
 

 

 

Legislative Council 

Thursday, 12 March 2009 

                 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Nick Griffiths) took the chair at 11.00 am, and read prayers. 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING 
Statement by Minister for Training 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan � Minister for Training) [11.01 am]: Vocational education 
and training is increasingly becoming the learning sector of choice for Western Australians. It is the largest 
provider of post-compulsory education in Western Australia with more than 100 000 people enrolled. The VET 
sector also represents a $450 million annual investment by the state government. It is a major contributor to 
employment, productivity and export earnings, and a key driver for our state�s future economic growth and 
prosperity.  

Western Australia now has a minister dedicated to training, with a focus on increasing training participation and 
skills development across the state. As Minister for Training I want to ensure that we maximise the benefits of 
our investment for students and industry so that everyone, no matter who they are or where they live, will have 
access to training that is relevant and will lead to a genuine employment outcome. 

The training system has a vital role to play in maximising participation of all individuals in training, including 
those who are most disadvantaged. That opportunity needs to extend to strategies that will help close the gap for 
Aboriginal Australians and provide greater access to training for clients in regional locations. Over the past five 
months, the training sector has seen a lot of changes and new demands placed upon it. Inevitably the downturn in 
the economy is impacting on growth in employment-based training. People are now focused on training that will 
assist them to gain or retain employment. Now more than ever we need a training system and training institutions 
that will provide the flexibility and capacity to meet the needs of industry and employers and ensure that 
individuals have the skills to maximise their job and career opportunities in an increasingly competitive labour 
market. I continue to believe that one of the greatest strengths of our training system lies in its diversity and 
choice, and that the best training outcomes can be achieved within a competitive training framework that enables 
both private and public training providers to respond to the needs of training clients.  

I want to share with members some of the achievements in training that have been made by this government over 
the past five months. 

Training Legislation Amendment and Repeal Bill 2008: First and foremost, this government has delivered a 
legislative framework that enables our training system to respond to the needs of industry. I have ensured that the 
long-awaited training legislation was made a priority in our first 100 days of office. I must acknowledge the 
support of members on both sides of the house for that achievement. 

The new State Training Board: The State Training Board plays an integral role in contributing to the strategic 
direction of the state training system and in ensuring that the skills needs and priorities of Western Australia�s 
industry and workforce are met. Since I have taken office, the membership of the board has been strengthened, 
with new appointments to the board announced on 28 November. Members have been appointed for their mix of 
experience in industry, community, education and training, and for their ability to provide high-level advice on 
Western Australia�s training needs. I met with the board recently to discuss the government�s training priorities, 
and to highlight the board�s key role in providing independent advice to ensure Western Australia�s training 
system is innovative, flexible and responsive to the needs of industry. 

Industry training advisory arrangements: Importantly, the government will be investing over $4 million per 
annum over the next three years to support industry training advisory arrangements through the training council 
network. I have approved new arrangements that will see a network of 10 independent industry training advisory 
bodies established to provide strategic advice and information on the training priorities and workforce 
development needs of industry. The Construction Industry Training Council commenced on 1 January 2009, 
with an additional six training councils commencing in February 2009. The remaining three training councils are 
in the final stages of establishment and are expected to be operational in the near future. I commend members of 
the new industry training councils for their significant contribution to the state�s future industry training strategy. 

Aboriginal participation in training: There is a clear need to engage young Aboriginal students in programs that 
provide access to work opportunities and better employment outcomes. The Aboriginal school-based training 
program is being introduced with the support of schools, group training organisations, registered training 
organisations and employers, in a partnership that supports students as they acquire the skills and knowledge 
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needed to prepare them for the world of work. Cultural awareness training and mentoring are key components of 
the program, and every education district around the state is involved, from Albany, to the goldfields, to the 
Kimberley and the Pilbara. The state government has given its commitment to the ASBT program with funding 
of $8.5 million over the next three years, and we expect that around 900 students will benefit from the program. I 
am committed to increasing training participation and securing better outcomes for our Aboriginal youth. I 
therefore took great pleasure in launching the ASBT program in October last year. 

Technical and further education action plan: I have already mentioned the need for flexibility and responsiveness 
within our training institutions. In an increasingly competitive labour market, there is a critical role for TAFE 
colleges to play in meeting the needs of employers and to ensure that individuals maximise their job and career 
opportunities. I have met with TAFE managing directors, and I am continuing to progress with them a 
coordinated action plan for colleges to respond to those challenges. Key areas of focus for TAFE through the 
action plan include targeted industry consultations, information seminars and employer consultancy services that 
will be available statewide; coordinated college resources for skills recognition, to recognise prior learning and 
to assist displaced workers to transfer their skills to new jobs and industries; coordinated and enhanced careers 
advisory capability through stronger links with employment and job agency networks; and individual advice on 
training pathways, courses and qualifications for people changing jobs, changing careers and seeking new fields 
of employment. In response to the shifting demand in employment-based training, I have ensured that there is 
increased capacity for training places in a range of alternative courses and qualifications for students who are 
unable to secure an apprenticeship. 

Enterprise bargaining agreement: Fundamental to success in training is the quality and commitment of our 
vocational education and training workforce. Prior to last year�s election, TAFE lecturers had not received a 
salary increase since January 2007. The new government reached an �in principle� agreement with the State 
School Teachers� Union of WA within four months of taking office. I have ensured that this agreement provides 
significant benefits for lecturers and introduces flexible work arrangements that allow TAFEWA colleges to be 
more responsive to the needs of students and industry. I am pleased to have delivered for TAFE lecturers a six 
per cent interim pay increase within our first 100 days of office, a $168 million agreement to make our VET 
lecturers among the best paid across the country, and salary increases for lecturers of up to 20.5 per cent. Salary 
increases of up to 26.5 per cent over three years have been provided for lecturers who are working flexible hours, 
and further incentives have been provided for lecturers who are working in regional colleges or centres. 

Council of Australian Governments National Partnership for Productivity Places program: The government has 
signed up, under the National Partnership Agreement, to the commonwealth government�s National Partnership 
for Productivity Places program. This program is significant for Western Australia as it will provide 
approximately 74 000 new training places over the next four years. The productivity places program will help 
alleviate skills shortages and support individuals and enterprises with additional training opportunities during the 
economic downturn. I will be reporting to the house the details of this agreement when negotiations are finalised 
with the commonwealth. 

I turn now to future directions.  

Positioning TAFEWA colleges for the future: We are well on the way towards repositioning TAFE in Western 
Australia to ensure that the delivery of vocational education and training meets the requirements of industry and 
the career aspirations of all students. We need schools to be counselling students about vocational qualifications 
and pathways with at least the same enthusiasm as is given to university pathways and career options. I would 
like vocational education and training to be considered on an equal footing with a university education for people 
seeking a successful career�not as a second or third choice. I would like to see employers and professional 
associations specify a vocational qualification as their preferred criterion for employment, and advertise that fact. 
Importantly, I want parents to be proud to say that their sons or daughters have achieved success because of their 
training qualifications. I am working with colleges and in consultation with the private sector to achieve these 
shared goals, and I am pleased to report that I have received very positive and constructive feedback. I have 
engaged in a direct dialogue with each of the colleges, seeking their input on ways to address a range of 
institutional and structural barriers to ensure TAFEWA continues to perform well in an increasingly competitive 
training market.  

�State Training Plan�: This government is committed to maximising the participation of all Western Australians 
in the workforce and in the community, and to leading a responsive, flexible and innovative training system. At 
7.1 per cent, Western Australia had the second lowest training participation rate in the country in 2007. The 
lowest rate was seven per cent in Queensland, while the national average was 8.2 per cent. Although 
apprenticeship and traineeship delivery has increased in recent years, the uptake of higher qualifications did not 
keep pace with the needs of industry, and institutional enrolments have actually declined over the past five years. 
The development of the government�s training plan is based on the advice of the State Training Board in 
addressing barriers to training participation and skills development across all of Western Australia; providing 
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people with the skills to make the transition into employment; and increasing the skills of the existing workforce 
in line with regional and industry requirements. Through the plan, I have made a commitment to ensure that a 
holistic and collaborative approach to training is adopted, which will not only meet the needs of individuals and 
enterprises, but will also offer benefits to those in training, or considering training; those wanting to upskill or 
reskill; those in regional and remote Western Australia; and those who have yet to engage or are traditionally 
under-represented in vocational education and training. The release of the state training plan is subject to final 
negotiations with the commonwealth government on the National Partnership for Productivity Places program 
and budget approval through Treasury. This plan will be a blueprint for future investment by the Western 
Australian government in the state�s training system and will support the economic and social development of 
our state. I look forward to working cooperatively and collaboratively with all sectors of vocational education 
and training to make further significant improvements in the future. 

Consideration of the statement made an order of the day for the next sitting, on motion by Hon Ed Dermer. 

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

ROAD TRAFFIC (AUTHORISATION TO DRIVE) REGULATIONS 2008 � DISALLOWANCE 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Kim Chance gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move � 

That the Road Traffic (Authorisation to Drive) Regulations 2008, published in the Government Gazette 
on 10 June 2008 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 25 June 2008 under the Road Traffic Act 
1974, be and are hereby disallowed. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 
Motions Made Orders of the Day � Motion 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral � Leader of the House) [11.13 am]: I move without 
notice � 

That motion 12, nineteenth report of the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes 
Review; motion 13, seventh report of the Standing Committee on Public Administration, �Annual 
Report 2007�; motion 14, eighth report of the Standing Committee on Public Administration, �Inquiry 
into the Management of Asbestos Containing Materials in Western Australian State Schools�; motion 
15, twelfth report of the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations, �Balga Works 
Program�; motion 16, Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs, eleventh report, 
�Annual Report 2007�; and motion 17, twelfth report of the Standing Committee on Environment and 
Public Affairs, �Overview of Petitions� be made orders of the day for the next day of sitting. 

By way of explanation, these are motions on the notice paper that relate to committee reports. In the process of 
this house, it will take a very long time before we reach those motions on notice. It is my view that, if we make 
them orders of the day, we can deal with them during the one hour that is set aside each week for consideration 
of committee reports. I trust the house will support that course of action. 

Question put and passed.  

SELECT COMMITTEE OF PRIVILEGE ON A MATTER ARISING IN THE STANDING 
COMMITTEE ON ESTIMATES AND FINANCIAL OPERATIONS 

Tabling of Transcripts of Evidence � Motion 

Resumed from 11 March on the following motion moved by Hon Anthony Fels � 

That the Clerk of the Legislative Council table in the house, within three sitting days of the order of the 
house, all transcripts of evidence given by Hon Anthony Fels to the Select Committee of Privilege on a 
Matter Arising in the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations. 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan � Leader of the Opposition) [11.15 am]: I rise to make a couple 
of comments. I noted in the contribution yesterday from Hon Anthony Fels his distress at the effect that this 
process has had on him and his family in particular. That is entirely understandable, and he has my sympathy for 
that, but I hope that there is a lesson here for new players, or young players, to use a colloquial term. What we do 
here is very serious, and we have very serious responsibilities. We need to make sure that we seek advice from 
senior people in the chamber, either members of our own party or the Clerks, who are there to provide each 
member with advice. Although I think that Hon Anthony Fels went into that meeting with the committee with 
the best of intentions without legal representation, once he got into that meeting he could see that the committee 
itself had advice from counsel on how questions were to be put to him. If I had found myself in that situation, 



 [COUNCIL - Thursday, 12 March 2009] 1689 

 

that would have been the point at which I would have said that I was going to seek legal advice on how I ought 
to proceed. It was clear that the member was genuinely distressed by what the events have meant for him and his 
family, particularly in having to explain to his young children which of the salacious reporting was real and 
which was not real, and what that might mean to him and his family. I am genuinely sympathetic about that. 

It is a lesson for all of us. It is a lesson for the new members coming into the chamber after 22 May. It is a lesson 
for the council staff in how we provide training, advice and education to new members about their role so that 
we can give people advice about the clear legal position they find themselves in, and also what that means in a 
practical sense. I just wanted to make the point that there is a lesson here. We cannot be cavalier about the things 
we do here, although I am not suggesting that Hon Anthony Fels was cavalier. The things we do here have 
serious consequences. It is right that they should have serious consequences, because we make the laws, and we 
need to be doing that in a way that is always seen to be above reproach. My take on the contribution by Hon 
Anthony Fels is that, although the opposition will not be supporting the motion he has moved, there is a lesson 
here. Members must seek advice, and if they find themselves confronted by a situation in which they feel 
outgunned, they must take steps to protect themselves so that they do not find themselves in the position that 
Hon Anthony Fels and others found themselves in. 

Question put and negatived.  

RENEWABLE ENERGY TECHNOLOGIES � GROSS FEED-IN TARIFF 
Motion 

HON PAUL LLEWELLYN (South West) [11.19 am]: I move � 

That this house calls on the Western Australian government to introduce a state-based comprehensive 
gross feed-in tariff for renewable energy technologies. 

There is a lot of jargon in that motion, but I hope that by the end of the discussion in this chamber, people will be 
really clear about exactly what it means. A renewable energy technology revolution is sweeping the globe. 
Billions of dollars are being invested into solar photovoltaics, solar thermal energy and wind energy 
technologies. There are emerging technologies in the area of wave power, and Western Australia is host to a 
number of those technologies. Bioenergy is becoming important as a major supplier of renewable energy. 
Indeed, geothermal technology is a technology that is mature in the areas around the world that have volcanic 
activity, and low-grade geothermal or thermal resources are becoming a prospective renewable technology. 

The problem with what has happened across the globe and what is happening in Western Australia, or in 
Australia in general, is that Australia has been left behind in the renewable technology area. Ironically, we have 
been left behind in spite of the fact that we have some of the best clean energy resources. We have a solar 
resource to die for. There is no shortage of heat from the sun. Outside this chamber yesterday, most people in 
Perth were sweltering. Many gigawatt hours of untapped renewable energy simply went to waste. When I 
brought a member of the German national Parliament, Hans-Josef Fell, to Western Australia and took him on a 
national speaking tour about feed-in tariffs, he had his sunglasses on when standing in Kings Park and said, �We 
would die for this kind of solar resource. What are you doing in Australia that you have not taken up this 
opportunity?� We were standing there and his hat blew off, and he said, �And we would die for the wind 
resource.� What are we doing in Australia that is not realising this extraordinary potential to invest in clean 
energy technologies and, in fact, to build an entirely new technological, economic and social platform on 
renewable technologies? 

Why is it that Western Australia and Australia have fallen behind? Part of the answer is embedded in the purpose 
of this motion; that is, we do not have a nationally consistent framework for promoting renewable energy 
technologies. We have a piecemeal series of arrangements between state and federal governments. We have 
chosen to use a certificate trading arrangement�that is, the mandatory renewable energy target. Our target was 
set at around two per cent of the national energy production for 2003 and 2004. We met that very quickly, but we 
never expanded the target. We have failed to provide the preconditions for massive investment in renewable 
technologies. Therefore, we have missed the boat somewhat. 

Australia has always been a technological innovator in the area of renewable technologies. It is well known. At 
Murdoch University, Curtin University of Technology and the University of New South Wales there has been 
cutting-edge research in the area of renewable technologies. As a general rule, we seem to have lost the 
initiative, so although we have managed to innovate, we have never been a commercialising nation. We have 
never been a nation that has commercialised the technologies that we develop right here in Australia with our 
own intellectual property. We expatriate them, and they are commercialised overseas. 

I am going to talk about this motion in terms of a number of principal concepts and key phrases: scale, scale, 
scale�economies of scale. If we want to get technologies brought on line and commercialised, we must provide 
an environment in which scale becomes the leading factor. Australia has not managed to provide that 
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precondition because we have not been putting in place the right rules. As I said, our rules have been fragmented 
and piecemeal. If we cast the right spells in this place and if we put in place the right legislation, we will switch 
on a clean energy revolution right here in Western Australia, and we can bring on a clean energy revolution 
across the whole of Australia. There should be no reason why we could not do it. 

The question is: if we put ourselves into the future�I have done that in this house before�what would a clean 
energy portfolio look like? We can do it just for the south west interconnected system. I put forward legislation, 
which was passed by this house, for a 20 per cent renewable energy target in Western Australia. By doing that, 
we calculated that it would drive more than $2.3 billion worth of investments in renewable energy technologies. 
However, because it was a certificate trading arrangement�in other words, it was not a feed-in law�it would 
drive only the technologies that are market ready right now; that is, wind energy and a bit of bio energy. It would 
also have driven investment in household solar hot water. However, we must be clear. What we are talking about 
in this motion is renewable energy for electrical purposes, not solar hot water. In fact, I placed before this house 
another bill called the Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction (Hot Water Systems) Bill, which would have seen 
every single building in Western Australia serviced with solar hot water, provided that technology was practical 
in the setting�in other words, if it was not in a small unit in West Perth such as the one in which I live. 

We have 12 to 16 per cent solar hot water penetration in the market so far. If we had reached 80 per cent, we 
would have offset as much energy as is produced by a 220-megawatt coal-fired power station. That is the 
potential of simply harnessing solar thermal resources on every household and on every industrial roof. 
Therefore, if we had 80 per cent penetration, which Israel has currently because it has similar laws to the ones 
that I promoted in this house, we would have saved the equivalent of an entire coal-fired power station�energy 
that we need not have produced, greenhouse gas emissions that we need not have produced and so on. 

I mentioned the concept of looking at scale rather than thinking of this as just renewable energy at the household 
level, which is what feed-in laws have typically come to be understood as; that is, a premium paid at the 
household level for small-scale solar photovoltaics. 

Hon Peter Collier: Not necessarily with a premium paid. It depends on the system. 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: Okay; that is true. However, the current understanding of feed-in laws is that 
people pay a premium, in effect, for electricity production from solar photovoltaics. We have had a somewhat 
limited understanding of the full potential of well-crafted laws to achieve a very large-scale uptake of renewable 
technologies.  
I turn now to the kinds of mechanisms we have to promote renewable technologies across Australia, and they 
relate to industry grants. There are two quite separate models. The first model involves the government taking 
money out of consolidated revenue and handing it to certain companies, in which case it picks winners. It picked 
the Carnegie Corporation Ltd wave energy machine and gave it $12 million. It might pick a wind energy 
company and give it $25 million. It might pick a solar company and give it money. The granting system has a 
place in industrial development programs. One mechanism is to give grants and rebates. The other mechanism is 
the introduction of mandated renewable energy targets. In this way, a target is set for the amount of renewable 
energy that is required and there is an obligation on the people who buy and sell renewable energy in the market; 
in this case, it is Synergy that is buying and selling renewable energy. Synergy had to acquire one per cent of 
renewable energy a year, increasing to 20 per cent by 2020. That meant that it had to go out into the market and 
look for renewable energy sources. If it did not meet that obligation, it would have been fined $40 a megawatt 
hour�that is 4c a unit of electricity. It became desirable for Synergy to find a renewable generator that could 
produce electricity for approximately 8c a kilowatt hour. We need to educate people about how energy is priced. 
If we pay approximately 12c or 16c a kilowatt hour for a unit of energy, approximately 4c, or one-third, is spent 
on generation, one-third is spent on distribution and networks, and one-third is spent on retailing operations. 
Currently, we have generation costs of around 4c a kilowatt hour. As it turns out, coal-fired power stations 
running flat out can produce cheap power�less than 4c a kilowatt hour�but it comes at an environmental cost. 
Gas turbines are producing power at about 6c a kilowatt hour; it is a little more expensive. That is why the 
electricity industry and power generators in Western Australia are suffering. A price cap has been put on power 
generation and that means that they have not been able to get full cost recovery for power generation, 
particularly when there has been a shift to gas. When gas comes in at about 6c a kilowatt hour, or even more, we 
find that wind energy has reduced its costs. It used to be 12c, 10c, 8c and 7c a kilowatt hour. It is possible to get 
wind energy on a very large scale for almost the same price as gas. That relates to scale. That technology was 
developed through the German and Danish feed-in system. Those communities paid a premium to develop the 
technology. As they learned through scale, the prices came down. There is a learning price curve for all 
technologies. All those technologies are on a downward projection; in other words, the price per unit of 
electricity is going down for wind energy, while the price for gas-fired and coal-fired power stations is going up. 
They contract and converge at a point at which there is critical mass and renewable technologies start 
economically outperforming coal-fired power stations and gas turbines. If we add to that climate change and 
carbon trading, we can see why the global economic market is saying that it will make this transition. 



 [COUNCIL - Thursday, 12 March 2009] 1691 

 

There is also the matter of a peak in the production of gas and oil. We know that we can no longer meet the rate 
of growth in demand for oil. Oil and gas production has plateaued. Gas, coal and uranium also have peaks; every 
resource reaches a peak in its production. It makes not just economic sense, but also socio-political sense to 
decouple ourselves from those unstable regions in the world that are providing us with oil by substituting it with 
renewable technologies. Some thinking exercises that are taking place around the world indicate that we are not 
just talking about reaching a five, six, 12 or 20 per cent target for renewable energy. These thinking exercises are 
asking how we can achieve zero carbon emissions in the electricity and transport sectors. I often use wind energy 
technology as an example not just because I understand that technology�I have a badge to prove it, but I cannot 
table it for Hansard�but also because more has been learnt in the wind energy industry than anywhere else. 
Paul Gipe, on his website Wind-Works.org, has looked at the challenge of meeting the entire energy 
requirements of the North American continent through the use of wind energy technologies. He is not saying that 
we should do this; he is merely saying that we can do this. Arguably, it will require a mix of technologies. Paul 
Gipe undertakes a number of thinking exercises about the current renewable energy market in the United States. 
He refers to 5 600 megawatts of installed capacity in 2007. We must bear in mind that that is nearly twice the 
installed capacity of energy in the south west interconnected system. We have about 3 000 or 3 500 megawatts 
of installed capacity of coal and gas. Paul Gipe says that that is great, but it is not nearly enough. He then has 
some fun with numbers to determine whether the entire energy demand in the US can be met by using wind 
turbines. I will have to cut short my comments on this exercise because it is rather technical, but it is simply a 
multiplying exercise. A two-megawatt wind turbine can produce four million kilowatt hours a year; in other 
words, four gigawatt hours a year. How many of those turbines would be needed to meet the entire electrical 
demand of the United States? Paul Gipe goes on to say that it uses 3 000 terawatt hours of fossil fuel fired power. 
He calculates the amount of energy and the number of turbines that would be required. He says that about 75 000 
megawatts of installed capacity would be required to meet the entire electrical energy requirements of Canada. 
That is extraordinary. To give members some sense of that requirement, Germany today has 20 000 megawatts 
of installed capacity. 

Hon Peter Collier: From wind? 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: Yes, in wind. I might have misquoted a bit, so I will go back a step. In my haste, I 
might have misquoted. 

The point I am making is that these thinking exercises are asking how much land and how many square metres 
of atmosphere we should be intercepting. People are on the case. As a result of these kinds of thinking exercises, 
and, indeed, as a result of the growth of the renewable energy sector in Europe, not just in Germany, wind 
energy is now holding up the grid. The south of Europe was having difficulty maintaining its nuclear power 
stations and coal-fired power stations because they were running out of water to cool and run them.  

Renewable energy is holding up the grid on a large interconnected scale. If there is a conversation in the world 
about the possibility of moving towards very, very large scale wind energy and, indeed, other renewable 
technologies, we need to be aware of it.  

Hon Peter Collier: What about pump storage? 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: First of all, pump storage is where there is a wind energy facility and a water 
resource and it is pumped up a hill. It is held in a storage dam and let back down again. That means the energy is 
stored. However, pump storage has inherent inefficiencies, so the inefficiencies are multiplied. I do not want to 
speak specifically against pump storage, but if there is a price premium at peak time, surplus wind can be used to 
pump water up the top of a hill and release it down to gain an advantage in the market.  

Hon Peter Collier: I understand pump storage is good for baseload power.  

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: It is one of the forms that supports the grid. If the minister does not mind, I will 
come back to the concepts of maintaining grid stability through renewable technologies and explain that we do 
not have to depend necessarily on pump storage. We want grid integration. We want to generate wind resources 
from Geraldton through to Esperance. A company I worked for previously has done studies of 1 000, 2 000 and 
3 000 megawatts of wind energy, measured at real-time winds. We know from wind data what the wind profile 
between Geraldton and Esperance looks like. We also know what the real-time output of the wind farms will 
look like right across the region. We thought that the curve in the profile would go up and down; however, 
because of regional variation the curve was much more flattened out. We can get grid stability and cross-regional 
stability by simply having resources spread across geographic regions.  

Hon Peter Collier: That is why I thought that the two systems of wind and pump storage complement each 
other�for that very reason.  

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: That is true, but there are many other ways of complementing technology and 
getting grid integration of renewable technologies. In moving this motion, I want to have this conversation about 
what potentially awaits Western Australia and put forward technical solutions to these problems. The first 
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problem is geographic variation. The second is to have an entire portfolio of solar and solar-thermal technology. 
Solar-thermal technologies will have a 72-hour energy holdover. We have very long periods of sun out in the 
wheatbelt, for example, so we can get grid integration of solar-thermal technologies with photovoltaic, which is 
the direct electrical energy from silicon, across the region. I will come back to Paul Gipe in a minute.  

I will take members down this pathway: Hon Kim Chance set up an inquiry into the biofuels industry. We 
struggled with issues about producing biofuels to replace liquid fuel for cars. One of the concepts that became 
clear was that we could produce electricity through large-scale renewable electrical energy, because the 
distribution grid is everywhere, and run an electrical vehicle fleet on battery-powered cars. This will be the 
Scalextrics vision of the future. Who had Scalextrics?  

Hon Kim Chance: I think I am a little old!  

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: Is there anybody who has seen Scalextrics?  

Hon Ed Dermer: I used to enjoy them! 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: I had Scalextrics. I used to be fascinated by them. We can take Scalextrics as a 
concept and convert the entire vehicle fleet to run on electrical motors. That is no different to cordless drills. I 
think about what has happened to cordless drills and the technology. Have any members got a cordless drill? 
Mostly blokes, I imagine! Hon Wendy Duncan has a cordless drill. We need to consider the revolution that has 
taken place in the portability of that power and we need to think about an entire motor vehicle fleet. Say there 
were half a million plug-in electric cars. How many hours a day does a car sit around? It is unused for 23 or 
23.5 hours of the day. One might have a very large battery in the car plugged into the grid, available for grid 
integration at any time. That car is drawing power to charge the battery, when it is required, from large wind 
farms, solar farms, geothermal and wave energy machines. It releases that power back into the grid when the grid 
needs it, so that there is this grid integration. This is the development of the smart grid. This is happening as we 
develop smart grid integration. We need to get on to this vision and we need to get on to that same technology 
platform because we are going to be left behind if we do not. We will be technology takers rather than 
technology developers. We will be expatriating our intellectual property overseas and buying it back at a higher 
rate. Part of the motivation for bringing forward this motion was to have this conversation about the potential for 
renewable energy to transform the economic platform of this state.  

I go back to Paul Gipe�s thinking exercise. He calculates the light vehicle fleet for North America as a whole. 
How many billion kilometres a year do they run? How much energy do they use? He says that they need the 
electrical equivalent of 750 000 megawatts. He does the same calculation for Canada. This is a PowerPoint 
presentation, which I am happy to either table or give to the new Minister for Energy. Do I seek leave to table 
this PowerPoint presentation?  

Hon Peter Collier: I will take it.  

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: That is very unfriendly to Hansard!  

Hon George Cash: I am suggesting that Hon Paul Llewellyn table the document. 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: This is in cyberspace. I will put it on the record.  

Hon Kate Doust: He may want to email it around to share it.  

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: It is all shared in the great global network we know as the internet. However, Paul 
Gipe and Wind-Works.org do these kinds of thinking exercises for us. Paul Gipe is many years ahead of his 
time. I was hoping that we could deal with the concept of baseload because this has become a common 
discussion amongst people who are putting roadblocks in the way of renewable technologies and roadblocks in 
the way of bringing forward this entirely new paradigm.  

Baseload is an invention of the coal-fired power industry. It is an invention of the steam age. A steam-fired 
power station cannot easily vary its output. It is fired up when it is commissioned, and its load has to be kept 
approximately the same the whole time. It cannot easily load-follow. If we fired up all the coal-fired power 
stations at Collie, they would run sweetly, and then, when a peak came along, they could not load-follow. We 
introduce gas turbines which can load-follow; they can follow the peak. However, right in the middle of the 
night we have 1 000-megawatt and larger coal-fired power stations that have to be kept warm for the morning; 
and so this concept was invented that we need baseload power. That is a complete fabrication. We need energy 
when it is required. The concept of baseload serves the interests of steam-aged technology much more than it 
serves the interests of consumers. We would be encouraged to leave all the street lights and city lights on in 
Perth largely to keep those coal-fired power stations running and warm so that in the morning, when the loads 
increase, they are ready to take up the load. This has been a fabrication, and, through smart and intelligent 
redevelopment, we can overcome many of the impediments of the so-called baseload of power by having varied 
resources operating at the same time. 
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Even if we are heading towards a zero emissions electrical system, no-one in this room�certainly not me�is 
saying that we should not integrate wind and gas. Of the gas that comes down the pipeline to the south west, 
approximately 45 per cent to 50 per cent goes into industrial purposes for Alcoa, which is a good thing if 
members agree with that, but Alcoa has not co-generated, so it is not even using its waste heat. We now produce 
something like 60 per cent of our electrical energy from gas, so a proportion�about 30 per cent�of the gas 
produced is used in our electrical system. That gas is extremely valuable and we could shandy down the energy 
consumption there by introducing large-scale wind power and saving that gas resource. That is not a strong 
argument to BHP Billiton because it is in the business of selling gas, and I fully respect that, but it is a good 
argument for the community of Western Australia which wants to have the benefits of those gas resources over 
time. We can minimise the use of that gas resource and extend the life of those gas fields by shandying it down 
and sharing the load with wind power, because wind power could take that load. Wind power and gas power are 
completely complimentary. 

The Minister for Energy talked about whether we should pump store. Sure, we could do so if we have wind 
power that is cheap enough. We could have our pump stored wind energy coming online and offline and infilling 
with gas quite easily to provide a stable electrical system. We could just about shut down the coal-fired power 
stations and do it that way relatively quickly�possibly by 2020 or 2025.  

It is not about whether the novel technology of pump storage, or this technology or that technology, is good or 
bad, because I think any technology that takes us down the low emissions pathway is good, not just because I am 
concerned about climate but because I think it is a better technology. I remind members about the oil sheik who 
said that the Stone Age did not end because we ran out of rocks and stones; the Stone Age ended because we 
found better ways to do the stuff that we were using stones for. The oil age will not end because we have run out 
of oil. God forbid; if we ran out of oil, we would have polluted the atmosphere to the point where it would have 
become uninhabitable. The oil age will end because we have invented a new technology platform that will do it 
better, and so will the steam age and the coal age end.  

We are now on a pathway to a genuinely sustainable low emissions energy economy�then zero emissions. It is 
at a high-tech factory near all of us. I do not know whether members have had the pleasure of visiting one of 
these large wind power farms, either the one in Albany or one of the very much larger ones up at Emu Downs. I 
visited the very factory where they manufactured the turbines that went to Albany. I saw the person who ensured 
that they were put onto the ship�he owned them personally; he loved those machines. The interesting thing is 
that that was in a town called Magdeburg in Germany. That town was in the rustbelt of the East Germany 
economy. It was in decline. They had an excellent technical education system in East Germany with training 
schemes for technologists. Enercon, the company, had basically inhabited that space in Magdeburg and all the 
surrounding areas and totally converted that entire town from a rustbelt of East Germany to a high-tech wind 
energy industrial precinct. The mind boggles at how big it is. That was just one German factory.  

Enercon, and all of the wind energy companies and all of the solar companies, were developed because of the 
feed-in laws. They were developed because people who invested in clean energy technologies were paid a small 
premium for their clean energy because it was an industry development strategy. The industry has developed a 
long way, but there is a long, long way to go with intelligent control systems and technology platforms, and 
Australia is extremely well placed to be in that game. I went to the factory and saw the turbine blades � 

Hon Peter Collier: They are literally the Mercedes Benz of turbines. 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: They are the Mercedes Benz of turbines. When we fly in a jumbo jet and look out 
of the window and see �Rolls-Royce� on the side of the engines, what do we think? We think, �It�s a good thing 
to have �Rolls-Royce� on the engines�, and these wind turbines are the Rolls-Royce of the energy industry. 

Hon Peter Collier: I used �Mercedes� because of Germany! 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: When producing a very large-scale technology platform for a society, we want 
reliability. Do we have a Toyota bus fleet in Perth? I think they are all Volvos or Mercedes. 

Hon Kim Chance: There are a lot of Renaults. 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: I have not seen Hyundai buses, although we might have them! I am not making a 
slur on Hyundai; I am merely saying that when we buy our bus fleet to carry out this large task, we buy the best 
technology available. This company, Enercon, is an interesting company in that it set itself up in the East 
German rust belts. When the Leader of the House asked �How do we get the clean, green new deal?�, this is part 
of the story: we can utilise the jobs and the capacity of the economy, which is falling away right now, with a new 
technology platform. 

We must look at what is happening in the United States and across Europe. Rust belts are being occupied with 
new technologies. I have another example of a company that was manufacturing car windscreens in the Great 
Lakes area. That is precisely the kind of technology needed to manufacture solar panels, because the silicon has 
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to be sandwiched between glass. Those factories are now converting from producing windscreens to this new 
technology, which utilises the same technology platform and the same group of skills. The manufacture of wind 
turbines utilises the same group of skills required to run the nickel mine in Ravensthorpe; namely, the 
technologists, the truck drivers, the concrete workers, the electrical fitters and turners�all those people. But 
there is no financial driver in Western Australia, and there is no substantial driver across the whole of Australia, 
to get that platform up and running. 

This motion to implement a state-based gross feed-in tariff into Western Australia will be a key driver towards 
rebuilding the economy and taking up that slack. We need the steel, we need the copper and we need all of the 
power electronics; we need all those materials. I have no argument against mining those materials, provided we 
are not using them in a wasteful, zero sum endgame. We need to be building the new technology platform with 
the capacity that we have now. We need to use the oil that is in the ground to build the technology platform to 
displace our dependence on oil. That is the reality of a finite world. If we built clean energy machines, we would 
be doing the next generation a service. 

I will give members an example of the energy-in and energy-out model and why it is profoundly important for us 
to move to a clean energy platform. People have argued that it takes more energy to produce a wind turbine 
because of the energy used to produce the concrete, steel, plastics, copper and control systems et cetera than the 
wind turbine ever produces in its life. I will quiz members. A wind turbine lasts for at least 25 years before it has 
its first major stripdown. How long does it take for a wind turbine to pay for the entire embodied energy in it? I 
am inviting interjections now. It is a 25-year asset. Members can bid for it. Either no-one is listening or they do 
not know or it does not really matter to them. In fact, it takes between just three and six months for a wind 
turbine to pay for its entire embodied energy. For the subsequent 24.5 years it is a free-energy machine. That is a 
very salient point. Are we going to continue? Is it 6.00 pm? 

Hon Peter Collier: Today you have 30 minutes, but you can talk for as long as you like. 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: I can speak for an eternity, apparently, but I do not intend to do that. I do not want 
to bore the house with these minor details. However, I will go back to that salient point. It takes between just 
three and six months for a wind energy turbine to pay for the entire embodied energy that it takes to build the 
machine. For the next 24.5 years it is a free-energy machine. Someone who buys a Rolls-Royce or a Mercedes 
Benz would rebuild the bearings and run it for another 25 years. I have just realised that I was misreading the 
clock. Heaven forbid! I must have been getting carried away. 

Hon Simon O�Brien: It�s the blooming daylight saving that does that to you! 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: I do not know who voted for daylight saving! It feels like six o�clock at night to 
me. My stomach is telling me it is six o�clock at night but it is only midday. I have to finish this story and I want 
to tell members more about it. 

The PRESIDENT: Perhaps if Hon Paul Llewellyn will continue to tell us his story because I am beginning to 
feel as if it is about 10 o�clock at night! 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: I might have put myself to sleep, as a matter of fact! 

Hon Ed Dermer: How will Hansard spell the snoring? 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: I am so accustomed to being stopped at the crucial moment that I was waiting for 
members to stop me. 

Hon Helen Morton: You will be stopped if you don�t get on with it. 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: Take it easy!  

Recently I had the pleasure of making a presentation to the WA Power and Gas 2009 conference and I titled my 
speech �Beyond the Dark Side of the Boom�. Some of us must be old enough to remember the Pink Floyd song 
Dark Side of the Moon. All of us are either too old or quite old enough to remember the Dark Side of the Moon. I 
can tell that even some of the staff know about the Dark Side of the Moon. I contend that because of the 
breakneck speed at which the state has developed, and by running the economy so hot, we have exhausted our 
families and the capacity of our workers and our bureaucracies to keep up with this whole thing. We have 
inflated the economy because people were paid such high wages�I am not saying that they should not be�that 
the house prices have inflated and we have gotten ourselves into a really awkward bubble. The dark side of the 
boom is the crash that has happened. Many of us thought that it had to happen for various reasons, not only 
because of the way in which the financial systems are set up, but also because there was so much friction in the 
economy. That is the way the economy was overheated. 

During the conference I introduced in a much more abbreviated way the concept of a completely new technology 
platform for Western Australia. I talked about the differences between the legislative drivers to achieve 
renewable energy investment and about the difference between the feed-in laws in Germany and the 17 or so 
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European Union countries with similar feed-in laws and also about many of the North American states that have 
independently taken up feed-in laws. I also talked about what we in Australia call the mandated renewable 
energy target. Hans Josef Fell, the German greens MP who was the father of the feed-in laws in Germany, 
provided me with a very interesting graph. It shows the cost in cents per kilowatt hour for the German feed-in 
laws compared with the United Kingdom�s mandated renewable energy target. The UK uses a certificate of 
trading scheme. That is the same framework that is used in Australia and which I promoted in this house and 
which we voted in favour of. In Germany, wind energy costs 7c a kilowatt hour using feed-in tariffs and in the 
UK it costs 13c a kilowatt hour using the certificate trading model. The most interesting point is the rate at which 
German industry grew. I will table this graph for Hansard. German industry skyrocketed from just a few 
megawatts in 1990 to more than 23 000 megawatts of installed capacity by 2007, whereas Great Britain flatlined 
and Australia barely went anywhere. I will table that graph to incorporate into Hansard because it is incredibly 
instructive. I have a spare copy of it for anyone who is interested. 

That graph compares feed-in laws and mandated renewable energy targets. We must look also at the difference 
between feed-in laws and rebates. A rebate is when people are paid money to put solar panels on their roofs. I 
will use the photovoltaic panels as an example. I will talk about the difference between Australia, Germany and 
Japan and the difference between having a feed-in law and a rebate system. The most important point to note is 
that a rebate is paid out of the consolidated revenue. When the money runs out or the economy hits bad times, 
the government stops paying the rebate. Japan had a million-roof solar program whereby its government was 
paying people a rebate to install photovoltaic panels on one million roofs. Japan originally beat Germany but 
Germany�s feed-in laws meant that it completely overtook Japan by 2007. 

Hon Peter Collier: The German model was a uniform tariff, was it not, and that paid for it? 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: Yes. It was a uniform tariff but a premium was paid for the clean energy it 
generated. I will explain the detail of that. The evidence is entirely clear that the rebate system has got us 
nowhere and in Australia we did not even make it onto the graph in terms of installed capacity for photovoltaic 
panels. This country has invented some of the most advanced photovoltaic technology on the planet. However, 
that technology has been now expatriated to China. The University of New South Wales professor who invented 
that technology has now become the richest person in China, on the back of photovoltaics.  

Another page of the Hans Josef Fell presentation uses different-sized yellow spheres to illustrate the worldwide 
potential renewable energy sources. The largest yellow sphere on the page represents the potential amount of 
solar energy in the world. The smaller yellow spheres on the page represent the potential amount of geothermal 
energy, hydro power and wave energy, biomass and wind energy in the world. He compares that with the yearly 
global consumption. What is interesting about that presentation is that it shows that solar energy alone is able to 
meet the entire global energy task. I also have another document that shows the northern part of Africa�the sub-
Sahara. The red dot on that page represents the total area of concentrated solar energy that would be required to 
meet the entire global energy task. It is very interesting. The Europeans are actually trying to set up a grid 
connection between North Africa and Europe, because they believe that the sub-Sahara will be able to supply 
their energy needs and thereby make them independent of the oil-producing nations. I seek leave to table that 
document. 

Leave granted. [See paper 536.] 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: What I am trying to prove is that the legislative and statutory implement that we 
use to achieve renewable energy uptake is vital to the economic outcome. Feed-in laws have been proved to be 
more financially efficient. That is despite the fact that I believe that the certificate-trading model will deliver 
renewable energy in a less expensive way, because it puts a cap on the penalty. In other words, if the penalty is 
$40 a megawatt hour, or 4c a kilowatt hour, that has to be less expensive.  

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders.  

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE 197 
Ruling by President 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Nick Griffiths): Before we move into consideration of committee reports, I wish to 
provide the house with a ruling. Yesterday, Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich asked a question without notice, of which 
some notice had been given, of the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Regional Development. 
I stated that I would give consideration to whether the question was in order. It is not my intention to restrict 
unduly the ability of members to ask questions on a wide variety of subjects. However, it is the responsibility of 
the President to ensure that the rules and customs of the house are observed. As such, a judgement as to whether 
a question is in order is not always apparent and may require some consideration. Standing order 136(a) provides 
that questions may be put to a minister relating to public affairs with which he is connected, to proceedings in the 
council, or to any matter of administration for which he is responsible. These words provide a very wide scope 
for questions to be addressed to a minister.  
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The Regional Development Commissions Act 1993 is placed under the control of the Minister for Regional 
Development. I have considered section 23 of the Regional Development Commissions Act 1993, which 
states � 

23. Objects and functions of a commission  
(1) The objects of a commission are to �  

(a) maximize job creation and improve career opportunities in the region; 

(b) develop and broaden the economic base of the region; 

(c) identify infrastructure services to promote economic and social development within 
the region; 

(d) provide information and advice to promote business development within the region; 

(e) seek to ensure that the general standard of government services and access to those 
services in the region is comparable to that which applies in the metropolitan area; 
and 

(f) generally take steps to encourage, promote, facilitate and monitor the economic 
development in the region. 

(2) For the purposes of achieving those objects a commission is to �  

(a) promote the region; 

(b) facilitate coordination between relevant statutory bodies and State government 
agencies; 

(c) cooperate with representatives of industry and commerce, employer and employee 
organizations, education and training institutions and other sections of the community 
within the region; 

(d) identify the opportunities for investment in the region and encourage that investment; 

(e) identify the infrastructure needs of the region, and encourage the provision of that 
infrastructure in the region; and 

(f) cooperate with �  

(i) departments of the Public Service of the State and the Commonwealth, and 
other agencies, instrumentalities and statutory bodies of the State and the 
Commonwealth; and 

(ii) local governments, 

in order to promote equitable delivery of services within the region. 

These objects and functions are very broad. I therefore rule that the question is in order. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS � CONSIDERATION 
Committee 

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm) in the chair. 

Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review � Thirty-second Report � �Annual Report 
2007� 

Resumed from 2 December 2008. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: By way of clarification, if a motion that the report be noted is required in order for 
the report to be removed from the notice paper, I would move such a motion. If, in the absence of a member 
rising to speak, consideration of the report is automatically removed from the notice paper, that is fine too; 
however, I do not want it left on the notice paper indefinitely. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: If that is the case � 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: I am sorry to interrupt, Mr Deputy Chairman, if you were about to respond. Were you 
looking for someone to move the motion? 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I was intending to make a statement about that particular report.  

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: If you require someone to move that the report be noted, I would be delighted to do so 
when an opportunity becomes available.  
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: If no-one is prepared to move that the report be noted, it will then be discharged 
from the notice paper. If the minister wishes, in his capacity as former chair of the standing committee, to speak 
to the report, I would take that on board. 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: I was just wondering whether the present chair of the standing committee was going to 
move that the report be noted. 

Hon Adele Farina: I am happy for you to do so. 

Motion 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: It was just a courtesy to the chair, because the matter came on rather suddenly. I 
move �  

That the report be noted. 

This is the 2007 annual report, and now seems a funny time to be considering it. A number of things have 
happened since 2007, not the least of which was the dissolution of this Parliament. In the last Parliament I had 
the honour of being chair of the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review. I record my 
appreciation to the other members who served on that committee, which worked long and hard, and far and wide, 
in conducting its business. The calling of the unexpected election meant�I think this was the case with a 
number of committees�that annual reports for that year were not ready to be tabled at the time the election was 
called during the 2008 winter break. Hon Adele Farina, as the present chair of that committee, has now tabled its 
2008 annual report for which I thank her. Now she will tell us all about that report. 

Question put and passed. 
Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review � Thirty-third Report �  

�Annual Report 2008� 

Resumed from 2 December 2008. 

Motion 

Hon ADELE FARINA: I move � 

That the report be noted. 

This is one of the tasks I took over from Hon Simon O�Brien, the former chair of the committee, who did a 
fantastic job during his time. The report, as the 2008 annual report, is fairly self-explanatory. However, it is 
different in one respect; that is, it has an appendix attached, in the form of the final draft report on the Training 
Legislation Amendment and Repeal Bill 2008, which was not tabled due to the prorogation. One of the issues 
that results from prorogation is that committee work is not always completed, or tabled reports fall off the notice 
paper even though the legislation may be proceeded with. This committee is facing that situation with a number 
of other bills that will be coming before the Parliament in the not too distant future. In situations in which the 
reports have not already been tabled, it is important for members to understand that it is probably still a good 
idea to refer bills to the committee so that the draft report can be tabled. In this case, the bill was not referred 
back to the committee when it was introduced by the new government because it had already been considered by 
the committee, but the report had not been tabled. As a result of that, it was impossible for the report to be 
tabled, so it has been tabled as an appendix to the 2008 annual report. 

The lesson for all of us is that even though we may face a situation in which, after a change of government, the 
new government essentially brings in the same piece of legislation as the previous one and the committee report 
has been prepared, it is still worthwhile to refer the matter to the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation 
and Statutes Review, even if it is just for a matter of a couple of days or a week. That would provide the avenue 
for the report and the work done by that committee to be tabled and considered by the house. That is one of the 
lessons we learn through this 2008 report, and hopefully the house will take it on board. 

The committee members and the staff of the committee worked very diligently during 2008 and completed 
reports on quite a number of bills, and I thank the committee for its work throughout 2008. 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: I thank Hon Adele Farina for her kind words on behalf of the former membership of 
this committee. I recall that both the member and I served on a predecessor committee to this one a couple of 
Parliaments ago. In returning to this committee, the member brings a very useful amount of corporate knowledge 
on how some of the proceedings and procedures of this committee have grown over the past few years. That is 
why it is important to note this report because it shows an evolution in the practices of the house through one of 
its committees and how it approaches the questions of not only uniform legislation but also now statutes review. 

Another item that we will come to in due course is listed under committee reports in the notice paper, dealing 
with an inquiry into the subject of statutes review, so I will leave that aspect to one side for one moment. The 
point was well made about the 2008 annual report by Hon Adele Farina; that is, there is a problem that the 
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committee�s work can disappear into the ether when the house is dissolved. This creates difficulties with how the 
work of the committee can be resurrected. Just yesterday I had the honour to read in a bill that was virtually 
identical to another bill from last year reflecting an intergovernmental agreement�the Prisoners (Interstate 
Transfer) Amendment Bill. This bill was largely the same as one that the Standing Committee on Uniform 
Legislation and Statutes Review had already inquired into. The new bill had to go through the processes of 
getting approval for drafting from cabinet and being introduced into this place, and yesterday we faced the 
question of whether this bill should be automatically referred under standing order 230A. With agreement behind 
the chair from all corners of the house, the sensible thing to do was to note that fortunately we already had a 
report available to us, and therefore we did not need to refer this bill for 30 calendar days for the committee to do 
unnecessary work.  

It was referred back to the relevant committee principal research officer, who examined both yesterday�s bill and 
the previous one and determined that, yes, they are functionally exactly the same. So that is a good example of 
how we have been rescued from having to do the same bloomin� thing in a tight time frame of 30 calendar 
days�not any other form of days; a debate that we have had before. On this occasion, we will now be able to 
pick up on that bill, if we wish, as early as next Wednesday and get that delayed legislation into the statute book, 
if the house is agreeable to it. 

I know that some work was done on some other bills even in the early part of the winter recess last year. I recall 
that we signed off on a number of reports. I hope I am not betraying any confidentialities of the committee when 
I say that. However, a body of work was done by our committee. We had public hearings. We did finalise 
reports, but, of course, we did not have the opportunity to present them to the chamber, as we would have 
expected to, in August. It was very annoying in a professional sense too that we were circumvented in that way. I 
notice that the reconstituted committee has now found ways to revive some of that work. However, with an 
inquiry into a bill, if the committee has not reported, I do not see how that work can be resurrected. At the very 
least, the bill would have to be referred, and we would then see what could be resurrected after prior research 
had been done by the same committee. Therefore, it is important that this committee endure from Parliament to 
Parliament, and I am glad to say that it has. The point is well made, and I am standing to support it. 

The other thing that I will comment on�I think the general nature of the report before the chair gives me licence 
to do so�is the question of statutes, repeals and miscellaneous amendment bills, generally referred to 
collectively as omnibus bills. There has never been a chair or a member of this committee or its predecessors 
who has not had the view that we ought to take these bills more seriously. Whether the migration from my seat 
in the last Parliament to this seat over here will colour my view on this remains to be seen, but for now my view 
is pure and uncorrupted that omnibus bills have a very valuable role to play in cleaning up the statute book and 
maintaining the functionality of the body of statutes that makes up the statute law of Western Australia. It is 
when these sorts of bills are introduced and are then left on the backburner that we can strike problems, not the 
least of which is that they all happen to have a very similar name, and several of them may be on the notice 
paper at one time, which we seem to find in these days of three-and-a-half or four-year Parliaments. If some of 
them hang over from one Parliament to the next and are revived, it gets awfully confusing as to which one we 
are talking about because they are all subject to change as they evolve, because the rest of the statute book 
changes, and so we are then talking about amending the amendments set out in the omnibus bill over the 200 or 
300 statutes that are contained therein. So it can get awfully confusing. Therefore, I hope that the work that is 
done by departments, by counsel and by the committee that has to review them and the committee staff�
because they are generally very big bills with a lot of different detail in them�is honoured and respected by 
governments in the future that then progress them through the house. Otherwise it is a waste of time, expertise 
and opportunity, and then, of course, it has a ripple effect right back through the departments, which say, �Why 
do we bother to try to clean up the statute book when nothing is progressed?� 

I will try to honour that commitment. If I can, I will even start to move it along this afternoon, as minister 
responsible, if I get the opportunity. Hopefully, that enthusiasm will endure throughout the next 12 or 16 years. I 
commend the report to the house. 

Question put and passed. 
Standing Committee on Legislation � Thirteenth Report � �Annual Report 2008� 

Resumed from 9 December 2008. 
Motion 

Hon KEN BASTON: I move � 
That the report be noted. 

This is an annual report of the Standing Committee on Legislation. The time frame of the report is from 
7 December 2007 to 4 December 2008, spanning the fourth year of the thirty-seventh Parliament and the 
beginning of the thirty-eighth Parliament, which opened on 6 November 2008. I bring this to the attention of the 
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chamber because various members have been on the committee. The committee consists of five members. 
During 2008, the following members served on the committee. Hon Graham Giffard, MLC was a member and 
the chair of the committee until 10 August 2008. On 6 November 2008, Hon Adele Farina, MLC replaced Hon 
Graham Giffard on the committee when she was appointed by the President pursuant to standing order 312. On 
11 November 2008, the house appointed Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm, MLC to replace Hon Adele Farina. Hon 
Giz Watson, MLC, of course, is the deputy chair. Hon Sally Talbot, MLC is a member of the committee, and I 
was appointed chairman of the committee on 12 November 2008. Hon Peter Collier, MLC was a member of the 
committee until 8 October 2008. On 6 November 2008, Hon Helen Morton replaced Hon Peter Collier on the 
committee when she was appointed by the President pursuant to standing order 312. There has been a mix of 
members going on and off the committee. However, the committee has managed to continue its important role of 
looking into legislation. 

An inquiry into the jurisdiction and operation of the State Administrative Tribunal was referred to the committee 
on 7 June 2007. The committee held 12 hearings. Members can read about those in the report; all the public 
hearings are listed in it. On 7 August 2008, the committee was still in the process of gathering further 
information and drafting its report when the state election was called. Of course, the thirty-seventh Parliament 
was prorogued and the Legislative Assembly was dissolved. The prorogation of the thirty-seventh Parliament 
terminated this inquiry. However, the inquiry was re-referred to the committee on 11 November 2008 in the 
thirty-eighth Parliament. During 2008, for the purpose of the inquiry, Hon George Cash was substituted for Hon 
Peter Collier until 7 August 2008, and then for Hon Helen Morton from 14 November 2008, pursuant to standing 
order 326A. The committee certainly extends its appreciation to Hon George Cash for his contribution so far. 
The committee also acknowledges and thanks the State Administrative Tribunal for its assistance in this inquiry, 
and also the individuals who, and organisations that, provided evidence as part of the inquiry, as listed in the 
report. 

This committee plays a very important role in this chamber in reviewing legislation. I thank all committee 
members who have had input in the time frame that I have mentioned. I know that we will continue to work 
together. I commend the report to the house.  

Question put and passed.  
Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs � Fourteenth Report � �Overview of Petitions� 

Resumed from 9 December 2008. 
Motion 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: I move �  
That the report be noted. 

The Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs has found that its main focus and workload now 
relates almost entirely to petitions. Although we are deliberating on a committee report tabled in Parliament, I 
will not say anything about what the committee is doing, of course. I saw the Clerk look sideways at me, so I 
will refrain from discussing those matters. I have said in the chamber previously that there is an expectation in 
the wider community that if people present a petition to Parliament, members can change the world. 
Unfortunately, we cannot. There have been some changes in government outcomes, but, frankly, the ability of 
Parliament to change a bill or motion after it has been debated is minute. Ministers and the government have 
been made aware of some of the shortcomings that people have highlighted through petitions. As members 
know, petitions are a last resort and people can be disappointed on occasions. However, a lot of people feel 
satisfied when they can make their point and give evidence, whether that be written or oral. They feel 
comfortable that at least they have gone into bat and put their case, and, even if they do not win the case, they do 
not walk away feeling too savagely about it. The wider community has that opportunity, and that will continue in 
the future. 

Petitions are automatically referred to the Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs. I understand 
that the Western Australian Parliament is the only state Parliament that goes down this path. Other Parliaments 
refer petitions to ministers and allow the ministers to consider them and provide responses. This chamber is at 
the forefront of Australian state Parliaments. We can take some credit for being ahead of the game and showing 
the way. I understand that other states are considering this process at the moment to determine whether they can 
adopt some of the principles and processes that have been established by the Legislative Council in Western 
Australia. 

The petition about Governor Stirling Senior High School is a prime example of the sorts of petitions that are 
presented, and it is referred to in the committee report. Members of the committee visited the school and were 
outraged by the condition of the school. I know that a decision has been made to build a new school, and I 
understand that that will still happen. I have not heard anything to the contrary, but that commitment was made 
by the previous government. During our visit to the school, we saw staff sitting in little anterooms leading to the 
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boys and girls change rooms and toilets. We got in touch with the responsible minister at the time, and that 
situation was changed straightaway�it was just not on. Everywhere we looked, something was in dire need of 
repair or maintenance. I hope that the commitment to build a new school will still be met. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney, who has been elevated to the position of minister, resigned from the committee on 
21 October last year and Hon Wendy Duncan took her place on 5 November 2008. 

After considering many of the petitions, members may need to undertake more field trips. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: I knew that members would jump to the wrong conclusion! I saw the smiles on 
their faces. It worries me that my reputation will live on for a little while when I leave this place. People will 
forget who Bruce Donaldson was, but they will remember that he was the bloke��What was his name?��who 
travelled all the time. That is what will be said about me and it is quite wrong. 

Hon Ed Dermer: It is totally unfounded, of course! 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: I am talking about car trips in the metropolitan area. 

Hon Simon O�Brien: We will uphold the finest traditions that you have set! 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON: I have discussed this matter previously in the chamber. The presentation of 
petitions to Parliament is very important. I think the committee structure needs to be revamped in some shape or 
form, but that decision will be left to Parliament to make after 22 May. I would not like the petition process 
diminished in any way, because it plays a very important and significant role in this place. It gives a great deal of 
comfort to many people who do not have the opportunity to access ministers and who have great difficulty in 
getting through to government agencies to put their points of view. Although Parliament may not be able to 
deliver what those people expect it to deliver, at least they have a forum through which to put their points of 
view; I believe that is a very important facet of democracy and of what Parliament represents. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: I respond to the Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs report 
because, as Hon Bruce Donaldson has mentioned, it contains an overview of petitions, a process that I was 
involved in very early in my time in this place. I agree with Hon Bruce Donaldson that the process needs to 
continue. I understand that it is unique throughout Australia in that only this chamber of Parliament provides the 
opportunity for people who have grievances to have them heard by this chamber via this standing committee. As 
Hon Bruce Donaldson has mentioned, the expectations of people with grievances often far exceed that which the 
committee can provide by way of answer, but they believe that at least they have had the opportunity of airing 
their grievances to people who are listening. There have been a number of instances when issues have been 
brought to the attention of ministers that had not previously been acknowledged. The committee can make a 
difference, not all of the time, but some of the time. 

One need look only at the contents page of the fourteenth report to see the types of grievances that people 
have�issues that they believe require correction. The contents page lists a petition headed �South Cardup 
Landfill�. Other petitions included �Wanneroo Road Upgrade�, �Whitfords Road Reserves and Bus Services�, 
�Multipurpose Taxis � People with Disabilities�, �State Government Proposal to Amend the Prostitution Act 
2000�, �Human Reproductive Technology Amendment Bill 2007� and �Smoking Ban at Graylands�. I will not 
go through them all, but they are many and varied, including the one Hon Bruce Donaldson mentioned about the 
relocation of Governor Stirling Senior High School.  

These are issues important in the minds of the people of Western Australia. I think it particularly important not 
only that they always be afforded this opportunity of not only having their grievances presented to this chamber 
of this Parliament, but also that there be a committee to look into those grievances and, where necessary, write a 
report and bring to the attention of the appropriate minister those grievances. There is also the possibility that the 
committee may make recommendations and provide the appropriate minister with the opportunity to have 
information that would not otherwise have been available to him or her. I think petitions are an important aspect 
of the work of this Parliament, and particularly this chamber. It is something that has been available to people of 
this state over many, many years, and I sincerely hope that it continues to be available to them in years to come.  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I rise to make a few brief comments on the annual report of the Standing 
Committee on Environment and Public Affairs, particularly petition 77 regarding the relocation of Governor 
Stirling Senior High School, which both Hon Bruce Donaldson and Hon Ray Halligan have commented on.  

I completely concur with the comments made by Hon Bruce Donaldson about this school. Members in this house 
would be aware that, as a member for the East Metropolitan Region, I have taken a strong interest in this school 
and have raised on a number of occasions the parlous state of disrepair that that school has been in for a number 
of years. It is fair to say that the petition presented to this house, which I had the opportunity to present back in 
November 2007, was certainly a very strong catalyst for action in dealing with the significant maintenance 
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problems being faced at the school. That is despite the original disregard by the previous Minister for Education 
and Training.  

I want to remind the house of some of the problems. I will refer to the report. These matters were contained in 
the petition: science rooms with rotting desks and sinks with unsafe Bunsen burners; unusable lockers that were 
rusted and buckled; desks and chairs that were dilapidated and broken; classrooms needing appropriate and safe 
heating and cooling; rotting gutters; corroded and filthy asbestos awnings; ventilation in the arts room and 
provision of storage and display areas; interview rooms being needed for teachers with parents and students; and 
a variety of other issues. I was very pleased that the committee took the time to visit Governor Stirling Senior 
High School and allowed me to accompany them. Hon Bruce Donaldson, Hon Robyn McSweeney and 
Hon Sheila Mills could certainly see the gravity of the situation.  

I note in the report that subsequent to that visit, the committee sent letters to the then Minister for Education and 
Training requesting a number of urgent repairs. The parents and citizens association has told me that, as a result 
of that and because of this petition, the school is certainly in a better state after action was subsequently taken by 
the Department of Education and Training. As noted by Hon Bruce Donaldson, a commitment was made last 
year to redevelop the school. There are still difficulties at the school and they still need to be addressed for 
current students. I wish, however, to applaud the efforts of the dedicated school community who are committed 
to making their students� school experience what it should be; that is, a school with great students, dedicated 
staff and school buildings that are not falling down before their eyes.  

The P&C has told me on numerous occasions that it felt that the process that was undertaken through this 
petition was an excellent process because it gave the committee an opportunity to put forward to this Parliament 
its concerns regarding that school and the effect that it was having on their students, and that, as a result of that 
visit, a number of actions did occur. I think it shows the value of the petition process. The fact that the P&C saw 
the petition process as an opportunity to raise such significant issues, and what has resulted from that, shows the 
value of the process undertaken in this Parliament. Again, I wish to thank the committee for the time that they 
took in dealing with this issue, particularly Hon Sheila Mills, Hon Bruce Donaldson and Hon Robyn 
McSweeney, who visited the school with me.  

Hon HELEN MORTON: I would like to make a few comments about one of the tabled petitions; that is, 
petition 82, �Smoking Ban at Graylands�.  

People often feel that they are given an opportunity through petitions to raise their concerns about particular 
issues that do not seem to be getting heard in any other way. I only hope that our ministers will take a greater 
interest in those issues when they are brought to their attention through the petition process, unlike the interest 
previous ministers took. The previous Minister for Health stated that the issues raised in the Graylands petition 
had been addressed on a number of occasions during the preparation phase for implementation of the smoke-free 
policy in mental health services. He also stated that the issues raised had been addressed through direct 
correspondence with the principal petitioner, Mrs Warnick. However, Mrs Warnick made contact with me and 
made it quite clear that those issues had not been addressed. In fact, she still felt that it was a failed policy and 
that the minister had failed to take the matter seriously enough.  

I am heartened by the position being taken by our new Minister for Mental Health, Dr Graham Jacobs. He has 
made a public statement to the effect that this is an issue that needs to be reconsidered, that it is heartless to 
expect people who are arriving, mostly against their will as involuntary patients, at a mental health unit to 
abstain completely from smoking from that day.  

In the past 12 months wherever the Minister for Mental Health or I have been across Western Australia, or even 
in other states of Australia, we have heard complaints about this issue. Complaints have come to us from doctors 
and other clinicians working throughout the whole of the mental health service saying that patients are being 
treated punitively through this process, and that their human rights are being abused. Patients have been 
restricted from going into outdoor areas for fear that somebody may be passing them cigarettes through the 
fences and things like that. Family members have said they are being frisked when they come in to visit their 
family members in the hospitals because of concerns that they might be taking in cigarettes. Probably the most 
concerning aspect of this issue for me was when I visited Graylands Hospital to look at a sign that had been put 
up on a fence there indicating that anybody caught selling cigarettes to people on the Graylands site would be 
fined $50 000. Unbelievable! It is intimidatory and punitive action.  

I am hopeful that our ministers will take a greater interest in the petitions process and the fact that many people 
believe that that process is a last resort for them to get some fairness and understanding about the issues raised, 
and that that process is not used just as a means of trying to fob off people with some suggestion that the issues 
have already been addressed.  

Question put and passed.  
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Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review � Thirty-Fourth Report � �Interim Report � 
The Statutes Review Inquiry� 

Resumed from 9 December 2008. 

Motion 

On motion by Hon Simon O�Brien (Minister for Transport), resolved � 

That the report be noted. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 pm to 2.00 pm 

Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations � Fourteenth Report � �Annual Hearings in 
Relation to the Budget Estimates 2008-09� 

Resumed from 9 December 2008. 

Motion 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I move � 

That the report be noted. 

I do not have much to add to what is in the report other than to note that the recommendations relating to annual 
reports that we have adopted and are carrying out via the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial 
Operations seem to be working reasonably well. We recognise that there is always a challenge to try to meet the 
requirements of members to ask the questions they want to ask of the departments that they wish to talk to at any 
window of opportunity that we have at the annual estimates. I encourage members to continue to give the 
committee feedback on how we can modify those annual hearings. The process of engaging members by way of 
a survey once the budget has been tabled�asking members for specific departments they would like to hear 
from�is a critical process. I encourage more members to directly communicate with the committee via that 
survey when the occasion arises. We need to ensure that all members, particularly opposition members, have the 
opportunity to interrogate the budget. With those comments, I am happy to note that the annual report of the 
committee has been tabled.  

Question put and passed.  

Standing Committee on Public Administration � Ninth Report � �Annual Report 2008� 

Tabled on 10 March. 

Motion 

Hon BARRY HOUSE: I move � 

That the report be noted.  

The annual report of the Standing Committee on Public Administration details a summary of the committee�s 
major activities during the year for the house. We also tabled a couple of separate reports on specific topics 
during the year. This may be the last report from the public administration committee that we consider during the 
life of this Parliament before we move to the next Legislative Council membership. I take this opportunity as 
chairman of that committee to thank members for their contributions over the past four years. The membership 
has been fairly steady with Hon Ed Dermer and Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm being regular members throughout 
that period. Initially, Hon Helen Morton was a member; now Hon Nigel Hallett and, more recently, Hon 
Ljiljanna Ravlich have been added to the committee. The committee has been a very harmonious, constructive 
group of people. We have been very well supported by our staff, in particular, Jan Paniperis, who has recently 
been promoted into a slightly different position in the Legislative Council committee office, and Suzanne 
Veletta, our advisory officer. Hon Vince Catania was a member for most of the four-year period. Vince resigned 
from this chamber to successfully contest a seat in the other chamber. We wish him well in that capacity.  

The annual report contains a snapshot of our activities in certain areas. I will mention some of those inquiries 
briefly. The first was the �Inquiry into the Management of Asbestos-containing Materials in Western Australian 
State Schools�. We tabled a separate report on this but we also included in our annual report an explanation of 
what the committee had been doing. We included it because as a result of our work in this area over four years, 
even though it was non-spectacular work, we achieved a very good outcome. We highlighted the need for regular 
inspections in Western Australian state public schools. I think we had a very positive impact on the Department 
of Education and Training and the Department of Housing and Works in getting their processes together in an 
organised fashion to provide continuous scrutiny and action on these issues when they are required. As a result, 
our previous recommendation was that biannual reports on the Department of Education and Training�s 
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inspection regime and activity report be provided to this Parliament. The first report was provided last year. That 
is a very positive development. It will give the community at large some assurance that this very serious issue of 
asbestos in state public schools is being addressed. Of course, asbestos is contained in a lot of other buildings in 
Western Australia but state public schools was our brief. It is not harmful�we do not want to be alarmist�
unless it is disturbed, either by some natural phenomenon or some activity that creates fibres in the air. That is 
where the major problems can arise. We were satisfied that the Department of Education and Training, together 
with the Department of Housing and Works, has put in place a process that includes continual inspections and 
surveillance so that situations can be, should be and, in most cases, are brought to the attention of the relevant 
authorities in a timely manner. The end result of that work was constructive.  

The second inquiry, which is listed in paragraph 11 on the contents page, was the �Inquiry into Statutory Office 
Holders� Grievance Procedures�. This is an indication of what the committee is doing. The house may recall that 
Hon Helen Morton, through a motion that was supported by the house, was successful in referring the case of 
Christopher Read to the committee. That was referred specifically as a case study. The committee�s broader role 
is to look at systemic issues and generic issues in the public sector. Those are the terms of reference that we have 
adopted using the Christopher Read case, which goes back many years, as a case study. We are well into that 
inquiry and are desperately determined to have the report finished before 21 May so that it will provide a timely 
conclusion to the committee�s involvement in that affair. 

The third inquiry, which is listed at paragraph 12 on the contents page, was the �Inquiry into the Governance of 
Western Australia�s Water Resources�. Members may recall that this committee has had a specific role in 
considering some legislation. Specifically, we took on the role of assessing the Water Resources Management 
(Administration) Bill 2003 several years ago, and we have had a continuing role in a watching brief for other 
water legislation. That has led to the only recommendation in our report, which is a recommendation that this 
committee has brought to the house previously. It is recommendation 1, which reads � 

The Committee recommends that the proposed Water Services Bill, Water Corporation Act 
Amendment Bill and Water Resources Management Bill (or any renamed bill dealing with the 
same or similar matters) be referred to the Standing Committee on Public Administration, or its 
successor, immediately following the second reading speech of the Minister or parliamentary 
secretary with carriage of the legislation and the Committee be empowered to consider the policy 
of the legislation. 

Given the body of knowledge, experience and research that resides within the Standing Committee on Public 
Administration, we believe that it is a well equipped body to conduct consultation and analyses of these bills 
when they are drafted and come before the Parliament. In that sense I am sure that this committee can do a very 
constructive job in getting input and views on various matters from the community and can iron out many of the 
really contentious issues and problem areas of the legislation, as no doubt there are bound to be differences of 
opinion on various aspects of the legislation. 

The next inquiry, which is found at paragraph 13 of the contents page, was �Scrutiny of Statutory Office Holder 
Reports and Consultations with Statutory Office Holders�. This has been an ongoing process whereby we 
provide at least a preliminary look at the reports of statutory office holders that are tabled in this Parliament�we 
know there are many of them�and in some cases we pursue elements of those reports by contacting the minister 
and the agencies involved. That has provided a valuable role for this committee in its continuous scrutiny of the 
public sector. That applies, of course, to the Auditor General, the Office of the Public Sector Standards 
Commissioner, the Ombudsman, the Inspector of Custodial Services and various others. 

Therefore, Mr Chairman, that is all in the annual report for all members to read and I think it provides a 
comprehensive summary of our activities throughout the year. 

Hon ED DERMER: Having listened to the very thorough description of the contents of the report by the 
Chairman of the Standing Committee on Public Administration, there remains very little for me to say. I 
certainly concur with the comments of the chairman and I say to him, on behalf of all his fellow members of the 
committee, that we appreciate his kind comments and extend the same to him. That spirit reflects the very 
sensible and constructive approach that the committee takes to its work. The regular consultations we have with 
statutory office holders assists us in our work and we occasionally get comments from those office holders to 
suggest that using us as a sounding board in a way contributes to their work. Our regular systematic review 
process for the reports of statutory office holders gives us an opportunity to specifically ask ministers about their 
response to matters that are raised in those reports and I hope that that further reminder to ministers assists them 
in their work. Certainly the responses that we receive indicate that in most instances they are addressing the 
matters raised by those statutory office holders. 

Question put and passed.  

Progress reported, pursuant to standing orders. 
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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from 11 March.  

HON MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM (South West) [2.16 pm]: I am pleased to support the motion moved by 
Hon Helen Morton and I acknowledge the comments of the Governor in his speech to Parliament. In the past 
week or so I have been very much privileged to listen to a number of outstanding addresses. Prior to referring to 
them, though, I want to make mention of the Address-in-Reply speech of Hon Kim Chance. As most members 
realise, I will be replacing Hon Kim Chance in the Agricultural Region come 22 May. I daresay that they are 
enormous shoes that I will be required to fill. Although I do not want to talk too much about what Hon Kim 
Chance had to say late last year, I will say that in replacing Kim Chance I will take over from a person who has 
almost universal acceptance and respect in the Agricultural Region, and I daresay also in this chamber and the 
Parliament of Western Australia. He is a person whom I have admired for many years. He has outstanding 
knowledge in the areas of agriculture and food and a number of other areas. In particular I make mention of his 
contribution to natural resource management. Every year on the south coast in Albany we present a natural 
resource management medal. Hon Kim Chance has presented it in the past and the comments he has made at that 
time have been most appropriate and indicative of the way in which agriculture is moving in this state of 
Western Australia; for example, that we are moving down the pathway of sustainability. Kim Chance is certainly 
a man of great articulation, confidence, knowledge and ability, and he has taken the agriculture and food 
portfolio from 2001 to 2008�with no disrespect to the new minister�and turned it into one of his own. 

I also make note of the other speeches in the Address-in-Reply. Hon Kate Doust gave a very honest appraisal of 
Labor�s efforts in last year�s state election. She certainly talked about the change of government and gave what I 
thought were fairly concise reasons for why we lost that election. I will not dwell on those points, but she 
mentioned various things that the Labor Party contributed to the development of Western Australia between 
2001 and 2008. She talked about health and the Fiona Stanley Hospital. She talked about some broken promises 
and made a particular point about the move to export lead from Fremantle. She also talked about the Western 
Power split, and concluded by making mention of Bev Gallop. I did not know Bev all that well, but I obviously 
know Geoff particularly well. Tomorrow will be a moving day for all Western Australians and, indeed, 
Australians.  

I make mention of Hon Barbara Scott. She is a person of great integrity and her knowledge and commitment to 
the children and youth of this state is something that I appreciate enormously. The Benson household really 
believes in the �populate or perish� doctrine. That seems to have amused Hon Kate Doust! I can assure members 
that in my family, double figures of sons and daughters are the norm rather than the exception. I certainly 
appreciate, acknowledge and respect Hon Barbara Scott for the comments she made about issues associated with 
the children and youth of Western Australia. 

I move on to Hon Ed Dermer, our Whip. Ed, in typical educative fashion�not bad for a chap who has a 
Bachelor of Science degree in, I think, biology�has become a political scientist of some note, and I very much 
enjoyed listening to his comments yesterday about electoral systems and about what would have been or could 
have been, had things been different. I am as sorry for Hon Ed Dermer as I am for myself, but it is not going to 
happen in the near future! 

Hon Ed Dermer: We live with what we�ve got, I suppose! 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: We certainly do! I certainly enjoyed listening to Hon Ed Dermer. 

To finish things off, I turn to Hon Bruce Donaldson. I would suggest that over the next 10 years or so, he will 
very much become the peripatetic wanderer of the house. I wish him well; I know he is very pleased to be able to 
sit on the government benches for his last six months or so in Parliament. I have always enjoyed his comments 
and I enjoyed them yesterday. He is a very voluble person, but he is a person of integrity and I have certainly 
enjoyed working with him. I share his interest in things such as crustaceans and some of the finer things in life. 
Rest assured that in the not-too-distant future, we can share some of those. I do not quite have his capacity for 
travel, but I will give it a go. He has certainly set quite a standard in that regard.  

Before I return to the Governor�s speech, there are a few other things I would like to talk about. I will continue 
with the issues Hon Kate Doust mentioned about the election loss. Likewise, I will mention some of the Labor 
Party�s achievements between 2001 and 2008. I will also look at the current government�s plans, be they 100-
day plans, 150-day plans or whatever. As a member for the South West Region, soon to become a member for 
the Agricultural Region, I will talk about royalties for regions issues as we see them. I am particularly concerned 
about sustainability issues and I will talk about genetically modified crops in general and GM cotton in 
particular. 
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I will spare members the pain of listening to me on the subject of the wine industry, which is one of my big 
passions in life. However, I will say for those members who know their wine that a Kalgan River winery recently 
did extraordinarily well at the Sydney International Wine Competition. 

Hon Kate Doust: Would that be you? 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: No, it is not; I only wish it had something to do with me! My winery is 
situated on the same river, but they are a little further upstream. 

Hon Ed Dermer: Was it a former colleague? 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: No, it is not our former colleague, but it is certainly a highly respected 
wine concern in the region. It picked up the trophy for best red wine at the Sydney International Wine 
Competition. I can only hope that some of the good vibes, soil and moisture that flow down the Kalgan can 
somehow rub off on me. Who knows? We may be looking at something similar in years to come. It is the same 
winemaker, I must add. 

I resume my comments about the address by the Governor, Dr Ken Michael. Dr Michael, as members will all 
agree, is an extraordinary person. He has had a distinguished career in business, engineering and local 
government�he played a significant role in the amalgamation of the city and shires of Albany�and now as 
Governor of Western Australia. A more distinguished Western Australian one will probably not find. Many in 
this house will understand the hardships endured by migrants to this state, and I dare say that Dr Michael and his 
family are no exception. I believe His Excellency knows full well what is required to be undertaken or 
committed to in this land we call Australia. Commitment, loyalty and hard work come readily to mind, as all 
members will acknowledge. I say to members that as a second-generation Australian, I am very thankful that my 
parents and grandparents had a similar philosophy to life in our great country.  

In the current global economic crisis, I believe that Australians will, more than ever before, need to embrace the 
enduring qualities I have mentioned. I believe that they define our nationhood. The current economic 
environment is something that members will never have experienced, although I am sure that our parents or 
grandparents did. Hon Ed Dermer yesterday alluded to the fact that our parents and possibly grandparents gave 
us the lead in coping with the very difficult times of the late 1920s, early 1930s and World War II. My parents 
grew up in the Depression years of the 1920s and 1930s, and they were tough times in some of the more remote 
parts of Western Australia, where my family come from. My parents certainly showed a certain strength and 
resolve to battle the odds in those days, and I was reminded of it often enough! My father always used to say, 
�Don�t expect me to spend any money on myself�; he always spent it on his kids. His classic line was, �I�m a 
Depression child�. I think that sums up the sort of commitment that my parents made to me and, no doubt, other 
members� parents and grandparents made to them as they were growing up. 

I will also mention a thesis I wrote in the 1970s about the group settlement and soldier settlement schemes, 
particularly around the Northcliffe area where I was working and studying at the time. It gave me a great insight 
into the sorts of hardships that people endured all those years ago. I remember an old-timer telling me that they 
gave the settlers a crosscut saw, showed them a karri forest and said, �Make your own farm�. They gave them 
cattle, and I can remember him saying to me, �They gave us a cow with an udder the size of a golf ball and 
expected us to turn it into a dairy cow!� Some of those people and their families are still in places like 
Northcliffe today. They are testament to the enduring qualities that make Australians what we are. I 
acknowledge those people of the south west region, as I acknowledge the people who were pioneers throughout 
the rest of Western Australia. It so happens that post World War I, the group and soldier settlement schemes in 
Western Australia really took off.  

As the current economic crisis deepens, we find ourselves in similar circumstances to our forebears. Despite the 
best efforts of the Australian government, I honestly fear that things will get worse before they get better. The 
American financial system is at crisis point. I do not believe that the news we have heard recently out of Japan 
and China gives us any cause for comfort either, particularly as they are the countries that traditionally have 
taken most of our primary industry�s commodities that are exported. I fear that more people will lose their jobs 
and superannuants will lose significant amounts of their life savings. It will certainly help to keep teachers in 
front of students and keep at work many people who might otherwise have decided to pull the pin. I talk 
particularly about baby boomers�people my age or a bit older�and my thoughts go out to them.  

Families will find it difficult to cope and homes might have to be sold. It happened during the Great Depression. 
Again, I will resort to my family history. My father had an enduring memory of one instance that scared the 
living daylights out of him then, as it did before he passed away. In the mid-1930s the bailiff found��found� is 
the operative word when it was in a karri forest�the family home only to nail an eviction notice on the front 
door. Sadly for my parents, and I mentioned this the other day when I spoke about my family�s experience with 
bushfires, the house burnt down several years later in the dreadful fires of 1937 that travelled across the south 
coast. These sorts of things may be repeated as time goes by. I hope they are not. I hope that the decisions being 
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made by the world�s big economies will ensure that those things do not happen; however, I am not confident 
about that.  

House prices are down, unemployment is on the rise and people are finding it necessary to sell the family home. 
It is a dreadful state of affairs. I hope that we can get together to minimise the effect that could be occurring in 
our electorates. 

We need strength, commitment and compassion, both as citizens and civic leaders. The federal government has a 
plan to help address this crisis and I call upon the state government to develop its own plan and liaise and work 
very closely with the federal government and other state governments. I trust that it will not sit back and rest on 
its laurels. It should not be relying on the hope that $42 billion, plus the previous $10 billion granted, will solve 
the problems we have, because I do not think it will. No matter what we look at, we need a state government�
rest assured the opposition will keep the government honest in this respect�that gets into the community and 
helps people out.  

I know that the Minister for Agriculture and Food and the Minister for Regional Development were in Harvey 
this morning. The collapse of Harvey Beef is a concern, as is the closure of the Ravensthorpe mine. One of the 
things I am critical about is that the Minister for Commerce, in his capacity as Treasurer, did not go to 
Ravensthorpe to talk to businesses. In late 2008, when the writing was on the wall for BHP Billiton, perhaps 
something could have been done. I have been to the area and those people are hurting. Businesses were 
established on an understanding from BHP Billiton that the mine would go ahead in leaps and bounds and jobs 
would be available. People were encouraged to move from not only Perth and regional Western Australia, but 
also around Australia. Now, having spoken to some education experts in the area, I am led to believe that the 
expected school population at Hopetoun Primary School, a magnificent school that Labor helped to build, could 
go from in excess of 200 to fewer than 50. It is a magnificent school, but businesses are closing and people are 
leaving the town in droves. Hopetoun will become a shell of a town and that is very sad, given the commitment 
by not only the state government but also the local people in the full knowledge that BHP Billiton had basically 
guaranteed the existence of the place. Labor helped build the Ravensthorpe-Hopetoun airstrip. I visited it on one 
occasion and witnessed the planes coming and going. That is a thing of the past. Many things in the twin towns 
of Ravensthorpe and Hopetoun will change dramatically over the next six months or so.  

I will dwell on another issue, albeit a federal government issue. I am concerned about issues such as the Pacific 
Brands debacle and the associated corporate salaries and handouts. I am also concerned about the possibility of 
chief executive officers such as Sol Trujillo taking money�in his case, $13 million from Telstra�and heading 
overseas. Australians, in these harsh times, need to give consideration to their fellow Australians. I am aware that 
many already have. The high profile companies, together with BHP Billiton, owe their workers, ordinary 
Australians, a bit more than what they are giving.  

Speaking of the new state government, I would like, with the house�s indulgence, to acknowledge that with the 
September election last year we saw a number of fine parliamentarians on both sides of this house and the other 
place move on. From this house Hon Graham Giffard lost his seat. He resigned from this house to contest a seat 
in the lower house. He will be missed. He was a valued work colleague and I am sure that most members 
enjoyed his light-hearted yet professional approach to his job. He is a big loss for the opposition, as is Vince 
Catania who has, as Hon Barry House acknowledged, moved to the other place. Yesterday Hon Kate Doust 
mentioned a number of members of the Legislative Assembly who did not retain their seat. I do not propose to 
go through them again. It is always difficult when people move on, particularly when it is not of their choosing.  

Calling an early election was, as most Labor members will agree, a huge mistake. Obviously Labor has 
conducted its post-mortem. I should emphasise that Western Australians viewed the early call cynically and 
treated the election as a referendum. There were other reasons that I will not dwell on, despite the obvious 
enjoyment of members opposite. In typical fashion, Western Australians voted no to a referendum. The rest of it, 
as they say, is history.  

As Hon Kate Doust acknowledged yesterday, Labor did lose, but there were many achievements, and with your 
indulgence, Mr Deputy President (Hon George Cash), I will go through some of those achievements again, 
because I think they beg some sort of response.  

The Gallop and Carpenter governments achieved much for Western Australians, and indeed all Australians. Dare 
I say that royalties stemming from mining activities boosted government coffers and contributed significantly to 
the state�s economy at the time of the September 2008 election. I also suggest that the current government 
inherited the healthiest of bank balances.  

Hon Simon O�Brien: Recurrent expenditure was out of control and you wasted the whole lot.  

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: Hon Simon O�Brien, I have already taken 25 minutes and I do not want to 
go into any great detail. I respect the member�s opinion, but we are seeing a blow-out of expenditure right now. I 
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do not have time to go into it because I have a lot to talk about. I take the member�s point on board, but if that is 
the case, his government is turning expenditure into an art form.  

Of particular note, I make mention of training and apprenticeship issues. Under the guidance of Hon Ljiljanna 
Ravlich, the Gallop and Carpenter governments revamped a critical area of education to facilitate the movement 
of the labour force into areas in which skills could be developed, thereby contributing to the dynamic economy 
that the Labor government left as its legacy, and obviously improving gross state product. The urgency of 
changes resulted in many trades courses delivering skilled workers in significantly less time with a much more 
focussed and relevant training program.  

I was going to say that the government does not have a training policy, but Hon Peter Collier took the wind out 
of my sails earlier today by making a significant statement on that. It is not before time, and I thank him for that 
very much. The world economic crisis demands a coordinated, focussed and strategic approach to providing the 
workforce to address the needs of the state economy in 2009 and beyond, and I look forward to the 
implementation of the government�s training package.  

I will now provide a point of comparison in relation to the seven and a half years of Labor government. As a 
point of comparison, in the period February 1998 to February 2001, under a coalition government there was a 0.7 
per cent decline in the number of apprentices and trainees in Western Australia. Between February 2001 and 
February 2005, the growth was 48.3 per cent; and from February 2005 to February 2008, the growth figure was 
28.3 per cent. In the period 2003 to 2008, the increase in the number of apprentices and trainees in Western 
Australia amounted to 55 per cent, which is nearly eight times the national average. They are compelling 
statistics. Recent figures from the Department of Education and Training indicate a 43 per cent fall in the uptake 
of apprenticeships in 2009 and a 30 per cent fall in traineeships. The current government needs to be very much 
aware of those sorts of figures�I am sure it is�and in some way, shape or form it must address those particular 
trends.  

I have already indicated my fear that the federal government�s $10 billion and $42 billion packages will not be 
able to solve everything. This government needs to be very much on the front foot and not asleep at the wheel 
when addressing the sorts of issues that I have referred to. The state must act to ensure the skills required are 
available; and, of course, we need to make sure that the plan is in place.  

There have been many other examples of Labor�s commitment to education and training that I could mention, 
like the 60-plus schools constructed during Labor�s seven and a half years in office, the extra 1 300 teachers 
employed, and there is now a requirement for today�s youth to be in education and training until they turn 17 
years of age.  

In my electorate of the South West Region, the government responded in the Mount Barker-Plantagenet area 
with the development of the Mount Barker Community College concept. Although still incomplete, I believe it 
will prove to be a template for future education provision in rural Western Australia. If last year�s TEE results 
from the college are any indication, it must now rate as one of the most successful public education institutions 
in the state, probably only one step behind Manjimup Senior High School, which continues to be the trendsetter 
for government senior high schools, not just in the south west but throughout the state. There is an air of 
confidence and an expectation of excellence in this community college thanks to previous ministers; namely, 
Alan Carpenter, Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, and Mark McGowan. Also, staff, students, parents and the local 
community have embraced the changes resulting from the move from the primary school to the previous senior 
high school site, and the college is going ahead in leaps and bounds. 

Another education success story for Labor has been the revamping in recent years of the Rural and Remote 
Education and Training Advisory Council, which as some members may know is a ministerial advisory group 
that provides advice to the Minister for Education and the Minister for Training. In the past, of course, we had 
one minister responsible for both portfolios, now we have two ministers, Minister Constable and Minister 
Collier. The Minister for Agriculture and Food, Hon Terry Redman, has now assumed the role of chair of that 
council. I am the immediate past chair, but I have now become the deputy chair with the change of government. 

There is a whole new focus on education in the bush resulting from RRETAC�s involvement in, if members like, 
lobbying and putting in front of various ministers the sorts of issues that rural people experience and want 
addressed in relation to the education needs of their children, and also the training needs of people who live in 
the bush. The council�s 2008 report is due for release soon. I very much recommend that when it is available 
members will take the opportunity�I was going to say country members, but perhaps it is even more 
appropriate for city-based members�to read about the day-to-day issues involved in providing education in the 
bush. Having been a teacher-administrator in the bush, I can tell members that it is not always that easy. There 
are many pluses, of course, as some of my learned colleagues from regional WA would appreciate, involved 
with being educated in rural, regional and remote parts of WA. However, to me, it is an equity issue. I noted 
from one of the speeches made in the consideration of committee report procedure earlier today that Governor 
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Stirling Senior High School is a bit of a basket case. I can assure members that a number of schools in rural, 
regional and remote parts of Western Australia likewise need much attention. As a rural-based member, it is the 
sort of thing that I put to previous ministers and I will continue to put to new ministers now that we are on the 
opposition benches. 

I do not propose to deal with all the many achievements of the Gallop and Carpenter governments, but I have 
some further compelling facts that I would like to put in front of members. The previous seven and a half years 
saw strong economic growth compared with contraction in the last year of the Liberal government, so we started 
from a low base. Hopefully, that standard can be maintained. We delivered record low unemployment levels of 
2.8 per cent in March 2008. Since 2001, there was a 207 000 increase in the number of people employed. The 
average youth unemployment rate has more than halved since the end of 2001 until September 2008. 
Employment growth resulted in something like 201 200 additional jobs being generated in Western Australia 
during that time. Massive capital works programs have been undertaken. One thing Labor always prides itself on 
is its commitment to rail transportation. The $1.66 billion southern rail line almost doubled the size of the Perth 
rail network. I might need to have a chat with the Minister for Transport to see whether we can now do 
something about improving rail transport to the great southern. Some years ago, before I was elected, I suggested 
to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure that we restore the Albany Progress, but it did not go down too 
well. I do not know what Hon Simon O�Brien�s thoughts are about the Albany Progress. As a young fellow who 
travelled to Perth quite frequently on the Albany Progress, it was quite an enjoyable experience. I dare say Hon 
Simon O�Brien has similar ideas to those of the former Minister for Planning and Infrastructure. If not I would 
like to have a chat to him another day. Labor also committed some $1.76 billion to the new Fiona Stanley 
Hospital development and some $631 million towards the construction of the crucial new Perth-Bunbury 
highway.  

I mentioned the previous government meeting the skills challenge and I will not go over that again because time 
is brief.  

To my way of thinking, financial responsibility has been very much a Labor strength. Labor delivered seven 
balanced budgets in a row, reduced state debt to a record low and retained Western Australia�s AAA credit 
rating. Budget surpluses were used to retire debt and build things such as the southern rail line and the Fiona 
Stanley Hospital debt free. That was our commitment and, of course, none was done at the expense of the 
privatisation of key publicly owned assets.  

Cutting taxes was something we engaged in throughout seven and a half years, albeit we did not do it all at once. 
If members look at the litany of taxation changes put in place by the previous government, they will understand 
what I mean. For example, from July 2008 we introduced a concessional transfer duty scale for residential 
property transfers. That may well be part of people�s positive outlook, if there is such a thing, in the current 
economic downturn. We exempted caravan and camper trailer licence transfers from motor vehicle stamp duty. 
We exempted land use for aged care from land tax and�something very close to my heart�we cut Totalisator 
Agency Board turnover tax to boost funding to the WA racing industry. As one of the largest employers across 
Western Australia and, indeed, the entire country, the racing industry is a vital part of the Western Australian 
economy.  

I have mentioned education and now training and community safety. Since 2001, the rate of home burglaries has 
been reduced. I note that a report in today�s The West Australian details issues on this. Until late 2008, the rate of 
home burglaries was cut by some 35 per cent and the rate of car thefts by around 28 per cent on average. In 
terms of infrastructure, I have mentioned the Perth-Mandurah railway line. The desalination plant provides 
17 per cent of our integrated water supply, with more desalinated water to come. Having travelled to the eastern 
states last year with Hon Barry House as part of the water inquiry by the Standing Committee on Public 
Administration, I noticed that Western Australia is regarded very highly throughout the rest of the continent in 
its capacity to deal with water supply issues. Our achievements are very much put forward as the model for 
achieving sustainability of water supplies.  

Labor may well have lost the 2008 election; however, its record of achievement is considerable and something to 
be proud of. I am not saying, as Hon Kate Doust did, that the Western Australian public was totally satisfied with 
our achievements, although those I have just outlined are quite compelling. We did perhaps make the occasional 
mistake. As I have indicated, the election result reflected what people thought of the early election call rather 
than any other particular issues that may have presented themselves. Members opposite have inherited a strong 
and resilient economy predisposed to delivering strong growth and improved standards for all Western 
Australians.  

I had intended talking a lot about the promises the Liberal Party made in respect of achievements during its first 
100 days in office. However, I note the time and I think I may well move on because I do not have sufficient 
time to go through all that. However, I will say this much: the National Party�s royalties for regions promises 
certainly struck a chord with regional Western Australians. Perhaps, in some respects, not before time, although 
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many of the projects that Labor delivered and is delivering, such as the Albany waterfront project, are 
outstanding examples of what governments can do in regional and rural parts of Western Australia. 

Hon Ed Dermer: The government is likely to move particularly slowly with its promises so you will probably 
have a chance to mention them in a later speech, I imagine.   

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: That may very well be the case, Hon Ed Dermer.  

The royalties for regions idea was promoted very much in my electorate of the South West Region. I take my hat 
off to the National Party. This is not something that happened in July-August-September last year; it is 
something the National Party had been promoting throughout the previous 12 months.  

I move now onto the final part of my response to the Address-in-Reply; namely, the issues associated with 
sustainability and natural resource management and the environment. Over many years, I have maintained an 
active interest in environmental issues and the like. I want to put on record that I am totally supportive of the 
anti-uranium push. But I see projects such as the many wind farm developments in Western Australia as central 
to the long-term economic and environmental future of Western Australia. Other areas throughout this particular 
Parliament that I will pay some sort of attention to include mallee eucalypts. I think they have an enormous 
future as part of the Western Australian economy in many capacities. Hon Paul Llewellyn also mentioned this 
morning that we need to take on board solar energy as something that can contribute to the long-term sustainable 
prosperity of Western Australia. I am particularly pleased to see that the government will invest $12.5 million in 
a new low-emissions power station off the coast of Albany, which will generate electricity by harnessing wave 
energy. Nonetheless, I was a little concerned at comments attributed to the Minister for Energy that governments 
need to make it easier to encourage development within the sustainable energy industry and that this did not 
happen with the Carpenter government. I put it to the minister that one of his non-elected colleagues in Albany, 
Mr Andrew Partington, suggested that the project that is now being promoted was indeed encouraged by Alan 
Carpenter. Alan�s decision to help in the generation of more renewable baseload power for Albany was 
something that Mr Partington acknowledged and wanted to see promoted. The 50 megawatt power station to be 
developed by the Carnegie Corporation is great news for all of us living on the south coast around Albany. The 
world�s biggest wave power project will provide enough electricity for some 30 000 homes. Given that there are 
only 35 000-odd residents in Albany, that is a huge commitment. I acknowledge the government�s clean green 
sustainable energy project in Albany and I hope we see many more of them. 

I will now focus my sustainability statements on agricultural production. I believe that issues associated with 
genetically modified canola and GM crops generally raise many ethical and social concerns. They do, as I will 
point out, jeopardise natural systems and the health and possible welfare of people, animals and agricultural 
systems that we have helped establish over many years. They have the potential to wreak havoc in our 
agricultural industries and, dare I say it, in the markets for Western Australian agricultural produce.  

I am not an expert. I am not an agronomist. However, I have certainly studied and very closely monitored the 
movements and progress of GM canola and crop systems throughout the world and I must say that I am 
particularly concerned. The point I will make is that contamination is inevitable. Farmers and consumers will 
have no choice and will be unable to avoid GM contamination.  

My concerns about the proposed trials and the possible introduction of GM crops, especially canola, are echoed 
by members of the Network of Concerned Farmers. I would like to quote from the networks November 2007 
publication titled �The economics of genetically modified canola�. In this article the key argument, amongst 
many, against the introduction of GM food crops and especially canola, is that � 

Key agronomic, market and coexistence issues remain to be resolved before the State moratoria on GM 
food crops can be lifted. 

The commentary also makes the observation that for these issues to be resolved, sufficient time is required so 
that fair risk management can be introduced. This will necessitate the extension of current moratoria.  

The article continues � 

Prior to any acceptance of GM food crops, State governments have the legislated responsibility to 
assess economics, industry preparedness and the associated market risk. Although there are many 
vested interests in providing a path to market for GM food crops, State governments can not ignore 
their responsibility to retain a path to market for non-GM crops. 

Calculations based on the biotech industry�s own figures show that if GM canola was introduced to 
Australia and 20% of farmers adopted it, Australian farmers will be at least $143 million/year worse 
off. The key problem is that non-GM farmers will be burdened with a large proportion of this loss, 
valued at $65.52 million. According to the Australian Government, non-GM farmers will have little or 
no legal recourse against the GM industry for economic loss caused. 



1710 [COUNCIL - Thursday, 12 March 2009] 

 

Canada is the only major canola producer in the world to have adopted GM canola, and the vast 
majority of the world�s canola remains GM Free. Contrary to the rosey picture painted by industry, the 
profitability of canola production in Canada has crashed over the past decade. Canadian canola farmers 
are heavily subsidised, and if Australia adopted GM canola, farmers would be likely to need similar 
subsidies. 

Australia�s most important export markets for canola are Japan and Europe, accounting for 41% and 
38% of exports in 2006. Australian canola has been attracting premiums and preferential market access 
in these countries, precisely because of its non-GM status. 

Hon Ed Dermer: Is that a total of 79 per cent? 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: I will read the figures again for Hon Ed Dermer. 

Australia�s most important export markets for canola are Japan and Europe, accounting for 41% and 
38% of exports in 2006. 

Hon Ed Dermer: That is an enormous proportion. 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: It is a significant proportion. The rest of it is, I believe, more than likely 
taken up by domestic Australian consumption.  

To continue � 
Canada lost its entire canola seed exports to Europe as the result of introducing GM canola. 

In 2007 � 
�a delegation of Japanese consumer groups visted Australia and delivered a petition signed by 151 
consumer organsations, representing 2.9 million Japanese consumers, urging the State Governments to 
extend their GM food crop moratoria. 
The domestic market accounts for approximately 20-30% of total canola seed production (depending on 
the year), making it the third largest market for Australian canola. The two largest buyers are Goodman 
Fielder and Unilever, both of which have a policy to avoid the use of GM derived canola oil. Peter 
Margin, the CEO of Goodman Fielder, recently wrote to State Premiers � 

Remembering this is a 2007 publication � 
urging them to extend their moratoria on GM food crops. Coles also spoke out against GM food at a 
recent Parliamentary forum on the topic. 

It continues � 

Although canola is a relatively minor crop, the introduction of GM canola has the potential to impact 
negatively on all farming industries. GM canola seed can easily contaminate other grains and there is 
market sensitivity to GM canola in other grains, such as barley and wheat, and in stock feed. Eckard 
Huebl the Managing Director of the Tatiara Meat Company, Australia�s largest lamb exporter, recently 
wrote to State Premiers urging them to extend their GM canola moratoria. He stated that the Australian 
prime lamb market would suffer if it lost its �GM-free� marketing edge. 

Serious questions remain surrounding the safety of GM foods. It is therefore hardly surprising that 
recent poll results show that the majority of Australian farmers do not want to grow GM crops and the 
majority of consumers do not want to eat them. 

Initial attempts to segregate non-GM canola in Canada failed and it is now nearly impossible to grow 
non-GM canola in most of the country. Based on the North American experience, it is virtually 
guaranteed that a GM/non-GM segregation system will fail because the seed supply is already 
contaminated. Canadian researchers tested 33 samples of certified non-GM canola seed and found that 
32 samples were contaminated with GM varieties. 

The push to lift the moratoria in all States is predominantly coming from those with a commercial 
interest in the uptake of the GM technology. They are well funded and encouraged by both State and 
Federal Governments, who wish to withdraw public funding for research and development and 
encourage commercial investment. 

Key agronomic, market and coexistence issues remain to be resolved before the State moratoria on GM 
food crops can be lifted. To allow time for these issues to be resolved the current moratoria should be 
extended until fair risk management is introduced. 

In summary, these represent compelling reasons to have a much closer look at the proposed trials. I realise that I 
am running out of time but one of the issues that I have is that the current designated zone is still largely 
unknown. From what I am informed, neighbours of farmers in those particular areas do not know whether their 
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next-door neighbour will be farming GM canola. I believe they will know, but one would have thought that 
would have been determined even at this early stage.  

Hon Ed Dermer: I would imagine them not knowing will interfere with investments decisions from day one. 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: Absolutely. 

The Network of Concerned Farmers also makes a number of observations about the proponents of GM crops and 
their vested interests. I will quote some of them, but I am afraid I will have to leave further comments to a later 
date. It is my contention that those vested interests spell disaster and big problems for our agricultural industries. 
One point that I will mention concerns research. Again, it is from the Network of Concerned Farmers, which 
states � 

The research sector is the key driver for promotion of GM crops and much of the reason is the reduction 
or removal of government funding. Researchers are therefore increasingly reliant on funding from the 
biotechnology industry.  

Monsanto holds many plant breeding patents used in both GM and non-GM plant breeding (eg. 
enzymes and biotechnology techniques). Institutes such as CSIRO are permitted to use these techniques 
free of charge in exchange for alliance contracts. The conditions of these contracts and deals are kept 
confidential. 

It is imperative that Western Australia retains its GM-free status, but I am not confident that will happen. GM 
foods, as far as I and many others are concerned, raise unprecedented ethical and social concerns and impose 
serious threats to the environment, human health, animal welfare and agriculture.  

I put to members that consumers should drive the production of GM or non-GM canola and other sorts of crops. 
When I studied economics, albeit aeons ago, we were always told in Economics 1-0, or 101 or whatever it was 
back in those days, that the consumer was sovereign. If the consumer is sovereign, it is high time that 
governments took notice of that. Once the trials start, we will have GM-contaminated seed forever; I do not think 
there will be any going back. I believe that the moratorium should be imposed or continued. 

Hon Ed Dermer: It sounds like the Japanese and European consumers understand that. 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: That is very much the case, Hon Ed Dermer. 

I can say much more about GM crops and canola, but I will have to leave those comments for another day. I 
simply finish by saying the crux of the issue is that people no doubt have contacted members� offices like they 
have contacted my office to express their concerns about the introduction of GM crops. As members in this place 
with the responsibility of ensuring the long-term sustainable agricultural environment and economic future of 
Western Australia, we need to ensure that farmers who want to remain GM-free can do so without fear of 
litigation, which is one of the big concerns that we all have, and at the same time believe that GM-free means 
simply that�no contamination whatsoever. However, I do not like my chances. 

The ball is well and truly in the government�s court, and the facts about GM crops, particularly GM canola, 
simply do not stack up. Environmentally, economically and physiologically, GM crops represent bad outcomes 
for all but shareholders in GM companies. Any legislation must protect growers and make GM companies liable 
for the damage their products cause, rather than have farmers prove that it was not their idea to grow GM crops 
or canola. It is fair to say that if the government cannot manage the risks involved, GM crops, especially canola, 
may well represent the biggest threat to agriculture Western Australia has ever faced. Cane toads, starlings, 
skeleton weed, DDT and the like were all at one stage considered to be pretty useful to have around the place. 
When I think back to my days, that was certainly the case with DDT. If GM canola and GM crops are in the 
same boat, then I fear for the future. 

HON RAY HALLIGAN (North Metropolitan) [3.14 pm]: I also support the motion moved by Hon Helen 
Morton, and again thank the Governor of Western Australia, His Excellency Dr Ken Michael, for his speech at 
the opening of this new Parliament. I think Western Australia has been lucky to have had the Governors that we 
have had over the past decade. I have been extremely fortunate to have attended a number of functions with each 
of those Governors. His Excellency Dr Ken Michael and his wife, Julie, are lovely people who not only represent 
this state, but also continue to be patrons of some 150 different organisations. They do not take that commitment 
lightly; they go to as many functions as they possibly can and I think they are to be applauded for it. 

The current government has been in place for only a short period, yet there is an expectation that much more 
should have been done. I am not sure that that is a reasonable assumption, even though different political parties 
at different times leading up to elections will make statements and promises that certain things will be done. 
Often they try to put a time line on when things will be done and, of course, are caught up in situations similar to 
the one we currently face with the world economic crisis, which affects everything that is done in Western 
Australia from the point of view of not only the supply of goods, but also money. 



1712 [COUNCIL - Thursday, 12 March 2009] 

 

I start by responding to some of the things that Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm mentioned. He is not the only 
member to mention jobs and the workforce; other speakers from his side of the chamber went down this path as 
well. I think this is one of the very big differences between the Labor and Liberal Parties. I have always believed 
that the conservative parties have been far more balanced in their thinking. They realise that jobs simply do not 
create themselves; employers are needed before people can have jobs. That does not seem to be recognised by 
members on the other side. To find a balanced position to try to support and increase the number of viable jobs 
available, we must have viable businesses; therefore, a balance must be found, which the conservative parties, 
particularly the Liberal Party, have done over many decades. There is that realisation that we need land, labour 
and capital to be able to create any viable business. Of course, labour is involved in that and it is a matter of 
doing the right thing by that labour�paying workers correctly and having the right support mechanisms in place. 
However, the argument from the other side of the chamber appears to be that labour alone is all that is important, 
but it cannot operate on its own but there does not appear to be that recognition. 

I have said in this place on a number of occasions in opposition that the previous Labor government created 
nothing. We continually hear that the coffers are full, as though the Labor government went out there and created 
the work and created the goods and services that were sold domestically and overseas and put that money into 
Treasury. That is just not true. It was done by private enterprise. Yet the government continually wanted to take 
the credit for the way the economy was going whilst it sat on its hands and did nothing. That is true of a great 
number of governments; I am not just suggesting that it was the previous Labor government. All governments 
were in that position. A little later I will talk about how governments can assist in creating a better economy. It is 
not by taking credit for what is in Treasury. I have said repeatedly that the previous Labor government will be 
judged on how it spent the money. It did not create the money but it certainly will be judged on how it spent it. 
That is where it had authority, and that is where it went wrong on numerous occasions. We are now seeing how 
money is being spent incorrectly at a federal level. The Prime Minister, Kevin Rudd, has already spent 
$11 billion and he now intends to spend a further $42 billion. He expects that money to create jobs and turn the 
economy around. We will end up in exactly the same situation that we ended up in Western Australia at a state 
level. When we went to the people of Western Australia after the wonderful boom that we had in this state over 
the past seven and a half years, what did we have to show for it? We had $1.7 billion sitting in a bank account 
for the Fiona Stanley Hospital. We had a railway line down to Mandurah that will cost the people of this state 
millions of dollars each and every year for its operating losses. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Do you think the people in the southern suburbs don�t appreciate the southern railway? 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: That has nothing to do with it; I am talking about economic sustainability. The 
member is talking about social issues, which is something the Labor Party always talks about. The Labor Party is 
taking the credit for the way the economy went for seven and a half years. 

Hon Sue Ellery: We�ll take the credit for the southern railway line. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: The Labor Party will stick to that, and that is all it provided. What else was provided? 
What benefit has been derived by people north of the Swan River?  

Hon Kim Chance: They got a railway line, too. You built not one centimetre of rail. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: We were going to. 

Hon Kim Chance: In the last three terms of Liberal government, not one centimetre. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: We could go down that particular path as well. There is an argument that there should 
not be rail. Hon Sue Ellery can shake her head. Other countries in the world have gone down a completely 
different path.  

Hon Ed Dermer: People from the north benefit from having their railway extended to the south. It enhances the 
quality of the north railway line and the southern railway line. It is quite natural when you think about it.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: It is not natural at all; it may be natural to the member. Where is the practicality of all 
that? The member is talking about aesthetics��Doesn�t it look good to see the railway line go north to south 
either side of the Swan River?� 

Hon Kim Chance: What about the hundreds of thousands of people who travel on it every day?  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: The member can bring me the figures later. There are other circumstances that create 
that type of thing. It will still cost money and it will still make losses.  

Hon Kim Chance: So will the new freeways you�d have to build if you didn�t have the railway. You have to 
move people somehow. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: They can often move themselves. 

Hon Kim Chance: Do you have any idea what it will cost to duplicate the southern freeway system?  
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Hon RAY HALLIGAN: We can go down that path a little later. Transport is the subject of an argument for 
another day. Many things still need to be done; many things that the previous Labor government did not do in the 
areas of law and order and education. We have heard about the 60 schools. They will be built anyway. The state 
is growing. Because of the economy we had, more and more people arrived in WA, which meant more taxes and 
more goods and services tax. Therefore, we had to have more schools, but the money was there to pay for it. 

One thing that the Labor government did not do that we will have to do is look after public housing. That was a 
complete omission by the previous government. Nothing was done to assist the 16 000 people who were on the 
waiting list, which is now up to 20 000.  

Hon Kim Chance: It�s grown by 4 000 in your term of government? 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: I said it was 16 000; I did not say it was 16 000 at the end of the Labor Party�s term in 
government. It could have been at the beginning, but it certainly was not right at the end. Hon Kim Chance is 
making assumptions and twisting figures, again to suit himself. We should look at things realistically. We are 
prepared to admit that 20 000 people require public housing and that something needs to be done. Where is all 
the money that the Labor Party controlled over those seven and a half years? How has it moved equitably around 
the state to assist everyone? All we hear from the previous Premier, Alan Carpenter, is that this government is 
not continuing with all the things that he would have liked to have seen done, including the outdoor stadium. 
That will not help the 20 000 people who do not have homes. We have a stadium already but the former 
government wanted to spend $1 billion of taxpayers� money on a stadium where people could watch football for 
a few hours one day a week while 20 000 people are looking for a roof over their heads. These people need 
public housing but the opposition was prepared to provide a football stadium. I think the previous government�s 
opportunities were totally amiss. It had the money, it was able to provide for the disadvantaged, the people that 
members of the Labor Party suggest they are there for, but they ignored them because they wanted all these other 
things.  

What have we inherited in the area of education? Something I have complained about for ages is the fact that 
children are still not literate, which is most unfortunate. I could go back quite a few years to when I left school 
and when my four children went through school. I have six grandchildren at the moment and I see the problems 
they are having. The lecturers at university are saying that people are coming out of tertiary education without 
the qualities required to go through a university course. Why is that? It has to be addressed. Obviously, it was not 
addressed in the seven and a half years of the Labor government. It is something that definitely needs to be 
addressed now.  

We continually hear the word �sustainability�. It is used in a dozen different ways, usually to suit the speaker at 
the time in the circumstances that he or she is trying to push across to other people. A lot of it is more like the 
emperor�s new clothes��there is no substance to what I am saying but I want you to believe me�. That is the 
type of thing that was just mentioned about the water supply�that the Labor government fixed it up. I would 
certainly like to know how. Not many people in Western Australia currently believe the previous government 
has fixed the water supply, but as long as the Labor Party believes it has, it will continue to tell people that is the 
case; hence the emperor�s new clothes. 

Hon Kim Chance: How many desal plants does your government intend to build? 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: Any what? 

Hon Kim Chance: Desalination plants, which is the only way you can fix the issue. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: No, I do not believe that is the only way we can fix it. 

Hon Kim Chance: You are going to build a canal perhaps. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: We could pipe some down. 

Hon Kim Chance: That was a good idea. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: It was a good idea. 

Hon Kim Chance: I think you ought to talk about that. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: Ernie Bridge, one of Hon Kim Chance�s own, advocated that many years ago. 

Hon Kim Chance: He did indeed. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: He did indeed. It was a good idea then and it is a good idea now. It all comes down to 
money. If someone had not decided to go into debt to build the Snowy River scheme, where would we be? 

Hon Kim Chance: Yes, but it might have made economic sense at the time. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: At the time; okay! 

Hon Bruce Donaldson: Don�t forget we have the Yarragadee to tap into one day. 
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Hon RAY HALLIGAN: Yes, we could always bring it up from the Yarragadee. Can we tap into that?  

Hon Kim Chance: You are free to run that point of view. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: The point is that no government has sorted out the water problem, so the Labor 
government cannot take credit for it.  

Hon Kim Chance: I think we went a long way with the desal plant. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: No, I do not think so. 

Hon Kim Chance: I think we showed you the way to go. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: Not at all. 

Hon Kim Chance: People in Western Australia can have as much water as they like at $28 a tonne. I think that 
is a pretty good deal. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: No; there will be problems associated with that. Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm talked 
about genetically modified crops. The people around Kwinana are worried about a number of things associated 
with that desal plant. 

Hon Kim Chance: You could have a non-GM desal plant. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: We shall see. 

I admit that it takes courage to go down some of these paths and to be prepared to take the bad with the good. 
There is not one system that is absolutely perfect, but something must be done to open up other areas north of 
Perth; bringing water from the north would do exactly that. 

There are many other areas of concern, at least to me. One is the proposed development of the foreshore in Perth. 
I am firmly of the belief that some development there needs to be and can be done. Perth has a very long 
shoreline. However, it does not need a development of the type that we saw in a picture in The West Australian 
some months ago. 

Hon Kim Chance: Hear, hear! 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: However, something could be done. I was disappointed that Hon Alannah MacTiernan 
did not sink part of Riverside Drive when boring took place near the Perth Convention and Exhibition Centre for 
the train line so that the people of Perth could walk to that part of the foreshore. That would have been most 
helpful. The current development there and, I imagine, even the belltower�I will talk about that in a minute�
and the ferris wheel would have difficulty attracting people purely because it is so very difficult to cross the 
road. Had that part of the road been sunk, if it was at all possible�one expects it may well have been, seeing that 
a tunnel was burrowed for the railway line�it would have been most helpful as a starting point. A lot of money 
could have been spent bringing Northbridge closer to Perth by also sinking that railway line. A lot of people 
have spoken about it, and the previous Labor government was considering it. If the money had been available, 
given how much it would have cost when it was first mooted, it could have been done, and with money left over. 
Now, of course, costs are escalating, money is being used for other purposes and it will be much more difficult 
as far as time is concerned to complete it. Again, there are more and more problems for this current government 
at a time of economic stringency. 

There are many other measures that could be taken to improve the quality of life of people in Western Australia. 
One is a continuation of the underground power program; another is the infill sewerage program. A previous 
Liberal government established those programs, one of which I recall was a 10-year program. When the Labor 
government came into power, it decided that the moneys set aside in the forward estimates for those programs 
would be used for other purposes. From an environmental point of view there is a need to revisit those programs. 
It is a matter, again, of finding the moneys if they are available. It always comes back to the old economic 
equation of limited means and unlimited wants. We can all suggest programs and say, �This is what everyone 
must have.� In particular we talk like that about law and order, education and health issues, but it is a matter of 
having the funds available to provide those services, along with everything else that people want. 

There has been some talk in the past couple of days about the Small Business Development Corporation, an 
organisation for which I worked for a short while some years ago. There is no doubt that that corporation assists 
small businesses. It does a very good job in that area, helping people who are not in a position to help 
themselves. Larger companies, of course, can pay to employ their expertise, but smaller businesses feel 
constrained by a lack of knowledge in certain areas and are able to go to the Small Business Development 
Corporation and get information that allows them to move forward. There has been talk also of entities that I 
know of as enterprise centres, particularly those in regional areas. Again, they were started up quite some time 
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ago, about 24 to 25 years ago�by a previous Labor government by the way. The centres were enhancements of 
those that had been previously established on a much smaller scale by a previous Liberal government. 

Hon Kim Chance: Enterprise centres. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: Yes, I used to call them enterprise centres. There was one at Fremantle Prison and the 
like. I do not know how many there are now. I know that Hendy Cowan embraced them when he was Deputy 
Premier. 

Hon Kim Chance: He did. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: He ensured that they continued to have funding and he also tried to expand their 
numbers. Those enterprise centres do quite a good job. Again, they need to be checked periodically. I am a great 
believer in all services such as those being revisited and audited at least every five years to make sure that they 
are doing what everyone expects of them. They can be amended, if need be, but if everything is going all right, 
we should let them continue. I know that a program that is funded by the commonwealth, but originated in South 
Australia, still exists. It was brought to Western Australia, again under a previous Labor government, to assist 
the unemployment numbers as they were then�they were high. At that time, it was called the new enterprise 
scheme. It was only when the scheme, which came from South Australia, was introduced in Western Australia 
that the commonwealth government came on board and created the program that is called the New Enterprise 
Incentive scheme. The federal government provided those people starting a new business with an incentive in the 
form of unemployment benefits, as it was then called, for 12 months.  

Hon Kim Chance: Did that include the incubator centres or did they come later?  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: No, the incubator centres came later. They were separate. I used to run an incubator 
centre in Rabaul in 1973. The first incubator centre started in Osborne Park in 1984. The incubator centre 
provided a place for small business people who did not want to operate from home or did not have the funds to 
rent or lease commercial premises.  

Hon Kim Chance: They could have their bookwork done at the centre, couldn�t they?  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: Yes, it was possible. It was a particularly good scheme for people starting out in small 
business.  

I recall that a number of people�I am going back a long way�who went through that program did particularly 
well. In the end they were able to stand on their own two feet and some of them employed other people. By the 
government spending money in that area, willing taxpayers were created; otherwise, those people had no option 
other than to sit back and accept money from the then commonwealth Department of Social Security. As I said, 
it created willing taxpayers, who in some cases ended up employing a number of people.  

Hon Kim Chance: I would not stress the �willing� too much.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: I can assure the member that they were willing. A lot of them needed the incentive to 
be prepared to put in the hours. They could have sat back and received money for doing nothing, apart from 
submitting a form on which they stated they had been looking for work. They were prepared to go through the 
program, which, I can assure members, was arduous. It caused them to develop a business plan around their 
ideas. The business plan was judged by people outside the public service. In those days the Premier was Brian 
Burke, who was also the Treasurer, and he provided the people whose business plans received the imprimatur of 
the committee with an interest-free loan of $1 000. It was a reasonable figure 25 years ago. It gave them the 
incentive to do something for themselves. The other part of that program provided mentors at no cost to the 
potential small business people. Usually the mentors were retired business people who had been in business and 
had the time and were prepared to assist. They did not run the business for these people, but they were a 
sounding board for them while they were getting their business up and running. It worked particularly well. If 
unemployment rises, as some suggest it might, I encourage this government to again look at a program such as 
the New Enterprise Incentive scheme to assist unemployed people to try to turn their lives around.  

The problems that this state is experiencing with health will not be easily overcome. No government of any 
persuasion has been able to find the answer to the health system. There is no panacea. It will always require 
more and more money. Members need only approach the administrators and doctors and they will tell them how 
much they require. They want the best and latest equipment, and more of it, as well as beds, irrespective of 
whether they are required. In very good times that might be able to be provided, but in difficult times it becomes 
a balancing act. Political parties need to work together to find a solution.  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 1725.] 

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.00 pm 
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
MINISTERIAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON CHILD PROTECTION � DR ANDREW TURNELL 

208. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Child Protection: 

209. 

(1) Will the minister confirm that Resolutions Consultancy has an ongoing commercial arrangement with 
the Department for Child Protection to provide training over a five-year period across all levels of the 
department on the Signs of Safety model of child protection practice?  

(2) Did the minister seek or receive any advice on the conflict of interest that arises for Dr Turnell 
providing advice on child protection practices to the Minister for Child Protection while receiving a 
commercial benefit from the department for the delivery of training on a particular model of practice?  

(3) Will the minister table that advice; and, if not, why not?  

(4) Will the minister table the arrangements in place on the ministerial advisory council to manage any 
conflict of interest that might arise between Dr Turnell�s commercial interest with the department and 
his new role on the council, which, according to the minister�s media statement of 3 March 2009, is 
charged with the development of policies and advice to the minister on child protection practices in 
WA?  

(5) If no to (4), why not?  

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for notice of this question.  

(1) No. The initial contract was for a period of 11 months from 1 February 2008 until 31 December 2008 
and has been extended until 30 June 2009. The initial contract was commenced during the Carpenter 
government�s term. The contract is for consultancy in relation to the Signs of Safety child protection 
practice framework, which is an internationally recognised framework.  

(2) No.  

(3) Not applicable.  

(4) At its inaugural meeting to be held on 26 March 2009, the Ministerial Advisory Council on Child 
Protection will consider the council�s draft code of conduct. The draft code of conduct is based on a 
template document produced by the Office of the Public Sector Standards Commissioner. This 
document outlines the public duties and legal responsibilities of all council members, and once 
considered by the council will be formally endorsed subject to any identified amendments.  

Under section 5, �Conflict of Interest�, subsection 5.2, �Private Interests�, the council�s draft code of 
conduct states that council members are expected to place public interest above personal interests and 
not to use their position for personal gain. Conflicts between private interests and public duties can arise 
when a member stands to make a financial gain from a council decision; a member�s spouse, children or 
near relatives stand to make a financial gain; or a member�s spouse, children, near relatives or close 
associates are members of an organisation affected by council decisions. Accordingly, council members 
will openly declare matters of a private interest, such as investments, relationships or voluntary work 
and membership of other groups that may conflict or be perceived to conflict with the member�s public 
duty; record any issue of conflict to ensure they stay transparent and capable of review; and disqualify 
themselves from any council discussions and decisions in which a conflict of interest has or could 
occur. 

As the member would know from the media statement, Hon Peter Foss, QC, will chair the ministerial 
advisory council, and he is well versed in matters of interest disclosure.  

(5) Not applicable.  

SPECIALITY DISABILITY SERVICES 

210. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Disability Services:  
211. 

In 2007-08 the level of unmet demand for specialist services as measured through the combined application 
process increased by 26 per cent from the previous year. In 2008-09 unmet demand for specialist services 
decreased by 1.7 per cent from the previous year due to increased state government funding and commonwealth 
growth funding. If the rate of new applications remains unchanged over the next three years, it is anticipated that 
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the additional state government commitment to growth funding, along with commonwealth growth funds, will 
contain increased growth in unmet demand.  

FAMILY RESOURCE WORKERS � CONTRACTED HOURS 

212. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Child Protection:  
I refer to the reduction in contracted hours of family resource workers. 

(1) By district, what is the ratio of permanent family resource workers to children in the care of the chief 
executive officer?  

(2) Is the minister aware that, for children who are in the care of the CEO and who are in foster care 
placements managed by non-government service providers, the number of contact visits outside school 
hours and on weekends has been reduced, and that in some cases children are being removed from 
school to attend contact visits that had previously been conducted outside school hours? 

(3) In the minister�s answer to parliamentary question 172, she referred to �increasing pressure to meet 
contact arrangements for birth families�. What steps has she taken to increase resources to meet that 
pressure?  

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 
(1) The ratio of family resource workers allocated to children in the CEO�s care is one to 13. This applies 

to all metropolitan and inner country districts--Peel, south west and wheatbelt. Other country districts 
manage contact visits in a way that is consistent with the local needs, geography and resources.  

(2) Yes. This is nothing new; it was happening in the Leader of the Opposition�s time as minister. That 
does not mean that this is a good process. It is certainly not my preferred method, but sometimes 
circumstances may warrant a contact visit in school hours. With the change in employment provisions 
of family resource workers to permanent public servants, required to meet government policies on 
modes of employment, there has been less flexibility in the provision of contact services after hours. 
However, the Department for Child Protection has negotiated to review the award and to provide for a 
more flexible work arrangement.  

(3) There is constant review of contract arrangements to ensure the efficient utilisation of this limited 
resource and to meet the growing demand. The budget allocation for children in care was increased last 
financial year based on the demand model submitted, and was accepted by the Department of Treasury 
and Finance.  

POWER POLES � SWAN HILLS ELECTORATE 

213. Hon KATE DOUST to the Minister for Energy: 
214. 

(1) With respect to clause 19.1 of distribution licence EDL1, of the 73 000 power poles identified as not 
having been inspected in the past five years, how many are within the Swan Hills electorate?  

(2) Of the 3 500 power poles condemned but not replaced, how many are in the Swan Hills electorate?  

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
(1) Eighty-six. 

(2) When inspected, condemned poles are put in one of three categories: priority 1 requires the pole to be 
replaced within two weeks; priority 2 requires the pole to be replaced within three months; and priority 
3 requires the pole to be replaced within 12 months.  

In the Swan Hills electorate there are no poles in priority 1, 93 in priority 2 and 14 in priority 3. This 
work has been packaged and allocated to a crew to do the work. 

DEPARTMENT OF MINES AND PETROLEUM � MINE SAFETY 

215. Hon JON FORD to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum: 
I refer to the government�s decision to create the Department of Mines and Petroleum. How much will it cost to 
bring back mine safety under the minister�s portfolio?   

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. Further time is required to collate the requested 
information. I therefore ask the member to place the question on notice.  

URANIUM MINING � WORLD�S BEST PRACTICE 
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216. Hon GIZ WATSON to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum:   

I refer to the world�s best practice for regulating uranium mining that the minister spoke about yesterday.  

(1) Will the minister confirm that the world�s best practice as demonstrated at Olympic Dam in South 
Australia includes exempting the operation under the South Australian Roxby Downs (Indenture 
Ratification) Act from the powers of the South Australian Environment Protection Act, Water 
Resources Act, Aboriginal Heritage Act and Freedom of Information Act?  

(2) Is that the type of world�s best practice the minister intends to apply to uranium mining in Western 
Australia?  

(3) If yes, by what mechanism will the minister override these types of legislation?   

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1)-(3) I do not intend to make a judgement about what goes on in South Australia under its Labor government. 
I suspect that, in the opinion of the South Australian government, the processes it has in place are 
world�s best practice. I have not spoken to members of the South Australian government. I said 
yesterday that the state of Western Australia is in consultation with the state of South Australia, the 
Northern Territory and the commonwealth government, all of which are Labor governments, I might 
add, to discuss the best regulatory regime that can be put in place in Western Australia. We have made 
no decision yet about what it will be other than to acknowledge legislation exists in our state for mining 
mineral sands, which involves radioactive materials. We will take on board the best advice we can from 
South Australia, the Northern Territory, the commonwealth and anywhere else in the world that is 
involved in uranium mining. It is my intention that what we deliver here in Western Australia will be 
world�s best practice. I am not an expert, but I will take advice from the experts if they believe we have 
reached that pinnacle.  

There is no argument that we are prepared to support uranium mining, but that will be under the most 
stringent environmental and occupational health and safety conditions. When we have made a decision 
about the regulatory regime in Western Australia, it will have to come to Parliament and members will 
have every opportunity to compare it with that in other jurisdictions. If members opposite have ideas 
about how it can be made better, I will be happy to listen to them.  

FREMANTLE EASTERN BYPASS 

217. Hon KEN TRAVERS to the Minister for Transport:   

I refer to Hon Barbara Scott�s speech on Tuesday night when she indicated that she had great store in the 
minister and his commitment prior to the last state election that the Fremantle eastern bypass would be 
reinstated.  

(1) Has any work commenced on possible alignments for the Fremantle eastern bypass?   

(2) If no, when does the minister expect work on possible alignments will commence?   

(3) Will the government purchase any property within the previous reservation that comes onto the market?   

(4) If no, why not?  

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN replied: 

(1)-(4) I thank the member for the question. I believe that on Tuesday evening Hon Barbara Scott quoted a line 
out of the Fremantle Herald, an august journal published in the district. I do not know where that quote 
came from. It was quoted in the context of the 2008 election. It was clearly an undertaking from the 
2005 election. The policy of resumption of Fremantle eastern bypass land with a view to building the 
Fremantle eastern bypass was something we pursued vigorously in the 2005 election, even to the extent 
of advising real estate agents in the district that they should advise prospective buyers of blocks that 
were for sale at the time that they would likely be resumed in the case of a change of government. That 
was in 2004-05. In 2008, we were again asked�I think the Premier or I might have been asked; I am 
not sure if I was asked even before polling day or afterwards�  

Hon Ken Travers: According to the Herald you were.  

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: I am sure I spoke to the Herald, but I vaguely recall the quote being taken out of 
context from the last election campaign. In any case, the public line we used at the time of the election last year 
was that, unfortunately, it appeared that the future of the Fremantle eastern bypass had been resolved because the 
land in question had been sold and redeveloped and people are living there. Although a regrettable policy by the 
former government, that is the course that was pursued and that land is probably now totally alienated from what 
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it had been intended for over so many years. That is regrettable. However, I have asked the Department for 
Planning and Infrastructure�I am sorry if I am boring Hon Ken Travers� colleague who cannot stop chattering; I 
hope she is not distracting the member too much�  

Hon Ken Travers: I am interested.  

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: Good. I have asked for ways to attend to the very important and outstanding transport 
policy issue in this state�that is, how the hell we connect Roe Highway with the port, the destination for so 
much traffic. Thanks to the member�s lot opposite, we do not have any way of doing that now. I am yet to 
receive that report and I suspect that the options are nil. The Fremantle eastern bypass is not on the books to be 
built.  

SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

218. Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for 
Regional Development:   

I refer to the Western Australian Chamber of Commerce and Industry�s 2009-10 pre-budget submission to the 
Western Australian government in which it calls for the privatisation of many of the functions of the Small 
Business Development Corporation and the absorption of other functions into other government agencies.  

(1) In his capacity as Minister for Regional Development, does the minister support the dismantling of the 
Small Business Development Corporation and the many regional small business centres this action 
would entail?   

(2) If no to (1) �  

(a) will the minister commit to opposing any move by the government to privatise or dismantle the 
Small Business Development Corporation, and, if not, why not; and 

(b) will the minister communicate this lack of support to the Western Australian Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry in a clear and unequivocal manner, and, if not, why not?   

(3) If yes to (1), can the minister explain this support and explain to regional small businesses why he 
intends to abandon them in this way?  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question.  

(1)-(3) The Minister for Regional Development is working closely with the Minister for Commerce on a 
number of issues affecting regional development, including small business development corporations. I 
ask the member to refer any specific questions on small business development corporations to the 
responsible minister; in this case, the Minister for Commerce.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected.  

The PRESIDENT: Order! If Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich does not stop interjecting, she will not get another question 
today or next Tuesday.  

FITZGERALD RIVER NATIONAL PARK � HOPETOUN-BREMER BAY ROAD 

219. Hon SALLY TALBOT to the Minister for Environment: 

(1) Did the Premier consult the minister before he announced his decision to build a road from Hopetoun to 
Bremer Bay that would cut through the Fitzgerald River National Park?   

(2) If so, what information did the minister provide to the Premier about the international biodiversity 
significance of the Fitzgerald River National Park?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

I thank the member for her question.  

(1)-(2) The Premier did not speak to me before he made that announcement; however, in-principle support has 
been given for the development of the road. I have been asked to look at the environmental aspects of 
the road being built, and that is what I am doing. 

AVONLINK 

220. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the concerns of a number of regular passengers on the AvonLink rail service that this service is about to 
be cancelled. 
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(1) Is the minister aware that this important service in my electorate is used by people with disabilities, by 
people travelling to medical appointments and by regular commuters? 

(2) Can the minister assure the public that the service will not be reduced or cancelled? 

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

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. Is it not quiet in this place? 

Hon Ken Travers: Because we�re very concerned about this issue. 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: This is the answer to the question. 

(1) Yes. 
(2) There are no current plans to reduce or cancel this service. 
(3) Not applicable. 

In addition to that answer, there is a climate about in which there is speculation by mischievous people about 
cuts in all sorts of services that could happen anywhere. 

Hon Kim Chance: Surely not in my electorate, minister! 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: Once the government makes decisions as to what variations there will be to future 
budget projections or variations in services, then Parliament, obviously, will be told and can subject them to all 
sorts of scrutiny. However, at the moment we have had suggestions and rumours being started from all over the 
place about whether Northwest Security Services or whatever will be culled � 

Hon Sue Ellery: Because you told the agencies to apply the cuts from 1 January. 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: I am glad to see that the honourable member prefers to come straight to the horse, 
rather than rely on malicious gossip. 

GENETICALLY MODIFIED CROPS � MORATORIUM 

221. Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN to the minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
I refer to the Genetically Modified Crops Free Areas Exemption Order (No. 3) made to allow the cultivation of 
GM canola, published in the Government Gazette on 17 February 2009. In light of the widespread public 
concern about the issue of GM crops in Western Australia, I ask � 

(1) Will the minister honour the right of local governments and the communities that they represent to 
declare their boundaries as GM-free zones?  

(2) If no to (1), why not?  
(3) Is it within the power, under the Genetically Modified Crops Free Areas Act 2003, of the minister to 

declare that a shire�s boundary is a GM-free zone? 
(4) What formal steps will the minister take to ensure that such declarations by local governments are 

honoured? 
(5) Is the minister aware that the Shire of Williams last night voted to declare its boundary a GM-free 

zone? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for the question. 

Again, I will preface my answer by saying that the question is confused in the reference to the Genetically 
Modified Crops Free Areas Exemption Order (No. 3), which is number three of 2008 published in the 
Government Gazette on 28 November 2008 to allow GM cotton to be grown in the Ord River irrigation area. The 
question should refer to the Genetically Modified Crops Free Areas Exemption Order 2009 published in the 
Government Gazette on 17 February 2009 to allow limited approved trial cultivation of GM canola. With this 
understanding, the answer is � 

(1) While pointing out that we are not really talking about a recognised right and that such a declaration 
would not have any legal effect, I can say that if a local government wishes to make such a declaration, 
it is free to do so. Currently, of course, the whole of Western Australia is a GM-free zone, except the 
Ord River irrigation area in which GM cotton may be grown. When any trial cultivations of GM canola 
are approved, those trial cultivations will also be excluded from the otherwise statewide prohibition on 
GM crops. 

(2) Not applicable. 
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(3) Yes. 

(4) The minister does not intend to allow trial cultivations of GM crops in a local government district that 
he knows has declared itself GM free. 

(5) Yes. 

GLOBAL FINANCIAL CRISIS � STATE REVENUE LOSS 

222. Hon ED DERMER to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 
I refer to the Premier�s Statement given to the Legislative Assembly on 10 March 2009 and his reference to the 
impact of the global financial crisis. He stated � 

� the net result will be a significant loss of revenue, which could be around $1 billion a year. 

(1) Can the Premier please advise the breakdown of this figure, particularly the loss of revenue not already 
factored into the forward estimates? 

(2) Will the Premier provide any Treasury papers that support this figure? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

On behalf of the Premier, the answer is � 

(1)-(2) This is a broad estimate of the extent to which revenues have been reduced from what they otherwise 
would have been. 

SCHOOL CHAPLAINS AND PSYCHOLOGISTS 

223. Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM to the minister representing the Minister for Education: 
I refer to the Liberal Party�s plan to recruit additional school chaplains and psychologists during its first 100 days 
of government. 

(1) How many full-time equivalent or otherwise school chaplains and school psychologists were employed 
in Western Australian government schools at the commencement of the 2008 school year?  

(2) What is the metropolitan and non-metropolitan breakdown of the above figures? 

(3) How many chaplains and psychologists have been recruited since the new government was formed? 

(4) How many of the new recruited staff will be deployed in non-metropolitan schools? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. 

(1) The Department of Education and Training does not employ school chaplains. In February 2008 there 
were 213.6 full-time equivalent school psychologists employed by the department. 

(2) There were 146.5 FTE school psychologists employed in the metropolitan area and 67.1 FTE employed 
in the non-metropolitan area. 

(3) The Department of Education and Training does not recruit chaplains. Collection of data regarding 
school psychologists would require more time than is currently available as appointments are made at 
the local level. 

(4) Not applicable. 

BUSSELTON FORESHORE STEERING COMMITTEE 

224. Hon ADELE FARINA to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Regional 
Development: 

I refer to the Busselton foreshore steering committee. 

(1) Did the member for Vasse correspond with the Minister for Regional Development; Lands in relation to 
the establishment of the Busselton foreshore steering committee before 9 December 2008? 

(2) Did the Minister for Regional Development; Lands or members of his staff draft the terms of reference 
for the steering committee? 

(3) Did the Minister for Regional Development; Lands settle the terms of reference for the steering 
committee? 



1722 [COUNCIL - Thursday, 12 March 2009] 

 

(4) Did the Minister for Regional Development; Lands determine the membership of the steering 
committee? 

(5) In the event that it is decided to proceed with the development of the Busselton foreshore, will 
LandCorp undertake the development? 

(6) If no to (5), or if this is yet to be decided, what is the basis for LandCorp�s involvement on the 
Busselton foreshore steering committee? 

(7) In view of the new leasehold sites to be created, why is there no representative from the lands portfolio 
on the steering committee? 

(8) As this is a development of regional significance, why is there no representative from the South West 
Development Commission on the steering committee�the role of the South West Development 
Commission is only to provide executive support? 

(9) Why is there no representative from the Minister for Transport and/or the Minister for Planning and/or 
their agencies on the steering committee? 

(10) Why is a representative from the office of the Treasurer providing support to the steering committee 
when more relevant ministerial offices, such as lands, planning and transport have no representation? 

The PRESIDENT: Before the parliamentary secretary answers the question, I ask the honourable member who 
asked the question to note that it is a little lengthy. 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) Yes. 

(2)-(4) The composition and terms of reference for the committee are currently being finalised in consultation 
with the local member and the community. 

(5) This is yet to be determined. 

(6) LandCorp will be involved in the consultation process. 

(7)-(9) Membership of the committee is currently being finalised. 

(10) The South West Development Commission will provide support to the committee. No ministerial office 
will be represented on the committee. 

ECONOMIC AND EXPENDITURE REFORM COMMITTEE 

225. Hon SHEILA MILLS to the parliamentary secretary representing the Treasurer: 

(1) Which minister has lead responsibility for the economic and expenditure review committee?  

(2) Who chairs the EERC?  

(3) What role does the Treasurer have in relation to the work of the EERC? 

(4) How many times has the EERC met in 2009?  

Hon BARRY HOUSE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. The correct title of the committee is the economic and 
expenditure reform committee.  

(1)-(2) It is the Treasurer.  

(3) The Treasurer chairs the EERC and approves the agenda for each meeting. 

(4) The EERC meets regularly to resolve matters that impact on the state�s finances, including preparation 
of the state budget. It is not appropriate to disclose an agenda, minute or other record of the 
deliberations or decisions of an executive body, including cabinet or a committee of cabinet. 

PORT HEDLAND TRANSPORT CORRIDOR FUNDING 
226. Hon SHELLEY EATON to the Minister for Transport: 
The minister�s media statement entitled �Transport Investment to help shield WA from financial downturn� of 
Thursday, 5 March refers to a state request for $6 million from the federal government to fix transport corridors 
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identified in Port Hedland to address issues associated with the movement of iron ore to the port of Port 
Hedland.  
(1) Will the minister advise the house which transport corridors in Port Hedland will be fixed with the 

$6 million he is lobbying the federal government for?  
(2) Will the minister commit to upgrading these corridors with or without federal government funding; and, 

if not, why not?  
Hon SIMON O�BRIEN replied: 
I thank the member for her question. In order to give it justice and to provide the detail required, I ask that it 
either be placed on notice or that she ask it again with some notice given.  

SENIORS SMARTRIDER CARDS 
227. Hon CAROLYN BURTON to the Minister for Transport: 
(1) How many people have been issued with Seniors SmartRider cards?  
(2) How many aged and disability pensioners have concession SmartRider cards that are not Seniors 

SmartRider cards?  
(3) Can aged and disability pensioners currently access free public transport on Sundays and public 

holidays?  
(4) Can the minister detail exactly what action an aged or disability pensioner will need to take to access 

the weekday free public transport commencing next month?  
Hon SIMON O�BRIEN replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question and also for her interest in the matter. The honourable 
member may be interested to know that the considerable extension of seniors� benefits and free travel benefits to 
aged and disability pensioners that was announced recently to commence from 4 April follows on from free 
travel that was introduced on Saturdays, Sundays and public holidays for seniors, which was introduced by the 
former coalition government all those years ago.  
(1) As at 12 March 2009 a total of 294 488 Seniors SmartRiders have been issued since the program 

commenced.  
(2) A total of 20 656 concession SmartRiders have been issued using the health care card entitlement 

provision. Aged and disability support pensioners would be amongst that grouping but the specific 
criteria of which group of health care card recipient falls into has previously not been demanded or 
required when applying for a concession SmartRider. 

(3) No. Unless they are holding a Seniors SmartRider, aged and disability pensioners are currently not able 
to access free public transport on Sundays and public holidays.  

(4) The free entitlement can only be accessed via SmartRider, so aged and disability support pension 
cardholders will need to have a pensioner SmartRider, assuming that they do not hold a WA Seniors 
Card, in which case they are better off with a Seniors SmartRider.  
Aged and disability support pension cardholders can apply for the new pensioner SmartRider from 16 
March 2009, with the new entitlements program to start on 4 April 2009. They can apply at their nearest 
Transperth InfoCentre or SmartRider retail sales outlet. They can also call the Transperth info line on 
13 62 13 and ask to have an application sent to them in the post. After completing the application form, 
they can either send it back to Transperth, which will check their entitlement and post the card back to 
them, or they can hand it in at a Transperth InfoCentre or SmartRider retail sales outlet and the card will 
be issued to them on the spot. There are no fees associated with the initial card issuance. If the aged or 
disability support pension cardholder already has a SmartRider, most likely a concession SmartRider, 
they will need to have it reprogrammed to become a pensioner SmartRider. This is a simple and quick 
procedure done on the spot. They can do this from 16 March 2009 at any Transperth InfoCentre or 
SmartRider retail sales outlet. Again, there is no charge associated with changing the card.  

SYNERGY AND VERVE ENERGY 

228. Hon KATE DOUST to the Minister for Energy:  
(1) Has the minister asked the Treasurer or Treasury for costings on the proposed re-merger of Verve-

Synergy?  

(2) If yes to (1), has the minister received the advice on the costings?  

(3) Will the minister table that advice?  

Hon Norman Moore: Without notice? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 
(1)-(3) I thank the honourable member for the question. The Leader of the House actually pre-empted my 

comment. I can hardly table something when I was asked the question without notice. I have not had 
any discussions with the Treasurer on the proposed costings or whatever costings there may be in a 
proposed or possible merger between Verve and Synergy, so obviously I have not received anything. 
Therefore, I cannot table anything.  

PEARL FARM � BIODIESEL PRODUCTION PLANT 

229. Hon JON FORD to the Minister for Fisheries: 
I refer the minister to the article entitled �Saudis plan $200m pearl farm, fuel plant in WA� that appeared in The 
West Australian on 10 March.  

(1) What type of oyster shell are the project proponents seeking to exploit? 

(2) Where will they be sourced? 

(3) What do the proponents plan to do with the shell?  

(4) When does the minister estimate he will announce his final decision?  

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1)-(4) The department has not been approached about any licences to underpin the major development 
referred to in the newspaper article; that is, a huge pearl farm and biodiesel production plant. The 
department is only in receipt of an application for a ministerial exemption to collect quantities of bat 
wing pearl oysters, black lip pearl oysters and Shark Bay pearl oysters, commonly referred to as non-
maxima pearl oyster species from the Port Hedland harbour beacons. I hope to be able to make my 
decision on the ministerial exemption application in the near future when I have received a 
recommendation from the Department of Fisheries.  

QUESTION ON NOTICE 108 
Paper Tabled 

A paper relating to an answer to question on notice 108 was tabled by Hon Peter Collier (Minister for 
Energy). 

QUARTERLY FINANCIAL RESULTS REPORT � DECEMBER 2008 
Statement by Parliamentary Secretary 

HON BARRY HOUSE (South West � Parliamentary Secretary) [4.38 pm]: I seek leave to make a brief 
ministerial statement that was meant to be provided with the 2008-09 Quarterly Financial Results Report of 
December 2008 that I tabled at the beginning of today�s proceedings.  

Leave granted.  

Hon BARRY HOUSE: The Treasurer released the December 2008 edition of the 2008-09 Quarterly Financial 
Results Report on Friday, 27 February 2009. I tabled that report earlier today. The report showed that while the 
general government sector returned a surplus for the six months to 31 December 2008, it was a significant 
$532 million, or 40 per cent, lower than the same period last financial year. The surplus has been underpinned by 
revenue growth that was bolstered by iron ore prices and North West Shelf petroleum royalties. However, 
transfer duty continues to perform badly this year, with collections for the first six months of 2008-09 being 
$610 million, or 50 per cent, lower than was the case at the same time in 2007-2008. This is a reflection of the 
substantial challenges facing the economy in Western Australia, interstate and overseas. Of greater concern is the 
13.1 per cent increase in expenses for the half year, which has been driven by rising public sector salary costs. 
General government expenditure is continuing to grow at unsustainable levels, setting the scene for a rigorous 
and disciplined 2009-10 budget process. The house is well aware that this government is addressing spending 
control. We have asked agencies to find the three per cent efficiency dividend and we are conducting an 
economic audit and a capital works audit. These initiatives will help us to formulate what is expected to be a 
very difficult first budget.  

Consideration of the statement made an order of the day for the next sitting, on motion by Hon Ed Dermer. 

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
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HON RAY HALLIGAN (North Metropolitan) [4.40 pm]: Before the debate was suspended for afternoon tea 
and question time I was talking about the health portfolio generally. I believe it is important for both major 
political parties�and everyone else for that matter�to work in concert to overcome the problems associated 
with the provision of health services. The cost of providing health services is an enormous drain on taxpayers. I 
recall adding up the figures from the budget papers for the health, law and order and education portfolios some 
years ago. The cost of providing health services to taxpayers�being a taxpayer myself�was $11 million each 
and every day including weekends. I suggest that figure today would have increased dramatically, as it came 
from a budget of at least eight years ago. The provision of health services, therefore, is an enormous drain on 
taxpayers, but it is so very important to people of all ages, including those with mental health problems. 
Members of Parliament should work in concert rather than snipe at one another�I cannot put it any plainer than 
that�about the problems associated with the lack of doctors in regional areas; a lack of funds for aged people 
who do not have facilities elsewhere; a sudden flu epidemic when all the hospital beds are occupied; and, when 
all the beds are full, ambulances ramping at major hospitals. We know about the problems but where is the 
solution? Successive governments have been unable to find the perfect solution. Government members rely on a 
set of circumstances or variables that occur from time to time and when things are going well they puff out their 
chests and say, �Aren�t we good? There are no ambulances ramping, there are beds available when needed and 
no-one is complaining about not being able to see a doctor.� I suggest that they could not tell you the reason for 
the existence of those circumstances at those times. If they knew the reason, surely they would be able to 
replicate the circumstances. However, they do not know why, and that is the reason everything gets worse, often 
soon after that so-called perfect situation. It is particularly important that the people who have so-called expertise 
and who have been around for decades and know the system and the problems, attempt to provide some solution. 
In that way we may be able to reduce the great cost of the health system. 

Members have already spoken about the cost of the new Fiona Stanley Hospital, which I suggest will be in 
excess of $2 billion�that is, $2 000 million for one hospital. We know that Royal Perth Hospital will require 
refurbishment. We know that Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital requires a great deal of work done on it. Again, all 
those projects will be at enormous cost to taxpayers. We all know the services and benefits that these hospitals 
provide, but governments and oppositions tend not to work together to reduce the costs of such services. That 
will have to change in the future. 

Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm mentioned law and order and the reduction in the number of burglaries. 
Unfortunately, he said that the previous government had cut this and had cut that. Governments do not reduce 
the number of burglaries; not even this government will do that. No member of this government is out in the 
community in a police uniform helping to reduce the number of burglaries. Governments provide the 
infrastructure for the agencies that have been created to reduce the number of burglaries and other crimes in the 
state. Again, it is the old peacock puffing out its chest when the numbers are looking good and saying, �Aren�t 
we good.� However, when the figures are not so good, governments hide and do not answer questions. This has 
happened with successive governments. Again let us be realistic about this issue and try to work towards a 
solution to the problems.  

Many people in Western Australia complain about the sentencing of offenders in our court system. I, as I am 
sure all members do, believe in the separation of powers. I have no problem being part of Parliament that makes 
the laws and allows the judiciary to interpret them. I am firmly of the belief that if a law is interpreted in a 
manner that was not intended by the Parliament, we should amend the law so that the ambiguity no longer exists. 
I believe that it takes far too long to bring amendments to legislation into this place. Although sentencing 
offenders is a province that we have left to the courts and judges, as far as I am concerned it has an anomaly. I 
am a great believer in the matrix whereby particular sentences do not start at zero but instead require a minimum 
sentence to be imposed. The sentence�a figure other than zero�would provide those found guilty and 
sentenced for particular crimes with certainty about the sentence they will be serving. That would be preferable 
to the current practice of allowing the courts to give consideration to mitigating circumstances in a case, which 
they believe may exist, and therefore sentencing some perpetrators of crimes to very low sentences indeed. I 
believe that we as a Parliament have abdicated our responsibility by leaving it to the courts to decide those 
matters with the attitude that if they get it wrong, people will look to them instead of to us as the responsible 
party for the decision. 

We and the people of Western Australia have been putting up with this situation for far too long. Those of us 
who have been members of this chamber for any length of time will recall when the Liberal Party was last in 
power that we did in fact bring into the Parliament a bill to do with a sentencing matrix. The bill was split and 
one part of it went through the house but the matrix part was referred to a committee and never saw the light of 
day again. Why? It was because at that stage the Liberal Party did not have a majority in this house, just as it 
does not now, and the Labor Party, the Greens (WA) and the then Australian Democrats voted together.  
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So it was that the Labor Party, the Greens (WA) and the Australian Democrats ensured that there would not be a 
matrix. I believe there is a need to revisit that. Frequently we look at the symptoms, rather than the causes, of 
many of our problems. There is a need for more work to be done in that area. 

I will briefly talk about the government�s three per cent budget reduction, which is a subject that I am sure is 
near and dear to the hearts of the Labor Party, seeing as it was Hon Eric Ripper who first mooted it. I know that 
there has been a lot of talk about so-called front-line services, and whether the three per cent reduction will affect 
those services. It seems to be the belief of some people that each agency has to be looked at individually, that 
three per cent must taken from each agency�s individual budget and that the chief executive officer of each 
agency must determine from which programs and services the funds must be cut. Having spent some years as a 
public servant, I suggest to members that there are many agencies from which percentages far in excess of 
three per cent of the annual budget could be cut without touching any so-called front-line services. I remember 
that in one department in which I worked, a previous government had allowed the proliferation of many groups 
that had started out as pilot groups. Those who are familiar with the public service will know that that is the 
starting point of an attitude of, �Let�s test it and see what happens�. These pilot groups later became programs 
and then became somewhat permanent, costing many millions of dollars. Whenever it was suggested that they 
had gone past their use-by date, suddenly there was a flood of letters, usually generated by the people who were 
employed in these groups and paid by the taxpayer, saying, �No, you can�t do this�. Invariably the minister 
would back down, so moneys continued to be spent for no result; there was very little benefit for that particular 
cost.  

We know, of course, that the Premier has spoken about the number of committees, task forces and the like that 
currently exist. No-one at this time can identify the exact number, because apparently no-one has previously 
tried to determine how many there are. These people are being paid, but what are they doing for the payment? If 
the work is necessary, one would expect to pay for it, but one does not expect to pay for nothing. Who is auditing 
all this? Who is checking to make sure that the taxpayers of this state are receiving value for money? That is 
something that this government will have to do. Again, the cuts could be well in excess of three per cent in a 
number of agencies. There is no doubt in my mind that a great deal of money could be saved by going through 
any number of the current agencies, if someone has the internal fortitude to ensure that that occurs. 

I know the Labor Party has been critical of the Premier and some of the ministers, and has suggested that certain 
things should be done. I have heard phrases such as, �Get your hands dirty� and �Roll your sleeves up, get in 
there and do something�. That is a little hypocritical, because as a public servant I have seen what happens with 
Labor governments that stood back and told the CEO of a government agency to find savings, and to get in there 
and do what the CEO believed was necessary. No minister came in to identify certain areas and no questions 
were asked. In fact, ministers in those days went a little beyond that; because they were bereft of ideas, they 
would ask people in the agencies to find new ideas and policies for them. The minister would not come up with a 
policy, take it to the agency and ask the agency to check it; no, nothing came forward at all, but the members of 
the agency were asked to provide the policy for the then Labor government. It is therefore a little hypocritical for 
Labor Party members, particularly those who have been around for any length of time, to continually go down 
that path and point the finger at some of our new ministers�particularly at the Treasurer�in respect of the 
three per cent budget cuts. 

A lot of work is involved in determining where these moneys are going to be saved; there is no doubt about that. 
It is not a matter of having an answer ready whenever Labor members ask a question. It will take some time. I 
have no doubt that in some agencies there will be, after seven and a half years of Labor government, certain 
groups of people who will complain, even if the reduction in their budget is legitimate. It will not be based on 
economics or sustainability; it will be politics, pure and simple. There will be people in some of these agencies 
screaming that so-called front-line services cannot be cut. There is no doubt in my mind that that will occur.  

I said earlier that governments of all persuasions, including the current Liberal-National government, do not 
create the income; they encourage others in the public sector to create the income. That is what governments 
have to do, and that is why the mining of uranium is certainly going to be of benefit to the people of Western 
Australia. We have heard the arguments from the Western Australian branch of the Australian Labor Party, 
which is not in concert with its federal colleagues. I will not bother going any further down that path, but 
governments � 

Hon Ken Travers: We should kowtow to Canberra�is that what you�re telling us to do? 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: The Labor Party usually does. 

Hon Ken Travers: You did what John Howard wanted you to do. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: The Labor government handed things over to Canberra left, right and centre. 

Hon Ken Travers: No we didn�t. Name one. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: Censorship. 
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Hon Ken Travers: What have we handed over? 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: The Labor government left Canberra to make decisions on censorship, and if Canberra 
is not the pornographic capital of Australia, I do not know what is! The Labor government said, �We�ll abrogate 
our responsibility; we don�t want to handle censorship here anymore�. 

Hon Ken Travers: Left, right and centre�what�s the next one? 

Hon Kim Chance: That was 1961. Have you got anything more recent? 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: It was not 1961 at all. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Sheila Mills): Members, settle down, please. 
Hon Kim Chance: It was when Don Chipp was the minister. 
Hon RAY HALLIGAN: No, it was not. The member had better go back; he does not want to tell untruths! 
Hon Ken Travers: Left, right and centre. Name me one more. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Hon Ken Travers, I said settle down. 
Hon Norman Moore interjected. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: That is also true. It takes on a lot of responsibility. 

Hon Ken Travers: What about the GST deal that your last Liberal government did with the bloody�when 
Richard Court did the deal with the federal government on the GST?  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: Did I hear unparliamentary language there�like a swear word?  

Hon Ken Travers: You must have misheard me.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: I am sure I must have misheard the member. 

It is important that when governments of all persuasions occupy the treasury benches they ensure that Treasury is 
in a position to receive moneys. The only way that can be done is to encourage private enterprise to undertake 
what they do best by, on occasions, providing them with infrastructure to ensure that they have a sustainable 
business that employs people. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders.  

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral � Leader of the House) [5.00 pm]: I move � 

That the house do now adjourn. 

Busselton Foreshore Steering Committee � Adjournment Debate 

HON ADELE FARINA (South West) [5.01 pm]: I want to raise an important matter that arose today. Last 
month I applied, pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act, to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands 
for him to provide all documents concerning the Busselton foreshore steering committee and the Busselton 
foreshore redevelopment. The minister responded that he held no documents on these matters. Tonight in a 
parliamentary question I asked the Minister for Regional Development; Lands whether he had received 
correspondence from the member for Vasse on the establishment of the Busselton foreshore steering committee 
before 9 December 2008. His response was yes. The minister was either deliberately obstructive in relation to 
my FOI application or he has misled this house in his answer to my parliamentary question. I call on the minister 
to explain whether he has a letter from the member for Vasse; and, if so, why he did not provide it in response to 
my FOI application. I also call on the minister to table the letter from the member for Vasse and any other 
documents he has withheld on these matters with respect to the FOI application I made.  

AvonLink � Fremantle Eastern Bypass � Adjournment Debate 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [5.02 pm]: I raise the issue of answers to questions on notice that 
the opposition has been given in the past couple of days. First is the question asked by Hon Kim Chance about 
the AvonLink rail service and whether it was about to be cancelled. Members may not be aware that there has 
been and is a lot of concern about this service. In the past few days I have received a number of emails from 
users of the service who are concerned about whether it will be closed. I know that Hon Kim Chance shares my 
concerns on this issue.  

The minister made the comment that instead of running around with rumours, Hon Kim Chance had done the 
right thing by coming into this place and asking the relevant question to get the matter cleared up. I agree that it 
is a good process and I congratulate Hon Kim Chance for asking the question. The problem that arises is the 
answer from the minister. The answer was � 

(1) Yes. 



1728 [COUNCIL - Thursday, 12 March 2009] 

 

(2) There are no current plans to reduce or cancel this service.  

On face value, one could say that the service is secure. I hope that is what the minister meant by his answer. 
Equally, on reading the answer, one could be of the opinion that it does not give an ironclad guarantee that the 
service will continue into the future. In other words, for the term of this government, there will be no changes to 
the AvonLink service. To prevent rumours from spreading, I call on the minister to indicate that if the 
government is committed to retaining that service and it has no intention of closing it, it will remain for the term 
of this current government. I also call on the minister to give a commitment that the government will not cancel 
the service without going to the electors indicating that that is what it will do. It is important that the minister 
provide further clarification so that if in six weeks, suddenly, as part of the budget cuts, the service is cut, he 
cannot say, �At the time the question was asked there was not a plan; it was only an option.� I urge the minister 
to give an ironclad guarantee to the house that that service will remain in place for the term of this government.  

The second answer relates to the question I asked of the Minister for Transport about the Fremantle eastern 
bypass and his suggestion that I had got it wrong; namely, that prior to the last election, the Liberal government 
had not given a commitment to bring back the Fremantle eastern bypass. It is not me who is confused by that 
situation. The first indication I had that the Liberals had given a commitment to the Fremantle eastern bypass 
was in the speech by Hon Barbara Scott, one of the minister�s colleagues. As a Liberal member for that district at 
the last election, clearly she must have believed that there was a commitment by the Liberal Party that it would 
bring back the Fremantle eastern bypass. On this side of the house, we do not support the Fremantle eastern 
bypass, and we accept that. However, this is not a question about the Fremantle eastern bypass; this is about the 
integrity of the Liberal Party and the commitments that it gave at the last election. In her speech the other night, 
Hon Barbara Scott made it clear to this house that it was her belief, as a Liberal member�if that is what she 
believed, imagine what the public was going to think; it was going to think the same thing�that the Liberal 
Party was giving a commitment, not at the 2005 state election but at the 2008 state election, to reinstate the 
Fremantle eastern bypass. 

One of the things I acknowledged and recognised in my question�because I asked about the alignments�after I 
did some research as a result of listening to Hon Barbara Scott�s speech, was that the minister indicated that they 
were looking at whether there was a different alignment from the original reservation. That is why I asked 
whether any work on possible alignments had been commenced. 

Hon Simon O�Brien: How else would you connect Roe Highway and Stirling Highway with the port? That is 
the challenge. How do we do it? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: A person would go along Roe Highway and come off at the freeway. He would then 
drive along the freeway to Leach Highway, and then he would drive along Leach Highway into the port, as 
people currently do. Work would also be done to make sure that a greater amount of transport was using the rail 
system. As part of our freight network review, there is a comprehensive plan to deal with these issues. 

Hon Simon O�Brien: My friend, the freight network review did not set out to do that, and it did not succeed in 
doing that. It was not even on the agenda. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: So the government is considering bringing back the Fremantle eastern bypass. 

Hon Simon O�Brien: No. I am saying by interjection that the freight network review was a phoney exercise. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I accept that that is the minister�s view. I do not agree with it, but I accept that that is his 
view. If that is his view, the next logical stage is for the minister to say that the government is looking at a 
Fremantle eastern bypass, and one of the things that it must do is determine what the route of that Fremantle 
eastern bypass will be. 

Hon George Cash: Why is that logical? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Why is it logical? Because the minister is saying that otherwise there is no alternative. 
He is saying that our solution is not correct. Therefore, if his solution is that another road has to be built to do it, 
where is he going to do it? The road will be a bypass. 

Hon George Cash: You are taking quantum steps without thinking things through. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: No, I am not, Hon George Cash. 

Hon George Cash: I�m afraid that you are. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: No, I am not. 

Hon George Cash: You may not recognise that, but that is what is happening. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Hon George Cash, I am more than happy for the minister to stand up and explain to us 
exactly how he intends to resolve the problem � 
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Hon George Cash: The minister could stand up a dozen times and he would never convince you, because you 
are inventing things in your mind. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Some people have been here a bit too long and are getting a little too bitter and twisted 
about their lives. 

Hon Simon O�Brien: Leave Ljiljanna out of this! Give her a break! 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Hon George Cash needs a good holiday if he believes that to be the case. I have a lot of 
respect for Hon George Cash, and I appreciate � 

Hon George Cash: I have a lot of respect for you, and I wish you would not temper that.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I have to say that I have a lot of respect for Hon George Cash, and the smartest thing he 
has done in recent times was to know when his time was up, and well done for that.  

The first thing we need to understand is the commitment given prior to the last election. The minister should 
explain whether Hon Barbara Scott was completely wrong in her understanding of the commitment given prior 
to the last election, or whether the Liberal Party has changed its position since the last election. This is not the 
Labor Party�s view; it is one of the government�s own members who is strongly of this view. What did the 
member say? I will use the daily Hansard as an aide-mémoire � 

Hon Barbara Scott: You are not allowed to refer to that. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I can use it as an aide-mémoire. I am not quoting from it; I am using it as an aide-
mémoire. Hon Barbara Scott put great store in the minister and his commitment to bring back the Fremantle 
eastern bypass and the belief that the recently built homes would be resumed. That is what Hon Barbara Scott 
believed to be the case, and that is what she said to this house on Tuesday night.  

Even though the minister was quoted as saying that in the newspaper, the minister is now saying that it was not 
the Liberal Party�s policy prior to the last election. Is the minister saying that the Fremantle Herald lied about 
his position in its article? Is that what the minister is saying? 

Hon Simon O�Brien: The words attributed to me clearly date from 2005, not from 2008, and everyone knows it. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Did the minister check with the editor of the Fremantle Herald? Did he see this article 
at the time?  

Hon Simon O�Brien: I do not remember. The Fremantle Herald writes all sorts of rubbish.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Now it is the press!  

Hon Simon O�Brien: No; I do not go censoring what they write. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I would have thought that if a statement that was so wrong and which was not the 
current position had been attributed to Hon Simon O�Brien as the shadow minister at the time, he would have 
rung the editor and asked for a retraction, saying that it was not the government�s current policy and that the 
Fremantle eastern bypass is off the agenda.  

However, I think the Fremantle eastern bypass is on the agenda but for some reason the minister does not wish to 
talk about that. It is on the agenda, because that is the commitment members opposite gave. That is what Hon 
Barbara Scott believed was the government�s commitment. When the minister says, �the government is 
examining its options�, that is code for the Fremantle eastern bypass is on the agenda. Just as the minister�s 
saying �there are no current plans to reduce or cancel this service� is code for �we are going to do it in the future, 
but we are not going to tell you now�. 

Rock Lobster Industry � Adjournment Debate 

HON JON FORD (Mining and Pastoral) [5.12 pm]: I will continue the debate I was having with the Minister 
for Fisheries at this time yesterday and refer to some of his responses to my comments. Yesterday the minister 
referred to saving the fishery and to sustainability issues, including a 37 per cent reduction in effort. Again, I 
congratulate the minister on those courageous decisions. However, either the minister is missing my point or I 
am not making it well enough, so I will have another go.  

The minister talks about effort reduction in the Western Australian rock lobster fishery. There is a term called 
�temporary pot reductions�. It is a common fisheries term and it is used widely within the industry, and every 
one will agree that as soon as the government says �temporary pot reductions�, that is the end of it and the pot 
reductions will remain. The real issue with temporary pot reductions is that they are not pot reductions. The term 
relates to an actual figure of the number of pots in the fleet as well as a notional figure of the number of pots that 
can be reduced, which is equal to effort. The fishers involved still maintain these assets and they end up with 
pots for which they have paid their licence fees; they purchase the pots and they maintain them.  
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Hon Norman Moore: They pay their fees on the units.  

Hon JON FORD: That works out to be about $143 per pot. 

Hon Norman Moore: That is per pot and you know the difference between them. You also know about cost-
recovery fisheries; you simply cannot change the amount of money midstream. You know about overs and 
unders. You know more than most people, so I don�t know why you�re arguing what you�re arguing. 

Hon JON FORD: I thank the Minister for Fisheries for that. The only way the government will make a real pot 
reduction is to put its hand into taxpayers� pockets and buy the pots. Perhaps that is something that will need to 
be done in a future management arrangement. 

The minister also said last night that, regardless of this attempted reduction in effort, the efficiency of the fleet is 
so good that it can overcome that reduction in effort in a very quick time and return to the level it was prior to 
the reduction in effort management plans. In the early days, it was so efficient that it exceeded those reductions. 

Hon Norman Moore: But the reason both you and I have cut the days is that that is a way of having an effect, as 
opposed to saturated pots. 

Hon JON FORD: People could be confused by the minister�s explanation last night when he talked about the 
industry overcoming that efficiency reduction and might think that that applies equally across the board. Of 
course it does not. If a small pot holder with 60 to 100 pots for his business reduced the amount of time he 
fished, the effect would not be evenly proportional across the various aspects of the fleet. I used to use three 
business models to show that. Those people who have low debt, good equipment and a long history can weather 
just about any reduction. They are typically the people who call for more pot reductions, because it helps to 
knock out some of the competition. There are also the midstream people and the people who are just hanging on. 
There are also new people coming into the fleet who have high debt. They typically lease pots to try to increase 
their effort, which adds to their debt. When a minister makes a decision, it is always a hard call because he is 
envisaging the sort of fleet he wants. Does he want a fleet that is made up of a mixture of large, medium and 
small-sized businesses, or does he want a fleet that is large or a fleet that is biased one way or the other? 

Hon Norman Moore: Did you consider compensation when you cut it by 22 per cent? 

Hon JON FORD: The minister makes an interesting point. I considered the future of the fleet in all my 
decisions. That is why I started exploring particular management models, including the quota model. Ordinarily, 
I tried to make those adjustments when the future was looking its best, and then I had the capacity to make a 
decision about how the fleet would look. The trouble is that if the people who are likely to fall over as a result of 
the decision that the minister has had to make�we have said all along that we have no problem with the 
decision that the minister has had to make�do fall over, they will not be able to come back because they will be 
broke. The asset value of the people who are left in the industry will be a lot higher. Hopefully, the fishery will 
go on and this loss of puerulus will just be an aberration. Hopefully, at the end the fleet will contain a variety of 
business models, not just foreign investments and large businesses.  

That is not good for the Western Australian community and it is not good for biodiversity along the coastline and 
the small communities it supports. In this case, Labor believes that we must do something to help these people. 
They are not asking for compensation; they are asking for help to get them through to the end of the season. In 
answer to the minister�s question about whether we contemplated paying compensation, on many, many 
occasions when I made decisions in mid-season I asked the Department of Fisheries to talk to people about 
payment. It was not compensation; it was ex-gratia payments to help people out by discharging loans and paying 
for gear they had invested in so that they could survive that decision and get ready for the next season. The 
minister can ask the department for details; I will not talk about individual cases now, because that is not my 
practice. Almost every single year when we made decisions mid-season�not every time�if we thought people 
had a case, we did that. That is what I am asking the minister to do. I think those people have a case. If we do not 
lose them now, when it comes to working with industry to create a new industry�hopefully, it will survive; as I 
said before, the stock losses are an aberration�there will be an opportunity to have a variety of business models 
in the industry, not just large foreign investors or large family co-ops.  

Gorgon Gas Project, Barrow Island � Adjournment Debate 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [5.21 pm]: I rise to express my grave concerns about the latest 
developments in the moves to access and process Gorgon gas via the internationally significant wildlife refuge 
we know as Barrow Island. My concerns stem from the recent apparent strategic leak from Premier Colin 
Barnett of the news that the Gorgon proposal is now estimated to be a $50 billion project. Today�s The West 
Australian highlights my concerns, and no doubt those of a great many Western Australians who have taken an 
interest in Barrow Island since oil was first discovered there in the 1950s.  

Before I come to the matters in The West today, let us go through some of the highlights, or should I say 
lowlights, of the Gorgon story so far. In April 2003 the project was subject to an environmental, social and 
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economic review, a process I should note was subsequently pilloried for effectively appointing the proponents at 
their desired location; that is, Barrow Island. At the time, environmental groups were concerned that once the 
door was open to this project, the footprint would expand and the sensitive island would become more and more 
industrialised. In fact, I heard today that this A-class reserve, which once claimed to not contain any introduced 
species, now has 17 introduced species since the increased industrial activity on the island. Around that time, in 
2003, the proposal was anticipated to be two trains, or 10 million tonnes a year of a liquefied natural gas project 
involving an estimated investment of $9 billion.  

In the middle of 2003 the Environmental Protection Authority found that the risks to Barrow Island, including its 
sensitive marine surroundings, were unacceptably high. In fact, it was the first firm no that the EPA had given 
for a very long time. We must remember that the EPA very rarely assesses a project as an unacceptably high 
risk. In September 2003 the then Gallop government gave an in-principle agreement to access Barrow Island, 
despite the EPA�s advice. In October 2003 Colin Barnett called for the project to be sited on the main land, and 
we were very pleased to hear that. At the time, green groups estimated that that could be achieved for just 
0.65 per cent of the value of the relevant gas, so at very little cost. I will repeat that figure: an estimated 0.65 per 
cent of the value of the relevant gas the proponents would profit from. Admittedly, that .65 per cent was the sum 
of $1 billion, and the proponents argued that the cost difference would have made the project unviable. I quickly 
add that the basis for the $1 billion was never made public and remains secret today. 

By September 2005, even though the original proposal was still on the books, it appears from the proponent�s 
draft environmental impact statement and environmental review and management program that expected annual 
CO2 emissions were 700 000 tonnes a year higher than was estimated during the original environmental, social 
and economic review process. It would appear that somewhere in this process, even though they were talking 
about the original proposal, it had actually increased in size dramatically. By the middle of 2006 costs had blown 
out to $11 billion, although we now know that blow-out was a small change compared with what has happened 
since.  

In 2009, as indicated in an article in The West Australian, it seems that we might be looking at the following: 
approval to expand from the approved two-train project to three trains has been sought and is still outstanding; 
the project will apparently now involve the investment of $50 billion; and there is now talk of up to five 
liquefied natural gas trains and presumably therefore 25 million tonnes a year of LNG. 

What does that all mean for environmental approvals in Western Australia? What does it also mean in terms of 
the community concerns that this was the �foot in the door� in terms of the original in-principle approval for two 
trains that would actually lead to significantly more shortly down the track? As to our CO2 emission levels, 
perhaps we need some answers here. I understood the two-train development to have emissions of eight million 
tonnes a year, halving to just four million if the unproven geosequestration actually works�we do not know 
whether it will or not. That suggests that five trains would produce emissions of a staggering 20 million tonnes, 
or an increase in WA�s emissions of about 28 per cent. Later trains will presumably access the cleaner Jansz gas 
fields, so this might reduce emissions to around a total of 10 million tonnes on a best-case scenario. My question 
is: with climate change a more urgent threat than ever before, how can this sort of proposal be contemplated? An 
emission of that scale of CO2 is extraordinary in terms of any attempt to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, let 
alone the impact on an A-class reserve. Instead of having the infrastructure on the island for two trains of gas, we 
would need to have the infrastructure for five trains. The way we are heading we can easily say to this 
government that will be the end of this highly significant A-class reserve, which is a refuge to significant 
numbers of species that have become extinct on the mainland. It is an extraordinary island and the fact that the 
Premier has indicated that we are contemplating such an enormous increase in the industrial activities on that 
island, despite the fact that in 2003 he suggested that the processing could go to the mainland, is a very worrying 
trend. I would be interested also to see what the Minister for Environment has to say about her obligations to 
protect A-class reserves in this state.  

Small Business Development Corporation � Adjournment Debate 

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan) [5.28 pm]: I rose to speak yesterday about the future of 
the Small Business Development Corporation and also the business enterprise centres that are dotted around the 
state. I also endeavoured to ask a question yesterday of the Minister for Regional Development with respect to 
the future of the Small Business Development Corporation, particularly in relation to the business enterprise 
centres. What I really was looking for from the Minister for Regional Development was that he would provide a 
commitment to small business people, not only those within the metropolitan area�I guess that would be more 
directed at the Minister for Commerce�but also for the people who use the services of the business enterprise 
centres throughout regional and rural Western Australia.   

I asked the Minister for Regional Development today about the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western 
Australia�s 2009-10 pre-budget submission to the Western Australian government, which calls for the 
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privatisation of many of the functions of the Small Business Development Corporation and the absorption of 
other functions into other agencies. I asked whether he, in his capacity as Minister for Regional Development, 
supported the dismantling of the Small Business Development Corporation and the many regional small business 
centres that this would entail. If he answered no, I wanted to know whether he would commit to opposing any 
move by the government to privatise or dismantle the Small Business Development Corporation; and, if not, why 
not. If he did not support dismantling the Small Business Development Corporation, I asked whether he would 
communicate this lack of support to the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia in a clear and 
unequivocal way; and, if not, why not. If the minister answered that he supported the dismantling of the Small 
Business Development Corporation, I asked whether he would explain this support and also explain to regional 
small businesses why he intends to abandon them in this way. 

Given the amount of effort that I went through to get this question asked, I must say that the response was very, 
very disappointing to say the least. In fact, the parliamentary secretary on behalf of the Minister for Regional 
Development responded by saying that the Minister for Regional Development is working closely with the 
Minister for Commerce on a number of issues affecting regional development, including small business 
development corporations. I was asked to refer any specific questions about small business development 
corporations to the responsible minister; namely, the Minister for Commerce. 

The first thing that struck me was just how close the Minister for Commerce and Minister for Regional 
Development are. It would appear that they are very, very close indeed. I wonder whether people who voted at 
the last election for the National Party, which ran very, very strongly on the issue of looking after regional and 
rural Western Australia, would be happy with this cosy arrangement. I am sure that people who voted for the 
National Party when they filled out their ballot papers were of the belief that the National Party would look after 
regional and rural Western Australia and, in particular, small business in the regions. However, instead of 
looking after small business in rural and regional Western Australia, the Minister for Regional Development is 
simply wiping his hands of this whole thing and saying, �I am not interested. If you want an answer, you go to 
Mr Buswell of the Liberal Party because he is going to be making the determinations in respect of this matter.� I 
must say that I am very, very disappointed. I do not doubt that when I communicate this to all those regional 
areas that have a business enterprise centre, they also will be very, very disappointed. They will ask themselves 
why they voted for Brendon Grylls and the National Party at the last election. Brendon Grylls promised that he 
would look after regional and rural Western Australia, but instead he is a minister who has wiped his hands of a 
key regional and rural issue; that is, the future of the business enterprise centres. I will list the locations of these 
business centres because I think it is very important to put on record all the people who will be let down. They 
include the people of Kununurra, Derby, Broome, Port Hedland, Karratha, Carnarvon, Geraldton, Kalgoorlie-
Boulder, Esperance, and, of course, a number of people in the south west. Centres south of the metropolitan area 
are in Rockingham, Mandurah, Bunbury, Busselton, Manjimup, Bridgetown and Albany. In the wheatbelt we 
have a number of them in Merredin, northern Corrigin and Narrogin. It is very, very important that the people in 
those local communities are aware of the future of their business enterprise centres. If anyone thinks they do not 
play a very key role in those communities for small business operators and small businesses in those 
communities, then they are very much mistaken. These small business centres offer free assistance and support 
to new and existing businesses through a range of services, including free practical business assistance; referral 
to specialist advisers such as accountants, lawyers or whatever else is required; and assistance through a maze of 
government departments and regulations. Maybe the Minister for Regional Development thinks that there will 
not be a need for this particular service because the red tape reduction strategy is going to take care of 
everything�but I can assure them that that will not be the case! They also provide business workshops, business 
information, and a range of other services. This is a very, very worrying sign. This is probably an indication of 
how the National Party members in this cobbled together, feeble government that it is � 

Hon Simon O�Brien: You were the first cab out of the ranks to say come and hop under the covers! 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Hon Simon O�Brien, never in my wildest dreams would I entertain the idea of 
hopping under any cover with you! He needs to get that through his head! If that was the implication, he can be 
assured � 

Hon Simon O�Brien: That was a completely unnecessary warning, I assure you!  

Hon Kim Chance: I think it�s time we went home! 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: This is very, very serious and what worries me is that this is the way that the 
National Party will deal with the Liberal Party component�we will not go into the Independent component of 
this cobbled-together government. Mr Grylls is a junior minister who, in some ways, is looking up to the 
Minister for Commerce�goodness knows why he would look up to him, given his reputation of the past! 
Nevertheless, clearly in some way Mr Grylls does not feel that he has the right to express his view or his desire 
to actually determine or frame government policy in this particular area.  
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The small business people out there in regional and rural Western Australia wanted Brendon Grylls to say that 
the future of the Small Business Development Corporation is not negotiable. They wanted Brendon Grylls to say 
that the future of small business enterprises is not negotiable. Instead, he has not given them any lifeline. They, 
in my view, together with the Small Business Development Corporation, have no future. This is a very, very sad 
reflection on this government, and Brendon Grylls.  

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral � Leader of the House) [5.38 pm]: One thing about the so-
called cobbled-together government is that it is actually on this side of the house, and the member is on that side 
of the house. That is the significant change that has happened since 6 September last year. One of these days 
members opposite will recognise they are now the opposition and not the government anymore. I ask Hon 
Ljiljanna Ravlich whether she has contacted Julia Gillard about the unfair dismissal laws, because that is the 
main issue facing small business in Australia today, far and away out of anything else that she has been talking 
about today.  

Secondly, in respect of the matters raised by Hon Jon Ford, I always take on board the honourable member�s 
comments, and I will read them. If there is anything that can be done that can help the circumstances, obviously 
we will do it. I do not get any satisfaction out of seeing what is happening in the rock lobster industry. I would 
rather they were catching 14 000 tonnes and dropping off a couple every Friday afternoon at my office, but that 
is not happening for obvious reasons. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: The trouble is, there are not too many there and I did not cause the problem; I am 
trying to solve the problem. I will take advice from every source that is available to try to solve the problem.  

With respect to Hon Giz Watson, who does not want Gorgon to spend $50 billion in Western Australia, I just 
cannot believe that at a time like this a political party would get up and say it does not want that level of 
investment and expenditure in Western Australia and the jobs that go with it�not just the direct jobs but the jobs 
that will be created for the development of that project. It is massive. We have been waiting a long time for it. If 
it is going to be worth $50 billion and involve five trains, let us put both arms out and say, �You�re welcome to 
come to Western Australia; bring it on immediately.� 

Question put and passed.  

House adjourned at 5.40 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES � STAFF, VEHICLES, CREDIT CARDS AND MOBILE PHONES 

108. Hon Sally Talbot to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Police 

(1) Will the Minister indicate the following information for all staff members working in their Ministerial 
office, as of 26 November 2008, including those on secondment, placement or attachment to the 
office �  

(a) what is their name; 

(b) when did their employment commence; 

(c) what are their job titles; 

(d) what is their salary level; and 

(e) what are their terms of employment? 

(2) As of 26 November 2008, will the Minister provide information in relation to their Ministerial office on 
the following, �  

(a) total numbers of cars assigned; 

(b) who is assigned a car; 

(c) what is the make and model; 

(d) which cars are home garaged; 

(e) who is assigned a Government issued credit card; 

(f) what is the limit of that card; 

(g) how many mobile phones are assigned to your office; 

(h) who is allocated a mobile phone; and 

(i) what is the make and model of the mobile phone? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(2) [See paper No 537.] 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES � STAFF, VEHICLES, CREDIT CARDS AND MOBILE PHONES 

109. Hon Sally Talbot to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Emergency Services 

(1) Will the Minister indicate the following information for all staff members working in their Ministerial 
office, as of 26 November 2008, including those on secondment, placement or attachment to the 
office �  

(a) what is their name; 

(b) when did their employment commence; 

(c) what are their job titles; 

(d) what is their salary level; and 

(e) what are their terms of employment? 

(2) As of 26 November 2008, will the Minister provide information in relation to their Ministerial office on 
the following, �  

(a) total numbers of cars assigned; 

(b) who is assigned a car; 

(c) what is the make and model; 

(d) which cars are home garaged; 

(e) who is assigned a Government issued credit card; 

(f) what is the limit of that card; 

(g) how many mobile phones are assigned to your office; 
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(h) who is allocated a mobile phone; and 

(i) what is the make and model of the mobile phone? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

Please refer to Question on Notice 108. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES � STAFF, VEHICLES, CREDIT CARDS AND MOBILE PHONES 

110. Hon Sally Talbot to the Minister for Energy representing the Minister for Road Safety 

(1) Will the Minister indicate the following information for all staff members working in their Ministerial 
office, as of 26 November 2008, including those on secondment, placement or attachment to the 
office �  

(a) what is their name; 

(b) when did their employment commence; 

(c) what are their job titles; 

(d) what is their salary level; and 

(e) what are their terms of employment? 

(2) As of 26 November 2008, will the Minister provide information in relation to their Ministerial office on 
the following, �  

(a) total numbers of cars assigned; 

(b) who is assigned a car; 

(c) what is the make and model; 

(d) which cars are home garaged; 

(e) who is assigned a Government issued credit card; 

(f) what is the limit of that card; 

(g) how many mobile phones are assigned to your office; 

(h) who is allocated a mobile phone; and 

(i) what is the make and model of the mobile phone? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

Please refer to Question on Notice 108. 

__________ 

 

 


