. The government 
appointed�I will use the exact term�a �Public Sector Standards Commissioner�. Although that position is not 
officially gazetted as the �Public Sector Management and Standards Commissioner�, it does not mean that the 
intended functions of the position regarding our election commitments are not being fulfilled. When we look at 
finding 6, it is welcoming to acknowledge that all members of the committee agreed with some of the findings, 
as I have outlined. For example, finding 6 in chapter 3 states that the creation of the Public Sector Standards 
Commissioner is viewed as sound policy. 

Chapter 3(d) is headed �Addressing Politicisation�. Unfortunately, the question of politicisation circles greatly 
around the issue of whether we are referring to either the public service or the public sector. The committee did 
not determine to which of those it was referring. It is our belief that �public service� refers to public servants 
who are directly employed by departments while �public sector� refers to everyone in the public service, as well 
as other broader areas where employees are paid by the taxpayers of Western Australia, such as health workers, 
police, transport workers and teachers. The definition would also encapsulate paid advisory boards and boards 
that infamously have Labor-appointed members, such as the Nurses and Midwives Board of Western Australia, 
the Landstart board, the Country Housing Authority, the Racing and Wagering WA board, the Regional 
Development Council and commissioners such as the Equal Opportunity Commissioner and organisations such 
as the Water Corporation. The fact that the report failed to define the terms �public service� and �public sector� 
led us to conclude that finding 8 was incorrect. 

Additionally, although it can be argued that appointing people of a political persuasion to such positions may 
politicise a particular part of the public sector, there was no reference to the fact that the termination of those 
with a different political persuasion from that of the government of the day could in fact achieve a similar result. 
Put simply, sacking a person because he is a Liberal supporter has the same net effect as employing a Labor 
supporter. 

It is worth noting the evidence of Mr Conran himself regarding his departure as Acting Deputy Director of the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet in 2001 after the Gallop government was elected. Mr Conran stated in 
evidence � 

I was asked to leave, and I left. That is what you did. 

When asked if there were other similar circumstances upon the change government, Mr Conran answered � 

There were a couple of other DGs such as Alan Bansemer. 

Finding 8 refers specifically to the public sector. Much of the questioning of witnesses on the issue of 
politicisation was directed at the issue of politicising the public service. This makes the finding that it had been 
politicised technically irrelevant. 

Finding 11 questions the meaning of the term �independent commissioner�. Neither the member for Carine nor I 
believe that this finding took appropriate consideration of the comments made by the Premier on this matter, 
notably in a statement he made on 30 September 2008. The Premier�s statement reads � 

Premier Colin Barnett today announced the establishment of a Public Sector Commission as an 
important first step � 

�First step� are the operative words � 

in enhancing the independence, professionalism and integrity of Western Australia�s public service. 

That statement seems to have been misrepresented in this report. Likewise, the member for Carine and I disagree 
with finding 13 and argue that the Premier�s statement provides for clear reporting and accountability 
requirements. The Premier�s media statement lists those requirements, which include � 

•  leadership of the public sector; 
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•  building the capacity of the public sector;  
•  evaluating performance of the public sector; 
•  developing public sector management policies and practices; 
•  driving public sector reform; and 
•  advancing the diversity and accountability agenda, including enshrining the operation of the 

lobbyist register in legislation. 
The Public Sector Commissioner will perform all functions currently administered by the Minister for 
Public Sector Management (except those relating to employment of ministerial officers).  

In our opinion, it is a black and white issue. 

I refer now to finding 17. As stated, the current arrangements were an important first step. For the committee to 
jump to the conclusion that that was the only step is, in our view, a misrepresentation of the government�s 
position and assumes that the Premier had no intention of making any further changes. The question of whether 
the government had any plans to make further changes was not even put to the Premier throughout the inquiry, 
even though other issues were.  

Finding 18 states that �The separation of the functions of the Public Sector Commissioner and the Office of the 
Public Sector Standards Commissioner creates complexities and inefficiencies�. This is plainly wrong. The 
Premier in his statement of 30 September 2008 clearly outlined the differences between these two agencies. Even 
though the committee referred to that statement by the Premier, it does not acknowledge the Premier�s statement 
of delineation between those two roles. Again, it is our belief that this report selectively includes evidence that is 
biased because of the exclusion of this reference. 

Finding 21 is, frankly, a pipedream. There is no evidence to suggest the Premier started any �Conran for director 
general� campaign. That was a conclusion reached by a journalist who started the snowball rolling. By neither 
confirming nor denying a position, anyone can be accused of adding snow to the rolling snowball. In fact, it 
could well be argued that the Labor Party itself added snow to the snowball by questioning Mr Conran�s 
appointment and raising it in this Parliament. 

Finding 22 states that the number of applications received for the position of Director General of the Department 
of the Premier and Cabinet was low compared with the average number of applications received for comparable 
positions. It is our understanding from the evidence of Dr Ruth Shean that even though this resulted in only two 
quality candidates for the position, this final number of acceptable candidates was consistent with previous 
selection processes. This finding failed to mention this part of Dr Shean�s evidence. To conclude, and before I 
pass over to the member for Carine to continue to outline our position on this matter, I would like to again thank 
our fellow members of the committee, and also the staff, for all their work on this inquiry. 

MR A. KRSTICEVIC (Carine) [10.41 am]: I too want to make some comments about this report. I thank the 
other members, and the staff, of the committee. Our work on this inquiry has provided valuable experience of 
how committees work. The officers of the Parliament who assisted the committee in this inquiry�Ms Katherine 
Galvin and Mr Mathew Bates�did an outstanding job as part of this process. I want to continue on from the 
comments made by the member for Jandakot about this report so that we can get our views on the record.  

As reflected in paragraph (e) of chapter 4.3 of the report, the committee looked into the composition of the 
selection panel, and the allegation that Mr Conran had been parachuted into the position of Director General of 
the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. In our view, there is no evidence to support the proposition that 
Mr Conran was parachuted into that position. That proposition is, in fact, nothing but rumour and innuendo by 
unnamed sources. For example, one witness who appeared before the inquiry, Hon Gavin Fielding, testified that 
many of his professional colleagues viewed the appointment in this way. However, he could not justify his claim 
when challenged. Mr Francis asked Mr Fielding if he knew what the selection process was, or who was on the 
panel, to which Mr Fielding testified that he did not know. Mr Francis then asked � 

I am just curious that if you are unaware of the process and who was on the panel how you can assert 
that he was parachuted in. 

Mr Fielding responded to that by saying � 

I accept that criticism. 
Finding 24 states that the committee is unable to reconcile the conflicting statements by the Premier and the 
Commissioner for Public Sector Standards as to whether they had discussed the qualities of the people who 
formed the selection panel. The problem with this finding is that there are no conflicting statements. Dr Ruth 
Shean made it clear in her evidence to the committee that she had not discussed any of the process with the 
Premier. Likewise, the Premier made it clear to Parliament on 4 December 2008 that he also had had no 
involvement. I will quote from the Hansard of that date, when Mr Barnett said � 



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 11 June 2009] 4917 

 

I have just received a little note. I will read it out. 

He then goes on to say � 

The note states, �Ruth Shean has called Deidre Willmott��my chief of staff��to stress that you did 
not discuss with her either the desired policies of the people on the panel and this was not discussed 
by � or the composition of the panel.� 

Finding 25 is worth noting. This finding exonerates the Premier from any interference in the selection process, as 
has been falsely asserted by the Leader of the Opposition, the member for Armadale and the member for 
Rockingham. It is our belief that those members should apologise to the Premier for this false allegation.  

I turn now to finding 26. There is absolutely no evidence that the composition of the panel undermined the 
perception of the panel�s impartiality. To argue that the composition of the panel had the potential to effect a 
particular outcome is ludicrous, as it could be argued that the appointment of any particular person to the panel 
could have some kind of negative or positive effect.  

This leads me to our objection to recommendation 6. As there is no evidence to suggest that the members of the 
panel were selected because of their political affiliations, there should be no recommendation to suggest that 
different consideration be given to their selection. It is worth noting that it would be an offence for the Public 
Sector Standards Commissioner to select any individual for a panel based on that person�s political persuasion. 
Likewise, it would also be illegal to rule out a panel member for the same reason. 

Finding 27 refers to the short time frame for the selection process for the appointment of Mr Conran. It is our 
belief, based on witness evidence, that such appointments can be made within a period of 36 days, or less, 
without compromising the integrity of the selection. It should also be noted that the Premier had no involvement 
in the time line for the process. The process was overseen by Dr Ruth Shean, and she has stated to the committee 
that she believes that the shortened time frame had no negative effect on the outcome of the process. Dr Ruth 
Shean stated to the committee � 

One point I want to make is that it is important not to confuse timeliness of process with quality. Some 
processes go on for a long, long time. I have one at the moment�the WA Museum. Coincidentally, we 
received the request to fill that a year ago today. It does not mean that, because it is a long process, it 
will be a much better one; it is just that a number of things have intervened to slow down that 
process � 

Dr Shean added � 

I concede that there may be some concern if it was felt that a fast process meant that corners were cut. 
On this occasion it was certainly not the case. I think that those of you that have worked with me on 
these processes would know that we are scrupulous in the way that we go about this. 

Dr Shean stated also� 

Absolutely everything in that process was done correctly. I understand that it has been the subject of 
political speculation. It has been done aside from political processes by an individual who reports to 
Parliament. There is a process which is set out, which has been followed scrupulously.  

That is a very important point that has been made about this process. 

Findings 27 and 28 contradict each other. To argue that the shortened time frame for the selection process 
compromised the integrity and independence of the process, and on the other hand argue that the capacity exists 
to reduce the average time taken for chief executive officer selection, is a blatant contradiction. This then goes 
on to make recommendation 7 of the committee obsolete. That recommendation is that the Public Sector 
Standards Commissioner ensure that selection and appointment processes for senior public sector chief executive 
officers are not compromised by inflexible timelines. There is no evidence at all to suggest that the selection 
process was either compromised or inflexible. This recommendation clearly tries to paint a picture of guilt by 
innuendo, and it has no substance whatsoever. 

We also disagree with recommendation 9 made by the committee. There is absolutely no evidence that 
Mr Conran breached any law in his application process. In fact, advice provided to the committee from the State 
Solicitor�s Office clearly exonerated him. The problem with the committee�s recommendation that section 73 of 
the Public Sector Management Act be amended is that it may have detrimental consequences. For example, if a 
staff member who is a consultant working for a company that had been given a government contract wanted to 
apply for a position in the public service, that person would have to either resign or disclose to his employer that 
he needed to be moved to an out-of-government position. Either way, this would have the consequence of 
compromising the applicant�s current employment. It may be considered that this would discourage quality 
people from applying to join the public service. It is therefore our belief that further consideration should be 
given to this matter before making this recommendation. 
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In summary, we have dissented from this report because we believe it has blatantly political content, findings 
and recommendations, and because it includes subjects that are far outside the terms of reference of the inquiry. I 
am disappointed that the Leader of the Opposition attempted to use the Public Accounts Committee to pursue a 
political agenda. This is the first time in decades that an opposition has been given a majority on a committee 
such as the Public Accounts Committee. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Order!  

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: At the first opportunity that presented itself, Labor used its majority on this committee to 
embark on a political witch-hunt, at the request of the Leader of the Opposition. The report has proved, through 
the evidence that was collected, that the change in structure at the highest level of the Western Australian public 
service is a positive step forward for our state. It has also shown that the appointment of Mr Peter Conran as 
Director General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet was a transparent and ethical process. 
Additionally, the Premier and the government have been exonerated of any wrongdoing. I hope that the next 
inquiry and report by the Public Accounts Committee will not be a political one, so that the committee can gain 
some experience in looking at the real issues that affect this state and the future of this state. I thank members 
very much.  

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2009-10 BILL 2009 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) CAPITAL 2009-10 BILL 2009 

Estimates Committees A and B Reports and Minutes � Presentation 

MR M.W. SUTHERLAND (Mount Lawley � Deputy Speaker) [10.50 am]: I present the Legislative 
Assembly�s reports and minutes of Estimates Committees A and B, and I wish to table the documents. 

[See papers 962 and 963.]  

Estimates Committee A Report � Adoption 

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: I move � 

That the report of Estimates Committee A be adopted. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Did you write this report?  

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: What business is it of the member for Albany if I wrote this report? The member 
should not worry about who wrote this report. He should worry about his business. What a cheek!  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Oder! I advise the member for Albany that it might help if he 
does not bait the member on his feet.  

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: The member for Albany should go back to sleep. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Speaker has the call. 

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: In Estimates Committee A, a total of 44 requests were made for supplementary 
information. I am advised that all the information requested has been provided.  

It was apparent that the questioning of many agencies was often not extensive and advisers were left sitting 
around for long periods and then barely asked a question, if they were asked one at all. This seems to be an 
ongoing occurrence. I note from previous reports that this issue has been raised, but it has not been properly 
addressed. For example, in committee A no questions were asked of the Zoological Parks Authority, the 
Governor�s Establishment, the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal, the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption 
and Crime Commission or the Public Transport Authority. Only one question was asked of the Curriculum 
Council. The waste of time and cost associated with having officials sitting around for many hours should be 
addressed. This issue should be referred to the Procedure and Privileges Committee for further consideration. To 
begin with, I believe that members should be canvassed, which is the procedure followed for off-budget 
authorities, to ascertain whether they wish to ask questions of the agencies. Those agencies about which 
members do not want to ask questions could then be excluded from the process. Smaller agencies in a division 
should be dealt with first to enable the officials to be released. Having a standing committee question ministers 
and the relevant agencies for which they are responsible, and advising members of the time and date of these 
hearings, could perhaps also obviate the problem. It is also possible for questioning to be undertaken by the 
Public Accounts Committee over a number of weeks. I am sure the privileges committee will find a way to 
improve the system.  

In committee A, the government asked 171 questions, which comprised 19.5 per cent of all questions asked, and 
the opposition asked 707 questions, which comprised 80.5 per cent of all questions asked.  
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MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [10.53 am]: As manager of opposition business I will make a few remarks 
about Estimates Committee A. Depending on what else is said I might make a few remarks on committee B.  

I note what the Deputy Speaker said about officials being left waiting around, as he termed it. The simple fact of 
the matter is, having been through 12 rounds of estimates committees, that happens every year. Each year public 
officers are required to attend the Parliament to be available to assist ministers in answering questions about their 
portfolio. Sometimes they get some attention and sometimes they do not. That is a fact of life when we are 
dealing with issues involving billions of dollars of taxpayers� money and members of Parliament have the 
capacity to ask questions. If people are required to wait around for some time during the day, that is a fact of life 
of the parliamentary process. Often it cannot be determined how long will be spent on a certain portfolio area or 
certain part of a portfolio area. It is indeterminate before the event. Naturally, as things proceed, we get a handle 
on it, but sometimes people are required to wait around, as the Deputy Speaker put it.  

The other point about that is that while these people are senior and well-paid public officers, this building has the 
capacity to access wireless technology and mobile phone technology. Members would know that these days most 
work in business is done by using those forms of technology. It is not as though these public officers who are in 
the building cannot be at work while they are here. They should be required to be here to answer questions if 
required by the Parliament, and that is a fact of life. I cannot see that changing. However, if public officers 
wanted it, it could be arranged for a venue or room to be available to them in which they could use their 
technology. That is what should be provided. They can then proceed to do their work while waiting here for 
hours and be called upon when they are required. That is the best way to handle this situation.  

I will make a couple of points about the estimates committees. I note some ministers are better at answering 
questions than others. I particularly acknowledge what is an interesting phenomenon; that is, ministers who were 
not responsible for the portfolios for which they were answering questions were better at doing that than 
answering questions and providing information on the portfolios for which they are responsible. I will give an 
example. The Minister for Water was representing the Minister for Environment and he provided succinct and 
clear answers. He deferred to the senior staff of the Department of Environment and Conservation and, when 
required, they provided answers to the questions. It was an excellent example by the Minister for Water of the 
way to answer questions about a portfolio for which he is not responsible. If only he acted in that way with his 
own portfolio, things would improve. He is a decent man and he did a good job as environment spokesperson in 
this house.  

Another person I will acknowledge is the Minister for Planning, the alternative music expert, for the way in 
which he answered questions on the planning portfolio. He did a good job and was good at answering questions. 
The two ministers I would like to acknowledge as not being as good are the Premier and Treasurer. Both of them 
adopt a stance of animosity in this place when asked questions. It is as though being asked a question is offensive 
to them and every single question that is asked is somehow to be treated with contempt. A minister in this place, 
when answering a question from a member of Parliament elected by the people of Western Australia, should not 
adopt that stance of animosity and hostility to the question and should try to provide an answer to the question.  

I noted that there was a reluctance by some ministers to provide supplementary information, particularly the 
Treasurer in his capacity as Minister for Housing. When I asked him for supplementary information, he said no. I 
will quote a specific example involving the Premier. When I asked for supplementary information, the answer I 
received through that process was not an answer to the question I asked. While he agreed to provide some 
information by way of supplementary information, the information he provided was not what I asked for. 
Specifically what I asked for was different from what I was provided with. That should be addressed in the 
future. Although the Speaker, Deputy Speaker and Acting Speakers try to work out what the question is, because 
of the style of some ministers, particularly the Premier, it gets confused. We need to be very clear about what is 
required to be provided by way of supplementary information.  

Another point I raise is about the committee report that was just provided. We noted amongst the public servants 
who come to answer the questions a divergence in their style and the way they acted. Some public servants are 
professional and provide factual information when asked by the relevant minister to answer the question. I was 
impressed by some of them, although I will not indicate who they were. I want to speak about one public 
servant; that is, Mr Peter Conran, who sat next to the Premier. He was asked to provide information on a number 
of occasions. I have the Hansard here with me, but I think it is uncorrected so I will not quote from it. He was 
asked on a couple of occasions about certain issues within portfolios. He was requested by the Premier to 
provide information. He then provided value judgements on the performance of ministers. On one occasion he 
said what a great job the Minister for Education was doing and how she was taking up the big challenges of 
education in her portfolio. Mr Conran is a public servant who is meant to be above the political fray and above 
political value judgements. I think it was very instructive�it was noted by a number of us�that when asked to 
comment upon these sorts of things, he inserted a degree of political partisanship and bias into his answers. To 
me, if any public servant lauds another minister in the government when answering a question, it indicates that 
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partisanship and bias. I was disappointed, but perhaps not surprised, to see that he did that in his answers to 
questions. I would quote from the Hansard if it were not uncorrected. However, those members who are in the 
chamber will be able to verify what I say about it. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You can paraphrase it if you want to. That�s not a problem. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I have told the house what he said. He inserted some political-style comments into his 
answers. I just thought it was unprofessional and he should not have done it. In particular, a guy like him, who is 
under the sort of scrutiny that he is, should be absolutely scrupulous about not being partisan in his public 
commentary. It seems to me to be a no-brainer for someone in his position to act in that fashion and to not be 
partisan in his commentary. 

I will make my last point. We raised this when the Speaker was in the estimates hearing answering questions. I 
thought the Speaker was very good in answering questions. I believe he is an honest, decent chap. I raised with 
him the fact that a number of people who are now chairing these committees and chairing the Parliament are 
brand-new members of Parliament. I said to the Speaker that I think it is a mistake and that it is unfair on those 
individuals who arrive here one day to be sitting in the chair the next day adjudicating over proceedings in the 
house. Whether it be when the house is in session or in an estimates committee, I do not think it is right. I think 
that there is a significant problem with members not understanding the standing orders and the ebb and flow of 
the house. This is a place in which members should be allowed to have free and frank debate, and not be cut off 
arbitrarily without being allowed to have their say. During the estimates committees, I observed overzealousness 
on the part of Chairs of the estimates committees. It is a historic mistake. It has not happened just under this 
government. It is a mistake that has been occurring for a long time. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I have a genuine question. I have listened to what you have said about that. However, have 
you looked back at 2001 to see which new members who came into this place when Labor took government in 
2001 chaired committees? I suspect that it was very similar to � 

Mr P.B. Watson: No, it was not. This is the first time we have seen it. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: There is obviously a problem with new members who have no experience chairing the 
house and chairing committees. There is a problem, and there was a problem in 2001. I agree that there was that 
problem of a new member being in that position. However, as I said, some people are overzealous in cutting off 
debate and stopping members from making a contribution. Perhaps acting in an overtly partisan fashion has 
become endemic now. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Do you mean chairing the estimates committees or chairing the house? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Chairing both the estimates committees and the house. I was saying that during debate in 
the estimates committees, that is a problem that we faced. I think that people sitting in the chamber will observe 
the aggression and overzealousness that are exhibited by some members in the chair these days. I saw it in the 
estimates committees. I am commenting on the estimates committees, but I would extend my remarks to the 
broader conduct of operations in the house. I think it is a problem for us. New members and new Chairs should 
sit back and maybe let things happen a bit more than they do. They should not stop the debate all the time. They 
should let people have their say. That is what the house is about; that is what we are here for. If it continues, it 
will lead to outbursts from members on the floor of the house against the members who sit in the chair, which 
will mean that members will be thrown out of the house. I think members need to calm down a bit more when 
they are in the chair, learn the standing orders and perhaps take advice from members who have been in this 
place a while longer, even if they are on the other side of the house, about the way in which they should conduct 
themselves when they are in the chair. As I said, new members assumed the role in 2001 also, but I am talking 
about the way it is happening now. I am finding it to not be a very good way of proceedings taking place in this 
house at the moment. That was my other observation from the estimates committees. I will keep making that 
point. If it keeps happening, with members being treated the way they have been in the house, we might find 
explosions or outbursts from members that should not happen. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: But there are already explosions and outbursts. Some of your members just don�t obey the 
standing orders. You know that. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am providing constructive advice, and the problem with the Leader of the House is that 
he does not listen. Anyway, I am giving the Leader of the House some constructive advice in as reasonable a 
way as I can in this position. I ask that he listen to what I am saying to him and that members who might 
otherwise be in the chair learn about and watch what more experienced members do and not assume that they 
know everything just because they are given a senior position as one of the members who carry out the role of 
Acting Speaker at various times. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: That�s a fair bit of advice. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I think it is good advice.  
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Mr R.F. Johnson: I think everybody is on a learning curve when they first come into this place. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is the point I am making. If members are on a learning curve, they should not think 
they know everything. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I would be surprised if they had that attitude; I really would�I have to be honest with you. 
Sometimes some of the new members who are Acting Speakers or acting Chairs are very reluctant to pull people 
up. Thinking back over the past seven and a half years, the situation was very different, of course. When Hon 
Fred Riebeling was Speaker�he was a friend of mine in many ways; I had a lot of time for Fred�I believe he 
was very strict. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I will not comment on Hon Fred Riebeling, because he is a constituent of mine and I 
might lose his vote! Therefore, I will not comment on him, because he could read the Hansard and have 
something to say. 

Mr P. Papalia: Speak of him in glowing terms. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes, I will speak of him in glowing terms. For his age, he is a very good golfer. I will 
conclude my remarks at that point. 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [11.08 am]: As I am the Whip, it means that I have an opportunity to 
watch very carefully and participate very actively in the estimates committee process. Therefore, I am very 
pleased to make some comments about the way in which the committees operated this year. I have some serious 
concerns that I would like to raise, and I will refer to a couple of the divisions in particular that I think underpin 
some major flaws in how the committee system operated this year. Of course, ministers of the Crown are all well 
paid. I have been one myself. However, I was absolutely astounded�this is a very serious matter�that one 
particular minister in Estimates Committee B was allocated only one hour for three areas of his portfolio 
responsibilities�local government, heritage and citizenship. That is abhorrent. Quite frankly, in terms of 
accountability processes, it is absolutely impossible for an opposition to effectively question a minister when one 
hour has been allocated to his portfolio. I know why the minister was allocated one hour. In fact, a government 
member told me�he is a very honest man and that is why I will not name him�that the minister is so 
vulnerable and pathetic that the government had to give him only one hour otherwise he would have fallen over. 

Mr P. Papalia: Name him. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: No, I will not name him. He is a good friend of mine now. The serious fact is that one 
minister of the Crown who holds an important office and who is responsible for three portfolio areas was 
allocated only one hour. It was quite amazing to see what happened during that particular hour. We were trying 
to ask some questions and get some answers and feedback because the 60 minutes was rapidly disappearing. The 
minister was pontificating and going on totally off track. When he tried to answer questions, he was totally 
incapable of doing so. That is one example. I do not think that minister will be in that position next year when 
estimates committees are being established and time is being allocated. A paltry amount of time was allocated. 
He is the only minister who got one hour; all the others got more than that. That was in committee B.  

In committee A, I was concerned about the presentation of the budget. My very good friend the Minister for 
Water was the minister representing the Minister for Child Protection; Community Services. I had some very 
legitimate questions to ask about volunteering within the community services portfolio. The Minister for 
Community Services, Hon Robyn McSweeney, also looks after seniors� interests, carers, volunteering et cetera. 
The specific question I was seeking to ask related to the appropriation allocation in the budget to volunteer 
resource centres throughout the state of Western Australia. I wanted to know what the appropriation allocation 
was to around 20 volunteer resource centres throughout the state. The Minister for Water saw my frustration 
when I said, �Minister, I want to ask this question but there�s no line item for me to ask it.� Not one line item 
was relevant to my questions. The budget papers were very poorly presented. They are different from previous 
budget papers. When I was the Minister for Communities in the previous government, we would highlight a 
range of trends or issues in the budget papers that allowed members of the opposition and the government to ask 
questions relating to those specific portfolio responsibilities. There was nothing in part 14, division 62. It gave a 
poor presentation of those examples. I understand that other members had legitimate questions to ask in other 
portfolios but struggled to find a line item to which they could refer their question.  

One of the other criticisms that I have about the whole process was highlighted by my very good friend the 
member for South Perth, my counterpart Whip. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Is he the one who was honest? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I would never name him. That is very disgraceful. How could the member for 
Victoria Park even intimate that? My very good friend the member for South Perth made a legitimate comment 
when we were asking questions of the Swan River Trust. We had fewer than 10 minutes to go and he quite 
rightly highlighted the fact that we had no opportunity to ask legitimate questions about the Swan River Trust. 
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We asked two questions, from memory, because of the time constraints. Because of the time spent on the 
Department of Environment and Conservation, we let the chief executive officer and staff of the Zoological 
Parks Authority go early because we were running out of time. The member for South Perth made a very good 
point: We had fewer than 10 minutes to debate the most important environmental asset within the city of Perth�
the Swan and Canning river system. 

I also have a criticism about how the regional development commission was listed. Being the member for 
Mandurah in the Peel region, the Peel Development Commission is quite often � 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I am turning my back on the member; he can talk to my hand. The Peel Development 
Commission quite often � 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I will have to seek protection; I am feeling very vulnerable. The Peel Development 
Commission is quite often not given the opportunity to be quizzed. The Peel region is very important and should 
have that opportunity � 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: No, and I am peeved about that. 

We have seen some glaring gaps in the estimates committee system this year. In his brief report, the Deputy 
Speaker highlighted some ongoing issues that were raised previously. I hope that before we convene the 
estimates committees next year, some of the issues that have been raised, including the ones that I have raised, 
will be appropriately addressed. I do not wish to be scathing of the Acting Speakers or the Deputy Speaker but, 
as the member for Rockingham, the manager of opposition business, highlighted, we witnessed very concerning 
behaviour by some Acting Speakers in their view of allowing free debate and allowing convention to be adhered 
to. I know that the Deputy Speaker highlighted the fact that 80 per cent of the time was used for opposition 
questions. We need to be reminded that it is always convention that the opposition is given the first question; in 
fact, it is usually given the first few questions. The estimates committee system is primarily for the opposition to 
seek answers to questions. That is important. I would hope that in his pre-committee discussions with the Acting 
Speakers next year, the Speaker will perhaps tighten up some of the issues that have been highlighted in this 
report this year.  

Mrs L.M. Harvey: I can�t believe you�re blaming the umpires. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: When we have only one hour to question the Minister for Local Government on 
important local government, heritage, multicultural interests and citizenship matters, we have to have a pretty 
good Chair in charge otherwise we do not have time to address very important matters. It is important that the 
Chair allows us to ask as many questions as possible and keep the minister or the minister representing on track 
so that we get to ask those answers. When we have only one hour to ask questions, it is absolutely unbelievable 
when that does not happen. I have not counted the number of questions that were able to be asked of the Minister 
for Local Government; Heritage; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests, but if I had counted them, I am sure 
that there would have been very few. I think that was a debacle, particularly with regard to division 64 in part 16 
of the budget papers. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: In actual fact, I believe that there was an hour more in total for the budget estimates hearings 
this year. Also, if you or the manager of opposition business had come to me beforehand and said that there was 
not enough time for local government or whatever, and that you would give up an hour on another section, I am 
sure that that could have been arranged. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: That is possible, but, to be totally honest, it is the job of the Deputy Speaker of the 
house to organise effectively the estimates committee system. I do not know whether that happened. I remind the 
Leader of the House that the opposition is absolutely serious about bringing this government to account. When 
he was in opposition, I can remember finishing a number of divisions up to an hour or more early simply because 
the then opposition had no further questions to ask. I found it quite astounding that that happened. This year we 
had a range of questions; we could have gone on for longer. I think that the system needs to be improved next 
year. 

MR A.J. SIMPSON (Darling Range � Parliamentary Secretary) [11.20 am]: I want to refer to a couple of 
points that the member for Mandurah raised. I, too, noted the issue with the estimates hearing on community 
services and volunteering. I know that the member for Mandurah is a strong supporter, as I am, of Volunteering 
WA. I will take on board his comments and refer them to the minister�s office to ensure that it is rectified for 
next year so that members can ask questions of a very great organisation in Western Australia that provides 
support for our communities. I just wanted to put on the record that I will take those thoughts to the minister and 
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make sure that Volunteering WA has a line item in the budget so that members can ask questions during the 
estimates hearing. 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [11.21 am]: First of all, I congratulate the staff of the estimates committees. The 
clerks who sat by and helped the Chairmen did a tremendous job. They were always there, and they probably do 
not get the credit that they should. I think this was the first time in eight budgets that I have seen such 
indifference by ministers or a lack of knowledge of their portfolios. It was all right when they had staff around 
them, but they would not take supplementary questions. I have never seen that happen before. As a Chairman, I 
know that ministers can knock back questions, but the number of supplementary questions that were not 
accepted during the hearings really surprised me. 

Members have talked about the Chairmen. I know that being a Chairman is very difficult. I congratulate the 
member for Scarborough and the member for Maylands, two new members of this place, but I was a little 
disappointed with the Deputy Speaker and the member for Jandakot. I thought that they politicised the 
Chairman�s position. I thought it was a little disappointing. 

Point of Order 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I think it is totally unparliamentary for any member of this house to reflect adversely on 
the Chair, no matter who it is, whether it be the Speaker in the full chamber or the Chairman in estimates 
committees. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): I take the Leader of the House�s point of order. The member for 
Albany should know better than to reflect on Acting Speakers, such as himself. Patience, member for Warnbro! 
So that we can move on, I am happy to discuss this with the Speaker later. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: I was not talking as a Chair; I was talking as the member for Albany taking part in a 
committee hearing. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member for Albany specifically referred to another member by his seat, 
and the member knows that that is not acceptable. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: When he referred to a member who was in the chair, he mentioned a particular 
member. The member for Albany knows that that is unacceptable. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: Mr Acting Speaker, I never mentioned the person in the chair; I mentioned the person by 
his electorate. It is my understanding that a member can mention someone by his electorate. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: You want to get yourself a big mirror in relation to your performance. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: Talking about pigs from the Treasurer � 

The ACTING SPEAKER: My advice is that if the member for Albany wants to criticise the Chair, he should 
do so by substantive motion, not by debate. 
Mr P.B. WATSON: Okay; we will do that. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr P.B. WATSON: As I have said, in the previous eight budgets, members could read the budget papers and 
know where the money was going and where it was coming from, but in this year�s budget papers members 
could not. The money was hidden; members could not find it anywhere. There was no accountability. When 
members asked the ministers where the money was, they said that it was here, that they had put it there or that 
something was going to happen. When members wanted to talk about projects in their electorates, they could not 
find them in the budget; they just were not there. That was another thing that was very disappointing. There was 
only one-third of a page on the Forest Products Commission and it was all about its furnishings; there was 
nothing about forest products, which is a huge issue in my electorate at the moment. Once again, I congratulate 
the staff of the committees. I congratulate the member for Scarborough, the member for Maylands and the 
member for North West on their performance.  

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys � Leader of the House) [11.25 am]: I do not intend to take up very much time 
on the motion before the house, and I mean that. However, it is incumbent on me to put the record straight 
because of the comments of the member for Mandurah. Some members, particularly those on the other side, 
seem to be under some misapprehension that the Speaker and the Deputy Speaker organise the timetable and the 
allocation of time for the estimates hearings. 

A member interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes, it has been said. The Deputy Speaker has been criticised and I will not stand for that. 
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Mr P.B. Watson: He didn�t organise it anyway. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, he did not organise it. It is up to the management committee of this house, which 
includes me, the manager of opposition business and two other members, to organise the timetable and 
framework for Estimates Committees A and B, and that happened. If opposition members felt that there was not 
enough time for a particular portfolio, that was the opportunity to say so. As Leader of the House, I would have 
been more than happy to have accommodated any concern that the opposition had. As it stands, in overall terms 
there was one extra hour for budget estimates hearings this year compared with the situation last year. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am not taking interjections from the member anymore. There is just verbal diarrhoea 
from his seat and I am getting sick to death of it. 

It is important that this house knows that that is how estimates committees are timetabled and time framed. Any 
complaint that there was not enough time for any particular area should have been raised at that stage. In fact, I 
think the member who complained was the member who should have been at the management committee 
meeting to organise it. The manager of opposition business is keeping very quiet. I think he accepts that that is 
the way it works. It worked that way when he was in government, and it has worked that way this year. If there 
are any complaints, that is the time to raise them, not afterwards in hindsight. Certainly, we tried to be fair and 
that is why an extra hour was allocated. If members opposite do not like the fact that some portfolio hearings are 
longer than others, they should say so at the appropriate time. They should not criticise the Deputy Speaker for 
doing nothing wrong whatsoever. He carried out his job in an exemplary way. 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [11.28 am]: I rise to make some brief comments about the estimates 
committee process. I note the comments made by the Deputy Speaker in his report that outlined the problems 
that he saw with having officials and public servants at Parliament for an extended period before they either were 
asked questions or, on some occasions, were not asked any questions. The member for Rockingham, the leader 
of opposition business, has addressed this matter. He is right; there could be a more effective use of their time, 
but that can certainly take place in Parliament itself. We have wireless access, and while those public servants 
are here, they certainly have the capacity to continue working for their departments. The fact of the matter is that 
the timetables for the estimates committees are inherently unreliable and fluid, and we need those officials to be 
available to assist ministers in answering questions. I also note the break-up of the questions as outlined by the 
Deputy Speaker. Apparently government members asked 171 questions, or 19.5 per cent of all questions asked, 
and opposition members asked 707 questions, or 80.5 per cent of all questions asked. I would like to see�the 
Deputy Speaker will not have this information; I dare say nobody has this information�the percentage break-up 
of the time spent on each question. I dare to say that it probably took about 40 per cent of the total estimates time 
to deal with the 19.5 per cent of dorothy dix questions asked by the government members. 

I am not naive. I am aware of the role played by dorothy dix questions in this house, but I think they have long 
since served their purpose, particularly when it comes to holding government to account. Answers tend to 
become ministerial statements�there is another process by which those statements can take place�more 
particularly so during the estimates process. It is my view that chapter 21 of the Legislative Assembly standing 
orders�I make these comments because I know that the Deputy Speaker will be taking up some of these issues 
with the Procedure and Privileges Committee�needs an overhaul. The federal estimates process has been 
referred to as a suitable model; however, I am not saying that that model is one that we should pursue because I 
have not done sufficient research to make such comments. The estimates process is the one time of the year, the 
one week of the year, in which opposition and other non-government members of Parliament can cross-examine 
ministers and, more particularly, the senior staff who advise the ministers, on government and the budget, 
including the assumptions in the budget; the spending commitments in the budget; where alleged savings will be 
found; and the fine details in the budget line items and the assumptions made about them. 

The role of dorothy dix questions during the estimates process is, I believe, one that should be removed. Such 
questions no longer serve the purpose of estimates. During the estimates process I spent time questioning the 
Treasurer and, in my view, he performed much better when answering questions from the opposition than when 
answering dorothy dix questions. Our questions brought out good discussions, certainly while the Under 
Treasurer was sitting next to the Treasurer, and more information was elicited to not only the advantage of the 
opposition but also for general good governance. I think the dorothy dix process has run its course. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: We did not ask a lot of dorothy dix questions. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: No, but the Treasurer spent a lot of time answering them�that is the point I was making 
before the Treasurer came into the chamber. I think that we can, in the time provided�as I have said, estimates 
is only one week of the year and really is an opportunity to cross-examine the government�make the estimates 
process one that favours non-government members of Parliament, because I think that is really the purpose of the 
estimates hearings. 
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Mr T.R. Buswell: Did you hold this view last year? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I accept that this decision can only be made by the government. The Treasurer held this view 
last year and he is now in the position to make these changes. I dare say he will not. The Deputy Speaker has 
already indicated that the Procedure and Privileges Committee will look at some of these details. Now is the time 
that we need to revisit and perhaps to rewrite chapter 21 of the standing orders in a way that reflects modern 
governance. The complexity of governance has changed considerably since this process started. Parliaments all 
over Australia have revisited this process over the past few years and have established much better estimates 
processes than those we have here. I look forward to the Deputy Speaker and the Procedure and Privileges 
Committee looking at these issues. I note that the member for Alfred Cove, who is not with us at the moment, is 
writing to the committee about the hours that we sit. I think that that is really a minor point as opposed to exactly 
what it is that we do here through the questioning of the government, particularly through the estimates process.  

I do not intend to say much more than that. I have noted the time spent on government questions and opposition 
questions outlined by the Deputy Speaker. It is not so much the number of questions that I am concerned with, 
but the time spent by ministers answering dorothy dix questions from members of the government.  

MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [11.34 am]: I will make a few brief comments. I was worried that the 
member for Mandurah would take my name in vain at one stage there.  

Mr D.A. Templeman: I would never do that. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: He raised the point that I raised during estimates, about the time that was allocated to the 
Swan River Trust. That has been well canvassed so I am not going to go over that. As the member for Victoria 
Park said, we have very flexible arrangements with estimates hearings. On any given day we never know how 
many questions will be asked of any particular minister or on any particular division. One night I felt sorry for 
advisers from the Zoological Parks Authority, who were sent home after arriving here. The Perth Zoo is in my 
electorate. I would have liked an opportunity to ask questions of them. I felt for the people from that authority 
who had come in here and were not able to make a contribution.  

Mr P. Papalia: The Office of the Inspector of Custodial Services, as the member knows, is a fairly significant 
organisation. One would think that at this time, when prisons are overcrowded, we should be able to ask 
questions. Officers came in, and exactly the same thing happened to them. I am not blaming the minister�he 
was here for hours�but clearly that was inadequate. They spent all night here and had to leave after sitting 
down.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: A good point, member. It is something that has to be raised. I am sure that the Deputy 
Speaker and the Procedure and Privileges Committee will look at it. I do not know whether we need to allocate 
more time to budget estimates. On speaking to a colleague from Canberra, I told him that we had had a long 
week in budget estimates. He asked how many days we sat. I said, �Three days�from 10.00 am until 10.00 pm.� 
He said, �We go for two weeks.� Obviously it is a much bigger budget. We do need to look at it.  

I will make a point about dorothy dixers. The Premier told us in the party room that budget estimates were for 
the opposition. He said that he did not want us asking dorothy dixers just for the sake of it. He said we had to be 
fair to the opposition. I remember sitting over there in one of the estimates hearings and saying to a couple of 
new members, who were very keen to ask some questions, �We have to give the opposition this opportunity. We 
must be fair about that.�  

Mr M.P. Murray: The member is the only one in the house who did!  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: I think that is what the process is all about. While we were in opposition, the former 
member for Yokine was an expert at dorothy dixers. He could spin one out for an hour! He would go on about a 
subject that was close to his heart. We would be sitting on the other side in opposition so exasperated and 
frustrated that we could not get to ask questions of the ministers that we wanted to ask. We understand what it is 
like. Most people get a chance on both sides of this house. It is only fair that the opposition gets more time. I 
note that 85 per cent of the questions were asked by the opposition; 19.5 per cent by � 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: 80.5 per cent.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: 80.5 per cent by the opposition and 19.5 per cent by the government. I think that is good. 
The member for Victoria Park makes a good point.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: It is the number of questions.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: It is the number of questions. It is probably more relevant the time that is spent on those 
questions. This can be discussed by the Deputy Speaker and the Procedure and Privileges Committee. The 
chairperson has a role to control the debate a little bit more and know what is coming up so that he or she can 
remind members that there are more divisions to come. Often, the chair will say that there are more divisions to 
come. As I said, it is an inexact science but maybe we need to look at it. We need to make sure that when people 
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come in from agencies, they are given every opportunity to assist the minister and for the minister to be probed 
on that aspect of the budget.  

It was my fifth experience of budget estimate hearings. I thought the estimates process went pretty well. I 
thought our new members conducted themselves well. I was very aware that the opposition was very well 
prepared.  

Members raised the question of supplementary questions. At one stage I thought that members of the opposition 
had a fax machine outside the chamber and they were just bringing them in one after the other. The ministers 
were in danger of being engulfed with supplementary questions. Their officers would have been working 
24 hours a day to provide all the answers in the time required. That was why some of the ministers said that they 
would prefer the questions to be put on notice. All in all, I think the process went well. There is no process that 
cannot be looked at, and improved. I look forward to the findings of this committee and to the Deputy Speaker, 
possibly, tinkering with the process next year.  

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [11.39 am]: I want to make a couple of comments. The first one relates to 
supplementary information. This should be a very important part of scrutiny of the government�s agenda. In 
committee A, I asked a detailed question on the cost savings that are brought to account by the government in the 
budget for the Department of Education and Training. The answer I got was completely unsatisfactory. I 
asked � 

What number of education assistants is the department budgeting for on 31 March 2009, 2010, 2011, 
2012 and 2013, and what was the position prior to the decision to reduce that number by 450 people? 
What was the budgeted position for each of those dates  

The answer was � 

The number of education assistants employed with the Department of Education and Training as at 
March 2009 was 5 655 � 

And it goes on to say � 

� The Department does not project budgeted FTE education assistants as the number required will 
vary considerably from year to year due to the number and distribution of student enrolments, and the 
number and distribution of students eligible to receive specialist education assistance.  

The number of education assistants employed with the Department of Education and Training as at June 
2008 was 5 561 FTE.  

The problem with that answer is that even though the government has brought to account a budget saving in the 
budget papers presented to the opposition, the department cannot justify how that saving was calculated. One of 
the problems with the budget estimates process is that it is restricted to a short period of time. We are looking at 
$20 billion of expenditure in a limited time frame, and the government says it is saving this or spending that 
amount of money, but when we go into the details of the budget, we do not get a proper answer. Nobody would 
say that this was a proper answer, because the department is saying it does not know how it calculated the cost 
savings, and it does not know what effect it will have on the department, much less on its clients�the students in 
individual schools in each electorate.  

The Deputy Speaker has raised a very important point about the lack of effectiveness of this accountability 
process. This is about $20 billion of expenditure of public money�$85 billion over four years�and there is a 
lack of opportunity to properly hold the government to account through this process. If we are going to examine 
this, it is a good thing, but it should be done as a way of ensuring a proper opportunity for genuine accountability 
by the government to the Parliament and, through members of Parliament, to the people of Western Australia.  

It is also interesting to note that local government is not able to be examined in the same way as we are trying to 
do with the state government. For example, the Melville city council wasted $20 million in a gamble�nothing 
more than a lottery effort�in the United States on sub-prime mortgages. I understand the overall loss across 
local government in Western Australia is $60 million. As I understand it, those investments were made on the 
recommendation of the WA Local Government Association. The Parliament of Western Australia is asked to 
authorise the expenditure of that money to be used through local government �  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Are you saying those investments were on the recommendation of WALGA?  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I understand that Lehman Brothers was on a list of investments that WALGA 
recommended to local government authorities � 

Mr T.R. Buswell: It does not surprise me.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: � as media reports have it. However, the point I am making is that members of 
Parliament do not have the opportunity to examine local government authorities through the budget estimates 
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process and ask why they did this stupid thing�why they risked millions of dollars of ratepayers� money. That 
was on the authority of this Parliament, yet we do not get an opportunity to look at that.  

Mr J.J.M. Bowler interjected.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am happy to take that interjection, member for Kalgoorlie. The point is that the 
investment was in sub-prime mortgages. Those loans are called �sub-prime� because they are a high-risk 
investment. People were told they would get a big return because the risk of losing all their money was very 
high.  

Mr J.J.M. Bowler: To invest in Lehman Brothers is different from investing in sub-prime loans. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: No, but that is what they were. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler: They didn�t know where it was going. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: With respect, they did know where it was going. They were told where the investment 
was going; they were obviously not capable of understanding what they were being offered. That is my point: 
imagine if a minister came in this place and said that the government had lost $20 million because it took a 
gamble on a sub-prime loan. That minister would have to quit.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: The previous government lost $200 million on a gamble on the Office of Shared Services! 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I notice that the Treasurer is investing more money into the gamble of the Office of 
Shared Services. One of the comments I always make, Treasurer, is that the Liberal Party�s rhetoric in opposition 
and action in government are completely different. I thank the Treasurer for raising another example of action 
whilst in government being 100 per cent opposite from what it talked about when it was in opposition. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: That�s a very good point. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I take the Deputy Speaker�s point that there was probably some time wasted for officers 
waiting around for questioning, but this is a very important process of parliamentary democracy. Expenditure of 
$85 billion of taxpayers� money is talked about in the budget�$20.5 billion for the current year, and $85 billion 
over the forward estimates. That is a bucketload of money, and it is appropriate that parliamentarians have a 
detailed investigation into the expenditure. The answers we were provided by the government were not in the 
sort of detail needed to decide whether this money will be properly spent. 

Question put and passed. 

Estimates Committee B Report � Adoption 

MR M.W. SUTHERLAND (Mount Lawley � Deputy Speaker) [11.46 am]: I move � 

That the report of Estimates Committee B be adopted. 

During the Estimates Committee B hearing 30 requests for supplementary information were made. I am advised 
that all information has now been provided. No questions were asked of a number of authorities, including the 
Gascoyne Development Commission, Kimberley Development Commission, the Western Australian Land 
Information Authority, Treasury and Finance�s service �Royalties for Regions Fund�, the rural Small Business 
Development Corporation, the National Trust, and one question was asked of the Office of the Inspector of 
Custodial Services.  

We have been through this before and have heard comments from members opposite as to what they believe 
should and should not happen, but I do not believe it is good practice to have highly paid civil servants sitting 
around for hours and hours waiting to answer questions. It might be possible to set aside a room for them to 
work in, but this is quite a pent-up atmosphere and people are primed to answer questions. The chances of them 
working in a big room will not happen. In any event, I think the Procedure and Privileges Committee should 
investigate how estimates committees are conducted, and members should raise any ideas about how to improve 
the system. That is a bipartisan approach, and I thank the member for Victoria Park for his positive comments. 

During the Estimates Committee B hearing, the government asked 126 questions, which made up 18.4 per cent 
of questions asked; the opposition asked 554 questions, which made up 80.09 per cent; and the Independents 
asked five questions, which was 0.7 per cent. In all, 685 questions were asked. It would be interesting to find out 
what the percentages were last year, which I will endeavour to do. I do not think it is feasible to now start putting 
times to questions; it would be collecting useless data.  

I am quite surprised at the member for Albany�s remarks about the chairmen of the various committees. I think 
the member for Albany should get over, once and for all, that the Labor Party did not win the last election and 
that he was not elected as the Speaker of this house. 

Mr M.P. Murray: You�re arrogant! 
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Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: He shows time and time again that he is not over it, and I have noticed his 
demeanour in the house when people are sitting in the chair. I think he should now get over it and move on in the 
spirit of cooperation.  
Several members interjected. 
Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: Has the member finished? 
I wish to thank the Speaker for overseeing the timetabling of the chairmen, the government and opposition 
Whips, the Acting Speakers for ably chairing the committees, and the members for their assistance and 
cooperation during the hearing. The process was well run by the Clerks and Assembly staff, who gave adequate 
advice and assistance whenever necessary.  

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [11.49 am]: I would like to comment briefly on Estimates Committee B. 
First of all, I have noted that members have been quoting statistics about the number of questions asked by 
government and opposition members. I am sure we have all heard the wonderful phrase, �lies, damned lies and 
statistics�. Statistics can often be misleading. When we are dealing in estimates committees with questions, a 
question from a government member is often prepared and the minister will have extensive notes and will talk at 
length on the matter. Whereas, of course, questions from an opposition member often come without notice; 
therefore, the answer might be quite brief. In counting the number of questions, people have counted follow-up 
questions that have dwelt on a particular subject, so answers to follow-up questions get shorter and shorter. I 
observed that the majority of the questions were asked by the opposition in the committees I was involved with. 
But, at times, government members asked questions that involved an extensive answer by a minister. In my 
experience as a minister I actually preferred questions from the opposition to questions from government 
members. The now Leader of the Opposition found in his eight years as Treasurer that the most difficult question 
he was asked came from me. I cannot even remember what it was. Nonetheless, it seems to be indelibly printed 
on his mind and he is unable to get over it.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: I will never forget that question.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: We found in government that the member for Collie-Preston asked the most difficult 
questions of any ministers, perhaps in the history of the chamber! However, generally, I liked the opposition 
questions more. I did not particularly like reading out long-winded answers to dorothy dix questions from 
government backbenchers. The point the member for Victoria Park made about placing some restrictions on 
questions from government members is a good one, except that it would be impossible to enforce without the 
person in the chair � 
Mr J.E. McGrath: Will you take an interjection?  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I will when I have finished what I am saying. 
All members of this house are elected and all members have a right to ask questions of ministers and that right 
cannot be removed. However, the chairpersons could act somewhat judiciously to ensure that what is in effect an 
opportunity for the opposition to question the expenditure of $20 billion remains a priority rather than a dorothy 
dix approach. As the government�s term in office goes on, that sort of intensity from government backbenchers 
to ask questions diminishes. Does the member for South Perth want to ask me something?  

Mr J.E. McGrath: I asked questions of our ministers that they may not have been too happy about. But, as you 
said, all members of Parliament, irrespective of whether they are in government or not, represent their electorates 
and they should be able to ask questions.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: There is no doubt that they have the right. Government backbenchers sometimes ask very 
pertinent question about their electorates because they have not been getting any satisfaction in private 
conversation. That is entirely a reasonable thing to do. However, as I said, a government backbencher�s hunting 
around to save the minister from intense questioning from the opposition is not a good look. We need people in 
the chair who will crack down on that practice a little.  

The member for South Perth made an interesting and insightful contribution, as he always does, and referred to a 
former minister who perhaps gave long-winded answers. For the interest of members, I was in this place when 
Arthur Marshall was the parliamentary secretary who answered questions about the sport portfolio. I was the 
shadow Minister for Sport and Recreation in 1999 and 2000. I think I got one question out, and he talked about 
football and tennis, particularly relating to his career, for, as I recall, something in the vicinity of 30 minutes, and 
no effort to pull him off that track, no device that I could construct, would deter him from the history of his 
involvement in West Australian Football League football in the 1950s or 1960s or his contribution to tennis and 
the development of world tennis over many decades. Anyway, it was an interesting experience, and I think that 
different people have different styles.  

Another point I will make is about a minister. I think people were referring to the Minister for Local Government 
who had only an hour to answer questions. If only an hour was allocated, that was my mistake, as we are 
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presented with a list of times allocated that we sign off on. I can assure members that next year I will watch very 
closely to ensure that the time allocated for the Minister for Local Government is not only an hour.  

Another point is that I noted that ministers had a propensity for having their political staff on the floor. Certainly, 
I never had any of my personal staff on the floor, but I noted that most ministers had a personal staff member 
sitting next to them during the estimates committee proceedings. I am not sure whether I think that is a good 
idea, and it might be something that I will consider a bit more. However, to have a political staffer on the floor 
was a definite change that I observed that has taken place in the proceedings since I was a minister. 

The second to last point I make relates to Mr Conran. I was challenged by the Leader of the House to produce 
evidence of Mr Conran making political-style statements while sitting in the house. He was questioned on 
28 May about different issues and at the conclusion of some commentary he said these words about the Minister 
for Education � 

I know that the Minister for Education is very focused on improving educational outcomes across the 
board, and she is very focused on disadvantaged and disabled kids. 

That was one comment in the midst of a number of comments. Furthermore, Mr Conran challenged the Leader 
of the Opposition to look at the state of his office because he indicated that he felt that conditions in his office 
were insufficient. There was sort of a partisan tone in his commentary. I do not think it was appropriate for 
Mr Conran, as the most senior public servant in the state�that is, public servant, not political appointee�as the 
Premier claims he is, to make commentary that was partisan. I thought that if he ever reads Hansard or is 
watching the television now, it will perhaps be a lesson for him for next year that he and all the other staff who 
appear on the floor should not act in that fashion; they should act in a completely non-political manner and not 
make any commentary that is in the slightest bit political.  

The last point I make is that Estimates Committee B sits in the upper house�s chamber. It is perhaps the only 
occasion during the course of the year that we sit in that chamber. I personally thought the chamber set-up was 
fine. I thought the two blue chairs in the chamber were an improvement in the way that chamber is set up. I note 
that some members and former members of the other place think that is some sort of affront to the upper house 
and that it is somehow an enormous issue that we should all be quite concerned about. However, I thought it was 
fine and that the two blue chairs were an attractive and comfortable place in which to sit. I asked a question 
about the cost of removing those two blue chairs and converting the seats in the other place. I was advised by the 
Speaker by way of supplementary information that the cost is $2.5 million. The original estimate was 
$2.27 million, so there has been a cost increase of $230 000. It will cost $2.5 million to replace chairs or convert 
chairs to modern ergonomic standards in the other place. The decision was made post November 2008. I do not 
think it is necessary. If we did need to convert the two blue chairs, I know some people who run an upholstery 
business. I am pretty sure that for $2.5 million they would have given us a bit of change. I wanted to make that 
point, because my experience of the upper house chamber is that it is air conditioned and fine. It is not necessary 
to go through $2.5 million of expenditure. 

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro) [12.01 pm]: I am thankful for the opportunity to rise to discuss particularly 
Estimates Committee B. I also rise following comments about me made by the Leader of the House in response 
to an interjection. I understand I interject a lot these days, and it is no doubt annoying him, so I can understand 
him getting a little irritated.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Inconsequential. 
Mr P. PAPALIA: It is, yes. 
Mr T.R. Buswell: No, you are. 
Mr P. PAPALIA: I am not inconsequential. How can the Treasurer say that! 
What was concerning about the comments of the Leader of the House on the estimates process were those he 
made about the Minister for Local Government; Heritage; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests having only 
one hour allocated in estimates. I have just heard the member for Rockingham, the manager of opposition 
business, confess that he is the culprit who allowed that time frame of only one hour of Estimates Committee B 
to be allocated to the minister in question. I condemn the member for Rockingham for that failure! It is probably 
the worst thing he has done this year. He is an excellent manager of opposition business, but in my opinion that 
was an appalling failure.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: I will give you an hour. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: This is the point: I had the privilege of attending two sessions with ministers in Estimates 
Committee B. One was the Attorney General and Minister for Corrective Services. I place on record now that I 
commend him for his professionalism, his willingness to engage in the estimates process and his 
acknowledgement that estimates is the process of opposition members asking questions of ministers on behalf of 
the taxpayers of Western Australia. I think that his preparation was unparalleled when compared with that of the 
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other ministers whom I witnessed. He accepted a number of questions of which some notice was given a week 
before in writing. He accepted them as being read into the Hansard so that he might not waste any of the 
committee�s time on my having to read those into the record and also so that we could move on, acknowledging 
that he would provide me with written answers to those questions, which he did. I thank him for that on behalf of 
the taxpayers of Western Australia whom we represent. I need to contrast that with the Minister for Local 
Government; Heritage; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests. Having provided initially the suggestion that he 
should be exposed to only one hour�I am assuming he had something to do with that � 

Mr T.R. Buswell: No. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Nothing at all; okay. In that case I retract that statement. Having the knowledge that he would 
be facing questions for only one hour, he also received a number of questions of which some notice was given. 
In fact, I gave four multilayered questions to each minister. When the estimates committee process commenced, 
I asked him the same question that I ultimately asked the Minister for Corrective Services later in the day. The 
response was completely different. The Minister for Corrective Services sat for something like five hours�I am 
not sure of the entire time�and the component I had available was also only one hour because we ended up 
getting a component of that particular committee of only one hour of questioning. However, because he had 
taken those questions of which some notice had been given, it extended the amount of information that could be 
gleaned in the first place. He was thoroughly reasonable. I also said to him at the outset � 

I note that 55 minutes are left for the remaining two divisions. I would appreciate any efforts that the 
minister can make to suppress the enthusiasm of his backbench with dorothy dixers. 

The minister did that. He recognised the importance of focusing on answering some of the real questions, and he 
asked his backbenchers to refrain, and they did. The outcome was good for both sides. The minister got to 
demonstrate his professionalism and knowledge of the portfolio, and provide information that was appropriate 
and necessary in the light of what was going on in the prison system of Western Australia. The growth in the 
prison muster and the response that he is preparing for it is unprecedented. 

Conversely, the Minister for Local Government�I can refer only to the local government component, because 
my colleague the member for Perth will talk shortly about the other portfolios�was asked at the outset whether, 
in light of the short time frame, he would consider the questions of which some notice had been given to be 
accepted as read. His response was that he would not. He wanted us to read the questions in so that he could 
determine whether he would provide the answers as supplementary information or tell us to put them on notice. 
My natural response to that was to say that I would not do it, and that I would ask some other questions, knowing 
full well that he had received the information on the questions of which some notice had been given, and he 
would stretch out any response he gave me. I would have thought that that indicates one thing to everyone. I do 
not have to say it, but it gives a very clear indication of where the minister was coming from when facing 
estimates questions. 

So we went on. The member for Mandurah stole my thunder and jumped in and asked a series of questions to 
which the minister responded. Then the minister was given the opportunity by the chair to take a dorothy dix 
question. That is fine, but the question related to one line item in the budget for $40 000�the Choose Respect 
program in Bunbury. That is fine, and I am sure the people of Bunbury are thankful for the $40 000 Choose 
Respect program that was part of the budget. I know they were probably already fully aware of it because the 
minister had made an announcement in Bunbury, and it has been reported in the media there. There was nothing 
that the minister was revealing in the estimates process that was not already on the public record and in the 
public domain. He was not revealing anything in answering that dorothy dixer. However, his response took up 
two pages of Hansard. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: It is a complicated program. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: It is fine for the Treasurer to say that, but this is a serious business. As I said, the line item 
was $40 000, and this minister is responsible for managing the $400 million country local government fund. He 
was talking about a line item worth one-thousandth the value of that $400 million country local government 
fund. How much time does the Treasurer think the Minister for Local Government dedicated to the $400 million 
country local government fund? How many answers does the Treasurer think the minister provided to me on that 
subject? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I wasn�t there. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I thought the Treasurer might be interested, because he is only the Treasurer, and the Minister 
for Local Government is handling that $400 million country local government fund. I thought the Treasurer 
might take some interest. How many answers does the Treasurer think the minister responded to? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I don�t know. I wasn�t there. 
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Mr P. PAPALIA: In response to one question on the subject, of which some notice had been given, the minister 
answered two of the four components. I then asked whether he would answer the other two components by way 
of supplementary information, because we were running out of time and we wanted to get on to heritage, 
multicultural interests and citizenship. He said no, and told me to put the question on notice. He knew full well at 
the time that the next opportunity for him to answer that question on notice would be in August. He took the 
opportunity to prevent the taxpayers of Western Australia from getting answers specifically about the 
management of the country local government fund. Why would that be important? Since the minister first made 
the announcement of the fund at the Local Government Managers Association meeting at the Esplanade Hotel in 
Fremantle on October 2008, to much fanfare and witnessed by hundreds of people, he has not once provided any 
detail of how management will be applied to the provision of that money; how the funding formula was 
determined; what influence the Minister for Regional Development or the Minister for Local Government would 
have on the resolution of that formula; and what advice they took from relevant peak bodies like the Western 
Australian Local Government Association or the LGMA.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: WALGA? 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Yes, WALGA. The point is that he has not provided any detail to the taxpayers of Western 
Australia, nor any reassurance that the $400 million flowing into 110 country local governments over the next 
four years will be managed in an appropriate fashion. This was an opportunity for him to do so, and he failed. 
This demonstrates that serious questions need to be asked about the minister�s capability. Far from having 
achieved his objective of hiding from scrutiny and preventing the opposition from highlighting his weaknesses, 
he has done the complete opposite. I contrast the minister�as the people of Western Australia could easily 
contrast him�with a minister who provided competent responses to the estimates process. We now have a 
minister who is willing to answer very few questions and takes every opportunity to shield himself from scrutiny 
through the use of dorothy dixers, and he refuses to answer supplementary questions or provide answers to 
questions for which he has been given notice of at least a week. Contrast that with another minister who had 
massive responsibilities and was faced with incredible problems as a result of a huge increase in the prison 
population, but was completely willing to answer every question he received, and to take on notice and as read 
into Hansard every question of which he was given some notice. The facts speak for themselves; this estimates 
process was a failure in this regard, firstly, because the taxpayers of Western Australia did not receive the 
information they deserve and are due, and, secondly, because the Minister for Local Government failed to hide 
from the scrutiny of the opposition. 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands � Parliamentary Secretary) [12.12 pm]: I rise to comment on the member 
for Kwinana�s remarks about ministerial � 

Mr P. Papalia: Warnbro. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Warnbro; sorry. No, it was the member for Rockingham! 

Mr P. Papalia: Sorry. It�s all about me, member! 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes. I rise to comment on the member for Rockingham�s remarks about ministerial 
advisers. As a parliamentary secretary, I found it most useful to have an adviser from the minister�s office sitting 
next to me. In fact, I chose for him to sit next to me so that I could provide more useful answers to policy 
questions from the opposition. I thought that the objective of the estimates process was to try to deliver the best 
answers, and I thought it was important for me to have direct access to someone from the minister�s office to 
better answer questions. I put on record that there are benefits, particularly for parliamentary secretaries, in 
having someone from the minister�s office providing advice on policy during the estimates process. 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [12.13 pm]: I would also like to comment on a number of points. The first point 
concerns the chairing of committees. We need a little consistency. My understanding is that under the standing 
orders, the preamble about what members can and cannot do need only be read once before the first estimates 
committee division of the day. However, some of the chairs, in all seriousness, read out the three-minute 
preamble every time there was a change of division, even though the same minister had carriage of the following 
division. That was not needed. We need a bit of consistency from the chairs. That swallowed an awful lot of 
time. I use that example in the context of the Minister for Local Government; Heritage; Citizenship and 
Multicultural Interests. It is good that a specific Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests has been 
created, but somehow it has been administratively put within the Department of Local Government. As the 
shadow Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests, I had the opportunity to ask the minister just one 
question concerning that very important portfolio. Another of that minister�s portfolios is Heritage. Within that 
portfolio are two key agencies�the Heritage Council and the National Trust. Again, in terms of time 
management five or six advisers were brought in and, under the rules regarding Hansard, the names of the 
minister�s advisors must be read. In one case, five of the advisors were not asked a question, yet the minister was 
required to name them all. That chews up an incredible amount of time and I could ask only a couple of 
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questions on heritage matters. It is the responsibility of government to ensure transparency. It was deficient to 
allocate just one hour for the minister to answer questions on those very important portfolios. We need to ensure 
transparency. 

I also back up the member for Warnbro�s comments about the provision of supplementary questions. The 
Minister for Culture and the Arts and the Attorney General allowed answers to be deemed to have been read 
when I requested it. I have not seen those responses yet. I understand that the responses are supposed to be 
provided quite promptly and I will chase that up with the Legislative Assembly Office to see what happened to 
them. I do not know whether the member for Warnbro has received a response from the Attorney General. 

Mr P. Papalia: I have. 

Mr J.N. HYDE: The system has worked in that case. The responses from the Minister for Culture and the Arts 
must be in the system somewhere. The Attorney General did the right thing by providing that information. 

I am concerned also about the changes to the budget papers. A particular line item was referred to in question 
time yesterday. I asked for supplementary information on the allocation of $64 million for books for the State 
Library of Western Australia up to 30 June 2009. This year�s allocation is just $7 million. Anyone who read the 
other line items in the budget that provide expenditure up to 30 June 2009 would assume that the expenditure 
was for one year. That was the case for every other line item in the budget for the arts, except one. I have 
received an answer as supplementary information that the line item for the expenditure of $64 million on library 
books is for eight years. I cannot understand how, within the line items for expenditure up to 30 June 2009, at the 
whim of different agencies, the expenditure may be for 12 months or, in one line item in one ministry, for eight 
years� expenditure. I will pursue that matter further. The budget documents must be transparent and there must 
be consistency throughout all ministries and agencies. 

I take great umbrage at the member for Kwinana, who said that the member for Collie-Preston asked the most 
difficult questions. 

Mr M. McGowan: It was the member for Rockingham. 

Mr J.N. HYDE: I still take great umbrage! In 2001, the then Treasurer banned me from asking questions in the 
estimates hearings during my first year in Parliament. A few other ministers decided to do that, too. I do not 
think that the member for Rockingham asked the most difficult questions; I think I was right up there and I ask 
the member to correct the record at some point! 

The Premier has taken on an awful lot of portfolios. He has ministers assisting him who do not assist him. I am 
concerned in particular with the Corruption and Crime Commission. The CCC responsibilities come under the 
Premier, yet he seems to have farmed out the CCC legislation to the Attorney General. That was not done 
transparently. As I have said, in estimates all the CCC questions were directed to the Premier, when in fact the 
Attorney General may be dealing with those matters. I have some difficulties about the legality of that, because 
the activities of the Corruption and Crime Commission can be reported only to the responsible minister, who in 
the case of this government is the Premier, or to the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission. So that is a matter that needs to be addressed as well.  

Another issue is that trade offices seem to have been put into the Premier�s department, whereas the very over-
worked, but coping, Treasurer and Minister for Commerce seems to be dealing with a lot of the day-to-day 
activities of the trade offices. That includes the new trade office for Cape Town. Actually, will that office be in 
Cape Town or Johannesburg? There is nil comment from the Treasurer on that. Silence is as good as affirmation, 
I think. 
Mr T.R. Buswell: I do not have responsibility for trade offices.  

Mr J.N. HYDE: But the Treasurer has a keen interest, and he is funding them�or de-funding them.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: I have a keen interest in funding every government activity, but I do not have responsibility 
for trade offices. 

Mr J.N. HYDE: Except for library books in the 236 local government libraries. How many books are they short 
in Busselton?  

Mr T.R. Buswell: They are not funded through the Department of Local Government. 

Mr J.N. HYDE: No. They are funded through the Department of Culture and the Arts. If the Treasurer had 
asked me, I could have told him that. If I do get the correct supplementary information from the Minister for 
Culture and the Arts, I will be able to tell the Treasurer more about the 35 per cent of books that are not being � 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Do you still want to take up my offer to come to the AC/DC concert with me? 

Mr J.N. HYDE: I am considering the Treasurer�s very kind arts-inclusive offer. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: My son would! 
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Mr B.S. Wyatt: Are there tickets going around? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, members! Can we get back to the member for Perth, please? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I would like to see the member for Kalamunda at an AC/DC concert! He would be right up at 
the front! He would probably wear a schoolboy outfit, like Angus! 

Mr J.N. HYDE: He is mistaken for Angry Anderson on the odd occasion�the very odd occasion!  

With those short comments, I also thank the Deputy Speaker and the Acting Speakers, and the parliamentary 
staff, for the way they operated during the estimates. The estimates week is one of the most important weeks in 
this Parliament.  

MR M.P. MURRAY (Collie-Preston) [12.22 pm]: I want to speak briefly about the estimates procedure. What 
concerns me�it has been mentioned briefly today�is the so-called budget that was put forward by the Forest 
Products Commission. No detail was provided in the budget papers about the general workings and the 
incomings and outgoings of the Forest Products Commission. When I questioned that, I was told to read the 
annual report. If it is the case that I will find that detail only in the annual report, I would like the Treasurer to 
take that up and say that, for the sake of expediency and also for the benefit of the general public, the annual 
report will be attached to the budget papers. The only item that is included in the budget papers for the Forest 
Products Commission is office equipment that is used in its day-to-day operations. When I questioned the 
minister about that, he said that is because the Forest Products Commission is an off-budget agency, like 
Western Power and other agencies. However, although not a great amount of information about Western Power 
is provided in the budget papers, it certainly does include the incomings and outgoings and the expenditure for 
the year. This is a matter that the Treasurer really should have a look at. I do not think it is appropriate that in the 
budget papers there is only a quarter of a page to deal with an agency that has, off the top of my head, a 
$7 million turnover, and that two officers from the department had to sit in the chamber for a full day but then 
were not able to answer any question about this agency because no details about it are included in the budget 
papers. That is an anomaly. The Forest Products Commission is the only agency for which so little detail has 
been provided in the budget papers. I therefore ask the Treasurer to take up this matter with the department to see 
whether we can at least get some basic information in the budget papers about this agency. While the Forest 
Products Commission is considered to be at short arm�s length from government, it does not give the agency the 
right to not include a breakdown of its expenditure in the budget. I ask the Treasurer to look at that before next 
year�s budget is presented to ensure that the agency is accountable. 

Like other members I have concerns about the direction in which the estimates hearings are heading. Certain 
agencies are not being considered because of the grouping of agencies. In dealing with a group of agencies, if a 
member continues to filibuster during consideration of the first agency a very short time could be left for 
consideration of the other agencies. That was certainly the case with the South West Development Commission 
and the Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor. I am not pointing my finger at a particular side of the 
Parliament, but members on both sides wanted to make their points early in the session, which reduced the time 
available for other members to ask detailed questions on the budget. If each agency was allocated its own time�
15 minutes, 20 minutes or an hour�it would give members the opportunity to ask their questions and have the 
answers in Hansard. The alternative is for members to go through the longwinded process of putting their 
questions on notice. It is a time-consuming process. It takes up a lot of time of ministerial staff to chase up the 
answers when the answers could have been provided by the advisers when they were in the chamber.  

I beg the Treasurer to look at the process and impose time limits on agencies so that members know exactly what 
time is available. We know that politics will be played with dorothy dixers being asked and filibustering being 
engaged in. There is no member in this house better at filibustering than the Treasurer. Let us have a proper and 
well thought out estimates process so that members can get the answers to questions referred to them by their 
constituents. Let us get the job done properly.  

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse � Treasurer) [12.28 pm]: A lot of the comments today have been directed at me. 
I do not know why. I enjoyed my first budget estimates experience as a minister. I had 10 hours �  

Mr M.P. Murray: You missed half of it. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: What does the member for Collie-Preston mean?  

Ms M.M. Quirk: You might want to make it longer next year.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I started at 12 midday and finished at 10.00 pm and had two one-hour breaks. I was there 
for eight hours. I enjoyed the questioning, particularly from the member for Victoria Park and the member for 
West Swan. I thought the process was okay. I can understand some of the concerns opposition members raised. 
We had exactly the same concerns when we were in opposition. It is almost as though the opposition has had a 
mass Damascene conversion on the suitability of the estimates process. That is a reflection of the way it is at the 
moment. I support the Procedure and Privileges Committee being asked to reconsider the estimates process. 
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There probably is a better way to conduct it. I was happy to take questions. I tried to answer them to the best of 
my capacity or my advisers� capacity, as I am sure all ministers did.  

Mr P. Papalia: That is not true.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That is a matter of opinion.  

I recall that this time last year we were on the other side of the house making exactly the same comments as 
opposition members have made in this debate. It was an incredibly frustrating process.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Now is the chance to change it. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It may well happen.  

I support the provision of information. Ministers must be subject to scrutiny in this place and estimates is an 
opportunity to provide information for that level of scrutiny. I look forward to that process being played out.  

I took the view in my areas of responsibility that the opposition could set the agenda. We had a formal agreement 
around a time line. Unfortunately, the time line fell away. Some of my colleagues asked me questions, but 
perhaps not as many as I would have liked. I think the issue in my committee was that a number of opposition 
members came into the committee process who had not been there for the whole day, and they asked all sorts of 
very interesting questions on a range of tangents, not necessarily in line with the broad thrust that the three core 
members of the committee had been following. I found that quite interesting. Without naming anyone, I think 
that those three core members of the committee found that a little frustrating, because all of a sudden we 
disappeared off on all these tangents. Of course, I felt compelled to answer those questions. Yes, we can improve 
the estimates processes. 

We had the same problem when we were in opposition. Some opposition members who had almost no interest in 
the matter on the table would come in and take us off on all sorts of weird tangents. We had some frank 
discussions about that afterwards, because it is our time to manage, and we attempted to do that. These issues 
arise every year. This was my fifth set of estimates hearings. When I was in opposition, I sat in estimates 
hearings four times, and I had the same frustrations that I know the current opposition has. If we can make the 
process better, we all need to look at how we can do that. 

From my point of view, in Estimates Committee B, where I sat for those eight hours, I thought that the 
chairpersons, who represented both sides of the house, did a good job. They were impartial and tried to keep the 
committee moving forward. If on one or two occasions I may have gone on for a bit too long, they certainly � 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: One or two? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: One or two. Eight hours is a long time, and towards the end of the day I was getting a bit 
weary. I want to acknowledge the member for Forrestfield, who just came into the chamber. He made a very 
good contribution about the Western Australian Industrial Relations Commission. It was a bit long, and we were 
getting towards the end of the day, so it meant that we missed out on housing. However, when Mr Spurling came 
in, he said to me that the member used to work for him. I said, �Did you part in good company?� He said, �Yes, I 
think we parted in good company.� As the member kept asking those very probing � 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Probably not at the end of the day! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I thought that the member�s line of questioning was exactly on the money. We need to do 
something in that space, and we will. I said to Mr Spurling, �Are you sure you parted in good company, because 
every question he�s asking is making it harder for you to justify the amount of money you have in the budget?� I 
thought it was a good line of questioning, and I look forward to discussing with the member some reforms we 
may have lined up in that process. 

For my first estimates as a minister, I enjoyed the process, and I enjoyed the challenge of the questions, as I am 
sure did all ministers of the government with various degrees of enthusiasm. 

Question put and passed. 

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2009-10 BILL 2009 
Third Reading 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse � Treasurer) [12.32 pm]: I move � 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [12.32 pm]: I draw attention to the fact that the Leader of the Opposition 
was the lead speaker in the second reading debate, so I assume he has to be the lead speaker in the third reading 
debate. However, I do not think it makes any difference, because I think we all have 15 minutes in any event. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): The member does have 15 minutes. 
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Mr B.S. WYATT: It feels as though the budget bills have been around for a long time. There has been lots and 
lots of debate, and that has been exacerbated by the debate on the Loan Bill over the past two days. There has 
been extensive debate about the amount that the government � 

Mr T.R. Buswell: It�s the same debate. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: If the Treasurer brings in the Loan Bill year after year, as opposed to once every five years, 
he might hear it again. In the past two days we have discussed in great detail the $8.3 billion that the government 
intends to borrow in the general government sector by way of the authority contained in the Loan Bill. As I have 
pointed out time and again, by the time we get to 2013, every Western Australian will be bearing the burden of 
$7 850 of debt�every single Western Australian. That is based on the fact that the moment that budget was 
tabled in this chamber, there was a whopping great hole in it. There was a whopping great hole of commitments 
made by this government�even Kevin Rudd, the Prime Minister, has indicated that he will also provide 
financial support�and those commitments have to be entered in the financial documents of this government and 
have to be accounted for in the forecast expenditures in 2009-10 and in the forward estimates, with the resulting 
implications for our debt levels.  

It is clear that the assumptions contained in this budget are already out of date. I doubt that there was a budget in 
the past decade that was irrelevant within a week of it being tabled in this place and prior to debate. This budget 
will pass. The opposition will not oppose the appropriation bills; that is not the role of opposition. Our role is to 
scrutinise and expose the flaws contained in the budget, not to delay or prohibit the government making the 
decisions it has been elected to make.  

Let me make this point clear: debt will always be lower under a Labor government than under a Liberal 
government. The past 20 years have proved that to be absolutely correct. The flaws in this budget, and there are 
many, can best be highlighted by the following sentence on page 43 of the Economic and Fiscal Outlook, budget 
paper No 3 � 

The health system will incur significant operating costs in 2013-14 from operating the 400-bed RPH 
trauma facility and the commissioning of the new 643-bed Fiona Stanley Hospital. These costs are yet 
to be determined or considered by Government. 

Therein lies the problem that affects this entire budget and the reason it is already in decay before it has passed. 
The government is not even thinking about the implications of Royal Perth Hospital. I accept that it does not 
have to be in the forward estimates yet. Next year it will be there, that big looming iceberg that the Premier has 
talked about. We have seen media reports on the $400 million it will cost. It has not even been considered by the 
government. The Under Treasurer, Tim Marney, must be tearing his hair out knowing that the Department of 
Health is reluctant to enter debate on the issue.  

Much has been made about not only what is in the budget but also what is not in the budget. Oakajee will cost at 
least $339 million after the 50-50 split with the federal government. The Premier has said that it is the most 
important infrastructure project in Australia, not just in Western Australia. The opening up of the mid-west iron 
ore industry is the most important vital infrastructure project for Australia in the future. At the same time that 
Kevin Rudd committed funding, not one cent was allocated in 2009-10 or the forward estimates for Oakajee. 
Incredibly, at the same time the funding for the 330-kilovolt powerline was removed. The industry cannot grow 
to support what the Premier is hoping to see come out of Oakajee without power. There is an incredible 
dichotomy between what is in the budget documents and what is taking place in government reality�what is 
coming out of the Premier�s mouth. Funding for the $236 million Northbridge Link is not in the budget papers.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, I need to remind you that you can only debate what is in the budget, not 
what is not in the budget.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: I have talked about the debt that is in the budget and now I am talking about the implications 
for that debt. I am highlighting that the impact on those debt levels, including $100 million for the Esperance 
nickel-loading circuit and $180 million for the Midland hospital, and, as I mentioned, Royal Perth Hospital, the 
Premier�s iceberg, is looming. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition already referred to the $80 million hole for 
Albany Regional Hospital and the $52 million in the budget for 2008-09 to settle a legal dispute with Leighton 
Contractors over the tunnel. All this spending has to take place; it has to happen. We saw what happened earlier 
this year when the Treasurer�s Advance Authorisation Bill was introduced into this place. The Treasurer came 
into this house asking the Parliament to approve an extra $750 million on top of the $450 million he already had 
authority for, totalling $1.2 billion to spend outside the budget process and to avoid the scrutiny of the budget 
process. I said then, and I say it again, that the government should have brought down a mini-budget when it was 
elected in September. There were significant adjustments in royalties, and royalties for regions obviously 
diverted the cash flow of this government. The mini-budget was not brought down. That did not take place, and 
we saw that drift manifest itself in the $1.2 billion sought through the Treasurer�s Advance Authorisation Bill for 
the Treasurer to spend. Last night, the third reading of the Loan Bill concluded two days of extensive debate on 
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the borrowings that underwrite this budget�borrowings which are based on inaccurate forecasts and which do 
not include projects that could potentially add billions to the debt position. 

The budget is an unreliable document; it cannot be trusted. The midyear economic review, which is due in 
December 2009, is going to be an absolute doozy of a document. The cut-off date for the budget was April. 
There will be eight months of drift between April this year and when the midyear economic review is handed 
down. I predict that the Australian dollar forecasts, let alone what is happening with the price of iron ore, will 
wipe out that $400 million projected surplus for 2009-10. It seems that the Premier got lucky with his comment 
about something falling from the sky. I shudder to suggest that perhaps he may have had some knowledge that 
most of us did not when he indicated that something may fall from the sky. The price of iron ore alone could 
wipe out that projected 2009-10 surplus. 

I have spent, and will continue to spend over the next four years, significant periods talking about debt levels and 
the assumptions that underlie them. As I have said, the interest rate assumptions are very optimistic. By the end 
of that four-year period, the economy will be growing. The budget predicts it, the Chamber of Commerce and 
Industry of Western Australia predicts it, the federal government predicts it, and every economist around 
Australia predicts it. The International Monetary Fund predicts that four years from now the economy will be 
growing again. That will result in increasing interest rates. They have not been factored into the budget in the 
conservative way that one would expect. The interest bill�the burden that every Western Australian will have to 
pay�will rapidly increase. The Treasurer has imposed on himself an obligation to keep the net interest costs at 
five per cent of operating revenue. He is already skating on very thin ice with that five per cent figure. That five 
per cent figure will be breached. I look forward to seeing the government scramble to readjust the financial 
parameters and its fiscal strategy contained in budget paper No 3, because that five per cent figure will rapidly 
get eaten up. As I have said, there are many projects that are not yet contained in the budget papers. 

On the weekend we saw the Premier talk about cutting a waterway into The Esplanade to get the water flowing 
here and the water flowing there. The Premier wanders around the state with these random thought bubbles, but 
he does not test them with the Treasurer. The Treasurer scrambles along behind him. I have this image of the 
Premier wandering around like Alan Bond looking for his next project and saying, �Where�s the next brewery to 
buy?� and then buying it, while a representative from Arthur Andersen, the Department of Treasury and Finance 
official auditor, wanders behind him wondering how it will fund the next brainchild of the Premier. But then 
Arthur Andersen got itself pinged for its unqualified audit of Alan Bond. Similarly, the Under Treasurer must be 
tearing his hair out wandering around after the Premier with his latest thought bubble and his latest fantasy 
project that he thinks might be a great thing. The Premier does not care about Treasury; he and Treasury have a 
very hostile relationship. That is apparent from the 2009-10 budget, which in no way reflects what the Premier is 
saying. The government must bring to this place a document that is an accurate reflection of the government�s 
financial commitments and the projections that it intends to go forward with. It must bring to this Parliament a 
mini-budget well before the midyear economic review is handed down so that this chamber can have an accurate 
picture of what the government is doing, where it is spending its money, what the implications are for debt and 
what the implications are for services in Western Australia. 

The debt levels that we are seeing now of $7 850 for every Western Australian will result in even higher fees and 
charges for Western Australians beyond the $334 average increase for 2009-10. Services will be cut and Western 
Australians will be paying more, yet we have only an unreliable document that does not reflect the government�s 
or the Premier�s commitments, many of which have been funded by the federal government. A document that 
completely and utterly misrepresents the financial position of Western Australia has been brought into this place. 
A mini-budget is required because we are in turbulent financial times; the Treasurer likes to point that out, and I 
agree that these are turbulent times. Every Western Australian and every member of Parliament, it does not 
matter on which side of the chamber they sit, must have a document that is an accurate reflection of what the 
government is doing, and this budget is not it. We can already ignore this document. Either we drift through to 
December 2009-10 when the midyear economic review comes down and see another massive Treasurer�s 
advance looming ahead, as all the extra spending outside the budget process looms, or after the winter recess we 
have the government bring to this place a mini-budget so that this place can accurately and appropriately assess 
exactly the government�s financial position. At the moment, we do not know that position; we have only a vague 
best-estimate based on things that have not been included in the budget. The Premier knows this. The Premier 
and the Treasurer, those self-proclaimed economic geniuses, have brought into the Parliament perhaps the worst, 
the vaguest and the most fraudulent budget that Parliament has seen in the better part of a decade. It is not 
acceptable that members of Parliament, both opposition members and, indeed, government backbench members, 
will have to vote on a piece of legislation that is not accurate and that does not reflect the current or future 
projected financial position of the state. The Treasurer must bring to this Parliament an accurate and updated 
financial projections document after the winter recess so that we and, indeed, the credit rating agencies and the 
private sector, which bases a lot of what it does on what the government does, can make an assessment in a 
coherent, accurate and reliable fashion. 



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 11 June 2009] 4937 

 

As I have said, state debt in Western Australia will always be lower under a Labor government than is the case 
under a Liberal government; the last 20 years have proven that. The net-financial-liabilities-to-operating-revenue 
ratio which was at 115 per cent under Richard Court and down to 42 per cent under the former Gallop-Carpenter 
Labor government is already heading back up to 85 per cent as projected for 2012-13 based on the at least 
$1 billion�probably $2 billion�of spending commitments made by the Premier that do not appear in the 
budget. The budget is a fraud. It is an inaccurate document. Every Western Australian, everyone in my electorate 
and everyone in every member�s electorate, including the member for Nedlands� electorate, will by 2012-13 
carry a debt burden of $7 850. Every man, woman and child will be paying off the debts of sloppy government 
and a Premier whose economic management has already began to unravel. Colin Barnett�s name will forever be 
associated�as I said, like Alan Bond wandering around looking for breweries�with perhaps the most 
fraudulent budget document ever to be laid on the table of this Parliament. 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [12.48 pm]: I will be very brief because I know we break in about a 
minute�s time for 90-second statements. The shadow Treasurer has articulated a very, very strong case for an 
urgent mini-budget to be presented after the winter break to more effectively indicate the financial circumstances 
of the Western Australian economy. The shadow Treasurer�s passionate address highlighted the need for such a 
measure. He prefaced his remarks with the sobering thought that nearly $8 000 in debt will be incurred for every 
single Western Australian man, woman and child. It is indeed a sobering thought. We have already heard about a 
massive Treasurer�s advance in the course of this Loan Bill debate. An unbelievable Treasurer�s advance has 
been presented to this place for us to vote on. As the shadow Treasurer has said, this is a vague budget by an 
ultimately vague government. There are huge questions about the accuracy of this budget. There are huge 
questions about debt and where we are heading. The shadow Treasurer made a plea for a mini-budget. It was a 
very, very important call made by him. I hope the Treasurer listened very closely to the shadow Treasurer�s plea, 
because he very clearly articulated the reasons why such a process needs support.  
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 4951.] 

POWER OUTAGE � CARR PLACE, LEEDERVILLE 
Statement by Member for Perth 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [12.50 pm]: Yesterday I was contacted by a constituent on behalf of many businesses 
in Carr Place, Leederville. I was informed as follows � 

We have an issue with an imminent power outage planned by Western Power, which is scheduled for 
next Monday the 15th of June between the hours of 6 a.m. and 3 p.m. WP have advised that they will be 
shutting off power to the entirety of Carr Place west of Loftus Street, business and residential; we have 
been told that we can either cease trading for the day (!) or make alternative arrangements for power 
supply (arrange for a generator to be supplied and installed by an electrician at our own cost). As this 
will be during core business hours, this clearly presents a significant loss of trade burden for every 
affected business.  
Given this, we are seeking to have the works rescheduled outside of the standard 8.00 a.m-5.00 p.m. 
working day.  
A number of businesses on Carr Place have lodged formal complaints with WP, however these have 
been completely ignored and we have been told the works will proceed as scheduled. 
We have pursued Western Power�s complaint process and repeatedly been told that there is no way the 
works can be rescheduled after hours, which seems very difficult to believe. 
As our local MP, we urgently seek your support in regards to this matter.  

My office negotiated with Western Power. I am delighted to advise that by this morning Western Power decided 
to reschedule the planned outage for Wednesday 1 July 2009 from 10.00 pm to either 8.00 am or 9.00 am. 
Although I am delighted with this outcome, it should not take action from the local member of Parliament, just 
two working days before the planned outage, to fix this mess. The minister needs to ensure that Western Power 
is more attune to real service for its customers.  

URBAN MISSION WA � STREET CHAPLAINS IN NORTHBRIDGE 
Statement by Member for Southern River 

MR P. ABETZ (Southern River) [12.52 pm]: We hear much about the drunken and violent behaviour that is 
making Northbridge a no-go zone for sensible, law-abiding citizens after about 11.00 pm on Friday and Saturday 
nights. I draw this house�s attention to the fact that Urban Mission WA, under the leadership of Dr Garth 
Eichhorn, who is associated with the Perth Bible College, has trained volunteer chaplains from various church 
communities throughout Perth to go out into the streets of Northbridge. The volunteers work in pairs, wearing 
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safety vests clearly marked �Street Chaplain�. They walk the streets from 11.00 pm until dawn to be there for the 
weak and vulnerable, to provide counselling to those who seek it and to provide a listening ear. Each volunteer is 
a �safe� person�a person who can point out the various services available to people in trouble or to help them 
examine where their lives are going. They work in close association with police, whom I understand greatly 
value their presence and the role they fill. They work in difficult circumstances but happily do this work out of 
love for God and their fellow human beings. Many people who hit the streets of Northbridge when the various 
hotels and clubs close find that time spent having a coffee and a chat with a volunteer chaplain helps them gain a 
fresh perspective on life.  

I put on public record my sincere appreciation for the work done by the volunteer Christian chaplains trained by 
Urban Mission WA, and to Dr Eichhorn in taking this initiative.  

EMMANUEL CHRISTIAN COMMUNITY SCHOOL 
Statement by Member for Girrawheen 

MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen) [12.53 pm]: Last week I had the privilege of acting as principal for the day at 
Emmanuel Christian Community School. This is an annual event where the Girrawheen school showcases its 
activities by asking a community leader to adopt a hands-on perspective.  

The school has 247 students from kindy to year 7. I participated in the normal school day, which started at 
8.30 am with a scripture reading and the national anthem. I attended classes from kindy through to year 7 and 
undertook playground duty at lunchtime. It was a wonderful day. It was a real pleasure to be surrounded by 
dedicated and professional staff, and by students with inquiring and lively minds. Indonesian classes, maths, 
Latin lessons, singing a few songs and even performing a chicken dance were all on the agenda! The students 
asked me all kinds of questions about my job and role as a parliamentarian. Some questions were more probing 
than I had ever experienced in question time or from a journalist. The year 7 students were also asked to identify 
an important issue in their local community. Their wide-ranging answers demonstrated an appreciation for 
complex and difficult community dilemmas. From what I have seen, I am sure there are some budding 
politicians in the midst of the year 7s. But, of more importance, throughout the school were children with 
steadfast standards and values and a love of learning.  

The experience was extremely rewarding and I thank all the staff and students for their warm welcome and 
kindness, in particular Principal Pedro Cruz, Deputy Principal Marilyn Bull, languages other than English 
teacher Yvonne Smith, and special needs teacher Sue Symons.  

CASTLEREAGH SCHOOL � FOUNDATION DAY 
Statement by Member for Riverton 

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton) [12.54 pm]: Castlereagh School is a remarkable school located in my electorate 
of Riverton that caters to children with special needs, both mental and physical. Recently, I had the pleasure of 
attending the school�s Foundation Day celebration that took the form of a bush festival complete with fresh 
baked rabbit, kangaroo stew and damper, and farm animals for the children to pat. When I arrived at the 
schoolyard, it was filled with parents, teachers and children of all ages enjoying the event. Many of them took 
the opportunity to dress up in heritage outfits. The bush festival was not just a fun event for the school�s 
70 children aged between three and 18 years, but also an important part of their educational and social 
development. I would particularly like to congratulate the dedicated staff at Castlereagh, ably led by Principal 
Robert Smailes, for the wonderful event and for their enthusiasm and devotion to the children. Some of the staff 
at Castlereagh have quite surprising backgrounds. One of the teachers� aides, Dr Rajnee Bhusan, holds a 
doctorate in mathematics but chooses to work with children. Similarly, the school�s physical education teacher 
for the past decade, Nick Vandeness, was a former high-flying corporate banker; he too made the career change. 
It is not just the teachers who make Castlereagh unique, it is also the strong sense of community and the 
belonging that has come from the teachers, parents and students, all working together that makes this school 
exceptional.  

MR JIM MCCLENAGHAN � SCHOOL GRAFFITI 
Statement by Member for Forrestfield 

MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [12.56 pm]: I take this opportunity to inform the house of the efforts of one 
of my constituents, Mr Jim McClenaghan of Forrestfield. Mr McClenaghan is a painter by trade. He has taken it 
upon himself to clean up graffiti as he spots it around the local area. By doing this, he is trying to discourage the 
reoccurrence of graffiti in the local area. He freely admitted to me that this had become somewhat of an 
obsession for him. Mr McClenaghan took the time to visit me recently to let me know of a situation that occurred 
at a school at which he provides maintenance services. In this instance, he had just finished painting the school 
when it had been tagged by, presumably, one of the students. The principal, who was quite enraged, took 
photographs of all the tags and distributed them to the teachers with the instruction, �Find out whoever has made 
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the same doodles on their books, papers or anything like that.� It took less than 20 minutes for the guilty student 
to be identified. This is a fantastic idea. It is one of those dead simple �why did I not think of it� ideas. My office 
has begun photographing graffiti near schools in my electorate so that I can write to the local principals and 
promote the same strategy. Mr McClenaghan has suggested that we consider legislation that would empower 
painters registered under the Painters Registration Board to be able to enter property for the purpose of 
overpainting graffiti. I intend to pursue this further at a later time. Mr McClenaghan is an excellent example of 
how we can be proactive in our community.  

ADAPTION TO CLIMATE CHANGE � RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
Statement by Member for Geraldton 

MR I.C. BLAYNEY (Geraldton) [12.58 pm]: Following the Greenhouse 2009 conference in Perth, the 
Department of Agriculture and Food had a day looking at the Western Australian situation. Dr Mike Robertson 
of the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation�s Climate Adaption Flagship gave an 
excellent presentation called �Evaluating options for adaption to climate change by crop/livestock farmers in 
WA�. His co-authors were Caroline Peek, Rob Rima, Yvette Oliver, Cameron Weeks and Mike Clarke, who all 
work in research or agribusiness out of Geraldton. Farmers can adapt although they generally do not think much 
more than five years ahead and there is scepticism about climate change, but they are optimistic that technology 
can keep up; and, besides, in farming, there are a lot more immediate uncertainties. Change can be incremental 
or transformative. For example, in the northern wheatbelt from 2001 to 2007 Planfarm�s average farm has gone 
from 3 900 to 4 800 hectares. Simultaneously, sheep numbers have halved. Scenarios out to 2050 and 2100 for 
rainfall declines of between 15 and 30 per cent, CO2 levels increasing from 550 to 750 parts a million, and 
temperatures rising between two degrees and four degrees Celsius, do not mean that crops will not grow. 
Analysis shows a wide variation in the amount of money made by different growers. There are known success 
factors in surviving droughts. Research and development will have to focus on options to deal with seasonal 
variability. Focus must be on options that will be adopted. Research must be extended properly using such things 
as case studies and champions. Dr Robertson�s presentation showed a positive possible future for farming in my 
region, the northern wheatbelt. I would like to recognise here an excellent, clear preparation and I commend him 
for it. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

MINISTER FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
Derek Carew-Hopkins � Personal Explanation 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Central Wheatbelt � Minister for Regional Development) [2.00 pm]: Yesterday, in 
response to a question by the Leader of the Opposition about the actions of a senior adviser, I said that if the 
matter raised by the Leader of the Opposition needed to be investigated, I would do so. Initial investigations 
immediately after question time yesterday revealed to me that, firstly, the document referred to by the Leader of 
the Opposition�being a draft resolution of no confidence in the Director General of the Department of 
Environment and Conservation�was not hand-delivered to shire representatives by the adviser in question, 
Derek Carew-Hopkins; and, secondly, that Mr Carew-Hopkins did have discussions with a representative from 
the Shire of Shark Bay about the shire�s dissatisfaction with the DEC�s performance. Mr Carew-Hopkins and the 
shire representative did discuss formalising the shire�s concerns about the DEC in the council resolution, 
although Mr Carew-Hopkins did not dictate the resolution to the shire representative. 
Mr V.A. Catania interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Order, member for North West!  
Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I relayed these findings to the media yesterday, and at the time my comments were accurate 
to the best of my knowledge. 
Subsequent investigations this morning, including a conversation with both Derek Carew-Hopkins and the shire 
president of Shark Bay, Bob Eddington, have revealed to me the following: that Mr Carew-Hopkins was the 
author of the draft resolution of no confidence in the director general of the DEC; and that Mr Carew-Hopkins 
mailed a hard copy of this document to the Shark Bay shire president.  
I want to make it very clear to the house that I had no knowledge of Mr Carew-Hopkins� actions. I did not direct 
Mr Carew-Hopkins to take those actions, and I certainly do not condone what he did.  

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
CHRIS ELLISON � APPOINTMENT AS INDEPENDENT FACILITATOR 

511. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Premier: 
I refer to the Premier�s statement that the decision to employ Chris Ellison as the independent chair for the 
Kimberley science and conservation strategy was his and his alone. 
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(1) Was the Premier aware that Mr Ellison was a registered lobbyist and an associate director of Enhance 
Group, working on behalf of mining and oil and gas companies that have interests in the Kimberley, at 
the time the Premier hand-picked him for the job? 

(2) Does the Premier accept that his temporary removal from the lobbyist register is little more than a 
cynical gesture to defend this conflict of interest? 

(3) What travel allowance and additional expenses will Mr Ellison be entitled to in his role?  

(4) Does the Premier seriously expect the people of the Kimberley to have any confidence in a report 
produced by someone with such a gross, untenable conflict of interest? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  
How extraordinary!  

(1)-(4) Was I the sole person who appointed Chris Ellison? No, I was not. The choice of Chris Ellison came 
from my recommendation; I thought he was a most suitable person to undertake the role that we had in 
mind. Obviously the Minister for Environment, Hon Donna Faragher, was involved in that decision.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: She said, �No, Colin; I�m not going to do that, Colin�. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Armadale! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Another brilliant interjection!  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: It is a brilliant interjection because it displays just how absolutely gullible you must 
believe that the public of Western Australia is.  

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Armadale!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am happy to answer the question. 

The SPEAKER: Take a seat, Premier. I could ask the member for Armadale to withdraw recent references she 
made in her interjection. I think she knows what I am referring to in terms of personal names. That should not 
happen in this place. I ask the member to cease interjecting and I formally call her to order for the first time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes. It was my idea that Chris Ellison would be a good person to chair the public forums 
relating to the Kimberley Science and Conservation Strategy. Obviously, I made that suggestion and discussed it 
with the minister responsible. She raised the point that she had worked for Chris Ellison, albeit five years ago. I 
do not consider that to be of any great consequence now. The issue of employing him was then handed over to 
the appropriate process through the public service. Chris Ellison�s involvement with, I guess, the lobbying firm, 
if we want to call it that, became clear. He make it absolutely clear, almost to the point of obsession, that he 
would take on this role only if there was no sense of any potential conflict of interest. I am disappointed, I have 
to say, with the degree of publicity this has received. However, that is politics.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: You bet you are.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: That is politics and Chris Ellison is well able to deal with that, as, indeed, am I. Can I state 
again for the house: Chris Ellison is one of the finest, most highly respected senators Western Australia has ever 
had.  
Several members interjected.  
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Members opposite will try to cast a slur on him and I will not let them do that. He is a very 
fine person.  

Mr R.H. Cook: It is hopelessly conflicting.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: If members opposite want to talk about conflicts, we can go all day, one by one. I suggest 
they do not raise that.  

Let me talk about Chris Ellison. He has a long-term legal career, has a wide knowledge of the law, has worked as 
a senator for Western Australia, I think, for 16 years and has spent 10 years as a minister in the Howard 
government. What is he being engaged to do? He is being engaged, not as an environmental consultant, not as an 
advisor to the minister and not as an advisor to me.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: It�s for something that is worth $1 000 a day. He must be doing something.  

The SPEAKER: Order, Leader of the Opposition! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: He has simply been engaged to chair public forums�no private meetings�that will be 
open to anyone and everyone, including the media and Labor members of Parliament, if they have an interest in 
the Kimberley. It will be a totally public, open process. Because of his standing in the community, his 
knowledge of the area and of various groups and his skill as a chairman and facilitator, I suggested that he do 
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that role. That is all he will be doing. He has a contract over a three-month period. It is estimated that probably 
less than 20 days will be involved and he will be paid the princely sum of $125 an hour. I got it wrong yesterday 
when I think I said $145. Have members been to the dentist or physio or called an electrician to their houses 
lately? The amount of $125 an hour is what he is being paid, with the cap that, no matter how many hours he 
works in a day�knowing Chris Ellison, he will work long and hard at this task�he cannot be paid more than 
$1 000 a day.  

Mr M. McGowan: What about allowances?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Allowances? I do not expect him to walk to the Kimberley. I expect he will catch a plane 
and fly to the Kimberley, so the government will pay the airfare. I do not expect him to camp out on the creek 
bed so we will pay for him to stay in a hotel. His airfare and basic accommodation will be paid in line with 
government employment contracts. He will receive no other allowances or perks. Why is it that this miserable, 
rotten, low Labor Party comes in here � 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Look at them, smiling away.  

The SPEAKER: Order! I presume the member for Collie-Preston was not having some sort of a seizure. I ask 
that, in future, he not perform in that manner in this house. I formally call him to order for the first time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The poacher�s polka time! 

I do not know why it is; Labor Party members, I guess, look in their own ranks of rorting, double dipping, abuse, 
compromise and inappropriate appointments and they try to denigrate the decent people in our community. I 
have to say that Chris Ellison is a friend of mine, not a close friend � 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Oh, how uncanny! There he goes! The brains trust of the Labor Party, the sleaze machine 
himself, the dirty tricks man�look at him! There he goes! 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier used a phrase in referring to another member that is clearly unparliamentary. 
I ask him to withdraw the phrase that he used about the member for Cannington. 

A government member: What was it? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: He used the phrase �sleaze machine� to describe the member for Cannington. I ask the 
Premier to withdraw. Further to the point of order, the member for Collie-Preston performed an act earlier for 
which there is a precedent and I think that needs to be noted. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members! To the member for Rockingham�s first point of order, indeed, if the Premier 
did refer to the member using those words, I did not hear them; however, if he did, I certainly ask him to 
withdraw. On the second point of order the member raised, I have made a different determination about the 
behaviour of the member I have formally called to order. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I did not refer to the member by name but I was certainly looking him in the eye when I 
said those words, so I withdraw that. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Chris Ellison is an entirely appropriate appointment; the appointment will hold. Members 
opposite had their little win; they had a photo of an eminent Western Australian on the front page of The West 
Australian�congratulations! If members opposite want to drag people down�do they want me to start? 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Do they want me to start working my way around the Labor Party; because we will do it? 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: If members opposite want to start, I can unchain the member for Jandakot! I can unchain 
the Treasurer, if that is what members opposite want! Chris Ellison is a decent Australian and a very proud 
Western Australian. I tell members opposite that we will not go down to those levels; we will not go into the 
gutter with the Labor Party! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Members opposite can stay in the gutter with themselves! They can stay right in that gutter 
with themselves. 
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I will tell members what Chris Ellison has done, because he was so offended by the way he has been treated. 
Like I and others, he cares about the Kimberley and he wants to see the work there done properly. Chris Ellison 
has advised my office today that he has severed all ties with Enhance Group�he had a pretty loose arrangement 
so he has given that away. Is the opposition happy now? He has walked away from it. There is no conflict, but he 
has walked away from that because he would rather walk away than be on the front page and have slurs from the 
Labor Party. That is the sort of man he is; that is the sort of integrity he has. Is the Leader of the Opposition 
happy about that? Chris Ellison has walked away from Enhance because he is committed to helping out in the 
Kimberley. How does that compare with the Labor Party�s standards on pecuniary interest? How does that 
compare? Not too flash! Therefore, Chris Ellison will provide a letter to the Director General of the Department 
of the Premier and Cabinet to that effect. He will do the job and he will do it well. There is no report; there is no 
advice to government. With the assistance of staff from the Department of Environment and Conservation, who 
will provide him with a secretary, a report will be prepared about what was said at the various meetings. As a 
facilitator, he is someone who is able to get all groups to have the confidence to get up and express their point of 
view�a good thing.  

What is all this about? This is the first step in a $9 million commitment by the Liberal-National government to 
understand the science of the Kimberley and to commission scientific work so that we know more about the 
Kimberley so that when we take measures, which we will be doing, to conserve the most important parts of the 
Kimberley, we will get it right. Why is the opposition so upset about that? Was it because members opposite did 
nothing for eight years? What did they do in the Kimberley? What did members opposite achieve in the 
Kimberley in eight years? Nothing! Members opposite resent the fact that this government will do the science 
and conserve parts of the Kimberley and do it properly. I can think of no-one better qualified than Chris Ellison 
to chair the public forums. Although she is not in this place today, I am sure the member for Kimberley will 
attend those public forums and, indeed, I have invited her to come along and take part. I know she will because 
she cares about the Kimberley and she cares about the real issues, unlike the grovelling and the gutter sniping 
that we get from members opposite. 

CHRIS ELLISON � APPOINTMENT AS INDEPENDENT FACILITATOR 

512. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Premier: 
As a supplementary question, has Mr Ellison advised the Premier that he will remove his name with the Enhance 
Group from the federal government�s lobbyists� register or will he continue to lobby at a federal level for the 
very mining interests that have interests in the Kimberley region? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  
I do not know, but he has told me that he has severed all ties with the Enhance Group. I think that �sever all ties� 
means sever all ties. The Leader of the Opposition has just destroyed part of his career. Congratulations. Does he 
feel good about himself? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! The member for Collie-Preston might want to remain quiet. I formally call him to 
order for the second time. 

MINE SAFETY STANDARDS 

513. Mr I.C. BLAYNEY to the Premier: 

The successful rescue of a miner from the BHP Billiton Nickel West Perseverance Underground Mine at 
Leinster this morning again highlights the dangers associated with mining. Will the Premier please inform the 
house what the government is doing about improving mine safety standards throughout Western Australia? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  
Fortunately, the miner concerned was recovered at 6.30 this morning without any ill-effects. He had been in a 
safety part of the mining operation, so he had food, water, air supply and communications. He was at a depth of 
3 000 feet, which would be a frightening experience for anyone outside the mining industry, and was below 
ground for around 15 hours. A mining operation can trigger seismic events and rock movements, which is 
apparently what happened. Mine inspectors are now at the site determining exactly the nature of the situation. 
Fortunately, there has been a happy ending to that precarious situation and, in fact, an example of where safety 
procedures have worked. However, we cannot overlook the fact that six fatalities over the past year have 
occurred in Western Australia, which is a high and unacceptable rate�indeed, any fatality is unacceptable. The 
Minister for Mines and Petroleum, Hon Norman Moore, is having an extensive review of mine safety. He is 
proposing significant reforms to mine safety, probably along the lines of the offshore petroleum industry and 
looking at more of a case study approach.  

Mr F.M. Logan: Does that include more inspectors? 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT: I think that is a good point. He will be certainly looking at that with probably a more user-
pays approach, which would imply more inspectors. Given the fatalities that have occurred, a far higher level of 
inspection is taking place at a number of mining sites around the state. We have had a tragic period of mine 
safety, which has been taken seriously. From the nature of that interjection, I appreciate the bipartisan approach 
to this. Ours is a mining economy, and mining inherently has dangers in it. Fortunately, last night�s incident was 
resolved in a safe way but, tragically, that has not happened in other cases. Watch out for the results of the 
review, because a lot of work is going into improving mine safety and avoiding fatalities.  

MINISTER FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT � CONFIDENCE IN DIRECTOR GENERAL OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION 

514. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Minister for Regional Development: 

(1) Will the minister provide details to this house of his precise involvement in meetings held in Shark Bay 
on Tuesday, 21 April? 

(2) Will the minister now declare his unequivocal support for the Director General of the Department of 
Environment and Conservation, and apologise to him for the actions of the minister�s adviser? 

(3) Does the minister consider that in the light of these events Mr Carew-Hopkins should still be considered 
for the position of Director General of the Department of Regional Development and Lands? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 

I thank the Leader of the Opposition for the question. 

(1)-(3) In April, I think it was, I was invited to meet with the representatives of the Shire of Shark Bay to 
discuss their issues with regional development. As Minister for Regional Development I have travelled 
across the length and breadth of the state holding meetings with country shires and country 
communities about the important issues for them to be addressed by the new government. Quite clearly, 
in the Gascoyne there is a lot of concern about the role of the Department of Environment and 
Conservation. In my travels that has been put to me very strongly and very robustly by councils, 
pastoralists and small businesses that have to engage with the department. I have been concerned 
enough by that feedback to have had individual meetings with Minister Faragher and the Director 
General of the Department of Environment and Conservation, because I do not like the fact that as a 
senior minister in the new government, we have a department that is clearly not well regarded by many 
sectors of the community in the Gascoyne region of the state. It is quite clear from the discussions I 
have had that some of those people are aggrieved by the process, and the process is important. It is also 
quite clear that serious issues have been raised and need to be addressed. The government wants to 
make sure that the communities of the Gascoyne have a good relationship with the Department of 
Environment and Conservation because of the unique conservation value of that area. Local 
government, business and pastoralists need to have good relationships with the DEC. I am working very 
closely with Minister Faragher and the Departments of Regional Development and Environment and 
Conservation to ensure that we get that outcome. 

At the meeting that the Leader of the Opposition talked about, the sole topic of conversation was the 
Shire of Shark Bay�s feeling that its relationship with the department had become untenable, that there 
was no relationship, and that it wanted that outcome improved. Everyone knows the challenges facing 
the shire. The meeting followed on from meetings that I have had with other councils where that same 
issue has been put to me. Because it is not my department, all I can ask those councils to do is to write 
to me or to the Minister for Environment and formalise those complaints. There is no point simply 
backgrounding me on the problems. If they have a complaint to make, they should make it. That is 
where this issue has stemmed from, because this government is determined to achieve a better 
relationship between the community and all departments. As the Minister for Lands, with LandCorp 
under my jurisdiction, I have had similar conversations across the state about LandCorp�s role in 
communities, and the new government has endeavoured to turn that around. It is important that we 
address this issue. 

In the matter at hand, I am disappointed that the flow-on from that discussion about the Shire of Shark 
Bay formalising its concerns with any government department has led to a letter being written by Derek 
Carew-Hopkins to the shire president. That is unacceptable in my terms, and I have made that clear.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: So you won�t make him director general? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: The appointment process for the position of director general is currently in train. I am not 
involved in that process. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: He is still an acceptable candidate, is he? 
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Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I am not involved in that process, which is an independent process managed by the Public 
Sector Commission, and it would not be proper for me to comment on the appropriateness of candidates. 
However, I place on the record that the inappropriate actions of Derek Carew-Hopkins, as I have outlined in the 
house in a statement today, did not have my support and I do not condone them. 

MINISTER FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT � CONFIDENCE IN DIRECTOR GENERAL OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION 

515. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Minister for Regional Development: 
Noting that the minister was invited by the media yesterday to declare his confidence in the Director General of 
the Department of Environment and Conservation, and was invited again in this house by me to declare his 
confidence in the director general � 
Mr M.J. Cowper: What is the question?  
Mr E.S. RIPPER: Listen�the word �noting� was at the beginning.  

Is it responsible and appropriate for a minister of the Crown to so blatantly undermine a professional senior 
public servant? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 
It is appropriate for me as a minister of the Crown to look at the issues of concern raised by regional 
communities, act on those issues and ensure that the government can engage closely with community members, 
shire councils and local business people. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Why won�t you declare your support for Mr McNamara? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I have met face-to-face with the Director General of the Department of Environment and 
Conservation. I have met with Minister Faragher about this issue and I am confident that under Minister 
Faragher�s leadership we are putting in place a process that returns the Department of Environment and 
Conservation to an important position in the processes in that community. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order!  
Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I am looking forward very much to supporting the Department of Environment and 
Conservation in building a working relationship with the communities of the Gascoyne. 
The SPEAKER: I formally call the member for Rockingham and the member for North West.  

GREAT SOUTHERN LTD AND TIMBERCORP 

516. Mr M.J. COWPER to the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
The financial collapse of Great Southern Ltd and Timbercorp has caused a great deal of anxiety for many people, 
particularly in the south west and great southern regions. Can the minister update the house on the current 
situation for the two companies and what the government is doing to assist those affected? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN replied: 
I thank the member for Murray-Wellington for the question and for his interest in this matter. He certainly shares 
the concerns of a number of people in the south west and great southern about the far-reaching impacts of the 
collapse of both Great Southern Ltd and Timbercorp on a range of activities within those communities. 

Members will be aware that Timbercorp recently went into voluntary administration, and that Great Southern 
Ltd has also gone into administration and receivership. Timbercorp has some 6 000 hectares of freehold 
plantations, 30 000 hectares of leasehold plantations and about 200 hectares of avocado plantation in the 
Busselton area. Great Southern Ltd has some 45 000 hectares of freehold plantation, 15 000 hectares of leasehold 
plantation, 800 hectares of vineyards and 2 000 hectares of olive trees. These are significant investment activities 
on the ground from a farming perspective, and a range of businesses are supported by these industries, including 
harvesting contractors and various other contractors. Many communities are also supported by the activities of 
these businesses. The issues are clearly very complex and it will take some time to sort out arrangements to a 
point at which investors, people with leasehold arrangements and businesses that are supported by these 
industries can have some certainty. It will take time, and those communities and investors will need to be patient. 

I met with the administrators of Timbercorp last week, and with the receivers of Great Southern Ltd only a 
couple of hours ago. I sought to maintain a close level of communication with both groups to ensure that when 
any decisions are made by either group, the government will be in a position to understand what is happening 
and thus make decisions about appropriate responses to try to cushion the impact on those communities. 
Although there was a fair amount of confidential discussion with the administrators of Timbercorp and the 
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receivers for Great Southern Ltd, it is pleasing to know that the harvesting activities of both companies are still 
active, which means that the various contractors involved are still in a position of employment, and that there is 
still a certain amount of timber and chip being shipped out. It is pleasing to the extent that a certain amount of 
business activity is still happening. 

There is a degree of uncertainty for leaseholders, investors and shire councils. Great Southern Ltd owns some 90 
properties in the Shire of Plantagenet and the rates on these properties are due to be paid very soon. This will 
potentially mean some $250 000 of exposure for the Shire of Plantagenet. In the case of Timbercorp, the amount 
of potential exposure to the shire is $50 000. The impacts reach far and wide. 

The Minister for Regional Development and I have set up a working group based within the Great Southern 
Development Commission to be the eyes and ears of the government and to gain a better understanding of the 
localised impact of the collapse of these companies. The focus of a lot of activity has been on the great southern 
region, and that is where the greatest impact is likely to be. It is also understood that there will be impacts in the 
south west region. A significant proportion of the Australia-wide investment by the two companies sits in 
Western Australia, so Western Australia will wear the lion�s share of the impact. 

In addition to setting up that support group, other support services will be offered to cushion the communities 
and help people who have lost their jobs or been retrenched as a result of these arrangements. There is an 
assistance help line available to anyone across Western Australia, and we are promoting access to it for people in 
the great southern and south west regions. Support from Centrelink will be available in the form of financial 
counselling and training opportunities. Recently, I highlighted � 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Order, members! 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: This is a very important issue for these communities. I am sure that the communities want 
to know that the government understands their issues and concerns and will make decisions that will support 
those communities. The Treasurer has made a decision to provide $50 000 to the small business centres in 
Manjimup and Albany to assist the small businesses that are impacted on by this development. It is pleasing to 
see that level of support. That assistance will be promoted to those various communities. I acknowledge the 
uncertainty that exists. We are working very closely with the administrators and receivers in both cases and also 
with those communities to try to understand the impact that this is having on them. The plantation forestry 
assets � 
Several members interjected. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Although there is a fair amount of concern about the business structures that are in place, 
the plantation forestry assets, I am told, are world-class assets. There is still a demand for that product. I am sure 
that although there will be a fair amount of time to reach a resolution on the business issues � 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Warnbro, I was listening earlier today when you said that you thought you 
might have been interjecting too much. You certainly have interjected once too much on this occasion. I formally 
call you for the first time. I am interested in the information that the Minister for Agriculture and Food is 
providing to the house, but I ask him to hasten to the end. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I will finish my answer. I highlight that the plantation resources 
and assets are sound. I am very confident that in time�it may be six, 12 or 18 months�we will have a strong 
plantation timber industry in the south west and great southern. 

PREMIER � CONFIDENCE IN DIRECTOR GENERAL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT 
AND CONSERVATION 

517. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Premier: 
(1) Is it acceptable for a minister to undermine the standing of professional and independent public servants 

in another minister�s portfolio? 
(2) Will the Premier, as the minister responsible, declare his unequivocal support for and confidence in the 

Director General of the Department of Environment and Conservation? 
(3) Will the Premier require the Leader of the National Party to apologise to the director general of that 

department for the activities of the Leader of the National Party�s staff who sought to undermine the 
professional standing of that fine public servant? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  
It is a pity that the Leader of the Opposition did not share the same view about Peter Conran this morning. 
Before I answer that question, I will, if I may, table an item of correspondence from Chris Ellison to Peter 
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Conran, the Director General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, outlining in absolute detail any 
matters relating to his appointment. The correspondence makes it very clear that there is no conflict of interest. I 
do not what know what else opposition members would like me to do. Would they like to me to provide details 
of his family�s shopping list? 

[See paper 964.] 
Mr M. McGowan: Answer the question that was asked. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: That relates to the previous question I was asked, which is apparently the opposition�s 
biggest issue of the day�trying to pull apart a person of integrity. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: That is what the Leader of the National Party was doing yesterday. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Leader of the Opposition asked the question and I will answer it as I wish. 
Mr P.B. Watson: Arrogance. 
The SPEAKER: It might surprise the member for Albany to know that I can hear him from here occasionally. I 
formally call him for the first time. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I come to the question. 

(1)-(3) The Minister for Regional Development has answered the question but I will make the following 
comments. It was made very clear by the minister yesterday that it is inappropriate for ministerial staff to reflect 
in any way on a head of a department, particularly when that head of department reports to another minister. 
Indeed, if a minister has a concern about policy issues or the implementation of a regulation, whatever it might 
be, or the administration of a portfolio, then that minister can raise it either with me or directly with the 
minister�s colleague, which in this case is Hon Donna Faragher. That is the appropriate procedure; that is the 
standard. It is as simple as that. Ministers work together in cabinet. If they have concerns with other portfolios, 
they raise those concerns with either the Premier or the relevant minister. It is not appropriate for a ministerial 
staffer to in any way reflect on or interfere with the operations of other portfolios.  

PREMIER � CONFIDENCE IN DIRECTOR GENERAL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT 
AND CONSERVATION 

518. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Premier: 
I ask a supplementary question. Why has the Premier refused to declare his confidence in, and support for, the 
Director General of the Department of Environment and Conservation? This is a third occasion on which a 
government minister has been asked to declare confidence in that person, and the third occasion on which that 
confidence and support has been refused.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  
I was asked that question by the media outside, and I made it very clear that I do have confidence in Kieran 
McNamara as head of the Department of Environment and Conservation. I said that, and the minister responsible 
said that, on the steps of Parliament House a couple of hours ago.  

EMPLOYMENT LEVELS 

519. Mr I.M. BRITZA to the Treasurer: 
The people in my electorate, like those in many of the electorates represented in this chamber, are concerned 
about their jobs. I notice that the latest unemployment figures have been released today. Can the Treasurer 
update the house on the implications of these latest figures for Western Australian jobs, and also reconfirm the 
government�s commitment to keeping people in jobs? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:  
I thank the member for Morley for his question, and for his interest in employment matters. The Australian 
Bureau of Statistics earlier today released the May unemployment figures. I have to caution the house that it is 
not always wise to interpret figures on a monthly basis, because the sample size has been reduced and the figures 
are somewhat more volatile. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: What was that? Sorry. I saw a gap open up between the member�s lips, but I did not hear 
what came out. 

Those figures showed that in the month of May, the unemployment rate in Western Australia increased from 
4.6 per cent to 4.9 per cent. That can be compared with the unemployment rate across Australia, which is 5.7 per 
cent, and in other Australian states�New South Wales, 6.4 per cent; Victoria 5.9 per cent; and Queensland, 
5.3 per cent. That shows that although maintaining levels of employment is a fundamental challenge for 
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government, we are doing well in Western Australia in comparison with other Australian jurisdictions. That 
reinforces the positive view that the Premier and I, and many members of government, have articulated many 
times publicly�that is, that as the economic tsunami that is the global financial crisis smashes against 
Australia�s shores, Western Australia is the best state to be in.  

It is challenging. I will share some figures with the house. In the past 12 months, the number of people in full-
time employment in Western Australia has increased from 827 000 to 833 000. That is an increase of 6 000. In 
the past 12 months, the total number of people in employment has increased from 1.138 million to nearly 
1.173 million. At a time when the global financial crisis is raging around the world, the total level of 
employment in Western Australia has increased by 34 500 people. That is positive outcome. What has also 
happened during that time, unfortunately, is that the number of people in Western Australia who are unemployed 
has increased by 20 000. The great challenges for us in government are, firstly, to provide opportunities to those 
60 000 Western Australians who are looking for work; and, secondly, to do all we can to keep in work those 
nearly 1.2 million Western Australians who are currently in work. I should point out also that, interestingly, in 
the past 12 months the population of the state in the over 15-years-of-age category has gone up by 47 600 
people. In other words, the unemployment rate has gone up because of participation rate factors and not 
necessarily employment factors. 
While we are focusing on employment, this is an opportunity to compare and contrast the approach to economic 
management that is being taken by this government with the approach that is espoused by the opposition. This 
government has a clear determination to put a floor under the falls in employment in Western Australia. I want to 
share with members a chart that shows the level of employment in Western Australia. I am sorry that this chart is 
not laminated, but I am on a cost-cutting binge. I will hold it up and move it around slowly so that all members 
can see it. I could not make it any bigger, because I did not want to do a Joe Hockey and have to cut it in half. 
This chart shows the total level of employment in Western Australia. This chart shows that, going back six, 
seven or eight months, a floor has been put under the level of employment in Western Australia and employment 
has been consolidated at a high level. That is a great outcome for Western Australians. However, we have a lot 
of work to do to keep that floor in place. That is why as a government we are borrowing money. That is why we 
will be carefully running up state debt over the next few years to $19.1 billion. That is because every single 
dollar that we borrow will support Western Australian jobs. That is what we intend to do. For example, next year 
we will fund a record $8.3 billion of capital works spending, which Treasury tells me will keep at least 20 000 
Western Australians in work. That is why we are borrowing money, and we are happy to do that; that is why we 
have invested in infrastructure; that is why we have cut payroll tax for small business; that is why we are focused 
on keeping apprentices in training; and that is why we are focused on supporting small businesses.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: If this level of debt is so good, would double the level of debt be any better?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: We have to carefully manage our level of debt. Our level of debt is not assessed by the 
opposition; it is assessed by Standard and Poor�s, which gave this state its AAA rating. What did the opposition, 
when in government, seriously offer as a comparator? It cut debt without offering one cent of savings, except for 
the $400 million local government fund, which is currently employing hundreds of people around regional 
Western Australia. It is the only thing it offered up while we do things to keep tens of thousands of Western 
Australians in employment.  

I love to pull out this plan. It is the Leader of the Opposition�s plan to protect jobs. What has he offered by 
comparison? The opposition wants to set up a task force, conduct an audit and pull a committee together. When 
we look at our massive efforts to keep people in employment, we know that we are doing the right thing by the 
people of Western Australia, both those in employment who want to keep their jobs and those unemployed who 
are looking for jobs. We make no apology. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
Mr T.R. BUSWELL: In a minute, member for Warnbro, or you will pull a hamstring.  
We make no apology for borrowing money to keep Western Australians in employment.  

LOCAL GOVERNMENT GRANTS COMMISSION � APPOINTMENTS 

520. Mr P. PAPALIA to the Minister for Local Government:  
I refer to the minister�s last-minute statement of clarification to the house at 10.49 pm last night.  

(1) Will the minister now appoint two of the original panel of candidates as submitted by the Western 
Australian Local Government Association on 8 December last year to the vacant positions on the Local 
Government Grants Commission?  

(2) Given that WALGA selected this panel of candidates in accordance with legislation following a merit-
based selection process, on what basis has the minister requested WALGA to repeat this process and 
submit a new list of recommendations?  
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(3) Why does the minister not trust the judgement of the members of the WALGA State Council?  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI replied: 
(1)-(3) I admitted last night that the two Local Government Grants Commission appointments were not 

undertaken in accordance with what I thought I could do. I was of the opinion that I could appoint those 
two people. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: You broke the law.  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I did not. I was of the opinion that I could appoint those people. They are two very 
decent people who have done a lot for this community and they are very highly regarded. I have made the 
position clear to WALGA. I have asked WALGA to supply me with another list of names. I am entitled to do 
that. I will assess that list when it has been given to me.  

I have also instructed my department to check with the State Solicitor�s Office to ascertain whether it is within 
my power to ask for a new list. That is the process I am currently adopting. Those considerations will come to 
bear. Once that is known I will look at WALGA�s list and, if I cannot make the appointments in any other way, I 
will make a determination from the names on that list.  

LOCAL GOVERNMENT GRANTS COMMISSION � APPOINTMENTS 

521. Mr P. PAPALIA to the Minister for Local Government: 
I have a supplementary question. If the Western Australian Local Government Association State Council returns 
to the minister the same panel of names, will he choose from that panel of names?  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI replied: 
If the state council gives me a panel of names that is the same panel of names, I will wait for information from 
the State Solicitor�s Office on whether I can ask for another list �  

Mr P. Papalia: So you won�t?  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I did not say I will not. I will wait for advice and then make my decision. 

DEREK CAREW-HOPKINS 

522. Ms A.S. CARLES to the Minister for Regional Development: 
I refer to the article in today�s The West Australian about the minister�s former senior adviser and applicant for 
the job of Director General of the Department of Regional Development and Lands, Derek Carew-Hopkins. 

(1) Is the minister aware that Mr Carew-Hopkins has, as part of the recent industry working group process 
reviewing environmental approval systems in Western Australia, been critical of the current power of 
the Environmental Protection Authority? I seek leave for a document in support of this proposition to be 
laid on the table for the duration of today�s sitting.  

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

(2) Given the above, and today�s media controversy relating to the Director General of the Department of 
Environment and Conservation, Keiran McNamara, does the minister consider that it may be 
inappropriate to appoint Mr Carew-Hopkins to a position that will frequently involve the need for 
productive interactions with environmental bodies?  

(3) If no to (2), why not? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 
I thank the member for Fremantle for her first question and also for giving me notice of that question before 
question time. 

(1) Mr Carew-Hopkins is a member of the industry working group that was set up to advise on ways to 
improve the state�s exploration and development approvals process. This group, which is looking at 
getting a better approvals system in Western Australia, is very important to the new state government. I 
am aware that the working group, as it would have, has discussed the Environmental Protection 
Authority�s role in the approvals process. In that discussion, Mr Carew-Hopkins may have expressed a 
view about the EPA�s power. In fact, I know that he has had direct discussions with the Chairman of the 
EPA, Dr Paul Vogel, about that and about how we can better manage the approvals process in this state. 

(2)-(3) I am aware that Mr Carew-Hopkins is an applicant for the position of director general of the new 
Department of Regional Development and Lands. The appointment process for that position is currently 
in train. I am not involved in that process, which is an independent process managed by the Public 
Sector Commission. It would not be proper for me to comment on the appropriateness of candidates. 
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However, I put on the record again that Mr Carew-Hopkins acted inappropriately in posting that draft 
document to the Shire of Shark Bay. He should not have done that. I do not condone that, and I 
certainly do not support it. 

SPORT AND RECREATION � PARTICIPATION BY COMMUNITY ORGANISATIONS AND 
INDIGENOUS GROUPS 

523. Mr P. ABETZ to the Minister for Sport and Recreation: 

Can the minister please advise the house what the government is doing to support various organisations and 
Indigenous groups in my electorate of Southern River, and, indeed, throughout Western Australia, to increase 
their participation in sport and recreation? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON replied: 

I thank the member for his question. I am sure that the member, and in fact all other members in the house, 
would certainly agree that it is important for us to engage people across Western Australia in sport and recreation 
and healthy lifestyle activities. However, many people in our communities need some encouragement and some 
incentive to get involved and to engage in these activities. Our schools and sporting clubs et cetera also need 
some support in attracting those people and in getting them involved in sport and recreation in our community, 
for health reasons and also for social reasons. 

In April, we launched a new scheme for clubs, schools and not-for-profit organisations in order for them to target 
those groups. This scheme is called the community participation fund. It is administered by the Department of 
Sport and Recreation, and it provides small grants from $1 000 to $5 000. In particular, the funding is aimed at 
the culturally and linguistically diverse areas of our community and Indigenous populations�those who are 
vulnerable to social and structural disconnection. I think people would agree that we have a great role to play in 
this area. I have played sport throughout my life, and I know that it is very important to get Indigenous people in 
country areas, as well as those people who do not have many opportunities, involved in sport and recreation 
activities for their own development and for their own good, and also for the good of the community. Quite often 
we tend to look at people in a different way until we get to know them and they get to know us, and then there is 
that acceptance. That is important, and not just in sport. For instance, my daughters attended Willetton Senior 
High School, which is a very multicultural school. I believe that my daughters have benefited very much from 
attending that school, as have the other students who attend or attended that school. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Have you had any approach about funding for Clontarf? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: There has been no approach to me, through my department, about funding for Clontarf. 

Funding is targeted towards projects that increase participation in physical activity and also enhance the 
development of sport and recreation personnel. The applications are open. They are easy to complete. There is 
not a lot of paperwork associated with them. I encourage people to promote the grants, because I believe that the 
success of this scheme is important to our communities. We talk about crime and we talk about leadership. I 
know that a lot of good work is going on with Somali people in the northern suburbs. I did not know a lot about 
that, but I have been very impressed by it. I encourage members to get involved. The take-up rate has been 
fantastic so far. There is a real need for this program. I am very proud of it. I am very encouraged to see the 
Department of Sport and Recreation get involved and meet the responsibility we have in this area. I wanted to let 
the house know about that. If members would like further details, they can contact me or look at the Department 
of Sport and Recreation�s website.  

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN LOCAL GOVERNMENT ASSOCIATION � COUNTRY LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT FUND 

524. Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Regional Development: 
I refer to the Western Australian Local Government Association submission on the $400 million country local 
government fund, a document that the minister has repeatedly refused to release under freedom of information 
but one that we have fortunately now obtained a copy of. I also refer to the minister�s claim that the formula for 
this fund was developed in conjunction with WALGA and to his now demonstrably untrue claim that the 
formula used was the same as that used by the federal government in its grants.  

(1) Why did the minister not accept the WALGA formula that was based on need and the cost of delivery 
of service?  

(2) Will the minister acknowledge that by ditching this formula and substituting his own, he has slashed 
allocations to shires such as Derby-West Kimberley, Halls Creek, East Pilbara, Ashburton and 
Wyndham-East Kimberley while delivering more money to each and every one of the 20 shires in his 
own electorate?  
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(3) Will the minister now release all documentation that was used in the preparation of this discredited 
formula?  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 
I thank the member for Armadale for the question.  

(1)-(3) I am happy to hear members put on the record that they plan on scrapping this fund.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: No, we�ll scrap the formula.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: It is not about the formula at all. The formula is quite irrelevant if the shadow Treasurer has 
said on behalf of the Labor Party that it is planning on scrapping � 

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park, I am on my feet again. I call him to order formally for the first time. 
I also formally call to order the members for Joondalup and North West. I want to hear the minister�s answer.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: Members opposite have already said that local government funds will be a casualty when the 
Labor Party returns to the government benches some time in the future. I am absolutely comfortable with the 
formula that was used to calculate the country local government fund. The local government association 
provided some interim advice to me on a way to roll out the country local government fund. We looked at that 
advice. With the Minister for Local Government and the Department for Local Government and Regional 
Development, we worked on that formula so that every one of the 110 local governments in regional Western 
Australia got an equitable distribution of funds. As I have said previously, that equitable distribution closely 
mirrors the distribution model used by the federal government. I do not have the graph with me today but I am 
happy to show it.  

The country local government fund is now being rolled out in every one of those 110 communities for projects 
such as ablution facilities, parks, recreation facilities and heritage building upgrades�upgrades to all of that 
infrastructure that has been neglected for so long and which WALGA�s systemic sustainability study indicated 
was a major multibillion-dollar shortfall in infrastructure spend. WALGA made a submission. I then worked 
with the Minister for Local Government and the Department for Local Government and Regional Development 
to come up with a formula that could best allocate that $100 million. I then took that formula to cabinet for 
endorsement to distribute $100 million worth of funds. That formula has been used to inform all these councils 
of their allocation under the country local government fund. Further to that, we put to those councils, in an effort 
to encourage cooperation at a regional level, that in years 2, 3 and 4 of the plan, we would require local 
governments to work on a regional level to prioritise infrastructure projects and other projects in their 
communities. That is what will happen from 2009-10. I know that the member for Armadale does not like the 
formula. It is her right to not like the formula. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Yes, but you�ve lied about it. You have told the FOI commissioner that you have no 
documents in your office. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Armadale! I ask that the member withdraw the comment. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I withdraw the accusation of lying. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I have not lied about it. I made it quite clear that the document � 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Who devised the formula? 
Mr B.J. GRYLLS: The Department of Local Government and Regional Development, the Minister for Local 
Government and I devised the formula. I know that the member does not like the formula; she does not like the 
fund. I have no problem if the member does not like the formula. I would have been very happy to see which 
formula she would have used; however, her formula is somewhat irrelevant now that her shadow Treasurer has 
scrapped the whole plan�$400 million worth of support for infrastructure and important projects in local 
government areas across the state has been scrapped. I am comfortable with the formula. I worked with both the 
department and the Minister for Local Government to develop that formula. I had that formula taken to cabinet 
and endorsed. It is a good formula and is delivering a fantastic outcome. The member does not like the fact that 
we are investing in regional communities. She does not like the fact that those regional communities are getting a 
benefit from this fund. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: I don�t like you being the prince of pork. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: The member loves to say that, does she not? She does not talk about any pork with the 
$40 million of taxpayers� money that was paid in the past month on the back of her failed contract to build the 
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railway. She does not mention that very often. An amount of $40 million has gone and she does not even bat an 
eyelid. 

Do members know what I know? I know that every single dollar of that $100 million is going to deliver an 
outcome to local governments in regional Western Australia. I am very comfortable with the formula. I have 
defended the formula from day one. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, minister. I think I have had enough. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: I have a supplementary question. 

The SPEAKER: There will be no supplementary question at this point. I formally call the member for Victoria 
Park for the second time and also the member for Kwinana. I urge the minister to finish his answer. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I defend the formula used for the country local government fund. I am happy to see the 
rollout of that fund delivering great economic value to the community and job creation at a time when jobs are 
very precious in regional Western Australia. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN LOCAL GOVERNMENT ASSOCIATION � COUNTRY LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT FUND 

525. Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Regional Development: 
I have a supplementary question. Can the minister explain why his formula is more equitable than that promoted 
by the Western Australian Local Government Association, which is the grants commission formula based on an 
objective assessment of need and the cost of delivering services in remote Western Australia? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 
Yes, I can defend it because the formula is well known; it has been published. We have put it out there. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: But why is it more equitable? 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Armadale! 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: It is more equitable because the formula put forward by WALGA � 

Several members interjected. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: Is the member endorsing the WALGA formula? Is that what she would use? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: I am asking you why your formula is more equitable. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I am not. I did not support the WALGA formula. 

The SPEAKER: If members to my left and to my right would stop interjecting, I think the minister might 
attempt to answer the question from the member for Armadale, and that would prevent the member for Armadale 
having to yell over members in this place to be heard by the minister. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: Quite clearly, I place on the record again that the WALGA submission provided a basis for 
the government to work on a plan for the country local government fund. We took that advice. I worked with the 
Minister for Local Government and the department. We came up with a formula endorsed by the government, 
and we have rolled out the local government fund based on that formula. 

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2009-10 BILL 2009 
Third Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont � Leader of the Opposition) [2.59 pm]: Despite Labor�s criticisms of this 
terrible and dishonest budget, the worst in living memory in the history of the state, Labor will not oppose the 
passage of the budget.  

I want to make some observations about the role of the Treasurer.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! There are about four or five conversations going on in the chamber; if they 
can be held outside this place, I would prefer that that is where they be held. If it is absolutely necessary to hold 
them in this place, members will please keep the volume right down. Thank you, members. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: The role of the Treasurer is to find the money for the government�s agenda. The Treasurer 
also has a role to keep the government�s agenda affordable and consistent with the financial management targets. 
To be a good Treasurer, it is not a requirement that someone have business experience. It is not a requirement 
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that someone be an economist. It is not a requirement that someone be an accountant. What is required is that the 
person be a good politician. It is not required that he be necessarily an excellent politician externally in the 
Parliament or in public. What is required is that that person be a good politician within the internal politics of the 
government. That person must have authority and clout and persuasiveness to shape the government�s agenda so 
that it is affordable, so that it is consistent with the government�s financial management targets and so that the 
money is found for the government�s agenda. In undertaking those roles, the Treasurer has to have regard to his 
legislative responsibilities. His legislative responsibilities are outlined in the Government Financial 
Responsibility Act 2000. Section 3(1) of that act states � 

The main purposes of this Act are � 
� 
(b) to facilitate public scrutiny of government financial policy and performance. 

This budget does not meet that particular requirement of the Government Financial Responsibility Act. It has left 
out so much, is so dishonest, that it does not facilitate public scrutiny of the government�s financial policy and 
performance.  

Another requirement of that act is for budgets to be in accord with financial management principles. Section 6(a) 
of the act states � 

funding for current services is to be provided by the current generation; 

It is not in accordance with the Government Financial Responsibility Act to budget for deficits in the realm of 
half a billion dollars in any year of the forward estimates. It is not in accordance with the act for that to happen, 
because if there is a deficit on the operating account, the current generation will not provide the funding for 
current services as required by the Government Financial Responsibility Act. Section 6(b) states � 

spending and taxing policies are to be formulated and applied so as to give rise to a reasonable degree 
of stability and predictability; 

Once again, the budget fails to meet that requirement. So much has been left out of the budget, so many risks 
have been taken in the development of the budget, and so poor are the budget books as a reflection of what is 
actually occurring that we do not have �a reasonable degree of stability and predictability� about what will 
actually happen with the government�s financial management.  

Further on in part 2, the act requires Government Financial Strategy Statements. Section 11(2) states � 

A Government Financial Strategy Statement is to �  

(a) set out the Government�s medium-term targets in relation to the financial element or elements 
relevant to each target; 

Further on, section 11(3) provides that � 

If the Government makes a significant change in its financial strategy, the Treasurer is to release a new 
Government Financial Strategy Statement, � 

It is clear from the analysis that has occurred in the estimates process that the government is really going to 
struggle to meet its financial management targets. If that is the case, the government has a legislative obligation 
to release a new Government Financial Strategy Statement dealing with the issue of new targets or new measures 
to facilitate reaching the old targets. The government�s budget fails the test with those sections of the 
Government Financial Responsibility Act 2000 alone.  

It is not the government�s first failure. The government�s first opportunity to meet the test of the Government 
Financial Responsibility Act was when its midyear review was released in December last year. It is natural for 
there to be, with a new government, new priorities, but those new priorities have to be incorporated into a 
significantly new financial framework if there is a wholesale change with a new government or an adoption of 
new priorities. What we had was a change in government, a wholesale change in priorities, a �bride price� for 
the National Party to enter the new government, and, in addition, a global financial crisis. It is pretty 
understandable why there would be significant changes in the midyear review; such significant changes that 
there was no chance of the financial management targets in the 2008-09 budget�which I brought down�being 
met.  

In those circumstances, the government had a legal obligation to release a new set of financial management 
targets and a new financial strategy at the time of the midyear review in December last year. The government 
should have had a mini-budget at that time; instead, it came out with the midyear review document. It was an 
appalling document for what it showed about the state of the finances. It was a document that revealed that the 
budget horse had bolted in the early months of the new government. Early this calendar year we saw expense 
growth reach 13 per cent�the highest rate of expense growth on record. That established a huge expenditure 
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base on which the government then had to plan for its budget and forward estimates. That was when the rot set 
in. That was when the government got itself into an unsustainable financial position, and this budget does not get 
the government out of that position. The budget is the government�s second failure to meet the requirements of 
the Government Financial Responsibility Act.  

There is so much left out of this budget. There is so much risk. It is not an honest account to the public of 
Western Australia of the true circumstances of the state�s finances. The exchange rate assumption is rapidly 
going out the door backwards. The value of the Australian dollar has been sustained at a rate of about 10c ahead 
of the budget assumption almost since the budget close-off date. If the value of the Australian dollar remains at 
that level throughout the financial year, there will be a very significant impact and a very significant budget hole 
for the government to deal with. Exchange rate variations are something that can happen to any government; 
they are not under the control of the government. The key point that I make is that the government needs to have 
a prudent enough budget, a flexible enough financial management strategy, to manage that risk should it occur. 
This is not a budget with any room for manoeuvre. This is not a budget that allows the government to manage 
that exchange rate risk.  

There are also issues with the timing of the budget. The budget date was chosen in a way that meant that the 
actual changes in iron ore prices could not be factored into the budget calculations; neither could federal 
decisions to support WA projects be factored in. That meant two things. That meant that the revenue from the 
federal government could not be factored into the budget and it also meant that the concomitant state obligations 
to put up state money were not factored into the budget. The government might try to argue that it is a victim of 
circumstances�it is a victim of the global financial crisis and it is a victim of timing issues beyond its control. 
Given the extreme challenges facing financial management, the government should have changed the budget 
date. There was no requirement for the government to sandwich the state budget between the federal budget and 
the daylight saving referendum. The only reason the budget was scheduled on that date was to minimise the 
political attention and scrutiny that would be focused on the budget. The government has a failed financial 
strategy and a failed political strategy. This budget has been subject to intense scrutiny by the opposition, and 
week after week since its delivery, we see more and more negative stories about this budget. The government�s 
attempt at spin and political management with the timing of the budget and its attempt to avoid scrutiny has not 
worked.  

The budget is a dishonest document. It is not the real plan. It cannot be the real plan because the parameters have 
substantially changed. It cannot be the real plan because the government�s intentions are different from those in 
the budget. There are two universes in this government: the Treasurer�s universe and the universe of all the other 
ministers in the government, in particular the Premier. The Premier is going out into the community and giving 
people his word that certain matters will be funded and addressed. Meanwhile, back in the Treasurer�s universe 
no provision is made in the budget or in the forward estimates to deal with those matters.  

Let me give a few examples. The Premier has made the Oakajee port development the centrepiece of his 
economic policy. Despite all the Premier�s rhetoric and nation-building flourishes in this house, he has not put 
any money in the budget for the Oakajee port project. Despite all the Premier�s grandstanding on the 
Northbridge Link project following the excellent work done by the former minister, my colleague the member 
for Armadale, he has not put a single dollar in the budget or the forward estimates for that. Despite all the 
Premier�s self-righteous pomposity on nickel and lead exports through the Esperance port, he has not put any 
money in the budget for the upgrade of the nickel circuit at the Esperance port; and he has not put any money in 
the budget for the Midland hospital. These projects alone require $855 million in additional state expenditure, 
which was not included in the budget.  

There is an even more worrying concern. The previous government had done the deal with BHP Billiton and 
with Rio Tinto for the ending of concessional iron ore royalties on new projects and their product. That deal was 
done by my colleague the member for Willagee, the then Premier. He did that deal on behalf of the people of 
Western Australia to remedy a longstanding unfair rate of return to the people of Western Australia for the 
exploitation of the resources that the people of Western Australia own. It is appallingly irresponsible that the 
Premier has dropped that deal and has not followed through with BHP Billiton and Rio Tinto. He has left 
$500 million sitting on the table and has not picked it up for the people of Western Australia. We see media 
statement after media statement, and grandstanding on BHP Billiton and Rio Tinto and the Premier fulminating 
and fuming, but it is not consistent with having let these companies off the hook.  

According to Treasury figures, the Premier has left $539 million on the table. That is a gross act of 
irresponsibility, which hopefully the people of Western Australia might see remedied out of the negotiations that 
will now occur with the proposed joint venture between BHP Billiton and Rio Tinto. However, Western 
Australia had $500 million and still could have had those negotiations. Now we have to start those negotiations 
$500 million behind where we would have been.  
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There are new spending proposals and new savings measures. Is the government going to deal with these one by 
one? Is the government coming forward with a plan? There is no flexibility in the budget to deal with the risks. 
The state�s AAA credit rating is at risk because the government says one thing and does another. When the 
government states what it is planning to do, its messages are unclear and mixed, and its processes are obviously 
poor. As a former Treasurer, I can tell members that the ratings agencies do not look only at the budget figures; 
they also look at whether the government does what it says it is going to do. They also look at how clear the 
messages of the government are and they also look at the rigour and order of the processes in government. When 
they look at these things, they will not see the result needed for the retention of the AAA credit rating. We need a 
mini-budget! This government should go away during the winter break, do the work it should have done, and 
come back to this place on the first day of sitting in August with a new budget, one that at last�at the third 
attempt�will meet the requirements of the Government Financial Responsibility Act 2000. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [3.15 pm]: I begin my comments by quoting from a press release issued 
today by the Attorney General, in which he explains that the government has reached a native title agreement 
covering over 31 843 square kilometres of the Pilbara. The Attorney General made a gratuitous comment in his 
media release stating � 

After 10 years, and in the absence of a resolution under the former Labor government, Attorney General 
Christian Porter will announce the agreement at Eighty Mile Beach today. 

I would just like to congratulate the government on following up on the Labor Party�s previous negotiation of 
that agreement, but I also note that if the Liberal Party had had its way, there would not be any native title in 
Western Australia. This Parliament passed an act under the Court government abolishing native title in Western 
Australia. It was only because of the High Court decision of 7-0 against that resolution � 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs L.M. Harvey): The member for Cannington needs to confine his comments to 
the budget, please. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, I understand that, and the budget includes matters related to native title. It is a 
matter that has been extensively covered in discussions on the detail of the budget. I make the point very 
quickly�I have almost finished this topic�that this is an issue that has arisen only because the Liberal Party�s 
position was rejected 7-0 by the High Court. 

It is also interesting that information provided subsequent to the estimates committee process states that there are 
68 files at the Cannington branch of the Department for Child Protection referred to as �unallocated� or 
�monitored� cases. That means that the department has had 68 files referred to it about children on which it is 
taking no action. That is clearly unacceptable. We have found that out only now, at the end of the process, rather 
than at the start, so we have not been able to get any proper information about what the government is going to 
do to resolve the terrible situation of 68 children being potentially at risk in the Cannington region. That matter 
has arisen as a result of the estimates process, and it directly affects the community that I represent. It is not good 
enough that that should be the situation.  

I turn now to the issue of education assistants. If members read budget paper No 2, they will see that the 
government is claiming a significant saving for the Department of Education and Training. During the estimates 
hearings, we were told that that relates to a reduction of 450 education assistants. I mentioned this morning that 
the government does not know whether it will save any money; it just has an intention to do it. That is, again, a 
clear weakness, and another black hole in the budget.  

During the estimates process the member for Midland asked the Minister for Education to provide a list of the 
schools that have superfluous education assistants. By way of a supplementary answer, the government stated 
that 267 schools have education assistants at least one full-time equivalent above their formula-derived 
establishment; in other words, 267 schools will have education assistants taken away from them. I also asked 
whether any of the principals of those schools had said they did not need these assistants, and not one has said 
that they did not. I point out that, just in my own electorate, at best, one extra full-time equivalent will be 
removed from the Bannister Creek Primary School and one from Cannington Community College. Parkwood 
Primary School, which falls in the electorate of Riverton but services the Integrated Services Centre and the 
Intensive English Centre, which services people who live in the Cannington district, will lose at least one 
assistant, as will the Queens Park Primary School, which has a very high level of migrant and Indigenous 
children. We can see that this budget is taking away from the district of Cannington and is clearly not something 
that we should support.  

A list of tax revenues is set out in the budget papers. Expected tax revenues are listed on page 58 of budget paper 
No 3. It lists stamp duties and duties on transfers. There has been a lot of media comment lately about stamp 
duty and the Premier�s position on the transaction between Rio Tinto and BHP Billiton. The West Australian of 
Thursday, 11 June carries the headline �Barnett warns iron ore giants of court action�. With respect, I suggest to 
the Premier that he should not warn anyone; he should take some action. The question of how much tax is paid 
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by an individual taxpayer is not, quite frankly, the Premier�s business. There is an independent process for 
assessing tax obligations. Of course, that is the case. Imagine if we were to allow politicians to decide how much 
tax businesses or individuals should pay. Imagine if we sat down and said, �You can pay this much, but you can 
pay less�.  

With respect to the Rio-BHP transaction, the Premier has only one job to do; that is, negotiate the rate of 
royalties. He cannot wimp out and take no action. He cannot walk away from the $500 million that was being 
discussed with the former Treasurer, now Leader of the Opposition. However, he should not be pretending that 
somehow his chest thumping will deliver one dollar for this state. Either that transaction will result in a debt to 
the state and an issue of an invoice by the Commissioner of State Revenue or it will not. Either decision will 
have absolutely nothing to do with the Premier. In fact, when the Premier says he will meet Marius Kloppers of 
BHP Billiton next week, what will they talk about? If they are going to sit down and talk about how much stamp 
duty is to be paid on this transaction, that is a matter for the Corruption and Crime Commission. That would be 
an outrage. The idea that the Premier thinks he can sit down and negotiate how much tax is owed by an 
individual taxpayer is outrageous. He should not even pretend it is somehow to do with him. Under the headline 
�Rio-BHP dispute could end up in High Court: Barnett� the ABC news website of 10 June states � 

Mr Barnett is standing by his comments that the Government would be owed more than $1 billion in 
stamp duty if BHP and Rio Tinto successfully merge their Pilbara iron ore assets.  

Mr Barnett says the Government is considering its legal position.  

With respect, there is an independent office to deal with these matters. The reason we have an independent office 
is so that politicians cannot get behind closed doors and determine how much tax is due. If we allow that to 
happen, we will be opening the door to corruption. I took a transcript of an interview on radio 720 on 8 June 
from the Premier�s website. He ranted about his impotence in this matter, and Geoff Hutchison asks �  

Okay. So if you do get that seat at the table as everyone �  

COLIN BARNETT 

I�ve got the seat at the table, Geoff.  

With respect, if the Premier has a seat at the table, why is he banging on about it? He should get the 
Commissioner of State Revenue to issue an invoice. If taxes are owed, they should be paid. The Premier should 
not waste everyone�s time pretending that somehow or other he has some involvement with the captains of 
industry in London and Melbourne. He does not. He is the Premier of this state and he should act on behalf of 
the people of this state. He should not pretend that he has powers over individual taxation transactions that he 
does not have. It might make the Premier feel better, but it does not do anything for this state.  

I will not talk for much longer, but I will mention the fact that there is a $970 million underestimation of goods 
and services tax revenue in the budget papers. That is a good thing for the state. If we are $970 million better off, 
which is what the commonwealth is saying, that will be good. 

I will finish on the topic of the broken promise of tax cuts. The Liberal Party has reneged on its promise to cut 
taxes by $250 million. It has abandoned that promise: $150 million has been reversed out of these budget papers 
and the government makes it clear that it is no longer going to adhere to that commitment. If the government 
comes back to the house next year or the year after, the only way it will be able to adhere to that commitment�
the current broken promise�is to borrow money. The government will have to borrow money to make tax cuts 
because at the moment it has a very substantial out-year deficit, so the only way the government can afford those 
tax cuts is to borrow money. 

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee) [3.25 pm]: I enter this debate through a fairly narrow window, which is a 
small line item in budget paper No 2 that is 19 lines from the bottom of page 356. That line item is $300 000 for 
schools in Cottesloe. I have never seen, and members will not see, a line item like that anywhere else in the 
budget. I have never seen it in any budget paper before. It is a pure corruption of the budget process. It is budget 
by whiteboard. It is absolutely astounding to me that the Premier and the Minister for Education should have the 
audacity, firstly, to not only do it, but, secondly, to actually write it in the budget papers. It is not Cottesloe 
Primary School or a particular school in Cottesloe; it is generically, as the minister said in the estimates hearing, 
schools in the electorate of Cottesloe. It would never have occurred, I believe, to any other Premier that we have 
had in Western Australia to be so audacious as to simply say, �Put aside $300 000 for schools in my electorate.� 
What about the electorate of Rockingham? What about the electorate of Hillarys? 

Mr J.R. Quigley: Mindarie! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER: Mindarie! Not one other entry in the budget papers is like that. It is astounding; it is a 
corruption of the budget process. It should never have happened and no-one can tell me that that sort of 
recommendation came from the people in the education department who oversee the maintenance of buildings or 
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the construction of new ones. It was a political decision taken by the Premier and endorsed by his friend the 
Independent Liberal education minister. The Premier of Western Australia today has no idea of propriety. The 
Premier has no idea of conflict of interest; he betrayed that with his response in question time to the questions 
about Chris Ellison. Yes, Chris Ellison does have a great record as a senator. Yes, he is a good person but that 
does not matter; what matters is whether there is a conflict of interest and whether the Premier recognises that 
conflict of interest. It is not good enough for the Premier to say that Chris Ellison is a friend of his; therefore, he 
can do what the Premier says he can do. That is not good enough; it betrays a complete absence of understanding 
of the requirements of his role. That one little line item 19 lines from the bottom of page 356 in budget paper No 
2 should be enough to hang him. It almost went without comment. The Minister for Education shrugged her 
shoulders and said, �So what?� The Premier today says, �So what?� So what! 

Mr C.J. Barnett: It was an election commitment. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER: So what? Imagine if any other Premier had done it. Imagine if the member for 
Jandakot had a line item in the budget for $300 000 for schools in Jandakot? Who will decide how it will be 
spent? It is budget by whiteboard! This is not some Mickey Mouse document�I said this last night. This is not 
some Mickey Mouse document that the government plays with in Liberal Party groups. This is the budget for the 
state of Western Australia; it is not the government�s personal little pile of money.  

I wanted to enter the debate through that little narrow window into the budget process and now that we are inside 
the budget process, let us have a look around at what we see. We see a complete shambles. This is being 
exposed, as little bits of the edifice are being knocked open and people can look inside at what is actually going 
on in the budget. It is a shambles without any concept whatsoever of propriety and accountability. Let us take the 
very good person that he is, the Leader of the National Party, and his response today in question time to a 
question about the money that is being allocated to local governments through the royalties for regions policy. It 
is not good enough to refuse to provide the Parliament of Western Australia with the documentation to 
substantiate the process by which that money is being allocated. It is not a National Party slush fund. It was 
never conceived, and should never have been conceived, as a National Party slush fund that is not the business of 
anybody else. That is how it is being handled; as if it were a National Party slush fund and nobody else�s 
business. Yes, the National Party had a policy of royalties for regions. Yes, the National Party promoted it 
widely. No, it should never have been conceived as a National Party slush fund with no sense of propriety and 
accountability to go with it. That was certainly never part of the discussion that went on between the Leader of 
the National Party and me after the election. The Leader of the National Party will be in massive trouble�I fear 
he is already in trouble�because he does not understand the process that should attend the formulation of the 
budget and the expenditure of public money. It is not his money; it is not National Party money; it is not 
wheatbelt money; it is the money of the state of Western Australia, which should be above all else handled with 
propriety. When it is not, the relative minister�Premier, Treasurer or whoever it should be�needs to be called 
to account.  

Just by way of diversion, I do not know how many hundreds of millions of dollars we spent in the regions. The 
National Party leader said it to me himself. He said that we spent huge amounts of money in the regions but that 
the National Party countered it with royalties for regions, because it was a little catchphrase that hung in people�s 
minds. It is true that it did and that it worked, but, my God, we spent the money on schools, police stations and 
hospitals. What have we got here? On a daily basis we seem to get a list and catalogue of ablution blocks, as if 
there is some scatological fascination in rural Western Australia and everyone wants an ablution block on their 
street corner. It is ridiculous. 

Mr J.M. Francis: How about we name one after you? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER: Go ahead, I do not mind. There are probably hundreds of them. The money is being 
frittered away on stupid little projects as if it were the domain of the National Party alone. It is not, and it is not 
the way to manage the budget of Western Australia. Anybody who is familiar with the history of the thinking of 
the people who are involved in this can understand how this has happened. From the day he walked into the 
Parliament, the Premier has shown no respect for the budget process. That is reflected in not only his approach as 
the budget is formulated, written and presented to the public, but also his response to questions about the budget 
thereafter. It is a shocking budget. It is a shame that after eight years of what I think was pretty rigorous 
budgeting�so much so that we were criticised because we were so tight-fisted, apparently�we now have a 
government that does not seem to care about the way it handles the state�s finances. It is a terrible budget, and 
the government needs to be held to account for that. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [3.34 pm]: I take this opportunity to speak, especially as the Premier is in the 
chamber, because I have a couple of areas of concern. There is nothing I can do about it now, but unless I take 
this opportunity to highlight them, I do not think that anything will happen in this term of government. The 
electoral district of Mindarie is one of the fastest, if not the fastest, growing residential areas in Western 
Australia. I know that the Premier recently had a bird�s eye view of the area when touring in a helicopter over 
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the area. I am very grateful that one of the corporations took him over the area so that he could see from the air 
how quickly the area is being laid out. It is an electoral district that stretches from Mindarie all the way to Two 
Rocks. The Premier would have observed the number of blocks coming on stream. This is all happening around 
and engulfing two old districts. One is Quinns Rocks, which was a holiday village in our youth, and the other is 
the more distant holiday area of Yanchep-Two Rocks. The old Quinns Rocks Primary School is now nearly 30 
years old and in a very sad state of repair, and there is no money in the budget for its upgrade. I agree that the 
present government has not been elected to fulfil Labor�s election promises, but a promise was made by Labor to 
repair and upgrade some of the dilapidated classrooms, in which the floors are not even level. The Premier 
chimed in and said that there are so many flash new schools out that way, and that is true. One of the best 
schools, Mindarie Senior College, was built in the time of the previous government. However, lost in the middle 
of all this huge residential explosion is the old Quinns Rocks Primary School. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I visited that school in the late 1990s and I agree that it is very run down. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: It is very run down. Also, with the explosion of residential areas to the north, and the infill 
sewerage program, the only way that the sewerage works to these new residential areas have been able to cope is 
by isolating Quinns Rocks and leaving it on septic tanks. That one area on the coast is an isolated pocket of old 
septic tanks, and that includes the old school. When the septic tanks fill up at the school, we have had to bring in 
transportable toilets for the children. Vandals have pushed over the transportable toilets. I went there one day and 
found the schoolyard awash with effluent. This is in the Perth metropolitan area in the twenty-first century. It 
was sad and distressing to see. It is a well-revered school because of the teaching staff and the community, and it 
needs attention. 

The other school that has been overrun by the population explosion is Yanchep District High School, which 
caters for years 1 to 10. It is in as bad shape as the Quinns Rocks Primary School, and it needs urgent attention. 
As the Premier flew over the area, he would have seen the terraced blocks all around Yanchep ready to go onto 
the market. As the Premier said to me the other day, where else in the world could someone buy a block of land 
like that so close to the ocean with such good living for $195 000? It is fantastic value and has fantastic amenity. 
Marmion Avenue has just opened. Unless we do something about that school now, a whole generation of 
children moving into the area will miss out on a decent education. That is a further plea that I make to the 
Premier. 

I will not take long with this speech. I am speaking out because I know that the Premier is in the chamber, and I 
want to make these earnest pleas. My final plea while I am on my feet is about cleaning up the infill sewerage 
program in Quinns Rocks. That small pocket has been left behind as residential areas have exploded to the north 
and south, and is in dire need of the infill sewerage program. We should never overlook the good things that 
have happened. I appreciate that the Minister for Training, Hon Peter Collier, and the government have 
recommitted to Labor�s promise to deliver a trade training facility at Clarkson Community High School. With all 
that population explosion, we must have post-secondary education opportunities for the children in the area, and 
that is one area on which I congratulate the government. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You are happy about the railway, aren�t you? What else can we do? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I am happy about the railway line, but I make this plea to the Premier on behalf of the 
children in those two schools, and ask that they not be allowed to slip off the radar.  

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [3.39 pm]: I want to take a moment to highlight the fact that this budget is 
an anti-environment budget. I have already mentioned the fact that it will make the Department of Environment 
and Conservation reliant upon waste going to landfill for $39 million a year. It is an absolute disgrace. I have 
also highlighted the fact that this budget fails to provide new staff to police the illegal dumping of refuse that is 
likely to occur. The budget has not allowed for new environmental assessment staff. We knew that we needed 
131 staff, but this budget will lock the number at 115 staff. It also fails to provide for environmental 
enforcement. There are 790 approved projects on the books and only 10 officers to deal with them. There has 
also been a $500 000 cut to the budget for tackling climate change, which is terrible, especially at a time when 
we should be making sure that we have money available to represent the state�s interests when defining the 
carbon pollution reduction scheme. 

There has also been a $3.7 million cut in the budget to nature conservation. This comes with the tabling 
yesterday of a report by the Auditor General titled �Rich and Rare: Conservation of Threatened Species�, which 
highlighted the fact that nature conservation in this state is heading for disaster. We are losing species and an 
ever-increasing number of species are being added to the threatened species list. The Auditor General said that 
some 601 species are listed as threatened with extinction, and the number is increasing. 

There have also been cuts to the research budget of the Department of Environment and Conservation. This 
comes at a time when the Premier wants to push ahead with mine approvals in the mid-west region. The previous 
Labor government had a very good strategy in place following the �Strategic Review of the Conservation and 
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Resource Values of the Banded Iron Formation of the Yilgarn Craton�. This review managed to do the very hard 
but necessary work of making sure that resource material was identified and made available to industry while 
protecting the biodiversity assets of the region. The review found that narrow and challenging but necessary path 
of protecting the environment while maintaining access to resources for economic development. That is what the 
previous government managed to do. This government is not providing any money to conduct that level of 
ongoing research; instead it wants to live in blissful ignorance and allow developments to go ahead when 
ecological studies have not yet been properly conducted and we do not even know what species are in the area, 
so we do not know what we will lose. That is the state of blissful ignorance of nature conservation that this 
government wishes to continue in this state. This budget fails to protect the environment and it is a failure on 
many other fronts also. 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse � Treasurer) [3.43 pm] � in reply: I will make a couple of very quick 
comments in closing. I once made the comment in this house that a dangerous place to be is between the former 
member for Peel and a buffet. I have also learnt that another dangerous place to be is between the Leader of the 
House and the knock-off bell! I will keep my remarks brief. 

It is some time since the budget was brought down; we seem to have been debating it for an extended period, and 
I managed to pick up the flu for almost the entire period. I noticed that the opposition today called for a mini-
budget to be handed down at the very first opportunity when Parliament resumes after the winter recess. I hate to 
disappoint the shadow Treasurer; I know he has a mini-budget fixation, but the government will not be handing 
down a mini-budget in August. Yes, there is work to do dealing with the volatilities that impact on the state�s 
finances, and the outcome of that work will be detailed as required in the midyear review when it is handed 
down in December. Interestingly, the government�s midyear review will not be handed down on Boxing Day or 
the day after Boxing Day, as was historically the case under the previous government.  

I will very quickly touch on a couple of points in closing this year�s budget debate. Firstly, there has been a lot of 
talk about black holes in the budget. I will touch on a couple of the suggestions that have been made. I have 
articulated to the house on many occasions why the government did not include the money for the Oakajee and 
Northbridge Link projects. I accept that the opposition has an alternative point of view on those matters. I will 
not discuss those two projects, suffice to say that the commonwealth government has made a $339 million 
commitment to Oakajee and a $236 million contribution to the Northbridge Link project, which could cost 
$467 million. The issues involving Northbridge Link will become clearer as the project is fully scoped, and the 
net cost will become clearer as the capacity for land sales above the train station when it is sunk becomes more 
lucid. 

A range of interesting points were made about the Midland health campus. The opposition claims that 
$180 million is missing for the development of the Midland health campus. The fact is that the campus is costed 
at $180 million. There is an allocation of $40 million over the forward estimates. 

Ms R. Saffioti: Are you sure? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It is in the budget document. I have checked it about four times. The campus is costed at 
$180 million. The cash flow is $40 million spent over the next four years � 

Ms R. Saffioti: That is the budget allocation, but that is not what the Minister for Health said. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am telling the member what is in the budget. I have not finished yet. That money is 
there. We have allocated $180 million over six years for the Midland health campus and the commonwealth will 
also provide $180 million over six years. That is $360 million over six years for a project that is costed at 
$180 million in our budget. I do not consider that to be a black hole; it is a potential windfall gain, yet opposition 
members have claimed that there is no money for the Midland health campus. It is all there. 

Another issue raised is the fines adjustment in the royalties� rates. The member for Cannington talked about a 
$500 million depletion. That is what people have been saying. Treasury�s most recent costings on the impact of 
the fines adjustment across the forward estimates is around $197 million. It is not $500 million anymore because 
the price of iron ore has changed, among other factors. The $500 million was included last year in the Pre-
election Financial Projections Statement. Notwithstanding that, I have heard the Premier say that he will 
negotiate with the companies to deliver at least that amount to the state. Having had conversations with him, I 
believe that he is resolved to do that. The member for Cannington rightly pointed out that the Premier has a role 
to play in discussions about royalties when he talks with the heads of BHP Billiton Ltd and Rio Tinto. The 
member said that that was the only thing the Premier should be doing. Of course, he should also discuss the 
access to railway line arrangements and the social partnerships that can be renegotiated with those companies, as 
well as how those companies will deal with the state�s concerns about what could almost be called the 
�monopoly control� of a large proportion of the state�s iron ore reserves. There is a massive agenda for the 
government. 
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Mr M. McGowan: I agree with you that there is a massive agenda, and we have raised some of those issues. 
However, you just said that the revenue in the projections is estimated to be $197 million for the fines 
adjustment, but hasn�t $530 million already been budgeted for? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The member is right. The figure in last year�s Pre-election Financial Projections 
Statement was about $500 million. However, Treasury�s latest estimate of the value of the impact of that fines 
adjustment is $197 million. 

Mr M. McGowan: Does that not mean there is now a $339 million hole in the budget? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The estimate was $500 million but it is now estimated to be $197 million. 

Mr M. McGowan: That�s what I am telling you. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That is in the budget. 

Mr M. McGowan: Are you saying that the budget has the estimate of $197 million and not $539 million? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That is right. We had to deal with that loss, just as we had to deal with the decline in other 
revenue streams. The point has been made that there is a lot of variation in some of the assumptions that 
underline the budget, especially for the exchange rate and iron ore prices. I accept that. They are factors that the 
government must deal with in this environment. I made the point to the member for Victoria Park yesterday that 
I am happy to sit with him and see whether we can come up with a less volatile way to present the exchange 
rates in the budget. That might not be something that people who observe states finances are prepared to respond 
to. We will need to do a lot of work, depending on where the exchange rate moves, to manage that within the 
broader financial parameters. That is all right. We are working on that now. There is a lot of volatility in and 
around exchange rates.  

I also want to touch on tax cuts. I have to say to the member for Cannington that our tax cuts, around payroll tax 
in particular, have been well received. Wherever I have gone, small businesses have told me that they find those 
tax cuts incredibly beneficial. 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I have a commitment to the Leader of the House, and as much as I would like to be the 
member for Cannington�s friend in this house, I am not going to be.  

I want to touch on one final matter, and that is financial targets. The Leader of the Opposition said that we are 
not going to meet our financial targets. I have looked at some of the former government�s financial targets. The 
former government had five principal financial targets, and consistently at least two, and in many cases more, of 
those targets were not met. Sometimes, financial targets are hard to achieve. Financial targets for taxation 
competitiveness and real per capita own-purpose expenses were major challenges for the former government. 
That is why we set targets. We have to stretch ourselves to achieve those targets.  

I do not have much else to say. I was of course, as I always am, very interested to hear the comments of the 
former Premier. The former Premier likes to come into this place and parade his credentials. We went through 
that process yesterday with his Napoleonic comparisons. I do not need to go back over old ground. I like to move 
on. The former Premier continually derides toilet blocks. That is despite the fact that he alone was responsible 
for a significant increase in the use of toilet blocks by a number of people I know, such was the impact that he 
had on them and those around him. I have to say that in some way that encapsulates his problem. I say that 
because when toilet blocks and other small projects are being constructed in small country towns, people are 
employed to do that work. Therefore, in attacking projects because they are small, he is ignorant of the fact that 
those small projects help to keep people employed. He is also ignorant of the fact that that inevitably has a social 
and economic dividend. That is particularly the case in small communities.  

Mr J.E. McGrath: We need those small toilet blocks. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That is right�especially when the former Premier is around. The former Premier can 
continue to attack ablution blocks and small projects, but they actually employ people. I find it quite ironic that 
we are being lectured on financial responsibility from a person who, when he was Premier, allowed nearly 
everyone in his office to sign onto a term-of-government agreement.  

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I do not know the details, but I reckon that if the member looked at which ministers had 
staff on TOGs � 

Mr M. McGowan: What about the member for Nedlands? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will tell the member � 

Mr W.J. Johnston: You cannot do anything without making a personal attack! 
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am not talking about anyone.  

Mr M. McGowan: Turn around to your left and ask the member for Nedlands what he got!  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The member has not let me finish. I reckon that if we looked at all the former government 
ministers, there would only be one who did not allow anyone to go onto a TOG, and that was the former 
Treasurer�and good on him, I say. I do not know. Perhaps that list is around. I know about that because a 
number of the staff who worked in the former Treasurer�s office are now in my office, and I have asked them. I 
am intrigued to know how these things can happen. I suspect that if we looked, we would find that there were 
dozens and dozens of them.  

Mr M. McGowan interjected.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am not talking about individuals. I am talking about a person who lectures us on 
financial responsibility � 

Mr M. McGowan: You love to attack women! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am attacking the member for Willagee, which I like to do�and he likes it!  

Ms R. Saffioti: How much did you get, member for Nedlands? 

Mr W.R. Marmion: A lot less than you! 

Mr M. McGowan: How much?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I did not mention anyone. However, if members opposite want to start going down that 
path, we will. I reckon there is a great, big, long list. I reckon that if I looked down that great, big, long list, it 
would be full of people who are failed former Labor candidates and failed former unionists. I reckon there would 
be heaps of them! The former Premier�s office was full to the roof with those people! I am not going to go 
through the names, but I might do that if the Premier will let me. He said today that he might let me do that. 
Maybe I will do that one day. However, I do not want to do that today. I am on a promise to the Leader of the 
House, so I will not do that. But let me just say that it is ironic in the extreme that we are lectured by the former 
Premier on fiscal responsibility. 

I want to conclude the Legislative Assembly�s dealing with the budget bills this year by thanking every member 
of the house for the contributions that they have made. I said the other week that of course we will have points of 
difference. Members on both sides are disappointed about projects that will not happen in their electorates. I said 
in the budget speech a few weeks ago that this budget is a budget for today. It is a budget that protects the jobs of 
Western Australians, and we showed that today. I am very happy with the way that it is playing out. The 
investment next year will, by Treasury estimates, protect at least 20 000 additional Western Australian jobs. That 
is a fantastic outcome.  

This is a budget that will see us invest in essential economic infrastructure that this state will need to grow into 
the twenty-first century. It is a budget that provides better services to families and it is a budget that protects the 
underlying strengths of the state�s finances. I look forward to its passage through the upper house. I have enjoyed 
the debates that I have sat in around the passage of the budget this year. 

Question put and passed.  

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) CAPITAL 2009-10 BILL 2009 
Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr T.R. Buswell (Treasurer), and transmitted to the Council. 

House adjourned at 3.57 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

INDIGENOUS AFFAIRS � PROGRESS BY GOVERNMENT 

779. Mr T.G. Stephens to the Minister for Regional Development 

(1) What have been the major policy decisions that have been taken in each of the Minister�s portfolio 
areas, departments and agencies in the months since 23 September 2008 that have an impact on the 
interests of the Indigenous population of Western Australia? 

(2) What major program initiatives have been taken in each of the Minister�s portfolio areas, departments 
and agencies in the months since 23 September 2008 that have an impact on the interests of the 
Indigenous population of Western Australia? 

(3) What additional resources have been allocated to any program or policy initiatives in each of the 
Minister�s portfolio areas, departments and agencies in the months since 23 September 2008 that have 
an impact on the interests of the Indigenous population of Western Australia? 

(4) Please detail the progress or advances in securing positive outcomes for Indigenous people in Western 
Australia that have been achieved by any of the departments or agencies within the Minister�s portfolio 
areas since 23 September 2008?   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 

Department of Local Government and Regional Development 

(1) The Royalties for Regions Policy has an impact on the interests of the Indigenous population of 
regional Western Australia, though the program has been developed to provide benefit to all regional 
residents. 

(2) All major program initiatives that receive Royalties for Regions funding have an impact on the interests 
of the Indigenous population in regional Western Australia. Examples of this include: 

(a) Country Age Pension Fuel Card  
(b) Royal Flying Doctor Service  
(c) Patient Assisted Travel Scheme  
(d) Boarding Away from Home  
(e) Community Resource Centres  
(f) Regional Grants Scheme  
(g) Country Local Government Fund 
(h) Regional Airports Development Scheme 
(i) Exploration Incentive Scheme 

The Sustainable working relationships with Indigenous Communities program within the Exploration 
Incentive Scheme specifically impacts on the interests of the Indigenous population in relevant areas of 
regional Western Australia. 

(3) Royalties for Regions funding is regarded as new funding for all of the initiatives supported through the 
program. In addition, I have established a Royalties for Regions Division in the Department of Regional 
Development and Lands to implement and administer the Royalties for Regions Policy, which will have 
a role of liaising with Indigenous communities as required on project development proposals. 

(4) I will be able to determine from the reports presented by agencies in the new financial year on progress 
with implementing their Royalties for Regions projects and any positive outcomes for Indigenous 
people. 

Department for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) As a Business Unit of the Department for Planning and Infrastructure (DPI), State Land Services (SLS) 
is a member of DPI's Reconciliation Committee and contributed to the agency's Reconciliation Action 
Plan.  

(2) Under the Reconciliation Action Plan, SLS offers support for Indigenous people to assist them with 
gaining access and tenure to land for a variety of purposes, ranging from cultural reasons through to 
land for economic development purposes. In addition, SLS is working with other State agencies on land 
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tenure reform that will ensure that Western Australia benefits from the Commonwealth's Remote 
Indigenous Housing National Partnership Agreement. 

(3) Nil 
(4) SLS has had a major role in the State's negotiations with the Yawuru in Broome that will allow 

development to proceed over the next 15-20 years. SLS will play a major role in the implementation of 
the agreement and will continue to assist the Yawuru with future development of land in Broome. 

Where land is required for townsite development, SLS and LandCorp are utilising the 5% Townsite 
Incentive Program to achieve improved access to land. Benefits from those developments flow to the 
Aboriginal Corporation of the native title parties through the incentive program. 

The Indigenous Pastoral Enterprise Development (IPED) initiative is an innovative inter-agency service 
that aims to generate land based economic activity and employment on Aboriginal held pastoral land. 
 IPED is a collaboration between the Pastoral Lands Board (DPI) and Aboriginal Economic 
Development Division (Department of Commerce).  It works very closely with the Department of 
Agriculture and Food's Indigenous Management Support Services (IMSS) to:  

(a) address tenure issues affecting the development of economic enterprises on Aboriginal held 
pastoral leases;  

(b) strengthen the management and governance of Aboriginal enterprises; and 
(c) broker training and support to ensure the ongoing success of these enterprises. 

IPED's approach allows Aboriginal people to generate economic activity and employment on their own 
land. In addition, it provides local people with the skills necessary to find employment either on site or 
elsewhere.  IPED uses a two-phased philosophy to guide its work: set things up properly in the 
short?term with an emphasis on governance and meeting lease requirements as set by the State 
Government, and continue to assist in the long-term through mentoring and project support.  Below is a 
brief summary of IPED's achievements since 23 September 2008: 

Pastoral Enterprises 

Mt Divide, Belele, Buttah, Mulgul and Ullawarra are examples of pastoral leases where a lack of 
governance capacity resulted in Aboriginal held leases being poorly managed to the point where the 
Pastoral Lands Board viewed forfeiture as the only remaining option.  IPED's approach of inter agency 
cooperation to strengthen governance and assist in implementing improved management structures 
resulted in each of these leases being put back into pastoral production.  

Tourism Ventures  

Leopold Downs, Osmond Valley, Doon Doon, Gibb River, Fairfield and Pantijan are Aboriginal held 
pastoral leases in the Kimberley, on which the leaseholders wish to establish tourism ventures.  For 
instance, in the case of Leopold Downs, IPED ensured the timely completion of appropriate tenure 
arrangements in order for the local Bunuba people to be able to continue conducting a cultural tourism 
enterprise.  IPED is currently facilitating the removal of obstacles to the development of similar 
businesses on the remaining leases. 

Review of 2015 Lease Renewals 

IPED reviewed the renewal process for 8 pastoral leases listed for non-renewal following their expiry 
in 2015. The review resulted in reinstatement of 2 leases (Carranya and Fairfield), allowing their 
owners to continue conducting their successful pastoral enterprises. An additional 3 leases (Lamboo, 
Gilroyd and Frazier Downs) are currently having recommendations for renewal drafted for Ministerial 
signature.  For the remaining 3 leases (Robertson Range, Pinjin and Pantijan) IPED is currently 
facilitating a change of tenure, allowing the owners to establish a range of non-pastoral enterprises on 
their land.  

Aboriginal Lands Trust Held Leases 

The Aboriginal Lands Trust holds six pastoral leases, which are operated by various native title holding 
groups. The intent is for these leases to be divested to these groups, but after several decades no firm 
date for divestment has been set. In the interim, the various Aboriginal groups have no legal right to 
operate the leases, with repercussions on their ability to do so effectively.  IPED has negotiated 
resolutions for the six leases, including sublease to resident Aboriginal community for two leases, 
implementation of appropriate management structures for two other leases and tenure change for the 
two remaining leases.  In addition, IPED has engaged with other Government and non-government 
agencies to develop a land use study and feasibility studies for a range of land based business 
opportunities.  
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The end result in all of the above cases has been that Aboriginal people are now receiving tangible 
benefits from their land holdings.  Rather than being a drain on their limited financial and human 
resources, this land is now generating jobs, training and income. 

Gascoyne Development Commission 

(1) The Gascoyne Development Commission has responsibility, along with the other state government 
agencies, for the implementation of the Royalties for Regions policy. While the Royalties for Regions 
policy has been developed to provide benefit to all regional residents, the policy is expected to have a 
significant impact on the interests of the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(2) The Gascoyne Development Commission has responsibility for the administration of the Royalties for 
Regions Regional Grants Scheme. The Regional Grants Scheme is open to applications from all 
sections of the community, including the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(3) The Gascoyne Development Commission was allocated $4.44 million in 2008/09 to distribute to 
eligible projects under the Regional Grants Scheme. Applications for grant funding are currently under 
assessment. It is possible that some grant funding may be awarded to indigenous applicants or projects 
that benefit the indigenous community. 

(4) The outcome of policies and programs implemented by the Gascoyne Development Commission, 
including any positive outcomes for  indigenous people, will be reported in the Commission's annual 
report. 

Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission 

(1) The Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission has responsibility, along with the other state 
government agencies, for the implementation of the Royalties for Regions policy. While the Royalties 
for Regions policy has been developed to provide benefit to all regional residents, the policy is expected 
to have a significant impact on the interests of the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(2) The Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission has responsibility for the administration of the 
Royalties for Regions Regional Grants Scheme. The Regional Grants Scheme is open to applications 
from all sections of the community, including the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(3) The Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission was allocated $4.44 million in 2008/09 to 
distribute to eligible projects under the Regional Grants Scheme. Applications for grant funding are 
currently under assessment. It is possible that some grant funding may be awarded to indigenous 
applicants or projects that benefit the indigenous community. 

In addition, the Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission made three grants totalling $33,393 
under the Regional Development Scheme in February 2009. The Karlkurla Language and Culture 
Aboriginal Corporation received $6,750 to publish, launch and distribute a book written by a Wangkatja 
author from the Goldfields-Esperance region and $1,500 for the development of a website to enable 
online access to indigenous culture and language. The Clontarf Foundation also received $25,143 for 
the South East Football Academy Mentoring and Recognition Project which assisted the Academy to 
participate in a range of sporting, educational and cultural activities throughout the Goldfields-
Esperance region. 

(4) The outcome of policies and programs implemented by the Goldfields-Esperance Development 
Commission, including any positive outcomes for indigenous people, will be reported in the 
Commission's annual report. 

Great Southern Development Commission 

(1) The Great Southern Development Commission has responsibility, along with the other state government 
agencies, for the implementation of the Royalties for Regions policy. While the Royalties for Regions 
policy has been developed to provide benefit to all regional residents, the policy is expected to have a 
significant impact on the interests of the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(2) The Great Southern Development Commission has responsibility for the administration of the Royalties 
for Regions Regional Grants Scheme. The Regional Grants Scheme is open to applications from all 
sections of the community, including the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(3) The Great Southern Development Commission was allocated $4.44 million in 2008/09 to distribute to 
eligible projects under the Regional Grants Scheme. Applications for grant funding are currently under 
assessment. It is possible that some grant funding may be awarded to indigenous applicants or projects 
that benefit the indigenous community. 
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(4) The outcome of policies and programs implemented by the Great Southern Development Commission, 
including any positive outcomes for indigenous people, will be reported in the Commission's annual 
report. 

Kimberley Development Commission 

(1) The Kimberley Development Commission has responsibility, along with the other state government 
agencies, for the implementation of the Royalties for Regions policy. While the Royalties for Regions 
policy has been developed to provide benefit to all regional residents, the policy is expected to have a 
significant impact on the interests of the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(2) The Kimberley Development Commission has responsibility for the administration of the Royalties for 
Regions Regional Grants Scheme. The Regional Grants Scheme is open to applications from all 
sections of the community, including the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

The Kimberley Development Commission is also closely involved in the delivery of the Ord East 
Kimberley Development and Ord Enhancement Scheme implementation as part of the Ord Final 
Agreement. Initiatives being undertaken by the Commission in relation to the Ord and which impact on 
indigenous people include: 

(a) Establishing an Ord Project Development Community Reference Group structure 
incorporating traditional owner representatives 

(b) Miriuwung Gajerrong Health Education Unit building  
(c) Miriuwung Gajerrong Foetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorder Pilot program 
(d) Mirima Dawang Woorlab-gerring Language Centre building extension 
(e) Miriuwung Gajerrong Language survival program  

(f) Clontarf boys education programme continuation 

(g) Connections Girls education program 

(h) Miriuwung Gajerrong Indigenous early years education bus service 

(i) Miriuwung Gajerrong Early Childhood support program 

(j) Miriuwung Gajerrong Education assistance grants program 

(k) Miriuwung Gajerrong Youth at Risk program 

(l) Miriuwung Gajerrong small grants program 

(3) The Kimberley Development Commission was allocated $4.44 million in 2008/09 to distribute to 
eligible projects under the Regional Grants Scheme. Applications for grant funding are currently under 
assessment. It is possible that some grant funding may be awarded to indigenous applicants or projects 
that benefit the indigenous community. 

Additional resources allocated to other initiatives impacting on indigenous people are: 

(a) Miriuwung Gajerrong Health Education Unit building  ($547,560) 

(b) Miriuwung Gajerrong Foetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorder Pilot program ($317,000) 

(c) Mirima Dawang Woorlab-gerring Language Centre building extension ($130,794) 

(d) Miriuwung Gajerrong Language survival program ($637,731) 

(e) Clontarf boys education programme continuation ($77,000) 

(f) Connections Girls education program ($13,942) 

(g) Miriuwung Gajerrong Indigenous early years education bus service ($13,200) 

(h) Miriuwung Gajerrong Early Childhood support program ($22,000) 

(i) Miriuwung Gajerrong Education assistance grants program ($60,000) 

(j) Miriuwung Gajerrong Youth at Risk program ($159,500) 

(k) Miriuwung Gajerrong small grants program ($55,000) 

It should be noted that the resources allocated to these initiatives have allowed further funding to be 
leveraged from external sources including the Australian Government. 

The Kimberley Development Commission also made grants under the Regional Development Scheme 
to the following projects which impact upon indigenous people: 



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 11 June 2009] 4965 

 

(a) Jalbi Bush Medicine project � technical testing ($27, 273) 

(b) Ord Valley Aboriginal Health Service � capital contribution ($50,000) 

(c) Miriuwung Gajerrong Corporation Housing Audit ($25,000) 

(d) Barramundi Concert � sponsorship ($5,000) 

(e) Kimberley Making Connections Leadership program ($12,500) 

(f) Kimberley Development Commission scholarship program ($20,000) 

Further, $10,000 was allocated to the preparation of the report, "Ord Stage 2 and the socioeconomic 
status of Indigenous people in the East Kimberley Region". 

(4) The outcome of policies and programs implemented by the Kimberley Development Commission, 
including any positive outcomes for indigenous people, will be reported in the Commission's annual 
report. 

Landcorp 

(1) LandCorp is not a policy based agency, however a greater focus has been placed in Indigenous interests 
and issues since 23 September 2008 including preparation of its first Reconciliation Action Plan. 

(2) LandCorp has implemented its first Reconciliation Action Plan, which contains a number of initiatives 
around: 

(a) building better relationships; 

(b) recognising and promoting indigenous culture and heritage; 

(c) creating and encouraging employment for/of Indigenous people; and 

(d) supporting Indigenous art and culture. 

These initiatives are both long and short term actions which are published on both the LandCorp and 
Reconciliation Australia website. LandCorp is monitoring and will be reporting its progress against 
these initiatives. 

(3) Financial and human resources are being redirected to meet Reconciliation Action Plan initiatives. 

(4) LandCorp has made progress or advances in securing positive outcomes for Indigenous people on a 
number of initiatives, including: 

(a) working with Traditional Owners on implementing current Native Title Agreement 
commitments; 

(b) consulting with Traditional Owners on future development sites; 

(c) investigation of Indigenous partnership models; 

(d) recognising Indigenous heritage; 

(e) further developing Indigenous recruitment and retention strategies; 

(f) improving cultural awareness of staff; and 

(g) various sponsorship initiatives. 

Landgate 

(1) Nil. 

(2) Landgate has secured funding from a 2008-09 Australian Government Funding Natural Disaster 
Mitigation Program for an Indigenous Community Addressing initiative. 

Landgate has continued to support the development of the Interest Enquiry program which provides a 
basis for a single point of access to information held by multiple agencies, regarding interests on land 
within the Landgate Shared Land Information Platform (SLIP). As a part of this strategic project, 
Landgate has continued working with the Department of Indigenous Affairs to provide information on 
the land interests of Aboriginal communities and heritage. 

(3) Landgate has committed an equivalent amount in salary and in-kind resources ($15,000) for the 2008-
09 Australian Government Funding Natural Disaster Mitigation Program for an Indigenous Community 
Addressing initiative. 

Six people have been allocated for a 3 month period to work on the Interest Enquiry project that will see 
that additional interests are made available through the Interest Enquiry program. The Department of 



4966 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 11 June 2009] 

 

Indigenous Affairs is being kept appraised of this project and the Aboriginal Land Trust Estate will be 
delivered as a result. 

(4) Landgate has developed its Reconciliation Action Plan which has been approved by Reconciliation 
Australia. High priorities in this Plan include: 

(a) Mentoring Indigenous Australian school students through the School Industry Link Program 
(implemented). 

(b) Providing traineeship opportunities to Indigenous students through the South Metropolitan 
Youth Link (SMYL) for School Based Trainees (implemented). 

(c) Working with Midland Indigenous Youth Project supporting their Industry Forums with the 
aim of offering employment opportunities once students leave school (progressing). 

(d) Developing a local employment strategy for Indigenous Australians living in the City of Swan 
in partnership with Swan TAFE � the Real Jobs Program (under development). 

Landgate's Indigenous initiatives, in collaboration with other agencies, will improve the quality of 
information available on Aboriginal communities in relation to land matters and result in greater 
awareness of Aboriginal interests in land by industry and the broader community. 

Mid West Development Commission 

(1) The Mid West Development Commission has responsibility, along with the other state government 
agencies, for the implementation of the Royalties for Regions policy. While the Royalties for Regions 
policy has been developed to provide benefit to all regional residents, the policy is expected to have a 
significant impact on the interests of the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(2) The Mid West Development Commission has responsibility for the administration of the Royalties for 
Regions Regional Grants Scheme. The Regional Grants Scheme is open to applications from all 
sections of the community, including the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(3) The Mid West Development Commission was allocated $4.44 million in 2008/09 to distribute to 
eligible projects under the Regional Grants Scheme. Applications for grant funding are currently under 
assessment. It is possible that some grant funding may be awarded to indigenous applicants or projects 
that benefit the indigenous community. 

Additionally, in the final round of the Mid West Regional Development Scheme announced in 
November 2008, three indigenous projects were awarded funding totalling $90,000. 

Further, the Mid West Development Commission's board has provided in-principle support for the use 
of a portion of the strategic component of Regional Grants Scheme funding for a project-based 
Aboriginal Economic Development Officer position for a period of two years.  

(4) The outcome of policies and programs implemented by the Mid West Development Commission, 
including any positive outcomes for  indigenous people, will be reported in the Commission's annual 
report. 

Peel Development Commission 

(1) The Peel Development Commission has responsibility, along with the other state government agencies, 
for the implementation of the Royalties for Regions policy. While the Royalties for Regions policy has 
been developed to provide benefit to all regional residents, the policy is expected to have a significant 
impact on the interests of the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(2) The Peel Development Commission has responsibility for the administration of the Royalties for 
Regions Regional Grants Scheme. The Regional Grants Scheme is open to applications from all 
sections of the community, including the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

The Peel Development Commission also supports the Aboriginal School Based Training � Work 
Placements Program, and an indigenous student commenced on 3 April 2009 to undertake a Certificate 
II in Business. 

(3) The Peel Development Commission was allocated $4.44 million in 2008/09 to distribute to eligible 
projects under the Regional Grants Scheme. Applications for grant funding are currently under 
assessment. It is possible that some grant funding may be awarded to indigenous applicants or projects 
that benefit the indigenous community 

(4) The outcome of policies and programs implemented by the Peel Development Commission, including 
any positive outcomes for indigenous people, will be reported in the Commission's annual report. 
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Pilbara Development Commission 

(1) The Pilbara Development Commission has responsibility, along with the other state government 
agencies, for the implementation of the Royalties for Regions policy. While the Royalties for Regions 
policy has been developed to provide benefit to all regional residents, the policy is expected to have a 
significant impact on the interests of the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(2) The Pilbara Development Commission has responsibility for the administration of the Royalties for 
Regions Regional Grants Scheme. The Regional Grants Scheme is open to applications from all 
sections of the community, including the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(3) The Pilbara Development Commission was allocated $4.44 million in 2008/09 to distribute to eligible 
projects under the Regional Grants Scheme. Applications for grant funding are currently under 
assessment. It is possible that some grant funding may be awarded to indigenous applicants or projects 
that benefit the indigenous community. 

In addition, the Pilbara Development Commission received $300,000 from Desert Knowledge Australia 
(DKA) Outback Business Networks to deliver the Cross Borders Project through the Commission's 
Aboriginal Economic Development program, and $47,000 from Department of Innovation to support 
Commission's DKA program to support Pilbara Indigenous artists. 

(4) The outcome of policies and programs implemented by the Pilbara Development Commission, 
including any positive outcomes for indigenous people, will be reported in the Commission's annual 
report. 

South West Development Commission 

(1) The South West Development Commission has responsibility, along with the other state government 
agencies, for the implementation of the Royalties for Regions policy. While the Royalties for Regions 
policy has been developed to provide benefit to all regional residents, the policy is expected to have a 
significant impact on the interests of the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(2) The South West Development Commission has responsibility for the administration of the Royalties for 
Regions Regional Grants Scheme. The Regional Grants Scheme is open to applications from all 
sections of the community, including the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(3) The South West Development Commission was allocated $4.44 million in 2008/09 to distribute to 
eligible projects under the Regional Grants Scheme. Applications for grant funding are currently under 
assessment. It is possible that some grant funding may be awarded to indigenous applicants or projects 
that benefit the indigenous community. 

In addition, $53,000 was awarded through the Regional Development Scheme to Woolkabunning Kiaki 
Association Inc to support the renovation, refit and equipping of two houses at the former Roelands 
mission site to accommodate a number of small enterprises that will create employment opportunities 
for the indigenous community.  

(4) The outcome of policies and programs implemented by the South West Development Commission, 
including any positive outcomes for indigenous people, will be reported in the Commission's annual 
report. 

Wheatbelt Development Commission 

(1) The Wheatbelt Development Commission has responsibility, along with the other state government 
agencies, for the implementation of the Royalties for Regions policy. While the Royalties for Regions 
policy has been developed to provide benefit to all regional residents, the policy is expected to have a 
significant impact on the interests of the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(2) The Wheatbelt Development Commission has responsibility for the administration of the Royalties for 
Regions Regional Grants Scheme. The Regional Grants Scheme is open to applications from all 
sections of the community, including the indigenous population of regional Western Australia. 

(3) The Wheatbelt Development Commission was allocated $4.44 million in 2008/09 to distribute to 
eligible projects under the Regional Grants Scheme. Applications for grant funding are currently under 
assessment. It is possible that some grant funding may be awarded to indigenous applicants or projects 
that benefit the indigenous community. 

(4) The outcome of policies and programs implemented by the Wheatbelt Development Commission, 
including any positive outcomes for indigenous people, will be reported in the Commission's annual 
report.. 
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INDIGENOUS AFFAIRS � PROGRESS BY GOVERNMENT 

789. Mr T.G. Stephens to the Minister for Lands 

(1) What have been the major policy decisions that have been taken in each of the Minister�s portfolio 
areas, departments and agencies in the months since 23 September 2008 that have an impact on the 
interests of the Indigenous population of Western Australia? 

(2) What major program initiatives have been taken in each of the Minister�s portfolio areas, departments 
and agencies in the months since 23 September 2008 that have an impact on the interests of the 
Indigenous population of Western Australia? 

(3) What additional resources have been allocated to any program or policy initiatives in each of the 
Minister�s portfolio areas, departments and agencies in the months since 23 September 2008 that have 
an impact on the interests of the Indigenous population of Western Australia? 

(4) Please detail the progress or advances in securing positive outcomes for Indigenous people in Western 
Australia that have been achieved by any of the departments or agencies within the Minister�s portfolio 
areas since 23 September 2008?  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 

(1)-(4)  Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 779. 

__________ 

 

 


