
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Thursday, 24 September 2009 

                 

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

FISHING LICENCES AND FEES 
Petition 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn) [9.02 am]: I have a petition from 159 petitioners that conforms with the 
standing orders of the Legislative Assembly and reads as follows �  

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

We, the undersigned, are opposed to Minister Moore�s proposed introduction of the unfair and unjust 
new recreational fishing fees, as well as increases to existing fishing license fees. We do not believe that 
they will protect Western Australia�s vulnerable fish species and are nothing more than a tax grab by 
the Barnett Government. 

Now we ask the Legislative Assembly to oppose the introduction of these licenses and fees. 

[See petition 142.]  

ESPERANCE ANGLICAN COMMUNITY SCHOOL � REGISTRATION FOR YEARS 11 AND 12 
Petition 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Eyre � Minister for Water) [9.03 am]: I have a petition signed by 119 signatories, which 
reads as follows � 

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

We, the undersigned, are opposed to the decision of the State Government to not grant registration for 
years 11 and 12 to the Esperance Anglican Community School and reason that parents and children of 
Esperance are entitled to choice in education. Furthermore diversity of education adds to the attraction 
of the South-East region for professional and skilled workers therefore bolstering the economy. 

Now we ask the Legislative Assembly to recommend and support the granting of registration for years 
11 and 12 to the Esperance Anglican Community School.  

Your petitioners therefore humbly pay that you will give this matter earnest consideration and your 
petitioners as in duty bound, will every pray. 

[See petition 143.] 

MITCHELL FREEWAY � NORTHERN EXTENSION 
Petition 

MR A.P. JACOB (Ocean Reef) [9.04 am]: I have a petition from 2 954 petitioners regarding the further 
extension of the Mitchell Freeway northwards, which reads as follows �  

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

We, the undersigned, say that the rapid population growth along the northern coastal corridor of the 
Perth metropolitan area has resulted in a significant increase in vehicular traffic volumes, placing 
greater demands on the distributor road infrastructure north of Burns Beach Road.  

In particular, motorists using Connolly Drive, Marmion Avenue, Wanneroo Road, and Hester Avenue 
are being affected by traffic congestion, whilst local residents face road safety issues. 

Now we ask the Legislative Assembly to make provision for the design and construction of the Mitchell 
Freeway extension northwards from Burns Beach Road to Hester Avenue, Clarkson and the extension 
of Neerabup Road eastwards from the current intersection with Connolly Drive to connect with the 
proposed Flynn Drive realignment on Wanneroo Road. 

[See petition 144.] 
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SHACK SITE COMMUNITIES 
Petition 

MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [9.05 am]: I have a petition signed by 195 signatories, which reads as 
follows � 

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

We the undersigned say that: 

Leased Shack Sites Communities, such as Wedge Island, Grey, Donnelly River, Broke Inlet, Dampier 
Archipelagos, and Israelite Bay have long been the traditional holiday/recreational destination for many 
thousands of ordinary Western Australians. 

Most Shack Site Communities sprung up to accommodate the gathering of farming and town based 
families to enjoy holidays together in remote and idyllic fishing locations right across Western 
Australia. 

Some Shack Site communities went onto becoming fully-fledged towns such as, Bremer Bay � 

After which a very famous racehorse was named �  

Jurien Bay, Dongara and Horrocks, whilst some Shack Site Communities have disappeared.  

However, some residual communities remain, with a strong sense of community and have become the 
preferred holiday option for many thousands of Western Australians.  

These places are tangible examples of sustainable lifestyles, where younger generations can learn 
responsibility and become creative and family traditions and stories can be passed on.  

The loss of these communities will seriously diminish the social, economic and health well being of 
many ordinary Western Australian families.  

Now we ask that the Legislative Assembly support our campaign for the Government to 

Examine how other States of Australia, including South Australia, Tasmania and New South Wales 
have retained conforming Shack Site Communities in order to preserve these valuable assets for many 
Western Australians to have affordable coastal holiday destinations and continue to allow human 
interaction all but lost in today�s society.  

This petition conforms with the standing orders of the Legislative Assembly. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, member. I do not think that I have heard a petition like that in this place before. 

[See petition 145.] 

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

COMMERCIAL TENANCY (RETAIL SHOPS) AGREEMENTS AMENDMENT BILL 2009 
Notice of Motion to Introduce 

Notice of motion given by Mr F.M. Logan. 

MINISTER FOR PLANNING � �DIRECTIONS 2031� PLAN 
Notice of Motion 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan gave notice that at the next sitting of the house she would move � 

That this house calls on the Minister for Planning to comprehensively amend his �Directions 2031� plan 
for Perth and, in particular, not proceed with the proposed downgrading of Armadale and Midland town 
centres. 

INTERNATIONAL SOCIETY FOR DIGITAL EARTH SYMPOSIUM 
Statement by Minister for Lands 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Central Wheatbelt � Minister for Lands) [9.12 am]: The Western Australian Land 
Information System, WALIS, has been successful in its international bid to host the next International Society 
for Digital Earth symposium in 2011. WALIS promotes the sharing of geographic information across 
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government and the private sector, while the society, often referred to as Digital Earth, is a non-political, non-
governmental and not-for-profit organisation that encourages international cooperation on the digital earth 
vision. This means promoting the use of digital earth technology in playing a key role in economic and social 
sustainable development, environmental protection, disaster mitigation, natural resources conservation and the 
improvement of human beings� living standards. 

The term �digital earth� refers to former US Vice-President Al Gore�s visionary concept that described an 
internet-based virtual representation of the earth that was spatially referenced and interconnected with the 
world�s digital knowledge archives. 

It is anticipated that the WALIS International Forum 2011 will be held in conjunction with the ISDE 
symposium, making it a broad, international and exciting event that is a coup not only for the WALIS 
community but also for our state. More than 1 000 people are expected to attend. Also in 2011, WALIS will be 
celebrating 30 years since it was established. WALIS was supported in its successful bid by the Perth 
Convention Bureau. 

I offer my congratulations to the Director of WALIS, Dr Marnie Leybourne, and Mrs Kara Coote from the Perth 
Convention Bureau, who travelled to China to make the successful presentation. I look forward to all members 
showing a great interest in the WALIS forum in 2011. 

HOMESWEST PROPERTIES � RESIDUAL CURRENT DEVICES 
Statement by Minister for Housing and Works 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse � Minister for Housing and Works) [9.14 am]: Members will be aware of the 
tragic death of a small boy at a Homeswest property in Roebourne recently. Again, I express my sadness over his 
death, and on behalf of the government and the Parliament I extend my sympathy to the family and the local 
community. I wish to inform the house that the family has been offered all available assistance and to provide an 
update on the progress of the inspection and installation of residual current devices in Homeswest properties. 

All 108 Homeswest properties in Roebourne have now been inspected. Three did not have RCDs installed, two 
of which have now had them fitted, with the remaining property at the centre of the investigation yet to have one 
fitted. I previously announced that 19 354 Homeswest properties had been inspected as part of a major building 
condition assessment program. Of these, 217 were reported as not having an RCD. Latest advice is that 147 of 
these now have RCDs. Of the remaining 70, 29 are subject to priority job orders to install RCDs, 17 are urgently 
being re-inspected, 20 are privately owned and four are no longer owned or managed by the department.  

Last time I addressed the house on this matter I advised that an additional 7 798 Homeswest properties had yet to 
be inspected. They consisted of 2 098 properties constructed prior to 1990, 4 206 properties constructed between 
1990 and 1992, and 1 494 properties purchased since 1990. Of these, 4 520 properties were visited by Friday, 
18 September. Of these 7 798 properties, 4 243 had an RCD installed, 34 had no RCD, 91 were not able to be 
accessed and require re-inspection and 152 are no longer owned or managed by the department. In cases where 
RCDs are not installed, they are fitted as soon as practical. The inspection of the balance of these 7 798 
properties is continuing and is targeted to be completed by the end of September. 

In relation to properties owned or managed by the department in Aboriginal communities, I can advise that 570 
properties are yet to have an RCD fitted. Of these, 471 are located in the Kimberley, 41 in the Pilbara, 37 in the 
goldfields-Esperance and 21 in the Gascoyne. These are scheduled to be completed by the end of October.  

In addition to the completion of the RCD installation program, I have asked the Auditor General to conduct a 
compliance audit of the department�s performance in this area and to look more broadly into its internal program 
audit and record-keeping processes. 

METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME AMENDMENT 1114/33 � JANDAKOT STRUCTURE PLAN 
Statement by Minister for Planning 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda � Minister for Planning) [9.16 am]: I present for tabling metropolitan region 
scheme amendment 1114/33, as modified, which will transfer approximately 181 hectares of land zoned rural in 
the metropolitan region scheme to the urban deferred zone. The amendment is a modified and reduced version of 
an earlier proposed amendment for the same locality, which covered approximately 352 hectares. The subject 
land is part of a larger area of land located west of the Jandakot water mound recommended in the Jandakot 
structure plan of August 2007 as being suitable for development over the longer term. The amendment area is to 
the east of the Kwinana Alcoa site. A buffer area for the Alcoa site is still subject to consideration and therefore 
this amendment proposes an urban deferred zone rather than an urban zone for the subject land. The urban 
deferred zone is a zone that indicates that an area is suitable for urban development, including residential, in 
principle, but there are significant planning issues requiring resolution before the land can be transferred from 
the urban deferred zone to the urban zone. 
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In the case of this amendment, the issues requiring resolution are the finalisation of the Kwinana air quality 
buffer and finalisation of a state government level urban water management strategy. When the Kwinana air 
quality buffer is finalised, land not affected can be transferred to the urban zone, while affected land will remain 
in the urban deferred zone. 

In accordance with the statutory provisions for amendments to the metropolitan region scheme, the original 
larger version of the amendment was advertised for three months. Twenty-four submissions were received on the 
original amendment, 11 in support, six objecting and seven containing neutral information or comments. Alcoa 
objected to the original amendment due to concern about residential development occurring in the area before all 
issues are resolved and the possibility of health and amenity effects on the future residents. To address Alcoa�s 
concerns, a modified and reduced version of the amendment is proposed and the land is proposed to be zoned to 
urban deferred. Furthermore, in order to ensure that Alcoa�s concerns are properly addressed at such times as 
applications for transfer of land to the urban zone at Mandogalup occur, the following directive to the Western 
Australian Planning Commission under section 17 of the Planning and Development Act 2005 is applied � 

No decision to transfer land in the Mandogalup locality from the Rural or Urban Deferred zone to the 
Urban zone is to be made without the approval of Cabinet and the Minister responsible at the time for 
the Metropolitan Region Scheme and amendments or changes proposed to be made to it. No such 
decision will be made until the Kwinana Air Quality Buffer has been finalised, clearly indicating what 
land is within a buffer and should remain in the Rural or Urban Deferred zone and what land is outside 
a buffer area and therefore could be transferred to the Urban zone, subject to whatever other planning 
circumstances may apply to the site at the time. 

Advice of this requirement has been included in a statement added to the report on submissions for the original 
amendment previously adopted by the WAPC. The report on submissions as adopted by the WAPC remains 
unaltered but the modifications approved by me and cabinet and the above requirement will be included in a 
statement added to the report on submissions. Further, the section 17 directive will be laid before each house of 
Parliament, as required by the Planning and Development Act. 

I am pleased to now table the documentation for metropolitan region scheme amendment 1114/33, as modified, 
and I commend it to the house. 

[See papers 1423 and 1424.]  

ROEBOURNE HOUSING 

Grievance 

MR T.G. STEPHENS (Pilbara) [9.20 am]: I take the opportunity to raise the issue of housing in Roebourne. 
This comes against a backdrop of having listened with great attention to the brief ministerial statement made by 
the Minister for Housing and Works. I thank him for a detailed ministerial statement that dealt with the issue of 
the rollout and installation of residual current devices in the town of Roebourne and more widely across Western 
Australia. The update of that detail is, I think, appreciated by all members and I think it is an indication of the 
sort of focus and attention that both the house and the minister must place on issues such as this. The minister 
clearly must stay focused on the administration of his department and his responsibilities in the area of public 
housing safety. As the minister has explained, there is understandable concern flowing from the tragic death in 
Roebourne of a young toddler. Members have all been cautious in saying that this is not a situation in which 
people can prejudge the ways in which the various inquiries will assess this issue. Inevitably, the inquiries will 
make findings on what led to the death of that toddler. To the extent that I know some of the background, it is 
important for people to not jump to conclusions. People need to be appreciative of the fact, for example, that the 
young lad was not in the care of his parents at the time, but in the care of other family members. It is important 
that people are cautious in the words they use in reference to this tragedy, and that they wait for the findings and 
recommendations of the inquiries. This is self-evident to me and any other member of Parliament who has had 
an association with Roebourne.  

As a member of Parliament, I have had long-term responsibility for Roebourne, even though it is no longer in my 
electorate. It has not been in my electorate for some time, but it is a community that has reached out to its current 
and previous members of Parliament for assistance with the various issues with which it is faced, of which 
housing is one of the most fundamental. All around the nation there is evidence of goodwill from the Australian 
community, reflected at both state and federal government levels, in responding to the challenges of Aboriginal 
housing. In the Northern Territory, the media commentary makes it clear that goodwill alone is not enough. The 
federal government has been critical of Northern Territory government agencies, if not the government itself, for 
delays in the rolling out of the response offered by the federal government to deliver, in partnership with the 
Northern Territory government, some significant improvements in housing opportunities for Aboriginal 
communities. 
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I am confident that that goodwill is on offer in Western Australia; it is goodwill that is embedded in the Western 
Australian community these days. The goodwill in Western Australia towards Aboriginal communities is 
reflected in the style of government on offer from both sides of this house. The previous government tried to 
make some significant improvements. However, I and successive Ministers for Housing and Works have, over 
time, been subjected to legitimate critique for our inability to deliver quickly enough the necessary housing 
responses to those communities. 

The new government has an opportunity to build on some of the good things that happened during the time of 
the previous government. I am particularly proud of the Roebourne enhancement scheme, which was put in place 
by the previous government. It was aimed at trying to significantly lift community amenity through additional 
funding to the Pilbara Development Commission, to tackle some of the backlog of amenity issues within that 
community. However, it was clearly not enough. The community recently reached out to the opposition, and 
opposition members paid a visit to the area; I visited the community in company with the Leader of the 
Opposition, the member for Warnbro and Hon Sue Ellery. We were approached by various leaders who 
indicated to us that they had had discussions with members of the current government, including the Premier, 
and that they were very encouraged by the leadership of the current government. The government has indicated a 
willingness to tackle the issues of housing within the Roebourne community, and the community made a 
proposal to the government through the Minister for Lands around the NASH program�the Ngarluma 
Aboriginal Sustainable Housing project. Within the communities that we visited there were widespread 
expressions of excitement about, and endorsement of, the project that was proposed for the current government 
to advance. 

I am aware that there is willingness on the part of the federal government to receive submissions and endorse 
such projects, but the federal government will not do anything without clear indications from the state 
government of strong support for them. There are housing challenges in areas like Roebourne; it is expensive 
and may fall outside the normal expenditure caps for housing delivered by the federal government around the 
nation. We know that housing is expensive in Roebourne, but this project has come forward. 

Mr V.A. Catania: Wasn�t that project brought forward two years ago? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: I am sure that the proposal has been working its way through various hurdles over two 
years, and I am sure that there are valid criticisms about its delay. There is an opportunity now to grab this 
project, and I urge the Minister for Housing and Works to give us an update on the government�s response to it.  

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse � Minister for Housing and Works) [9.27 am]: I will not talk too much about 
the issue of the death of the young boy; I think I have covered that. It was a tragedy in and of itself. Sometimes it 
takes a tragic event or circumstance to sting governments into action. There was a broad social tragedy captured 
graphically in photos of Dinner Camp near Halls Creek. The sad fact is that the passing of this young boy in 
Roebourne will stimulate the government into action. I am not one for politicising such things, but it is the case 
that over the past 10 years or so�I say 10 years to deliberately spread this over two political dynasties in 
Western Australia�Roebourne has slipped under the radar. The member referred to the $3 million Roebourne 
Enhancement Scheme. If one goes into communities such as Roebourne and simply provides static 
infrastructure, it might look good at the time but it will not solve the underlying issues.  

Before I detail what I have instructed the Department of Housing to do, I acknowledge the member for North 
West for his contribution to increasing the government�s awareness of the issues in Roebourne and for putting in 
place a plan to move forward. He is heavily engaged with the local community there, and he was the first 
representative of the government to visit Roebourne after the tragedy. It was a very awkward time for him to 
visit the community. He went there and listened, and he is driving the government�s attempts to provide a long-
term solution for Roebourne.  

I have instructed the Department of Housing to take a leading role in Roebourne, as it did in Halls Creek with the 
Better Living program. We know that focusing only on buildings and static amenities without focusing on 
building community capacity is doomed to failure. I will talk about the plan in a moment. Roebourne is a sad 
story of long-term neglect. There are 108 public housing dwellings in Roebourne and over the past 10 years, the 
annual expenditure on those homes has been about $4 000 per annum, per property. Of that $4 000, tenant 
liability contributes $500. That is one of the reasons we see properties in that part of the state in a similar 
condition to the one that we saw so graphically represented on television. Part of the solution is better 
maintenance programs and funding of those programs, and part of the solution is building the capacity of the 
people in those houses to be good tenants. That is certainly what we are focused on in Halls Creek, and it is what 
we will be focused on in Roebourne. There is a sad history of neglect in Roebourne. The Ngarluma Aboriginal 
Sustainable Housing project that the member mentioned had been raised with the former government, as I 
understand, for at least 12 months, and quite possibly longer. My advice is that the proponents or representatives 
of the proponents of that program had no luck in having their approaches to government responded to; in fact, 
they were met with almost a wall of silence when engaging with the former government on NASH. 
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What are we now doing, in conjunction with and guided by local input from the member for North West? In the 
short term, there are just over 20 vacant Homeswest properties and Government Regional Officers� Housing 
properties in Roebourne. They are, where required, being refurbished, and the Homeswest and GROH properties 
will be available for tenants to move into. That is happening now. 

In relation to the NASH program, I am pleased to advise that the Minister for Lands has sold that land to the 
Ngarluma people for the princely sum of $1.10, which I assume includes GST. That project is now moving 
forward. That is an exciting project for Roebourne. We have put that project forward to the commonwealth to be 
funded out of the commonwealth�s stimulus package. That has happened in the past couple of weeks. A senior 
executive from the Department of Housing, Shane Hill, has been to Roebourne and is engaging with the local 
community. We will be advocating very strongly for our purchase of approximately 50 properties out of that 
NASH project to be funded as part of the commonwealth�s stimulus package. We are confident that that will 
happen. Those 50 properties will be a mix of social housing dwellings and GROH dwellings. It will enable us to 
move some people who are currently located in what I would call the main Roebourne township into the new 
NASH area, and that will enable us to refurbish those houses. I hope we can embrace and deliver some of the 
changes that we have seen in, for example, South Hedland with the urban revitalisation program there. We can 
completely transform the provision of housing in Roebourne and make it an attractive place for the people who 
currently live there and for people who may want to live there in the future. The NASH project is not just about 
providing housing for the existing residents of Roebourne; it is about providing a footprint for the future of the 
town. It is in the centre of that economic miracle. I think it has a fundamentally important role to play in 
providing accommodation for all types of people who choose to live in the Pilbara and who may, for a range of 
reasons, not be able to live in Karratha, Wickham and those sorts of towns. The NASH project is moving 
forward. The land has been transferred. We are discussing with the proponents ways to deliver the headworks in 
a much more open way than ever happened under the former government, unfortunately. We are engaged with 
the commonwealth government on NASH. 

Broader than NASH, as I have said, I have instructed the Department of Housing to take a lead role and to 
embrace the concepts that are embedded in the Halls Creek Better Life project. I have been to Halls Creek a 
number of times. It is a fantastic program. It is not just about houses; it is about building capacity in 
communities. If we can start to replicate that in Roebourne, I think we will see some of the sustainable long-term 
changes that that community needs. 

My view is that the death of this young boy is sad and tragic, and it will take the community a long time to 
recover from it. It has exposed some systematic failings within the Department of Housing. The department 
acknowledges that and I acknowledge that, and we will deal with that. But it has also brought to the forefront the 
tragedy that really is the community of Roebourne. There is a long history of neglect and there is, I suppose, a 
need for the government to partner with the community to provide a whole new plan for the long-term future of 
Roebourne. I look forward to working with the member for North West, my partners in government and the 
member for Pilbara to see that that plan is brought to fruition and that we provide a meaningful, long-term future 
for the people of Roebourne. 

CHINA GREEN, SUBIACO 
Grievance 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands � Parliamentary Secretary) [9.33 am]: I acknowledge in the gallery the 
Mayor of the City of Subiaco and other Subiaco residents. 

My grievance this morning is about a four-hectare parcel of land in Subiaco situated to the east of the Lords 
recreation centre on Hay Street on an area of land once occupied by the Australian Fine China manufacturing 
company. The site is now known as China Green and is the subject of a totally new development by the state 
government Subiaco Redevelopment Authority. The scale of the development now being proposed by the 
Subiaco Redevelopment Authority is far beyond what I believe the majority of people who live in close 
proximity to the China Green site want and, indeed, what they were led to believe the state government would 
develop. Their concerns are shared by the City of Subiaco, the Subiaco Business Association and the Subiaco 
China Green Action Group�SCGAG�a resident body formed to oppose the unreasonable development 
planned by the SRA. 

As the member for Nedlands, I have had numerous meetings over the past 12 months with the mayor and chief 
executive officer of the City of Subiaco, the executive of SCGAG and the Subiaco Business Association. At all 
these meetings, the constant concern has been that the SRA has not been listening to the local residents and has 
been imposing its own high-density development scheme, either for ideological reasons or because it is locked 
into a scheme that it has already spent a fair bit of money on and does not want to change. I have listened to the 
City of Subiaco, the Subiaco Business Association and SCGAG and have made representations on their behalf to 
the Minister for Planning. I have listened to their concerns. I have also listened to the SRA�s counterarguments. 
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Although I have had a couple of emails from residents who support the SRA�s development, in trying to remain 
objective my assessment is that the arguments of the residents of Subiaco, the City of Subiaco and the Subiaco 
Business Association are well founded.  

By way of background, in the 1990s the then Liberal state government formed the Subiaco Redevelopment 
Authority and an agreement was put in place with the city to redevelop what was then a very poor quality 
industrial area that needed urban renewal. Indeed, most people would say that the SRA has done an outstanding 
job, perhaps to international standards. However, there are only a few parcels of land left, and in 2004 the City of 
Subiaco sold a piece of land to the SRA that now forms part of the latest precinct known as China Green. The 
China Green land contract for sale agreement included a mutually agreed plan for the whole precinct. The plan is 
commonly referred to as the 2004 plan. The 2004 plan was developed collaboratively between the SRA and the 
City of Subiaco over more than a year. The 2004 plan�s main attributes were a row of three or four-storey mixed 
commercial and residential buildings along Hay Street, providing about 10 000 square metres of commercial 
space; 75 two and three-storey houses and townhouses; and two small blocks of three-storey grouped houses�
making a total of 125 dwellings. The minimum number of car bays in that development would have been 375 
and the maximum number would have been about 708. The agreement between the SRA and the City of Subiaco 
was in writing and the agreement included the 2004 plan. Another issue with the agreement was that the SRA 
put the plan on the website. It was apparently on the website until 2009. 

The current situation with the China Green site is that, despite the presence of the 2004 plan on which basis 
many residents bought their properties, the Subiaco Redevelopment Authority redid the plan in 2007 and made it 
far denser. It was revised slightly in 2008. It then consisted of a row of six or seven-storey mixed commercial 
and residential buildings along Hay Street, only nine two and three-storey houses, and 305 units in apartment 
blocks of up to six storeys. This was a total of 314 dwellings. It also increased the commercial development 
along Hay Street from 10 000 to 15 000 square metres to 45 000 square metres. Prior to the 2008 election, I, 
along with 250 other concerned Subiaco residents, met to examine the plan and voice concerns. Some of the 
concerns that were raised with the increased density were a resulting increase in traffic and a lack of sufficient 
parking for residents, employees and visitors. However, the most concerning aspect of the proposal was that the 
SRA had reneged on its previously promoted development plans for the site, on which, as many residents 
mentioned, they had based their decision to buy or build in Subi Centro. 

In the past 12 months not a day has gone by when this issue has not come across my desk. It is a major issue for 
the people of Subiaco, Daglish and Jolimont, and I have endeavoured over these months to persuade the minister 
and the Subiaco Redevelopment Authority to modify the current plans for the China Green development to a 
concept that more closely reflects the 2004 plan. Some modifications have been made, and I acknowledge the 
minister for this. There has been a reduction from 45 000 square metres of commercial space to 37 000 square 
metres; an increase in allowable parking bays from one per 70 square metres to one per 47.1 square metres; and 
an increase in the maximum allowable parking bays for townhouses from 1.4 bays to two bays. However, using 
the car parking bays as a measure, the 2004 plan had a range of 375 to 708 parking bays and the current plan has 
a range of 1 205 to 1 783 car parking bays.  

In conclusion, I urge the minister to listen to what the majority of Subi Centro, Daglish and Jolimont residents 
are telling me; that is, please reduce the scale of the development of the China Green site to that which the SRA 
originally promoted to the community and which the community accepted. 
[Interruption from the gallery.] 
The SPEAKER: Before we continue, people are very welcome in the public gallery. However, they are unable 
to make any contribution at all, which includes clapping, even if they might agree with something that has 
happened in this place�it is often very rare! I ask the people in the gallery to desist, although they are very 
welcome to be there. 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda � Minister for Planning) [9.41 am]: I thank the member for Nedlands for 
raising this issue. The member has certainly very thoroughly and professionally represented the interests of his 
constituents in this issue. Whatever the final outcome of the decisions may be, the member for Nedlands� 
constituents can certainly be assured that he has taken up their case very strongly and effectively. 

The essential issue about the proposed development on the so-called China Green site in Subiaco, as the member 
outlined, really concerns the scale and the intensity of the development that has been proposed under the 
auspices of the Subiaco Redevelopment Authority. Like the member, I have received correspondence and 
representations from concerned local residents and also the City of Subiaco. I have personally met with both the 
City of Subiaco and representatives of the Subiaco China Green Action Group to hear directly and discuss their 
concerns. The concerns essentially centred on whether the development will create problems with traffic and 
parking due to the density and height involved. These concerns were raised by the groups not only directly with 
the Subiaco Redevelopment Authority during the formal consultation process, but also in briefing sessions that 
have been provided to them by the SRA this year. 
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The Subiaco Redevelopment Authority�s plans for the site arise from its role as a planning authority, which it has 
held since its inception in 1994 by an act of Parliament and whereby it is required to undertake planning 
activities in place of the local government and the WA Planning Commission. This legislation granted the SRA 
powers to deal in land, including the power to resume land. I must say that I think the results achieved by the 
Subiaco Redevelopment Authority over the past 15 years or so are really outstanding in the sense of providing 
high-quality residential and commercial outcomes and increasing the degree of urban amenity and vibrancy in 
the Subiaco area. I think all that is reflected in the value of real estate in that part of the metropolitan area. It is a 
very high standard outcome and most people who visit there I think would share that view. The various staff and 
officers of the Subiaco Redevelopment Authority have done a lot of good work over the years.  

The plans for the former Australian Fine China site are a mixture of commercial, residential and recreational 
opportunities and the creation of new public spaces, both urban and green, to connect the existing major parkland 
to its north. New east-west oriented streets are proposed to enable future dwellings to capture the winter sun. I 
have visited the area on a number of occasions and the park area is certainly an area of great amenity and no 
doubt a source of enjoyment to the local residents. I am sure that people who live in that area consider 
themselves very fortunate to have that amenity. I have no doubt that the outcome of this process will still be very 
high-standard residential developments in that part of Subiaco. The plans propose a mixture of three-level, four-
level and five-level buildings with small corner elements as features to help the local community and visitors 
orient themselves when walking through the area and for architectural interest. There will be a mixture of single-
home sites and one-bedroom, two-bedroom and three-bedroom apartment living with some penthouse properties 
expected to enjoy views to the existing parkland. The SRA�s proposal aims to achieve significant reductions in 
water and energy use via proper solar orientation, the installation of rainwater-capturing tanks and greywater 
recycling for residential and commercial buildings. Proposed public infrastructure includes retention of mature 
trees bordering a landscape plaza with a coffee shop and a community meeting place overlooking retained 
heritage features of the calyx wall. The plans also mandate the retention of an old kiln inside an apartment foyer 
and it is intended that several pieces of former Australian Fine China machinery will be displayed in the foyers 
of other buildings. 
Since public consultation on the plans closed in February last year, significant changes have been made to the 
proposal. In June last year the board of the SRA made the following changes: removal of the 10-storey corner 
element; introduction of solar setbacks to the southern edge of buildings leading to a small reduction in density 
of about 20 dwellings; inclusion of mandatory visitor bays for apartment and commercial buildings; reduction in 
the intensity of the Hay Street lofts through the introduction of a mandatory pedestrian access way in the middle 
of lot 201; a proposed reduction in height by removing one level from the new lot 201 on Hay Street, which has 
reduced its height from six levels to five levels consisting of four levels of housing and one level for commercial 
use; and, a requirement for increased modulation on the outside of buildings along Hay Street to create more 
visual interest and reduce the appearance of bulk. Furthermore, in June this year the SRA made additional 
proposed changes: reduced heights on lots 202 and 203, taking the height from six levels to five levels; a setback 
requirement for the fifth floor of lots 202 and 203 so that the buildings will appear to be four levels from Hay 
Street; reduction of the commercial space by about 8 000 square metres from 45 000 square metres to about 
37 000 square metres; increased parking requirements from one bay per 70 square metres of net commercial 
space to one bay per 40 square metres of net commercial space; and, removal of the minimum number of 
dwellings from the planning documents. Therefore, quite substantial changes have been made. 

I have a concern about some of the information, or I think I can say misinformation, that has been put out in the 
community in some quarters. I have seen a flyer that shows an eight-storey building in East Perth under 
construction that says: we do not want this in Subiaco. I agree; it will not be in Subiaco. There will be no eight-
storey building planned in Subiaco at all. I think to transpose a photograph from East Perth to try to suggest that 
will happen in Subiaco is not really telling the full story. 

This proposal needs to be considered in the wider context of changes in the Perth metropolitan area and 
substantial demographic changes. All the advice I get is that a greater diversity of housing needs to be provided 
in Perth, and other parts of the state for that matter, and that there will be a lot more single households and an 
ageing population. More people want single-floor accommodation and that is part of the consideration in making 
a decision about this issue. 
I can assure the residents of Subiaco that the outcome of this process will be that they will continue to have very 
high-standard residential and commercial developments in their area. 

ROAD TRAUMA SUPPORT TEAM 
Grievance 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [9.49 am]: I rise to urge the government this morning to commit to funding 
and supporting a road trauma support team in Western Australia. Before making my contribution on this matter, 
I acknowledge the presence in the gallery today of a number of grieving people and families who have lost their 
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loved ones in road crashes. I emphasise that these are not road accidents, these are road crashes. The word 
�accident� implies something that is beyond human control; these are road crashes. 

Of course, most road crash victims are innocent people whose vehicles have been hit by somebody else�s. In a 
split second their lives change. This can result in huge trauma. In nearly 80 per cent of cases in which a young 
child dies in an accident, a marriage is brought under such incredible pressure that it often fails. We have a 
wonderful health system that supports victims of road crashes when they are injured. Many more people are 
living because of the wonderful care they get in the health system. There are currently about 200 deaths per 
annum. If every one of those victims is loved by at least a couple of people, it means that at least 400 people are 
left behind with intense grieving and facing the great difficulty of handling their lives. Beyond that, of course, 
are all those people who suffer major, catastrophic injury. It is bad enough when such an injury happens to 
someone�s child, and that person is then cast upon to support that child into adult years and beyond because of 
the circumstances that the child innocently found himself of herself in. However, when it is the breadwinner of 
the family who suffers this trauma, the whole family structure may collapse, because suddenly mum has the task 
of not only supporting dad during his recovery stage, but also taking over as head of the family and dealing with 
all the financial implications of losing the breadwinner. 

So it was that in other states�first Tasmania, followed by Victoria and now South Australia�a road trauma 
support unit was set up. Those units in those other three states operate independently of a hospital. They have 
stand-alone premises. They have trained counsellors on 24-hour stand-by. Traffic police have the dreadful job of 
having to knock on someone�s door to advise a family that their loved one has been killed an hour earlier in a 
traffic crash. It is not a constable�s fault, but a constable then goes about his or her business leaving behind a 
devastated family. To where do they turn? I have recent experience of this in my electorate of Mindarie, and I 
have mentioned it in the chamber before. The late Mr Cousins was turning right onto Marmion Avenue out of 
Santa Barbara Parade when he was hit by a vehicle travelling in a 70 kilometre an hour area at a speed that 
police estimate was 110 kilometres an hour. Just before the impact, the car had been clocked at 140 kilometres 
an hour, yet the driver was never charged with causing the death; he was charged with reckless driving. At the 
Joondalup court the magistrate expressed disbelief when the driver did not even appear because he was charged 
on summons with reckless driving. It was unbelievable. The widow came to my office. Perhaps because of my 
experience in a former life as a lawyer�I do not know�I was able to write to the Director of Public 
Prosecutions. I must thank Mr Fiannaca for at least responding, and responding directly to the family, about why 
no charge resulted from the death. I should not concentrate on this case too particularly, but I am raising it as an 
example of why these families need support and community support after the death of a loved one.  

I know that the Minister for Police is the person to whom I am grieving today, but this could also come under the 
umbrella of the Minister for Health. I notice that on my file is correspondence from each. The Minister for 
Police, in his response to some of these families, and to Mr and Mrs Maloney in the gallery today, pointed out 
that it is important to consider the current level of service provided, the many gaps in these services, the efficacy 
of various treatment programs and the most appropriate source of funding. The honourable Minister for Police 
did respond to families in that regard on 16 January. The letter then went over to the Department of Health, 
where a paper was prepared. I have a letter with me from Sharon Easton, the bereavement social worker at Royal 
Perth Hospital, which sets out a dozen reasons why such a service should be instituted. I also have a letter with 
me from Dr Andrew Robertson, the director of disaster management and regulation and planning at the 
Department of Health, who also supports a road trauma support unit to help all these thousands of people. They 
do not get over it in a year, and the trauma is cumulative. Thousands and thousands of people in Western 
Australia are still struggling on a daily basis with the grief that they have had thrust upon them through no fault 
of their own. They have written to the RAC for help to see whether they can get some funding. The RAC has 
indicated that its community program is already full.  

As a result of the minister�s letter and it being sent across to the Minister for Health, the Minister for Health 
wrote back and said that there might be some prospect of getting some funding from the Road Safety Council. 
The Road Safety Council had a look at it and said that it thought it could recommend at least $35 000 to conduct 
an independent study of how it could fund it on an ongoing basis. That recommendation was raised but 
apparently has gone into the too-hard basket, with no further news. Although the agency on one hand recognises 
the need for this unit, on the other hand it is falling between the cracks of government. This is non-political, 
because right across this chamber all members� constituents are traumatised by what is happening to their loved 
ones on our roads. I think that for a relatively modest sum this unit could be inaugurated for the benefit of all 
Western Australians. I commend this proposal to the government and hope that this morning we can get some 
sign of a commitment.  

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys � Minister for Police) [9.57 am]: May I first of all say that few people 
appreciate the need for counselling of victims of road trauma more than I do.  

Mr J.R. Quigley: I appreciate that. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It is something that I take very seriously, not just as Minister for Police but also as 
Minister for Road Safety. It is an area that the member knows I am 110 per cent committed to. In fact, I recently 
addressed the Road Safety Council on this issue, because I accept that there is a need for counselling for families 
and friends of victims of road trauma. As the member for Mindarie said, it is not just a matter of the victims who 
die. That is bad enough. However, a family can never get over the loss of a loved one. Equally important are the 
family and friends of victims who are � 

Mr J.R. Quigley: Seriously injured. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I would say critically injured, more than seriously�when their lives become completely 
different from the lives that they were used to and when they might need 24-hour-a-day care. Counselling is 
needed for many of those family members. As I say, nobody is more aware of that than I am. It is something that 
I take seriously and that I raised at the Road Safety Council meeting in June. It is something that the council has 
taken on board. There was a suggestion that perhaps this could be funded out of the road trauma trust fund. I 
have investigated that. I am informed that under the Road Safety Council Act, which covers the road trauma trust 
fund, it is not possible because the funds can be used only for the prevention of death and serious injury on our 
roads. However, the Road Safety Council, as the member has quite rightly said, has made a commitment that it 
will at least fund the necessary process to try to ensure that something does happen.  

The member quite rightly said that the Department of Health is the most appropriate department for counselling. 
It will provide not only a counselling service for members of the family and friends of victims of road trauma, 
but also counselling for other areas of bereavement. I just say that the police do to a certain extent as well. I have 
found that the police have been very good in following up after a serious road crash. However, there is always a 
need for more of this type of service for people in our community. It is estimated that death and serious injury on 
our roads cost the community, through government, about $2.4 billion a year, particularly because some victims 
need ongoing support for the rest of their lives.  

As I said, it is bad enough and a terrible tragedy when somebody loses a loved one. The cost of that is finalised 
once all the necessary procedures are taken into account. The huge cost is not only the emotional cost of losing a 
loved one or having a loved one who is seriously or critically injured, but also the huge cost of caring for those 
people who are in that dreadful situation whereby they need ongoing support for the rest of their lives.  

That is why, member for Mindarie, I am very much committed to trying to reduce the incidence of not only 
death but also critical injury on our roads, not from the funding point of view�that is secondary�but because of 
the serious trauma that that causes to the families and friends of the people involved. Therefore, the member has 
an ally in his grievance. I do not believe anybody would argue against what he is saying.  

Mr J.R. Quigley: It is not about politics. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I realise that and I appreciate that. I will do everything I possibly can to assist these 
families. There is a need for counselling, undoubtedly. It is also fortunate that the Minister for Health, his 
department and other government departments are represented on the Ministerial Council for Road Safety. They 
take as seriously as I do the need to prevent mindless hoons and speedsters from causing this terrible trauma to 
the families involved. That is why members have heard very many comments from me in the past about this 
matter, and they will hear more in the future. This is also why I will be bringing into the house as quickly as I 
can legislation to deal with people who drive recklessly. The emotional stress and strain that their stupid and 
reckless behaviour causes to the families of the victims is insurmountable. We cannot put a cost on that, and we 
should not put a cost on that.  

We need to ensure that people who drive like that on our roads are taken off our roads. That is why I supported 
the unlicensed drivers legislation that was brought in by the previous government. I acknowledge that that was 
very good legislation. That legislation has taken many reckless drivers off our roads. The statistics show that 
20 per cent of the people who have lost their licence and been caught by the police have lost their licence by 
court order because of drink-driving, reckless driving or dangerous driving, or because they have been driving at 
such a speed that they have accumulated too many demerit points. The problem is that even though these people 
had lost their licence, they were getting back behind the wheel again and driving again. These are the people we 
need to get off our roads. The only way we can do that, it seems, is by taking their vehicle from them. That is 
why I commend the previous government for that legislation and why I supported it 100 per cent. But I want to 
go further. That is why I have increased the penalties for hoons. Hoons are just as dangerous as unlicensed 
drivers. 

I will certainly discuss this matter more with the Road Safety Council and with my ministerial colleagues on the 
Ministerial Council for Road Safety to see what else we can do. As I say, the Road Safety Council has agreed to 
provide the necessary funds to do the background work to see what measures can be put in place in the not too 
distant future. I am certainly very committed to that.  
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING � LETTERS TO TENANTS 
Grievance 

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley) [10.03 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Housing and Works. I say at 
the outset that I am well aware of the extreme shortage of social housing for people who need this type of 
housing. I congratulate the minister and the Department of Housing for their decision to increase the housing 
stock that is available for social housing. I am also aware that the department needs to audit the current housing 
stock to ensure that the tenants in those houses actually need that type of housing and that the houses are 
occupied in the most effective way, because the under-occupancy of houses is also an issue that needs to be 
addressed.  

I was very pleased when I met with the local Department of Housing representatives after the election and was 
informed that the tenants in my electorate were very longstanding and reliable tenants. Many of these tenants are 
elderly and cause very few issues. The staff have been most helpful. In fact, I have had very little reason to 
contact the department in the northern region in the past 12 months. However, recently I have had tenants, and 
even neighbours of tenants, contact me about a letter that these tenants have received from the Department of 
Housing. The letter is about the under-occupancy of property. I am sure that people receive letters from the 
Department of Housing on regular occasions. However, the letter that they have received recently has caused 
them unbelievable distress. I am particularly concerned about the paragraph in the letter that states � 

Can you please supply documentation relating to your tenancy to justify continued occupation as a 
�single person� in Family accommodation? The Department prefers not to, but it is able to take legal 
action in this regard. Please respond within 14 days. I look forward to hearing from you. 

I would like to raise a couple of points about this letter. Many of the tenants who have received this letter have 
health issues. In many cases it will be absolutely impossible for them to see their doctor or specialist within 14 
days so that they can supply the necessary documentation, as this is not an emergency for them. Therefore, they 
will not be able to respond to the department within 14 days. Many of these people have raised their family in 
the three-bedroom, one-bathroom house in which they are living, and this is probably a very good opportunity 
for them to move to a smaller residence. However, I would like the department to acknowledge that even in these 
circumstances, it is most difficult for these tenants to voluntarily give up their house when they have no idea 
about where they might be going or what style of accommodation might be on offer to them�and all of this 
within 14 days. The threat of legal action to these people is very frightening. It is causing many of these people 
even greater stress and health problems. This letter has made it virtually impossible that there will be any chance 
of helping these people to make a relatively calm transition from one type of accommodation to another. I would 
like to think the Department of Housing did not mean to say that there will not be comprehensive discussions 
with tenants about potential locations and styles of accommodation. Such a process would probably take a 
couple of months, yet the letter says �within 14 days�.  

I will give members a couple of examples. One lady in Greenwood has been a tenant in her house since 1981. 
She has requested not to be named. Her family have grown and are now parents themselves. However, as is the 
case in many families, she takes an active role as a grandparent and has her grandchildren stay over on the 
weekends. She is using her house to help her family. Our society needs strong families. People need to have a 
sense of purpose and to be connected to their families and the community in a positive way. What this lady is 
doing in her own small way is benefiting not only her family, but our community. As the minister said earlier, it 
is not just about the house. There are many tenants like this lady. This lady has also heavily invested in her house 
with her own funds. Her house is in immaculate condition. Perhaps she should not have made this investment in 
her house, but she wanted to make it a home for her family. Her home and the community around her are her 
safety net. She is now fearful about her future. The uncertainty that has been created by the Department of 
Housing is causing extreme distress to many of these people. This lady informed me that people in England who 
are in social housing know that when their children have left the house, they will be moved to a smaller house. 
However, I am not sure that that situation is clear in Western Australia. I have actually said to another tenant 
who has considerable health issues that although it may be difficult for her to move at the moment, when she is 
better this may be a very good thing for her. Unfortunately, this letter is working against my strategy, because 
she is now very fearful about where she may end up. Another tenant has been crying constantly and not sleeping. 
These people do not know where to turn. I understand that some staff in the department may have even laughed 
at these people�s concerns. I certainly hope that is not the case.  

As I stated at the outset, I am very supportive of ensuring that our social housing stock is used in the most 
effective way. We do need to increase and rotate the occupancy of these houses. However, I am not sure that this 
strategy will achieve that outcome. I request that the department reconsider its approach to this matter to achieve 
a better outcome. Asking these people to respond within 14 days will not produce the outcome that the 
department is seeking. Let us treat people with respect at all times. If people are given some options, it might 
assist them to make the right decision. Personal contact should be more effective. Let us not treat everybody in 
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the same way. Let us recognise that in some circumstances it may be better if these people are allowed to remain 
in their homes for a while. Perhaps the tenancy agreements should be changed so that people will know what the 
future situation will be. However, that should be done before they enter into the tenancy. Minister, I certainly 
hope that this strategy will be re-evaluated.  

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse � Minister for Housing and Works) [10.09 am]: I thank the member for 
Kingsley for raising a really important and sensitive issue. I am aware of the program and I will talk about it in a 
second, but until the member raised this issue with me this week, I really was not aware of the impact of the 
department�s approach on some people. Maybe I will just go back a step and explain why we are in this 
situation, and then I will deal with the specific issue the member raised.  

Social housing presents major challenges and I have asked the department to look at a whole range of strategies, 
one of which is a massive increase in the stock. Over the next few years 2 700 new homes will be built, and 
688 are currently under construction in Western Australia, so that strategy is underway.  

Another strategy is that of stronger engagement with the community housing sector, building on the former 
government�s reforms. We are also looking at a tenancy reform strategy, which is really important, around the 
behaviour of tenants and providing existing tenants who are, shall we say, problem tenants with the opportunity 
to increase their skills in tenancy and behavioural matters. Ultimately, we will adopt some very stringent tenancy 
behaviour guidelines because some tenants are not being good members of their community. A final area on 
which a strategy is being developed is better use of existing stock, which relates directly to the member�s 
grievance. 

To implement better use of existing stock we have looked into the circumstances of Homeswest tenants. Over 
1 300 people are in the category of exceeding the income and asset eligibility. My view is that if people earn 
more than the social housing cap, we have to engage with those people to move them on or to help them into 
homeownership. That is happening. If properties are worth more than a certain value or a certain multiple of the 
Perth median house price, they will be sold. That money will then provide the means to build more dwellings in 
more appropriate areas. A number of people in Homeswest properties pay the market-rate rent. We have said to 
them that we need some strategies to get them out of Homeswest properties and into homeownership, and we are 
trying to help those people through that transition.  

Underutilisation of properties is an issue. Underutilisation occurs when a person is living in a property with a 
number of bedrooms, and the person no longer requires the use of those bedrooms. Typically that might be 
elderly people, about whom we have to be very sensitive. These people have often been tenants for a long time 
and they are well established in their communities, but almost 3 000 properties have been identified as being 
potentially underutilised. The flipside of that is that almost 6 000 families are on the waiting list for homes with 
three or more bedrooms. It is a real challenge. A big focus of the building program is on building more one and 
two-bedroom units, as it is clearly the biggest area of unmet demand. It is also the easiest way for us to get stuff 
out the door. Clearly, we cannot expect people to move if there is nowhere for them to move to, and it is 
important for elderly people to remain in the area in which they have lived because their senior citizens club or 
doctor�s surgery might be up the road.  

Ms M.M. Quirk: I�ll quote you next time we have one of these, Treasurer, because it happens very frequently.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That is my view. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: I�m surprised you�ve only just heard about it.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The member could have raised it with me. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: It happens all the time. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: As I said, this is the first time I have been made aware of the impact on a specific 
individual. Notwithstanding that, we still have an obligation to maximise the asset we have invested in on behalf 
of taxpayers. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: You commissioned a review of social housing. Has that been released yet?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Does the member mean the Social Housing Taskforce? 

Ms J.M. Freeman: Yes. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: We will be releasing that report on 6 October; it is all ready to go.  

I accept what the member said about the impact on these people, but the advice I have received from the agency 
is that it is trying to work through a process. Again, I make no apologies for trying to better utilise the stock, but 
often it is about process. Firstly, the department will try to engage face to face with tenants. That is probably the 
most important first step, so that it can explain what we are trying to achieve and it can better understand the 
tenants� situations, although I understand some of these letters have gone out without face-to-face contact 
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occurring. Secondly, information is provided, and I will talk about the letter in a second. The advice I have 
received from the agency is that no tenant of an under-occupied property will be forced to leave their house, but 
they may be required, over a reasonable period of time, to relocate to smaller, more suitably sized 
accommodation. The department has assured me�I think the member raised this point�that every tenancy will 
be assessed on its merits, and assessments will be conducted by a regional housing manager. In addition, the 
department will offer incentives to encourage people to relocate to smaller accommodation. Those incentives 
may include removal costs, utilities connections, moving people to newer properties�a whole range of 
incentives�to try to help the process and smooth out any concerns.  

I take the member�s point about the letter. I have read the letter that was sent out and, having dealt with retirees 
for a long time, I understand why people are concerned by the nature of that letter. I will ask the agency to 
reconsider the letter that is being sent out. It is fair to say that it may well be a little blunt for some recipients, 
especially the elderly. In answer to the member�s request, the advice I have received is that individual cases will 
be assessed on their merits.  

However, we have to make some fundamental changes to our approach to social housing, and it will take time 
because we have some challenges. People have a view that social housing is housing for life; I do not agree. We 
have to work hard to help people transition to other places on the housing continuum, and that forms a large part 
of the work of the Social Housing Taskforce.   

I thank the member for bringing the matter to my attention, and I am happy to follow the individual cases up on 
the member�s behalf; I will meet with the department. Notwithstanding the need to better utilise our existing 
resources, we will take action to deal with the issues around the blunt language in the letter and the way that we 
interact with people on their journey to a more proper appropriate form of housing. 

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE 
Fourth Report � �Annual Report 2008-2009� � Tabling 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta) [10.16 am]: I present for tabling the fourth report of the Public Accounts 
Committee, titled �Annual Report 2008-2009�.  

[See paper 1425.] 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I do not intend to speak at any length; the report is there for those who wish to read about 
the operational issues. I will take this opportunity to thank the members of the committee and the staff. I thank 
the members for Jandakot, Carine, Gosnells and Willagee for their contribution to the work of the committee. 
Although the committee members had different views, which resulted in a minority report, and there was not 
always agreement on the issues within the report, there is certainly great respect between the members and a 
commitment to work together to produce positive outcomes from the Public Accounts Committee. I am very 
thankful to all members for their contribution and the hard work they put in.  

I also put on the record our thanks to the principal research officer, Ms Katherine Galvin, who was an 
experienced person when all the members of the Public Accounts Committee were new. She really had to make 
sure that we understood some of the processes and give us the history of the Public Accounts Committee. We are 
indebted to her for her help in that starting period in the financial year that this report covers. She has since gone 
on to other duties in the chamber, but her contribution to the committee was most significant. 

I thank research officer Dawn Dickinson. She has also moved on to other work and has been replaced by 
Mr Mathew Bates. Mr Bates put in a huge amount of work of great detail into the reports that the committee 
worked on in this period and beyond. We are very much indebted to him for the standard of his work and his 
tireless commitment to producing the report. All committee members wish to pass on our thanks to those staff 
who enabled us to do our work over that 12-month period.  

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND JUSTICE STANDING COMMITTEE 
Second Report � �Annual Report 2009� � Tabling 

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale) [10.18 am]: I present for tabling the second report of the Community 
Development and Justice Standing Committee, titled �Annual Report 2009�.  

[See paper 1426.] 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: During the time covered by the annual report we were engaged on a single report. 
The committee was very focused on addressing the issue of the adequacy of services to meet the developmental 
needs of children aged zero to four years. Since the end of the financial year we have completed and tabled that 
report. It is fair to say that the whole committee was very engaged with the work undertaken during the period 
covered by the annual report. I want to pay testament to my fellow committee members: Deputy Chairman 
Albert Jacob, the member for Pilbara, the member for Joondalup and the member for Morley.  
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Mr T.G. Stephens interjected. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I did mention the member for Ocean Reef, but I mentioned him by name rather than 
by electorate. I referred to him as the deputy chair, member for Pilbara.  

My experience on this committee, as on other committees, demonstrates that while our parliamentary processes 
are necessarily adversarial, there is a capacity through this committee work to move beyond that and to work in a 
collaborative fashion. We were very fortunate to have a very strong unitive view emerge from the evidence we 
received. As a result, that very large report that occupied all of our endeavours during all of this period was a 
unanimous report. We focused during that period very much on the developmental needs of children, and that 
was the thrust of our report. It seems that many things can be done that would very dramatically improve 
outcomes that would ensure that parents had a stronger role and enhanced capacity in the language and social 
development of their children, so that when they present at the preprimary level at school, they are ready to take 
on the challenges of school. There are some issues that are intractable, and it is difficult to see how real progress 
can be made in these areas; however, it is very evident how progress can be made without interventions that are 
necessarily hugely expensive.  

We all know that the long-term consequences for children who have stronger social and cognitive development 
are that they perform better at school and have far greater potential to be happy, well-integrated individuals in 
our society. As we have said before, the report refers to an emerging issue in the whole pedagogy by which we 
have chosen to teach students in Western Australia. We believe the evidence is overwhelming that we should be 
moving away from whole language to an approach that is far more focused, at least at the initial stages, on the 
decoding of our language and ensuring that children have a strong phonemic awareness and a strong 
understanding of the structures of their language. The evidence is likewise overwhelming that the approach that 
we have adopted has greatly increased disadvantage and compounds disadvantage. Children coming from 
environments in which they are developmentally vulnerable need more than ever to be exposed to a direct 
teaching, direct instruction process of phonemic awareness and of language structure.  

The Community Development and Justice Standing Committee was very privileged to have extraordinary people 
come before it to give evidence. There were many people of great passion. The report outlines all the people we 
saw during this period. By and large, we saw people who were extremely professional and extremely innovative 
in their approaches and committed to providing solutions and to ensuring that in their disciplines they kept up 
with research to ensure that the structures in which they delivered their services were going to be capable of 
delivering positive outcomes. We spend an enormous amount of money on the education system, and we have 
cause to be alarmed at the outcomes we have with so many children who are not meeting even minimum 
standards. That is not good enough. We can get a much better outcome without having to commit more money. 
We just need determination and a commitment to ensure that the academic institutions that are training teachers 
act in accordance with the best interests of the children and in accordance with the evidence that is 
overwhelmingly there.  

All of these issues have been embraced by our committee. We have been very well served by our committee 
staff: Dr Brian Gordon, who worked tirelessly to compile the draft reports for us to consider, and also our 
research officer, Jovita Hogan. We travelled throughout the eastern states, and I am sure there was a fair amount 
of stress involved in coordinating that tour; that was well done. I think it really is very important for committees 
of this Parliament to go out there and see what is being done. We need to be informed and we need good staff 
who enable us to do that�to have the material before us, to be able to meet the people who are going to be able 
to extend our horizons and to help us come up with practical solutions.  

I want to thank all my committee members and say that it has been a very enjoyable experience working with 
them and learning together how we can provide better outcomes for our community. It has been a pleasure 
working with the staff and I thank them for their good grace, commitment and hard work. We look forward to 
another year of profitable, useful work together as a committee.  

MR I.M. BRITZA (Morley) [10.27 am]: I take the opportunity to comment on the 2009 annual report of 
Community Development and Justice Standing Committee. I am sure that the majority of members who have 
been involved in committee work have found it to be a rewarding and gratifying experience. Today I join 
committee members in expressing these same sentiments. The inquiries before us, and those to come, I am sure, 
have made me realise how vital these committees are, not only to the house and our state, but also to members 
personally.  

Because of my absence from the house for the tabling of the committee�s first report, �Inquiry into the Adequacy 
of Services to Meet the Developmental Needs of Western Australia�s Children�, to which the member for 
Armadale referred, I would like to briefly comment on that inquiry, which was of great personal interest to me.  

When the committee made the decision to focus on this inquiry, I was a little surprised and did not think that we 
would find anything out of the ordinary. However, nothing could have prepared me for what we would hear from 
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the various stakeholders: educators, front-line service providers, professors, doctors and teachers who appeared 
before our committee. The amount of scientific research into childhood development is astounding. To come 
face to face with the overwhelming evidence that a child�s intellectual development, emotional development and 
social development are profoundly integrated and yet to find that this wonderful and sometimes inspirational 
information is ignored, dismissed or not seen as valuable was disappointing and sad to see. The men and women 
who have tirelessly championed their cause to bring to the attention of various government agencies the 
important role that early child education has in preparation for primary school entry, as well as life in general, 
simply deserve our respect and honour. For any government to ignore the role and importance of early childhood 
development verges on the threshold of criminality in failing to protect and encourage those who are the most 
vulnerable in our community. 

I was saddened by the rhetoric and sometimes dismissive tones of some who came before the committee and of 
those we saw in the field who shared information as parents of a young child. I felt that some people were simply 
indifferent and lacked the tenderness and professionalism needed towards such a vital area of specific need. As 
discouraging as this might appear, I hasten to inform the house that there were outstanding examples of care and 
passion, zeal and dedication by those who have fought the long battle to try to bring this matter to the 
government�s and various academics� attention. These people really deserve special recognition for continuing to 
care for children and parents who have been consistently ignored by various governments and their agencies.  

Because of this inquiry, I have begun to have a greater understanding of the importance that various committees 
have to the house and to the people of Western Australia. To make inquiries and receive briefings on so many 
areas vital to our state has been very satisfying, valuable, meaningful and worthwhile. I echo the chair�s 
comments that the relationships within the committee were outstanding. It enabled us to hear all the reports and 
briefings that we had in unity.  

I would like to take this opportunity, first of all, to acknowledge the services of our principal research officer, 
Dr Brian Gordon, and our research officer, Ms Jovita Hogan. Their support and instruction, their guidance and 
supervision, especially on our various field trips, were invaluable and beneficial, and extremely constructive to 
me personally. I would also like to acknowledge the Hansard staff, who continually amaze me. I do not really 
understand completely how it all works, but I have never taken for granted that wherever we are, they also have 
to be there.  

I have been delighted to serve on this committee with the member for Ocean Reef, the member for Joondalup 
and the member for Pilbara. I have learnt a great deal from the member for Joondalup and the member for 
Pilbara. I am genuinely delighted to have worked alongside them and look forward to the new challenges ahead 
of us.  

I leave to last our chair, the member for Armadale. When appointed to the committee, I was delighted to see that 
the honourable member was in fact our chair. In the light of her possible imminent departure from this house, I 
feel it appropriate to make a couple of brief but sincere comments about her. It has indeed been an honour and a 
privilege to serve under her leadership. My respect, admiration and high regard for her have simply increased. 
She has led with integrity and decency, impartiality and genuine veracity.  

Mr T.G. Stephens: The member will get her into trouble if he sings her praises too much!  

Mr I.M. BRITZA: I am trusting that the chair will not use these comments in any kind of advertising! 

I do not hesitate to say these things, because in fact they are true. Her professionalism and character displayed in 
our committee room, and before various state and interstate representatives, has given credit and recognition to 
this chamber. The respect that she showed to all who came before our committee only increased the high regard 
in which I now hold her. It has indeed been a pleasure and an honour to work alongside the member for 
Armadale. I have learnt much.  

Madam Acting Speaker, I recommend this annual report to the chamber.  

EDUCATION AND HEALTH STANDING COMMITTEE 
Third Report � �Annual Report 2008-2009� � Tabling 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [10.33 am]: It is with great pleasure that I present the third report of the 
Education and Health Standing Committee.  

[See paper 1427.] 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: The Education and Health Standing Committee covers health, mental health and 
education. Those three areas account for nearly 50 per cent of the state�s annual budget. The healthcare services 
include metropolitan and country health services, private healthcare groups, organisations and numerous not-for-
profit groups. Following our hearings and reading the submissions, as a member I have become aware of how 
valuable not-for-profit groups are in holding together our healthcare system and also our education system. A lot 
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of work is done by school councils and groups such as parents and friends, parents and citizens and parents and 
grandparents�all the people who go into schools and back them up. Many people within the community who 
traditionally have been able to support our schools are now no longer able to support our schools because more 
people are having to return to the workforce in the current climate; therefore, our schools are losing those 
resources, and I think it is more important that we as a Parliament look to ensure that services are not just taken 
away from those schools.  

So far this year the committee has completed two inquiries�one related to the Tobacco Products Control 
Amendment Bill and the other inquiry was the �Healthy Child�Healthy State: Improving Western Australia�s 
Child Health Screening Programs�. In relation to the Tobacco Products Control Amendment Bill, the inquiry 
made 13 recommendations. Again, I thank the Liberal, National and Labor Parties, Greens (WA) and the 
Independents, who all share ownership of the Tobacco Products Control Amendment Bill. It was unanimously 
supported. It has placed Western Australia as the leading state in Australia in introducing legislation to protect 
the community from the harmful effects of tobacco. 

Since the report was tabled, the National Preventative Health Taskforce has gone further in its recommendations 
to the federal Parliament by laying out a path for a smoke-free community across Australia. Interestingly, just 
last month Senator Steve Fielding introduced into the Senate the Plain Tobacco Packaging (Removing Branding 
From Cigarette Packs) Bill 2009. Therefore, things are still moving in relation to tobacco control. The big future 
in tobacco control lies with the National Preventative Health Taskforce�s recent recommendations.  

In Western Australia, the next step that we take will come when the current Tobacco Products Control Act is 
reviewed. That review is due to commence next year. Given the amazing response from the broader community 
for recent amendments to the act, I am optimistic that we will be ready for further positive steps when that act is 
reviewed. In the meantime, the Tobacco Products Control Amendment Bill that we passed will allow local 
governments to have the opportunity to introduce further measures to extend smoking bans more widely.  

The second inquiry conducted by the committee was the �Healthy Child�Healthy State: Improving Western 
Australia�s Child Health Screening Programs�. The inquiry assessed the adequacy and availability of child health 
screening programs, as well as access to appropriate services that address issues identified during the screening 
process. The inquiry made 37 recommendations�18 recommendations were supported, 14 recommendations 
were conditionally supported, two recommendations were noted, and only three recommendations were not 
supported. The two key recommendations that were only conditionally supported related to the lack of funding 
for healthcare professionals and the adoption of a universal newborn hearing screening program.  

The committee recommended that the government employ an additional 135 school nurses, 126 child 
development service professionals and 105 community child health nurses. The government has given a 
commitment to consider addressing the deficiencies in front-line services in future budgets. As the midyear 
review is expected to be released in the next few months, I am optimistic that the government will begin to 
address the large gap caused by the deficit of 366 full-time equivalents in child health.  

In relation to the newborn hearing screening program, the government is expanding newborn hearing services to 
maternity hospitals. That will be a big improvement. However, it may still mean that children outside maternity 
hospitals may not automatically be included in the newborn hearing screening program.  

One of the recommendations that was not supported was the recommendation to use a tool that is currently used 
to assist in monitoring the number of, and huge demand for, healthcare professionals. Although the government 
responded that that tool was not appropriate, it stated that alternative systems will need to be developed. Again, I 
am optimistic that the government will accept the need to monitor and ensure that there are adequate numbers of 
full-time equivalent staff in child and adolescent healthcare services to ensure that children�s health becomes the 
priority it should be. This then becomes our third report.  

Our fourth report, which we are hoping will be tabled soon, is a brief review of funding and educational support 
for children who attend government schools on 457 visas. Currently, the number of 457 visa students in our 
schools is 5 981�almost 6 000. Of those, 4 462 speak English as a second language. This is just a brief report 
because we initially intended to speak on a grievance, but we were asked to put in a report, so we held a hearing 
to gather more information, and hope to have it ready soon. The hearing heard that 1 154 students who would 
benefit from English as a second language programs do not have access to them. That is a large number of 
children in our schools who are disadvantaged. The report will highlight the issue to the minister, who is already 
aware of the great stress on our schools for both teachers and students. During the brief review, we became 
aware that some states automatically provide additional assistance to schools, whereas other states collect fees 
for them. Recommendations will be made in the near future for a possible fee structure. This is particularly 
important because, as more overseas workers are entering WA, we are likely to see a greater increase of children 
who come with their parents on 457 visas and who may have English as a second language.  
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The fifth inquiry, which commenced earlier this year, was our hospital and community health inquiry. That 
inquiry was due to report in November. Unfortunately, the committee has been waiting since May for the release 
of the government�s updated clinical services framework. Obviously, that clinical services framework is very 
important to the terms of reference of this inquiry, because one of the terms of reference is to look at how the 
recommendations from the Reid report have been adopted. The submissions and hearings from that inquiry have 
been held in metropolitan and regional areas with health department staff, private hospitals, professional bodies 
and non-government groups and agencies. From those hearings and submissions, it has become apparent that 
healthcare funding must be increased if there is to be an improvement in Western Australia�s healthcare services. 
As part of this inquiry, the committee attended the Australian Research Alliance for Children and Youth 
conference, which was held in Melbourne this year. This is a national non-profit organisation of more than 1 000 
members, who are working to create better futures for Australia�s children and young people. Again, WA is very 
much a leader because Professor Fiona Stanley is the executive director of that organisation. Its purpose is to 
improve the wellbeing of children and young people by advancing collaboration and evidence-based action. 
Interestingly, following on from that conference, a workshop was held in Perth just this week. From that 
workshop it has become apparent that one of the unique problems within WA is that interventions that target 
families and whole communities, which include general practitioners, local councils, child health nurses, school 
health nurses, teachers and childcare workers, report to a statutory body, the Department for Child Protection. 
Child Protection then arranges interventions to target vulnerable families or children who are at risk of child 
maltreatment or who need help. One of the suggestions made by some people at that conference is that WA 
needs to look at those support services and perhaps how the structure in WA might be preventing greater support 
for those children and those families in need.  

The sixth report, which, again, commenced earlier this year, is an inquiry into the adequacy and appropriateness 
of prevention and treatment services for alcohol and illicit drug problems. The committee decided to commence 
this inquiry because we were holding hearings in the metropolitan area and were going to regional settings to 
gather evidence for the hospital and community health services inquiry. It was felt that we could double up, 
particularly on the regional visits, and gather information for our second inquiry. The hearings held and 
submissions received to date have given committee members a greater awareness of problems in this area, and of 
the escalation of these problems within the community. The committee is being told repeatedly that the problems 
in this area are primarily caused by alcohol abuse. It is anticipated that this inquiry will cause the committee�s 
work to escalate next year.  

In conclusion, I have been proud to work with such a good team of parliamentary members: the member for 
Southern River, the member for Albany, the member for Geraldton and the member for Maylands. I have also 
been very proud to work with our committee staff, David Worth, Tim Hughes and Renee Gould. I thank also the 
Clerk of the House, Mr Peter McHugh, who threw a lifeline to the committee one or two months ago when he 
allowed Renee to come on board as part of the team. Her assistance has been invaluable because the committee 
has taken on a great deal of work and we are under a lot of pressure conducting two concurrent major inquiries. I 
am very hopeful that the Clerk will allow Renee to stay with our parliamentary committee. I again thank all the 
team members for an active, productive and rewarding year. I hope it will be able to continue as a cohesive team 
and complete the committee�s three current reviews.  

I hope that later next year the committee will make constructive recommendations to prevent the abuse of 
alcohol from causing further physical, psychological and emotional harm. The committee�s role is to support the 
Parliament by conducting reviews that will enable the needs, gaps and efficiencies in health, mental health and 
education to be identified and addressed by the government. 

The midyear annual review is being prepared. With that in mind, I remind the government that on 21 May this 
year the committee tabled its second report �Healthy Child�Healthy State: Improving Western Australia�s 
Child Health Screening Programs�. That report notified the government of the large gap in child health services 
because of the deficit of 366 full-time equivalent positions in child health services, which includes school nurses, 
community health nurses and child development professionals. That report was tabled four months ago. The 
Minister for Health has given a commitment that the government will address those deficiencies over the term of 
this Parliament. At a minimum, that would equate to the appointment of 61 FTE positions every six months for 
the next three years. I optimistically look forward to the government addressing that deficit in the midyear 
budget. I once again thank the other members of the committee, our research staff and Hansard�I am sorry, I 
forgot to thank Hansard earlier. I look forward to working with the committee next year to help improve our 
health and education services as a result of the work undertaken by the committee. 

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [10.50 am]: I will contribute to the presentation of the Education and Health 
Standing Committee�s annual report for 2008-09. I am a latecomer to the committee�I replaced the former 
member for Fremantle, Mr Jim McGinty�and therefore I have had only a short time in which to work with my 
colleagues. During that time I have looked at the scope of health and education and at the potential work the 
committee can do. This morning I will make some comments about one particular aspect of work the committee 
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has undertaken in the past and will undertake in the future. I refer to the mental health agenda for which this 
committee also has responsibility. Members can read the comments about mental health that the chairperson 
made in the foreword to the annual report. In talking about mental health, I refer to some of the most recent 
figures released this week in the �WA Health Performance Report�April to June 2009 Quarter�. I will 
demonstrate the urgency of the need to provide adequate and appropriate services for mental health. 

The number of attendances of mental health outpatients at health clinics grew by 7.4 per cent in the last quarter. 
In addition, the number of public mental health admissions during that quarter grew by 10.3 per cent. Non-
government organisations deliver 50 per cent of the state�s mental health services. I draw members� attention to 
two critical areas of mental health. The first is Indigenous mental health issues and the second is primary and 
preventive mental health strategies. To make it real for members, just last week in my electorate I had a very 
close encounter with the lack of mental health services in the state. For some time in my electorate we have been 
putting together strategies to deal with so-called antisocial behaviour. A number of traders in one of the key 
streets in the Maylands shopping precinct have been very disturbed by antisocial behaviour that has been 
occurring in that street. Customers who have been having a cup of coffee in the street and people who have been 
walking along the street have reported instances when they have received very bad verbal abuse. I have spoken 
with stakeholders, including residents, traders, the local council and the service providers who work with people 
in the area to try to get to the bottom of this. Mental health relates to comorbidity issues, particularly in this 
instance. In this street in Maylands, some very difficult issues are being faced by people who are suffering from 
drug, alcohol and substance abuse. The residents of the street recognise this. They are not screaming to move 
those people on or saying how is dreadful it is. They recognise that these people are challenged and that we do 
not have sufficient services in place, certainly in my community and, I suggest, in the broader community, to 
help those people. 

Mental health issues are often about the need to have strong primary healthcare interventions in place. We need 
to provide supported accommodation places for people with drug and alcohol problems where they can get the 
support and care they need. We do not have enough of them in the state. Twelve months ago, the government 
announced that it would put in place a commissioner of mental health and that it would do some positive things 
for mental health. During the 12 months that I have been a member, I have not seen the government deliver any 
mental health resources to the community or implement preventive strategies. A report was released and there 
has been a lot of comment from the minister about what will happen, but I continue to walk down the streets of 
Maylands and see people with dreadful problems who cannot get treatment, supported accommodation or the 
appropriate services. I urge the government, and in particular the minister concerned, to hurry up with whatever 
strategies he has promised. We have had enough consultation and discussion about the problems. We know what 
the issues are. The non-government organisations in my part of the world are very aware of the problems 
because they deal with them every day. Their problem is that they do not have the necessary resources, 
supported accommodation or staff to help them. This government must get behind mental health and preventive 
strategies for Indigenous Western Australians. It must provide primary health care as a matter of urgency. 
Twelve months is simply too long to wait. The minister must step forward and put some resources into these 
areas as a matter of urgency. 

The Education and Health Standing Committee is a great committee. I look forward to working with members of 
the committee over the next 12 months on some very interesting and provocative reports. I urge members to keep 
their fingers on the pulse and remember that more resources are needed to tackle the dreadful blight that has been 
created by drug and alcohol abuse in our communities, and particularly drug and alcohol abuse in Indigenous 
communities. 

MR P. ABETZ (Southern River) [10.59 am]: As a member of the Education and Health Standing Committee, I 
add my comments about the work of the committee. Since my appointment to the committee in November 2008, 
it certainly has been a very steep learning curve. We have been led by a very enthusiastic chairperson who keeps 
us on our toes and keeps the agenda pretty full, to say the least. We certainly have got through a lot of work.  

The first report we completed was the �Healthy Child�Healthy State� report, focusing on improving Western 
Australia�s child health screening program. I learnt from that inquiry the absolute necessity of focusing on 
prevention strategies by screening young children. This has the potential for massive cost savings to the health 
system, not to mention much better life outcomes for the children and their families. If a child is unable to learn 
because of hearing difficulties, sight problems or other issues, that puts a lot of stress on the whole family, and 
puts extra pressure on school teachers. The savings to the health system are not the only savings that can be 
made. The report also highlighted the need for about 350 extra full-time equivalent school nurses to be in the 
community providing those screening and preventive services, particularly in Indigenous communities. The 
prevention of deafness and eye health are important issues that need to be addressed. It is good to see that the 
Minister for Health has responded to that report, and we eagerly await the implementation of the 
recommendations that he has agreed to. 
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The other report that we are working on is the review of Western Australia�s current and future hospital and 
community healthcare services. That has been a most interesting study. Having been a pastor for 25 years, I have 
seen the inside of many hospitals and dealt with many people accessing health services. However, the country 
health service area is very new to me. The committee visited the Merredin, Kalgoorlie and Katanning hospitals. 
It has been very helpful to meet the staff on the ground. The issue that keeps recurring in country areas is the 
difficulty of recruiting and retaining staff. For example, a general practitioner in a country town, where perhaps 
there should be four GPs but there is only one, is under constant pressure with callouts and so on. That often 
results in burnout, and the doctor�s family saying that they have had enough. Then the doctor moves out of the 
town, and no doctor is left to service the community, so the merry-go-round of trying to recruit new doctors 
keeps going. One of the things that stands out from visits to those country health service centres is the amazing 
contribution that the South African migrant doctors and nurses have made to the country health system. In fact, 
without their contribution, the system would really be limping along. Until the increased medical student intake 
comes through the universities, we will continue to be dependent on an inflow of doctors from overseas to meet 
our current shortages. 

I will make some comments on some particular issues that affect our whole health system. The first is the ageing 
of our population, which will create a massive increased demand on health services. There needs to be a major 
change in our focus from simply having more hospital beds and critical care facilities to preventive measures. 
Although, for example, funding a modern jet for the Royal Flying Doctor Service is a very spectacular thing to 
see and is certainly very necessary, it often comes ahead of the preventive measures that are far less spectacular 
and make far less exciting media stories but are far more important. Ambulances at the bottom of the cliff are 
vital, but building a fence on the top of the cliff to prevent people from falling down is a much better strategy in 
the long term. 
In that context, one of the things that has stood out for me is the absolute necessity of improving health education 
amongst Aboriginal people if we are ever to close the gap in life expectancy. Alcohol abuse must be brought 
under control and dietary changes need to take place to prevent the massive level of kidney failure that is evident 
in Indigenous communities. Associate Professor Christine Jeffries-Stokes and her team of researchers have done 
some groundbreaking research in the northern goldfields kidney project, in which they set out to try to discover 
what the issues are. They found that three per cent of the Indigenous population is in renal failure without even 
being aware of it, and 33 per cent of the population has major kidney issues with proteinuria. When we realise 
that between 2004 and 2010 kidney failure alone will cost our national health system $4.5 billion, we can see 
what massive opportunities there will be for cost savings to the health system if we improve the kidney health of 
our Indigenous population. 

Some country police and magistrates are doing some innovative work on the issue of dealing with alcohol abuse. 
In one community, the bail conditions that the magistrate imposes on a person who has been involved in alcohol-
fuelled domestic violence include a requirement to report to the police station every day for a breathalyser test. It 
has proved to be extremely effective in reducing the alcohol problem. On our visit to Katanning we were treated 
in the evening to delicious mocktails�non-alcoholic drinks prepared for us by the students from the local high 
school.  
Mr D.A. Templeman: Living it up, were you? 
Mr P. ABETZ: Yes. It was very cold. 
That was part of the work of the drug action committee in that town, which is to educate the kids that they can 
have fun and have good drinks without necessarily having to consume alcohol. 

The other issue I want to mention very briefly is the inquiry into the prevention and treatment services for 
alcohol and illicit drugs. As our chairperson mentioned, we have held hearings covering both the hospital and the 
drug issues. There is obviously some overlap in those areas. Alcohol is the number-one drug issue in this state. 
There is no question about that. One of the things that has emerged is that there do not appear to be any 
residential rehabilitation facilities in rural areas. In places like Katanning there would be great value in having, 
say, a 10-bed residential rehabilitation facility. When we realise that 37 per cent of all admissions to the 
emergency department at Graylands Hospital relate to illicit drugs, not to mention alcohol, we can see what 
massive savings could be made in the health system if we could get the alcohol and illicit drug problems under 
control. It is my hope that our work as a committee will make some contribution towards recommendations that 
may take some steps towards that. In closing, I thank my fellow committee members and the research staff of the 
committee.  

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [11.09 am]: I would like to thank the committee staff, who have done such a 
tremendous job�Dr David Worth, Renee Gould and Timothy Hughes. I have been on a few committees during 
the nine years I have been a member. We often overlook the committee staff. They are probably at our beck and 
call. They do tremendous work. I know that they put in a lot of long hours, probably too many long hours at the 
moment, as the Speaker pointed out the other day. I would like to acknowledge the integrity and the hard work 
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of the staff. Maybe we sometimes forget about them, but they do a tremendous job. I would also like to thank my 
fellow committee members. We have had a pretty challenging task. The things that we have done so far have 
been very important. Every member of Parliament would have received a letter from the Heart Foundation this 
morning, congratulating everybody.  

Dr J.M. Woollard: I didn�t. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: The member for Alfred Cove has not got hers yet. Maybe it was just sent to me; I must 
have been the best one! 

Mr D.A. Templeman: You wrote it! 

Mr P.B. WATSON: Thank you. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler: Maybe the member for Alfred Cove didn�t do enough to organise antismoking.  

Mr P.B. WATSON: The member for Kalgoorlie has always said that I have a big heart. He probably justified 
that in his last comment.  

The member for Alfred Cove has a real passion for antismoking. Her passion flowed on to the other members of 
the committee. We heard about children being in cars with someone who is smoking. The smoke blows around 
and gets on their clothes so that even when they get out of the car, they carry that cigarette smoke around. Our 
current inquiry is into foetal alcohol syndrome. The community and the government could save so much money 
by carrying out screening for this. I was on the committee when it carried out an inquiry into screening. It started 
before I became a member. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: All the work was done in the previous Parliament.  

Mr P.B. WATSON: I just said that it started previously. I am sorry to wake up the member for Bassendean. 

We should look at the sort of money that we put into health. I am a great advocate of being healthy. The Minister 
for Sport and Recreation is also a great advocate of the fact that prevention is better than cure. I do not think we 
put enough money into prevention. More money should go into sport and recreation to educate people about 
health. One of my family members was bulimic. She has recovered and gone on with her life. A lot of people do 
not. When I spoke to her, we discussed the fact that we do not educate young girls or young people about health. 
We teach them about everything else at school but we do not educate them about health. If they want to lose 
weight, they should exercise and cut down on food; they do not have to starve themselves.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: You can tell you�ve got a tapeworm. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: I have a very good reply for the member for Armadale but I do not think she would like to 
hear it.  

We should be educating young people. They have so many diversions in their lives at the moment. They drift on 
to all sorts of things such as drugs and alcohol. If people�s bodies are healthy, their minds are also healthy.  

We should be putting more work into prevention. I had some great arguments with the former member for 
Fremantle while he was the Minister for Health. I said that more money should be put into sport and recreation 
and prevention. A man from the Aboriginal Health Council of Western Australia appeared before our committee 
hearing yesterday. Not enough young people are coming through our system. I am talking about not just the 
Nyoongah people in our community but also the wadjalas. We are not picking up problems at an early age. If we 
pick things up at an early age, we will save a lot of money and a lot of grief in the future. 

The committee is currently inquiring into Western Australia�s current and future hospital and community 
healthcare services. We are travelling all over the state and interstate to find out where the gaps are in our 
system. There are some tremendous people working in our health system. A lot of them are under pressure. 
There are tremendous staff at my local hospital. They are under pressure for various reasons. When we go to 
hospital, we want to be in a relaxed situation, we want staff who are happy and we want to know that they are 
getting plenty of rest and holidays and not picking up extra jobs that they should not have to do. We want to be 
looked after when we go to hospital. We are putting pressure on our health system. I know that it happened 
under the previous government but it is something we have to look at. We have to find a way to get the hospital 
system back on track.  

During our hearings for the hospital and community health inquiry we have spoken to some brilliant people. 
They are doing a tremendous job and they have some great ideas. I hope that the Minister for Health and the 
Treasurer can look at some of these issues and the recommendations made by the committee. People say that 
they do not want to put so much money into the Department of Health because it is a bottomless pit. Through 
this inquiry, we are looking at where the services are being duplicated. We need to find ways to put money into 
proper programs and put it into prevention and the screening of people when they are young. We often hear 
about the Indigenous communities up north, but there are 30 000 Aboriginal people between Jurien Bay and 
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Esperance. They are the forgotten ones. A lot of money goes up north but those 30 000 people also have the 
health symptoms of the people up north. I know it is a little different up north and I can understand that the area 
is remote. A lot of Nyoongah people in my community are upset because they live in Albany, or even Geraldton, 
and they do not get looked at as people in need. That is something that we need to look at. An Indigenous person 
living in Albany has a 22 per cent greater chance of getting diabetes.  

I would like to congratulate the tremendous committee and the tremendous staff. I know that we are doing some 
good stuff. I hope that the results of our inquiries will be taken up by the proper people in the future.  

MR M.P. WHITELY (Bassendean) [11.18 am] � by leave: I will try to be brief. I am a little concerned. I refer 
to page xi of report 3 of the Education and Health Standing Committee and the heading �Report No. 6 � Inquiry 
into the Adequacy and Appropriateness of Prevention and Treatment Services for Alcohol and Illicit Drug 
Problems in WA�. It states � 

This inquiry commenced this year following concerns raised to members of the committee from the 
general community and from members of Parliament on both sides of the House in relation to the 
problems resulting from alcohol and illicit drug problems. 

I thought the genesis of this debate was a response to private members� business 10, which is on the notice 
paper, which calls for an inquiry into the Fresh Start illicit drugs program and the use of naltrexone implants by 
Dr George O�Neil in Subiaco. I do not have an opinion on the merits or otherwise of Dr George O�Neil�s 
programs but I am aware of both sides of the debate. I have an article from The Sydney Morning Herald that 
clearly highlights both sides of the debate about Dr George O�Neil�s operations. It is dated 20 August 2007. 
Although it is a little dated, it highlights pretty clearly other comments that have been made since that date. It 
quotes former health minister Tony Abbott as describing Dr George O�Neil�s treatments as being such that they 
�could end up revolutionising the way that we treat drug addiction�. He is obviously an enthusiastic supporter of 
Dr George O�Neil�s program. The same article reports that Sydney clinical psychologist and drug counsellor 
Ross Colquhoun is furious that naltrexone was being �denigrated by the sensationalist and unsupported claims of 
George O�Neil�. I do not know whether the truth of those comments lies in one of the two extremes or 
somewhere in the middle, but I was sufficiently concerned when the matter of ongoing support for Dr George 
O�Neil was debated in Parliament earlier this year that I raised the issue in the Labor Party caucus. That was the 
genesis of the motion that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has on the notice paper that the Education and 
Health Standing Committee conduct an inquiry into the program. I am expressing my concern because I thought 
that there was an informal agreement that that was going to be the focus of the Education and Health Standing 
Committee�s inquiry. I want to stress that I do not have an opinion on this issue. Inquiries should be conducted 
when people genuinely do not know the answer, and I think this is one circumstance in which we genuinely do 
not know the answer.  

Mr P. Abetz: The issue there is that we took that on board, but we also thought that we would need to make it 
wider than just the naltrexone issue. We wanted to widen that out into all the different things that are available 
for treatment and whether they are adequate. The fact that there is so much pressure on Dr O�Neil�s clinic is 
partly due to the lack of other available services. It will definitely be included. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I am not saying that the committee�s inquiry is not worthwhile; I am saying that there is a 
need for a short, sharp inquiry into the operations of this clinic. It is a controversial issue. There are emotional 
pleas on both sides of the argument for funding or for not funding and closing the program and the clinic. It has 
been debated in the Australian Senate. Some quite complimentary things have been said in the Australian 
Parliament and some quite uncomplimentary things have been said by the Therapeutic Goods Administration 
about the quality of the manufacture of Dr George O�Neil�s implants. There needs to be a short, sharp inquiry 
into the truth of this matter, and I think that inquiry needs to be incredibly tightly focused. The motion on the 
notice paper asks that the committee make recommendations and report to the Legislative Assembly no later 
than 13 August 2009, so that deadline has obviously already passed. That highlights the point I am trying to 
make. There is, I think, still a need for a very short, sharp inquiry into the process. 

I visited Dr George O�Neil. I had done my reading beforehand on the claims, both good and bad, about his 
program. Frankly, it was impossible not to be impressed by the energy, enthusiasm and support being offered by 
the people who are part of the treatment program. One particular recovering heroin addict spoke to me at the 
time and pleaded with me to support Dr O�Neil�s program and to argue in this place for some extra resources for 
his program. I said that I think that what we need�Dr O�Neil at the time, I think, understood what I was saying 
and I came away from the meeting thinking that he was in agreement with me�is a short, sharp inquiry into 
what he is doing so that we can test the veracity of the claims both for and against his program. This particular 
patient said to me, �Look, you need to find money to support this program. It�s the only thing that�s ever helped 
me in my life. You�ve got to support this program; otherwise, it will cost lives.� I said to him, �What�s the other 
side of the argument for me arguing in support of the program?� I am obviously paraphrasing the conversation, 
but he said to me, �I guess you�ve got a responsibility to make sure that vulnerable people are not subjected to 
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unproven treatments.� I do not think he could have summarised it better. He got it�both sides of the argument. 
On one side, this program enjoys passionate and enormous support, but, on the other side, it is subject to severe 
criticism. There is a duty somewhere for somebody to look at the veracity of the claims on both sides. 

Dr J.M. Woollard: As you have said, seven months ago there was a lot of publicity and concern in relation to 
that program, but you are also fully aware that at the same time there was a lot of media attention on the 
problems of alcohol within the community. That is why the review focuses on both alcohol and illicit drugs. 
Page 12 of the report states that this will be a major inquiry and the committee may present a series of reports 
related to this inquiry next year. I think next week, when we go to Sydney, we will hear from people particularly 
in relation to the naltrexone issue. I wanted to assure you that the issue has not been lost; it is still there. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Member for Alfred Cove, I am actually not assured by those comments. I know how 
parliamentary inquiries work. I have been involved in lots of them. My committee work has been my major 
contribution during my entire time in Parliament. An issue such as this requires detailed analysis. It requires 
members to actually delve beneath the quality of evidence that is presented to it. It requires someone to delve 
into the science of it. It requires detailed analysis by research staff, and, frankly, I do not think the staff or the 
members of the Education and Health Standing Committee have the energy or the time resources at this stage. 

I was the genesis of this item appearing as private member�s business � notice of motion 10; I was behind that 
notice. The intention of the proposed motion was to have a short, sharp inquiry that would report by 17 August, 
which, from memory, was the date we determined. According to the motion, it was to examine � 

(a) the merits of the program and progress towards the registration of naltrexone implants with the 
Therapeutic Goods Administration and other trials of naltrexone implants in Australia � 

(b) the efficacy and safety of the program; 

(c) the appropriate level and type of government support that should be provided to the 
program; � 

It was to be a very narrow inquiry with a very short time frame. I do not think it is being done by the committee. 
It is not a criticism of the inquiry that the committee is doing; it is certainly a necessary inquiry. But I am 
concerned that this is an important issue that seems to have fallen through the cracks. Somewhere in this 
Parliament, this work needs to be done. 

Mr P. Abetz: The technical details of whether or not it is an appropriate treatment ultimately is beyond the 
expertise of our committee, and that is why the government has made funding available for Dr O�Neil to have 
staff to help him put it through the TGA process, which will then put it through the proper process. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: The member for Southern River has caused me to run over time.  

FIRST HOME OWNER GRANT AMENDMENT BILL 2009 
Council�s Amendments 

Amendments made by the Council now considered. 

Consideration in Detail 

The amendments made by the Council were as follows � 

No 1 

Page 5, after line 7 � To insert �  

(4A) A class 6 eligible transaction is an eligible transaction the commencement date of 
which is not before 1 October 2009 and not after the cut-off date that is a contract for 
the purchase of an established home. 

(4B) A class 7 eligible transaction is an eligible transaction the commencement date of 
which is not before 1 October 2009 and not after the cut-off date that is �  

(a) a contract for the purchase of a new home or a substantially renovated home; 
or 

(b) a comprehensive home building contract for a new home if �  
(i) the building work begins within 26 weeks after the commencement 

date; and 
(ii) the contract provides to the effect that the building work must be 

completed within 18 months after it begins or, if the contract does not 
provide for a completion date for the building work, it is completed 
within 18 months after it begins;  
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or 

(c) the building of a new home by an owner builder if the eligible transaction is 
completed before the relevant date. 

No 2 

Page 13, lines 1 to 4 � To delete the lines and insert �  

(b) in relation to a home north of the 26th parallel of South Latitude, $1 000 000, 

except that the regulations may prescribe another amount as the cap amount for the purposes of 
paragraph (a) or (b). 

[Quorum formed.] 

Leave granted for the amendments to be considered together. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I move � 

That the amendments made by the Council be agreed to. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I think at this point it would be usual for the relevant minister to come to the table so that 
we have a proper debate on the amendments. We have a few questions that we want to ask on the amendments. I 
am just wondering what process the Treasurer is adopting.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): I believe the Treasurer can do it from his seat if he wishes. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: If he wishes to; it is up to him. He appears to be slightly discombobulated by the events 
that have occurred around him.  

Mr P.B. Watson: He has the Minister for Police advising him! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: A minister knows he has trouble when the Minister for Police is his adviser on a piece of 
legislation.  

I think the upper house amendments relate to the fact that consequent to our passing of the original bill through 
this house or consequent to the drafting of the original legislation, some changes were made at a federal level 
that extended the inflated amount of money that was being provided for first home owner grants. The change in 
dates contained within these amendments might relate to that inflated amount provided by the commonwealth. 
Of course, this legislation is administering commonwealth grants, which are not state money. It is a scheme run 
by the state that administers commonwealth money and provides money to people who are purchasing their first 
house. The legislation is quite technical and I was therefore going to ask the Treasurer why, for a class 6 eligible 
transaction, the commencement date is moved to 1 October 2009, and what that will mean for the eligibility of a 
first home buyer vis-à-vis what we passed through the house some months ago.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I understand that it is not just a message but that amendments will be moved by the 
Treasurer. The Treasurer�s advisers briefed me yesterday on this matter. The Treasurer is listening very intently. 
I am feeling desperately under pressure because I expect the Treasurer to know more than I do. I understood that 
we need to amend the message to take account of matters relating to section 46 of the Constitution Act, which 
provides that legislation dealing with money matters cannot begin in the other house. I think the Treasurer is 
looking for somebody. Based on the briefing that the opposition was given yesterday, I do not think that anybody 
has a particular problem with any of the amendments, but I do not think the Treasurer should expect us just to 
wave them through. They are quite extensive and technical in nature. I would expect the Treasurer to be able to 
provide an explanation for us so that readers of Hansard can see why we are doing what we are doing, rather 
than simply saying that the issue should be agreed to. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We can spend some time discussing this because there must be some parts that the 
Treasurer can answer without the assistance of his advisers. In particular, there was some extensive debate in this 
house prior to this legislation going through some months ago. The opposition moved an amendment to the 
original legislation to allow the cap to be increased to $1 million for houses north of the twenty-sixth parallel, 
which I am pleased to say the government agreed with. It is probably the only amendment moved by the 
opposition during the year in office of this government that the government has agreed to. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: You will recall that I acknowledged that it was a good amendment. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is imprinted on my memory that the Treasurer did that. However, the upper house has 
amended the amendment. I am unsure why upper house members have amended the amendment and how they 
have amended the amendment, and the reasoning behind it. I assume that the Treasurer would be au fait with 
that, considering the extent of the debate, and that he might be able to answer questions on that so that we can 
get to the bottom of why the upper house amended our amendment.  
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: May I just make a suggestion? The opposition said to me a few moments ago that it was 
happy to bring this business on because it was virtually ready to deal with it, and there was some delay with the 
message from the Council on the hoon legislation amendments. I agreed to that, but, unfortunately, I was not 
aware that the Treasurer has some amendments. Therefore, if members opposite want to make comments on and 
share their concerns about these amendments from the Legislative Council, I urge them to do it. That will give 
the Treasurer an opportunity to come back with his advisers at a later stage of this day�s sitting and be able to 
respond to any of those comments. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: To ensure bipartisan support for the house to continue to function appropriately, I am 
very pleased to make some remarks on the message from the other place about the First Home Owner Grant 
Amendment Bill 2009, which was returned with amendments. Amendment (4B) states � 

A class 7 eligible transaction is an eligible transaction the commencement date of which is not before 1 
October 2009 and not after the cut-off date � 

(a) a contract for the purchase of a new home or a substantially renovated home � 

Definitions always interest me. The member for Rockingham, as former Minister for Racing and Gaming, 
introduced legislation relating to small bars, and I note that the now Minister for Racing and Gaming swallowed 
his pride in a media article a few weeks back and stated that he had been concerned about the changes to the 
small bar legislation and that he had expressed some concern about those at the time. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: I did not say I swallowed my pride; I said I had some trepidation about them, and I was very 
pleased that it did not turn out that way.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: That is right. The Labor Party was lobbied very heavily by the Australian Hotels 
Association and others about those changes to the law, but as it has come to pass, there has been a renaissance of 
small bars.  

Madam Acting Speaker may be very puzzled as to where I am going with this, and so am I! My contribution 
relates to the word �substantially� in the amendment. It used to be that if a person attended licensed premises, he 
or she had to have a substantial meal. I remember there was a definition of what comprised a substantial meal. I 
remember there was always a debate about whether a bowl of chips actually comprised a substantial meal; yes, it 
does if it has got a dollop of sour cream and chilli added to it! 

I will return to the amendment, which includes the words �substantially renovated�. I am not sure there is a 
definition of what constitutes a substantial renovation. Is it an alteration to 50 per cent of the house, 25 per cent 
of the house or 30 per cent of the house? I am interested to hear the Treasurer�s response about what is 
considered to be a substantial renovation, just as a substantial meal in licensed premises had to be defined. Some 
would say I am making a meal of this contribution!  

Mr R.F. Johnson: But it�s the way the meal is presented! 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Quite likely! I am interested in the Treasurer�s response to my very, very important 
query when he has an opportunity to rise! 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr R.F. Johnson (Leader of the House).  

ROAD TRAFFIC AMENDMENT (HOONS) BILL 2009 
Council�s Amendments 

Amendments made by the Council now considered.  

Consideration in Detail 

The amendments made by the Council were as follows � 

No 1 

Page 20, lines 13 to 19 � To delete the clause. 

No 2 
Page 20, after line 12 � To insert � 

16. Section 79E replaced 
Delete section 79E and insert: 

79E. Liability for expenses of police impounding 
If a vehicle is impounded under this Subdivision and a person is convicted of 
the offence for which the vehicle was impounded, that person is liable to pay 
to the Commissioner an amount specified by the Commissioner as being 
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equivalent to all expenses reasonably incurred by the Commissioner in 
impounding the vehicle less � 

(a) any amount received by the Commissioner under section 80IB(1); 
and 

(b) any amount received by the Commissioner under section 
80JA(8)(b), 

in relation to impounding the vehicle. 

No 3 

Page 23, after line 11 � To insert � 

24A. Section 80JA inserted 
After section 80I insert: 

80JA. Commissioner may sell vehicle impounded under s. 79A at any time 
with consent of owner etc. 

(1) In this section � 

impounded vehicle means a vehicle that is impounded under section 79A; 

interest, in relation to a vehicle, means a legal or equitable interest, right or 
title in or to the ownership or possession of the vehicle. 

(2) If the Commissioner is satisfied that each person who has an interest in an 
impounded vehicle has, in accordance with subsection (4), consented to the 
Commissioner doing so, the Commissioner, on behalf of those persons, may 
sell or otherwise dispose of the vehicle. 

(3) The Commissioner may sell or otherwise dispose of a vehicle under 
subsection (2) � 

(a) even if the impounding period has not elapsed; and 

(b) even if the Commissioner may sell the vehicle under section 80J; 
and 

(c) whether or not a charge of an offence for which the vehicle was 
impounded has been heard or determined by a court; and 

(d) whether or not any appeal against the conviction for an offence for 
which the vehicle was impounded or confiscated has been 
concluded. 

(4) The consent of a person who has an interest in an impounded vehicle to the 
Commissioner selling or otherwise disposing of the vehicle has no effect 
unless � 

(a) the person has been informed in accordance with subsection (5); 
and 

(b) the consent is in writing and signed by the person; and 

(c) the consent is given at least 48 hours after the vehicle is impounded. 

(5) The Commissioner must ensure a person who has an interest in an 
impounded vehicle is informed � 

(a) of the effect of this Division in relation to impounding and selling 
vehicles; and 

(b) of the liabilities that this Division imposes on persons for the costs 
and expenses incurred by the Commissioner. 

(6) The Commissioner may require a person who has an interest in an 
impounded vehicle to provide information to the Commissioner for the 
purposes of this section in a statutory declaration. 

(7) If the Commissioner sells or otherwise disposes of an impounded vehicle 
under subsection (2) � 

(a) the Commissioner must release the vehicle to the buyer; and 
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(b) the buyer obtains a good title to the vehicle if the person acquires it 
in good faith and without notice of any failure to comply with this 
section in relation to the sale or disposal; and 

(c) the proceeds of the sale are to be paid in the order of priority 
provided by subsection (8). 

(8) The proceeds of the sale or disposal of a vehicle under subsection (2) are to 
be paid in the following order of priority � 

(a) for expenses incurred in selling the vehicle; 

(b) for the expenses specified by the Commissioner as being equivalent 
to all expenses reasonably incurred by the Commissioner in 
impounding the vehicle; 

(c) if the sale or disposal occurs after the impounding period ends, for 
expenses (if any) incurred in storing the vehicle after that period 
ends; 

(d) the balance � 
(i) if only one person has an interest in the vehicle, to that 

person; 
(ii) if there are 2 or more persons who each have an interest in 

the vehicle, to each such person according to the 
proportion that the value of the person�s interest bears to 
the value of the vehicle. 

(9) If an impounded vehicle is sold or otherwise disposed of under subsection 
(2) and � 

(a) no charge is laid for the offence for which the vehicle was 
impounded within 3 months after the date of the offence; or 

(b) the charge for that offence is withdrawn or dismissed for want of 
prosecution; or 

(c) the person charged with that offence is acquitted, the Commissioner 
must pay to the person or persons referred to in subsection (8)(d) in 
accordance with that paragraph an amount equal to the amounts 
paid under subsection (8)(a), (b) and (c). 

No 4 

Page 24, after line 8 � To insert � 

25A. Section 80K amended 
(1) At the beginning of section 80K insert: 

(1) If a vehicle is sold under section 80JA(2) but the proceeds of the 
sale are insufficient to pay the expenses incurred in selling it, the 
person because of whose conviction the vehicle was impounded is 
liable to pay to the Commissioner the difference between the 
amount of those expenses and the proceeds of the sale. 

(2) In section 80K delete �If � and insert: 
(2) If 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I seek leave for these amendments to be taken en bloc. 

[Leave not granted.] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I move � 

That amendment 1 made by the Council be agreed to.  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Will the minister clarify that these amendments are actually in relation to the Road Traffic 
Amendment Bill 2008, and that they implement additional measures for the sale and impoundment of vehicles as 
a consequence of that earlier legislation? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes, the member is absolutely right. I think it might be useful to provide some 
information to the house about these amendments.  
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The message before the house relates to the amendments made to the Road Traffic Amendment (Hoons) Bill 
2009�which is how it has had to be done�during the committee stage in the other place. The amendments 
relate to the sale or disposal of vehicles that have been impounded because of the commission of a suspected 
unlicensed driving offence. Members are aware that changes to the laws commenced operation on 1 July 2009. 
Since that time many vehicles have been impounded and many vehicles remain unclaimed following the end of 
the applicable 28-day impoundment period. Of the 448 vehicles that were eligible to be released on or before 
15 September 2009, 315 remained unclaimed on that date.  

The cost of impounding and storing a vehicle for 28 days is around $900. If the vehicle is not collected when the 
impoundment period ends, these costs continue to accrue until either the vehicle is eventually collected upon 
payment of the impoundment and storage costs, or it becomes an uncollected vehicle as defined in the Road 
Traffic Act 1974 and is sold or disposed of as such. It may be some considerable time before an uncollected 
vehicle can be sold or disposed of, as the charge that led to the relevant impounding must first be determined. 
The police experience since 1 July 2009 has been that in many cases the impounded vehicle is of low market 
value. The ratio of vehicles impounded that belong to the alleged offender versus a third party is about 50-50. 
Owners of some impounded vehicles, including third party owners, have indicated early on that they consider it 
uneconomical to collect the impounded vehicle and have requested the commissioner to sell or dispose of the 
vehicle.  

The proposed amendments are intended to create a framework that would enable the owner or owners of an 
impounded vehicle, as a result of a suspected unlicensed driving offence, to request and to authorise the 
commissioner to sell or dispose of the vehicle. The proposed amendments will ensure that the commissioner 
cannot accept such a request unless relevant information is first provided to owners about liability for costs under 
the division and their available options, and until a minimum of 48 hours has first elapsed since the impounding. 
Proceeds from sale and disposal are to be put towards the commissioner�s costs incurred in impounding and 
storing the vehicle and in selling or disposing of the vehicle. The vehicle will be sold at auction. Any balance of 
the proceeds is intended to be paid to the owner.  

The key purpose of the initiative is to arrest the accrual of storage costs. Where there is no intention to collect the 
vehicle, the advantage to a third party vehicle owner is, if the vehicle is sold or disposed of early on, there may 
be a balance of proceeds to be paid to the owner once the commissioner�s costs have been met. The initiative is 
to apply in the case of impoundments for suspected unlicensed driving offences only and is in response to a 
perceived desire on the part of owners of impounded vehicles, many of whom are the alleged offender. The 
amendments will have the added benefits of minimising the costs to taxpayers of enforcing this regime and of 
removing vehicles from our roads that may be unroadworthy. This proposed measure is intended merely to 
constitute one further option to deal with the issue arising from the deterrent measures of impoundments and the 
costs associated with impoundments.  

In case members are not already aware, the Commissioner of Police is empowered to release an impounded 
vehicle before the impounding period has ended if a person will suffer exceptional hardship as a result of the 
impoundment. This provision will not change. In addition, the commissioner is empowered to release, and has 
released, impounded vehicles at the end of the impoundment period without first requiring payment of the costs. 
This is at the commissioner�s discretion, and I understand the commissioner will exercise this discretion in 
circumstances in which he considers significant hardship would otherwise be suffered.  

I hope this provides some insight into the intent of the amendments. I commend the amendments to members.  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: The minister mentioned that of the 484 cars that were impounded, 315 had not been 
collected. I think the minister gave us an impoundment cost of $900 per vehicle.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Approximately.  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Is the minister able to tell members, since this legislation has been operating, what costs 
have been incurred to the police service in implementing the current regime?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It will be very difficult to give the member an actual cost because there are still so many 
vehicles outstanding. At the end of the day, the commissioner can still�even under the present legislation�put 
the debt in the hands of a debt collection agency. It is difficult to give the member a finite net result of that until 
we know whether those debts will be collected and paid. It is very difficult. I do not want to mislead the member 
or the house and give an incorrect figure, but a figure of $1 million has been suggested as a possibility, but that is 
not a finite figure by any means. If the member wishes, I can get a figure and give it to the member after this has 
gone through this chamber. If the member is interested, I promise I will get the most up-to-date figure I can for 
her.  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Having said that this is to date, we are now in mid-September, so from 1 July to mid-
September�I accept the minister is saying that is not an exact figure�additional costs have been incurred by 
the WA police service in the vicinity of $1 million; is that correct?  
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No. I do not want the member to take that as being correct. I did say that is a figure that I 
have heard rumoured about. I place no credence on that figure whatsoever. The upper house passed these 
amendments without any discussion at all; upper house members were very happy with them. In my view, the 
benefits of these amendments are two-fold, with one benefit being that they reduce the cost to the taxpayer 
through the police; that is, if the police pay, it is the taxpayer who pays the costs of vehicles that are not 
collected. It has been the experience that many owners who have low value vehicles taken away, they might be 
valued at $300 to $500, or even $50, have no intention of collecting the vehicle. This amendment will reduce the 
cost to police, and consequently the taxpayer, but it will also reduce the debt that offenders would have to pay, or 
be liable for, at the end of the day. If a vehicle is impounded for 28 days, the police at the moment cannot take 
possession of the vehicle for at least another 28 days. Therefore, through all that time, which amounts to 56 days, 
a debt is being run up by the offender. The government and I do not want to see that sort of debt being accrued. I 
am sure members opposite would not either.  

The amendment was done in good faith to try to help in two areas�firstly, to save the police and eventually the 
taxpayers this extraordinary cost; and, secondly, it also has a great benefit. We do not want to see people with a 
huge debt that they may never be able to pay. The police will go after them and they will be placed on the list of 
people who pose a bad debt risk. Those people will have a hell of a job getting finance in the future. We do not 
want to see that. But that debt will remain in place and police will go after it. That is the whole point, because it 
is not fair that the taxpayer has to pay for those people who knowingly drive without a licence�whether the 
licence was suspended by court order or not�or lose their licence through drink-driving, reckless driving, 
dangerous speeding or speeding so many times that they have gone over the number of demerit points allowed to 
be accrued over time.  

It really is a commonsense amendment. I know it may look a bit complicated. I know the member for 
Girrawheen has a law degree and I am confident that she can understand not only the legality of this amendment 
but also the social benefits to everybody�the taxpayer, the police and the offender. I am hoping that the 
opposition will agree with these amendments and allow them to go forward.  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Has a business case been completed of the predicted outcomes and revenue for the WA 
police service if these amendments are implemented?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No. A business case has not been presented to me yet. This is in response to what we have 
actually physically seen happen since 1 July, or, more importantly, from 1 August, or after the first 28 days. We 
have seen quite clearly the number of vehicles that have not been collected. Of course, as I said to members, it 
takes another 28 days for the commissioner to be able to take possession of the vehicle and sell it. We have all 
those increased costs. Anybody in this chamber would accept there must be money saved for everybody if these 
amendments go through. I am absolutely sure that the former minister would agree that this is a good set of 
amendments that we should have through as quickly as possible so that we do not run up enormous debts, often 
to people who cannot afford them, and do not increase costs to the taxpayer through the police. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: It is appropriate to speak in response to the minister�s statements. The member for 
Girrawheen and I both agree that what the minister is intending to do here is a good thing. The issue is that we 
have not had time to look at the detail of how it is going to work and get answers from the minister, other than 
the opportunity now. We appreciate the minister giving us that information. It is one thing to accept that the 
minister�s intent is very good and will save the police and taxpayers money, but, as the minister has also 
indicated, it will save the people who are responsible for the actions that brought their vehicle to be impounded; 
it will save them money as well. All of those things are great. The issue then comes to the actual provisions here 
and how effective they are going to be and why the minister is doing it in this way.  

To follow up on some of the questions asked by the member for Girrawheen, the minister has indicated that he 
will provide the member for Girrawheen with a figure that is the best available. I appreciate that, because this 
only came into effect on 1 July. As the minister has pointed out, the 28-day period would only be the end of July 
or the first day of impoundment. Of course impoundments are taking place every day and it is accumulating. 
Following that 28-day period, there is another 28 days before the police can sell the vehicle. Therefore, if we can 
short-circuit that in a way that respects the rights of the owner of the vehicle�we will talk later about how that it 
is contained in the amendments�that certainly would be a good thing. The answer that the minister gave to the 
member for Girrawheen regarding the costs indicated that he did not want to give the member a number now 
because he does not have a firm number. The comments that I have just made indicate that I understand why that 
might be difficult. However, that does not sit well with what the minister said in this place some weeks back 
when he gave a figure of how much it would cost. Perhaps the minister can explain why � 

Mr R.F. Johnson: That was an estimated future cost. I think it was over a year; I cannot remember. It would be 
impossible for me to give you a cost at the moment because there are still things happening in relation to 
particular vehicles. I cannot give you a cost. 
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I have said in my contribution so far that what the minister said makes sense. I am trying 
to get at how the minister could have given specific figures weeks ago when he made a statement to this place. 
Did they come from a different source or was the minister working on a totally different basis then? How was it 
possible to suggest that there would be an actual cost to the police if nothing was done about it, yet now the 
minister is saying that he cannot give an accurate cost? I accept that he cannot do that, but the two answers do 
not sit well together. I seek an explanation about why the minister could provide a specific amount a few weeks 
ago but now says that he cannot. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: If I made a statement earlier, and I do not doubt that I did�if the member said that I did 
then I did�I think that would have been based on not doing anything. The amendments before the house try to 
address that problem. I know that the member for Balcatta accepts that. I know that he truly believes these are 
good amendments because they service everyone. They are beneficial to the police, taxpayers and offenders. 
This is why I ask the member to please, in a bipartisan way, deal with this. This was the member�s legislation, as 
he knows. Obviously, things were not foreseen. We cannot foresee everything but since the first lot of cars have 
been impounded, we have seen the number that have been impounded and the number that have not been 
collected. When the member for Balcatta was the Minister for Police, he would have had difficulty projecting 
how many vehicles would be collected. It depends on where people are pulled up and on the value of the cars, 
which varies. Obviously, the more expensive cars are always collected but the less expensive or unroadworthy 
vehicles have not been collected, and we know why. I hope that answers the member�s question. If it does not, 
tell me now and I will try to answer it while I am on my feet. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke: I will stand up and make my point. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I hope that the opposition does not intend to filibuster over these amendments because that 
would be unreasonable. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: We want to get it right. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We will get it right. The member for Girrawheen�s colleagues in the upper house had no 
problem with these amendments. They saw the value of them to everyone who is involved with impounded 
vehicles. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: We do not want to hold up these amendments. As I said, the intention of them is excellent. 
However, there is some difficulty in understanding what the minister is trying to say. His response to the points 
that I made was to say that if he gave a figure, it was based on not doing anything but that he is now doing 
something to fix the problem, and I accept that. However, if the figure the minister gave was based on the current 
regime, he should have been able to answer the member for Girrawheen�s question. I understand that her 
question was not asking for a projection of what the cost would be over the year. Her question was about the cost 
to date�that is, under the regime without the amendments before the house. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: That would be impossible to answer. When you say �to date�, that means today�this very 
day. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: As of 15 September, which is the date the minister used. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I cannot do that. Does that make any difference? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I come back to the question I asked the minister earlier: what is the basis on which the 
minister presented figures to the house a few weeks ago about the cost? The minister gave figures based on 
doing nothing. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I believe you will find that that was an estimated figure based on what seemed to be the trend 
of the number of vehicles that would not be collected. That is the best offer I can give the member. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Is the minister not willing to do that now? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: How can I? You know I can�t. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: The point I am getting at is how can the minister have given a figure weeks ago and not 
do it now � 

Mr R.F. Johnson: It was an estimate. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: �other than if the figure the minister used a few weeks ago was plucked out of thin air 
and was very flimsy? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No. I cannot give you one now. I do not know what these vehicles will fetch at auction, so 
how can I possibly tell you what the cost will be? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: The minister did do that. He told the house what the figures were some weeks ago.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: I told you what the estimated figure was if nothing was to happen. 
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Is the minister still standing by the estimate that he gave to the house some weeks ago? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: If you oppose these amendments, I would stick by that. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: We are supporting this. We have concerns about some of the detail, but we support what 
the minister is trying to do and the amendments that were moved in the other place. The issue is that if we are to 
find out how effective it is, we want to know what the base figure is and what the projected figure is if nothing is 
done. When we support the minister doing this, we will then be able to see figures at the end of the year to show 
that it was effective and what it achieved. When we try to do these things�this supports what the minister 
said�we might find that the exact provisions can be finetuned and made even better. However, it will be 
difficult to make that assessment if we do not have a base figure for what the minister believes the current cost is 
without the amendments. We will then see how effective the amendments will be in reducing those costs. I am 
happy to take it either way. I am happy to accept what the minister has told us today, which is that it is too early 
to say and that the minister would be walking the plank, ready for someone to tip him into the water, if he made 
these assertions this early. If that is the position the minister wants to take, I will accept that. However, that is 
contrary to what the minister said in this place a few weeks ago when he gave quite explicit figures. I have not 
checked Hansard, but the minister gave an exact amount of the money involved. The minister cannot have it 
both ways. Either we accept that there is a basis for calculation, with the problems that go with it and that the 
figure the minister gave a few weeks ago has some substance, or we accept the minister�s earlier point that he 
does not have any basis for giving a figure that would have any substance at all, in which case we must assume 
that the figure the minister used a few weeks was simply plucked out of thin air. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: The figure I gave a few weeks ago was given to me by police, obviously. That was their 
estimate of the cost if we did not do something like this. Bear in mind that there are many variables. We do not 
know how many people will take advantage of this. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I have limited time. The minister can reply later. We want to get this through. I take it 
then that the minister has rethought the basis of the figures that he used a few weeks ago and is now taking the 
more conservative position that he would rather get it right and that the figures he used before might not have 
been very accurate at all and therefore it is best to not use the calculation that he used before. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I can only use information provided to me by the agencies when giving answers to these 
sorts of questions. That is what the former minister would have done when he was a minister. I have said that 
they were the estimated figures if we did not do anything. I cannot give the member a figure today of what it will 
be. Some people whose car is worth $200 tell the police the moment they are picked up by the police that the 
police can put the vehicle where the sun does not shine because the offender will not collect it. They will not pay 
$900 after 28 days. If that is their view, it is fine, but we are giving them 48 hours to seriously consider it. It is a 
cooling-off period. We could make them sign off on it immediately but that would be unreasonable. It is better to 
give them a cooling-off period. An offender has up to 28 days to make a final decision but if after 48 hours he 
has decided that he will not collect it because he does not want to run up any more debt, he can sign the vehicle 
over to the police. The offender can extinguish his right to the vehicle and it can be taken out of storage and sent 
straight to the auction yard to be sold for whatever we can get for it. If the vehicle is worth more than the cost of 
towing and impounding the vehicle to that date, the owner will get some money back. I suggest that it would not 
be a great deal because it is likely to be a car of very low value. We do not know how many people will take 
48 hours, seven days, 14 days or 21 days to make a decision about whether they want to write-off the car and 
hand it over to the police. I do not know what will be in people�s minds, so I cannot give the member a figure to 
date. We will only know that after perhaps six months of operation, when we have seen a trend. I am happy to 
share with the house in six months what the trend has been and what the costings are. The member says he 
supports this, and he wants to get it through. I want to make it quite clear to the house that unless these 
amendments are agreed to before 12.50 pm, they will hang over for another two weeks until we come back after 
the recess. That is two weeks that will be not only putting a burden on the police and the taxpayers, but also 
putting an unnecessary and unwanted burden on those offenders who will not want to see their debts rise. If these 
amendments have not gone through by 12.50 pm, I will be very disappointed, because I will not be here this 
afternoon. The member is fully aware that I have to go to Canberra, and that is why I was hoping that we would 
get a bipartisan approach to these amendments, like the bipartisan support the Liberal Party gave to the former 
minister when the original legislation was put through the Parliament. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: I have a quick question about whether these provisions will provide any relief for a 
particular constituent in Nollamara. She had her scooter impounded. I am not sure how someone can hoon on a 
scooter, but it was impounded. She was charged the same costs for towing as would have applied to a car, even 
though it is a smaller vehicle. If the scooter was then sold, and the impounding costs are the same as for a car, 
and given the value of the scooter, will she still be left with a debt? Is that what the minister was saying 
previously? 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The answer to that is that it is possible that she would be left with a debt. The storage 
costs adversely affect the offenders because they are the ones who have to bear that cost. I delved deep into my 
heart and found a conscience there, and thought that this is not really fair on the police and taxpayers who have 
to pay these extra storage costs, and it is not really fair on those offenders who can least afford to pay for 56 
days� storage, because that is the only way it can happen at the moment. It is not 28 days; if the offender is not 
going to collect the vehicle, the police cannot touch that vehicle for 56 days. This adds an enormous debt to 
those offenders. The purpose of these amendments is to try to reduce their debt as much as possible. I cannot 
answer specific cases, and it is unreasonable for the member to expect me to do so, in speaking to the 
amendments that are before the house at the moment, which are very different from what the member is saying. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: In clarifying that, is it possible for the minister to come back to me with an answer about 
whether the storage costs for a scooter would be the same as the storage costs for a car? It seems to me, that the 
minister, in digging into his conscience � 

Mr R.F. Johnson: The truthful answer is that I am not sure. I will find out, and I will come back to you and let 
you know. We have made a note and I will definitely come back to you. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: It is now clear that the current legislative regime is costing police a substantial amount of 
money. The minister is yet to provide the exact details of how much, but it is certainly in the hundreds of 
thousands or even millions of dollars. Is that correct? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I think that is what it will cost, if we don�t do anything today. I am confident that those costs 
will rise for not only the police but also the offenders. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: We have cleared that. There is no argument about that. The minister is actually accepting 
that it is costing the police at the moment. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Yes, and the taxpayers, of course, not to mention the offenders. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: The minister will recall that, in May this year, as part of the budget estimates process, it was 
revealed that $8 million would be saved by the implementation of the hoon legislation. Not only is that 
$8 million not saved, but it is now costing police. I will ask a couple of questions. Where is the money going to 
be recovered from? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: These amendments are related to unlicensed drivers, not hoons. We simply use the hoon 
legislation that went through this house and the other place as a vehicle to try to amend the Road Traffic Act as it 
applies to unlicensed drivers. The cost you are talking about has nothing to do with this legislation or this 
amendment. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: So, is it just the unlicensed drivers? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Yes. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Is the minister telling us that the $8 million is still likely to be saved through the hoon 
legislation? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Yes, I am. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: How is that going to happen? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: A business case is being put forward. It has nothing to do with the amendment before the 
house, but I am happy to cooperate and answer as best I can. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: It deals with impounding and seizing cars and storing them, so that is the same issue, is it 
not? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No, it is not. They are two different areas. What is being looked at to try to make savings 
with the hoon legislation is the idea that it may well be contracted out. We are looking at a new contract for 
towing, storing, selling and everything to do with that. That is where we see that there will be some savings. At 
the moment, the police will have to pay. If they cannot get the money, it is a burden on police, obviously, not 
only on that issue but also on this one�under both those pieces of legislation. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: As I understand it, there is one towing contract at the moment. That contractor does not 
distinguish when the police call and ask for a car to be collected and stored. That relates to both the unlicensed 
drivers and the hoons. Is that correct? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Correct. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: So the money that is to be saved will be in relation to the hoons and the unlicensed drivers, 
effectively, if the contractual arrangements are saved. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I would certainly hope that that would be the case. 
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Ms M.M. QUIRK: My understanding is that the current towing contract continues at least until the end of the 
year. Is that correct? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: It continues, I think, until about August next year. There was an automatic one-year 
extension within the existing contract. A new tender is going out in January. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Presumably, it may well be possible to reduce the $900 towing cost that is currently 
incurred. Is that correct? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I would certainly be hopeful of that, yes. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: So that would also reduce the cost to the owners, and presumably may well mean that more 
people can act to retrieve their vehicles. Is that correct? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: That is certainly the intention, and it is certainly my hope that that would be the case. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I would like some clarification on one of the loopholes in this regime. The minister will be 
aware that there was some publicity on the auction of the vehicles that were not collected a month or so ago. 
What is there to stop a driver who has had a car impounded from sending an agent in to buy the car at a rock-
bottom price, and then return it to the driver? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: They would be very foolish to do that, because they would still be chased for the original 
debt, and the vehicle would have to go over the pits again, because it becomes unregistered the moment it is 
impounded � 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Are they all unregistered once they are impounded? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No, the cars that go to auction are sold unregistered.  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: That has answered that question. Just to proceed, because I know the minister is keen to get 
this through � 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Are you sure you will not give leave for these to be taken as one question? You are going all 
over the area. I don�t have a problem with that. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I am actually going to a specific question about proposed section 79E now. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I hope I can get an answer on this fairly quickly. It follows on from the answer the 
minister just gave to the member for Girrawheen, relating to page 561 of the Budget Statements, which deals 
with the $8 million savings. The minister�s answer was less than convincing. He provided me with an answer to 
a question on notice in which he indicated that the $8 million each year will be additional revenue. That does not 
quite sit with what the minister just told the house. How is additional revenue going to be obtained out of 
confiscation under the hoon legislation? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: That question does not relate to the amendments before the house at the moment. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: It does, because of the minister�s answer. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I am sorry, but you are going all over the place. I can see your game. You want to frustrate 
this amendment. If you want to do that, that is fine. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I do not; but I want the minister to answer the question. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You will put a lot of people outside this house offside.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: The minister will have these amendments through by the time he leaves if he tries in a 
genuine way to answer the question. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I will give you some answers outside this chamber. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Why can the minister not give me the answer now? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Because it has nothing to do with the amendments before the house. If you want to frustrate 
these amendments, that is fine. I do not mind. This can come back after the recess period, but the taxpayers will 
not thank you.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister, if you answer the questions without a preamble, we might get through this 
a bit quicker.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: I told the member that I cannot answer the question.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: The government has put $24 million into the budget and the minister cannot answer the 
question.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: It does not relate to the amendments before the house. 
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE: It does. The connection is very clear. The minister said that the government would raise 
$80 million each year as a result of the hoon legislation. This bill is about saving costs because he said the hoon 
legislation is costing too much.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: This bill relates to unlicensed drivers. It is the former government�s legislation, not mine. I 
am trying to save the money that it did not allocate in the forward estimates.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: The minister said there was $8 million worth of savings in the budget, which was 
additional revenue from the hoon legislation before he even countenances what is here now. This is about trying 
to save costs. We want to know how this is built on the $8 million saving. It seems that the minister cannot tell 
us where the $8 million in savings from additional revenue will come from. It looks like the government simply 
put a shonky number into the budget to try to cover the three per cent savings. The minister is not going to 
answer the question. I do not want to hold up consideration in detail. It has clearly been put on the record that the 
minister is not able to answer where the $8 million is coming from because he has no idea whatsoever. That is 
clear from an earlier attempt to get answers out of him.  

I come back to the minister�s opening statement about amendment 1. It removes clause 16 from the bill. Clause 
16 refers to both sections 79(1) and 79A. Section 79(1) relates to impounding vehicles for racing. Section 79A 
relates to impounding vehicles for driving without a driver�s licence. All the minister�s comments related to 
impoundment for driving without a driver�s licence. He needs to clarify whether he will cover the impounding 
costs for other impounding offences such as vehicles that are racing. The proposal that he is changing actually 
contains both. Everything he said in his remarks at the start of consideration in detail was only about 
impoundment for driving without a driver�s licence. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We are talking about amendment 1. I previously gave an overview of all the amendments. 
I was not specifically talking about amendment 1. Amendment 1 is consequential upon amendment 3, which will 
introduce new section 80JA, the effect of which I have already explained. This amendment will delete clause 16 
of the bill, which was intended to amend section 79E of the Road Traffic Act 1974. The reason for the deletion 
of clause 16 is that the next amendment will insert the replacement clause 16. That is why I was hoping the 
member for Balcatta would take the amendments as one, but he was not prepared to.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Mr Acting Speaker � 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Section 80JA clearly relates only to impoundments for unlicensed drivers.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I understand that. The minister has not answered the question. When we go to amendment 
2 � 
Mr R.F. Johnson: We can�t do that at the moment.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: No, because the minister is removing it. If he is removing it, is he putting in the equivalent 
or what is being left out? Amendment 1 seeks to delete clause 16. Clause 16 covers both the impounding of a 
vehicle for racing and impounding a vehicle for driving without a driver�s licence. The minister has only 
commented on driving without a licence. When he referred to the next amendment, he mentioned proposed 
section 80JA, which relates to impounding vehicles. He will also insert section 80IB.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Section 80IB is already in the act.  
Mr J.C. KOBELKE: The point I am making is that all the minister�s comments relate to the costs of 
impounding a vehicle for driving without a licence. Will the minister also capture with these provisions the 
impounding of vehicles under other areas or only impounding for driving without a licence? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member is talking about amendment 2. It proposes to replace section 79E. It is 
consequential upon amendment 3, which will introduce new section 80JA. It will insert a replacement section 
79E in the Road Traffic Act 1974. The substance of the replacement section 79E remains the same. However, 
reference to proposed new section 80JA will now be included. This is necessary as replacement section 79E 
deals with the liability for impounding costs. It provides that a person who is convicted of an offence that gave 
rise to the impounding of a vehicle becomes liable by force of the section for the cost relating to the impounding 
minus any amounts that have already been paid. An amount may have been paid as a consequence of proposed 
section 80JA. This amendment will provide that any such amount is to be taken into consideration when the 
commissioner is calculating any outstanding impoundment and storage costs.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I am not taking issue with that. We are at cross-purposes here. The minister is not 
answering the question that I asked. He is reading out things that are correct. He is not answering the question. In 
his opening statement�maybe I misheard; the minister said a little bit that I did not hear�he only referred to the 
changes he is making to the recovery of costs and the reduction of costs for vehicles that are impounded under 
the offence of driving without a licence. It seems to me that we have that plus the other impoundment under 
section 79(1). Is that correct or is the minister making a change where he will no longer cover that particular 
impounding offence? 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Section 80JA is only about unlicensed drivers.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke: What about section 80IB?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That relates to unlicensed drivers and hoons but section 80IB relates to where the money 
is being paid in a different way. It is paid in order to secure the release of the vehicle after the impounding 
period.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke: Is the minister saying that the provisions we will end up with will cover only the costs 
associated with vehicles impounded under that offence of driving without a licence?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The new section 79E is about both.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke: So you will still cover both?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes.  

Question put and passed; the Council�s amendment agreed to. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I move � 

That amendment 2 made by the Council be agreed to.  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I refer to new section 79E. I understand that no vehicles can be sold until a conviction has 
been recorded. Is that correct?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That does not actually relate to proposed section 79E. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Yes, it does; it is the first line in the proposed section. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The substance of the proposed replacement section 79E remains the same. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Was that a yes or a no, minister? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Can the member ask the question again? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Can you confirm, minister, that no vehicle can be sold until a conviction has been recorded? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Under the proposed section, a person does not have to be convicted for the vehicle to be 
sold. If the person wants to sign off on the vehicle prior to facing court and having a conviction recorded, that 
person can do so. The purpose of the proposed section is not to ensure that there is a conviction. People will still 
have to face court for the charge of driving without a licence, and the court will deal with them in the way that 
the court deems appropriate. Obviously, a person who is picked up will know after 48 hours that he has been 
caught dead to rights and will be done because he has driven without a licence; otherwise, he would not sign off 
on the vehicle. If the person knows that he has driven without a licence because of court-imposed sanctions, he 
would want to reduce the amount of his debt. Under this proposed section, people will have the opportunity to 
sign off on their vehicle and keep the debt as minimal as possible, and they will certainly do that before they are 
convicted. In essence, to answer the member�s question, people will not have to be convicted before they can 
transfer ownership of their vehicle to the police for disposal. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: The issue of concern, I think, is evidenced by the nature of the cars that have been 
impounded over the past couple of months. Many of the drivers of these low-value cars are not financially well 
off. There may well be some pressure applied to them such as, �Mate, the meter�s ticking. You�re going to be 
incurring these costs. Just sign this away to me�, when in fact they may ultimately be acquitted of the offence. It 
seems to me that the economic pressure may have some bearing on people consenting; therefore, I do not believe 
that it would necessarily be free consent in those circumstances. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member can see that there are some built-in safeguards. Proposed section 80JA 
states in part �  

(4) The consent of a person who has an interest in an impounded vehicle to the Commissioner 
selling or otherwise disposing of the vehicle has no effect unless �  

(a) the person has been informed in accordance with subsection (5); and  

(b) the consent is in writing and signed by the person; and  

(c) the consent is given at least 48 hours after the vehicle is impounded. 

(5) The Commissioner must ensure a person who has an interest in an impounded vehicle is 
informed �  

It might be that somebody else has an interest in a vehicle, and so we want to make sure that anybody who has a 
financial interest in that vehicle is consulted and has a say in whether it is transferred to the police for disposal. 
Those safeguards have been put in place because they are necessary. I can assure the member that there will be 
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no pressure whatsoever by police to get somebody to sign away his vehicle. That is the whole point of the 48-
hour provision; that is the whole point of the cooling-off period. I will be honest with the member; I would not 
mind if somebody at the roadside said, �Stick it where the sun doesn�t shine� and the police said, �All right; you 
sign here and you�ll have towage costs but virtually no impounding costs.� But I do not think that is appropriate. 
I think that people, even if they know they are guilty of driving without a licence, should have at least 48 hours 
to consider what they want to do. I know what the member�s concern is and I accept that it is a concern. 
However, I think we have covered that with the 48-hour cooling-off period and with the other safeguards in the 
legislation. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: What is the liability if a vehicle is impounded under proposed section 79E but the 
person is not convicted of the offence? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Proposed section 79E applies only after a person is convicted. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, indeed, minister; that is why I asked the question. What is the liability if there is 
not a conviction? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am advised that if a person is not convicted, any costs that that person may have incurred 
and paid will be returned to that person. Does the member understand that? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: With respect, this goes to the question that I asked the minister when we debated the bill 
in consideration in detail about a person who is alleged to have committed an offence but who has not actually 
committed an offence. The minister has made a proposal whereby cars can be impounded in those 
circumstances. What I am getting at now is: is the minister now saying that, even though vehicles can be seized 
under the legislation, there will not be a liability under proposed section 79E for the people who have had their 
vehicles seized? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Vehicles are seized and impounded under the existing act, which is the Labor Party�s 
legislation. I am not introducing a new piece of legislation to provide for vehicles to be seized. It is the Labor 
Party�s act that provides that vehicles can be impounded. I answered the member�s question, but obviously he 
did not understand the answer. The question the member asked me was: what happens if somebody has had his 
vehicle seized and he is not convicted? I told the member what happens then. If the person is not convicted, any 
costs that that person may have incurred and paid will be paid back to that person. 

Question put and passed; the Council�s amendment agreed to. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I move �  

That amendment 3 made by the Council be agreed to. 

We have already covered this matter in previous debate, but I am sure that the member for Girrawheen will want 
to say a few words. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Proposed section 80JA is headed �Commissioner may sell vehicle impounded under s. 79A 
at any time with consent of owner etc.� Presumably, as is normal, the reference to �commissioner� will include 
his delegates. Secondly, what are the guidelines, because the proposed section states that the commissioner 
�may� sell a vehicle? Under what circumstances does the minister contemplate that the commissioner will or 
will not exercise that power to sell vehicles? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Certainly, there is the power to delegate. The commissioner himself will not sell every 
vehicle of which ownership has been transferred to him as a nominated person. The other question was in 
relation to �  

Ms M.M. Quirk: The guidelines. It is not mandatory; it is discretionary as to whether he exercises that power. 
What I want to know is: when is he going to do that and when is he not going to do that? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have faith in our commissioner and in whomever he delegates this particular job to. The 
proposed section says �may� because he may sell the vehicle. If the vehicle is of such low value that it would 
cost more money to transport it to the auction yard and all the rest of it, it may be considered that the only end 
for that vehicle is the graveyard, if I can call it that. It says �may� because the commissioner will want to be sure 
in his own mind that the owner has consented properly and that nobody else has a legal financial interest in the 
vehicle.  

Ms M.M. Quirk: Even if the Commissioner of Police assures himself of that, I am trying to work out what the 
drivers are that will exercise his discretion and whether there are any written criteria or guidelines for that 
discretion. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: At this stage no. If the commissioner is satisfied, he will want to do it all the time. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: I believe there should be some firm guidelines. The minister might want to look at that. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will certainly look at it, but my general statement would be that I have faith in our police 
and that they will do the right thing by the people, whether offenders or not, and that they will carry out their 
duties in the interest of the community, by which I mean taxpayers and offenders, to try to ensure that there is 
equity. 
Ms M.M. QUIRK: I commend the minister on his faith, which I think is misplaced. After all, there would not 
need to be an internal affairs unit if there were never any problems.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: I mean the Commissioner of Police and those to whom he delegates that particular job. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: The minister said earlier that before vehicles were sold inquiries were made about the 
interests of other persons. As the minister would appreciate, it is fairly labour intensive for the commissioner or 
his delegate to satisfy himself that he has the consent of all those who potentially may have an interest in a 
vehicle. Has there been any inquiry about what level of full-time equivalents would be required to administer 
this provision to make those inquiries to the satisfaction of the commissioner or his delegate, and to ensure that 
the person is informed, served with documents and so forth, and giving notice of the intention to sell? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: There will not be any extra FTEs at the moment because they are already there doing the 
job. At the moment they have to find out who the owner is and go through the normal processes. There will not 
be any more FTEs whatsoever. I hope that answers that part of the question. What was the other part? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: I think that was it.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I think that was the member�s main concern. That will not be a problem at all.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: May I follow on from the question asked by the member for Girrawheen and the response 
from the minister. Within section 80IB are provisions relating to the recouping of money through a process that 
is already set out in the act. Proposed section 80JA is bringing in a means by which the commissioner may sell 
off the impounded vehicle�it states at any time, but it means at an earlier time�with the consent of the owner 
in order to reduce the costs of the impoundment, both for the benefit of the person who is responsible for the 
vehicle and also for the police and government, because if the vehicle is just left there and the cost cannot be 
recovered, there is a problem. This is really the heart of what the minister is trying to do. We certainly strongly 
support it. However, the answer the minister gave of no more FTEs I find hard to believe.  

The changes that we made in government in the last round of amendments, which incorporated the 
impoundment, which is driving this, also changed the administrative arrangements. Initially, people could claim 
their car, not pay the money and the police would have to chase them with not necessarily a high success rate of 
getting the money back from them. We therefore changed the legislation so that people could not get a vehicle 
out of impoundment without paying the money. The point as it relates to this is that that is all done with minimal 
administration by the police, because a contract is let to a towing company and to a company that does storage, 
and they might be the same one. The contractor then has to follow the procedures laid down by the police, 
including the amounts of money charged to the person responsible for the vehicle when he comes to pick it up at 
the end of the impoundment procedure. The police have little or no administrative responsibilities, other than 
oversight or taking complaints if someone felt that the contractor was not doing it properly.  

What we have here is a totally different arrangement. I would have thought that the police would not be able to 
leave to the contractor all these items in proposed section 80JA going through nine proposed subsections. The 
minister might tell me no and that the arrangement is that this again will all be administered by the company 
with the contract for impoundment or towage and impoundment of a vehicle. The minister has said that as at 
15 September over 300 vehicles remain unclaimed. A good percentage of the people involved may wish to use 
the provisions provided in proposed section 80JA. I cannot believe that it would not require an additional 
administrative effort by the police, unless again that will be contracted out in some way, which I do not think the 
minister has said so far. I would like to get a better understanding of how proposed section 80JA, which we fully 
support, will be implemented. Again, could the minister confirm why it will not require extra resources when he 
has indicated that to date over 300 vehicles might involve this section being taken up? Quite a range of details 
must be gone through. As the minister commented earlier, the provisions do seek to protect the rights of all 
parties. The procedures that need to be gone through to do that could end up being quite cumbersome, even with 
the one provision where the police must get people to give evidence in a statutory declaration. That is a paper 
chase. It is for a good purpose and it should be there, but the minister is telling us that that can be done without 
any further resources for its administration, and I find that hard to believe. I would like to see if the minister can 
convince me of that. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am sure I can convince the member for Balcatta because he is easily convincible. As the 
member is aware, at the moment contractors who do the towing and storage of the vehicles only play a 
significant role when collecting money before they hand a vehicle over to an owner, and that is after 28 days. If 
vehicles are not collected, a contractor probably rubs his hands and thinks of another day�s storage, another day�s 
storage and so on for a further 28 days. The member knows that it is only after that second lot of 28 days that the 
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police can take the vehicle. This proposed section makes it less cumbersome for the police, because it gives an 
offender the opportunity to write off a vehicle to the police at a much earlier stage.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke: I understand that and we appreciate that in the net there will be savings, which is what we 
want, and we support you. What you are not addressing is that I find it hard to believe that you will not have to 
put extra resources into administering proposed section 80JA. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I just wanted to confirm the advice that I was given previously when we were looking at 
this amendment. The advice I was given is that the police will be able to do this within their existing resources. 
There is no intention to start advertising for new people to come in. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke: I accept that. I assume there will need to be a shift of resources within the police to cover this 
if hundreds of people wish to take up the opportunity provided by proposed section 80JA.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: At the moment when vehicles are not collected there is an impost on police, so this 
proposed section will alleviate that. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke: It is a direct financial impost; it is not a human resource one of dealing with all these 
provisions. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: There is work involved in dealing with those uncollected vehicles at the moment, whether 
it be by police officers or public servants within the police.  

Question put and passed; the Council�s amendment agreed to. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I move � 

That amendment 4 made by the Council be agreed to. 

Question put and passed; the Council�s amendment agreed to. 

The Council acquainted accordingly. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): I am sure that the member for Willagee will not call out when he 
is out of his seat in the future.  

ROYAL AUSTRALIAN AIR FORCE ASSOCIATION COMPUTER GROUP 
Statement by Member for Mandurah 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [12.50 pm]: I rise to inform the Parliament about the Royal Australian 
Air Force Association computer group, formed towards the end of 1999 by RAAFA village resident John Perry. 
In early 2000 the first cohort of students from the RAAFA village commenced computer classes. These classes 
target older people who have little or no computer experience. In those days the group only had two ancient 
computers, but in 2001 the group received a Lotterywest grant to purchase six new computers. Classes were then 
extended to people outside the RAAFA village. Over time, more computers were added and a waiting list 
developed because the classes became so popular, and classes were expanded to morning and afternoon sessions 
four days a week. The third course for this year will commence next month and the 2 000th student will be taught 
basic computer use and competency through these classes. These computer courses have been so successful and 
attracted such demand because of the quality of instruction that is tailored to the needs of the students. People are 
made to feel comfortable with the technology and confidence is developed through Mr John Perry�s approach to 
teaching. It is remarkable that 2 000 seniors from Mandurah have been taught basic computer skills through 
these classes. Many local constituents have come into my office and remarked on how successful these courses 
are. These people can now use computer technology in their lives. I pay tribute to Mr John Perry and his 
volunteers and supporters for the fantastic job they have done to help so many locals become computer literate. I 
am so proud to represent and live in a community that has people such as these who are willing to make a 
positive contribution to the lives of other people. I also pay tribute to Shirley, John Perry�s wife, who has been a 
computer widow over the past 10 years. They are both wonderful people and should be very proud when the 
2 000th student is inducted into the computer classes. 

FUTURE PERTH 
Statement by Member for Scarborough 

MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough) [12.51 pm]: I recently had the pleasure of attending the annual general 
meeting of Future Perth Inc, a group of progressive professionals who are committed to advancing high-amenity 
building projects in the Perth metropolitan area. The group proclaims itself as an antidote to the not-in-my-
backyard�nimby�crowd, and is the refreshing voice of the silent majority who want to see liveable, integrated, 
modern and vibrant activity centres. I would like to congratulate the incoming and continuing executive, headed 
by chairman Sean Morrison, vice-chair Michael Di Lazzaro, secretary Liam Gobbert, treasurer David Lane and 
committee members John van Bockxmeer, Brian Harris and Alexander Butterworth. I look forward to listening 
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to and working with members of Future Perth on plans for the redevelopment of the Scarborough Beach 
foreshore. Scarborough needs to become a vibrant activity node by providing a range of restaurants and 
entertainment and dragging the tired old pre-1980s infrastructure into the twenty-first century with some sort of 
finesse. This will make Scarborough, by virtue of its outstanding built form and amenity, a place of international 
importance for architectural and planning students of tomorrow. Scarborough requires new ideas, and I am 
confident that the progressive vision of Future Perth will provide a valuable contribution to the plans for areas 
urgently requiring redevelopment. It is an interesting time for planners in Western Australia because of the 
Northbridge Link and Perth foreshore development, and, more locally, the Stirling city centre and Scarborough 
Beach redevelopment. It gives me sound reassurance that a group such as Future Perth is around to provide 
progressive input into these exciting developments.  

QUEENS PARK PLAYGROUP, AND CANNING EARLY YEARS GROUP 
Statement by Member for Cannington 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [12.53 pm]: I was pleased to host mothers and children from Queens 
Park playgroup this morning. Playgroups are an important part of the preparation for school, and life after, for 
our kids, and also provide parents with an opportunity to interact and share their experiences. I was pleased to 
host Meredith Blair and Alessandra and Lorenzo; Narelle Beard and Mikaylah; Louise Rudeforth and Jenson; 
Charmaine Davidson and Ty and Beau; and Diane Parker and Mark. Queens Park playgroup is another example 
of people in our community working together to make the electorate of Cannington a better place to live. The 
suburbs in my electorate are full of residents who work hard to make their way in the world and are keen to have 
a better life.  
I am also pleased to note the work of the Canning Early Years Group, whose work I am pleased to sponsor. 
CEYG works to help parents during those key early years of life to ensure that kids get the very best start in life. 
I was pleased to be involved in CEYG�s �Thanks Dad! PhotoVoice Competition�, and I congratulate Sri Bell, 
Nigel Strommen and Anika Puchalski for their winning photos. The people�s choice category winners were 
Mark Warlow and Sri Bell. The Voters Prize winner was Rueben May. The winners of the photo competition 
were announced on a busy Saturday morning at Westfield Carousel, and I must say how hard it was to find a car 
parking bay that morning because the centre was full, as usual. I would also like to congratulate Va Bola and 
Supun Punchinewa from CEYG. 

GREENWOOD PRIMARY SCHOOL � CROSSWALK ATTENDANTS 
Statement by Member for Kingsley 

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley) [12.54 pm]: A big step was taken for the children of Greenwood Primary 
School recently when, for the first time, they were able to cross busy Cockman Road in Greenwood with the 
assistance of permanent crosswalk attendants. Comprehensive training was undertaken, through funding support 
from the Department of Education and Training, for one permanent and four volunteer attendants who put their 
skills into action at the crossing. I am very pleased to have supported the principal, Ian Herbert, and his 
dedicated staff, parents and volunteers. They worked tremendously hard for many months on this project, 
sourcing the right person for this position and ensuring that there are appropriate back-up personnel. Nineteen-
year-old Roschell Watkin is shouldering a great responsibility, having been appointed as the permanent 
attendant. Roschell will be well supported by volunteer parents David Bertolini, Kathy Crawford, Narelle 
Stephenson and in fact the principal, Ian Herbert. These volunteers have stepped up to serve their local 
community and were crucial in the school obtaining a permanently manned safe crossing. In fact, it could not 
proceed unless there were sufficient volunteers. It is another example of local people contributing their time and 
expertise to improve an area of concern in their area. This initiative will reassure many parents by ensuring the 
safety of their children as they travel to and from school across Cockman Road. More children will now walk to 
school; hence adding to their daily physical activity. This is a pleasing outcome for Greenwood Primary School 
principal, Ian Herbert, who has worked tirelessly to establish this program for his school community. 

STRATTERA � FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 
Statement by Member for Bassendean 

MR M.P. WHITELY (Bassendean) [12.56 pm]: On 13 November 2008 I wrote to the commonwealth 
Department of Health and Ageing to make a freedom of information request for all documents provided to the 
Pharmaceutical Benefits Advisory Committee in its determination that Strattera should be placed on the 
Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme. In mid-2007, Strattera was placed on the PBS at a cost of $101.2 million over 
four years. My request was met with a response of limited information. Most documents were not provided to 
me; those documents that were provided were heavily blacked out. I requested an internal review and got no 
further documents. Since then, I have appealed to the Administrative Appeals Tribunal. The response from the 
Department of Health and Ageing was that I should have been provided with no documents in the first place. 
Since Strattera came onto the market in 2004, there have been 61 voluntary reports of severe adverse reactions, 
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including 25 instances of suicidal ideation. This is only the tip of the iceberg. Because of the voluntary nature of 
the reporting system, only a tiny fraction�an estimated two per cent for GPs�of adverse events are reported. 
This information should be publicly available. The beneficiary of the $101.2 million sponsorship, which is 
funded by the taxpayer, is Eli Lilly. Eli Lilly, the manufacturer of Strattera, fought my FOI request every step of 
the way. The company is happy to take the money; therefore, it should be happy to have the documents that it 
relied on to get its product approved for taxpayers� subsidies open to full public scrutiny. I should not have to 
spend over a year dealing with an FOI request. 

DUCHENNE MUSCULAR DYSTROPHY RESEARCH �  
PROFESSOR STEVE WILTON AND PROFESSOR SUE FLETCHER 

Statement by Member for Nedlands 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands � Parliamentary Secretary) [12.58 pm]: Duchenne muscular dystrophy�
DMD�is the most common of the muscular dystrophies. DMD is a genetic and degenerative muscle-wasting 
disease that affects boys. It is caused by the absence of a protein called dystrophin, which helps repair the 
voluntary muscle cells. DMD eventually affects all muscles, including the muscles that control breathing and the 
heart. It is diagnosed in early childhood. Survival is rare beyond the age of the late twenties. Professors Steve 
Wilton and Sue Fletcher, through their ground-breaking research at the Australian Neuromuscular Research 
Institute�ANRI�are paving the way for the rest of the world to help find a cure for this debilitating condition. 
The work of Professors Wilton and Fletcher has been developed in Perth and is supported by the Muscular 
Dystrophy Association of Western Australia. The research has led Professors Wilton and Fletcher to develop a 
new treatment that has the potential to benefit a significant proportion of boys with DMD. The treatment 
involves the intramuscular injection of an antisense molecule, which is a safe and effective way for the body to 
restore dystrophin production. The Lancet Neurology, which is the leading neurology journal in the world, 
published a proof-of-concept study on 26 August this year showing how the research carried out at the ANRI has 
contributed to the potential to lessen the impact of DMD on a patient�s life. This research is groundbreaking and 
will impact on the lives of thousands of boys and their families all over the world. It demonstrates how Western 
Australian researchers are leading the world in scientific endeavours. I congratulate Professors Steve Wilton and 
Sue Fletcher, the team at the ANRI and the Muscular Dystrophy Association of Western Australia for their 
continued support in making WA a scientific leader in research and development.  

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

ANNUAL REPORT ON STATE FINANCES 2008-09 � GOVERNMENT EXPENSE GROWTH 

769. Mr B.S. WYATT to the Treasurer: 
I refer to the 2008-09 �Annual Report on State Finances� released today, which shows record general 
government expense growth of 13.5 per cent. That is nearly double the long-run average of 6.8 per cent, and a 
near doubling in total public sector net debt from $3.6 billion to $6.8 billion�the largest single increase since 
accounts were kept in this form.  

(1) Does this not show that the Treasurer�s grand plan for a three per cent efficiency dividend, the FTE 
ceiling, the wages policy and the economic audit have failed to contain expense growth?  

(2) What other grant plans, which may actually succeed, does the Treasurer have to contain expense growth 
into the future?  

(3) Is the Treasurer confident that his forecast expense growth for 2009-10 of 6.6 per cent will be met?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:  

(1)-(3) Yes, we handed down the �Annual Report on State Finances� today. Although I will deal with each of 
the questions that the member for Victoria Park raised, one of the things that the member neglected to 
point out was that this government handed down a budget surplus of $318 million. That is the largest 
budget surplus of any state in Australia.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: It is a bit of a turnaround on $2.6 billion, isn�t it?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It is a good outcome. It is a great outcome for Western Australia and for the government, 
and it has required a lot of hard work.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am happy to answer the question. I wish I had blown my graph up, because I could have 
shown members how Western Australia�s budget surplus of $318 million compares with the other states. What 
happened in Queensland? It was minus $574 million. In South Australia, it was minus $265 million; and in 



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 24 September 2009] 7701 

 

Victoria, $163 million. In New South Wales, it was minus $1.3 billion! Western Australia is $318 million in 
surplus. It is a good outcome. The member�s question is good.  

Mr M.P. Murray: Landfill�300 per cent!  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That was not even in this year, which shows how up to date the member for Collie-
Preston is! The member is on the treadmill, but it is going in reverse! If we want the member to go forward, we 
will have to get a stick with a lamington on it and then he will be galloping along!  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I note that some people may be looking for an early mark to leave today. I will not be giving 
any early marks. I suggest to the member for Collie-Preston that there are other opportunities in this place to 
make his thoughts or questions known. I would prefer that he stop interjecting for a while.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will deal with debt first, which the member for Victoria said was the highest debt since 
records in this form were kept. The facts are that the actual debt recorded in the 2008-09 financial year of 
$6.7 billion is significantly less than the debt that the former government budgeted for in this year at the time last 
year�s budget was handed down. Therefore, debt is actually lower. I do not see what is wrong with that. We have 
taken a few tough decisions and we kept debt lower than what members opposite wanted. Is that a negative? It is 
a big tick! The surplus is up; big tick! Debt is down; big tick!  

The next question related to expenses. The member for Victoria Park is right: expense growth is unsustainable. 
We have to do something about it, and we will.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: There are some issues embedded in the budget from last year. The last Labor government 
budget estimated a seven per cent rise in expenses. The member is right; expenses grew by 13.2 per cent.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The member for Willagee is right; it is too high. One of the reasons it is high is that we 
embedded our election commitments into that expense profile. A party does not get elected, come into power and 
not implement its election commitments. That is one of the factors. Those policy decisions of government was 
one of the factors that drove up expenditure.  

Let me ask the member for Victoria Park some questions. I will share these questions with members opposite 
because they may have forgotten them. Would members opposite cut the seniors� cost of living rebate, 
$25 million, in the budget? Would they cut the country age pension fuel card? Would they cut seniors� free 
public transport?  

Mr E.S. Ripper interjected.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The former Treasurer knows as well as I do that Roe stage 8 is a capital project. It is not 
one of the factors that impact on the deficit or surplus. How quickly we forget! 

Would members opposite cut the extra funding that the government allocated to the Royal Flying Doctor 
Service, to the patient assisted travel scheme, or to the state suicide prevention strategy? The answer is no!  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: The member for Victoria Park has asked a question, and I allow some leniency with 
interjections to the member who asks the question. People in this place know that. But if members insist on 
interjecting and yelling out during the answer to any question, it is not appropriate.  

Treasurer, I ask you to move towards the end of your remarks.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will conclude with this summary. A surplus has been delivered in Western Australia, 
despite the fact that in most other Australian jurisdictions the surplus has evaporated. Debt is lower than 
members opposite had anticipated when they handed down their last budget. The government has funded a 
whole range of programs that, funnily enough, require the government to spend money. These are the programs 
upon which we were elected and programs that are having a real and meaningful impact on the quality of life of 
citizens the length and breadth of Western Australia.  

ANNUAL REPORT ON STATE FINANCES 2008-09 � GOVERNMENT EXPENSE GROWTH 

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

I have a supplementary question. In light of the fact that the Treasurer is so proud of his surplus, why has he hit 
the average householder with his backdoor tax of $1 000 extra each year? 
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:  
Here is how it is! I will read the document for 2008-09. The charges to which the member for Victoria Park is 
referring come into effect in 2009-10 and in subsequent years. They are not related to this fantastic outcome. I 
am glad he got to ask the question. I know the member is envious because this government has turned in a great 
performance for the state: a $300 million-plus surplus at a time when surpluses around the country and the globe 
have diminished. We have done it! The problem is that members opposite have nothing to talk about because it 
is more good news.  

JUSTICE SYSTEM� GOVERNMENT INITIATIVES 

771. Mrs L.M. HARVEY to the Attorney General:  
Before I ask my question can I � 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Order! Members, in this place there has generally been, I think, a marvellous tradition of not 
conducting loud conversations while another person is on his or her feet asking a question. I formally call for the 
first time the member for Victoria Park and the Leader of the Opposition. Member for Scarborough, can you 
start your question from the beginning, please.  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I acknowledge first, if I may, those people from the Jump Aboard With Stirling program 
from the City of Stirling, and Councillors Rod Willox and Elizabeth Re, also from the City of Stirling, who are 
in the gallery today.  

My question to the Attorney General is: obviously the big difference between the Liberal-National government 
and the previous Labor government is our tough stance on law and order.  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Order!  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Can the Attorney General please inform the house of the initiatives the Liberal-National 
government has put in place in the past year to make an impact on the status of law and order and restore the 
public�s faith in the justice system in Western Australia?  

Mr C.C. PORTER replied: 
I thank the member for her question. 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Order! Take a seat, Attorney General. Some people in this place are obviously not anxious for 
more questions to be asked. I want to hear more questions. The member for Mandurah might desist from 
interjecting, likewise the member for Albany.  

Mr C.C. PORTER: I recognise students from Ashdale Secondary College, who are in the gallery today, and I 
understand that school will be one of the first independent public schools.  

After one year in government there have been a number of significant achievements. It is somewhat trite to talk 
about the $656 million that has been put aside for prison infrastructure to fund new prisons in Kalgoorlie and 
Derby, the development of Acacia and work camps in Wyndham, the wheatbelt and Warburton. For the first 
time, those facilities will modernise our prison system so that Indigenous people can be incarcerated close to 
their homes, to be properly skilled, to be given programs and to be repatriated into their communities in a way 
we consider is likely to decrease rates of re-offending. In fact, on Tuesday I think it was, I spoke at some length 
about the way in which Indigenous programs delivered in prisons had decreased from 228 in 2000-01 to 17 in 
2007-08, and our program delivery had increased by 45 per cent. The increase in program delivery for 
Indigenous people is 61 per cent over the previous year; individual participation in programs, 123 per cent; in 
addictions programs and violence programs, 123 per cent; and in sex offending programs, 485 per cent.  

One of the very important matters, other than program delivery, that struck me upon coming into government 
and an area in which we have achieved a great deal, is the compliance rate for community work. In January this 
year the compliance rate�that is to say the number of people scheduled to turn up at a work party to do 
community work to pay their debt to society�was 24 per cent. In the nine months to today�s date it has gone up 
to 50 per cent. That is very important. I do not usually descend to anecdotal information, but I have caught the 
disease. I will tell one very short story about a trip to South Hedland during which we visited the community 
corrections office. At that stage I was very concerned that community work was not being achieved. I asked to 
go out and see a work party where people were turning up for community work. About 10 people were supposed 
to turn up to a work party. I turned up and there was the community corrections employee ready to supervise the 
work party. He was doing a good job. I looked around and asked: where are all the people who have turned up 
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for community work? One government employee was supervising one person who had turned up to do 
community work. Can members imagine what the community�s level of confidence is in community work when 
only one person turns up to a work party? I wondered myself, but now at least half the people turn up to their 
work parties. There is $2.5 million worth of community work being completed. Earlier this week, the Minister 
for Police eloquently outlined legislative achievements.  

I will close by talking about the achievement of getting rid of the disastrous truth-in-sentencing laws brought in 
by the opposition in 2003. I will do that by referring to the summing up of the sentencing judge in the matter of 
Bropho, who was in court charged with unspeakable offences committed against an 11-year-old girl. The District 
Court Judge said that with a maximum penalty of 20 years, he thought a sentence of 10 years� imprisonment as 
the starting point of a sentence properly reflected the nature of Mr Bropho�s offending behaviour. He said that it 
was a matter of considerable regret to him that he was bound by law to reduce that sentence by one-third on 
account of the so-called truth-in-sentencing amendments to the Sentencing Act, by which the Parliament of this 
state had made a mockery of every maximum penalty in the state. He said that people should understand that 
judges are required to reduce every penalty they fix upon as being appropriate to an accused person as being the 
sentence they would have imposed prior to the passing of the so-called truth-in-sentencing amendments.  

That may not have been the then Labor government�s intention when it introduced that legislation. But the effect 
it had of destroying community confidence in our courts was known very early.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: It replaced administrative inaction, and you know it.  

Mr C.C. PORTER: It made a mockery of every maximum penalty in the state. I think I have said earlier in this 
house that 100 000-plus offenders move through our criminal justice system. That means thousands and 
thousands of victims and individual citizens who were watching sentencing got to hear things like that. We came 
to government and that situation has been repaired.  

LOCAL GOVERNMENT � FORCED AMALGAMATIONS 

772. Mr P. PAPALIA to the Minister for Local Government:  

I refer to the Premier�s stated objective of forcing at least 40 local governments to amalgamate, and last 
weekend�s media reports that the cost of amalgamation in Queensland was $200 million. 

(1) Will the reduction in the number of councils to fewer than 100 be achieved by the October 2011 council 
elections, as stated on the minister�s departmental website?  

(2) How much does the minister anticipate the amalgamation of 40 councils will cost?  

(3) Where will the money for the amalgamations come from?  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI replied: 

I thank the member for his question.  

(1)-(3) For the first time in the history of Western Australia this Liberal-National government has embarked on 
significant reform in the local government sector. I am very encouraged by the feedback I have had 
from local government. I am very confident that by 30 September this year all 139 councils will have 
submitted their reform submissions to me. We have seen the reports from councils that have agreed to 
amalgamate. I am very confident that there are many more submissions from councils to come. A 
reform agenda has been embarked on in this state.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Answer the question.  

The SPEAKER: Order!  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: As part of the reform, I have asked local governments to indicate to me what they 
consider to be the cost of reform to them. I anticipate that information will come to me with their reform 
submissions. I have no doubt that significant gains will be made in the reform of local government in this state.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Answer the question.  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I am answering the question.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: For the first time, this Liberal-National government has had the intestinal fortitude to 
try to reform the local government sector. What did members opposite do in eight years?  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Order!  
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Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I say to the member for Collie-Preston, who is waving around that bit of paper, the train 
left Perth railway station many, many months ago and it is about 100 metres out of Sydney station. Do members 
know what? Some people are still standing on the platform wondering where people are and what the hell is 
going on. We have embarked on the reform agenda. I have asked local governments to indicate the cost of 
reform, and I will present a report to cabinet. I have already written to the Treasurer identifying the fact that 
there will be some costs associated with reform and that is what will happen.  

LOCAL GOVERNMENT � FORCED AMALGAMATIONS 

773. Mr P. PAPALIA to the Minister for Local Government: 

I have a supplementary question. How much will it cost and where is the money coming from? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI replied: 

Mr Speaker, I think I have just answered that. I have asked local governments to indicate, through their reform 
submissions, what they believe will be the cost of the reform. If 100 local governments or 40 local governments 
decide to amalgamate, there will be a totally different set of figures. I have asked local governments to come 
back to me and indicate what sort of costs there will be in the reform. I have already indicated that I have also 
sent a letter to the Treasurer indicating that there will be some cost implications for the next budget. 

URANIUM � GOLDFIELDS PROJECTS 

774. Mr J.J.M. BOWLER to the Premier: 

I refer the Premier to the state government�s stance on job creation and developments in the mining industry. I 
am proud to represent a part of the state which is focused on mining and which contributes a lot to the general 
wealth and prosperity of our state. Will the Premier please update the house on the progress of uranium projects 
within the goldfields, and particularly within my electorate of Kalgoorlie? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

The member for Kalgoorlie has wanted to ask that question all week, because he is well known as a strong 
advocate of mining, and particularly of the now emerging sector of the uranium mining industry. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: There have been many members of Parliament, particularly Labor members, wandering 
around Parliament this week scratching their heads and wondering what the Labor Party�s policy is on uranium. 

The father of the member for Victoria Park�a good member�was a wonderful Liberal. We live in hope that 
those Liberal genes will come out and the member for Victoria Park will follow the lead of the member for 
North West and come over here where he rightfully belongs! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member for Victoria Park clearly understands that uranium mining is a growing 
industry and that we, as the world�s leading mining economy, should be part of it. I suspect that the member 
sitting beside the member for Victoria Park should be over here too, but we do not want the member beside him. 
He can stay over there! Every government has its problems, but we do not need the member for Mindarie! I 
suspect that the member for Mindarie agrees with us too. I believe that there are a lot of other members opposite 
who realise that uranium mining is a reality. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: If the Liberal-National government could claim a mandate on any one issue, it would be 
uranium mining, only because our position was quite clear from the very beginning of the election campaign that 
we would lift Labor�s ban on uranium mining�it was absolutely clear. The Labor Party chose to campaign on 
that and, indeed, in the last two weeks of the election campaign, made it its major issue. The Labor Party stuffed 
bits of paper on uranium mining in every letterbox across the state. What did the people of Western Australia 
think about it? They did not give a hoot, because they know that we have high safety standards and high 
environmental standards. The people of Western Australia know that uranium mining is probably the most 
significant new sector of mineral development in this state. The people of Western Australia understand�they 
are not silly�that both developed and developing nations around the world are switching increasingly to nuclear 
power generation as a clean, affordable energy resource. That is what is happening. People out there are not 
fools. They watch television shows, they understand climate warming, they understand greenhouse gas 
emissions and they understand that most countries in the world are increasing their nuclear power generation. Of 
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course they accept that with Australia having the world�s largest reserves of uranium deposits, it would have 
uranium mining as part of it.  

Mr M.J. Cowper interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I do not think we want Peter Garrett either! 

Hon Martin Ferguson, the federal minister with responsibility for this issue, as recently as July this year said � 
The Australian Government � 

I remind members that it is a Labor government � 
strongly supports the expansion of uranium mining in Australia as it will bring significant economic 
benefit to Australians and play a major role in international efforts to reduce CO2 emissions. 

He has made repeated statements along those lines. I do not know what Labor members� position is because they 
are all over the place. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: It�s in our platform. It�s very clear. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: If it is very clear, I really would like to hear it at some stage. I assume the member for 
Victoria Park supports uranium mining, but at least he is sensible enough to understand that once uranium 
mining is underway, no government, including a Labor government if there happens to be one in the future, 
would ever wind it back. 

I will answer the member for Kalgoorlie�s question to bring him up-to-date. There are 43 known uranium 
deposits in Western Australia. Some 149 exploration licences have been granted, five having uranium 
specifically included in the licence grant. There are currently five companies likely to advance uranium mining 
projects in Western Australia in the near future. Those projects are BHP Billiton�s Yeelirrie project, the largest, 
with an annual production estimated at 52 000 tonnes; Cameco�s Kintyre project, 35 000 tonnes; Energy and 
Minerals Australia�s Mulga Rock project, 24 800 tonnes; Toro Energy�s Lake Way project, 10 800 tonnes; and 
Mega Uranium�s Lake Maitland project, 10 800 tonnes. Most of those projects are in the vicinity of the 
goldfields. Western Australia happens to have some of Australia�s richest uranium deposits. 

I again state, lest there be any doubt, that the Liberal-National government supports uranium mining. We will 
develop the industry in a responsible way, and if the Labor Party should ever return to power and try to close 
down the industry, it had better put into its forward estimates hundreds of millions of dollars of compensation 
funded by taxpayers, instead of using that money to fund health services, education, policing and other services 
that matter to the people of this state. 

ZYPREXA 

775. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Mental Health: 
I refer to the negative side effects of the antipsychotic drug Zyprexa, which is subject to the largest 
pharmaceutical claim in history with a payout of more than $1.4 billion to patients in the United States. 

(1) How many patients in Western Australia are estimated to be receiving Zyprexa?  

(2) Are those patients being advised about the considerable side effects of Zyprexa, including the increased 
risks of weight gain, hyperglycaemia and chronic diseases such as diabetes? 

(3) Are the patients who have been prescribed Zyprexa being followed up to determine whether they have 
suffered any of the side effects that patients in the United States have suffered�possibly as high as one-
third of patients have since developed diabetes? 

(4) Given the recent payouts in the US, is the Office of Mental Health reviewing the use of the medication; 
and, if not, will the minister commit to doing so? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS replied: 
I thank the Deputy Leader of the Opposition for the question. Thankfully, some notice has been given of this 
quite technical question. 

(1)-(4) By way of background for the house, Zyprexa, known as olanzapine, is a treatment for schizophrenia in 
Australia and throughout the world. This issue first came to light for me with the case of an unfortunate 
man who suffered from schizophrenia. There were some questions from that gentleman about the 
relationship between taking olanzapine, or Zyprexa, and the development of diabetes. I answered some 
of those questions from that gentleman, but I want to put the prescribing of this medication in a little 
perspective. 
Without treatment there is a two-fold to three-fold increase in diabetes in a patient with schizophrenia. 
There is therefore a higher incidence of diabetes with schizophrenia per se. Diabetes is a common 
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condition and can occur concurrently with schizophrenia, and there is a metabolic syndrome. I am sorry 
for the technical answer, but there are some technical aspects to this question. There is an association in 
this metabolic syndrome between weight gain, high sugar levels, high cholesterol and high blood 
pressure. However, in the case of diabetes, approximately half the cases resolve when olanzapine, or 
Zyprexa, is ceased. 

To specifically answer the member�s question, Zyprexa is prescribed by both public and private medical 
practitioners. The statistics that the member asked for are not held by the Department of Health; they 
are held and can be obtained through the commonwealth government Health Insurance Commission�s 
pharmaceutical benefits scheme, which covers all patients, both public and private, in Western 
Australia.  

As to the prescriber�s responsibility, medical practitioners, both private and public, have a responsibility 
in the benefit-risk profile. In other words, what is the benefit of taking this medication and what is the 
benefit of controlling schizophrenic illness with a medication that works versus some of the side 
effects? The benefit-risk profile applies to all medications. Practitioners balance that in consultation 
with the patient. That is good clinical practice, and that is what happens. Perhaps in some cases 
medication has been tried and found to be not effective and the result is uncontrolled schizophrenia for 
which another medication is necessary. Zyprexa is a very good medication for the control of 
schizophrenia, but it has some side effects and they are explained to the patient and the benefit-risk 
profile is balanced. It is a bit like life. That is how it works and that is what is happening in Western 
Australia.  

The member asked whether the patients who have been prescribed Zyprexa have been followed up. 
Good clinical practice in Western Australia includes monitoring the effects of all medication, including 
Zyprexa.  

ZYPREXA 

776. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Mental Health: 
I have a supplementary question. I thank the minister for that information. Why did he not provide that 
information to Mr Ormonde Waters, an unfortunate victim of this drug and its side effects, after he contacted his 
office in March, May, June and now September with no response?  

Dr G.G. JACOBS replied: 
If the no response is as follows �  

Dear Mr Waters  
ZYPREXA  
Thank you for your enquiry regarding the drug Zyprexa.  

I will read out the rest of that letter, if that is what the member would like. 

A government member: Read it. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I will read it and, as it says in the letter, it is the second letter that was sent to this gentleman. 
To continue � 

I understand that your original correspondence was forwarded to the South Metropolitan Area Health 
Service Mental Health Unit and that my office was subsequently expecting you to provide an address to 
which a response would be forwarded. 
You have raised the issue of Zyprexa and diabetes with the Department of Health � 

I was not going to mention this man�s name, but as the member for Kwinana has, I will follow suit. 

Mr R.H. Cook: No, he personally asked me to. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: To continue � 
on a number of occasions during the past several years and I reiterate the response that has been 
provided to you. 

And this is a man with whom I had not communicated! 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected.  

Dr G.G. JACOBS: That interjection demonstrates the way in which the opposition treats people with mental 
illness in Western Australia. The government is serious about it and I am serious about it. I am reading the letter 
to indicate that I did communicate with Mr Waters, even though the member said that I did not. The letter, dated 
3 July, continues �  
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•  There is a 2-3 fold increase in diabetes in schizophrenia, even when a person has not been treated 
with anti-psychotic medication. 

•  Diabetes is a common condition and could occur concurrently � 
•  Weight gain from Olanzapine can be a factor in the development of diabetes or diabetes may be 

caused by Olanzapine. 
•  Approximately half the cases of diabetes resolve when Olanzapine or other medication is ceased.  
I trust this information is of assistance to you.  
Yours sincerely 

COLLIE BASIN SALINITY � WELLINGTON DAM 

777. Mr A.J. SIMPSON to the Minister for Water:  
Given the picture on the front page of yesterday�s newspaper and the fact that eight out of 23 dams in the south 
west have reached over 100 per cent capacity, can the minister advise the house what he is doing to address 
salinity levels in the Collie Basin and utilise the Wellington Dam water resource?  

Dr G.G. JACOBS replied: 
Mr Speaker � 

The SPEAKER: Minister, take your seat. I would like members on both sides of the house to remain silent for a 
few moments. This is my normal request: members, please allow the minister to at least start his remarks.  

Dr G.G. JACOBS: Thank you, Mr Speaker.  

I thank the member for Darling Range for his question and interest in the very important resource in Western 
Australia called water. It is, indeed, a great day to be talking about the Wellington Dam, which is overflowing, as 
the member said, and it is only the fourth time in this decade that that has occurred. I will not take credit for that, 
because, as I have said previously, we have been blessed with rainfall this year. However, we did not squander 
what rainfall and increased flows we did get into our dams by putting it on our gardens and lawns during winter.  

As promised in its election commitments, this government committed $250 000 to an independent assessment of 
all projects in the upper Collie Basin that would lead to a reduction in the salinity levels of Wellington Dam. The 
rising salinity in Wellington Dam is a threat to our irrigation region, a very important viticulture and horticulture 
region in Western Australia. These projects, for which there have been over 20 expressions of interest, are being 
independently assessed by WorleyParsons, and KPMG, a large accountancy firm, is undertaking cost-benefit 
analyses. I commend the government for its actions, because in addition it implemented a pilot program for the 
Eastern Creek diversion of the first flush of the winter, which generally puts a lot of saline into Wellington Dam. 
Under this government, the Eastern Creek diversion will be expanded. The government has made a commitment 
to continue to expand that project.  

Another very good thing about the late winter rainfall, for which I do not take credit, is that the increasing flows 
into the Wellington Dam have tended to dilute the salinity levels in that dam. With both the expansion of the 
Eastern Creek diversion project and over 20 expressions of interest for projects to reduce salinity in Wellington 
Dam, the result of which I will be releasing in November when those investigations should be complete, I look 
forward to keeping the house informed about projects that can further decrease salinity in Wellington Dam. 

AGRICULTURAL INDUSTRY GROUPS � GOVERNMENT DEBT RECOVERY 

778. Mr M.P. MURRAY to the Minister for Agriculture and Food:  
I refer to the minister�s decision to blackmail the Apple and Pear Council over the $254 000 the industry � 

The SPEAKER: Member, might I suggest that you use different terminology. I will not stop you from asking 
the question, but your use of language might need to be tempered somewhat.  

Mr M.P. MURRAY: I refer to the minister�s decision to coerce the Apple and Pear Council over the $254 000 
the industry owes from the apple scab eradication program.  

Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I presume the minister wants to hear the question and I am sure he cannot because of the 
noise. I ask for there to be silence. 

The SPEAKER: The member for Rockingham has made the point that I want to make. I will allow the member 
to start the question again if he feels that members opposite did not hear him.  

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: I will start from the beginning. 
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Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I want to hear some silence from members on my right. 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: I refer to the minister�s decision to coerce the Apple and Pear Council over the $254 000 
the industry owes from the apple scab eradication program. The minister stated in a letter to the industry that he 
would not waive its debt unless it agreed to drop its attempts to be apple scab free. 

(1) Does the minister intend to coerce other industry groups in a similar manner? 

(2) Is this treatment indicative of the way he intends to deal with the agricultural industry groups?  

(3) Why is the minister content to allow a disease to spread through Western Australia that will cost the 
WA fruit industry millions of dollars? 

(4) Why has the minister decided to abandon support to this group when he waived the debt for other 
programs, such as the $681 000 for the footrot eradication program and $859 000 for the bedstraw 
eradication program?  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: The National Party loves scabs; that�s the reality! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members! 

Mr D.T. REDMAN replied: 
We are big enough to take those things on the chin! 

Mr Speaker, I start by complimenting you on your tie; you are one of the only people in the house wearing 
something that represents and supports the agricultural industry in Western Australia. If you can do something 
about wool prices, I will be eternally grateful! 

I thank the member for the question; it is a good question, centred on the debt that was built up dealing with 
apple scab. 

(1)-(4) I have met with a number of industry representatives to discuss their concerns about apple scab. With 
regard to the Apple and Pear Council�s debt, it has a mechanism in place to raise funds from its 
membership. The subtle difference between the Apple and Pear Council�s debt and the concerns about 
me waiving the debt for bedstraw and footrot eradication is the fact that the Apple and Pear Council has 
a fundraising mechanism. 

Mr M.P. Murray: You did say �subtle�? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: It is a difference; the member asked the question and I am making a comparison between 
the two circumstances. The member made the point that I was able to waive some of the debt for the control of 
bedstraw and footrot and asked why I did not do the same for apple scab. The difference is that the Apple and 
Pear Council has a fundraising mechanism in place.  

I will now go back to the other issue mentioned by the member, footrot and bedstraw. I inherited a $1.5 million 
debt, which was what the Department of Agriculture and Food had paid towards the industry�s contribution to 
the control of footrot and bedstraw. The industry had two concerns, and I inherited that circumstance. Hon Kim 
Chance put the biosecurity and agriculture management legislation through Parliament, but was lazy on the 
regulations. The regulations provide the mechanisms for the industry to raise funds to deal with these sorts of 
issues. I have fast-tracked the mechanisms. I gave the instruction in January this year and they will be in place by 
June 2010. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: That�s really fast! 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: We are talking about a bill that came into this Parliament under the watch of the previous 
government some two years ago, and those mechanisms are not yet in place. These are the steps I had to take. It 
was becoming a concern for industry people who wanted to be involved in drafting the regulations. They wanted 
to sit at the table with the government�which is what we wanted�to get these regulations in place and to 
provide the industry with funding mechanisms; yet we are sitting here with $1.5 million in retrospective debt, 
and it is creating a real problem for the negotiations. I think I took the right step in making that decision. I took a 
different stance on the issue of apple scab for the reason that there is already a funding mechanism in place. I 
have recently approved a new fee level to put to the industry, to raise funds and pay off the debt. 

Mr M.P. Murray: You�ve allowed one group to get away with it, and you�re charging another. You�re unfair. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: There are quite significant differences between the two circumstances. I inherited a 
bedstraw and footrot problem which developed during the watch of the previous government, and which the 
previous government did not deal with. 
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Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I am sure the minister does not need any help from members on either side of this place to 
answer his question. I notice that the member for Collie-Preston is interested in the minister�s answer. I would 
like other members in this place to at least allow the member to hear the answer the minister is attempting to 
give. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I will briefly summarise. The difference is that the Apple and Pear Council has a 
mechanism in place to raise funds from the industry. In the bedstraw and footrot situation, there is no mechanism 
to raise funds. The build-up of debt was becoming prohibitive and it was compromising our capacity to work 
with the industry to get the regulations in place � 

Mr E.S. Ripper interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I am fully supportive of the industry�s position to try to maintain a level of control over 
apple scab. I think I have taken the appropriate steps as the minister responsible. 

AGRICULTURAL INDUSTRY GROUPS � GOVERNMENT DEBT RECOVERY 

779. Mr M.P. MURRAY to the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
Does the minister agree that the National Party needs a spraying program to get rid of its scabs? 

Mr T.K. Waldron: I take that personally! 

Mr B.J. Grylls interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Minister for Regional Development, your interjections across the chamber are not needed. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Collie-Preston, you have had an opportunity to ask a question; you will have an 
opportunity again. Leader of the National Party, I spoke to you only 35 seconds ago. I formally call you both for 
the first time. 

CITY OF GERALDTON-GREENOUGH � MERGER PLAN 

780. Mr I.C. BLAYNEY to the Minister for Local Government: 
As the minister would be aware, the City of Geraldton-Greenough has announced it will embrace the state 
government�s much-needed local government reforms and amalgamate with the Shires of Chapman Valley and 
Mullewa. Can the minister please provide an update to the house on the government�s response to the proposed 
mergers? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI replied: 

I thank the member for Geraldton for his question. I congratulate the City of Geraldton-Greenough and the 
Shires of Chapman Valley and Mullewa on this fantastic initiative. I will reiterate the answer I gave to an earlier 
question: this is the first time in the history of Western Australia that a state government has attempted any 
meaningful reform of local government. This Liberal-National government is doing it in partnership with local 
governments. As I have said before, I am encouraged by the response.  

Mr Speaker, I recently attended a signing ceremony at Mingenew, in your electorate. The Shires of Mingenew, 
Three Springs, Morawa and Perenjori have also resolved to merge. It was a great occasion, and there are more 
mergers to come. I anticipate that by 30 September there will be merger proposals in the wheatbelt, great 
southern and south west regions. I am also encouraged by the fact that the City of Nedlands has given advice of a 
proposed merger with the Town of Claremont in what I hope will be the start of practical mergers in the 
metropolitan area. I acknowledge that the reform agenda is challenging and that some people will continue to 
oppose it. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I formally call you for the first time. You have had plenty of 
opportunities to ask questions in this place, but saying the same thing time after time will not make any 
difference. 
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Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Significant benefits and opportunities will flow across our state, and local government 
will have the capacity to better plan and deliver services on a regional basis. I applaud those councils that have 
recognised the benefits of the reform agenda. 

EDUCATION � BUDGET CUTS 

781. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Minister for Education: 
A range of budget cuts were identified and costed in the May budget, including the abolition of the It Pays to 
Learn allowance, the cutting of the $100-per-student school fee subsidy, the axing of 450 teacher assistant 
positions and the axing of 50 participation officer positions. In May the minister acknowledged that she still had 
to find $111 million in cuts. 

(1) Has the minister now identified the further $111 million in budget cuts? 

(2) What programs, services or jobs will be axed to achieve the required $41 million cut from the 2009-10 
budget? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 
I thank the member for Midland for her question. 

(1)-(2) Those cuts were indeed identified in the May budget as part of the three per cent efficiency dividend. It 
was explained at the time that we were determined that front-line services affecting children in 
classrooms would not be cut. It was a very difficult task to identify the three per cent efficiency 
dividend. We continue to work on that, and at this stage I am not able to identify further cuts in the 
budget, because we are being very careful not to affect young children. 

EDUCATION � BUDGET CUTS 

782. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Minister for Education: 
I have a supplementary question. We are three months into that financial year in which the minister has to cut 
$41 million. Will the minister table those cuts before the close of business today? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 
I think I suggested in my earlier comments that those cuts had not been identified and therefore I am not able to 
table them. 

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE REVIEW OF THE RACING AND WAGERING 
WESTERN AUSTRALIA ACTS 

Assembly�s Resolution � Council�s Concurrence 

Message from the Council received and read notifying that it had concurred with the Assembly�s resolution 
provided that the committee consist of three members of each house and that, subject to the Assembly�s 
agreement with the proviso, it had appointed as members Hon Max Trenorden, Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm and 
Hon Alyssa Hayden. 

Consideration in Detail 

Leave granted for the Council�s message to be considered in detail forthwith. 
Appointment of Members 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: I move � 

(1) That the Legislative Assembly agrees with the proviso contained in Legislative Council 
message 41 that the Joint Standing Committee on the Review of the Racing and Wagering 
Western Australia Acts consist of three members of each house. 

(2) That the members for Albany, Kalgoorlie and South Perth be appointed as the Assembly 
members of the committee. 

(3) That the Legislative Council be acquainted accordingly. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The opposition supports this motion. The original intent of the motion moved yesterday by 
the Minister for Racing and Gaming was that the composition of the Joint Standing Committee on the Review of 
the Racing and Wagering Western Australia Acts would be different. There was some negotiation between the 
Leader of the Opposition and the Minister for Racing and Gaming that came up with a certain set of 
arrangements. When that was transmitted to the upper house, we were then informed by the Leader of the House 
in the other place that the composition had to be different because there was supposed to be three members from 
the upper house and three members from this house. I am pleased that the Minister for Racing and Gaming 
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agreed to retain the two opposition members on the committee�namely, the member for Albany, who has an 
intense interest in racing in his electorate and whom I think will be an excellent country member to represent the 
interests of country racing on the committee; and Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm, who also has an interest in racing. 
I also welcome the appointment to the committee of the member for South Perth � 

The SPEAKER: Members, if there are conversations in this place that can be had outside the chamber, I would 
prefer that they are done there so that we can clearly hear what the member on his feet is saying. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I also welcome the appointment of the member for South Perth to the committee. He has a 
longstanding deep and abiding interest in racing in Western Australia, which he exercises on many occasions. He 
is someone who may not come to the examination with a completely empty set of views; he comes with a large 
number of experiences and a great body of knowledge, stretching back many decades, of the racing industry in 
Western Australia. When the member for South Perth was the opposition spokesperson for racing and gaming, I 
always found him to be a very good and valuable contributor. He helped me put a bet on at the races and all 
these things that I had to learn in the initial stages of my experience of the industry. 

I also welcome the appointment of the member for Kalgoorlie, who also is a former Minister for Racing and 
Gaming and who also has that longstanding abiding interest in racing. 

I suggest to members of the committee that a former Minister for Racing and Gaming, Hon Max Evans, as I 
understand it, made a point of visiting Chantilly outside Paris to examine the racing industry there.  

An opposition member interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I never did that; I never even got to the Melbourne Cup! I did get to the Geraldton trots, 
the Northam racetrack, the York racetrack and a few other places, but I did not get to Chantilly. However, it 
might be worthwhile visiting. 

I will say something serious about this issue. I think the establishment of Racing and Wagering Western 
Australia was a significant milestone for racing in Western Australia. When I visited other states�it was not on 
my watch; it was on the previous minister�s watch in the Gallop government�they were gobsmacked by the fact 
that Western Australia had a body that represented all the interests of racing rather than a series of feuding 
parties. Other states said that if they could only get to the stage at which Western Australia had reached, their 
racing industries would be far better off. That was particularly the case in New South Wales, where vested 
interests seem to hold incredible sway over governments of all persuasions in that state. Other states were of the 
view that the model was good and it has now been in operation for five years.  

I do not quite understand why this process requires a standing committee rather than a select committee and I 
assume there must be some reasoning behind that. I also think the model has been successful, so I come from the 
point of view of saying it has been successful but if there is some need for finetuning, I accept that might be 
something for the members of the committee to point out. I know there has been a longstanding complaint by 
members who represent country areas about the return to the industry in country areas from RWWA, and I know 
that is something that the members for Albany and Kalgoorlie particularly will take up. There might be some 
outcomes from that. From my point of view, I would not want to see the gains and benefits of what has been put 
in place thrown out on the basis of some of those issues because I think that what was established is broadly 
agreed and acknowledged by all elements of the industry now and certainly looked on with awe by the other 
states. I hope the committee adopts that stance when it looks at what has been put in place and that we do not 
return to the old days of the warring factions in the racing industry. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER: I will speak briefly on this motion. I support the motion although I question, and I do 
not know, the intent behind it. I have some level of anxiety about what drives the formation of this committee. I 
do not believe it is required by any piece of legislation. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: It is legislated. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER: In that case, that is fine. 
I want to make a few remarks. As some members of the chamber would know, I know a bit about the racing 
industry, at least from a distance. I know enough to know that the Western Australian racing industry is the best 
structured industry in Australia bar none. As the member for Rockingham said, the structure of the Western 
Australian racing industry in total�not just the thoroughbred racing industry�is the envy of the organisations in 
the other states, particularly regional areas. That is the truth. The reality of the racing industry in Western 
Australia is this: eight and a half years ago the industry in this state was on the verge of complete collapse. The 
previous conservative government had absolutely no interest whatsoever in the racing industry in Western 
Australia. There was a series of ineffective ministers who took no real interest in the industry other than the 
perks that the job carried with it. I give great credit to the first racing minister in our government, the much 
maligned Hon Nick Griffiths. I will not go into why he was maligned but it was not related to the outcomes that 
he achieved in his tenure as racing minister. Under his ministerial direction, if we like, and with the support of 
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the then Gallop government, the racing industry in Western Australia was revitalised to the point that I 
indicated�namely, that it is the envy of the racing industry nationally. It would be very, very unfortunate if we 
saw once again the rise of narrowly framed parochial interests in the component parts or the regional parts of the 
racing industry that would threaten the great gains that the industry has enjoyed since 2001.  

I pay tribute to the people who are now running the various segments of the racing industry in this state and 
advise members of the committee to listen closely to what they have to say and as closely as they will listen to 
the ever-present discordant voices that they will find around Western Australia. Committee members will always 
find people are complaining that they are not getting enough, but they might not tell committee members that 
eight years ago they were getting virtually nothing and faced close-up time. The reforms that the Western 
Australian Labor government under Geoff Gallop put in place saved their bacon. They allowed the racing 
industry to flourish in the metropolitan area. I am talking about the gallops and the trots. The trots were dead�
dead and gone�before we intervened. Country racing was dead. Country racetracks were closing. That was 
dead before we intervened. The member for Rockingham served some time as the racing minister, as did Hon 
Ljiljanna Ravlich. They all contributed greatly to the resurrection of the racing industry, which was initiated by 
Geoff Gallop, under the direction of Hon Nick Griffiths.  

We also need to have a Treasurer who is prepared to come to grips with the importance of the racing industry. 
We were lucky that we had a Treasurer who was, without doubt, the best Treasurer this state has seen for at least 
30 years�without doubt. Nobody who takes an objective view of the running of government in Western 
Australia in any sort of historic sense would challenge that assertion. Eric Ripper was the best Treasurer this 
state has had for 30 years�probably longer than that, but that is as far as my memory goes back with any degree 
of accuracy. He certainly was better than anyone who had held the reins of Treasurer in previous Labor 
governments, and certainly better than Richard Court as Treasurer.  

I urge the minister to reinstate the international racing calendar event that we committed to during the election 
campaign. That would have been a great shot in the arm for the Western Australian thoroughbred racing 
industry. It was looking forward to that event with extreme excitement. It was a major mistake for this 
government to cancel that event. That is an international racing event that would enable Western Australia to 
lock into the potential of the Asian betting market. 

I want to fire one salutary warning to the member for South Perth and the member for Kalgoorlie. They have had 
unfortunate�I mean it�experiences with the lobbyists who hang around this industry. Stay away from them 
during the deliberations of this committee. 

MR J.J.M. BOWLER: I thank the member for Willagee�not that I needed reminding�for that advice.  

I am pleased to be able to serve on this committee. In the past I have owned horses. I do not own horses now, 
and I am not a part-owner. However, I do want to declare an interest to the house, in that I am chairman of the 
Discover the Round committee in Kalgoorlie-Boulder. Although that committee does not involve itself on a day-
to-day basis with the racing and trotting meetings, it does involve itself with the various events associated with 
the round, which concluded so successfully last week.  

I concur with the member for Willagee�s comments about the recent history of the racing industry in Western 
Australia. I concur also with the member�s comments about how Racing and Wagering Western Australia has 
been a shot in the arm for the Western Australian racing, pacing and chasing codes. But, nothing ever stops 
forever, and there is nothing that cannot ever be improved upon. I just hope that the other members of this 
committee�I am sure they will�go into this inquiry with an open mind so that we can improve this industry, if 
there is improvement to be made. I look forward to being involved with the member for South Perth and the 
member for Albany and the other members of the committee. 

MR J.E. McGRATH: I am honoured that the Minister for Racing and Gaming has asked me to be a part of this 
committee. I look forward to working with the member for Kalgoorlie and the member for Albany on this 
committee. In response to the comments of the member for Willagee, one thing I have learnt about this place is 
that we never stop learning. We all go through a wide range of experiences as members of Parliament. 
Sometimes the road is harder for some than for others, but we do learn by our experiences.  

With regard to my involvement in racing, I actually became involved in racing at a very young age when I 
married the daughter of a professional horse trainer, so I guess I was hooked fairly early in life. 

Mr M. McGowan: I thought you�d been a jockey! 
Mr B.J. Grylls: But not very successful!  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: That is about the only thing I have not done in racing! I do recall that when I was a 
journalist, I wrote a story about how jockeys were trying to get the minimum weight increased, because they 
were complaining about having to diet to ride. I said in my column that when jockeys went into this game, they 
knew that one of the difficulties of the game was that they had to watch their diets, and that if we kept lifting the 
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minimum weight, we would have elephant riders. One of the members of the jockeys� fraternity wrote a letter to 
The West Australian saying that they did not take my criticism very well, considering that the column had been 
written by someone whose belly bulged over his belt!  

I have had involvement in the racing industry as a breeder, as an owner and as a hobby trainer, with varying 
success. As I said, my wife�s family is steeped in racing tradition. Racing is a great industry. I agree with the 
comments of the member for Rockingham and the member for Willagee about the formation of Racing and 
Wagering Western Australia. The industry realised that something had to be done. We had a racing industry that 
was controlled by people with vested interests. The West Australian Turf Club ran racing as the principal club, 
and it told country and provincial clubs around the state when they could race, and it set all the dates, and it ran 
the agenda. If people in the industry were suspended by the stewards who were employed by the West Australian 
Turf Club and they wanted to appeal the penalty, they had to sit before the committee of the West Australian 
Turf Club. That was not fair justice for the people in the industry. 

The member for Willagee should have no concerns about vested interests going to the committee and 
undermining the role of RWWA.  

Mr A.J. Carpenter: They will be trying. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: The racing industry has moved forward. It could never go back to the previous 
administrations. As the member for Willagee has said, other states have already followed our model, even 
though their models have not been as successful as the Western Australian model.  

The racing industry, which also takes in harness racing and greyhound racing, is a business that employs a lot of 
people. It creates a lot of revenue for the state. About $60 million a year from TAB betting alone goes into 
government coffers. That money is used to build schools and hospitals and to provide other services for the 
people of Western Australia.  

I think this will be a good inquiry. I expect it to be very far reaching, because racing people are very passionate. I 
am sure that all the stakeholders in the industry will want to make a contribution to this inquiry. I am very 
pleased that six members of this Parliament�three from the Legislative Council and three from this chamber�
will be involved in this process. I look forward to it.  

MR P.B. WATSON: I would like to congratulate the other members of the house, and the Minister for Racing 
and Gaming, for agreeing to establish this inquiry. The racing and trotting industry in the great southern and in 
the south west is a huge industry. People may sometimes be a bit city-centric and forget about country people. I 
will be going into this inquiry with a very open mind. As the minister will know, there are a lot of people in my 
region who were a bit disappointed about the way in which country people are being treated by Racing and 
Wagering Western Australia.  

I am very disappointed by the comments of the member for Willagee about my two colleagues  

Mr A.J. Carpenter: That�s why I made them. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: It is easy to sit back and make comments. I thought they were two cheap shots about two 
people who are very respected members of this Parliament. I am very disappointed by those comments. I will be 
working very closely with these two guys, and I trust them. The fact is that all the member for Rockingham and 
the member for Willagee could talk about was looking after something that they had set up with RWWA. I will 
be looking after the interests of country people through RWWA. I will be listening to everything they have to 
say. I will be listening to everything the witnesses who appear before the committee have to say. I am sure we 
will get a good even decision for RWWA. I believe RWWA has been good for racing in Western Australia. It 
has brought the racing industry in Western Australia together over a period of time. However, there are some 
little kinks that need to be taken out, and hopefully this inquiry will bring all those things together.  

Question put and passed, and a message accordingly returned to the Council.  

ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS BILL 2009 
Third Reading 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Central Wheatbelt � Minister for Regional Development) [3.10 pm]: I move � 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale) [3.10 pm]: I reaffirm the opposition�s commitment to the development 
of regional Western Australia and our understanding of the motivations behind the royalties for regions 
campaign and our acknowledgement and preparedness to support this legislation because it is a program that was 
put to the people and did get traction in the bush. We do not have any difficulty with that. We need to do some 
real thinking about this bill and the process of this legislation. We did not need to legislate to introduce royalties 
for regions. The royalties for regions scheme was introduced administratively through the normal processes of 
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government. That has already been done. We have to think: why then do we have this legislation coming before 
us? The argument that has been touted by the Minister for Regional Development is that this bill will set 
royalties for regions in stone. This is to make royalties for regions a permanent feature of the governmental 
landscape in Western Australia; a feature that will survive the National Party and the Leader of the National 
Party.  

Interestingly, it was announced this morning on ABC radio that the minister had managed to get this through the 
Parliament yesterday and that this bill had now become law and the National Party had locked in the royalties for 
regions scheme. We will not comment on the fact that that information that was given to the ABC journalist by 
the minister�s staff was totally incorrect! The more important point is that, once again, the minister is 
pretending�or, he is seeking to delude the public�that the essence of the royalties for regions program has 
been protected by this legislation.  

This legislation protects the position of Treasury. That is what this legislation does! The opposition sought to 
debate this with the minister during the very brief consideration in detail stage that we had. Unfortunately, I was 
disappointed with the approach of the minister. The minister made it very clear, right from the outset�before 
any debate had started�that he would not be entertaining any amendments. It did not matter what the arguments 
were, he was not going to entertain amendments!  

Mr M.P. Whitely: He is drunk with power.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Yes, drunk with power! It was very interesting looking at the style of debate. The 
minister had no interest in engaging in debate. The opposition did not put up a whole heap of amendments. We 
thought that we would focus on a few key issues. A few of those amendments were, in a way, talking points. We 
had sought to fill out a definition for the local country government fund as a vehicle for raising the issue of the 
need for this money to be distributed strategically; and we sought an amendment that prescribed that in the 
assessment of need some weighting would be given to those communities from which the royalties had come and 
those communities that are disadvantaged by their remoteness. We did not have an opportunity to debate those 
amendments. The minister said he was not even interested in considering those.  

Mr B.J. Grylls: It is not quite true on the local government fund; we did have engagement.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: That is true, and I acknowledge that the minister was prepared to consider that in 
the administrative stage. I will go back to the point I was making about the other amendments. Those other 
amendments were fairly basic stuff about accountability; like a requirement that, given the minister is going to 
set up all these different subfunds under royalties for regions, the allocation to each of those funds be revealed in 
the budget papers. That was so that in each year in the budget papers we would know what funds there were and 
how much money had been put into each of those funds. That is a pretty basic requirement; it is not something 
that would tie a person down with paperwork or be overly onerous, but something that would give us some idea 
of the relativities of expenditure within royalties for regions.  

Once again, I want to go to this essential point: what is the point of this legislation? We have already got 
royalties for regions; it is in place�we have the agreement, the budget allocations and the spending programs. 
The point of this legislation is supposedly to enshrine this scheme in law. We asked the minister how this bill 
provides any guarantee that there will be any additional expenditure. Each time I ask this question, because I 
want to make sure I am right, I go back to the agreement that the Leader of the National Party signed with the 
now Premier and to the documents that were released by the National Party during the campaign and this 
essential clause comes up: this project will be additional to moneys that would be in the forward estimates and 
are over and above the routine expenditure of governments in the regions. This is an incredibly important point.  

Members on this side know that we put an unprecedented emphasis on regional Western Australia and that 
already in regional Western Australia the budget amount that is spent on infrastructure and services in regional 
Western Australia, without royalties for regions, exceeds 25 per cent of the value of royalty income. It probably 
exceeds 25 per cent of total income, but it certainly exceeds 25 per cent of royalty income. Therefore, if the 
government introduces legislation to enshrine this scheme, there must be some provision that makes this 
additional to the routine expenditure of government. However, nothing in this legislation does this. The 
legislation allows this expenditure to be totally open-ended, provided, of course, that it is in the regions.  

As we have said time and again, this bill allows for any number of subfunds to be set up to receive the money 
from the 25 per cent allocation but there is absolutely nothing to stop this being used incrementally as, basically, 
the vehicle for delivering the normal services that one would expect in regional Western Australia. The 
minister�s response, when we point out that this bill does not deliver anything�it does not deliver any 
security�was that, of course, it will always be available to a government not to do it. What is the point? We 
have not been able to get the minister to be honest about the point of the legislation. He is going to misrepresent 
to the people the point of the legislation�the real nature of this bill. He is going to represent to them that he has 
guaranteed this extra 25 per cent from here to eternity. The devil is in the detail. We do not have to be incredibly 
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skilled to work out that there is no additionality at all entrenched within this legislation. All it does is guarantee a 
baseload of expenditure in country Western Australia, which is already far and away exceeded by the ordinary 
expenditure of government. There is no protection in the bill.  

The other line the minister used was that expenditure will be independently determined because a trust will be 
established. Let us look at this trust. For a start, the chief executive officer of his department, of course, who is 
subject to his direction, will be on the board. That is a very independent person! Secondly, let us look at what the 
trust�s responsibility is. Its responsibility will simply be to make a recommendation about the allocation to the 
particular subfunds. That is all the trust will do. This bill is not necessary to implement royalties to regions. It 
does not deliver royalties to regions. Most certainly, the minister should not be saying to the public that it is the 
essence of royalties to regions. As I said, the essence of royalties to regions is additionality. No additionality is 
enshrined in any way, shape or form in this bill.  

I must say that I was very disappointed in the minister. I will contrast his approach to that of a number of other 
ministers, even the Minister for Water and for Mental Health makes a genuine effort to answer questions. We 
saw an extraordinary degree of arrogance when we sought explanations on some of these provisions and a 
flippant, �You would have to have someone there from Treasury.� We would have to have someone there from 
Treasury because he cannot answer the questions. There was no interest in briefing himself, no interest in 
actually coming to terms with how this legislation will work and the practical logistics of it. We asked some 
genuine questions. We do not object to his provision that the fund should be capped at $1 billion. That is a 
reasonable provision. But another clause provides that thou shalt allocate 25 per cent. We set out some quite 
simple case studies of how the amount that should be allocated is, say, $750 million, but all that could be 
allocated, due to moneys that may have been allocated but not spent, is $600 million. We wanted the minister to 
explain to us how he actually saw this working. I think a deficiency in the bill is the lack of a time line when this 
would apply. At the time of budget, he might make an allocation of only $600 million. If three months later 
moneys that had been allocated were expended from the fund, and the fund total dropped by $150 million, would 
he then be required by the operation of this legislation�it seems to me that he would�to top that up with that 
extra $150 million? I do not think we got any serious answers to that. I think the answer was, �Oh, well you�d 
have to take that up with Treasury.�  

Mr B.J. Grylls: I said yes.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Did the minister say he would top it up? 

Mr B.J. Grylls: I said the bill requires it to be appropriated to the full 25 per cent.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I am glad that, at least, we are getting �  

Mr B.J. Grylls: I said that to you yesterday.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: No; you did not.  

Mr B.J. Grylls: Oh, yes, I did. You may not have been listening. You were too busy being condescending. But 
if you had listened, you would know that that is what I said yesterday. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I expected the minister to be more prepared to engage in debate. On debate on some 
of the provisions, such as when we asked for the information to be provided in the budget, he kept saying, �My 
advice is that this clause does it.� Only moderate literacy skills are needed to know there was nothing in the 
clause that required that.  

Mr B.J. Grylls: There you go again; you love talking down to people, don�t you? Does it make you feel 
stronger?  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I do not. Seriously, I was incredibly disappointed with the minister�s performance 
because I thought he would attempt to engage on the issue. As I said, we did not put up huge numbers of 
amendments. We did not try to bog this down. We wanted to focus on a few key issues, quite frankly, where we 
thought we could actually improve the legislation. The minister was like a robot and he kept reciting �Treasury 
advises me...�. He is manifestly capable of reading the provision and understanding that it does not say that at 
all.  

It is interesting to know that there will be a top up. Of course that will make it very difficult to set a budget, 
because he will not know in advance how much money will be expended from the fund. He will not know what 
levels of top up will be required throughout the year. I can foresee a great difficulty in the stabilisation of that. I 
would have thought that one way he could have dealt with this would be by nominating a couple of periods in 
the year when an assessment is made, and then he could make an adjustment.  

On a similar point, the shadow Treasurer asked: what happens if the fund overshoots the mark; is there an 
adjustment the following year? It would have been useful for that to be outlined in the legislation, to make it 
clear just how this fund will be operated, because there are these uncertainties. Will it go right up to the end of 
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the year? Will it still have to be topped up? That will make it extremely difficult for government to budget. 
Regardless of how much is in the fund and regardless of the $1 billion cap in the bill, the minister will have to 
set aside the full 25 per cent in each budget because he does not know what will happen during the year. It will 
not be in the fund; another holding fund will be required in which to park the money. A number of issues have 
not been addressed.  

I do not doubt in any way the commitment of the minister or the National Party to regional development. That is 
not in question. However, as I said, his performance yesterday surprised me because I did not think he would be 
like that; I thought he would be much more interested in engaging in the debate, particularly, given we had a 
very modest number of amendments. I think a theme picked up by the member for Willagee the other day was 
that this legislation will not deliver longevity to this scheme, as the minister knows, because there is nothing in it 
at all that gives it any statutory protection. The longevity of this scheme will come out of the real and defensible 
benefits that it can offer to the community if it is guided in a highly strategic way. I think the minister�s refusal to 
consider some of these very modest transparency measures are regrettable. Quite frankly, I cannot see that it 
would have created any political difficulty at all. That lack of transparency and the minister�s lack of 
preparedness to support that transparency reflects an attitude that, given his level of popularity, he does not have 
to engage in the normal checks and balances.  

There was a member of this Parliament 20 years ago who had a similar view, ultimately had a period of glory 
and then had a very difficult 20 years following that. I therefore urge the Minister for Regional Development to 
think about his scheme, to which he is no doubt genuinely committed. I urge him to think about whether he is 
actually advancing the royalties for regions scheme by refusing to adopt an approach that would give at least 
some reasonable comfort about the transparency of the scheme. 

I want to end on a note of perhaps seeing some consensus emerging. I do not believe that the real key for 
regional development, particularly in the more remote areas of the state, lies simply in the quantum of money 
that we put into these areas. Indeed, I set out in my speech some of the great words of wisdom from June Oscar, 
the woman who so successfully, with a number of other women, led the charge to have alcohol restrictions 
placed in Fitzroy Crossing. She said, �Don�t just keep pouring money in. It�s not about the money. It�s about the 
control. It�s about the capacity that we have to participate in this process, the capacity that we have to make 
decisions.� As we go to the more remote areas of Western Australia, the Pilbara, the Kimberley and the 
goldfields � 

Mr B.J. Grylls: Do you know June? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Yes. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: You should encourage her to nominate for the development commission. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I am more than happy to do that, and I am sure Hon Tom Stephens, who knows her 
well, will do so himself. 

I did quote extensively from June Oscar�s recent address to a meeting of the Equal Opportunity Commission. 
She was very much saying that Aboriginal people have to deal each day with such extraordinarily complex social 
problems�a multiplicity of cultural groups, historic people and traditional owners, plus the cultural collision 
between traditional society and burgeoning mining activity�that they need to be more deeply engaged. I know 
that the Minister for Regional Development has spoken of governance. I say to him that a view shared by many 
members on this side of the chamber is that if we are to make real progress�not just handing out lumps of 
money from this fund�there needs to be a radical rethink of the service delivery models, the way in which we 
devolve responsibility within the obvious parameters of our statehood, the way in which we devolve more 
responsibility for determining which services are delivered and how they are delivered in these communities; and 
until we do that, we will not make a transformative difference. We will be able to make things a bit better and 
that will continue. We have certainly tried to do so and have put a lot of effort into that work. However, I am 
talking about not only Aboriginal communities, but also issues concerning the growing mining towns. I think the 
minister would agree that the time has come for us to take a more radical approach to the engagement of people 
in regional areas and to give them more of a say in their own destiny�that is, obviously, within our 
responsibility to allocate and monitor funds. However, when it comes to actually making decisions, prioritising 
and delivering those programs, we can do a lot more to support our regional communities. I believe that is how 
we will get better results. 

I will give one example of when some members went to the Pilbara. We went to the Kimberley also, but this is 
an example of the failure of projects in the Pilbara when they were run from a centralised Perth bureaucracy, 
even when there were outposts in the Pilbara. Projects there do not always fail, as the nature of the people 
involved ensures that they succeed. However, in the example in the Pilbara a group of public servants from 
different agencies were involved in the delivery of services to children from zero to five years of age. We could 
not believe that some of those people there, who were managers for that area, had never had dialogue with any 
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other agency that provided related and overlapping services. Some did not seem to think that that was unusual or 
problematic. They seemed to think that their lines of communication were with Perth and their accountability 
was to Perth. The fact that there was not much being delivered did not seem to be of great concern. As I said, 
that attitude does not always apply, as there will always be talented, hardworking and committed individuals 
who take a different approach and go out there and actively seek that engagement. However, we must make sure 
that the structural arrangements that we have in place actually make projects happen, rather than that they may 
happen but cannot be guaranteed to happen. We can, therefore, do a lot more. 

We have a huge state. There is a real challenge in ensuring that those regional areas meet their full potential and 
deliver the sorts of lifestyle to which people aspire. It can be done and we want to work together to deliver it, but 
let us do it in an atmosphere of transparency. As I said, we obviously wish the Minister for Regional 
Development well, but I urge him to think again about the transparency provisions. We will reintroduce them in 
the Legislative Council and hope that he will reconsider his rejection of them. 

MR T.G. STEPHENS (Pilbara) [3.36 pm]: As the Minister for Regional Development knows, the opposition is 
supporting the bill and thinks that it would be enhanced by amendment. In reference to this legislation, I cannot 
help but be reminded that when in office the Labor Party introduced legislation to the Parliament that was aimed 
at putting in place regional infrastructure for delivering into regional areas of Western Australia. That legislation 
represented at that time a significant increase in funds for regional communities. As the responsible minister, I 
introduced the bill into the upper house. I was told�unfortunately behind the chair rather than on the floor of the 
house�after the legislation had been put through endless debate with the opposition at the time, that the bill 
would be dealt with savagely and endlessly by the then opposition. The then Leader of the Opposition, the 
current Leader of the Government in the upper house, Hon Norman Moore, made it clear that it would take all 
the available time and more that the house had before the Liberal Party would allow that legislation to be 
discussed, debated and brought to resolution in the Legislative Council. We were a busy government with lots of 
other legislation on our plate and, unfortunately, that legislation never became law. That was because of the 
intransigence of the Liberal Party at that time at our attempt to cement and lock into place legislation that was 
aimed at significantly lifting the quantum of funds available to the regional communities of Western Australia. 
As the Minister for Regional Development knows, that bill, like this one, was not exactly necessary because, as 
is the case with this legislation, the program of regional infrastructure can be delivered without it. The program 
of regional infrastructure under the eight years of the previous government was delivered without the 
underpinning of legislation, as this program could be delivered. However, we as an opposition have committed 
to bipartisan support for this legislation. We hope this bill meets a different fate from the one we introduced and 
we hope that it gets through the Parliament, although ideally with amendment. I do not know whether the Leader 
of the House in the upper house, the Leader of the Liberal Party, has the same attitude to this legislation. I know 
that he will have an eye to the politics of this legislation, as he did to the politics of ours.  

I am critical of not the philosophy of this legislation, but the way in which this government is going about 
delivering the programs under what I consider to be an inappropriate utilisation of narrow party politics that are 
not in the best interests of the regional areas of Western Australia or good governance. That is my criticism of 
the mode of operation of the National Party in its handling of this program. I believe that the legislation, if 
amended, could have helped to protect the government and National Party and the best interests of regional 
Western Australia by ensuring that party politics is not played out with what governments, particularly the state 
government, should be continuing to focus on. For the financial opportunities that come from resource activities 
across regional Western Australia, there should be commensurate focus. As the previous speaker said, this bill is 
not only about money; however, money is desperately needed for the state to focus on some of the major 
challenges in regional Western Australia. I echo those sentiments.  

Government contribution cannot simply be a replay of palliative economics, if I can draw upon a thesis that was 
put before this Parliament by the now shadow Treasurer, the member for Victoria Park, in his headland speech, 
which was critical of the concept of palliative economics. The royalties for regions fund runs the risk of being 
simply a poker machine and we will have to pull down the right handles to get the right colour scheme before 
any funds can flow out with surety into the communities to support their needs. The voice of regional WA in the 
design of policy, in the construction of programs and in the participation of program delivery is absolutely 
critical to the success of regional areas of Western Australia.  

As a regional representative�my comments apply to both this government and the previous government�there 
is nothing worse than the electorate being dependent upon Perth-based administrations and ministers to make 
each inch of progress successful; for example, the arrival of a minister from a Perth-based government to a 
regional area must tick off on the minuscule steps that are necessary prerequisites in the orderly progress of 
regional communities, irrespective of whether it is a land release program or a planning approval process. In the 
long time that I have been a representative of regional areas in both houses of Parliament I have found it utterly 
frustrating to be dependent upon Perth-based administrations and ministers. It is horrifically destructive of the 
success of regional communities.  
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For me the fear I have about this legislation, which I have expressed in this debate, is the same fear that I have 
about Indigenous affairs and regional development; that is, there is a huge risk that siloed funds, which applies 
also to the royalties for regions fund, can be the only bucket from which central agencies can draw before 
anything can be done in regional areas.  

The Premier recently travelled throughout the north west highlighting the need for an approach to urban 
development, particularly in the Pilbara�s future cities of Port Hedland and Karratha. He talked about the need to 
emulate the successes of Darwin. Simultaneously, he is leading a government that has agreed to core funding 
from central agencies in the Water Corporation being pulled out of regional communities. As a result, a town 
like Port Hedland has lost its infill sewerage program. That program is a prerequisite for doing exactly what the 
Premier has identified is necessary. As the royalties for regions program comes into effect with its bucket of 
money, perhaps other smaller buckets of money, all adding up to a significant amount, will disappear over the 
horizon. We could end up with a quarantined bucket of money for which the core agencies of government will 
do absolutely nothing. This was the failure of Indigenous affairs policy, and I fear it was the failure of regional 
development strategies of the past. There is a real risk that this program will experience similar failure.  

How is that avoided? In part, it is avoided by very hard work by a minister. Sometimes I wish that the member 
for Armadale had spent less time playing with metropolitan train sets and had been more available in her 
portfolio �  

Mr D.T. Redman: You should say that while she is in here.  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: I am glad she is not here. I am a fan and a friend. She was a minister with a huge 
capacity for delivering projects, and had she been given the opportunity to work exclusively on regional 
development strategies and to deliver all the energies that were necessary to successfully get a train line built to 
Mandurah on time and on budget, or certainly near enough � 

Mr B.J. Grylls: A couple of years. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: It was pretty good. The skill, effort, focus and sheer grunt of a minister to do something 
like that should not be underestimated. I repeatedly remind the house that I have been in this Parliament for a 
very long time. In that time I have found it rare to get such a phenomenon of a minister who will let no obstacle 
get in the way of delivering upon government policy that she was able to embed and enshrine, firstly, into the 
Labor opposition and, secondly, into Labor in office.  

One thing that will be necessary to deliver on regional policy is that there must be absolutely no laziness by the 
minister responsible in focusing on regional activities. It requires focus and hard work to deliver on advancing 
regional interests. It requires not only hard work, but also smart work and collaboration with all the arms of state 
and federal agencies and regional communities to achieve success. The collaboration with regional communities 
will require structures that are not yet in place to secure the successful development of those regions. In my view 
the development commissions in their current format do not cut the mustard. They need to be replaced by 
something that is spoken about in the Indigenous Implementation Board�s report to government; that is, new 
models of delivering for those regional communities. It should not be about duplication of existing structures, 
but replacing structures. It will require the skill of leadership in government to find a way to get rid of structures 
that are not able to adequately deliver and to find new ways of removing some of the existing structures�
namely, the federal government and state government regional development structures and organisations that are 
in the way of the orderly development of the regions.  

The appropriate expenditure of effort and energy needs to be harnessed in a way that gives real voice, real grunt 
and a flow of funds to those communities and not be dependent upon decision making in a Perth-based 
ministerial office or department for the processing of an acceleration of effort. I started my job representing the 
Pilbara at a time when BHP Billiton told me that the life of its operation would be about 25 years. That was in 
reference to the Mt Newman mine, around 1980, before I was elected to Parliament. I was told that 
approximately 25 years would see out Mt Whaleback. Of course, that deadline has come and gone and now the 
president of BHP Billiton Iron Ore, Ian Ashby, is describing the operation as being one-third of the way through 
its journey on production figures that are yet to treble. The operations of towns such as Port Hedland and 
Newman, on current known reserves and projected export figures, have a 70 or 80-year journey ahead, and there 
is massive growth yet to come. This will clearly require a completely different way of thinking about the way 
Western Australia operates in a region such as the Pilbara, and that is only the BHP operation! Recently I went 
with the shadow Treasurer to Gina Rinehart�s operation at Roy Hill, out the back of Nullagine. There are 
ambitions for a 55-million-tonne annual operation, with very significant reserves. There are opportunities for 
new harbour facilities in Port Hedland, and there is already a rail easement available to them. It would appear 
that the Port Hedland Port Authority has been cajoled into delivering an agreement in principle for an export 
capacity of 55 million tonnes a year. Talk about the magic pudding! I do not know how it will be done, but the 
port authority has made a commitment to Gina that 55-million-tonne berthing facilities will be available. That is 
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just one of the operations; there are several smaller ones around the place, including Atlas and Fortescue. That is 
not to mention Rio Tinto and the integration of the two facilities. That is just iron ore; there are many other 
commodities on the go in the Pilbara, and that is just the Pilbara! The state has opportunities in the regions of 
Western Australia that are utterly and completely bewildering to anyone who has witnessed the growth of the 
industry over the past 30 years, as I have. There is also the Kimberley, with its own particular opportunities and 
challenges. 

I understand the history of the royalties for regions response and I support the thrust of it. I fear for it because, as 
I said, I fear that it will become a political plaything rather than a policy instrument that will empower the 
regions in the way that the regions need to be empowered to give them the chance to respond to their challenges. 
These regions are very conscious of their opportunities, and yet are hamstrung as they await the cumbersome 
process of a Perth-based administrative response to their opportunities, and the piddling decisions that are left to 
consecutive governments down here. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: What would you do with the development commissions? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: I would integrate them into bigger and better structures that combine commonwealth, 
state and local strategies into something that is grander, bigger and stronger, and is underpinned with a flow of 
funds such as those that are now at the disposal of the government. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: It�s interesting that we�ve got the four councils and the Pilbara Regional Council, the 
development commission, the new planning authority and the regional development authority. They are all 
essentially the same people. 
Mr T.G. STEPHENS: They should be integrated; whack them all together into a single entity and give it real 
grunt and real meaning. That is easy to say, and there are vested interests all over that exercise. For instance, the 
planning processes in a region like the Pilbara really need to be integrated into some new cashed-up structure 
that includes voices from the entire region. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: I know you�re good friends with Tim. You should sit down and have many bottles of wine with 
him as you discuss this, because he�ll be a key person in shaping exactly what you�re talking about. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Which Tim? 

Mr B.J. Grylls: Tim Shannon. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Oh, right. I thought Tim Marney was suddenly on side! 

Mr B.J. Grylls: Tim doesn�t like any of us regional members. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: I hope he is on side, too. More importantly for someone like the Under Treasurer is 
that � 
Mr B.J. Grylls: You�d be interested to know that Tim Marney is very much interested in exactly what we�re 
talking about; in fact, he�s a very strong advocate and supporter, and he�s been involved with Sanderson. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: My view is that this is not easy stuff; it is hard stuff. There will be a lot of people who do 
not understand it and will not be immediate supporters of it, but for me it is about ensuring that the regions 
continue to deliver very large golden eggs for regional communities, the state and the nation. That is done by 
empowering those communities so they can benefit from it and speed it up rather than stand in the way of it. 
There are people in these little communities who want to stand in the way of things because they cannot see the 
benefits that flow to them, whether they are Indigenous or other people in the community. They stand in the way 
of things and utilise local structures because they cannot see the return. My view is that this is a mechanism that 
could be enhanced. We are talking about stuff that requires the involvement of more than just one side of 
politics. This will require a restructuring of the way we do governance in Western Australia. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: I actually agree that what you and the member for Armadale have just spoken about is more 
important than the dollars. If the dollars can be used as catalyst to ensure that this happens, it will be a real 
legacy. 
Mr T.G. STEPHENS: I have not had this conversation with the minister. When I was Minister for Local 
Government and Regional Development I came across a program that was described to me as the National Party 
training program�the bush leadership program. I think the minister is a graduate of it and I gather that there will 
be many other National Party members of Parliament who have graduated from it. To that extent, I guess it 
delivers part of what Monty House was on about. 

Mr D.T. Redman: Not political leaders, but a lot of rural community leaders. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: The ones that I bumped into at that point all seemed to be card-carrying members of the 
National Party, but maybe that was just the limitations of my experience! Nevertheless, I saw rural leadership 
support as something that had to be defended, and I fought off efforts to shut it down. I wanted to make sure that 
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it did not just respond to leadership opportunities in the wheatbelt, but I also wanted to embed it with the 
capacity to build regional leadership in the remote areas of the state and amongst the Aboriginal communities, 
where leadership is not something that simply happens by magic. It happens through absolute focus and effort. I 
fear what I am about to say, but I think the royalties for regions program has to work on leadership in all regional 
areas�not just deliver more card-carrying members of the National Party, but deliver regional and rural 
leadership, including Indigenous leadership, so that more places can emerge from the chaos that Fitzroy Crossing 
emerged from as a result of the quality of its leadership. That did not happen by accident; that came straight out 
of a history of working with the leadership of the women of that community, and can be traced back to the Home 
Maker program of the 1970s. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: And the leadership of people like June Oscar in Fitzroy Crossing and Doreen Green in Halls 
Creek. They are some of the greatest examples of leadership in modern society, and somewhat unrecognised. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: When the minister has an opportunity to speak to his colleague the Minister for Racing 
and Gaming, he will need to appreciate that every regional community will need to find a voice on the issue of 
liquor licensing laws, to shape and design things that respond to needs and specific circumstances, rather than 
being persuaded by the police force, which seems to be determined to find a statewide solution to this. That is 
nonsense. Each regional community will find that building leadership does not happen easily; it has to emerge 
from a partnership of support. We have a tiny number of Aboriginal communities that are successful. 
Noonkanbah is one of them. The gifted leadership of a couple of individuals who have delivered that skill for 
years has meant the community is successful. Leadership then has to have opportunities for expression, and 
expression, in my view, will come from real government structures whereby the leadership can find an effective 
voice in the � 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, will you please stop having a private meeting and either 
leave the chamber or sit down. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: The Royalties for Regions Bill has, therefore, I suppose qualified support from people 
like me. I am enthusiastic about the opportunities that come with it. I guess there will be times, as the minister is 
conscious, when I will sing the praises of the initiative and times when I will be critical, if it is being in any way 
utilised in a partisan way. That is a hard path to walk. I will try to give accolades for something that I think is by 
and large good, but when it is abused or misused, I will try to ping the minister and point out exactly why I 
believe it should not be utilised in ways that are simply and clearly partisan politics, rather than focusing on 
supporting the many needs of regional communities. That is enough. I wish the bill had been in better shape by 
the time it left this house and I hope it is in a better shape by the time it leaves the Legislative Council, but time 
will tell. 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [4.02 pm]: I rise to make a short contribution to the Royalties for Regions 
Bill 2009 and to strongly endorse the excellent contribution made by the member for Pilbara.  

Mr T.G. Stephens: Is that where I was quoting you! 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Particularly when the member for Pilbara quoted me�that is always the better part of his 
speech! 

I also endorse the member for Armadale�s comments about transparency and the concerns she raised about 
continuity. I do not want to go over the comments made by the member for Armadale because I am aware that 
we are operating in a time frame, but I will say a few words because I was not in this place for the second 
reading debate. It is perhaps the second reading debate that I most wanted to be in the chamber for this year. 
Unfortunately, for various reasons I was required to be paired during that second reading debate. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: The third reading has been much more valuable than the second reading debate. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The minister referred to some of the contributions made in the second reading debate and it 
sounds as though some good contributions were made. Therefore, I will make some comments about the bill. I 
will make two points at the beginning of my contribution that I will return to at the end. The Minister for 
Regional Development now has an extraordinarily interesting job and role to play in front of him. Not only was 
the royalties for regions policy the key to the government in that this legislation is why the member for Cottesloe 
sits in the Premier�s chair, but also I think that the minister should have had the local government portfolio. I will 
come back to that because I think this legislation does not establish what I understand the minister wants 
royalties for regions to be. I do not think that what the Minister for Regional Development is doing is in sync 
with perhaps what the Minister for Local Government is doing about local government amalgamation. The two 
approaches might be getting closer now�I am not sure�but I do not think there was that coordination initially.  

When the minister sat on this side of the house, he gave many speeches about regional development, the 
problems in regions and the problems government has in delivering services to regional areas and what he hoped 
to do with this legislation. This bill will no more deliver what the minister wants than the Royal Perth Hospital 
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Protection Bill 2008 will ensure that there is a tertiary hospital in the city in that whether the skeleton of royalties 
for regions that is outlined in this bill will actually deliver what the minister wants will come down to the 
minister of the day.  

I think every member of Parliament made the point that the purposes of the royalties for regions program are 
outlined in the bill, and I do not think anybody has any disagreement about them. Clause 9 basically outlines that 
the purpose of the royalties for regions fund is to provide infrastructure and services in regional Western 
Australia; to develop and broaden the economic base of regional Western Australia; and to maximise job 
creation and improved career opportunities in regional Western Australia. I do not think anybody can fault those 
aims. However, before I entered Parliament, I gave some thought to regional Western Australia. Every member 
of Parliament in Western Australia, whether they are federal or state members, cannot represent Western 
Australia without spending a lot of time thinking about regional WA. I am the member for an inner-city seat; 
however, the sheer size of our state means that every MP must have an interest in the regions. I think this was 
caught up to a certain extent in the debate about the former Howard government�s desire to centralise services in 
Canberra. The response from state governments, particularly distant state governments such as Queensland and 
Western Australia, was that Canberra does not have the solutions, the experience or the networks to make 
decisions on behalf of Australians in regional areas. A similar argument can be made that people in Perth do not 
have that same local knowledge and credibility to deliver services in Kununurra, Esperance or anywhere in 
between. Therefore, I think this legislation reflects a bigger constitutional debate that has been going on for a 
while now about the role of government. Much comment has been made about the inability of Canberra to 
actually implement policies successfully on the ground. Regardless of what the Prime Minister of the day says, 
the structures of government are simply not in place to deliver what they say, and a similar problem exists in 
Western Australia. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: I think the current federal government through its stimulus plan is actually better at that than 
maybe previous governments � 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I think the minister is right � 

Mr B.J. Grylls: It is in quite a good partnership with state agencies and that is not always perfect but � 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I think the minister is right in that the economic stimulus plan has promoted much better 
delivery simply because it was in a short time frame. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: Correct. The need for it to be quick meant that the federal government could not set up a 
parallel delivery system. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: With that, I found in my electorate that what got in the way is some of the government 
structures, such as local government, that have required�extraordinarily in some cases�an approval process. 
As a result of that, the stimulus, which money we want spent in a certain time frame, probably will not happen. 
That is why I made the point before�I do not know whether the minister is interested in local government�that 
I think local government should have gone together with the regional development portfolio so that the 
amalgamation process or policy of government could have been worked through together. It is something that I 
have given a bit of thought to for a while. I know the minister is aware of a discussion paper that I wrote in 
March 2007 on this point. I will refer to a paper that I have written�even if that is somewhat arrogant. The 
feedback I got was that this paper was very well received, particularly from regional development commissions. 
I provided every regional development commission with a copy of my paper to get their feedback because it 
discussed something that I thought was patently clear to anybody who spent any amount of time in regional 
areas. The member for Pilbara referred to the term �palliative economics�. I would like to claim that term as my 
own; however, it was a term developed by Professor Erik Reinert in his commentary on the United Nations� 
millennium goals. Professor Reinert stated � 

Several UN Development Decades were only of limited success. In this perspective the Millennium 
Goals may appear as the United Nations institutions abandoning the project of developing the world 
poor, abandoning the effort to treat the causes of poverty and instead concentrating on an effort that to a 
large extent attacks the symptoms of poverty � in my view too much of the development effort has 
been abandoned: to a considerable extent palliative economics has taken the place of development 
economics. Indeed the balance of development economics�radically changing the productive 
structures of poor countries�and palliative economics�easing the pains of economic misery�is, in 
my view, the key issue, and I think we are planning for a serious imbalance where the extremely high 
costs will be much less important than the long term negative effects.  

My worry, and the worry that the member for Pilbara has raised, is that the royalties for regions money will 
simply become a palliative approach to regional development. I hope I am wrong. I hope the minister will be 
able, through the wide ministerial powers that he has been given, to flesh out this legislation so that it will 
promote the adoption of a development approach rather than, as outlined by Professor Erik Reinert, a palliative 
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approach. If that does not occur, a lot of money will be spent over time with no discernible difference and no 
discernible change in regional Western Australia. The success of royalties for regions will not depend on 
whether a Labor government or a Liberal government is occupying the Treasury bench. The success of royalties 
for regions will be measured by whether, in 20 years from now, royalties for regions still exists in some form. 
That will be the case only if there is buy-in and support from metropolitan Western Australia. Regardless of the 
support for royalties for regions that exists in regional WA, as soon as there is a general perception that royalties 
for regions is just a slush fund or is being spent for useless purposes, the political capital that is supporting 
royalties for regions at the moment will disappear. I know that the minister is aware of these concerns. The 
reality of government is that whoever ends up with the majority will look at areas to cut. However, if royalties 
for regions ends up delivering an efficient regional development structure, it will be kept in place.  

The member for Pilbara outlined the idea of integration. In my paper I proposed a regional development 
structure that is based broadly around the regional development commission areas of jurisdiction. I made the 
point that Western Australia is very well defined by the regions�the Kimberley, the Pilbara, the mid-west, the 
great southern, the south west and the goldfields. It therefore makes sense to have a structure that reflects that 
regional identity of Western Australia. As part of that process, we could incorporate the Aboriginal traditional 
owners into the mainstream government structure. That is, we could treat the traditional owners as wards�for 
want of a better description�so that they could be represented on that regional government structure. That 
would then allow them to buy into the mainstream government structure and have some influence and decision-
making capacity over the delivery of important services to the regions in which they live. However, I fear that if 
the Minister for Local Government and the Minister for Regional Development go off on different paths, this 
may be an opportunity that is lost. I certainly say this with no partisan influence at all, but I believe that the 
Minister for Regional Development has been given an extraordinary opportunity�an opportunity that I quite 
envy�to achieve an outcome for regional Western Australia that has been missed for a long time.  

I have written and made comments recently about Aboriginal affairs and the role of the Department of 
Indigenous Affairs. My personal position is that the DIA has allowed mainstream government to abrogate its 
responsibilities. Not long after I was elected to this place, and not long after Tim Marney became Under 
Treasurer, he raised this very issue. He said that when the budget process was going through Treasury and 
departments were putting in their bids for their annual budgets, he realised very quickly that basically every 
department was making an Aboriginal bid. Indigenous affairs, housing, health and justice were all making their 
Aboriginal bids, and there was no overall strategy. That is a perfect example of the palliative approach to 
economics that I referred to earlier. There was nothing to bring it all together. For far too long that palliative 
approach to economics has dominated the delivery of Aboriginal affairs in regional Western Australia, because 
that is what we are talking about here. I have in fits of pique called for the Department of Indigenous Affairs to 
be abolished. Whether it needs to be abolished or radically restructured is something that I am open to 
suggestions and ideas about. However, at the moment my view is that the department is well past its use-by date 
in terms of the delivery of services. The Minister for Regional Development now has an opportunity to deal with 
that matter. We spent some time in our short consideration in detail stage on the subsidiary accounts for this 
fund. Clause 5(1)(d) of the bill refers to �any other account determined by the Treasurer�. That provides an 
opportunity for the minister to take significant leadership in the Aboriginal affairs portfolio and start to 
incorporate regional development and Aboriginal affairs into one single process in regional Western Australia. 
The problem is that when regional development occurs in regional Western Australia, it is usually in the form of 
a mine, and Aboriginal people are living right next to that mine in conditions�from the sorts of statistics that we 
have seen�of decay and abject poverty. I hope the minister is aware of the opportunity that he will have through 
this legislation, and through the influence that he will have on the Liberal government, to achieve some 
meaningful outcomes. Some reference has been made already to June Oscar. June Oscar has outlined the fact 
that more money is not going to solve any of the problems that she is encountering in her community. The 
problem is that structures need to be provided by which her local community can take control of and deliver on 
some of those programs rather than have them controlled out of Perth or even Broome. So there really is a 
wonderful opportunity here for the minister. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: Before you move on, I think that is why the Ord expansion offers so much opportunity. That is 
exactly what we are trying to do. We are saying that we should not just do that project and tack on some cash on 
the side for the Indigenous community. We need to look at how we can weave the Indigenous community into 
the process every step of the way. That is why, in our negotiations on the Ord Final Agreement, we negotiated 
agricultural land for the Indigenous community. Housing blocks are being developed. We have just created a 
block of land to enable the Indigenous community to participate in the building of the work camp that will be 
required. I am on record as saying that this is one of the most unique opportunities in Australia to try to do 
exactly what you are talking about. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The Ord is probably the key to what I have just been talking about. I do not think the 
Kimberley gas hub is the answer, despite what the Premier has said. I think the Kimberley gas hub will be like 
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the Burrup. The member for Pilbara has told me that fewer than 10 Aboriginal people are directly employed on 
the Burrup. I acknowledge that the jobs of running the LNG trains et cetera are obviously highly sophisticated 
jobs.  

Mr T.G. Stephens: For the past 25 years, fewer than 10 Aboriginal people have been employed on the Burrup. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Obviously there will be flow-on jobs from that sort of investment, and from the Kimberley 
gas hub as well, but I think the Ord will have a more direct impact on local jobs and local regional development 
opportunities for Aboriginal people in the Kimberley than a gas hub will have. I may be wrong on that. That is 
just how I see that playing out.  

I want to again, for my own self-interest, I guess, outline a couple of issues that summarise the point I was trying 
to make in the discussion paper that I put out back in March 2007. I noted � 

•  Our federation, that is, our country�s machinery of government, has become too dysfunctional to 
adequately respond to the complexities of the delivery of public policy. 

•  Despite generous economic times, there has developed within Australia, two economies � 

I then make the point about how these two economies are extraordinarily different. I continue� 

•  Whilst the two economies have divided our metropolitan areas, the real manifestation of the 
disengaged economy is felt in the regions and highlighted most often in the statistics that derive 
from Aboriginal poverty.  

•  As a result of the inability of our governance structure to deliver on public policy commitments, an 
ad hoc palliative economic approach has become the norm. 

•  For too long, governments have addressed economic and social problems in regional Australia 
through a policy prism of disaster relief. 

As a result of that we have seen an incredible waste in spending public money. I continue � 

•  If we continue down the path of palliative economics in respect of our regions, we are, in effect, 
accepting the ultimate demise of our regions and simply applying a palliative economic drug to 
ease the pain on the way to the economic grave. 

•  Indigenous policy should be developed and implemented beyond the social context of �Aboriginal 
Affairs� as a separate portfolio area and more in the context of mainstream economic and regional 
development. 

•  How do we ensure that the inter-connected economies of regional and metropolitan Western 
Australia can be mutually supporting to the benefit of all people of our state regardless of where we 
live? 

•  Fundamental reform of our federation is required if we are to seriously deal with issues such as 
poverty, climate change and water reform. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park, can you speak clearly into the microphone, for Hansard�s 
sake? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: To continue � 

•  A regional governance structure, financially empowered and appropriately legislated, is the only 
way by which public policy can effectively be delivered. 

•  Western Australia needs to continuously assess its mineral royalty structure and how to maintain its 
position s a modern successful resource economy whilst endeavouring to broaden our economic 
base. 

•  Western Australia should consider the option of a State based �future fund� by which to preserve 
the long term benefits of our current commodity economy. 

I realise that I have wandered, to a certain extent, away from the Royalties for Regions Bill; however, we are in 
the third reading debate and I did not get the opportunity to participate in the second reading debate on this 
legislation. The bill in its current form will not do anything more than what the Royal Perth Hospital Protection 
Bill 2008 will do. The Royal Perth Hospital Bill will not mandate Royal Perth Hospital to operate as a tertiary 
hospital. This bill will not do what the minister says royalty for regions will do. It will not maximise spending, it 
will not develop and form the economic base, and it will not provide infrastructure and services in regional 
Western Australia. It may give the minister the financial capacity to direct money into certain areas that will 
promote that work, but once this minister is gone�ministers come and go�the legislation will rise and fall on 
the clout and power of the minister of the day. This bill does nothing to endorse, enshrine or entrench a royalties 
for regions structure at the heart of government.  
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I think that this legislation has been drafted by the Department of Treasury and Finance in a way that ensures 
that, in future, royalties for regions will not necessarily have to be a drain on public moneys and will not 
necessarily deliver one cent more to regional WA than what is currently being delivered through the mainstream 
government process. That is the fundamental problem with the legislation. That problem has been highlighted by 
the member for Armadale.  

The Minister for Regional Development did not need to get cantankerous over the member for Armadale�s 
contribution. She was not intending to humiliate the minister. She was simply making the point that the 
legislation does not do what the government said to regional Western Australia that it would do. That is, the 
essence of royalties for regions is additionality�in other words, it is above and beyond the money that 
mainstream government departments will commit and spend in regional Western Australia. It is clear what will 
happen over time: funds will be withdrawn from mainstream government departments, and royalties for regions 
will be there to pick up the slack. Any spending in regional Western Australia will be coming from royalties for 
regions funds, with the consequent badging, and there will be a withdrawal of spending, which will not 
necessarily be badged, from health, education, justice and police. Over time, regional spending will always be 
funded through royalties for regions, which in the long term will result in a real decline in spending in regional 
areas.  

I do not intend to speak any longer. I have raised a number of issues beyond royalties for regions, and I 
appreciate the patience of the house in allowing me to raise those issues. However, the amendments that were 
proposed by the opposition�there were not many�were not outrageous or obstructionist.  

Mr T.G. Stephens: This is a great speech, member; you should keep it up! 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Indeed, I note that the minister has committed to include the amendment proposed by the 
member for Albany in the guidelines he intends to establish. It may be that in the Legislative Council some of 
these amendments will be carried. 

I have not tried to filibuster this issue at all, despite comments from some of my colleagues. These were points 
that I wanted to get on the public record, even though on many occasions while sitting on the other side of house 
in the previous government I gave part of this speech. As I said, the minister has an incredible opportunity. My 
only fear is that if this policy is not delivered well and in concert with the Minister for Local Government and the 
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, it will be a policy that will be expensive and regional WA will be no better off.  

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee) [4.25 pm]: I spoke on this bill in the second reading debate, and I will 
endeavour not to replicate the commentary that I made then, even though I am sure it was very valuable. This is 
an interesting piece of legislation.  

I will preface my remarks by saying that it is very exciting to be involved in government in Western Australia. 
When one becomes a minister and is involved in government, one is able to make decisions that deliver change 
to the Western Australian community. It is incredibly exciting and rewarding, and a privilege. Richard Court said 
to me when I became the Premier, �You will find it such a privilege that you will inevitably enjoy it and look 
back on the experience positively.� One of the great things that we are able to do in public life is to deliver 
benefit to people�more broadly than to our own immediate families and friends�in the broader community. 
The thing that drove me to get involved in politics was, in the first instance, to try to deliver fairness and greater 
opportunity to more people in our community of Western Australia. This would probably be true of most 
members in the house. They want to see fairness and better opportunities in the community.  

I have absolutely no doubt that is what drives the Leader of the National Party. I have had enough conversations 
with him and watched him in his short parliamentary life to believe that he is driven by the view that he can 
provide greater benefits, fairness and opportunities to people. I think that was the genesis, along with pure good 
politics, of the royalties for regions program. I reflected upon good politics versus good policy in the second 
reading debate, and I will not repeat myself on that.  

This legislation falls somewhat short of the model that ideally the Leader of the National Party would like. In all 
my conversations with him about this concept, we talked about his desire to see additional funding to that which 
was already committed and that which would normally be committed in the process of government. As has been 
pointed out by previous speakers, this legislation does not do that; it does not guarantee anything like that in the 
future. I also think that the decision to accept the offer from the Liberal Party to go into government with it, 
which was inevitable given the history of the two parties, has delivered not a good outcome for royalties for 
regions, but actually a bad outcome. It has raised immense expectation, because a lot of money has been 
shovelled out of the door very quickly. Again, I can understand why that is considered desirable by National 
Party members. Members of the National Party, having gone through the process of saving their party from 
apparent oblivion, and finding themselves in a position where they are able to exercise enormous power in the 
WA political landscape�the balance�wanted to be able to demonstrate to their supporters and the broader 
community that they would be positive and effective. I think that was a thought well held, because it will never 
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happen again. The Labor Party will never again entertain going into a coalition with the National Party given 
what happened last time. When the Leader of the National Party in this house and the leader of the National 
Party in the upper house both said quite publicly that they would prefer to be in government with the Labor 
Party, they were forced into government with the Liberal Party because their broad-base supporters would not 
countenance the alternative. Nothing will ever change that. If the current Leader of the National Party could not 
pull that deal off, no future leader of the National Party will ever be able to. In a sense, it was a once-in-a-
lifetime opportunity for the National Party to get into government, and they wanted to make the most of it.  

I said �raised expectations�. Shovelling all that money out the door is the very reason that the 13 or 14 per cent 
budget blow-out in public sector spending happened. That was the reason for it. The Treasurer would not want to 
admit it publicly, but he knows it. Public sector spending in Western Australia blew out by 13 per cent, which is 
an astonishing amount of money, because of this policy initiative. That is what the Treasurer was hinting at when 
he said, �You have to honour your election promises when you get into government.� Thinking of all that money 
that has gone out the door, where is the benefit one year on? My advice, therefore, if I can be so arrogant, is the 
government must make sure this hard-earned taxpayers� money, is spent wisely on long-term, preferably 
infrastructure, benefits that will deliver good outcomes for Western Australia for a long period, not just a short 
period.  

The alternative we provided was, rather than pouring hundreds of millions of dollars out the door straight away, 
to step up gradually the amount of money that would be spent through royalties for regions so it would not have 
a negative impact on the budget with a $1 billion fund topped up annually, starting with fairly small expenditures 
and building up to bigger expenditures as the budget allowed it. That was much more economically sensible and 
responsible. It is a shame that the model adopted by the alliance government is so fiscally unsustainable. As I 
said, it has raised expectations that there is some pot of gold�some magic pudding�that will provide immense 
benefit for evermore, over and above that which government would normally provide. Those expectations must 
inevitably be dashed and there will be a repercussion from that. However, that is not for me or our side of 
Parliament to worry about; that is for the National-Liberal Parties to worry about in the future.  

I spent four years as Minister for Education and Training and two and a half years as Minister for Indigenous 
Affairs�I will reflect on that in a moment�and some time as Minister for Sport and Recreation. During that 
time there was often a complaint from both our own regional members and from National and Liberal Party 
regional members that not enough money was being spent in regional Western Australia by agencies such as 
education. I recall asking for an analysis from the education department on what percentage of the education 
budget was being spent in regional Western Australia as opposed to the metropolitan area. I stand to be 
corrected, because this is from pure memory, but I recall that 40 per cent of the education budget was being 
spent outside the metropolitan area. It was a surprisingly large percentage of budget. The education budget at the 
time was well in excess of $2 billion�I think it was about $2.5 billion or $2.6 billion. Forty per cent of that, as 
we can see, is a very large amount of money; in fact, it is in excess of the 25 per cent of the annual royalties 
earned by the state. That was spent just on education. I think members can see where this line of logic is running. 
The amount of money spent just on education in Western Australia by the state government is in excess of 25 per 
cent of the royalties earned in the state. The big weakness of this legislation is that it does not require the 
royalties for regions money to be in excess of that which is usually spent delivering government infrastructure 
and services. It is quite conceivable that at some future point a government�it might be sooner rather than 
later�using the substitution effect we are already seeing, will be able to point to expenditures just in education 
and say to the supplicants from political parties, �You�re already getting that money; in fact, you�re already 
getting more than 25 per cent, you don�t need any special additional allowances.� I make that point. I was in 
government long enough to know how it works and how the people who jealously guard the public purse work. I 
know what line of logic they will run out in the future. I point to what I think is that obvious deficiency.  

There has been some discussion, which I want to reflect on briefly, about the potential alignment of the royalties 
for regions fund and the need for improved services, outcomes and infrastructure in Aboriginal communities. I 
do not think anyone in this Parliament today would argue against the need for better outcomes for remote, and 
even urban, Aboriginal communities�nobody would argue about that. There is some opportunity here, 
therefore, for the royalties for regions fund to assist in delivering better outcomes. As I said, I was the Minister 
for Indigenous Affairs in Western Australia for two and a half years. I came to the place with, and still have, a 
strong desire to see better outcomes for Aboriginal people�opportunities expanded, and more fairness 
delivered. I do not have a mortgage on that sentiment by any means. But in the time we were in opposition and 
then in government, I have observed how some people with the best of intentions achieve nothing. One of the 
ways they go about doing that is by forever constantly describing the problem and advocating adjustments to the 
way bureaucracy goes about its activities, which deliver no increased benefits. They do that rather than analysing 
what initiatives in particular communities might help. What I fear is that that fault, if we like, and the way we 
address Indigenous affairs in Western Australia, both historically and contemporaneously, will continue into the 
future.  
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I acceded to a request from the then Indigenous affairs minister, Sheila McHale�I thought it was a good 
request�to employ a special adviser on Aboriginal affairs. My very high regard for John Sanderson led me to 
believe that he was the person for the job. I do not think a person with better credentials was suggested. His 
intentions are pure. Unfortunately, the experiment was an abject failure. It was an abject failure for a very simple 
reason. What I asked from John Sanderson was to go into Indigenous communities and identify ways that we 
could put in practical initiatives to help people get an economic base to their existence�particularly employment 
opportunities for men. I thought that with his status in the community he could go to the boardrooms of every 
company in Australia and at least get a hearing and suggest ways they could engage in employment projects in 
Indigenous communities. I pointed out the example of Brendon Hammond, the former managing director of 
Argyle Diamonds, who had achieved an economic miracle by ensuring that 25 per cent of his staff were 
Aboriginal. He ran a very profitable business based on his knowledge. His approach was that, just because a 
person had dark skin, it did not mean he was incapable of holding down a job. He had learnt his skills in Africa. 
He produced what I believe was an economic and social miracle at Rio Tinto with Argyle Diamonds. What I got 
instead from the Indigenous affairs special adviser was a series of reports that basically described the problem. I 
knew the problem; I had lived with Aboriginal people in the broader community all my life in country Western 
Australia and then as a minister. I knew the problem; I did not need it to be described to me. I wanted someone 
who was prepared to activate some solutions, but they did not come. When I criticised that fact, I was pilloried in 
the media in Western Australia. I advise people who are embracing the latest report from the Indigenous 
Implementation Committee to ask that committee to provide more than a suggestion for re-organised 
bureaucracy. The answer does not lie in re-organised bureaucracy. There is actually no solution here, but it is all 
about engaging the people in meaningful employment. I do not mean just government employment; I mean real 
economy employment. It can be done. BHP Billiton, despite all the criticism, is doing it in the Pilbara. Rio Tinto 
is doing it. Even Woodside, with Don Voelte, had embarked upon a program. He did that because we in 
government criticised him for not doing it. In the first discussion I had with Don Voelte, he told me that he had 
doubled the number of Aboriginal employees. I knew that he had only one and asked him if there were now two. 
He more or less confirmed that that was the case and said that he had a bigger agenda. If the royalties for regions 
funding results in just pouring more money into a new bureaucratic system, it will achieve nothing. I give the 
Minister for Regional Development the benefit of that experience. 

There has been some criticism of Tim Marney, the Under Treasurer. In my experience in government, Tim 
Marney, as much as anybody else, was committed to getting better outcomes for Indigenous communities. Tim 
Marney was not a person who denounced government activity or anything like that; far from it. He was a person 
who genuinely wanted to see better outcomes, but he had a sense of the economic value of government activity. I 
want to continue on this reflection, because I think it is important that the Minister for Regional Development, 
who will oversee the royalties for regions funding, has some idea of the legacy, and the difficulty therefore, that 
lies ahead in this area. 

In 2001, when we came to government, Indigenous people in Western Australia had been demonised by the 
previous government. They were held up as people who were going to snatch away people�s backyards through 
the avenue of native title, they were going to destroy the economy of Western Australia, they were avaricious 
people and we should all be afraid of them. The West Australian newspaper cooperated in that presentation. I 
well remember the scare headlines of The West Australian and a photograph of a black hand reaching around the 
map of Western Australia; in other words, we were all in peril from some Aboriginal land grab! 

Geoff Gallop, Eric Ripper and the rest of us who were in opposition at that time decided that we would embrace 
native title and take on the challenge of making it work to deliver benefits for Aboriginal people, irrespective of 
the storm of criticism that came from every single private-sector business organisation, particularly those in the 
mining industry. We had several meetings at which we were loudly and almost violently castigated by people in 
the mining industry because we were embracing native title. Premier Gallop had the courage to stand up to them, 
and we went ahead with our native title policies. 

Eight years later, 900 000 square kilometres of Western Australia lies under native title. We have just enjoyed 
the biggest mining boom the state has ever seen. We have doubled the size of the economy. We have reduced 
unemployment. A record number of Aboriginal children are staying on at school in years 11 and 12 and a record 
number of Aboriginal children are in apprenticeships and traineeships. We have built schools, medical facilities 
and police stations all over Western Australia. We became the first government in Western Australia�s history�
I include Labor governments as well�to tackle the problem of domestic violence and child sexual abuse in 
Aboriginal communities. We did that off the back of the coronial inquiry into the death of Susan Taylor, the 
recommendations of the Gordon inquiry and the flood of information as a result of that inquiry that came to us 
from metropolitan Indigenous people�the Nyoongahs�and people from regional communities. We took on 
Robert Bropho, to whom the previous government had provided some sort of independent federal state in the 
Swan Valley where he could defy the law and not be touched, no matter what was going on. We took him on, we 
exposed him for what he was�a paedophile�and he was dealt with by the law and is now in jail. 
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We built nine or 10 multifunction police stations in regional remote communities. I visited them. I drove out to 
Warburton and Warakurna on the last parliamentary break and had a look at them. They are wonderful facilities. 
Police, community services, justice services and a range of other government services are all provided from that 
one facility. Numerous offenders have been charged, arrested and taken out of those communities as a result of 
our government�s activity. That has provided some relief and some safety to Aboriginal women and children in 
those communities�the sort of relief and safety that they had been denied for decades before that. 

We took the Clontarf Football Academy for boys from basically a prototype project, which benefited about 
20 Aboriginal boys when we came into government, to a program that now delivers services, benefits, training 
and leadership�the member for Pilbara talked about the need for leadership training�to something like 800 to 
1 000 young Aboriginal boys, not only in Western Australia but also in the Northern Territory and South 
Australia. 

We established a quarantine for a percentage of the funds from the community sporting and recreation facilities 
fund for the delivery of recreation facilities to Aboriginal communities, which had previously been denied them 
because local governments had refused to recommend them to the fund. That was the first time ever that had 
happened. 

We created the richest Indigenous art award in Australia, beyond the belief of Aboriginal artists all over the 
country that any state government would provide an award and therefore an incentive of that nature. Tragically, 
it has been slashed in two by the newly elected government. 

There are a range of issues, but the challenge was there and it remains there. It is frustrating, I suppose, to hear 
so much negative reflection on the efforts that the previous government�of which I was leader and also of the 
government of which Geoff Gallop was leader in the early days�put into delivering benefits for Aboriginal 
people. 

The Leader of the National Party might want to be reminded of the fact that when we first got into government, 
we signed a formal agreement with the Indigenous people of Western Australia through the Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander Commission�s regional representation organisations to deliver better outcomes, justice and 
more fairness and opportunity for Aboriginal people. However ATSIC failed to maintain support from the then 
Howard government and was closed down, even though I believe ATSIC in Western Australia was operating 
quite well. There were difficulties but it was operating quite well. 

If the Minister for Regional Development�s intention is to use the royalties for regions fund to establish some 
form of regional representation body with Indigenous people, I wish him the best of luck and I hope it works, but 
he will need to maintain an extremely positive and active engagement with it lest it fail as well, because there 
will be plenty of critics. 

The royalties for regions fund started off as a manifestation of the good intentions of the National Party leader 
and his supporters. It was, incidentally, very good policy and made a great slogan�a slogan which proved 
effective in the election campaign. I hope that this legislation does not develop into a mere extension of a good 
political slogan. I hope that this legislation is not just an addendum to a good political slogan that will ultimately 
deliver no real benefit and disappoint the people whose expectations have been raised extremely high.  

I wish the Minister for Regional Development the best. I have absolutely no doubt about his intention. I also 
have no doubt that his intention involves delivering great benefit to the National Party. I do not think that is 
unreasonable; he is the Leader of the National Party and wants it to flourish. However, he should be careful in 
the way he goes about it, because those warning flags that I raised the other day were real. The Minister for 
Regional Development must avoid getting involved in problems of lack of accountability and lack of 
transparency. Even with the best of intentions, if he does not avoid them, that will be unfortunate. 

We will support the passage of this legislation. It is unfortunate that the amendments put forward by Hon 
Alannah MacTiernan have not been accepted as yet, but there may be some reconsideration of that.  

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro) [4.50 pm]: I am cognisant of the time and that members are anxious to get away. 
Therefore, I will not reiterate the argument I put in a colourful fashion in the second reading speech on the 
Royalties for Regions Bill 2009, but I will say that I concur with the criticisms of this legislation made by 
members on this side in this third reading debate.  

I will pick up on one point that was made by the member for Victoria Park in the course of his lengthy 
contribution. I refer to the concern that was raised about the impact that this legislation will have on local 
government. I agree with the member for Victoria Park that it is clear that the development and introduction of 
the royalties for regions fund has, to some extent, been done in isolation of the Minister for Local Government 
and the Department of Local Government. I know that the minister responsible for this legislation has had 
interaction with the local government minister, has worked with the local government minister on some 
announcements that have been made and has a degree of responsibility for the country local government fund.  
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The criticism that has been made of this process is fair and it can be identified through a sequence of events. The 
first indicator was that the initial announcement of the country local government fund was made by the Minister 
for Local Government, who obviously knew nothing about the content or nature of that fund at the time he made 
that announcement. The second indicator was the way in which the structural reform process was announced by 
the Minister for Local Government at the same time as the Minister for Regional Development was trying to roll 
out the first component of the country local government fund. I note, of course, that the criticisms made, and 
arguments used, by the Minister for Local Government to encourage, and threaten to force, amalgamations on 
local governments were good arguments for why the government should not have been rolling out the first round 
of the country local government fund in such a hasty fashion. That is not a criticism of the minister because, as 
the member for Willagee identified, the minister always wanted to get that money out there in a hurry, and there 
is a good argument for doing that. Coincidentally, in the light of the economic crisis at that time, the argument 
could be mounted that it was a positive move to get it out quickly. However, the minister was doing that at the 
same time as quite possibly the greatest change imposed on the local government sector in this state�s history 
was taking place with very little consultation. It is an indication to me of a stovepiping of operations between the 
two ministers and the two operations�one being to introduce the royalties for regions program and the other to 
roll out amalgamations or structural reform.  

The third indicator�which is not related to this minister but to the theme of this minister operating in one field 
of endeavour whilst acting in isolation of a similar action by another minister that imposes change and 
demands�is the recent announcement of the proposed changes to planning in this state by the Minister for 
Planning. Although, having received a briefing, I believe it has every indication of being a reasonable change, 
despite some of the criticisms that have been levelled at it. I am still waiting to learn more about that proposal. 
However, the indication is that it seems to be a reasonable process. The Minister for Planning set a target through 
a discussion paper, put it out into the community for discussion and gave a time frame for people to look at it. He 
will call for a response to the discussion paper at the end of that time frame. That is in stark contrast to how the 
Minister for Local Government handled the changes to local government. He went out into the community and 
told local governments that they had to make changes. He did not consult and he did not engage in winning the 
hearts and minds of the people whom these changes will directly impact upon. Since then, he has had to engage 
in a series of backflips to achieve some degree of discussion with the people this change will impact on.  

I wish the minister well with this legislation. I acknowledge that he said he will work on the regulations to deal 
with the questions that have been raised by the member for Albany and me. I still share the concerns of other 
members that when this minister is no longer the minister there is no guarantee in this legislation that this 
process will continue to guarantee 25 per cent of royalties above and beyond normal forward estimates. 
Nevertheless, I ask the minister to look at the concern that the member for Victoria Park identified, and which I 
share; that is, for this and the country local government fund, which is such a significant component of the 
royalties for regions program, to work well there must be very close engagement with what is going on in the 
local government department. I agree that it would have been better for the minister to have retained 
responsibility for that portfolio. Nevertheless, as this legislation is going ahead I ask the minister to be cognisant 
of the threats represented by any further breakdown in coordination of the activity around royalties for regions 
and the concurrent structural change process that is being undertaken in the local government sector.  

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Central Wheatbelt � Minister for Regional Development) [4.56 pm] � in reply: I 
thank members for their contribution to the third reading debate on the Royalties for Regions Bill 2009. I am 
heartened by the very positive and well intentioned comments that members have made in the third reading 
debate. It made me reflect on my eight years or so in this Parliament and I wish there had been more 
opportunities to have debates in this context in which members from a broad spectrum of Western Australian 
electorates have turned their mind to regional issues and offered their thoughts on how it could be done better. 
The members for Armadale, Pilbara, Victoria Park, Willagee and Warnbro in taking the opportunity to 
contribute to this debate this evening have certainly done that. It is very empowering for the Parliament if the full 
weight of all members, as opposed to just the government side of politics, is behind thinking about these issues 
and putting forward their ideas. I give my commitment that I take on board their issues and their challenge.  

I agree wholeheartedly with members that the Royalties for Regions Bill, which is about to be read for the third 
time, imparts an enormous opportunity for both regional Western Australia and me. The challenge is great and 
the road is littered with failures by governments of all political persuasions. I will do my utmost to ensure that 
we enhance the opportunities and the capacity of regional Western Australia. I will be judged on that moving 
forward, as I should be, and as the Liberal-National government should be now that it has such a strong agenda 
for regional development.  

Members are 100 per cent correct in their comments that true regional development is probably not about money 
at all; true regional development is about harnessing the leadership capacity of people from regional Western 
Australia to define and determine a better future for themselves. If they can achieve that, they will drive that. I 
spoke to somebody yesterday who has a great interest in regional development and I said that government can do 
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only so much. We can set a framework, but it will be up to regional Western Australians to take advantage of the 
opportunity that royalties for regions presents, to take advantage of the opportunity presented by the new 
Liberal-National government and, most importantly, take advantage of the opportunity presented by the 
bipartisan approach that has been shown in this house in the third reading debate of this bill to improve the 
outcome for regional Western Australia. We can all take on board that challenge.  

During the debate specific reference was made to Indigenous Western Australia. I put on the record again that in 
my 12 months as a minister Indigenous affairs has been the most rewarding, exciting and challenging part of my 
portfolio. We cannot look at regional development without looking at Indigenous development and 
enhancement. I certainly look forward to using my time as minister, however long or short it might be, to do my 
bit to take up that very complex challenge, as previous ministers have done.  

I thank members on all sides of the house for their support. The members of the Liberal Party have supported the 
concept of royalties for regions from the moment we formed government. The leadership of the government, in 
the Premier and Treasurer, has supported this. We hear from the Premier�s words that there is a real government 
focus on regional Western Australia, and that is very heartening to leaders in the community. I am sure that they 
are also hearing the words of members such as the former Premier, the member for Armadale and the member 
for Victoria Park, that everybody wishes to see a better result for regional Western Australia. If this legislation 
and the royalties for regions policy can enhance opportunities, we can make Western Australia a better place. It 
is great to be part of a Parliament�not a government, but a Parliament�that is very clearly focused on regional 
Western Australia, regional development and Indigenous enhancement. Let us all see that at the end of this 
Parliament, we have used our capacity to enhance the lives of all Western Australians, including those who live 
in regional Western Australia.  

I thank members for their support and I welcome the third reading of the Royalties for Regions Bill 2009. 

Question put and passed.  

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

PAPERS TABLED 

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

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 

Special 

On motion by Mr J.H.D. Day (Minister for Planning), resolved � 

That the house at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 13 October 2009 at 2.00 pm. 

House adjourned at 5.02 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

PUBLIC HOUSING � DEMOLITION 

1432. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Housing and Works 

I refer to the demolition of Department of Housing and Works accommodation and ask: 

(a) how many Department of Housing and Works houses or units were demolished between 23 September 
2008 and 17 August 2009; 

(b) what is the location of each of the houses or units that were demolished; 

(c) were demolition licenses requested and provided for all the demolitions; and 

(i) if no to (c), why not; and 

(d) why were each of the houses or units demolished? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:  

The Department of Housing advises 

(a) 145 
(b) [See paper 1429.] 
(c) Yes 

(i) Not applicable 
(d) [See paper 1429.] 

HOMESWEST HOUSING � INSPECTIONS 

1433. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Housing and Works 

I refer to the regular annual inspection programme concerning Homeswest housing and ask: 

(a) as of 30 June 2008, what was the total number of Homeswest dwellings across the State; 

(b) as of 30 June 2008, how many inspectors were employed to inspect these properties; 

(c) as of 30 May 2009, what was the total number of Homeswest dwellings across the State; 

(d) as of 30 May 2009, how many inspectors were employed to inspect these properties; 

(e) as of 17 August 2009, what was the total number of Homeswest dwellings across the State; 

(f) as of 17 August 2009, how many inspectors were employed to inspect these properties; 

(g) as of 17 August 2009, how many Homeswest houses have not received an inspection for more than 
12 months; 

(h) if there are homes which have not received an inspection for more than 12 months, where are these 
homes located; 

(i) as of 17 August 2009, how many Homeswest houses have not received an inspection for more than 
24 months; and 

(j) if there are homes which have not received an inspection for more than 24 months, where are these 
homes located? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:  

(a) 35,473 
(b) 156 
(c) 35,743 
(d) 201 
(e) 35,846 
(f) 204 
(g)-(j) Housing and Property Services Officers conduct two visits to each property per year for the purposes of 

annual property and customer inspections. I am not prepared to divert the considerable resources 
required to compile the information sought by the Member but would be prepared to provide 
information in relation to any concerns he may have regarding any specific property or location. 
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NEWMAN � ST JOHN AMBULANCE SERVICE 

1449. Mr T.G. Stephens to the Minister for Health 

(1) Will the Minister give an assurance that the ongoing presence of a St John Ambulance paramedic in the 
township of Newman will be included in any renegotiated contract between St John Ambulance Service 
and WA Health? 

(2) If not, why not? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(1) Yes 

(2) Not applicable. 

DUMAS HOUSE � OFFICE FIT-OUT 

1476. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Housing and Works 

I refer to Contract Reference Number BMW3391109 � Office Fit-out of Level 14 Dumas House and ask: 

(a) could the Minister advise what specific work is being undertaken as part of the $17,769 contract? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:  

(a) The contract is for fitout design services.. 

METROPOLITAN PATIENTS DENTAL SUBSIDY SCHEME � CHANGES 

1477. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Health 

Following enquiries from Rockingham constituents concerning access to the Metropolitan Patients Dental 
Subsidy Scheme, I ask the Minister: 

(a) have there been recent changes to the procedure whereby patients can be treated by a private dentist and 
gain access to the Metropolitan Patients Dental Subsidy Scheme; 

(b) if yes to (a), what changes have been made to the procedure; and 

(c) if yes to (a), what measures were used to inform the public of these changes? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(a) Yes. These changes came into effect on 1 July 2009. 

(b) Eligible patients who receive emergency dental care must now attend a public dental clinic to have their 
emergency treatment needs assessed. 

The public dental clinic will provide this emergency care if possible. If the public dental clinic is unable 
to provide this emergency dental care then an authority form will be issued to the patient so they can 
attend a participating private dental practitioner in the Metropolitan Patients' Dental Subsidy Scheme. 

(c) All participating private dental practitioners have been informed by a letter to their practice of these 
changes, dated 28 May 2009.  

The private dental practitioner is in the best position to inform patients who contact their practice of the 
change in procedure in accessing subsidised emergency dental care through the Metropolitan Patients' 
Dental Subsidy Scheme. 

ALBANY REGIONAL HOSPITAL � WITHDRAWAL OF GP SERVICES 

1481. Mr P.B. Watson to the Minister for Health 

Given that weekend General Practitioner services to the Albany Regional Hospital supplied by The Surgery are 
to be withdrawn, can the Minister detail the following costs of replacing these services by General Practitioners 
from Perth: 

(a) airfares; 

(b) accommodation; 

(c) car hire; and 

(d) locum finding fees? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(a)-(d) There is no contract with The Surgery for any services at Albany Hospital.  
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Some General Practitioners (GPs) from The Surgery provide a range of services at Albany 
Hospital. Some of these services will change from 1 October 2009, particularly as there will no longer 
be a requirement to provide cover of the Emergency Department (ED) from that date. 

Doctors from The Surgery have indicated their refusal to cover the ED. The WA Country Health 
Service (WACHS) has an obligation to maintain safe services and provide continuity of care. On this 
basis, options for procuring necessary medical staff, on an interim basis, are currently being explored.  

Until arrangements to implement a staffed ED are in place, where possible, local GPs will be used to 
staff the ED and thus no fees or travel and accommodation costs would be incurred. Should locum 
agencies be used their fees are expected to be approximately 12.5 percent of Doctor payments. Standard 
locum rates offered by WACHS for GPs in ED are $1,350-$1,450 per day. 

Accommodation, where provided, is generally in self contained units, the rental cost of which is 
approximately $500 per week. 

HOMESWEST PROPERTIES � ANTISOCIAL BEHAVIOUR BY TENANTS 

1529. Mr A.P. O'Gorman to the Minister for Housing and Works 

(1) Is it possible for tenants of Homeswest properties to be moved on when they are continually exhibiting 
undesirable behaviour? 

(2) How many times does a Homeswest tenant need to damage a property, and have Homeswest repair a 
property, before a tenant is evicted? 

(3) What is the process to evict someone from a Homeswest property? 

(4) How bad does a tenant have to be to be evicted, and is there a criteria that needs to be met? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:  

(1) Yes. 

(2) The Department charges tenants for any repairs that are needed as a result of neglect, misuse or wilful 
damage, and eviction action will be taken where ongoing breaches of the tenancy agreement are not 
resolved by the tenant. Cases are managed based on their severity, without limiting the Department's 
action to a specific number of breaches. 

(3) The Department generally pursues legal action under section 62 of the Residential Tenancies Act 1987, 
under which a tenant is issued with a notice providing 14 days to rectify a substantiated breach of the 
tenancy agreement. If the breach is not rectified within that period, a Notice of Termination can be 
issued, requesting vacant possession of the premises within seven days. 

If the tenant does not vacate within that time, the Department may apply to the Magistrates Court for a 
Warrant of Possession. An eviction can only be carried out if a Warrant is issued. 

(4) The Department will seek to evict a tenant where it is considered unlikely that the tenancy can continue 
without further serious breaches of the tenancy agreement occurring. In assessing this, the Department 
considers the severity of the issues, their causes, and whether the tenant has made legitimate efforts to 
resolve them. 

I am currently considering advice from the Department on opportunities to improve its response to 
issues with disruptive behaviour.  

__________ 

 

 


