
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Thursday, 16 June 2011 

                 

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

SKILLED LOCAL JOBS BILL 2011 

Petition 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont — Leader of the Opposition) [9.02 am]: I have a petition couched in the 
following terms — 

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

We, the undersigned, say the WA Parliament should pass laws that ensure a greater share of skilled 
engineering and fabrication work for our major resources projects is performed in Western Australia.  

Our major resources projects are increasingly sending their skilled work offshore. Many of Western 
Australia’s fabrication workshops are almost empty and our engineers have to go overseas if they want 
to help design our LNG projects. 

Our natural resources can only be used once and we should use the current resources construction boom 
to provide training and apprenticeships for our young people, so that they can have a future after the 
boom. 

Now we ask the Legislative Assembly to urge all Members to support the Skilled Local Jobs Bill 2011 
with the objective of ensuring a greater share of skilled work for our major resources projects is 
performed in Western Australia. 

The petition bears 38 signatures. 

[See petition 420.] 

DUTIES AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 2) 2011 

Notice of Motion to Introduce 

Notice of motion given by Mr R.F. Johnson (Leader of the House) on behalf of the Treasurer. 

LICENSED PREMISES — APPROVED MANAGERS 

Statement by Minister for Racing and Gaming 

MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin — Minister for Racing and Gaming) [9.04 am]: It is a fundamental 
requirement of the Liquor Control Act that licensed premises must be under the control and supervision of an 
approved manager at all times. Changes to the act, which were passed by the Parliament late last year, included 
provisions aimed at establishing a new system for the licensing of approved managers. The regulations needed to 
support the new system have now been finalised, and the system commenced on 7 June. From a licensee’s 
perspective, the new approved manager system will deliver a significant reduction in administrative and financial 
commitments when licensees engage or replace approved managers. The new system will also provide greater 
flexibility for approved managers to move between licensed premises without licensees having to apply to the 
licensing authority.  

The new system includes two levels of approved manager: restricted and unrestricted. The unrestricted category 
is required for managers at commercial licensed venues such as taverns, liquor stores and so on, whereas the 
restricted category relates to managers of club and club-restricted premises. Restricted managers must have 
completed the nationally accredited responsible service of alcohol course as a minimum, while unrestricted 
managers will be required to also have completed the course in liquor licensing. Applications for the two 
categories of approved manager must be submitted by the manager themselves, and approval is now valid for 
five years. Those managers already in the system as approved managers will not be required to pay the 
application fee to register as an approved manager under the new system. This represents a significant financial 
saving for existing managers, as they will receive the first five years of their new licence free of charge. So far, 
the Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor has received 5 600 applications from existing approved managers 
for their new five-year portable licence.  

Licensees will retain responsibility for ensuring the conduct of their business is personally supervised and 
managed by an approved manager at all times the venue is trading. Importantly, licensees are still required to 
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display the name of the manager or managers who are on duty at all times the venue is open for business. The 
new approved manager system is an important development for the liquor industry, and I am very pleased that it 
is now up and running.  

METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME AMENDMENT 1191/41 — PORT OF FREMANTLE 

Statement by Minister for Planning 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Minister for Planning) [9.06 am]: I present today for tabling metropolitan 
region scheme amendment 1191/41, which finalises the zoning under the metropolitan region scheme for the 
remaining land reclamation area in North Quay. The reclamation area was granted environmental approval by 
the Environmental Protection Authority on 18 August 2009 and is subject to a number of stringent conditions. 
The amendment seeks to rezone approximately 19.8 hectares of waterways reservation to the port installations 
reservation. The land subject to the amendment has been resumed and now needs to be zoned appropriately.  

The additional land is to enable expansion of the North Quay rail terminal and to provide additional storage 
space for port-related uses. The land reclamation area is of strategic significance. The new land will ensure that 
the port of Fremantle can operate at its optimal capacity, whilst ensuring that the expanded port operations are 
appropriately managed. The inner harbour is the state’s main general cargo port and is the only WA port that 
handles international shipping containers. This activity is key to the state’s economic development, and the 
expansion of facilities will assist the Fremantle Port Authority in meeting the trade needs of the state. Economic 
benefits will filter through to the community through export competitiveness and consumer pricing. Expansion 
of the rail terminal will ensure that the port of Fremantle is well integrated with the broader transport network 
and will facilitate increased use of rail freight, thereby reducing the number of road freight movements to and 
from the port. It will also assist the port authority in better managing environmental and social impacts of 
landside transport links.  

The amendment was advertised for 90 days in 2010 in accordance with statutory provisions. Seventeen 
submissions were received, including eight general comments, five comments of support and four comments of 
objection. The objections related to the original inclusion of four additional smaller land parcels in the proposed 
amendment. Based on the submissions received and a desire to consider the smaller proposals in more detail, it 
was determined that the main reclamation area should be able to proceed to finalisation independently of the 
other elements, which have been deleted from the amendment. Copies of the submissions and the Western 
Australian Planning Commission’s report on submissions are also tabled today. I am pleased to now table the 
documentation for MRS amendment 1191/41 and I commend it to the house.  

[See papers 3482 and 3483.] 

GREAT SOUTHERN TOWN CENTRE ENHANCEMENT PLAN 

Statement by Minister for Regional Development 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Central Wheatbelt — Minister for Regional Development) [9.09 am]: I inform the 
house about the Great Southern town centre enhancement program. This program has been implemented to assist 
local communities to plan for and instigate town centre improvement projects. Local governments in the region 
successfully partnered with $1 million in royalties for regions funding from the state government to develop 11 
projects with a total value of almost $3 million. The program is a royalties for regions initiative through the 
Great Southern Development Commission and offers up to 50 per cent of the design costs to a maximum grant of 
$30 000, and up to 50 per cent of the cost of on-site works to a maximum grant of $150 000. All 11 Great 
Southern local governments will benefit from the funding, which will enhance town centres with better 
landscaping, roads, paths, gardens, lighting and signs.  

The City of Albany applied for funding for the Elleker town site improvement work, which includes a dual-use 
path through the town, drainage, kerbing and streetscaping. Parking, pedestrian access, signage and streetscaping 
will also be improved at the northern end of Denmark’s Strickland Street CBD area. A new dual-use path linking 
existing businesses and recreational areas on Hollings Road to the CBD will provide much improved pedestrian 
access for local residents and visitors. The Shire of Jerramungup will implement a range of beautification works 
in Jerramungup, including the installation of an entry statement, a new community park and further 
streetscaping. In the Shire of Plantagenet, Mt Barker will benefit from new footpaths, better parking, street 
furniture and underground power in Short Street. The program will deliver new street banners and footpaths in 
both Cranbrook and Frankland River, as well as the construction of the Frankland River central park and 
additional street trees in Cranbrook. The funding will assist the Shire of Kojonup to implement stage 1 of its 
main street redevelopment project, which will link the commercial precinct to the tourism precinct via a new 
footpath and make improvements to the Apex Park verge car park.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 
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Mr P. Papalia: What is happening with the Esperance wharf? 

The SPEAKER: I formally call to order for the first time today the member for Warnbro and the member for 
Collie–Preston. I instruct members that brief ministerial statements are designed to be just that. Members might 
not necessarily like their content. I do not want to prolong this brief ministerial statement any longer. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: This is a very good initiative and I am very happy to support it. This is a very good example 
of the state government working in partnership with local governments to bring to fruition their town centre 
revitalisation plans, which have laid dormant for so many years due to the disinterest of previous governments 
and which will make these communities more attractive and safer places to live in, visit and invest in. 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION — OVERPAYMENT OF FORMER STAFF MEMBER 

Grievance 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [9.12 am]: My grievance this morning is to the Minister for Education and is 
about an overpayment of moneys to a former teacher of the Department of Education, Ms Megan Griffin. It is 
indeed a tragic tale. Ms Griffin was a teacher at Morley Senior High School when she was diagnosed with breast 
and bone cancer in December 2008. As members would appreciate, she was required to take leave from her 
position. Very tragically, Ms Griffin died on Monday this week from the cancer that required her to take leave 
from the department. During the last few months of her life she received significant medication in the care of 
Silver Chain, but was pursued by the Department of Education for outstanding moneys. I make the point early 
that if moneys are owed to the government, of course they must be paid; however, I have a dispute about the way 
the department went about this process. On 19 January 2010, a letter was written to Ms Griffin at North Road, 
Bassendean. The letter stated — 

It is with regret the Department of Education informs you an overpayment has occurred.  

The letter goes on but does not set out the detail of that overpayment; it simply sets out the amount owing of 
$6 982.18. 

Dr E. Constable: What was the date of that letter? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: That first letter sent to Ms Griffin at North Road, Bassendean was dated 19 January 2010.  

A subsequent letter, sent on 14 March, again to Ms Griffin at North Road, Bassendean, stated that the 
department had not heard from her, that she owed the department $6 982, and that she should get in touch with 
the department or her debt would be assigned to a collection agency. 

Dr E. Constable: What was that date? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: It was 14 March 2010.  

Another letter sent to Ms Griffin at North Road, Bassendean on 4 April 2010 said that it was her third and final 
notice, but it was not actually a statement of demand, as members would appreciate would be legally required. 
As I pointed out, these letters were all sent to Ms Griffin at North Road. It finally became apparent—I am not 
sure how; I think it was because the process caught up—that that address was not correct for Ms Griffin. She had 
not been living at North Road for quite some time. Therefore, a subsequent letter arrived addressed to Ms Griffin 
at “Berry Road”, Bassendean; the actual street name is Berry Court, but this letter arrived. This letter states — 

Further to our telephone conversations — 

There was a telephone conversation between Ms Griffin’s carer and the department. The letter continues — 

The overpayment was due to late processing of sick leave bookings made by your worksite, Morley 
Senior High School.  

I am not sure whether that means Morley Senior High School was late in processing the leave bookings or 
whether the high school had submitted them and they somehow became late within the system. The letter goes 
on to finally set out the dates on which the department alleges that Ms Griffin had received overpayments for her 
sick leave, which totalled 34 days. It must be pointed out that a number of documents came as handwritten notes 
from the department. I am happy to give those to the minister, although I am sure she has them. These 
documents make it a little unclear whether those 34 days amounted to sick leave or vacation leave, and as 
members know, different sorts of leave have different implications. There was the problem of late processing. I 
dare say that had the department been quicker in its processes, the amount of leave paid out that Ms Griffin was 
not entitled to would have been significantly reduced. The most recent letter Ms Griffin received dated 9 May 
2011 states — 

Please find enclosed copies of letters that were sent to your previous address of … North Road, 
Bassendean in error.  

The letter goes on to say — 
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Unfortunately our finance system which looks after the recovery of monies is separate from our Human 
Resources system. When you advised payroll of your change of address to … Berry Court, Bassendean 
it was updated on the Human Resources system but not on our finance system.  

Therein lies the problem. Ms Griffin did the right thing—she told payroll and she told human resources; 
however, for some reason that information was not then passed on to finance. Therefore, Ms Griffin, in literally 
the final month of her life, received this letter from the department, with all these other old letters that she had 
never received enclosed, telling her that she owed the department nearly $7 000. I raised a similar issue last year 
with the Minister for Health. In that situation my constituent had not died. I understand the implications of the 
Financial Management Act, but despite those, the minister used his authority to ensure that that debt of my 
constituent to the Department of Health was waived. I do not think that it is unreasonable for the Minister for 
Education to exercise her authority in this situation to write off this debt for Ms Griffin. Ms Griffin thought that 
she had done what she had to do. She notified the department of a change of address; that was not dealt with 
appropriately by the department. As the letter from 9 May states — 

The overpayment was due to late processing of sick leave bookings made by your worksite … 

Again, there is no culpability on the part of Ms Griffin at any point in this process; yet, unfortunately, due to the 
systems in place necessary for a large department, in the final month of life she was faced with being pursued by 
a large department over a $7 000 debt. I am still unclear, having gone through the documents available to me, 
exactly how that figure was arrived at, and I doubt that Ms Griffin, who, as I said, was on significant medication 
in the last month of her life, could really digest and understand the situation. This is indeed a tragic tale. I think 
the processes within the Education and Training Shared Services Centre need to be looked at, because they led to 
an unfortunate circumstance for Ms Griffin. I acknowledge the work of her carer, Stephen Walker, who was 
wonderful in her final months. 

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands — Minister for Education) [9.19 am]: I thank the member for raising 
this matter with me. I was not aware of it until I was told that the grievance would be presented this morning. I 
was not aware because, as the member for Victoria Park and others would know, the Public Sector Management 
Act does not allow me to be involved in these matters. It is the duty of the Director General of the Department of 
Education to be involved in all matters to do with remuneration and other aspects of an individual’s employment 
in the department. I was not aware of this issue until the member drew it to my attention. I think it is incredibly 
distressing. I am very disappointed that the processes of the department allowed this to happen. It is very tragic 
that, in the last month of Ms Griffin’s life, she would have been distressed by what occurred. 

The member has given details. I did not even know which school she was employed at. I was not told about that 
until the member spoke about it this morning. I understand that it was to do with her sick leave. The member said 
that he was not sure what leave was involved. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: It seems, from some correspondence, to be a combination of sick and vacation leave. I was a bit 
unsure myself. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I was told just before I came into the chamber that it was related to sick leave. The 
member mentioned Morley Senior High School. The information that was provided from the school was not 
provided in a timely fashion, and then a chain of very unfortunate events followed from that situation. I agree 
with the member totally that it is most unfair that this could have happened to a woman who was so sick. As I 
said before, I sympathise with the situation that she was placed in and, in fact, apologise that she was placed in 
such a situation. It seems to me that there were a number of steps along the way in which very unfortunate errors 
were made. From what the member has outlined, at least three letters were sent to the wrong address and there 
were other delays and so on that just compounded the problems that Ms Griffin faced a month before she died. 

I totally agree with the member that the processes need to be looked at so that, we hope, this very unfortunate set 
of circumstances never happens again. I will, of course, request that the director general look at those processes. 
Although I cannot direct the director general, I will make sure that she is aware of the grievance, and I would 
expect her to make the appropriate decision in relation to the grievance that the member for Victoria Park has 
presented this morning. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Thank you. 

YWCA AUSTRALIA ENCORE PROGRAM 

Grievance 

MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough — Parliamentary Secretary) [9.22 am]: My grievance today is directed 
to the Minister for Health and relates to funding for the Young Women’s Christian Association’s Encore 
program. The YWCA Encore program has been specially designed for women who have had breast cancer 
treatment. The program involves a unique combination of hydrotherapy, resistance exercises and floor-based 
exercises, in conjunction with a group discussion and information session. The program is run by the YWCA 
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Australia-wide. In 2010, Encore celebrated 25 years in Australia, having supported more than 6 000 women. The 
program is free for breast cancer survivors, who need only a medical referral to attend. At a time when a woman 
may have undergone surgery or radiotherapy or chemotherapy treatment, all of which are costly medical 
procedures, it is a relief to have a program offered for free. 

Historically, funding came from a diverse range of sponsors but with Avon as a major corporate donor. 
Unfortunately, in late 2009, Avon had to reduce this contribution, but I would like to gratefully acknowledge its 
continued support. This change in financial support at the national level has meant that the WA Encore program 
may need to start charging a fee for women to access this support program. At the same time, the federal Labor 
government decided not to continue funding the valuable regional services offered by Encore. Albany, Bunbury 
and Geraldton offer this wonderful program for local women. I understand that the Albany program in particular 
is a great success, yet the federal Labor government ceased funding, potentially changing it from a free program 
to a chargeable service. These women have had to travel from Albany to Perth for repeated treatments, have had 
to find accommodation while undergoing ongoing treatment and have been away from their families and loved 
ones and have then returned home. It is inexcusable that federal Labor finds it acceptable to force a charge on a 
local support service. When a woman is diagnosed with breast cancer, what follows is a continual adjustment 
process, both physically and psychologically. This adjustment does not happen for just a couple of months; it can 
occur for years. After treatment, many women experience numbness, pins and needles, a loss of mobility and 
strength, and discomfort in their upper bodies. When the raft of physical symptoms from treatment and the 
potential loss of a breast through surgery are combined with the devastating news that a woman’s long-held 
belief of being a healthy individual no longer exists, it becomes an extraordinarily difficult time. For many 
women, managing this adjustment is done not just for themselves, but also for their husbands and their children. 

There are several means by which a woman recovering from breast cancer can enhance her psychological 
wellbeing and improve her survivorship. Maintaining physical fitness, eating well and social interaction with 
other breast cancer survivors are important components of long-term survivorship. It is not uncommon for 
women to become sedentary after surgery and treatment. Physical discomfort, combined with uncertainty about 
what is a safe and effective exercise regime, is a deterrent. A lack of confidence in being able to do the exercises 
is a very important factor. Unfortunately, this contributes to levels of fatigue and, in turn, this increases 
psychological distress. Attending a hospital rehabilitation program is feasible only if a woman lives near a 
hospital. Home-based programs provide the exercise but do not have the peer support of fellow survivors. 
During an eight-week program of two-hour sessions, Encore incorporates exercise, relaxation, meditation 
services, support and information. Participants take home exercise sheets each week. The classes are deliberately 
kept small, with between six and 14 participants, and are run by a fully trained YWCA Encore coordinator. 

Encore helps women with the after-effects of breast cancer surgery and treatment, helping to restore strength, 
mobility, flexibility, confidence and general wellbeing. Women of any age who have had a mastectomy, 
lumpectomy or breast reconstructive surgery at any time in their lives can undertake these specifically designed, 
gentle floor and pool–based exercises. Building confidence to undertake the exercises allows a woman’s self-
efficacy to grow. Self-efficacy, or self-belief to achieve a certain level of performance, is vital if a health support 
program is to work. It also provides the opportunity for women to share their experiences, concerns and feelings 
in a safe and supportive environment. The sharing and sense of belonging play an important role in the recovery 
process. Being part of a group of people who have shared the shock of diagnosis, the experience of treatment and 
the sadness and distress of family and loved ones is a vital part of recovery. There are many exercise programs 
but most of them are aerobically based. Encore is unique because of its resistance exercises. It is also unique 
because it incorporates a group discussion and information session. These facets of the program have been 
psychologically evaluated and shown to be effective. The study was published in the Journal of Behavioural 
Medicine, which I am happy to table for interested members to read. I quote from page 378 of the study, which 
states — 

These findings provide evidence for psychosocial benefits of YWCA Encore multi-component program 
and support the use of such community-based programs for breast cancer survivors. 

Encore is run in the metropolitan area and in regional centres. It is therefore accessible to many women from 
many diverse areas. It is not dependent on women living near a hospital, and it is not done in the isolation of the 
home, allowing for vital social interaction. Marketing of the program is twofold, with promotion direct to breast 
cancer survivors and also to health professionals for recommendation to patients. If it has been more than eight 
weeks since surgery, any woman can attend, regardless of how many years it has been since treatment; for 
instance, a woman who had surgery 30 years ago can attend an Encore program. 

I call on the Minister for Health to recognise the valuable role that the YWCA Encore program plays in the 
difficult process of recovery from breast cancer. In the public gallery today are some of the women responsible 
for this fantastic program in Western Australia. I recognise Beth Keely, the YWCA Encore coordinator, who has 
dedicated an enormous amount of time to the program. Thank you for your tireless efforts in keeping Encore 
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available to Western Australian women. Also in the public gallery is a vibrant, energetic constituent, Ethel 
Adams, who is responsible for bringing Encore and its plight to my attention. This program should remain free 
to breast cancer survivors. When there is a proven psychological benefit of just how effective the program is, 
government can be assured of a very wise investment. Breast cancer, as we know, is a common cancer among 
Australian women, and, as we have just heard from the member for Victoria Park, the consequences can be 
devastating.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Scarborough, you indicated that you had a document that you wished to table. I 
instruct that that be tabled for the remainder of this day’s sitting. 

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

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Minister for Health) [9.29 am]: I thank the member for Scarborough for 
bringing this matter to the attention of Parliament and me. She has gone through in great detail the issues of 
women who have had surgery as a result of breast cancer, and also the role of Encore and the services that it 
provides. I thought I might give my perspective as a general practitioner on some of the difficulties of managing 
patients who have had breast cancer. Going through that awful process of diagnosis and advising patients that 
they have breast cancer is a dreadful thing to have to do, I can tell members. I would like to focus on the long-
term management and what happens post-surgery to women who have had breast cancer. That surgery can range 
from something as simple as a lumpectomy, which is the removal of the cancer itself, to a radical procedure 
called a mammectomy, which involves the total removal of the breast. Another procedure is the radical removal 
of all the drainage lymph nodes under the arm. As a result of that procedure, people can develop lymphoedema, 
meaning fluid pools in the arm and is unable to drain, and one arm can be double the size of the other.  

General practitioners deal with two aspects that arise from medical conditions: the physical aspect and the 
psychological aspect. Physically, it is very important to maintain the mobility and flexibility of the arm and 
undergo physiotherapy and engage in physical activity to help improve drainage and retain the mobility of that 
site. But the second, and probably the most important, aspect is the psychological aspect. Often, if a woman has 
had to have a breast removed, the relationship between her and her partner can be affected, because obviously 
breasts are part of sexual attraction and women often feel they lose their sexual attraction after the breast has 
been removed. Also, their role as a mother can be affected because breasts obviously play an integral role in that 
responsibility, and they feel in some sense that having a breast taken away from them makes them not as much 
of a mother as they were. Those things are very difficult for women to cope with following that sort of surgery.  

Encore provides a critical service that helps women back to full flexibility and mobility, but even more critically, 
it gets women together who have been in similar circumstances and provides a place where they can sit down 
and talk through things and gain reassurance as to their future and learn about regaining their self-confidence and 
self-esteem. It is a critical program and it was sad to see that it was about to struggle as a result of the reduced 
funding from Avon, which had previously funded it up until the end of last year. I think it is amazing that such a 
service could be provided this way; there are not too many things in life that are free, but for these women who 
have been struggling through such great difficulty, to have a program that can be accessed free of charge was a 
great boon to them.  

The member for Scarborough approached me and the Department of Health to see what could be done to help 
and whether the government could provide assistance to enable that program to continue. What has happened 
since then might be regarded as a very rare occurrence, because the amount of money they asked for was 
reckoned by us to not actually be enough. The original amount requested was $48 000, but after a thorough 
assessment of the requirements of that group it became clear that the requested funding was inadequate, and we 
have now committed to an increased amount of $64 600 to enable that program to continue free of charge. That 
funding will start from July, and the YWCA will be able to continue its scheduled program, which is set by 
itself, not by the government. The program will be in Shenton Park from 9 February to 30 March 2012, 18 May 
to 6 July 2012, and 19 October to 7 December 2012; in Riverton from 18 February 2012 to 8 April 2012; in 
Fremantle on dates to be arranged; and, regionally, in Albany from 14 February 2012 to 5 April 2012, and in 
Geraldton on dates still to be arranged. That program provides a good broad coverage of the state, and I think it 
is a program that should be expanded. I will be looking at ways in which we can provide opportunities for it to 
expand to the rest of the state so that women will have access to that program throughout Western Australia. It is 
critical that we support programs like this one, and I am very proud that our government has been able to 
respond to the request of the member for Scarborough and provide that critical support. 

MR MORRIS LEHMANN — HOUSING WAITLISTS 

Grievance 

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Nollamara) [9.35 am]: My grievance today is to the Minister for Housing, and it relates 
to a Nollamara resident called Mr Morris Lehmann, who is in the Speaker’s gallery. Mr Lehmann raised this 
issue with me because it impacts about 1 700 public and community housing applicants. They have effectively 
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been removed from the waitlist for the last year while they await an administrative amalgamation of the 
Department of Housing list and the community housing list. In Mr Lehmann’s case, this has resulted in him and, 
doubtless, the other 1 700 applicants not being offered housing despite their listing date being the date of the 
current allocation of housing. This also means that the current waitlist is not an accurate reflection of those 
waiting and eligible for public and community housing, which is a concern.  

As a background to this matter, Mr Morris Lehmann was waitlisted on 7 December 2004 with Northside 
Housing Association for over-55s single accommodation. In 2006, the Eastern Metropolitan Community 
Housing Association amalgamated with Perth Inner City Housing Association and Northside Housing 
Association to form Foundation Housing Limited, but this had no effect on Mr Lehmann’s waitlist date of 
7 December 2004. Unfortunately, after Mr Lehmann agreed to a request to join a single waitlist—that is, an 
amalgamated list with the Department of Housing—and signed a consent to share information form 
in June 2010, his listing date and details were, effectively, taken off the waitlist, along with another 
approximately 1 700 community housing applicants who are still awaiting processing in the Department of 
Housing. This effectively disadvantaged Mr Lehmann, as the current month of allocation in the north central 
zone for a seniors requiring one-bedroom accommodation is December 2004; as I said previously, Mr Lehmann 
was listed in December 2004. This information was sourced from the Department of Housing webpage titled 
“How long will it take?”, and as at 31 October 2010 the listing date for one-bedroom accommodation for seniors 
in the north central area was December 2004—around the date that Mr Lehmann was listed for housing. He 
would have been eligible now but for the fact that his application is sitting on a desk waiting to be processed. Mr 
Lehmann has not had a property allocated or offered because his application is sitting on someone’s desk at the 
Department of Housing, waiting to be data matched with the department’s list. In effect, he has been removed 
from the list because of a departmental administrative process.  

This is somewhat concerning for Mr Lehmann, because currently, as are many people, he is having difficulties 
with the cost of living and the cost of his private rental property, and he is finding it very difficult to afford it on 
his pension. Previously, he has been able to take part-time work to assist him to afford housing, but, 
unfortunately, due to health reasons he cannot now do that work and finds himself in the critical situation, as do 
many other people, of needing housing, having been removed from list at a time when he would have become 
eligible for housing given his December 2004 listing. 

I looked into this matter on his behalf. I would like to congratulate the Department of Housing because it is 
always very helpful. I understand that it is in a difficult situation, but Mr Lehmann and the 1 700 other applicants 
should not be in the situation that they are. According to my notes, the Department of Housing said — 

… the amalgamation of waitlists from Foundation Housing Limited and two other Community Housing 
Organisations … into the Joint Waitlist … is managed by the Department of Housing. This includes 
data matching, development of policy and procedures, and changes to information systems. It is 
expected that the amalgamation will commence in late June or early July 2011.  

Effectively this means that Mr Lehmann has not been on the housing waitlist for a year. He agreed in June 2010. 
He has now missed a period when he could have been eligible for housing. There is no expectation that he will 
be placed on the list in the short term, given that the processing is only expected to begin in late June or early 
July 2011. As Mr Lehmann has not been added to the joint list, and while Foundation Housing has confirmed his 
details, including his listing date, he will not be visible until he is processed. In the interim he has been advised 
that he cannot be allocated housing, as he is not on the list until processed. 

When Mr Lehmann rang the Department of Housing, it could not find his details on its database. Mr Lehmann 
believes that he has been denied the opportunity to be housed while he was off the list, as the graph he sourced 
from the Department of Housing, which I have already discussed, advised that as at October 2010 the current 
month of allocation in the north central zone for one-bedroom accommodation for seniors is December 2004. 
Members can understand that that is very concerning and upsetting for Mr Lehmann. While the Department of 
Housing’s responses to representations are helpful and its undertakings not to disadvantage him are sympathetic, 
that does not lessen the fact that since June 2010 Mr Lehmann has effectively been removed from the list, 
despite the fact that he may be returned to it and the Department of Housing has said that it will return him to the 
list once the processing occurs. 

He has missed out on properties that he would have been eligible for in October 2010. Therefore, he and 1 700 
others may have missed out on housing because of the administrative process that has clearly been delayed. It is 
also of concern that this has some impact on the list and what we are currently looking at. We all understand that 
currently the housing waitlist is very large and there is a great need in this area. Mr Lehmann has done the right 
thing. He agreed to a process to be placed on a joint waitlist, which the department says is part and parcel of the 
process to try to streamline these issues and to bring community housing online. It should not be the case, when 
he signs something in June 2010 to assist in the administration of housing so that people can be effectively 
housed in this state, that he should be taken off the list and disadvantaged in that process. 
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MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Minister for Housing) [9.42 am]: I thank the member for raising this issue. 
Before I discuss Mr Lehmann’s particular circumstance, I might just quickly touch on the changing face of 
public housing in WA, because it is the case that the community housing sector is and will continue to play an 
increasingly important role in the management of properties and of tenants in properties. Over time I think the 
role of the Department of Housing will retreat out of that space and  will play a role in issues associated with 
waitlist and waitlist coordination, which is what we are talking about today. It will also have a role in issues 
associated with an operating framework for the community housing sector to operate in and behavioural 
management. I think the member for Forrestfield has previously raised that in the house. They are the sorts of 
policy areas that we will be looking at. 

The community housing sector, which I am a great supporter of, has seen a significant transfer of properties in 
the last few years. I will not go into all the details, because that is not really going to assist Mr Lehmann. Part of 
that process has been a need to begin to coordinate waitlists between the community housing sectors and the 
public housing sector, Homeswest. Historically, they have run separate waiting lists. Sometimes there is some 
commonality of people across those lists. A lot of the time the nature of the waitlist is different in terms of the 
data collected, the way the waitlists are established and the way they are managed. The big challenge for the 
department is to work with the community housing providers to bring these lists together into a single waitlist. I 
think that will be a much better outcome. A lot more work needs to be done around that process. I will quickly 
talk about that. There are also some reforms of how we manage the waitlist, which we need to look at.  

The advice I have is that, as the member pointed out, in September 2009 Foundation Housing and a couple of 
other community housing providers agreed to this waitlist amalgamation process. I think the member indicated it 
was June last year that Mr Lehmann agreed to participate in that process. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: He agreed in May, and he signed a consent form. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: He had to do that because he had a lot of private information being held by Foundation 
Housing, and we need to work through a careful process. 

I have been advised that on 15 October, Foundation Housing and other community housing organisations 
provided information to the Department of Housing. The Department of Housing then began the project to 
amalgamate those databases. As the member has pointed out, it has been very complicated and it has taken some 
time. We needed to ensure that the information was consistent and that the merge could happen in an appropriate 
manner. The member is right: the amalgamation is expected to commence in early July. It could take three to 
four months to amalgamate those waitlists, bearing in mind that there are other community housing organisations 
which will follow, although the delays will not be as great because a lot of that work will have been done. 

I also acknowledge the challenges that this process has presented to Mr Lehmann in particular. There are two 
aspects to what will happen post-July that may give Mr Lehmann and the member for Nollamara some comfort. 
Firstly, as the waitlists are amalgamated the people will come onto the amalgamated waitlist according to the 
duration of time they have been on the community housing waitlist. In other words, people who have been on 
that waitlist the longest will be the first to move across onto the new amalgamated waitlist. Secondly, the date at 
which they join the community housing organisation’s waitlist will be deemed to be the date at which they 
would have got on to the Department of Housing waitlist. I think the member is aware of that. 

Mr Lehmann, as I understand it, will be one of the early applicants to be moved across, given the December 
2004 date of his application. As the member pointed out, the date of his original entry onto the community 
housing waiting list will mean that his housing needs will be dealt with relatively quickly, given the profile for 
the type of accommodation in the area that he is after. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: Meanwhile, it has taken over a year to deal with that. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Again, the undertaking I can give to the member on behalf of the department is that 
Mr Lehmann’s application will be processed very quickly. I think the member can accept that. As soon as he 
moves over, he will be in the queue relative to that time. I have not seen the advice the member referred to about 
the profile and the timing. I accept that it is accurate. If it is accurate, then that would mean that Mr Lehmann 
would reasonably expect to be offered a property off the wait-turn waitlist in the not-too-distant future. 
Hopefully, that will be good news. 

I am unsure of the specifics of why it has taken some time, other than the broad catch-all that this is a complex 
task. In terms of the time line, it was about October that information was provided. The formal process now 
starts in July. I acknowledge there has been a delay, but these types of reforms are difficult and complex, and it 
is really important that we get them right. Hopefully, that will give some comfort—without providing a 
Department of Housing roof over his head this week—to Mr Lehmann that that process will be dealt with as 
expeditiously as possible and that he will be dealt with as expeditiously as possible. More broadly, we also need 
to look at reforming our waitlist. There are all sorts of anomalies with that. That is probably a subject we can 
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have a discussion about at another time. I thank the member for drawing this broad issue and the plight of Mr 
Lehmann to my attention.   

TRANSPERTH — BUS ROUTE 467 

Grievance 

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley) [9.49 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Transport. I thank the minister 
for taking this grievance, and I applaud his initiative to review and increase the bus services in the metropolitan 
area. I have been known to speak about the routes of buses, the apparent lack of services for the people living in 
the suburbs and the set-up of a bus system that is not the best system to service the people in the community. I 
have also spoken to the minister about the lack of bus services to Greenwood train station and to Kingsway City 
shopping centre in suburbs in my electorate, and I look forward to the introduction of such services in the near 
future.  

My grievance today, however, is about the proposed change to bus route 467, which is a route that deviates off 
Woodvale Drive onto Duffy Terrace and then onto Whitfords Avenue. This bus service operates only between 
7.00 and 9.00 am and 3.00 and 5.00 pm and is used by people going to work, students going to Woodvale 
Secondary College and St Luke’s Catholic Primary School, seniors and other people. Many members might ask 
what the problem is with making a small change to a bus route. I will give the house a bit of background about 
the streets in Woodvale. Not many streets in Woodvale go right through the suburb and buses cannot travel along 
many of the streets. The suburb would be a planner’s nightmare nowadays; it has culs-de-sac off culs-de-sac, 
small streets, roundabouts and other traffic measures. Duffy Terrace is a very straight street and there have been 
other issues in the past. Because of its straightness and its length, it has been a remarkable racetrack over many 
years, with some vehicles clocked at up to 170 kilometres an hour. The Minister for Police introduced mobile 
speed humps on the street and now there are modified traffic-calming devices as well. However, it is one of the 
straight-through roads in Woodvale and also has houses on only one side of the street. The other side is 
Yellagonga Regional Park, a beautiful and unique park. The street also has a primary school, a church and a bed 
and breakfast business. There are also many residents in the area between Duffy Terrace and Woodvale Drive, 
all of whom use the bus service there as it is unique to them and they quite like it. However, proposed 
amendments to the bus route have come out and it appears that this section of the route will be removed and the 
bus will instead continue along Woodvale Drive. Woodvale Drive already has a bus service that operates 
throughout the day. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Which number is that? 

Ms A.R. MITCHELL: It could be 466 or 465; I will have to check on that one. 

When these proposed changes came out, one of my constituents—a very good member of the community, Trudi 
Clough—came to my door to speak to me about it because she was very concerned. She has a daughter with a 
disability and a carer who use this service quite a lot. It is their way of getting out, going to places, getting to the 
train station and that sort of thing. However, with the change to the route, that will not be possible. Of course 
everything is possible, but it will be much more difficult for her daughter and the carer to get to Woodvale Drive. 
Trudi was, therefore, very concerned. She canvassed other users of this limited bus service and received similar 
information. One 18-year-old epilepsy sufferer, who cannot drive because of his condition, needs this bus service 
to get to work in the morning. Yes, once again, this person could walk to Woodvale Drive or walk all the way to 
Whitfords Avenue. That is not always easy, certainly not at that time of the day, and he is concerned that his 
apprenticeship may be put at risk. It is interesting to note that seniors have indicated that they would like the bus 
service extended because bus travel at that time does not allow them to use the free public service that our 
government was able to give seniors. Students will be disadvantaged because of the additional distances for them 
to walk. I think we all know of the weights that students carry to school nowadays. People do therefore use the 
bus service. 

It is interesting to note that Trudi also said that one commuter told her that the bus drivers are constantly 
complaining about having to drive over the speed humps and around the road traffic measures that have been put 
in place. Trudi, as a good constituent, went along to the consultation process at Kingsway City shopping centre 
and came away extremely disheartened and very disillusioned. She was led to believe on advice from one 
representative of Transperth that the bus service should never have been put on Duffy Terrace because there are 
houses on only one side of the street. She felt that those representatives were not considering the catchment for 
that side of Duffy Terrace, but rather what is not on Duffy Terrace. 

I understand that the minister needs to review bus services, but I also understand that bus route 467, with its 
deviation into Duffy Terrace, has been well received by residents and commuters. It may not fit with the 
Transperth model, but people there are trying to let Transperth know that this route should not be changed and 
that they would like it to remain as it is. I request, through the minister, that Transperth listen to the commuters 
of the area and reconsider this proposed route change to 467. 
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MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Minister for Transport) [9.55 am]: I thank the member for Kingsley for 
raising this issue in relation to bus route 467 and the impact of the proposed changes to the route on the residents 
of Duffy Terrace. The member for Kingsley undersold herself in her introductory comments when she said that 
she occasionally talks about bus routes in her electorate. She tirelessly campaigns for bus routes in her electorate. 
Some people would term her vigour painful, but I think she is doing her job properly; and good on her! A 
number of her constituents have benefited from her vigorous lobbying for changes to bus routes, and we have 
implemented them as a result of the increased investment in bus services in the budget. It is important to 
acknowledge that we probably would not be debating this issue if we had not committed all that extra money to 
new buses—160 new buses over and above the 65 a month we are buying—and more money to keep the buses 
on the road for longer. 

I will quickly refer to what Transperth has proposed for Duffy Terrace, which the member touched on a little. 
From what the member has said, route 467 is currently a periodic bus that runs in the morning between seven 
and nine o’clock, and in the afternoon between three and five o’clock. Of course, with all the extra funding and 
extra coaches, Transperth is keen to upgrade route 467 to a full-time daily service including an off-peak service. 
My understanding is that the service will run a little further than it currently does, probably going out to Ashby 
and Tapping, and serve some areas in the member for Wanneroo’s electorate that have been devoid of buses for 
a long time. 

The member for Kingsley is correct that Transperth’s original plan was to alter the route to provide a more direct 
path. Perhaps that is because it was intended that the service would go further; I am not sure. However, the 
member for Kingsley raised a very important issue that was raised by Trudi and the other potential users of this 
bus service on Duffy Terrace. I give the member for Kingsley an undertaking that I will ask Transperth to 
reconsider its decision to run that bus service straight along Woodvale Drive and to exercise all endeavours—I 
do not have any advice back yet—to maintain the service along Duffy Terrace. As the member for Kingsley said, 
it would appear that Woodvale Drive is currently serviced by an existing route. I just have to make sure, with all 
these changes and in bringing in all these extra services, that Transperth has not taken any other service out of 
Woodvale Drive; but I will work through that. However, I am very happy to examine this matter on behalf of the 
member for Kingsley to assist Trudi, her daughter and carer and other people in Duffy Terrace. 

I will point out one positive reflection that flows out of the issue the member for Kingsley has described to us; 
that is, at least Transperth has gone into communities and commenced a consultation process. That is a good 
thing. As the member for Kingsley said, Transperth representatives were at Kingsway City shopping centre. That 
is a good thing. People therefore had an opportunity to go there, to look at the proposed bus routes and to talk 
about their concerns about them. I have not heard of many concerns, although there have been a couple and I 
will consider them. That is what we will do for bus route 467, and I will let the member for Kingsley know how 
those discussions go over the next few days. I also point out to the member, though, that other routes have been 
put in. Is route 450 to Warwick train station in the member for Kingsley’s electorate? 

Ms A.R. Mitchell: It soon will be. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It is not in the member for Kingsley’s electorate but it soon will be; so, we are potentially 
helping out the member in advance! A number of new services are servicing the community and the member’s 
electorate; in fact, I think she will end up with three train stations, so she will become very familiar with train 
stations. This change to bus route 467, although we needed to review it, is really part of a broader significant 
increase in bus services into the northern suburbs. I think it is a great outcome, but we will definitely look at 
what we can do to assist the member’s constituency. 

PROCEDURE AND PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE 

Twelfth Report — “Report on a Person Adversely Referred to in the Legislative Assembly:  
Mr David Everett” — Tabling 

MR M.W. SUTHERLAND (Mount Lawley — Deputy Speaker) [9.59 am]: I present for tabling the twelfth 
report of the Procedure and Privileges Committee on a person adversely referred to in the Legislative Assembly. 

[See paper 3484.] 

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: The chair of the Procedure and Privileges Committee received a letter from 
Mr David Everett seeking to respond to comments made by the member for Mindarie on 25 May 2011. The 
committee has agreed to the response and it is appended to the report just tabled. I advise that, in accordance 
with standing order 114, the committee has not considered or judged the truth of any statements made in the 
Legislative Assembly or in the submission.  

Adoption of Report — Motion 

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: I move —  

That the report be adopted. 
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MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [10.00 am]: I do not intend to talk for a great deal of time on this matter, 
but I am the deputy chair of the Procedure and Privileges Committee, so I would like to outline a few things in 
relation to this report. This report is about a response by a person by the name of David Everett to a speech made 
in this house a few weeks ago by the member for Mindarie. It is a long response, which he has submitted under 
standing order 114, which allows for responses from people who have been adversely referred to in the 
Legislative Assembly. He has used this provision to provide an extensive letter, which the committee is now 
suggesting should be incorporated into Hansard under standing order 114. 

Standing order 114 was inserted into the standing orders of the Legislative Assembly back in the late 1990s, or 
perhaps in 2000. As I recall, it was campaigned for by the then Leader of the Opposition, Dr Geoff Gallop. The 
idea behind this provision was that it would allow people who felt that they had been adversely referred to in 
Parliament to provide their point of view on matters contained in a speech made by member of Parliament. 
Whilst it was not designed to allow everyone to be a member of Parliament and have all the rights and privileges 
associated with being a member of Parliament, it was designed to afford a right of response in writing, subject to 
certain conditions, to people who felt that they had been adversely referred to. 

Standing order 114 provides that the response submitted should not be in relation to a trivial matter; should not 
be frivolous, vexatious or offensive in character; and has to be considered by the Procedure and Privileges 
Committee. If the committee agrees, I think there are then two courses of actions available; it can be referred to 
the house, and/or it can be incorporated, as a response, into Hansard. This arrangement has been used by a range 
of members of the public who have felt that they have been adversely referred to in a speech made in the house 
by a member of Parliament.  

That is the background of that particular standing order; there are similar provisions in the Senate and in the 
House of Representatives, which allow for people who have been adversely affected to have their responses 
incorporated into the parliamentary record if the respective procedure and privileges committees suggest that that 
is an appropriate course of action. I have looked at the Odgers’ Australian Senate Practice and the House of 
Representatives Practice tomes in relation to this provision and they do not provide a great deal of guidance, 
other than they reflect what is contained in the standing orders of the Legislative Assembly of Western Australia; 
they do not provide a great deal of outside guidance. 

It would be fair to say that there is not a lot of precedent for these matters. Of course, if a person who claims to 
have been adversely affected goes to a procedure and privileges committee, and the committee then decides that 
the person’s submission is frivolous, vexatious or offensive, or that the person’s reputation has not been 
adversely affected, the submission will never see the light of day. Only those submissions that are judged by a 
procedure and privileges committee not to be frivolous, vexatious or offensive in character and therefore to 
warrant incorporation into Hansard will see the light of day. It could very well be the case that a range of people 
have approached both the House of Representatives and the Senate to have submissions inserted into Hansard 
and the submissions have never seen the light of day; we are therefore precedent-poor on these matters. 

A submission made by a person claiming to have been adversely affected also needs to be factual, not 
argumentative, straightforward and not in any sense defamatory. Those are criteria for any submission put 
forward by someone who claims to have been adversely affected. As I understand it, people have, on occasion, 
put forward submissions to the Procedure and Privileges Committee for insertion into Hansard, and committees 
have then had to work through the submissions because they contained accusations or argument or might have 
been considered to be defamatory. 

In this case, I think the submission by Mr David Everett was fairly straightforward and in fairly plain language. I 
do not think it was particularly inflammatory or argumentative, and, having read it, I would not describe it as 
vexatious, in this case. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: You wouldn’t describe it as vexatious? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I would not describe it that way, no. It meets the criteria; it was not going to infringe any 
of those rules. 

In respect of the member for Mindarie, we are all elected to this place with the privilege to come into the house 
and speak. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Do you accept that he might have abused the privilege of this house in this instance?  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I ask the Leader of the House to please let me finish. The member for Mindarie has the 
right, as we all do, to make a speech in whatever way he wants to. Occasionally people do not understand that. 
When members come into this place to speak, they have a privilege, which should be exercised wisely, to raise 
matters that are of concern to them. The member for Mindarie has that right. Anyone who does not understand 
that in this place does not understand what it is to be a member of Parliament. We have certain capacities and 
privileges, which have been handed down over 400 or 500 years of Westminster tradition, that give us the right 
to come into Parliament to do that.  
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I am not going to be critical of the member for Mindarie for using his privileges in this place. That is his right. 
Whilst I support the Procedure and Privileges Committee’s decision—I am the deputy chair of that committee—
to allow that material to be inserted into Hansard, I looked for guidance in House of Representatives Practice, 
Odgers’ Australian Senate Practice and our own standing orders on the nature of the person making the 
complaint. There was none. The question then becomes: does the nature, the history and the past actions of the 
person making the complaint impact on whether their statement should be inserted into Hansard? Do we make a 
judgement as a Parliament and as the Procedure and Privileges Committee on the nature of the person making 
the complaint?  

As he admits in his submission, Mr Everett has an extensive criminal record. I think he even says in his 
submission that some of the crimes that he committed, which he fully admits he committed, were shocking. He 
may have even used the word “abhorrent”. They were shocking. He also says in his submission that they 
occurred a long time ago and he served a significant and lengthy period of imprisonment. He was released from 
prison some eight or so years ago. Therefore, it is up to the Parliament and the committee to decide whether a 
person with that history has the same right to put in a submission as anyone else who may have been adversely 
affected. Do we make a judgement based on the past behaviour of the person making the submission?  

I will draw a link. Let us imagine that a member of Parliament in the New South Wales Parliament made a range 
of adverse imputations against Ivan Milat that were inaccurate, or regarded by Mr Milat as having been 
inaccurate. Would that therefore mean that the New South Wales Parliament would publish a response by Mr 
Milat, who is serving numerous life sentences in prison for multiple murders? That is an interesting question. Is 
someone’s history or what they have done relevant to whether Parliament publishes in Hansard a correction of a 
speech by a member of Parliament? That is also an interesting question. I could not find any precedents on that. 
If Mr Milat wrote a submission and the New South Wales Privileges Committee and Parliament declined to 
insert it into Hansard, we would never know about it because it would never have appeared. It is hard to read the 
history of these things because we do not know if they appeared. I suggest to the house that if I were a member 
of the New South Wales Parliament’s Privileges Committee and Mr Milat submitted something, I would think 
that he did not have the right to submit a correction to the record. I think most of us would share that view. We 
would make a judgement about the person making that submission. Therefore, I think we do make some sort of 
judgement about the person making a submission.  

The only reference I could possibly find to this issue was under standing order 114, which refers to a person 
making the submission. It states — 

Where a submission is made in writing to the Speaker by a person … who has been referred to in the 
Assembly by name … claiming that the person … has been adversely affected in reputation … 

Is it possible in that hypothetical case to adversely affect the reputation of Mr Milat? It is probably not possible. I 
do not think we could adversely affect his reputation. Therefore, I suspect that although we would make a 
judgement call in the hypothetical case of Mr Milat and say that we do not think he is an appropriate person to 
make a response to Parliament, we might have some justification under standing order 114 in that we could not 
possibly adversely reflect upon his reputation. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: He’s still in prison. He was a multiple murderer obviously.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I said that.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: That’s why I agreed with you.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Were he released from prison in his dotage suffering from terminal cancer or the like, as 
sometimes happens with people like that, and was sent to a hospice, would we still allow his submission to be 
published? I suspect not. Whether the man is in prison is not the relevant factor; the relevant factor is whether the 
person is capable of being adversely affected in reputation. In the case of Mr Milat, I suspect that in that 
hypothetical case we would not allow a submission to be published, irrespective of what was said about him. 
That is the only reference I can find. Was the person adversely affected in reputation?  

I turn to the case of Mr Everett. It would be fair to say that Mr Everett’s reputation is not good. He has a degree 
of infamy. In his submission he says that he served his time in jail and was released eight or nine years ago and 
therefore has done his time and should not be subject to this sort of attack. My question is: can he be adversely 
affected in reputation? In his case, I suspect he can. Whilst his reputation is bad, it is not at the worst end of the 
scale in that it cannot in any way be adversely affected. I think he could probably allege that he has a bad 
reputation but it is not at the worst end of the scale. Therefore, I decided during the committee deliberations that, 
on balance, he probably has the opportunity to put in a submission provided it meets the other criteria. It is a 
lineball call for me, personally, in light of the hypothetical analysis I just put to the house—I will not go over his 
past crimes and misdemeanours—as to whether he could be affected in reputation. I suspect that he can be, 
simply because of the effluxion of time since his release from prison eight or nine years ago and the fact that, as 
far as I am aware, he has not been convicted of any offence since then. I would say that he can be adversely 
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affected in reputation. Therefore, he meets the criteria allowing a submission to come before the Procedure and 
Privileges Committee and, provided the submission was factual, non-argumentative, non-defamatory and the 
like, to be submitted to the house for insertion into Hansard.  

Once a person has served a term of imprisonment, various things can happen. Provided the offence was 
sufficiently minor, after a period of 10 years or so a person can apply to have his record made clean.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Expunged.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes, expunged under the Spent Convictions Act. That is for minor offences. There are 
ongoing implications and consequences for people as a result of their convictions and imprisonment. There are 
many jobs for which people cannot be considered once they have served a term of imprisonment. There are 
many places people are not allowed to go once they have been convicted of an offence and have possibly served 
a term of imprisonment. The United States is one such place; people are not allowed to go to the United States if 
they have committed certain offences. There are jobs throughout our community for which people will not be 
eligible depending on their convictions. To suggest that once a person has been convicted and has served his 
sentence there should be no potential for adverse consequences to that person is not true either in fact or in 
practice. It is a side point, but it is, I think, a bit relevant to this issue. To me, it all comes back to whether his 
reputation could have been adversely affected. I suspect that whilst he does not have a good reputation, he still 
has some reputation, because his offences were not as bad as they could possibly have been. Therefore, to my 
mind, that is why the committee allowed his submission to go forward and to come before the house.  

I do not think anyone should start a debate on the speech of the member for Mindarie. The member for Mindarie 
obviously feels a degree of personal threat or fear, given what has been going on in his life. The matter that has 
been brought forward by the Procedure and Privileges Committee should not be an opportunity—I have not 
taken it—to examine the speech made by the member for Mindarie. However, I think it is an opportunity for 
other state Parliaments around the country, the national Parliament and our own Parliament to consider whether 
anyone, irrespective of their past, is entitled to have a submission inserted into Hansard. I think the answer to 
that is clearly no. There are some people whose reputations could not be any further reduced; therefore, they 
would not be entitled to it. But that is a very difficult question. There would be very few people in that category. 
Therefore, on this occasion, the committee has allowed this submission to come before the Parliament.  

Question put and passed. 

The following response was incorporated, pursuant to standing order 114 — 
 

 

RESPONSE BY MR DAVID EVERETT 

Agreed to by Mr David Everett and the Procedure and Privileges Committee pursuant to standing order 114 

I would like to respond to the personal attack on me, under parliamentary privilege, by the Member for Mindarie, Mr Quigley, on 
Wednesday 25 May 2011. By the highly defamatory and untrue comments Mr Quigley has made under that protection, I have been adversely 
affected in my reputation, in respect of my dealings and associations with others, and my privacy has been unreasonably invaded. 

The particular comments and my responses are: 

“Western Australia’s worst criminal, a man by the name of David Everett. David Everett puts David Hicks in the shade. I have a law 
report from the Australian criminal law reports 1994, which details his crimes. I seek leave to lay that on the table of the chamber.” 

I do not resile from or try to minimise the seriousness of the crimes I committed 20 years ago, for which I have been punished. However, I do 
not accept Mr Quigley’s suggestion, by labelling me “Western Australia’s worst criminal”, that my crimes were worse than those of 
murderers, serial killers, paedophiles and rapists. 

My deep remorse and regret for my actions of almost two decades ago is a matter of public record. After so many years of working towards 
making a positive contribution to the society I live in, it is deeply hurtful to have a long dead past dragged back up. I served my time. And I 
deserved it for what I did. To this day I work to, in some way, redeem myself in any way I can. 

“This law report will reveal that David Everett was before the court on 25 counts of terrorism and bombing.” 

Untrue. That is untrue and Mr Quigley had the law report in front of him and tabled it. I was never before the courts on terrorism charges. A 
reading of the document Mr Quigley tabled will reveal that. 

I was not charged with “bombing”. I was convicted of one count of causing an explosion when I caused an explosives shed to blow up 20 
years ago. 

“He was an ex-Special Air Service regiment soldier—just an incredible person and a diagnosed psychopath.” 

Untrue. I have never been diagnosed a psychopath. I have been diagnosed by a psychiatrist, on the request of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs, as having severe Post Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) caused by a number of near-death experiences that happened to me during 
my time in the Special Air Service Regiment. 

“The Director of Public Prosecutions was seeking to increase his sentence from 16 to 35 years. As the respondent, Everett, through his 
lawyer, put to the court that he was being held in solitary confinement in Casuarina Prison and that this was very cruel and unusual 
punishment. The court therefore limited his increase from 16 to 20 years.” 

Untrue. I was originally sentenced to 18 years prison, which was reduced to 14 years and 9 months after discounts for time served and a 
guilty plea. The crown appealed and the sentence was increased to 20 years with 2 years taken off for time served and my guilty plea. This 
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gave me a head sentence of 18 years not 20 years. I was not “held in solitary confinement”. I was held in the Special Handling Unit (SHU). 
The sentence was not reflective of me being held in the SHU as the majority of the appellant judges rejected that argument by my lawyer. 
They stated that the authorities could let me out of the SHU at any time, which they did in 1994. Therefore they would not discount any of 
my sentence. 

“He subsequently wrote a book called Shadow Warrior: From the SAS to Australia’s Most Wanted in which he detailed and boasted of 
his crimes.” 

Untrue. Nowhere in my book Shadow Warrior, Penguin, 2008, have I boasted of my crimes. The message of my book is that crime does not 
pay and the catastrophic effect it has on the victims of crime. It is an anti-crime book and suggests people do not follow the path I did. That 
message is repeated on my public website. 

“Nonetheless, he was so dangerous, as he was putting out in this book, that he had to be held in solitary confinement.” 

Untrue. My book was published in 2008. I was released from prison in 2002. I was not being held in solitary confinement when my book was 
released; I was not in prison when my book was released; and I had been released from the SHU—which is not solitary confinement—in 
1994, some 14 years before the book was published. 

“My information is that that is not entirely the case. They had to hold him in solitary confinement because he was under threat from 
other prisoners because he had used his SAS training and shotguns and automatic weapons to kidnap Western Australian families, 
Western Australian pregnant women and children. Even the prisoners really get angry at prisoners who do that. He was also held in 
solitary confinement because it became known within the prison that as an ex-SAS trooper who had gone rogue, he was fizzing to other 
custodial officers who were also from the SAS, so he had to be held in custody for his own protection, which was not entirely successful 
because he was beaten within the special handling unit for those matters.” 

Untrue. Mr Quigley’s informant is wrong. This is a complete fabrication. 

Firstly, I was not held in solitary confinement. I was held in the SHU, the special security unit of the prison. There were a number of other 
prisoners in the SHU—about 8 at the time of the sentencing appeal. 

Secondly, I was held in the SHU only because prison authorities feared I was an escape risk. That was stated by Ipp J in his judgment on my 
appeal as follows: 

Prior to the commission of the crimes for which he was sentenced, the respondent was a member of the Special Air Services 
Regiment and received specialised military training. That training was utilised by the respondent in the commission of his crimes. 
The prison authorities believe, further, that that training would enable the respondent more readily to escape. For those reasons he 
has been placed in the special handling unit. He is not in that unit because of his conduct while in prison. 

Thirdly, I was never held in protective custody for any of my prison term. I have never heard the term “fizzed” but if, by that, Mr Quigley 
means “informed”, I have never “fizzed” on fellow inmates. 

Fourthly, I was not bashed in prison for the crimes I had committed or for “fizzing” as Mr Quigley puts it. I was only ever assaulted once in 
ten and a half years behind bars. This was as a direct result of me complaining to the Ombudsman of Western Australia that a prisoner was 
bashed by a large group of prison officers from the Metropolitan Security Unit outside my cell window. I was called as a witness to this trial. 
A prisoner, hoping to curry favour with the prison officers who had been charged with this offence, came into my cell in the SHU. He struck 
me when I wasn’t looking, rendering me unconscious, then proceeded to break my face whilst I was lying on the floor. I only became aware 
of who assaulted me and the facts of the matter when the prisoner who did it gave a statement to the prison authorities and accepted 
responsibility for it. 

“Amazingly, Mr Adamov, the security officer for the AGS, told her to go home and to discuss it with David Everett, and to see what action 
David Everett would like to take, a person whom Mr Adamov knew to be a psychopathic terrorist.” 

There is nothing extraordinary in a highly distressed woman speaking to her partner about a seriously distressing situation like this, which 
concerned both of them. It is normal behaviour in a very close and loving relationship for this to happen. This is normal human behaviour. 
As I have repeated above, I am not a psychopath and I am not a terrorist. 

“after refusing to report the matter to the AFP and to the ACT police, and after being advised by the AGS security officer to go home and 
to discuss her concerns with a known psychopathic terrorist who was sentenced to 20 years in prison in 1992 and who is still serving 
those 20 years, went home and saw Everett. Nothing more happened for a week. Everett and Ms Wookey then decided to travel to Perth 
on the way to Bali and Singapore on a holiday on 21 December.” 

Untrue. There are a number of untruths by Mr Quigley in the above paragraph.  

I cannot deal with the first of them as it relates to Darryl Wookey’s defamation litigation currently on foot against Mr Quigley. 

Yet again, I must state that this falsehood of me being a psychopathic terrorist is untrue and not based on any evidence. 

I am not a serving prisoner; that is untrue. I was released from prison in August 2002 on work release. I finished my parole in February 2005. 
Therefore I am a free man. 

We did not decide to travel to Perth only after this incident occurred. Both myself and Darryl had planned to travel home to Perth for 
Christmas months before this horrible incident occurred. 

“The real issue now is that one of our bomber terrorists was chaperoned into Indonesia and into Singapore, while still under a 20-year 
sentence…” 

Untrue. I am not a convicted terrorist, nor a “bomber terrorist”. I was not chaperoned into Indonesia and Singapore; I travelled there with my 
partner, on holiday, as a free man who has served his time and paid his debt to society, totally in compliance with both the laws of Singapore 
and the laws of Indonesia. I am not a sentenced prisoner as I have outlined above. 

“Someone said to me, ‘Boy, making this speech could leave you in real danger from one of the worst criminals in Australia who is still 
under a 20-year sentence, is a known terrorist and bomber, and is a psychopath.’ I invite people to read the Wikipedia definition of 
‘psychopath’, which is someone who has no empathy with any other person and who is unrestrained by conscience and can be restrained 
only in a custodial setting.” 

Untrue. I am not “still under a 20-year sentence”. I was not sentenced to 20 years. I am not still under sentence. I am not a serving prisoner; I 
am a free man. I have never been convicted of terrorist offences and I am not a psychopath, nor have I been diagnosed a psychopath. I am not 
a “known terrorist and bomber”. 
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While my crimes, 20 years ago, were undoubtedly very serious, I dispute that I was “one of Australia’s worst criminals” and I am not now a 
criminal. I have rehabilitated myself and now live a law-abiding life as a normal person. I have served my time for the crimes I have 
committed. 

“He is a terrorist bomber…” 

Untrue. Mr Quigley repeats the assertion that I am a terrorist bomber. I am not a terrorist and I am not a terrorist bomber. I have never been 
convicted of any terrorist charges. 

I have been convicted of one offence of causing an explosion which was for blowing up an explosives shed 20 years ago. 

Describing me repeatedly as a terrorist and a bomber in the current world climate of the “War on Terror” unjustifiably compares me to 
members of current terrorist organisations and suicide-bombers. 

“It is a big box because there is a battery in it. The police explained to my wife that the big battery is there so that if Mr Everett comes in 
and cuts the electricity and the phone wires, she can still hit the distress button.” 

I believe that this is another untruth by Mr Quigley. He has simply inserted my name, for dramatic effect, in what would have been a 
standard briefing on the operation of the panic device. The advice would have been on how to operate the device if anyone came into the 
room. By this statement the Shadow Attorney General falsely identifies me as a threat to his family, has publicly denied me the presumption 
of innocence and publicly accused and adjudged me on no evidence to be guilty of an offence with which I have not been charged, or even 
interviewed about. 

“threat that the writer would attack Mr Cowan at home during the night. Given the timing of the email, 45 minutes after he had called 
Ms Wookey, he assumed that it was from Everett.” 

Again, Mr Quigley accuses and publicly adjudges me guilty of offences I have never heard about, been interviewed in respect of, been 
charged with or been convicted of. The presumption of innocence is a hallmark of our society and laws. 

“Here we have a terrorist, who puts David Hicks in the shade…” 

Untrue. Yet again Mr Quigley refers to me as a terrorist and compares me to David Hicks who was convicted of terrorism charges. The 
offences I was convicted of bear no comparison to the offences Mr Hicks was convicted of. I have never been convicted of terrorist charges. 
I am not a terrorist. 

“The wife of Australia’s most feared terrorist—a man who is still under a 20-year sentence.” 

Untrue. I am not, nor ever have been convicted of terrorist activities, I am not Australia’s most feared terrorist and I am not a serving 
prisoner nor serving a prison sentence. I am a free man as Mr Quigley full well knows. 

“I am bamboozled by how the AGS can escort a terrorist into Indonesia. … No doubt it has told the Indonesian government that it is 
taking in a terrorist. No doubt it has told the Singaporean government that it is taking in a terrorist. This is just breathtaking in its 
reach.” 

Untrue. I am not a terrorist. AGS did not escort me into Indonesia. I travelled there with my partner (in a private capacity) on a holiday. I 
entered both countries lawfully. This is a total misrepresentation and distortion of the facts and the truth by Mr Quigley. 

“Until the Australian government comes out and tells our neighbours in Indonesia and Singapore what the heck it is doing taking a 
known terrorist, who is still under a 20-year sentence, into Indonesia and Singapore, the government has a problem. Everett has really 
done it this time.” 

Again untrue. I am neither a terrorist nor a serving prisoner. I am not “still under a 20-year sentence” and never have been under a 20-year 
sentence. The Australian government did not take me to Indonesia and Singapore. I travelled there lawfully as a free man on holiday with my 
partner. 

“This is very serious and I worry for Ms Wookey. The penny will drop that her biggest danger is David Everett. I also worry that he has 
turned her mind. On a website is a research project called ‘The Psychopath—The Mask of Sanity’ about women who fall in love with and 
who are manipulated by psychopaths.” 

I am a very easy target for Mr Quigley because of the crimes I committed 20 years ago and the fact that I am a pensioner. But to be 
deliberately attacked under parliamentary privilege with what are obviously blatant falsehoods is terrible. I have served my punishment for 
the crimes I have committed, I have been released from prison and am now a free man, leading a law abiding life with my beautiful wife 
Darryl, whom I love dearly and worship the ground she walks on. 

For Mr Quigley to claim that I am involved in an extortion attempt against him is both preposterous and outrageous. His wife admitted 
outside of Parliament to the media that she had no idea who sent the extortion note. 

 

 

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 

Fifteenth Report — “Corruption Risks of Controlled Operations and Informants” — Tabling 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [10.23 am]: I present for tabling the fifteenth report of the Joint Standing Committee 
on the Corruption and Crime Commission entitled “Corruption Risks of Controlled Operations and Informants”.  

[See paper 3485.] 

Mr J.N. HYDE: The parliamentary committee that is charged with overseeing the Corruption and Crime 
Commission has found that the CCC has not been proactive in its oversight of high-risk practices of the WA 
Police. Our committee is concerned that the CCC has not demonstrated proactive oversight of the way in which 
the WA Police manages the risks associated with informants or the deployment of undercover officers in 
policing drugs and prostitution. The report on the corruption risks of controlled operations and informants is very 
important and is one that I urge members to examine closely and in context, especially as this Parliament is 
looking at a review of our Corruption and Crime Commission Act.  
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Last year as our committee was inquiring into whether the CCC should be given the jurisdiction to directly 
investigate organised crime, we learned that significant corruption risks are inherent to some of the fundamental 
tools used in the fight against organised crime. The practice of using informants and conducting controlled 
operations are two such high-risk tools. The committee then set out to develop a proper appreciation of these 
risks and an understanding of how these risks are managed in our WA context. During our inquiry, both the WA 
Police and the CCC reassured the committee that their procedures for managing the risks associated with these 
practices are painstaking and thorough. The CCC, however, was not able to vouch for the assertions of the WA 
Police in this regard as these areas of activity had not been the subject of any investigation or analysis by the 
CCC. Our committee is reassured that the CCC has, as a result of our inquiry process, given two significant 
undertakings to enhance its oversight of the WA Police. Our committee gave draft reports to the police and the 
CCC and we worked very closely with them so that we were able to take into account their views of our draft 
findings before we came to the position of tabling a well-researched report with significant findings and 
recommendations. It is a positive outcome of our inquiry that the CCC has already responded by agreeing to 
review the activities of the WA Police in policing drugs and prostitution. The committee will monitor what 
results from this change in policy. The committee believes that this new approach will significantly benefit 
Western Australian society.  

While the government has recently restated its intent to extend the jurisdiction of the CCC to permit it to directly 
investigate organised crime, this recent inquiry by the committee has strengthened the committee’s belief that the 
push for the CCC to take on an enhanced organised crime role is, at best, premature. The fact that this inquiry 
has identified deficiencies in the way in which the CCC performs its duties only further highlights the difficulty 
faced by the CCC in fully discharging its current important functions without the burden and distraction of an 
expanded organised crime role. I draw attention to page 27 of the report and to my comments in a closed hearing 
attended by three senior CCC officers on 23 February 2011 in which I sought information on how much work or 
what proportion of the oversight of the CCC was concerned with overseeing controlled operations of the police 
and their management of informants. The latter part of this question was not addressed by the CCC.  

I note that our committee has always worked very, very closely with the police and the CCC on anticorruption 
matters. We believe that in this case there is significant room for improvement. The committee wants the CCC to 
engage more directly and specifically with the WA Police, particularly in the areas of education and prevention, 
as it is a unique entity within the WA public sector. Of course, it is an entity for which the risks of misconduct 
and corruption are significantly greater than they are for the public service generally, owing to the role played by 
police in society and the powers commensurate with that role. Yesterday, in our public hearing with the 
Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission, he revealed that of more than 300 complaints 
referred to the CCC regarding the police, only one has been fully investigated by the CCC, the others being 
referred back to the police. This is a significant issue on which the parliamentary inspector will finalise a 
complete report. He will report back to the committee, and we will table his report in Parliament. I very seriously 
urge members to take notice of our recommendation, particularly regarding bills before the house and the review 
of the CCC that is coming to this Parliament, and I urge members to read this report carefully. 

ECONOMICS AND INDUSTRY STANDING COMMITTEE 

Member for Mandurah to be Co-opted — Motion 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [10.30 am]: I move — 

That the member for Mandurah be co-opted to participate in the Economics and Industry Standing 
Committee’s follow-up inquiry into caravan parks. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [10.31 am]: This is a very important motion, and although the member for 
Mandurah is not in this place today, on his behalf I would like to suggest that he supports this initiative to co-opt 
him to the committee to participate in the inquiry into caravan parks. He has a great deal of interest in caravan 
parks because there are a number of them in his electorate, and some of them have been closed and people have, 
therefore, been thrown out of the places in which they lived. People losing their homes is a matter of great 
interest to the member for Mandurah, and he has campaigned very effectively to have this issue properly 
addressed. An examination of this issue incorporating the member for Mandurah’s extensive knowledge and 
clear commitment would be a good thing, and I am pleased that the government has proposed his co-option to 
the committee. On behalf of the member for Mandurah, I am sure he would accept.  

Admittedly, the member for Mandurah is probably a little discombobulated at the moment. His 
discombobulation would be very much brought about by the fact that, as I understand it, his lovely wife, Donna, 
is in the throes of or in the lead-up to providing him with another child, which is a technical explanation for 
giving birth! Today, he is about to become a father for the fourth time; therefore, putting him on to another 
committee with more work to do is probably a good thing from his point of view, because it will mean extensive 
travel away from home over the next few months. No doubt, he will be able to undertake his role as a father to 



 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 16 June 2011] 4347 

 

four children, who I think are under five years old, from a distance. That might be a good thing from his point of 
view! If that committee is able to travel extensively, hopefully overseas, and hopefully for a couple of years, it 
might make his life a little bit easier. I wish, I am sure on behalf of all members, the member for Mandurah, his 
wife, Donna, and his three children—incorporating twins—all under the age of five, maybe even under the age 
of four, all the best with what lies ahead. I hope that the member for Mandurah and Donna are able to bring in 
their new child for a showing to all of us in the near future, and we hope that the events of the next day go well. 

Question put and passed. 

CASINO (BURSWOOD ISLAND) AGREEMENT AMENDMENT BILL 2011 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 25 May. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): Member for Collie–Preston, I know you have a replacement 
earplug in, but aim it towards the Acting Speaker! 

MR M.P. MURRAY (Collie–Preston) [10.34 am]: With due respect, everyone knows I have a hearing problem 
and our Clerk was talking to the ground instead of to me, so I will pass that one off! 

Mr T.G. Stephens: The question had not been put to the chamber, so you were okay. It was a problem with the 
Chair! 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: That is right! We all know that the Acting Speaker is Mr Heckle and Mr Hyde at the same 
time!  

The ACTING SPEAKER: It is Mr Jekyll! 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: And I am talking about Mr Hyde here!  

Mr F.A. Alban: He is a serial interjector when he does not have the hat on!  

Mr M.P. MURRAY: Yes; I think we all know!  

Now I have my composure back, I shall move on. I have been waiting and waiting for the Casino (Burswood 
Island) Agreement Amendment Bill 2011 to come before the house. My wait started at the regional sitting of 
Parliament in Bunbury at which I was assured that the issue of two-up for country racing clubs that are inside the 
200 kilometre zone would be brought before the house. In fact, a long time ago, the Minister for Racing and 
Gaming put a spin on the issue of the two-up ban being lifted that made the front page of The West Australian. 
This was after, much to my disappointment, he had conned me. During a debate in Bunbury on a bill on other 
racing, alcohol and gaming issues, the minister said that if we got the bill through quickly, he should be able to 
help me out with two-up at the Collie Race Club. But when the application went in, it was rejected. Therefore, I 
feel a bit aggrieved by the fact that he showed the ball on one hand, but handballed it out of the other. I am 
looking for a shirt front; I am going to take the minister out and really give him one, because not only did he fool 
me, but also he fooled The West Australian newspaper. The front page of The West of Saturday, 30 January 
2010, which I have a copy of in front of me, states — 

Country horse racing clubs could soon be hosting “two-up” meetings to boost their finances after the 
State Government confirmed it was in final negotiations with Burswood Casino to reduce a 200km 
exclusion zone it enjoys on the game. 

Sport Minister Terry Waldron said yesterday the Government had been discussing with Burswood for 
several months about reducing the size of the zone, which is set under WA law. 

Lifting the ban would open the way for regional clubs to host two-up events, similar to Kalgoorlie-
Boulder. 

That was 18 months ago. Although the member for Wagin is the Minister for Sport and Recreation and also the 
Minister for Racing and Gaming, I do not think he would win a 100-metre race with that sort of pace. As many 
footballers who dodge the hardball know, they end up getting picked up by someone on the outside of the pack.  

Mr M. McGowan: He is a frontrunner!  

Mr M.P. MURRAY: That is what he is. He might have kicked a goal at my expense way back then, because I 
went back to the Collie Race Club and said that it was all in the bag, it was right, and then I was left with egg on 
my face when the minister did not come forward and honour his gentleman’s agreement. That was extremely 
disappointing. To further the rub, when I was briefed on this bill by the Director of Liquor Licensing, Mr 
Sargeant, I was again told the same thing: “We should be able to accommodate Collie this year.” I have many 
faults—my wife does not know many of them at all—but one thing I have is a very good memory. Mr Sargeant 
gave me exactly the same response, and I just pressed a button and said, “Mr Sargeant, press play. I’ve heard it 
before.” 
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It concerns me that the integrity of this bill has been compromised even before we have started to debate it. The 
minister has a long way to go to convince me that this bill is maybe as good as he thinks it is. If we cannot 
honour previous agreements, I will have to look under every rock in this bill to ensure that there is nothing in it 
that is untoward or that will put it over country race clubs and others. I am very concerned about some of the 
provisions in the bill. I will start with the amendment to the state agreement that will authorise the Burswood 
Park Board to pay up to $5 million for the development of the Heirisson Island sculpture park project in such 
amounts and at such times as determined by the minister. Again, the minister’s integrity is in tatters because he 
did not honour the previous agreement. Why would we allow a bill to go through that provides for something to 
happen only on the say-so of the minister? I believe that the money should go to the Burswood Park Board to be 
administered by the board and that the board should make the decisions. 

Earlier we talked about the member for Perth but on a different subject. He certainly supports the Burswood Park 
project. Others also have an interest in the economic and environmental issues around Burswood. Why is this 
money not being given to the board for it, not the minister, to determine where it should be spent? Sure, the 
minister will say that the board will make recommendations to him, and that is fine. But recommendations are 
one thing; doing it is another. We have already seen that in the minister’s previous actions. I suggest that maybe 
there should be some amendments to the bill, unless the minister can convince me otherwise, so that the board 
can be given the $5 million unencumbered. In that way, the money could be spent on many environmental issues 
around the Burswood area. 

I will refer to the Burswood Park Board annual report. I believe we are drifting away from the intentions of the 
board. One of the previous contributions was $3 million for projects that help protect and improve the quality of 
the Swan and Canning Rivers. I think that is really important. It is more important—I am glad that the member 
for Perth is not in the chamber—than statues alone. The way in which the bill is structured means that the money 
will go towards only statues or Burswood Park. The environmental conditions of the Swan River have been 
under scrutiny of late, and it always come back to how much money is spent. Here is a freebie in a roundabout 
way. The minister could get environmental accolades by directing money to the board so that it can replant along 
the banks of the river, test and look at water quality, and develop an aquifer storage and recovery system. All 
those things could be done to ensure that the Swan River benefits from this money, rather than just having a 
statue park on the banks of a stagnant Swan River, which could have algal blooms or anything else. Those sorts 
of environmental issues could be dealt with independently of a minister’s wish. It is very dangerous if a minister 
can say, “No, you can’t spend it on that project because it doesn’t suit me.” It is an individual thing. I believe the 
board is best placed to make these decisions. That is one part of the bill that I am concerned about. 

The Burswood Park Board annual report states — 

Amendments in 2007 to the Agreement scheduled to the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement Act 
1985 provided that the Board can apply monies received under clause 23(1)(c) on projects approved by 
the Minister responsible for the administration of the Swan and Canning Rivers Management Act 2006. 

I think that is where the mistake was made. We need to move past that. The report goes on to state — 

… this unprecedented funding supports the implementation of the Healthy Rivers Action Plan. The goal 
of this plan is to protect the environmental health and community benefit of the Swan and Canning 
rivers and improve water quality by: 

reducing nutrients and other contaminants; 

minimising sediment loads entering the rivers; 

increasing oxygen levels in the rivers; and 

protecting and rehabilitating the foreshores. 

I think that would be a worthy use of this money and, might I say, would be far more worthy than the total 
$5 million going to the Burswood Park Board for the development of the Heirisson Island sculpture park. 
Imagine if someone within the Liberal–National coalition said that we needed a statute of the Premier. That 
would be the ultimate waste of money. But it could happen under this bill, because the minister would only have 
to tick off another sculpture down there. Although that may seem ridiculous, it would not be impossible. Many 
people around the place have tried to get statues of themselves built, and I think the Premier would be one of 
those people. 

I am concerned about where the money will be spent and how it will be spent. That $5 million would go a long 
way towards improving the environmental conditions of the Swan River. I am not saying that all the money 
should go to just one project; I am saying that the board should identify these projects. However, under this bill, 
the money will go to the Heirisson Island sculpture park. That is one of the major problems I have with the bill. I 
have taken that from the minister’s second reading speech. It is something that we have to look at. 

Another concern I have is about the number of extra gaming machines at Burswood Casino. Although a regime 
is in place for the allocation of a percentage of the turnover of the gaming machines, I would like to see more 
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openness and honesty about the number of extra machines the Burswood gambling complex will be allowed to 
have under this bill and what it will do in the future. What rules are in place, because it is very limited in how it 
is set up? This bill will, in the main, change a state agreement. I am sure that the minister will not disagree with 
that. This is a great time to make some amendments to the bill to provide transparency about what is happening 
at Burswood Casino. I know that there are other forums in which that can be done, and I understand that. But the 
people of Perth want to know what is going on. 

Every time I go to the casino, which is not that often these days, I run into country people. This $5 million will 
be spent on and around Burswood Casino. I am concerned that none of this money will go to country areas. We 
would like a bit of the spoils as well. Maybe it could be directed to the royalties for regions program, and some 
might even be spent in the south west. It would be a huge change for some money to come from the royalties for 
regions program via the Burswood Casino agreement. Country areas are not seeing any of that money. Areas 
such as Bunbury are choking to death. Today I got a phone call advising me that another 120 jobs have gone 
from Finesse Foods (Aust) Pty Ltd. There has been no support from the government. We need to look at how 
money is being spent and whether it is being spent wisely. If the jobs of those people were saved because some 
money was spent in the area, they would certainly be appreciative, and the minister might get more accolades 
than he has ever had from that area. Maybe he could go a little further and spend some money on the Bunbury 
racecourse. It is asking for $8 million for an improvement. But, no, the racecourse is in the south west, so we 
cannot have that! They can have it in Northam or they can have it out at the flat track in Merredin, but we cannot 
have a project that will really enhance tourism and employment in the south west. That could happen by using 
some of this money that is derived, in a way, from gambling. I am concerned that not one cent of this money will 
be spent in country areas. We could have had new two-up rings installed at country racetracks paid for out of this 
money, but that will not happen. The area where the money will be spent is very, very limited. Having said that, 
I agree that it is time that the ban on playing two-up is lifted; many of the people playing two-up after a race 
meeting will play only once or twice a year, so it is not as though it is the biggest deal ever. One of the biggest 
two-up games outside Kalgoorlie is held in Mumballup, near the great big red gum tree. I attended one of the 
best two-up games ever on the day of the Collie–Donnybrook pushbike race, which has been going for 84 years. 
I could always tell how the economy was going by whether people were betting with $20, $50 or $100! 
Hundreds of people from all over the south west were there. 

Mr J.E. McGrath: How many heads did you throw? 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: I have a special story about that! Yes, I had four heads, and I was coming up for the fifth 
head and I was going to clean the school out of five, and members would not believe it—up went the pennies 
and everyone was looking up, and down they came, and the penny went across the thing and hit a honky nut. It 
was going to be a head but it hit a honky nut and fell on the other side and I lost my money. That was just so 
disastrous for me! 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): Member for Collie–Preston, I am sure you are going to get back 
to the bill. 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: I am! This is all about gambling, and I was ripped off by a honky nut! Not only that, I 
remember very clearly getting home at about 2.00 am and getting another belting! 

Those sorts of events have been taken away from country life because the two-up ring was on the 194-kilometre 
mark. It was ridiculous to have a bill that made it illegal to play two-up because the ring was four or 
five kilometres inside the line; it took away a tradition that had been in place for many, many years. Around 
3 000 people used to work in the timber industry in the Mumballup area, so members can imagine that some of 
those games went for more than a day. I certainly welcome the changes around playing two-up.  

I wish to know how the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement Amendment Bill 2011 will affect special events 
within the 100-kilometre range. I am not quite sure who will make the decisions and whether there will be any 
right of appeal. For example, if somebody gets knocked back when they request to have a two-up game after a 
“special event”, such as the Perth Cup or a good night in Northbridge—I am not sure what would be classed as a 
special event—will they be able to appeal? I think whom the decision will be made by and whether there will be 
a right of appeal are not clearly enough defined. It is very, very important in any process of law that if someone 
has been knocked back, they are given the right of appeal or are given an explanation for having been knocked 
back. The problem with many bills that go through this house, not just those related to gaming, is that there is no 
requirement that people have to be told why they have been knocked back. My questions are: what are special 
events; how do they work; who is going to make the decision; and will there be a right of appeal? That is all I 
have to say on the two-up side of things. 

The cruise ships have been a gimme. People get on ships in Fremantle and go to Bali, but they cannot gamble on 
the ships until they are outside Western Australian waters. Some of those cruise ships go only as far as Geraldton 
so they are unable to open their casinos or gambling facilities and they are very worried about that. I understand 
the minister’s concerns about weekend gambling trips, whereby people can be outside Fremantle by just 
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12 kilometres and be on a straight gambling ship. I understand that it would be far better to have that business 
onshore rather than the boats going out past Rottnest Island and people partying for the weekend and gambling. I 
can understand the minister’s concern, and I think that in that sense he has been very fair in saying that the 
cruises must leave the port and stop at another destination along the way before they can return. I think that is 
sensible, and it will certainly look after Western Australian jobs.  

I turn now to an issue related to turnover. Some of the amending provisions in the bill relate to the minimum 
yearly base payment having been reduced to $83 000. What would happen if there was a downturn in the 
industry and less profit was made? 

Mr T.K. Waldron: Do you mean to the board? 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: Yes. The bill states — 

… equal to the greater of: 

(i) $83,334; or 

(ii) the aggregate of: 

(A) one per centum (1%) of Casino Taxable Revenue for Table Games for the month; 

Mr T.K. Waldron: Do you mean the Burswood levy? 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: Yes. I believe the Burswood levy has been removed; will there be a minimum levy that 
will have to be paid?  

Mr T.K. Waldron: The Burswood levy hasn’t been removed from the bill. The levy is still there. 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: On my reading of it, the base levy was to be taken out, and that was my concern. If that is 
covered, I am quite happy with that. If there is no base levy and profits are reduced, that means that companies 
will be able to fly under the radar by not paying the one per cent aggregate. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: No, the levy is part of the new agreement; it continues. I will clarify what you are saying in 
my reply.  

Mr M.P. MURRAY: I am just trying to safeguard the government and the department by inquiring about what 
will happen if companies do not pay, or what is in place to stop them getting out of paying. I am not saying they 
intend to do that, but I think there should be safeguards in the bill so that that cannot happen.  

I raise again the issue of how many extra pokie machines there will be and how the number will be controlled. I 
cannot see any provision in the bill related to that, although I am sure it is covered. There has been a recent 
increase of 200 in gaming machines on the floor of Burswood Casino. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: It was 250. 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: Does the government have control of how many machines there will be, where they will 
be situated, and where the returns from those extra machines will go? 

My final matter is that I have been promised twice that we might be able to get two-up going in Collie; I think 
the last time was in October. I would like a verbal commitment from the minister in Hansard that he will allow 
two-up. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: As long as you pass the bill it will be there, Mick! 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: Okay, but I have been caught like that before! It is a look-away handball, and I am not 
going to fall for it again! 

Ms M.M. Quirk: That is an inducement to vote for the bill, which is a criminal offence. I would not do that if I 
were you, minister! 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: I know it will take an age for the bill to go through the upper house, and we do not know 
whether it will come back with amendments, but I would certainly like to have some assurance from the minister 
that we will be able to play two-up at Collie races this year. Racegoers get ready, they get all excited, and then 
the minister brings down the hammer and says no. In all seriousness, I think country towns deserve the chance to 
have gambling on their one or two race days a year, because I have concerns that, after some of these meetings, 
people get a bit wound up and say, “Okay, we’re going to jump in the car now and we will travel to Perth to go 
to Burswood. It is 200-odd kilometres. Yes, we’ve got a driver.” A few of them would have had a few drinks. 
They get here, they go to the casino until three or four in the morning and say, ‘Let’s go home,” and that is when 
the accidents happen. I am looking at it from a safety point of view. How do I know about it? I have been in one 
of those cars. That is a lesson of life. I think that if they were able to carry on gambling for just a little longer, 
until eight o’clock or nine o’clock, while the lights are on, it would stop the energies of young blokes to slip 
down to Perth for a gamble. I am very keen to make sure that gambling happens locally so that people do not get 
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carried away and have road accidents on the way to Perth. Especially with the Forrest Highway now, people 
think that it is not far to Perth and they can slip down to Perth and have a bit of a bet at the casino. It is the bright 
lights and things that country kids like to see. I would like us to have two-up in Collie this year. It was promised 
18 months ago and it still has not been done. When we hear the director general saying the same thing again, it 
rankles a little to think that we have had one put over us.  

The other thing that concerns me about this is probably a bit far-fetched, but it is worth a float. I see the member 
for South Perth is here as well as the member for Wagin, the minister. I am wondering whether any trades have 
been done with a nod and a wink—they do not have to answer—with the stadium being put at Burswood. While 
this is only a small-time issue, if the stadium goes to Burswood, we will have a bigger environmental problem 
with more people and more run-off et cetera. Although the minister might say that we do not know about the 
stadium at this stage, we need to consider with this legislation what the future is for that area with the 
environment—the statistics and issues—instead of just the Heirisson Island statue precinct.  

I am concerned that this legislation is a government agreement act and the fact that further changes would 
certainly be delayed, as we would need to go back and see whether there is agreement on this issue. Changes 
cannot be made to the bill without talking to the parties to the agreement, and that would slow everything down. 
I think it is very important to get some understanding from the minister and, when we go to consideration in 
detail, get some commitment on each of the parts of the agreement. There are some areas that I am quite happy 
with; others I am doubtful about. 

In closing, I ask the minister to put a caveat on the money when it goes through so that we will not need to have 
a statue of the Premier in the park. There are many other statues of dignitaries around the place, but I do not 
think people would want to see one with a snarl on its face. I am sure there are a few other members who would 
like to comment on this bill. I am really concerned about where the money goes, how it is distributed, whether it 
is fairly distributed, and whether country people get a bit of it, because they contribute a lot to the casino, and I 
think they should be considered along the way. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [11.04 am]: The opposition will support this Casino (Burswood Island) 
Agreement Amendment Bill 2011. It is designed to increase the overall tax take from Burswood Casino 
following an agreement between the government and the casino. I think these agreements roll around every few 
years, and they are renewed. There is a negotiation essentially between the Department of Racing, Gaming and 
Liquor and the management of the casino and as a consequence a tax rate is struck, and there is a return to 
government from the operations of the casino. What often happens is the casino wants to change its operations 
or, more than likely, expand its operations. As a consequence, it provides some leverage for the government in 
terms of the tax take at the casino. 

According to the second reading speech, this is the twelfth supplementary agreement. Therefore, since the casino 
was established in the mid-1980s there have been 12 agreements to define what is the tax take by the state and 
what it will be used for. Without wishing to go too much into the past, the last agreement that I am familiar with 
was in August 2006, whereby the casino came to the then government, in which I was simultaneously the 
Minister for Racing and Gaming and Minister for the Environment, and said, “Look, we would like to expand 
our operations. We would like to put in place more gaming machines. We would like to change the internal 
arrangements of the casino—that is, the footprint inside the casino. On top of that, we would like to expand the 
high rollers’ room.” There was a set of discussions within government and a set of discussions with the casino. 
What was eventually resolved was that the casino was able to expand the number of gaming machines—not 
poker machines—and it would also be able to move the high rollers’ room, and hence the Pearl Room was 
created, which is a much better and far more attractive facility for overseas gamblers who come to Perth to 
gamble. 

The quid pro quo for government out of that agreement in 2006 was an increase in the tax take. I was Minister 
for the Environment and Minister for Racing and Gaming at the time. Some of the tax take—the levy, I think it is 
called—goes directly to the maintenance of Burswood Park, which once upon a time, before I lived in Western 
Australia, was part of a tip site—a derelict area abutting the river. Over time it has been converted into a lovely 
park that abuts the river, and people recreate there; it is a nice area. Part of the problem with Burswood Park is 
that it had so much money spent on it that people were at a bit of a loss to think what else the money could be 
spent on at Burswood Park, because it had gone from a piece of land in poor condition to an attractive piece of 
land. We worked out that Burswood Park did not really need any more money spent on it, unless it was spent on 
gold-plating the swings and putting in place diamond-encrusted fishing platforms or the like, and we would have 
to look at spending the money elsewhere. We decided to hypothecate, or allocate, some of the increase in the tax 
revenue directly to the Swan River. The Swan River has huge pressures on it. After 180 years or so of European 
settlement, its health is nowhere near as good as it could be. It is an environmental icon of the state, and it is a 
river that deserved some money spent on it. 

We did two things. First, I announced the phase-in of the fertiliser ban, which was designed to stop those high-
nitrogenous fertilisers dropping phosphorus and nitrogen content into the river, which is the principal cause of 
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the damage to the health of the river. Unfortunately, that fertiliser ban has been wound back by the Barnett 
government and will no longer exist. The fertiliser ban was abandoned and therefore the health of the rivers and 
wetlands in the south west of Western Australia will be adversely affected by that wind-back of the fertiliser ban. 

The second thing the former Labor government did was spend money on environmental initiatives on the river. 
The river has huge demands. We spent money on creating the Swan Canning Riverpark by legislation passed in 
2006, which provided easier management of the river and easier ways of providing support for the river. I think 
we also created a category called river guardians or some such category, which was a role for people to 
voluntarily work on the river. That support was designed with plantings and interventions in nutrient flows so 
that modern technology could be put in place to take nutrients out of some of the inlets that flow into the river. 
We put in more oxygenation machines and those sorts of things to improve the river, using funding that had been 
obtained from the Burswood Entertainment Complex expansion. I thought that was quite clever, but then again it 
was my idea! 

Mr T.K. Waldron: Ha, ha! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I thought it was quite clever! 

Mr J.E. McGrath: Has it worked? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I will get to that. I thank the member for South Perth. 

Mr J.E. McGrath: I think the jury is out! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The member for South Perth is always full of good information. 

Mr J.E. McGrath: I know something about the river because my electorate is on the river. I don’t think yours 
is. Yours is on the ocean. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I will stop saying nice things about the member for South Perth if he keeps responding 
like that to me! 

In any event, the idea was for an increase of at least $3 million on top of the existing budget for the Swan River 
Trust each year to be put into those environmental initiatives. Three million dollars does not sound like much 
but—my goodness!—in a small agency such as the Swan River Trust that has enormous demands placed on it, it 
was a lot of money for the trust to spend on the river. The idea was, therefore, to add that money to the Swan 
River Trust budget to provide an increasing flow of revenue for all those initiatives so that it could work to 
improve the health of the river. Dozens of initiatives were to be put in place to remove nutrients. All sorts of 
community groups of volunteers have initiatives and do plantings to remove nutrients and so forth. The right 
sorts of native plants planted alongside the river take nutrients out of the inflows into the river. All sorts of 
technology could have been put in place. The idea was to provide a growing funding source to the Swan River 
Trust so that it actually could do something about the river. The Burswood people were happy with that because 
the river was important to their business, because it sits on the river. The health, appeal and attractiveness of the 
river are important to their business. The river is what people see from their hotel rooms; it is right there in front 
of them. Even young James Packer was a bit of an environmentalist in some ways and he no doubt would have 
been happy with the idea that his business was doing something for Western Australia’s environment. The 
Burswood Entertainment Complex was a very good acquisition for James Packer and it has been very successful 
under his management. I think we allowed his acquisition of the business back in 2002–03 and it has gone ahead 
in leaps and bounds since then because he had experience and capital behind him and was able to improve the 
business. He worked out that the location of the business vis-a-vis our northern neighbours meant that it was 
ideally placed to build upon what was until then a business that was not capitalising on our northern neighbours. 
Because of his involvement in his other businesses in some countries to our north, he was able to provide those 
linkages and so forth to expand the business. That is a good thing. I therefore believe he was happy with the idea 
that some money from the increase in gaming revenue would go directly towards supporting the river in front of 
his business. It was a good thing from his point of view as well. 

What has happened? I have a copy of the budget for this year that was handed down recently. It indicates on 
page 846 under division 71 the total amount spent on the Swan River Trust. Expenditure on the Swan River 
Trust has declined in the past couple of years, and it flattens out over coming years. Although the initiative put in 
place in 2006–07 resulted in a significant increase in the Swan River Trust budget of roughly $3 million a year, 
and over the last few years probably $10 million to $12 million in additional funds, the budget has now flattened 
out and, in real terms, is in decline. The 2009–10 actual figure is $13.3 million and this year’s budget is 
$11.2 million; that is a decline of $2 million in the last two years. In the following four years it might go up by 
less than $1 million, but in real terms that is probably a decline. 

Mr J.E. McGrath: Does that include the money from Burswood? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I think so. The member for South Perth, as someone who represents a suburb right 
alongside the river, probably should look at this budget for the Swan River Trust. 
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My concern is that the budget for the Swan River Trust is now flat and in decline, which was not the idea behind 
the levy when it was put in place and allocated to the river. There are numerous measures upon which this 
money could have been spent to improve the health of the river. When people around Western Australia, 
certainly around Perth, were asked what the key environmental issues were, the second one after the issue of the 
old-growth forest was resolved was the health of the river that runs through our capital city. The idea was to fix 
its health in the long term by dealing with the fertiliser issue and to take initiatives in the short term to improve it 
by providing additional money to the Swan River Trust. Both those initiatives have now gone by the wayside. To 
me that is very disappointing. 

I would have thought that changing the agreement to allow for up to $5 million to be spent on statues on 
Heirisson Island — 

Mr T.K. Waldron: It’s actually not on statues. Just be careful. I’ll talk to you about that. Your authorisation for 
the Swan River remains, so it’s still there. We haven’t changed it, so that’s still happening. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: There are two points on that. One is that I think the decision we made in 2006 to 
hypothecate that money to improve the Swan River probably has remained; that is a good thing. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: Yes. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: But there has been a withdrawal of the base budget of the Swan River Trust. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: Not through me. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Otherwise, there would be a continuing expansion in the Swan River Trust’s budget, 
because the success of the casino continues to grow and, as I said, the agreement was designed to provide growth 
revenues for the river. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: Certainly. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Why is it declining? I can pull out the budget and show the minister that it is declining. 
What the minister says does not make sense in light of the fact that the Swan River Trust budget is declining. 
The minister’s second reading speech on the third page states that the bill — 

… will authorise Burswood Park Board to pay up to $5 million for the development of the Heirisson 
Island sculpture park project … 

Mr T.K. Waldron: Yes. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The minister will determine how and when that will be spent. My view is that the health of 
the river is more important than the Heirisson Island sculpture park project. If I were the minister, I would be 
looking at putting additional funds towards the health of the river. The idea behind the funding at the time we put 
it in place was to integrate Burswood into some of the announcements for improvements to the river and to give 
Burswood a bit of ownership—credit might be too strong a word—over what might be done. I do not know 
whether that has happened. It was regarded as a good thing, whenever an announcement about providing funding 
for the Swan River Trust was to be made, to incorporate a role for business into such an announcement. Perhaps 
that has not taken place, but it was certainly my intention back in 2006; it would have ensured that in the future 
we might have had greater interest from Burswood in putting more resources towards the health of the river. 
That is not only in Burswood’s interest, but in everyone’s interest. Perhaps that is part of the problem, but in my 
view $5 million for a Heirisson Island sculpture park is not in any way as worthwhile an expenditure as what 
was spent on the Swan River Trust back in 2006.  

Although this bill cannot be amended because it is an agreement between the government and Burswood, I 
suggest that the government has missed an opportunity and could have come up with a better arrangement. If the 
government’s priority is the Heirisson Island sculpture park, that is its priority; my priority was, and is, the health 
of the Swan River. That is obviously not receiving the same attention now. 

Mr T.K. Waldron interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The racing industry is every racing and gaming minister’s priority! 

Mr T.K. Waldron interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: There will be sculptures of horses out there! There will be a sculpture of Takeover Target, 
the former great racehorse—not the member for South Perth! 

Mr J.E. McGrath: He was a gelding! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Perhaps we could have the member for South Perth riding him in the sculpture! Is 
Heirisson Island in the member for South Perth’s electorate or the member for Perth’s electorate? 

Mr J.E. McGrath: I think it might be in the member for Perth’s electorate. 

Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: To return to the Swan River Trust budget, perhaps the minister will be able to explain why 
total appropriations, on page 846, appear to be declining in real terms. I suggest that the minister should go back 
to the original intent. Although that is impossible now, it is a fair criticism to make that he has moved away from 
that, but that is his choice. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: We haven’t moved away from it at all; we’ve embraced what you’ve done. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes, but the government has moved away from fertiliser restrictions, we have a declining 
budget for the Swan River Trust, and excess revenue is now going towards a sculpture park on Heirisson Island. 
Those are three significant points. 

Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: In any event, I am pleased, member for Collie–Preston; that is good. That sort of work is 
necessary when we go through these processes. Whilst the opposition will support the legislation, we think the 
government could have done a better job than it has. 

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [11.22 am]: I rise to speak to the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement 
Amendment Bill 2011. I begin by saying that I do not think we have anywhere near enough funding going 
towards the health of the Swan River. The repair bill we face is an enormous one; the $3 million a year provided 
by the casino towards restoration of the river is indeed welcome, but it is not enough, and neither is the amount 
coming from consolidated revenue to the Swan River Trust. We need to look at how the funds are applied and 
what other measures are open to us. It is often the case that spending money on a problem is just part of the 
solution. The member for Rockingham mentioned other means at our disposal for solving the excessive nutrient 
problem that is causing so much of the ecological dysfunction that we see in the Swan River. The nitrogen and 
phosphorus levels in the Swan River are causing us problems such as algal blooms, and there are reduced oxygen 
levels in the river. These are all the sorts of factors that lead to a decline in the ecological health of the river, 
which then impacts on our human uses of the river. 

I recall that in January–February 2000, we had a downpour in part of the Swan–Avon catchment that led to the 
Swan River being closed for two weeks. There was a green algal bloom in the river that could be seen 
everywhere and it was very toxic, so we had to close the river for two whole weeks. That sort of event could 
happen more often if we do not apply ourselves to this serious problem. It was interesting to note that when that 
event occurred, the source of the nutrient—principally nitrogen—was well down in the catchment. Indeed, the 
Swan–Avon catchment extends down as far as Lake Grace, many, many kilometres away, and that was where 
the downpour occurred that flushed the nutrient through the Avon River and into the part of the Swan River that 
adjoins the CBD of Perth. That illustrates how something that happens in a distant part of the catchment can 
have an impact on other parts of the river. It is important that we look at this issue in a whole-catchment scale 
way. Commendable as the river park initiative is, I am concerned that it may restrict our focus on the immediate 
area of the Swan and Canning Rivers and will not enable us to carry out the sorts of controls and restorative 
approaches that we need further out in the catchment. In other words: why can we not attack the problem of 
excess nitrogen coming into the Swan via the Avon, from areas as far away as Lake Grace? We have to be able 
to do that to solve this problem. 

I also note that the river park does not include private property. That means that we have to have other 
mechanisms for attacking the excess nutrient flow into the river, working with private landholders. The Barnett 
government’s decision to not implement a ban on water soluble fertilisers is a great mistake, because that was 
probably the most effective mechanism we had at our disposal to stem the flow of cheap fertilisers that quickly 
dissolve in water and end up in the river system, causing the sorts of problems I am speaking of. There really is a 
need to look at other aspects of this problem. We need to make sure that the $3 million a year coming into the 
program through gambling revenue is properly applied, but we need to use other mechanisms at our disposal as 
well. Reducing nutrients is critical to the health of the river, as is minimising sediment loads. We need to make 
sure that landholders are managing their properties in such a way that we do not have excessive erosion of soil 
and the runoff that comes from that. We also need to make sure that oxygen levels are at the levels required by 
the many fish species and other organisms that inhabit the river.  

Protecting and rehabilitating the foreshore is, of course, a major part of river health, and I think that is where 
much of the funding has been applied to date. However, $3 million a year plus the money that the Swan River 
Trust has at its disposal—some $10 million to $12 million—is not enough for the scale of work that is required. I 
constantly hear from the local governments in my area, the City of Gosnells and the City of Canning, that they 
are struggling to keep up with the amount of work that needs to be done on the portions of the river that those 
local government areas occupy. 

I commend my colleague the member for Southern River for organising an activity on the banks of the Southern 
River this weekend—basically a rubbish collection exercise. He has had to call on volunteer effort in our 
community to clean up rubbish that has been dumped in the upper reaches of the Canning River and in the 
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Southern River. I do not think that people should have to do that work while volunteering, although it is great 
that people are prepared to do it. We should have laws in place that persuade people from dumping in the river 
anyway but we should not just be reliant on the goodwill volunteer effort of people to clean up such important 
community assets. That is the sort of work that local government should be adequately funded to do. If we had 
greater streams of money coming in to manage the river, that would make a big difference. 

I have spoken a little about the $3 million that has been provided and whether that amount is adequate. I note 
that a total of $9 million has been provided for a range of activities in the Swan and Canning river system up to 
30 June 2010. That is a significant injection of funds.  

I am concerned that we are reliant on the funding that comes from gambling. I worry about gambling. Obviously 
this relates directly to the bill and the proposal to expand the number of gaming machines at Burswood Casino. I 
think an additional 250 machines will be allowed at the casino. There is also the possibility of gaming machines 
being put on boats going out into state waters and people being allowed to gamble on them.  

Mr T.K. Waldron: That’s not right. I will clarify that for you later.  

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I look forward to the minister’s clarification. I understand that these boats will be 
going out. I am quickly glancing at the second reading speech. It states that the legislation will permit gaming on 
cruise ships whilst in WA waters. Anything that further entrenches gambling in Western Australia society is 
unhealthy. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: I know what you are getting at and I would agree with you if that were the case, but they 
have to be transiting ports interstate or overseas. They can’t just go out and gamble.  

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: That is a good point. I am pleased to hear that these people will be in transit. I am 
concerned that that could be circumvented by people, and companies may seek to make trips to Bali. The 
primary reason for people taking those cruises will be to indulge their habit of using gaming machines. That is 
unfortunate. We should oppose anything that facilitates gambling in our society. It should not be something that 
we are facilitating.  

There are so many other healthier activities than gambling. I realise that there is a social dimension to gambling 
but many other activities do not require people to put money on the line and risk losing that money. These other 
activities can help them meet other people and amuse themselves without indulging in gambling. I have concerns 
about that aspect of the legislation. Proof of the continual embracement of gambling in our society can be seen 
when we watch various sports on television these days. The enticement towards gambling activities is on the 
rise. The trivial things that people are allowed to bet on these days is appalling. Sports commentators have 
morphed into being the spruikers of the gambling houses. That is a very sad development. They are merely 
mouthpieces for gambling companies to make more and more money. People are allowed to bet on all sorts of 
absurd things these days. While watching what was once a fairly wholesome activity of a football match on TV, 
they are asked to bet on who scores the first goal in the game. We are seeing that sort of stupidity. That is a real 
debasement of standards in our society and it is something that I am totally opposed to. I express the concern that 
anything that further entrenches gambling in our society should be discouraged. 

I get back to the idea that we need a stream of funding that goes towards the very useful purpose of improving 
the health of the Swan and Canning river system. That funding needs to be properly applied. There will be 
competing goals for that money. One idea is that some of it could go towards statues on Heirisson Island. 
Primarily, the money was approved to be spent on improving the ecological health of the river system. That is 
where the money is most needed. Given the legitimate concern that people have about the ecological welfare of 
the Swan and Canning river system, it is a good use of the money, albeit I have concerns about how that money 
is raised. We must take action on the future of the Swan River. That is something that I support. 

I also understand that there are other dimensions to this legislation, including the increases in taxes that will be 
waged on gaming machines. I wonder whether that is enough. Burswood Casino is obviously a very profitable 
operation. It is paying a new casino tax rate of 22 per cent. Is that really enough for us to mop up the problems 
that come from this activity plus pay for the other benefits such as cleaning up the river? There are many 
questions to be asked about this legislation. I look forward to hearing the minister’s further clarification of 
various aspects of it. I hope that the Swan and Canning river system receives more funding in the future, not less. 
I also hope that the Barnett government is not tempted to become solely reliant on gambling revenue to pay for 
the health of the river and that other funding from the state government will go towards ensuring that the Swan 
and Canning river system is properly looked after.  

MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [11.37 am]: I support the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement 
Amendment Bill 2010. I am experiencing a bit of deja vu today because when the previous Burswood 
arrangement was introduced in 2006, the member for Rockingham was the Minister for Racing and Gaming and 
I was on the other side of the chamber. We raised similar points about the fact that the government was not 
spending enough money on the Swan River. As the member for South Perth, whose electorate is bordered on 



4356 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 16 June 2011] 

 

three sides by the Swan and Canning river system, it has always been close to my heart. I made certain 
comments about it at the time. I have always had the view that governments of both persuasions have never 
really invested enough into the Swan River, which is a great icon of our great state. I do not know why that is the 
case. I think it has something to do with the fact that it is not real sexy to put money into the Swan River. There 
is no ribbon to cut. For that reason, governments are inclined to pay lip-service to it. The member for 
Rockingham referred to the reduction in funding to the Swan River Trust, which I will be looking at closely and 
asking a few questions about. 

I will get back to what happened in 2006. I recall making the point that I believed it was a good initiative for the 
tax from the extra gaming machines at Burswood to be put into a project such as the Swan River. I also felt that 
it should be badged because there is a bit of criticism from people in this house and also some organisations in 
Western Australia about gambling. It is a legal product. Burswood is an outstanding facility. It is a safe place for 
people to go, particularly women. It has good security and good parking. It is a place where we can have 
destination gambling, because governments of both persuasions have always said that we will never have poker 
machines introduced in Western Australia.  

Dr A.D. Buti: Are you in favour of pokies?  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: No, I do not support poker machines.  

I felt that this was an opportunity for Burswood to be credited with the funding of some of these initiatives. I felt 
that we should make sure that those programs are well advertised. If the Heirisson Island project goes ahead, 
people should know that it has been funded by Burswood Casino, however it ends up. For instance, the Hong 
Kong Jockey Club might fund a new wing of a hospital in Hong Kong and that wing will be badged as being 
funded by the Hong Kong Jockey Club. It is important that people realise that some of these big gaming and 
wagering operations contribute to society in many ways, as well as by putting money back into state Treasury. I 
support the $5 million going to the development of the Heirisson Island sculpture park.  

I am not sure whether the point has been made today that the previous government decided to support the 
takeover of Burswood by the Packer family. That has been a great success story, because I believe the Packer 
family has spent up to $400 million since taking over the facility.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: They plan to spend a fair bit more, too.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: I do not think that would have happened under the previous arrangement. It has given us 
the opportunity to create this tourism destination. I made the point in another speech that I believed that 
Burswood had had more visits than any other site in Western Australia. That was challenged, but I still think that 
is the case.  

The other aspect I want to talk about is the money going to the racing industry. I applaud the minister for that. I 
believe that $5 million will go up-front to the racing industry from the extra tax revenue, plus $2 million a year 
for the next four years. The racing industry is really at the crossroads at the moment. A few years ago, when the 
previous boom was happening and TAB turnover was rising at an extraordinary rate, there were all sorts of 
predictions about what was going to happen in racing. The member for Rockingham was the minister at the time. 
I remember making a statement as the shadow spokesperson that to help the Ascot carnival, which was suffering 
a bit, we should underwrite air travel to bring horses over. The minister put out a shocking press release bagging 
my statement and saying what a terrible thing it would be to help people to bring horses to Perth to take our 
Western Australian prize money back to the eastern states.  

Mr M. McGowan: I had forgotten!  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: That now happens, member for Rockingham; Racing and Wagering WA underwrites a 
plane! They have to pay for it, but RWWA underwrites it. I am just rewriting a bit of history for the member for 
Rockingham, because he wrote a bit of history in his press release. I am just keeping him up to the mark. He is 
very challenging. 

Mr P. Papalia: Yet more evidence that you should be elevated to the cabinet!  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: No. A lot happened back in those times. The member for Rockingham will recall that 
there was talk that prize money in Perth racing would go to $70 000 for Saturday races. I think back then the 
stake money for Wednesday races was $25 000. We were going to have a booming racing industry. We were 
told that trainers from the east coast would be lured to Perth and would set up stables here because we would 
have great prize money. We were told that Victorian racing would suffer because it was going to lose the gaming 
rights, which the state government was taking off it. What we have seen, in fact, is that, on Saturdays, stake 
money is a minimum of $70 000 in Melbourne, a minimum of $70 000 in Brisbane, and a minimum of $70 000 
or $80 000 in Sydney. What has happened in Perth? Perth racing has now dropped to $45 000. We are the state 
that drives the economy in all sorts of ways, along with Queensland. What has happened in our racing industry? 
Rather than the prize money offered in our racing industry going up, it is now $5 000 less a race than it was a 
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couple of years ago. The racing industry is a huge employer of labour. I do not know whether we will get to 
$70 000. I would like to see it happen. At the moment, for that reason, we have to come to the conclusion that 
racing is facing a few problems.  

Members have to remember that the racing industry is fairly self-reliant; it does not rely on handouts from the 
government. In fact, it generates a huge amount of revenue—about $60 million a year—for Treasury. This 
industry is creating a lot of money for Treasury but at the same time is suffering problems. It often has to go cap 
in hand to government to get support for things like infrastructure. That leads me to the point that last year, the 
minister formed a committee to look at the Racing and Wagering Western Australia Act. I was chair of that 
committee. When we spoke to stakeholders throughout the industry, we found that one of the biggest challenges 
they believed the industry faces is in providing funding for both new infrastructure and fixing existing 
infrastructure.  

Mr M.P. Murray: Do you believe that they should go through royalties for regions to get money for that 
infrastructure?  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: Yes, I think there should be some. I will get to that. I am a great believer in royalties for 
regions. I might even move to the regions to live. Merredin or somewhere like that would be a good place to live.  

Mr M.P. Murray: It would be nice to have a big grandstand in Merredin.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: Going back to the days when the member for Rockingham was the Minister for Racing 
and Gaming, TAB turnover was going up at an extraordinary rate. TAB turnover has now flattened out. Some 
other factors affecting that have been the global financial crisis and the equine influenza virus in the eastern 
states, which affected the number of race meetings on the east coast.  

Mr M.P. Murray: Money should be coming out of the mining boom and going into racing.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: No, I am talking about racing now. There were factors that affected turnover. Currently, 
the industry does not have the funding coming back through the TAB that it had budgeted for. My wife races a 
couple of horses, so I am really probably speaking on her behalf.  

Ms L.L. Baker: We need to support the horseshoe levy that the Australian Horse Industry Council tried to get 
up and running a few years back but for which it couldn’t get support.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: That is a side issue. This issue is more fundamental to the funding of the industry to get 
prize money. If we do not have prize money, we might as well go back to the days when people raced their 
horses for a side wager. We could go back to the old days in England when a person would bet a block of his 
estate on a race between two towns.  

Mr M. McGowan: So your “wife” has a couple of racehorses?  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: She does, actually. I hope she does very well with them.  

I applaud what the minister is doing. Out of this extra funding from Burswood, $13 million will go into funding 
infrastructure for the racing industry. The problem as I see it is that $13 million is the tip of the iceberg in terms 
of the needs of the industry; its needs are massive.  

The greyhound industry needs a new facility at Cannington, which I am told will cost along the lines of 
$20 million or $30 million. Bunbury Turf Club has plans for a $15 million redevelopment. Bunbury is a major 
rural centre; it is the second biggest city in the state. It has an outstanding racing facility, but it is old and needs a 
lot of work done on it. The club wants to put in a new synthetic track, it needs a new stalls area and the 
grandstand needs be fixed. A lot of money needs to be spent on that facility.  

Our committee’s recommendation was that the government reduce the tax on wagering by an amount sufficient 
to provide a racecourse infrastructure fund—similar to where this $13 million is going now—that would not 
have to rely on the government of the day putting money into infrastructure, but that would be generated by any 
increase in TAB revenue over the years. As TAB turnover increased, that fund would be expected to increase. 
There are huge needs, even at Ascot or Belmont Park racecourses, where there are big grandstands, and a lot of 
money has to be spent on such infrastructure. There are racecourses and grandstands all around Western 
Australia, and we need to consider things like safety and running rails et cetera. Some racecourses in the north of 
the state do not have perimeter fences. Someone was badly injured when a horse bolted and hit a tree outside a 
racecourse. I understand that Treasury is not that keen on reducing the tax applied to wagering. I am not sure 
whether the minister has done much lobbying, but I know that the industry expects the Minister for Racing and 
Gaming to support it in his role in that portfolio; I am sure he will do that. I ask the minister to keep that idea in 
front of him. It was a key plank of our committee’s report. This industry could be more self-sufficient if it were 
allowed to retain more of the money it generates. The money generated by the TAB and by the racing 
industry — 
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Mr M.P. Murray: Do you think that Perth Racing has been aggressive enough in its marketing in the way it 
does things? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: I think that Perth Racing made a fundamental error when it refused to talk to the 
government about the possibility of selling Belmont Park. It was a terrible error. Perth Racing has a property 
worth between $300 million and $400 million; it races six months of the year. The grandstand is in terrible 
condition, and an average crowd of 2 000 people is attracted to a meeting. How can that be justified? It is like 
sitting on a $10 million property on the foreshore in Dalkeith or Nedlands and having no money in the bank. 
Perth Racing also has quite a significant debt. An error was made there. Perth Racing is now determined to 
continue with its plan to develop Belmont Park. If it happens, I will be happy to see it, but it could be a long-
term project. The opportunity to talk to the government about another site, which would have been a winter 
racecourse somewhere down the southern freeway, could have given Perth Racing the funding it needs to spend 
a lot of money at Ascot, which is, of course, where the major carnival races are run. There could have been a 
significant rebuild of Ascot: the track could have been reshaped and the horse stalls could have been moved. I 
have always believed that there should be a 2 000-metre chute at Ascot; it could have done that. Ascot has been 
there for a long time and every now and again places need some regeneration. That is an error that Perth Racing 
made. 

It would be good if the industry could get some reduction in the tax on wagering. I would like to know how 
much money the government gets a year out of Burswood Casino in comparison with taxes raised from the 
racing industry.  

Mr P.B. Watson: I would like to know how much it gets out of the member for South Perth! 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: I am an enthusiast of racing. Horseracing is a very legal product and something I have 
always been passionate about.  

Mr M.P. Murray: Have you picked up any mid-week first prizes yet? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: No, my wife’s horses have not picked up — 

Mr M. McGowan: Your wife’s? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: My wife’s horses actually picked up a very small amount of some prize money last week.  

A lot of people rely on the racing industry going right back to the primary producers, transport drivers, the 
strappers, the veterinarians — 

Mr M.P. Murray: There are around 3 000 people.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: The racing industry is a significant employer, and it is a kindred industry to the gaming 
industry that operates at Burswood. I congratulate the minister for making that part of this new funding from the 
extra taxing of the new machines at Burswood. The industry will welcome it, and it is an incremental step 
towards probably even greater demands that the industry will be looking at. 

Another big factor impacting on the racing industry in Western Australia that I have not mentioned is the 
enormous pressure that the TAB is now under from other wagering operators. I do not think we will ever stop 
those people from operating. Measures have been taken to ensure that these people contribute, and I think that 
that is happening now. Some court proceedings are taking place on the east coast in that regard. However, those 
operators must contribute to the racing industry and must contribute if they bet on the product, and I think that 
that is happening. This issue impacts on the turnover of the TAB, and I am sure the minister is well aware of that 
matter.  

I support the minister. I think that this is good legislation and a step in the right direction.  

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [11.56 am]: I would like to come out of the gates in support of the member for 
South Perth in the opening of my speech! I understand that this is the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement 
Amendment Bill 2011; nevertheless, quite a bit of discussion took place about its racing and gaming aspects. 
Before I talk about the Swan River, which will be the focus of my contribution, I endorse the comments made by 
the member for South Perth about the racing industry having sufficient funds to ensure not just the success of the 
industry and its ongoing effectiveness, but also the investment back into the re-homing of horses that have been 
retired from racing. I say that because I am a member of an organisation called Second Chance Horse Rescue, 
which re-homes thousands of horses every year. Its statistics show that 80 per cent of the horses that it re-homes, 
either dying from malnutrition or from untreated injuries, are ex-racehorses that have been passed on and have 
not been cared for correctly. That is not always the fault of the owner or the trainer. Frankly, owners quite often 
do not even know what happens to a horse once they have lost interest in it. My experience has been that trainers 
try to re-home horses effectively, but people can lose track of the horses. They go to other places. People take 
them on thinking that they know what they are doing, but they do not. Six months later we end up with a horse 
like the one that arrived at my house on 29 November last year, which was 1.2 on the Department of Agriculture 
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and Food’s nine-point emaciation scale. I could not look at the 17.2-hand, four-year-old thoroughbred without 
asking questions about the racing industry and how these horses are treated. It had thrush in all four feet and 
huge fungal infections all over its coat—it was just a mass of infection—and was barely able to stand up. It had 
come from a race track and had ended up at the slaughterhouse, and was then rescued and re-homed to my place. 

Mr J.E. McGrath: Sometimes a racehorse is about to be retired and a family says that the young daughter 
would love to have a horse. The girl rides the horse but then gets a bit older and finds other interests, and that is 
the problem; the horse then gets neglected.  

Ms L.L. BAKER: That is one of the scenarios; the member is quite right. I fully agree with the member. There 
are a multitude of them. I do not want to go on too much because that is the subject of another debate. There are 
strategies in the eastern states whereby the racing industry works with Equestrian Australia and it funds the re-
homing of horses. It is a really good program that works with the national coaching bodies in Equestrian 
Australia. 

I turn now to a discussion about the Swan River, which is directly relevant to this bill, and to the casino levy that 
we welcomed in this state several years ago. I think the member for Rockingham had a great deal to do with that 
levy. The levy is about $3 million a year. About $9 million has been raised over its life. One would think that 
$3 million would be a pretty good investment to make in the Swan River; indeed, it is the tip of the iceberg. I 
will run through a few figures that indicate the level of restoration work and the damage perpetrated on our river 
by the introduction of phosphates and other sorts of non-organic contaminants, and then I will pose the question 
of how far the $1 million of this levy that is divided between 21 councils for foreshore restoration goes. That is 
how much the Swan River Trust has been able to reinvest across 21 councils. I raised my eyebrows slightly at 
the thought that $5 million will go towards the Heirisson Island project, which would, in my view and in the 
view of the residents of my electorate of Maylands, be far better spent on the restoration of one of our iconic 
tourism destinations—the Swan River. Nine kilometres of the river runs through my electorate. 

I will read a couple of quotes. The first quote is from the director of the Conservation Council of Western 
Australia, who, one might think, would be fairly critical of conservation work, no matter which government is in 
power. Last year Piers Verstegen said — 

The river is in a state of collapse. Every year we have to pump oxygen into it to keep it going. The 
recent dolphin deaths have highlighted the extent to which the river system is under pressure, the 
dolphins being similar to the canaries once used in coal mines. 

I will refer to that quote later, but I also want to read a quote of Shelley Taylor-Smith. Some members in the 
chamber today attended a fundraising luncheon for Ngala last week. We were very lucky that the guest speaker 
was Shelley Taylor-Smith, who is a very well known marathon swimmer. She is a remarkable Western 
Australian woman. It was a very pleasurable lunch, and I am sure that members enjoyed it as much as I did, 
especially as I won a raffle prize; I was very chuffed about that. Returning to my topic of the Swan River, I will 
quote Shelley Taylor-Smith when she spoke about the river and the waterways. She is a member of an 
organisation called Save Our Swan. This article states — 

The Swan River’s plight became apparent when water quality tests were requested by the sponsor of a 
1.3km Perth open water swim Ms Taylor-Smith attempted to organise … 

The event was to be held in 2008 — 

“I had swimmers saying ‘you are not going to get me in there, it’s too dirty’,” she said. 

“The river is the blood, heart and soul that pumps the city. If nothing changes, it will be worse for future 
generations.” 

In May last year I held a forum on the Swan River in my electorate. Seventy concerned members of my 
constituency attended the forum. I will go through some of the key issues that they raised with me at the time, 
because I think they have great resonance in this debate. The number one priority that they rated as needing 
immediate action was increased funding for river shore restoration. The next priorities were increased support 
for the riverbank restoration program and the erosion works that go with that program; phase out highly soluble 
nutrients in fertilisers for all users, including agricultural users, to reduce nutrient pollutants going into the river; 
introduce a star rating system for fertiliser products; address producer and supply chain responsibilities; and, 
finally, improve the sustainability of urban development along the river. It is worth mentioning those issues 
before looking at them specifically. It provides a bit of background to the issues that the people in my electorate 
think are important. My electorate is no different from any other metropolitan electorate that the river runs 
through. There are areas of high-density living on the river and there are some beautiful foreshore areas, but all 
the foreshore areas are in urgent need of restoration. I will talk about some of the dollars going into that 
restoration. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: Do you realise that this bill actually will not change what the previous minister put in place? 
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Ms L.L. BAKER: Is that the $3 million? 

Mr T.K. Waldron: It will not change that. 

Ms L.L. BAKER: Is the $5 million separate or is it part of it? Where will the money for Heirisson Island come 
from? 

Mr T.K. Waldron: This bill authorises us to use up to $5 million, should I make the decision to do so. The 
authorisation that the previous minister gave for the rivers is actually continued in this agreement. 

Ms L.L. BAKER: It is very good to hear that. I would like to endorse the words of the minister—if he chooses 
to do so. I do not think the minister should be choosing to use a lot of that money on anything but the restoration 
of the Swan River. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: That is actually part of it, and I will talk about that, because Heirisson Island happens to be 
in the middle of the Swan River. 

Ms L.L. BAKER: I know that the Mayor of South Perth was the head of the Western Australian Local 
Government Association group—I cannot remember the name of the group; I think it is LG21—that released a 
somewhat controversial report last year suggesting that in order to raise the money needed to fix the Swan River, 
every single Western Australian should be charged $100 a year. 

Mr J.E. McGrath: That went over like a lead balloon! 

Ms L.L. BAKER: It did, and I am not surprised by that. I am not saying that I would endorse it in any way, 
shape or form, but it shows the level of funding that is required and why every cent should be kept for the 
restoration of the Swan River and not be spent on any other issue to do with the Swan River. The riverbank areas 
along the nine kilometres of the Swan River that run through my electorate have been classified by the City of 
Bayswater into three priority areas. The priority 1 riverbank area is about 1.29 kilometres, priority 2 is about 
2.25 kilometres, and priority 3 is 3.4 kilometres. The City of Bayswater estimates that it will cost $7 million to 
restore the foreshore areas just in that city. If that is indexed for inflation and other cost increases, the cost after 
10 years is expected to be around $10 million. That is double the city’s annual budget. As I have said, at the 
moment the state provides riverbank funding of about $1 million across all 21 councils along the Swan River. 
Members can appreciate that that means that each council, if it is lucky, might get about $100 000 a year. 
According to the City of Bayswater’s calculations, it would take 50 to 100 years to fix the shore erosion in 
Bayswater and Maylands. That is the extent of the urgent need for resources for the Swan River. I also mention 
another dollar figure. I do not want to sound like I am reading a shopping list; I am trying to juxtapose the two 
arguments of spending money on other issues to do with the Swan River and spending money on the much-
needed restoration of the river. A program audited some of the 198 000 small to medium–sized businesses in 
Western Australia that are along the drainage networks that drain directly into the Swan River. That was 
originally administered through Perth Region NRM, and funding went to various shires for some auditing to be 
done of businesses along the banks of the Swan River and in industrial areas. The shires found that of the 
businesses audited that feed materials directly into the Bayswater main drain, about 30 per cent had toxic 
materials pouring directly into the groundwater and the river. But by the time the shires had finished educating 
those businesses, just by the mere fact that they were on the premises offering to help and educate, it had been 
reduced to only two per cent, and they were hopeful that that could be reduced to zero by the time they had 
finished with those small businesses. Not many businesses ended up being fined; most changed their practices 
voluntarily after they understood the extent of the problem and the impact it was having.  

Perth Region NRM did an estimated costing on what would be effective funding to continue that program. Local 
government could have conducted about 20 000 audits, and last year the City of Bayswater, even in the absence 
of state and federal government funding, carried out audits. The federal government provided the pilot funding, 
but I think it dried up, if members will excuse the pun, and the state government stepped in with some funding to 
continue the program; I think that funding has now ended. The City of Bayswater, and many other cities I am 
sure, was taking advantage of this auditing program to try to stop toxic materials being discharged into the main 
drain, and it simply will not have the funding to continue. If $5 million had been allocated to this business 
auditing program, which could have been done very easily, it would have helped small businesses improve their 
practices, thereby improving the health of the Swan River.  

Work needs to be done on upgrading the existing paths along the foreshore by replacing the missing bits of 
pathway along the banks of the Swan River. I understand that state government support for trail development has 
been limited to one funding program of $1.75 million for the whole state. At a conservative estimate, the Eastern 
Metropolitan Regional Council suggests that it would cost around $7.1 million to fund that program in its 
entirety. If the government chose to invest in that program, it would offer major tourism benefits for our state. 
Opening up the river in a controlled and environmentally secure way is a much more intelligent way of spending 
$5 million.  
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At the beginning of my contribution I talked about non-nutrient contaminants. In March 2009, the Swan River 
Trust released a non-nutrient contaminant report that documented the results of a three-year study to determine 
the nature of contaminants delivered to and present in the Swan–Canning river system. The assessment identified 
and quantified many contaminants, and subcatchments of potential concern were identified and prioritised for 
further help. The Maylands subcatchment was ranked as the number one priority, having the following 
contaminants present that exceeded the international guidelines: organochlorine pesticides and metals and faecal 
material; and potential issues with herbicides, petroleum hydrocarbons and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons. 
That is the biology and chemical test for the day! Bayswater main drain was ranked as the number two priority, 
with organochlorine pesticides and heavy metals, plus a potential issue with herbicides and petroleum 
hydrocarbons.  

Non-nutrient contaminants in the Swan River are a huge problem, and I am happy to say that the Minister for 
Environment has stepped up to help the City of Bayswater manage the Bayswater main drain over the next 
three years. I stress the need for Minister Waldron to make sure that any levy collected by these amendments is 
directly channelled into ensuring that some restoration work can commence on the Swan River, and to making 
sure that the many volunteers who generously step forward because they are incredibly concerned about the 
health of their Swan River, and because they use it for recreation and a backdrop to their lives, will be supported 
in their work and for the value they bring in providing their labour to restore the banks of the Swan River.  

In closing, I make a plea about the fertiliser action plan, which is not directly related to the Casino (Burswood 
Island) Agreement Amendment Bill 2011 but is related to the need to restore the Swan River. I urge the minister 
to lobby his colleague the Minister for Environment on the phase-out of nitrogen and phosphate and similar 
kinds of water-soluble fertilisers as quickly as possible. The minister may remember that his government stepped 
back from the mandatory phase-out of water-soluble fertilisers and decided that there should be a voluntary 
adoption scheme. It is very clear that a voluntary adoption scheme around water-safe fertilisers is not an 
effective way of protecting our river, and it never will be. I urge Minister Waldron to lobby the Minister for 
Environment to implement a mandatory fertiliser action plan to phase out the very dangerous nitrogen and 
phosphorus contaminants contained in water-soluble fertilisers.  

The minister has assured us that this levy, particularly the money referred to as the Heirisson Island sculpture 
components, will not necessarily be spent on attractive figurines and statutes, as the name might indicate. He 
said that it will be spent on river restoration work, and that will enable the Swan River Trust to continue its 
valuable restoration work. That was one of my main concerns. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [12.16 pm]: I wish to make a short contribution to the second reading debate 
on the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement Amendment Bill 2011. As has been stated by my colleagues, the 
opposition supports the bill but it has some concerns about the funding for the Swan River Trust.  

I will pick up on some of the points made by my colleagues. The member for Rockingham noted that there has 
been a drop in the expenditure forecast for the Swan River Trust. In 2010–11, it had a budget of $12.128 million, 
and that will drop to $11.249 million next year. This side of the house is concerned about the Swan River Trust’s 
funding, given its role in looking after the river.  

My electorate encompasses some of the Swan River—I say the best part of the Swan River! 

Ms L.L. Baker: Settle! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There have always been issues, as members have mentioned, about the health of the river; 
we heard about what has happened to the dolphins over the past few years.  

I will raise an issue that has arisen in my electorate before I go on to talk more generally about the bill. An 
oxygenation plant has just been installed at the end of Caversham Road. It is all about promoting the health of 
the river, and no-one opposes that, but the construction that has been erected detracts from the aesthetic appeal of 
the valley. Some neighbours have spoken to me about what has been constructed—that is, a green shed with a 
barbed wire fence at the top—and the significant noise it is making and the visual impact it is having. I wrote to 
the minister to ask whether improvements could be made to that plant to make it less of an eyesore around that 
beautiful part of the river. I hope the minister responds by doing something to fix it, either by the planting of 
vegetation or putting a roof on the plant so that the barbed wire fence can be removed, or by putting some 
limestone blocks in front of it to ensure that it is not an eyesore, which will all take money, of course. The Swan 
River Trust’s budget is decreasing, and it seems that it will not receive much additional money from this 
agreement, except for the $5.5 million for the sculpture park.  

Mr T.K. Waldron: Nothing changes. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Nothing changes; that is what we are saying. No additional money is put aside for the health 
of the Swan River. 
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Mr T.K. Waldron: It continues. As I said, the previous minister authorised it. I’ll explain it when I go through; 
you don’t quite understand it. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Is additional money going to the health of the Swan River? 

Mr T.K. Waldron: The authorisation, as given by the previous minister, remains, so that is up to the Burswood 
Park Board. I’ll explain how it works. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We are not saying that the government is taking away money — 

Mr T.K. Waldron: There is $3 million budgeted next year. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I know. We are not arguing that the minister is taking that away. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: We haven’t; I just want to make that clear. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We understand that point. The member for Rockingham, the then Minister for Racing and 
Gaming, struck a very good agreement that injected $3 million of additional funding over five years for the 
health of the Swan River. That remains, as we understand. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: Actually, $12 million has gone in, so you don’t understand. There has actually been 
$12 million. Don’t worry; I’ll explain it to you when I get to speak. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Is that $12 million per annum? 

Mr T.K. Waldron: No. There’s been $12 million invested in the Swan since that. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is $3 million per annum. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: It gets allocated—$12 million. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I cannot wait until the minister explains it to me! We are not saying that the government is 
taking the money away; we are saying that this is a huge missed opportunity. We have all acknowledged, 
including the member for South Perth, that we need to do more to protect the health of the river. I think that is 
what we are all saying.  

I wrote to the Minister for Environment; Water about the issue of the oxygenation plant and what can be done to 
try to ensure that the Swan River is utilised by everyone, including people in areas such as Caversham, Henley 
Brook and my electorate, and that there is not a focus simply on one part of the river. 

I cannot finish my contribution without mentioning the sculpture park. I am almost beyond words! The last time 
I visited a sculpture park was in Moscow, where I saw the busts of former communist leaders. It is a tourist 
attraction. 

Mr P. Papalia: Brendon’s going to have a bust out on Heirisson Island! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I remember it was a cold winter’s day and I had to walk kilometres to get to the sculpture 
park. I think it was opposite Gorky Park. It was a very surreal experience. There were busts of Lenin and Stalin 
and all the former communist leaders. Therefore, I hope this government is not modelling our sculpture park on 
that one! I would hate to see — 

Dr A.D. Buti: What about the agrarian socialists of the National Party? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It could be! It could be the bust of “Emperor Barnett”. 

Ms L.L. Baker: After the castle! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There could be the let-them-eat-cake Minister for Education bust. It could be amazing! 

Mr P. Papalia: It could be “Brendon Grylls’ Cargo Cult” bust! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Brendon Grylls bust! 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman): Members, it is very amusing, but we have to get through this 
legislation. Only one member is on her feet and I ask that you allow her to be heard clearly. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am waiting with bated breath on the composition of this sculpture park. As I said, I 
sincerely hope that it is not a place for an “Emperor Barnett” bust to be built. 

Of course, a sculpture park is underway. I have to say that that was probably the worst decision of the previous 
government! That is on St Georges Terrace, of course, and we will not talk about it too much. Let us hope this 
sculpture park does not replicate that very bad decision and have busts of other Liberal leaders! 

This is all about priorities, minister. I know that the government is not cutting funding, as the minister pointed 
out, but it is also a missed opportunity. As all those members representing areas near or including the Swan 
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River have said, this bill is a missed opportunity. It is about priorities; the government thinks that the Premier’s 
palace is a priority, and now the sculpture park. As I said, I cannot wait to find out what the sculptures will be, 
and I hope that it does not replicate the Moscow sculpture park, near Gorky Park, which has sculptures of former 
communist leaders. I am sure it will not! But we are looking forward — 

Mr J.E. McGrath: They would’ve been sitting over with you! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I think probably next to you, mate! They are more likely to sit next to the member than many 
of us, actually.  

As I said, I cannot wait to hear more details about not only the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement 
Amendment Bill, but also the sculpture park. I look forward to that. 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [12.24 pm]: I, too, rise to make some comments about the Casino 
(Burswood Island) Agreement Amendment Bill 2011 because it refers specifically to a very significant asset 
within my electorate.  

I strongly support some of the comments the member for South Perth made in his contribution to the second 
reading debate. I also note the contribution made by the member for Rockingham, who in 2006, as the then 
Minister for the Environment; Racing and Gaming, put out a press release about this matter. At the time, I 
fulfilled my role of standing behind the minister nodding my head dutifully as I agreed wholeheartedly with the 
comments he made—this was just outside Burswood Casino near the boat club—as he announced that more 
money would go into the Swan River. I mean that in terms of the health of the Swan River as opposed to money 
being tipped into the river! I think that the member for South Perth is right, as are the members for West Swan 
and Maylands and other members who made the point, in indicating that this bill is a missed opportunity. 
Nobody has made the allegation that the minister has cut funding, but I think we need now, because of what has 
come out — 

Mr J.E. McGrath: I didn’t say it was a missed opportunity; what I said was that governments of either 
persuasion have really let us down with regard to funding of the Swan River. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: It is a missed opportunity, member for South Perth! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The member for South Perth just made a strong argument for why this is a huge missed 
opportunity by the minister to ensure more money goes towards the health of the Swan River. I know that the 
member for South Perth is a regular walker along the Swan River. He loves to get out and about and gaze into 
the river, and he enjoys the benefits of it fronting his electorate, as it does mine, and, indeed, the Canning River 
that used to, but not anymore, border the other half of my electorate. 

The member for Maylands highlighted that Piers Verstegen made the point that there have been deaths of 
dolphins from an unknown cause in the river over the past couple of years. A lot of evidence has come out in the 
past couple of years about the health of the Swan River, so maybe now is a good opportunity, minister, to 
consider that perhaps we are not investing sufficient amounts of money in the health of the Swan River. The 
Mayor of South Perth, James Best, highlighted the fact that it is costing all those authorities—I think there are 
21—with the Swan River as part of their local government boundary, huge amounts of money. I think it is 
time—I make this point not to be critical of the minister—for the government to have a strategy on how to deal 
with not only the health of the Swan River, but also those issues raised by the Mayor of South Perth, such as the 
river walls and the cost burden on some of those councils. I commend the City of South Perth because it has 
removed some of those walls and replaced them with beaches, which I think has had a great impact on the Swan 
River, particularly in the area with which I am very familiar. The member for West Swan made the point that 
there is a drop in money to the Swan River Trust from just over $12 million to $11 million. I think that in light of 
the fact that the state’s revenue base is significantly higher than was the case when the member for Rockingham 
made his announcement in 2006, now is the time to reconsider the amount of money that we spend as a 
government and as a community on the health of the Swan River.  

I, too, like the member for West Swan, note the sculpture park on Heirisson Island. Heirisson Island is not in my 
electorate; it is in the member for Perth’s electorate. However, I like to claim a little ownership over Heirisson 
Island. I run across it occasionally when I go out, and my mother walks across it on her way to Trinity College. It 
is a little asset that is underutilised by Western Australians. I am very curious, like the member for West Swan, 
about what the sculpture park will eventually look like. I hope it is not communist-esque in its outlook and does 
not have standing next to Yagan, dare I say, a bust of the Premier. I think it would have to be a rather robust bust 
of the Premier to accommodate him. Maybe the minister can start to think about the sort of personalities we can 
look forward to seeing in the sculpture park on Heirisson Island. Maybe Barry Sargeant, who I note is sitting in 
the gallery, might enjoy seeing a bust of himself, or perhaps there could be busts of directors general, past and 
present, across Heirisson Island. I know that would attract people from my electorate to Heirisson Island to have 
a look — 
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Ms L.L. Baker: Member, there will not be many from the Liberal Party, because not many of them have busts. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: That is true. I do not know what to make of that. The Burswood Park Board does a wonderful 
job. It has been given a significant amount of money to develop the sculpture park on Heirisson Island. I daresay 
ultimately the Premier has his eye on a life-size statue that can be seen from the moon. He could put it right 
outside Hale House. Right outside the Premier’s palace is where ultimately the member for Cottesloe would like 
to see his rather rotund clay figure sitting as he gazes back on the palace upon which he has spent the better part 
of $30 million of taxpayers’ money. I will conclude, Mr Acting Speaker—I can see he has an anxious look about 
him—by bringing it back to the bill. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman): Member for Victoria Park, I am not wishing to bust in on 
your conversation. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Dear, oh dear! If only we could take points of order for bad humour. The opposition supports 
this bill. I want to highlight the work of Burswood Casino. The amount of money that is being spent on the 
Burswood entertainment precinct is fundamentally changing what Burswood once was. It is no longer just a 
casino; it is an entertainment precinct. When the Premier finally gets around to making the decision about 
putting a major stadium at Burswood, there will be an opportunity of reinvigorating interest in that part of the 
river, which could result in significant environmental outcomes. Once the Premier has finished erecting a statue 
of his own bust outside the Premier’s palace, he can finally deal with ensuring that the major stadium goes to 
Burswood. Like the member for West Swan, I question the priorities of government. Five million dollars is a 
significant amount of money to be spending on sculptures. At a time when $200 000 is being cut from Carson 
Street School’s budget for conductive education, to find $5 million for the Heirisson Island sculpture park, whilst 
I am not critical of that in itself, suggests to me that this is a government whose priorities are fundamentally 
flawed.  

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [12.32 pm]: I will speak briefly on the Casino (Burswood Island) 
Agreement Amendment Bill 2011. I want to home in on the $5 million for the sculpture park on Heirisson 
Island. I am not necessarily opposing it. In fact, I think public art is a very important investment of the taxpayers’ 
money. However, I want to highlight two particular issues. Firstly, the government is spending $400 million to 
build a skate park along the foreshore. The government calls it the foreshore development, but it is actually — 

Mr T.K. Waldron: I think you might have got the figure wrong on that. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: No, it is $400 million. There is a $130 million recovery from potential land sales, but 
the government’s investment is $400 million. I have got it right. I have had answers on this. The point I am 
making is that that is a disaster of public infrastructure. The government would be much better off saving the 
money on the foreshore development, which is a dog, and spending it on some public art along the waterfront. In 
other cities in the world that have public art on the waterfront, that is a place where tourists will congregate. I 
have not been to Chicago, but people tell me that at the Millennium Park, there is funny shaped public art, where 
people can see their own distorted reflections. It is used in a number of movies. That is the sort of public art that 
will actually draw people to an open space. The government would be much better off spending some of the 
money on public art at Heirisson Island and spending some of the $400 million that is being wasted on the skate 
park at the Esplanade on building something interesting for tourists to visit, rather than the inlet it is proposing. 
Four hundred million dollars could buy a lot of public art. It could buy half an Indigenous museum; a lot could 
be done with it. 

If the government was sensible, instead of spending $5 million on public art at Heirisson Island, it could save 
some of that $400 million to spend on Heirisson Island and other interesting public artworks that would attract 
people — 

Mr T.K. Waldron: They don’t actually go to the sculptures on the island. I have tried to explain that before. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is fine. What I am saying is that $5 million is a good investment for the taxpayers 
of this state. I am saying that, instead of spending the $5 million that it is proposed to be taken out of the money 
that the casino pays, it should be taken out of savings from the wasteful approach that the government has to 
other projects such as the waterfront. There is $2 billion in projects in the state budget that are vanity projects of 
the Premier. There is the waterfront project. There is the sinking of the bus station in the city when it should not 
be sunk; it should be included in other infrastructure—the first storey of an office building or something like 
that. There is the Oakajee port project, which is an iron ore port. As the Premier explained to us at estimates, it is 
only an iron ore port that is being built. 

Point of Order 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: I know where the member is going with this, but we have gone over a lot of stuff. We 
probably need to get back to the bill in this case. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I draw your attention to the bill before the house and ask 
you to direct your comments to it. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Okay. A lot of other money is being wasted by this government that could be used on 
the Heirisson Island sculpture park. I am not objecting to the $5 million investment in the park; I am just saying 
that this money should be available for other purposes. I want to give two specific purposes that directly relate to 
the Swan River. A number of members have talked about these sorts of issues. The first one is the fire damage in 
the Canning River Regional Park. On the day of the big fire in Roleystone and Kelmscott, there was also a fire in 
the Canning River Regional Park. It burnt out about 20 per cent of the park. We have some great volunteer 
groups that keep that park up to standard. I have written to the Minister for Environment asking for a special 
allocation, which he has not been prepared to give. The government could spend some of the $5 million 
allocated to Burswood on those special rehabilitation works. The volunteers tell me that the real trick is to bear 
in mind that over winter, after the rains, the first thing that will regrow in the fire-damaged areas is noxious 
weeds, and we need to do something to deal with that. 

The second thing that that $5 million could be spent on is the upgrade of Hester Park. Hester Park is the 
continuation of the Canning River Regional Park along the banks of the Canning River into the City of Gosnells. 
The City of Gosnells has allocated some minor works funding to that project. It is a worthy project, but much 
money is being wasted by the government that could be spent on that worthy project. As has been explained by 
members previously, these Burswood moneys have tended to be spent on improvements to save and improve the 
Canning and Swan Rivers. If the government could allocate that $5 million to Hester Park, it would make a real 
difference. Five million dollars would bring Hester Park up to the standards of the Canning River Regional Park. 
I make it clear to members in the house and to you, Mr Acting Speaker, that the Canning River Regional Park 
and Hester Park are actually the same piece of land; it is just that one is in the City of Canning and one is in the 
City of Gosnells. Although it has been a long-term project—with 20 years of hard work of the volunteers and the 
former member for Victoria Park, Hon Geoff Gallop, and the council—to get the Canning River Regional Park 
up to standard, the same investment has not been made in Hester Park, and it needs to be made. 

Do not get me wrong. I am very happy to see the minister invest $5 million. If the minister is going to tell us that 
it is all about infrastructure to support the creation of the sculpture garden, or whatever that is, that is really good. 
All I am saying, though, is that, given that the government is wasting hundreds of millions of dollars elsewhere 
around the city on projects that are just vanity projects for the Premier, the minister would be much better off 
saving this $5 million for something that will have a real impact in the local community that I represent and that 
other members represent. Five million dollars would go a long way to helping us improve the Swan and Canning 
Rivers.  

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro) [12.40 pm]: In speaking on the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement 
Amendment Bill 2011 and this authorisation of $5 million, I want to speak on behalf of the local governments 
adjacent to the City of Perth that also have responsibility for maintenance of the river foreshore. Another issue 
that I want to speak about is that I believe that, in future, questions will be asked, and the government will be 
subject to a lot more scrutiny than it has been to date, about the focus and support that it is giving to local 
governments outside the metropolitan area compared with those inside the metropolitan area. That issue is 
clearly going to arise as a result of royalties for regions and the country local government fund. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: This bill deals only with this authorisation of $5 million. That is all this bill does. It 
authorises us to do this. It does not say that we are going to do it. It authorises it, in association with the City of 
Perth. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: It is only with the City of Perth. A lot of other local governments also have responsibility for 
maintenance of the river foreshore. All those local governments would like to share in the money that will be 
authorised as a result of this bill. I do not know what amount of oversight the minister has of allocations from the 
Swan River Trust — 

Mr T.K. Waldron: I do not have anything to do with the Swan River Trust. This is for the Burswood Park 
Board, not the Swan River Trust. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: But this is money that the minister will have the opportunity to have some oversight of and 
influence on. I am not criticising the minister at all. I am just saying, like others, that there may be a missed 
opportunity here, in that the minister could have expanded the potential beneficiaries of this funding beyond the 
one item that we are talking about. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: The Burswood Park Board can choose to do that. What we are doing in this bill is changing 
an agreement between the government and Burswood Casino. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: If that is the case, I want to lay on the table a suggestion that if the board is given the 
flexibility to allocate funding more liberally than just specifically for this project, it consider the demands and 



4366 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 16 June 2011] 

 

the challenges that are being confronted by all the local governments that have responsibility for the river 
foreshore. I am straying a little. But in the allocation of funding to support local governments, there is a disparity 
in funding between local governments in the metropolitan area and local governments outside the metropolitan 
area. That is nowhere more evident than in the creation of the country local government fund. That is a 
significant fillip for local governments outside the metropolitan area, and I commend the government for that. 
But the consequence will be that the metropolitan local governments that are not entitled to this assistance will 
be asking: where will the money for us be coming from? Under the previous government, there was an outer 
metropolitan development fund—I think that was the terminology; I may be wrong. That fund has been 
cancelled. Therefore, local governments in the metropolitan area have a legitimate right to ask: does this 
government care about us? This is yet another example of how metropolitan local governments might have been 
helped out by this government. However, the government has failed to take that opportunity. I hope that, within 
the parameters of what is proposed in this bill, there will be an opportunity for all the local governments that are 
responsible for maintaining the river foreshore to benefit, and not just the City of Perth, which has responsibility 
for Heirisson Island.  

Mr T.K. Waldron: If I can make one point to clarify, the Burswood Park Board is limited to the Swan and 
Canning Rivers. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I am talking about those councils—there are a lot of them—that front the Swan and Canning 
Rivers. All those councils are within the metropolitan area. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: You will see when I go through the bill that there have been benefits over the years all along 
the rivers. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: That is wonderful, if that is the case. If the board will be given some flexibility, and if this 
will not constrain it in any way from providing an opportunity for those local governments to tap into some 
funding, that will be great. 

The reason I was drawn to this line of attack is that we have some fierce advocates on this side for regional 
councils. The member for Albany, the member for Collie–Preston, the member for Kimberley and the member 
for Pilbara fight very hard for their regional councils, and we have to respect them for that. I do not know if there 
are any such advocates on the other side. Those members have for a long time dedicated themselves to ensuring 
that regional councils get their representation in the state Parliament. However, they have been so successful in 
doing that that maybe we need to remind some ministers in cabinet that there are also councils in the 
metropolitan area. The reason I raise that point is that in estimates it was brought to my attention that there is a 
national partnership agreement to support local and regional governments. Under that agreement, regional local 
governments were given a chunk of money—$2.351 million—from the federal government. That had to be 
matched by the state government, so they were also given $2.4 million from the state government. That money 
was supposed to go to local governments across the state to encourage local government reform. However, 
where did that money go? I can tell the house that, with the exception of three councils in the metropolitan area, 
all that money went into the regions, to join the money from the country local government fund, all of which 
went to the regions as well. Therefore, there is an absolute disparity in the allocation of funding by this 
government to local governments. That is potentially as a result of the strong advocacy by the Labor regional 
members of Parliament. However, the consequence is that the government now appears to be neglecting those 
metropolitan councils—there are a lot of them—which front the Swan and Canning Rivers and which 
desperately need additional assistance to maintain and enhance the quality of those rivers, because the quality is 
going downhill.  

The opportunity to do that is provided in this bill. If the minister is able to tell me that the government has taken 
that into account, and that the Burswood Park Board will be given that flexibility and will be actively seeking to 
support those local governments that front those rivers, then all power to the minister. However, I would suggest 
to the minister that he bear in mind in the future, with any other legislation that he has responsibility for, that this 
government is starting to look very one-sided. A lot of people live in the metropolitan area. I am not saying this 
to disparage royalties for regions. I am also certainly not saying this to disparage the great advocacy that has 
been undertaken for many years by the wonderful Labor regional members of Parliament in particular, who have 
been so effective that it resulted in the minister taking up this stance on royalties for regions—a stance that got 
him into government. But I remind the minister that this government is starting to look very one-sided. This bill 
is a great opportunity to rectify that. I commend the minister if he has taken that into account and if the 
Burswood Park Board does intend to act in that manner. But the Minister for Racing and Gaming, and the two 
other National Party ministers, need to remember that they are ministers for the whole of Western Australia, not 
just the people in the Wheatbelt.  

MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin — Minister for Racing and Gaming) [12.47 pm] — in reply: I thank members 
for their contributions to this debate on the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement Amendment Bill 2011. There 
were a lot of contributions, and I must admit a lot of the contributions seemed to assume that I was Minister for 
Environment; albeit, that is not a bad thing, because this bill will help the environment, funnily enough.  
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I have only a couple of minutes in which to speak before we go onto other business, so I will not go into the 
detail of the bill until we come back to this debate. However, I need to say from the start that the purpose of the 
Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement Amendment Bill is to ratify the twelfth supplementary agreement, which 
in turn amends the state agreement scheduled to the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement Act 1985. This 
agreement has been reached. Either it will be supported today or it will not. I think that generally it will be 
supported.  

Some goods points have been raised by members, and I will try to address all the points that have been raised. 
Some criticism has been made of the time it has taken to get this bill to this place. However, this is a very 
important bill, and I want to make sure that we get it right.  

Mr J.N. Hyde: What is your view on the statues? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: The funding from this bill will not fund the statutes. 

Mr J.N. Hyde: What is your view on the statues? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: That is not for me to comment on. It is only a proposal. We will have to wait until it 
happens. I want to make one point clear from the start. Everyone assumes that the $5 million will be taken out. 
All this bill does is authorise us to do that. At the end of the day, I have to authorise that. When we get back to 
this debate after question time, I will go through what that $5 million is for. 

Mr M.P. Murray: Will that clarify your second reading speech? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: Of course it will.  

Mr M.P. Murray: Because this is where the cloud is. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: Yes. I can clarify that. I will be able to show that the bill will actually enhance the 
environment. Members are forgetting that Heirisson Island is smack bang in the middle of the Swan River. 

Mr J.N. Hyde: Too right; in a very good electorate! 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: Yes, and I suppose it has a good local member too! 

Mr J.N. Hyde: It has! 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: There you go! 

What I wanted to say was that I have worked very closely with Burswood Casino in negotiating this agreement. I 
think Burswood Casino management staff are outstanding. They are extremely good to deal with. I think the 
member for Rockingham will agree with me. They have a real care for this state. Yes, they run a private entity; 
yes, they are there to make money; and, yes, they run a casino. But they are also excellent corporate citizens. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 4383.] 

NORTH BEACH AMATEUR FOOTBALL CLUB 

Statement by Member for Carine 

MR A. KRSTICEVIC (Carine) [12.50 pm]: I wish to give members of the house an understanding of some of 
the achievements of a principal community sports club in my electorate—that is, North Beach Amateur Football 
Club. The club was first established in 1964, and over the years has grown to be the most successful amateur 
football club in Australia. The club has successfully held the championship title in the A-grade premiership for 
the last seven seasons, winning 10 of the last 12 West Australian Amateur Football League A-grade 
premierships, and as a result the club has achieved a national record. The club is all-inclusive and is made up of 
young men from 17 through to 50 years of age. Currently, the club actively engages over 150 members who 
represent the organisation in community football every Saturday and who participate in seven teams in the 
categories of under-19s through to senior teams. North Beach Amateur Football Club also provides junior 
development pathways and ensures that junior clubs in the district remain involved regardless of ability levels. A 
heavy focus is on participation, and the club provides opportunities for players of all levels to participate in the 
game. Each year the club hosts a ladies day, which is an opportunity to recognise the wonderful contribution that 
women have made to the club, especially to acknowledge the support they offer to their husband, partner or 
boyfriend. The North Beach Amateur Football Club’s president is David Cassidy. Together with David and his 
hardworking committee, it is the ambition of the club to maintain the level of on-field achievements that it has 
recently enjoyed, and to continue to nurture the youth of the community and to keep them involved in the game 
at a time when many tend to drift away from organised sport. I thank the North Beach Amateur Football Club for 
its dedication to and support of community sport, for providing a valuable outlet for community members and 
for continually encouraging all participants to succeed. 
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PURPLE BRA DAY 

Statement by Member for Albany 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [12.52 pm]: On behalf of all women in my electorate and on behalf of all women 
in Western Australia, I stand in this place today wearing a purple bra to promote Purple Bra Day tomorrow, 
which raises funds to support Western Australians affected by breast cancer. One in nine women in Australia 
will develop breast cancer—that is, 36 every day. This could be our mother, sister, daughter or wife and this is, 
therefore, an issue for everybody. I thank Sue Bassett from the Fairy Slappers in Albany, a group of ladies who 
get together to raise money for cancer, for alerting me to this project. All the money raised stays in WA to 
support women and their families affected by breast cancer. Breast Cancer Care WA’s support services are free 
and include access to experienced breast-care nurses and counsellors who visit women in hospital and in their 
homes. If they are too unwell to drive, support groups give practical assistance.  

Donations are also used to support families struggling financially. A donation of $60 will fill a petrol tank to 
drive a woman to radiotherapy every day for a week. A $90 donation will pay for a cleaner to keep on top of the 
housework so that mum can concentrate on her treatment and on getting better. A donation of $150 will assist 
with the weekly groceries for patients struggling with household bills. I am sure that every member of 
Parliament on both sides of the house will fully support this wonderful occasion tomorrow, and I am sure that 
everyone in the Parliament will make a donation to this tremendous cause. 

LEONORA GOLDEN GIFT CARNIVAL 

Statement by Member for Kalgoorlie 

MR J.J.M. BOWLER (Kalgoorlie) [12.53 pm]: I rise to thank the organisers of mining companies for the 
annual Leonora Golden Gift Carnival—an event the member for Albany attended two weekends ago. For the 
first time this event has been combined with the GMF Health Goldfields Cyclassic to bring together the best mile 
and middle–distance runners and the best cyclists in Australia in the small towns of Menzies and Leonora, which 
really came alive on that weekend. This would not have been possible without the wonderful work of Rob 
Northcote, Ruth Murdie and the cycling club committee, and the Shires of Leonora and Menzies, the City of 
Kalgoorlie–Boulder and many mining companies, including Minara Resources Ltd, BHP Billiton Ltd, Tribune 
Resources Ltd, and Reed Resources Ltd. They and many others make this weekend truly remarkable, as the 
member for Albany can attest. The event brings attention to these small towns from all around Australia. It 
shows why I strongly oppose any efforts by state Treasury to increase the state gold royalty and why I am also 
vehemently opposed to the efforts of Canberra to take away more profits from Western Australian mining 
companies. Without the support of these companies, events such as this would never occur. 

MR LINDSAY JAMIESON 

Statement by Member for Perth 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [12.55 pm]: Justice delayed is justice denied. A former councillor for the City of South 
Perth, Mr Lindsay Jamieson, has been wrongly branded by the city, the council and the Department of Local 
Government as guilty until proven innocent with no reasonable means of establishing his innocence, despite the 
Public Sector Commission directing the department to correct its wrongful slurs. After Mr Jamieson took up the 
fight against the DLG, the department was forced to withdraw a caution it had issued against him. The Public 
Sector Commission made findings against the department that included breaches of its code of ethics and a 
failure to follow its complaints handling procedure. The City of South Perth and its council have not followed 
the same path and continue to treat Mr Jamieson as guilty. At the council meeting in March, just two of five 
paragraphs of a letter from the DLG were read to the council. The city and the council omitted to read the other 
three paragraphs, which included a request for the city to prepare a report to the council. When Mr Jamieson 
challenged the council at its next council meeting during public question time, he was told that all five 
paragraphs were read out to council members during the private meal break before the council meeting.  

This lack of openness and transparency is deeply disturbing. The council has also refused on three occasions to 
hear a deputation from Mr Jamieson. The Department of Local Government may have technically corrected its 
wrong against the former councillor, but the Minister for Local Government needs to ensure that his 
department’s ongoing council monitoring and quality assurance role achieves a proper outcome by both the city 
administration and the full council publicly admitting their mistakes and giving Mr Jamieson complete justice.  

I call on the Minister for Local Government to meet with Mr Jamieson to understand what should be done to 
ensure that this injustice is fully undone. Local government elections will be held across WA on 15 October. The 
minister needs to ensure that the thousands of Western Australians who have and will give voluntary service to 
their local councils as elected members will always be treated fairly and justly. 
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GERALDTON FISHERMEN’S CO-OPERATIVE LTD 

Statement by Member for Geraldton 

MR I.C. BLAYNEY (Geraldton) [12.56 pm]: The Geraldton Fishermen’s Co-operative Ltd was established 
after disgruntled fishermen could not get more money out of buyers. Fishing at that time involved pulling pots up 
by hand into rudimentary boats and living in harsh conditions on remote islands. On 3 April 1951, Johnny 
Gedero became the first fisherman to deliver a catch to the co-op. People such as the Valenti, Basile and 
Bombara families pulled up their pots in the morning and in the afternoon they made bricks to build a factory. 
GFC first sold crayfish tails to the United States but gradually Japan and Taiwan became the main market and 
the product was sold live. China is now the main market. GFC has been involved in engineering, boatbuilding, 
boat lifting, electronics, prawn trawling, purse seining, and scallop and fish processing, and has purchased carrier 
boats, an aeroplane and a helicopter.  

Since it began, 54 of GFC’s shareholders have been directors and it has had nine chairmen. I congratulate the 
current directors, John Ritchie, Darren Bailey, Basil Lenzo, Phil Miragliotta, John Newby, Ian Willock, 
Bronwyn Barnes and Geoff Sherwin, as well as their predecessors and the current manager, Wayne Hosking. On 
its anniversary, GFC’s former chair, John Fitzhardinge, and fishermen Net Gedero, Leith Pritchard, Ric and Carl 
Dipane, Mark Bonser, Clinton Moss, Peter Cousemacker, Bruce Wann, Terry Parish, Tim Teakle, Wayne 
Bailey, Butch Maddren, Steve Sipila and Kent Stanton handed a bag of crays from the boat Mafalda to be 
weighed in by the original chair, Bill Newbold, and the current chair, John Ritchie. GFC is one of the 
Geraldton’s jewels. Despite low puerulus, the introduction of quotas and much change in the industry, GFC 
looks forward to the future and the next 60 years with confidence. 

MR CRAIG ANDERSON 
NATIONAL TREE DAY 

Statement by Member for Forrestfield 

MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [12.58 pm]: Today I would like to make a brief statement about a number 
of things that are happening in schools in my electorate. Firstly, I would like to pay tribute to the principal of 
Maddington Primary School, Mr Craig Anderson. Mr Anderson has made a significant contribution to the school 
under his leadership. Possibly most significantly, he has seen a significant reduction in the number of students 
who perform below the benchmark in literacy and numeracy across all school years and levels. The school 
introduced the whole school literacy program and DAVE—the developing Australian values education program. 
They are making significant inroads into the school. I was present when the school opened the Manna Healthy 
Eating Kitchen and can honestly say that at that time Mr Anderson was brimming with pride at what he had 
helped deliver to his school. Mr Anderson is moving to another school, which unfortunately is outside of my 
electorate. I thank him for his years of service and commitment to the school and wish him the best for the 
future. I can honestly say that he will be sorely missed by the school community, but his legacy will last for 
many years yet. 

On Friday, 29 July I will be joining the students at Yule Brook College to plant a tree for National Tree Day. 
This is the sixteenth year of National Tree Day and it is a great opportunity for children to learn about and make 
a contribution to the natural environment while having fun at the same time. Planet Ark has planted more than 
15 million seedlings so far over the history of this event and hopes to add another one million this year. On 31 
July I get to do it again at Fleming Reserve in High Wycombe where the local community nurse, Sara Lohmeyer, 
has organised to plant trees. Sara’s passion for the environment is exceeded only by her outstanding contribution 
to the health of children in our local community. It will be a privilege to work alongside her. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES — COMPUTER SECURITY — AUDITOR GENERAL’S REPORT 

364. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Premier:  

In April 2009 the Auditor General delivered an information systems report on computer security in government 
agencies warning of fundamental “weaknesses in security and data processing controls” for computer 
applications and databases. Then yesterday, over two years later, he released an even more damning report.  

(1) Why should the Premier not stand condemned for failing to take action to protect the sensitive, personal 
and commercially confidential information stored on government databases?  

(2) Given that agencies found wanting included Western Power, the Water Corporation and Synergy, what 
assurances can the Premier give people who pay their bills by credit card that their information is 
secure?  
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(3) Given the Auditor General’s comments about the Government Employees Superannuation Board, can 
the Premier guarantee its 320 000 members that their private information, including date of birth, home 
address, user name, password and tax file number have not been hacked?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

(1)–(3) The government accepts the findings and recommendations made by the Auditor General and we will 
work through those progressively.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You have not done that in the last two years!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Please! There have been further reports. Also, the state government has been working 
closely with the commonwealth in dealing with what could be described as cyber attacks on security systems 
within the state. I believe that personal information is secure, but if members read the newspaper, particularly 
some of the international press, they will find that there are breaches in the security systems that are of the 
highest order, including the United States defence records and the like.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: This is a wholesale shambles; this is different.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am trying to answer the member’s question! For the member to suggest that I stand here 
and say that everything is absolutely secure would be a ludicrous position. However, I can tell the member that 
we are working with the commonwealth and that there have been deliberate industrial espionage issues relating 
to businesses and to a government department in Western Australia. We are working with the commonwealth on 
that, and we will take on board the advice and recommendations of the Auditor General. Indeed, consideration is 
being given to appointing a senior person to check and monitor this. The ability for people to hack into systems 
is well known. No-one from the President of the United States down can stand with his hand on his heart and say 
that every system is secure.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: This is not about espionage; this is about incompetence! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am not going to stand here and be rubbished by this mob. 

Mr A.J. Waddell interjected.  

The SPEAKER: I formally call the member for Forrestfield to order for the first time today.  

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected.  

The SPEAKER: I formally call the member for Girrawheen to order for the first time today.  

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES — COMPUTER SECURITY — AUDITOR GENERAL’S REPORT 

365. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Premier: 

I have a supplementary question. As the Premier has responsibility for public sector management, does he take 
responsibility for these failures, and will the Premier, like the commonwealth, ensure a standard of security in 
government agencies?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

I do not take responsibility for what are illegal attempts to access confidential information of the government, 
including personal information. 

Several members interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: This is a pointless exercise!  

Mr A.J. Waddell interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: If the member for Forrestfield wants to ask a question, please do! You stand out in this 
Parliament for achieving nothing, so at least get up occasionally and ask a question! 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Willagee, I formally call you to order for the first time today. If members want 
questions answered, more silence would be appreciated.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I do take responsibility for ensuring that the highest level of confidentiality and security 
that is practical is put in place to secure information in government agencies, including government trading 
enterprises.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I do not pretend to be an expert on computer or regular security. Consideration is going on 
in government about appointing a senior person within Treasury to oversee all of the security standards across 
government. But we live in —  
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Mrs M.H. Roberts: You do not have a security standard!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: That is not true.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: It is true.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: If the member for Midland wants to answer her own question, by all means she can jump 
over this side of the house and answer it, and then go back!  

There are security measures in place. We are working with the commonwealth and, indeed, commonwealth 
security agencies have been involved in Perth trying to protect confidential information from attack. We do not 
take this lightly. I welcome and accept the findings and recommendations of the Auditor General.  

CANNABINOID SUBSTANCES — BAN 

366. Mrs L.M. HARVEY to the Minister for Health:  

I first acknowledge the year 6 students in the gallery from St Simon Peter Catholic Primary School in the 
electorate of the member for Ocean Reef. I might add that this school is educating four of my nephews and doing 
a good job.  

In today’s The West Australian I see that people are being invited by a particular nightclub to smoke the drug 
Kronic ahead of its becoming illegal. Could the minister update the house on the irresponsibility of these actions 
and also the potential side effects of this drug?  

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

I thank the member for the question, and I am glad to have the opportunity to answer it. In a media interview on 
a different issue this morning—in fact, the member for Scarborough’s grievance—I got one small fact slightly 
wrong and this will give me the chance to correct that.  

As members know, the government announced on Monday that there would be a ban on the use of cannabinoid 
substances that are sprayed onto spices that give a cannabis-like effect to those who smoke them—items such as 
Kronic and Spice. The government—I think most other governments in this country are about to follow our 
lead—has decided to ban the use of this substance, using the Poisons Act as the vehicle to do so. The 
government announced on Monday that it would be banned; the ban would occur four days from that time. For 
those up there in the press gallery, that was the bit I got wrong, thinking it was four days from Friday. It will be 
banned officially from midnight tomorrow night, Friday, as published in the Government Gazette. From that 
time on, prosecutions of those who use it can occur.  

The question relates to an invitation put out over the internet to come to a venue called The Bakery, which is 
managed by Artrage, to inhale the last of their supplies of Kronic. My view, which is shared by the Premier and 
others, is that this is an inappropriate action promoting the use of drugs. Even though the ban does not come into 
effect until midnight Friday, the government made it clear on Monday that it would be banned because this is a 
dangerous substance that causes physical harm to people who smoke it.  

Mr J.N. Hyde: You should have banned it straightaway.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: We did not have to; there was no way to do that.  

Mr J.N. Hyde: Now you are blaming The Bakery for your mistake. Gutless! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: No; I make it clear — 

The SPEAKER: There is a process in this place, and the member for Perth knows how it works. I formally call 
the member for Perth to order for the first time today.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: I make it clear that it is not the fault of The Bakery that this has occurred. In fact, The Bakery 
has been extremely cooperative since it made some comments in today’s newspaper, which I think should not 
have been made, to the effect that this is art, and people are free to express their views on art in any way they 
want. Holding a Kronic party is no different from having a marijuana-smoking party or a cigarette-smoking party 
in a venue that is funded by the state government. The paper suggested that Artrage is funded by Healthway; that 
is not the case. Healthway ceased its funding to Artrage a year ago with some level of dissatisfaction with that 
organisation. Artrage is still funded by the Department of Culture and the Arts, for which the Minister for 
Culture and the Arts has responsibility; he took action and sent to the director of Artrage a very strong letter 
dated 16 June that was severely critical of its decision to have a function at which people were going to have a 
party and smoke the remnants of these substances. Since then, a letter has come back from Marcus Canning, the 
director and CEO of Artrage, strongly supporting the view of the minister. In the interests of public safety, the 
police will ban that event that was proposed for tonight. That event is now not on. The Bakery is closed for the 
24-hour period during which the event was to occur, so that we can ensure that that sort of action is not going on, 
certainly in a venue run by an organisation that is sponsored by state government. That action is not appropriate. 
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The use of this substance is not appropriate, which is why this government has acted very swiftly—the first in 
Australia—to ban these substances in Western Australia.  

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES — COMPUTER SECURITY — AUDITOR GENERAL’S REPORT 

367. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Premier: 

I again refer to yesterday’s Auditor General’s report and note that the Department of Mines and Petroleum was 
one of 15 agencies that — 

… failed to detect, prevent or respond to our hostile scans of their Internet sites. These scans identified 
numerous vulnerabilities that could be exploited to gain access to their internal networks and 
information —  

(1) What guarantees can the Premier give mining companies and taxpayers that commercially confidential 
information is not being hacked?  

(2) Does it concern the Premier that staff contractors and maintenance people have unauthorised access to 
server rooms or that over 2 000 network accounts for former employees remain active across 
46 agencies that were examined? 

(3) Are you aware that in several agencies, critical files for payments to staff and external suppliers can be 
read or manipulated prior to processing?  

(4) Which agency failed to have appropriate software licensing controls and then paid an out-of-court 
settlement of more than $6 million?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

(1)–(4) That was a lot of questions. We accept what the Auditor General has found; we do not dispute that. I 
acknowledge that there are failings and deficiencies in the security of the systems. The member for 
Midland implies that a whole lot of things are happening.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: That is from the report; I have not implied it.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I know it is from the report; I understand that. I am conceding and clearly acknowledging 
that security across government is not to the standard required now, given the capacity of people to hack in. This 
is a bit like a dog chasing its tail, because the standards will continue to go up and up. The ability of people to 
hack into what are regarded as some of the most secure systems in the world has demonstrated that they have 
been able to break into them —  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Ours must be some of the least secure in the world. They have gone backwards in the last 
two years. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I do not believe that that is the case at all. We will take on board what the Auditor General 
has found and recommended and we will act upon that. I reassure members that the government has not just been 
sitting back doing nothing. Maybe we should be doing more; I concede that. However, a lot of work has been 
going on with the commonwealth, including commonwealth security agencies, on protecting particularly 
commercially sensitive information. This is the world’s biggest mining economy. There is information going 
through government agencies that — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: That is why it is so serious.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Exactly; that is why we are acting on it, and have been for some time. There have been 
attempts to break into that record system for various purposes. That is why we are working particularly closely 
with the commonwealth on that. 

Mr M. McGowan: What are the attempts to break in?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am not going to go through that. I am not, because by its very nature it is secure 
information. We are aware of that issue, and we have had ASIO and other groups working with the state 
government on that issue.  

Mr M. McGowan: ASIO?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes. We will continue to take on board the recommendations of the Auditor General’s 
report, and, yes, there will need to be a greater enhanced effort to protect security.  

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES — COMPUTER SECURITY — AUDITOR GENERAL’S REPORT 

368. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Premier: 

I have a supplementary question. Why should we believe that the Premier will fix it now when he has not done 
so in the last two years; and, is this not about complete management incompetence rather than industrial 
espionage?  
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Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

The member tries to imply that nothing is being done or has been done. That is simply not true.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Read the report! Some of the agencies have gone backwards by 10 per cent!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: If the member wants to answer her own question or make a speech, please do so; there is 
ample opportunity. The idea is that if a member asks a question, I will try to answer it.  

Work has been done and is being done. I am not for a moment suggesting that the situation is good enough, 
because it clearly is not. I accept what the Auditor General has found, and we will add to the measures being 
taken. Please, do not believe for a moment that this government and the Department of the Premier and Cabinet 
and others have not been acting on security issues; they have been, and they continue to do so. We will heighten 
the activity.  

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MUSEUM — FRANCIS STREET BUILDING DEMOLITION 

369. Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 

I note the recent media coverage on the demolition of the Western Australian Museum’s Francis Street building. 
I congratulate the minister on yet another example of this government’s commitment to improve culture and the 
arts in the capital city. Can the minister please update the house on the progress of this work and outline any 
other plans to continue the revitalisation of the Perth Cultural Centre precinct? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 

I am very pleased to comment on some of the positive developments occurring in the Northbridge area to 
upgrade the entire precinct, and particularly the Perth Cultural Centre precinct, where a lot of effort and quite a 
lot of funding have been injected. A lot of effort has been made on the part of cultural institutions and the East 
Perth Redevelopment Authority under the strong direction of the state government, and quite a bit of funding has 
been injected to revitalise and upgrade the Perth Cultural Centre with a great deal of success. Anyone who visits 
on weekday lunchtimes or on weekends, for that matter, will see how the place has been made much more 
attractive and also much safer, particularly at night. The urban orchard has been installed along with the wetland 
outside the Art Gallery, with much better seating, lighting, security improvements and so on.  

The work will be taken a significant way further over the next few months or so prior to the Commonwealth 
Heads of Government Meeting 2011 being held in Perth. Some of the further improvements include the 
installation of a nature-inspired children’s play space in front of the Western Australian Museum. This will be 
particularly directed at children aged between six and 13 years, but will probably also appeal to all ages. The 
play space has been designed with a focus on play and sensory elements inspired by nature and will include, for 
example, large carved timber animals, walking logs, timber platforms, a mural, drums and some chimes. I am 
sure that that will be of a lot of interest to families in the area. There will also be the installation of a large LED 
screen in the cultural centre area, the open space, and that will very much invigorate the area and will be used to 
promote activities that take place in the cultural institutions around the culture centre and for the presentation of 
a range of other events, including live events.  

In relation to the Museum, I was pleased to visit the site of the demolition of the 1960s–1970s Francis Street 
building—a building that has long passed its use-by date. In 2003 or 2004, it was identified that the building 
contained a lot of asbestos contamination. The previous government moved the Museum out of that building and 
most of the collection is now stored out at Welshpool. The demolition of that building is finally underway in 
preparation for the design and construction of a major new museum facility in Perth, which is long overdue. It 
has been needed for in excess of 20 years or so, and there was little — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: There was little real or effective action taken under the previous government. I am pleased to 
remind the member for Perth and others that there is $5 million in this year’s budget for the more detailed design 
work to be undertaken so that we can go out to an architectural design competition to select an architect to 
finally design a building that is much needed and then construct it. 

As the Premier commented earlier this week, he visited the British Museum in London last week. The CEO of 
the WA Museum, Alec Coles, was there. It was a very positive event. A major exhibition from the British 
Museum will be held here in Western Australia during and after the Commonwealth Heads of Government 
Meeting. That is a prelude to much bigger things happening in that space. The cultural centre precinct is being 
made a lot safer, a lot more interesting and a lot more active, and I think a lot of people are demonstrating that 
with their patronage of the area. 
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OAKAJEE PORT AND RAIL PROJECT — KEY PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENTS 

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

I refer to Oakajee Port and Rail project. 

(1) In setting a new deadline of December 2011 for all key project implementation agreements, did the 
Premier mandate the introduction of a Chinese equity partner as an outcome to be delivered by that 
date; and if so, will he report on the progress of that matter? 

(2) What is the current agreed cost of those components of the infrastructure that are to be jointly funded by 
the state and commonwealth governments? 

(3) Has the Premier or his office received briefings from proponents or his agencies that any of the 
deliverables the Premier specified in March had to be completed by December are in fact at risk of not 
meeting that deadline? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

I thank the Leader of the Opposition for the question. 

(1)–(3) I know that he is vehemently opposed to this project; nevertheless, we will continue on.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I also know that he was part of a government that set up a most bizarre process for project 
development — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Our two most important trading partners are, firstly, China and, secondly, Japan. Why 
would we set up a competition between Japan and China to develop a natural resource in a new regional area? 
That is what the Labor Party did; it put our two major trading partners at loggerheads with each other. An 
absolutely absurd proposal! 

Mr E.S. Ripper interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: That reflects Labor’s naivety in government. It set up Japan and China in competition and 
it gave Aboriginal people an absolute right of veto in the Kimberley. That is why it could not get projects 
underway. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Answer the question. You have been in for nearly three years; it is now about what you are 
doing. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: No; you have no sense of public policy or commercial propriety. 

That is what we inherited, and we respected that and we have moved on. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: You didn’t respect it; you awarded the rail without further process. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Oh, Mr Speaker! 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Well, don’t mislead us! 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition. 

Mr M. McGowan: Answer the question. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will; when you shut up. 

Ms R. Saffioti: That’s pleasant! 

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

Ms R. Saffioti: It’s quite disrespectful. 

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

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I formally call you to order for the first time today. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: What about him? 

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

Mr W.J. Johnston: What about the Premier? 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I formally call you for the third time today. 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, if you want me to name you, I will name you. I do not think that you 
want me to name you. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: But what about him? 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I formally name you. 

Suspension of Member 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I ask that you leave this chamber for the remainder of this day’s 
sitting. 

[The member for Cannington left the chamber.] 

Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I seek a ruling on whether it is appropriate and parliamentary for the Premier to ask 
members, or to tell members, to shut up in this chamber. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Further to the member for Rockingham’s spurious point of order, members on his side of 
the house have used far worse language in the past. Members have often been told to shut up by members 
opposite and it has been ruled as not necessarily unparliamentary in the past. 

The SPEAKER: To your point of order, member for Rockingham, I am not going to take it as a point of order. I 
would like members in this place, and I have said this before, to respect each other. What I have seen today is 
examples of members in this place not respecting each other or the ability of this house to work. That is what has 
happened, member for Rockingham. That is simply what has happened.  

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The critical date for the Oakajee Port and Rail project is 30 June, at which time the 
consortium, Oakajee Port and Rail, is required to present to the government bankable financial statements and 
plans. I hope that it can do that. I hope that it can satisfy the government on all fronts. But that is the critical date 
and I will not be running a commentary between now and then.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Did you mandate Chinese equity? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I understand the question.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Good; it would be good to have an answer. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am trying to do that, but you just do not listen! 

There is no mandating of a Chinese equity partner at all. What an absurd proposition it would be for the 
government to mandate who will be a partner in the project. However, I have publicly said that it would be a 
good thing for the robustness of the project if China was more formally involved. I have said that a multiplicity 
of times. But would we mandate who owns and who takes part? Of course we would not.  

OAKAJEE PORT AND RAIL PROJECT — KEY PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENTS 

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

I have a supplementary question. Would the Premier favour the house with an actual answer to questions (2) and 
(3)? I will remind him what they were—the agreed cost of the components of the infrastructure to be jointly 
funded by the state and commonwealth governments and whether he has had briefings from the proponents or 
from his office that some of the deliverables he specified that had to be delivered in or by December will or will 
not be delivered by that deadline. It would be good if the Premier, as he promised, answered those questions.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

There is no agreed cost for the common-user infrastructure. They are yet to present their documentation to the 
government and they will not do that until 30 June.  

As I said before, the commitment of the state and, if I can speak for it, the commonwealth is to provide 
approximately $680 million to the common-user infrastructure. We have not changed from that position. That is 
our commitment. What final cost estimates they come in with, I do not know. I expect to get that information on 
30 June.  

PROSTITUTION BILL 2011 — GREEN BILL 

372. Mr F.A. ALBAN to the Attorney General: 

I noted with interest yet another government commitment being met with the tabling of the government’s green 
bill on prostitution on Tuesday. Will the Attorney General please inform the house how this draft legislation 



4376 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 16 June 2011] 

 

aims to get brothels out of our suburbs and, most importantly, the differences between this government’s green 
bill and the proposed alternatives the Labor government released in 2007? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Albany, I formally call you to order for the first time today, and the member for 
Forrestfield for the second time today.  

Mr C.C. PORTER replied: 

I thank the member for his question. Obviously this Parliament will have a very important decision to make in 
the spring sittings after the consultation period for the draft bill that was tabled this week. In terms of framing 
that decision and responding to the member’s question, I might just look very briefly at what precisely is the 
situation with prostitution in this state, and describe why the government takes the view that that situation is 
unworkable.  

The fact is that prostitution is illegal in Western Australia. Street-based prostitution has been illegal since 2000 
and section 190 of the Criminal Code makes brothel-based prostitution illegal. The fact is that prostitution is 
presently illegal, in both its general forms, everywhere throughout the state. In the last 10 years there have been 
229 convictions for street-based prostitution. The policing of that is relatively successful, although it is always a 
difficult thing to police. In respect to the policing of brothel-based prostitution, which is illegal everywhere in the 
state, over the last 10 years there has been one conviction for brothel-based prostitution. The government takes 
the view—I think that this view is shared by the opposition—that that is an unworkable situation. Having a law 
on the criminal statutes of this state making it illegal to keep a brothel and almost never policing that law is an 
untenable situation. That is why this government has brought in the bill for public comment. The member’s 
question was, in essence: what is the salient difference between the bill that we have introduced for consultation 
and the Labor bill? There are now two bills in existence to deal with this untenable situation; Labor’s 
Prostitution Amendment Bill 2007, which sits in my office in a locked cage marked “never to be sent to 
Governor” and that sits out there — 

Mr J.N. Hyde: Shame!  

Mr C.C. PORTER: Let us talk about that in a moment. Our bill is now tabled — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members!  

Mr C.C. PORTER: The Liberal–National bill is the Prostitution Bill 2011. The green bill is a very different bill. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members!  

Mr C.C. PORTER: It is a government bill. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Mr T.G. Stephens: The Speaker’s going to chuck you out now, Premier! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Pilbara, I formally call you to order for the first time. The only person whom I 
want to hear from is the Attorney General; I do not want to hear from you, member for Armadale, and I do not 
want to hear from the Premier either. I simply want to hear from the Attorney General. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: There is one important difference between the two bills. 

Dr A.D. Buti: You can’t even get it through your party room. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, I formally call you to order for the first time today. There are other 
ways of approaching this, you know that, member for Armadale.  

Mr C.C. PORTER: The difference is this: the government promised a bill that would make brothels in the 
residential suburbs of Perth criminally illegal. The bill that is tabled for public consultation absolutely ensures 
that whether it is a brothel of one, two, three or 13 people, it will be a criminal offence to have such a brothel in a 
residential suburban area of Perth. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr J.N. Hyde: You’re misleading the house! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Perth! 

Mr C.C. PORTER: The Labor bill — 
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Dr A.D. Buti: It’s irrelevant; we’re talking about your bill! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, there are other processes in this place; you can get to your feet and ask 
a question. I formally call you to order for the second time today. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: The Labor bill, which sits in that cage marked “not to go to the Governor”, repealed 
section 190 of the Criminal Code, which made keeping a brothel illegal. It stated that it would be an offence not 
to be a certified brothel, but it also stated that brothels of two workers did not have to be certified, were not a 
criminal offence to operate and were not a prohibited use in a residential area. That is the Labor bill that sits out 
there, yet we had the Leader of the Opposition — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Mr C.C. PORTER: Members opposite do not want to talk about this issue and they do not want to hear 
anything sensible about it because they know that they have a problem on their hands. Members opposite have to 
make a decision — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I can assure members opposite that there is no problem with the member for Geraldton; he 
is 100 per cent onside with this legislation.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I would like to hear more, Attorney General, but I am unable to hear on occasions. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: The Leader of the Opposition on radio yesterday morning said, “We weren’t going to allow 
brothels in the suburbs.” Is that something the Leader of the Opposition is willing to repeat in the house? If he is, 
I will take that interjection; I will listen to it right now. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: I repeat it. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: Do you? 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: “We weren’t going to allow brothels in the suburbs.” The difference between the two bills 
that now sit out there is that whether it were in Bateman or Belmont, if two people rented the house next door to 
someone and were prostitutes and set up business, under the bill that we have put before the house that would be 
strictly illegal, but under the bill that Labor presented, it would be legal and lawful! It would have allowed for 
prostitution in the suburbs. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: That is the fundamental difference and that is why, Leader of the Opposition, that the 
development manager of Victoria Park at the time, a Ms Lavery, said that the council’s problem with the new 
Labor laws related to sole operators as they attracted the most complaints from residents. The nature of the sole 
operator is to have numerous visitors, predominantly after normal business hours, which can impact on the 
amenity of the residential area and particularly neighbours. It is why the Mayor of Kalgoorlie–Boulder said that 
the thing that worried him was the part of the law that allows two prostitutes to operate without having to be 
registered. That is what Labor proposed. Not that long ago, the unedifying spectacle of the member for Mindarie 
traipsed around with news cameras hunting down brothels in his electorate. On Channel 10 he said, “Behind me 
you can see a brothel operating right next door to residences.” What he did not tell Channel 10 is that that is what 
Labor wanted to happen! That was its plan. We should, I guess, be thankful that he was not in the spa at the time 
he took the cameras down there! What we have on this side of the house is a plan to get brothels out of the 
suburbs of Perth. This Parliament, each and every one of us — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: You don’t have a plan you can deliver! You can’t deliver it; you don’t have the numbers to 
deliver it.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: You were going to put brothels in the suburbs, good on you, Eric! Good on you, Labor! 

Mr E.S. Ripper: You can’t get the numbers in your own party room. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! Premier, I ask you to refer to people in this place by their title and 
not by any other name. I am sure you know that, Premier, and on that basis I formally call you to order for the 
first time today. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I finish by saying that the government says that two people working as prostitutes next door 
to a person’s home are a brothel and it will be illegal.  

Several members interjected. 
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Mr C.C. PORTER: I do not know what the opposition calls that. They probably call it a good time! However, 
under Labor’s bill it would not be illegal. This Parliament has a clear choice. I invite the Leader of the 
Opposition to help us make up the numbers and to help us make the right decision in this place so that brothels 
are out of the suburbs of Perth. 

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT — ADVERTISING CAMPAIGNS 

373. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Minister for Regional Development: 

(1) Has the minister prepared major new government-funded advertising campaigns extolling his programs 
to be run throughout country Western Australia? 

(2) If yes to (1), how many, and how much will these campaigns cost taxpayers? 

(3) Has the minister done focus group testing and polling that tells him that he needs to better sell his 
message in the regions, hence these taxpayer-funded campaigns? 

(4) How does the minister justify this expenditure when reports emerge of a lack of child protection 
services in country towns such as Laverton? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 

(1)–(4) I am aware that the Department of Regional Development is planning some advertising to roll out in 
regional areas. The reason it is planning that — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: In the budget at the end of last month, we announced a $75 million fund in contestable 
grants for the regional community, for small groups, communities, shires, development commissions and 
organisations to come to government with their plans to develop their communities and their infrastructure and 
to grow their regions. 

Mr M. McGowan: How much? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: At the moment, I do not know what the budget is, but I am sure that the member will put 
that question on notice. I am aware that that work is being done. I am also aware that the — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Why don’t you provide it to the house at a later stage? Commit to providing it by the end of 
today’s business—be accountable! 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I am also aware that the department has done some polling on that. If the Leader of the 
Opposition puts that question on notice, I will happily answer it.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Will you table that polling? 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition!  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I think it is entirely appropriate for the Department of Regional Development to advertise a 
contestable funding round. The Leader of the Opposition spent the whole of the budget estimates period saying 
that there is no local decision-making in the royalties for regions plan. I can tell the Leader of the Opposition that 
this is a great opportunity for regional communities to look at projects like the foreshore redevelopment in 
Busselton, and the partnership with St John of God to deliver a coronary care unit in Bunbury—projects that will 
fundamentally change the community in regional Western Australia. People should know about that.  

I also want to refer to the member for Rockingham’s claim that the provision of child protection services in 
Laverton should be a higher priority than this advertising campaign. I am now aware, after doing some more 
work on this, that the reason the Department for Child Protection can send a team leader to Laverton to address 
some of the issues that have arisen in that town is that there is now a government house—a Government 
Regional Officers’ Housing-funded house—for that person to go into.  

Ms M.M. Quirk: Your record on GROH is appalling—absolutely appalling! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, I formally call you to order for the second time today. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: In 2007, the Shire of Laverton put a proposal to government to build new houses in the 
community to enable it to attract child protection workers, police and teachers. No funding eventuated from the 
Labor government for that housing. This is the same Labor government under which the member for 
Rockingham was doing a $600 000 refurbishment of his ministerial office! Member for Rockingham, $600 000 
would have built a house in Laverton so that the Department for Child Protection could put someone in 
Laverton! The member for Rockingham should be ashamed that he thought that $600 000 for a refurbishment of 
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his ministerial office, when that was going to be knocked down because the lease had run out, was better than 
providing money for government housing in Laverton to attract staff.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: What royalties for regions has done, in partnership with the Department of Housing and the 
Minister for Housing, is fund 10 new houses for Laverton. These are houses for more police, more teachers and 
more child protection workers. What royalties for regions has also done is fund a $38 million responsible 
parenting program. That program is providing people on the ground, to work with families in the community. 
We will be spending $5 million of that $38 million in the Goldfields. The extra work of moving into Laverton 
will also be funded under that responsible parenting program. We recognise that these problems exist around the 
state. That is why there is a $38 million program to do it. 

Under the local government fund, the Shire of Ngaanyatjarraku and the Shire of Laverton are working in 
partnership to build better facilities for people who come to Laverton from the lands. They are working on that 
project at the moment. This week, Patrick Hill, the shire president of Laverton, is in Canberra trying to get 
money to build a hostel for the itinerants and the people who travel to Laverton. What Patrick Hill will be able to 
do, member for Rockingham, when he sees this advertising on television that the member is criticising, is access 
a $75 million fund, and he will be able to come to the state government to partner with our housing in the town, 
our responsible parenting program, and the facilities that we are putting in place in Laverton. Patrick Hill in 
Laverton will be able to come to the government with his proposal to build that facility under the $75 million 
plan. I think it is important that the Patrick Hills of Western Australia know what our program is, know what 
funding they can access, and know the processes they need to go through to get that important funding. 

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT — ADVERTISING CAMPAIGNS 

374. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Minister for Regional Development:  

I ask a supplementary question. Given that the report about children being abused in Laverton sat in the 
minister’s office for four months, un-actioned, can the minister outline how many children in Laverton were 
reported abandoned, and found to have been assaulted and/or sexually abused, during that extraordinary period 
of the minister’s inaction? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 

I am very happy to answer those questions, because the member’s track record on this is shocking. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Why don’t you do something and answer the question! 

The SPEAKER: Members!  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Albany, I formally call you to order for the second time today; and member for 
Victoria Park, for the first time today. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: Let us look at what Regina Sullivan, a person in the Laverton community who runs the 
Wongatha Patrol, has to say. She is a fantastic Western Australian, who puts her time into picking up abandoned 
kids and drunken parents. This is what Regina Sullivan has said about some of the allegations that have been 
made. I quote from The West Australian of 7 June — 

Depending on whom you speak to, it is also either urban myth, beat-up or fact.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: This is from Regina Sullivan, the local person who does it.  

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Several members interjected. 

Dr K.D. Hames: You are trying to shout each other out! 

The SPEAKER: Minister for Health, I formally call you to order for the first time today. I suggest to members 
that the member for Rockingham has asked a question, and I am sure he is expecting an answer. He is not getting 
much of a chance to hear that answer because of interjections from people on both sides in this place.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: The article continues — 

“It’s like the Loch Ness monster,” says Regina Sullivan, who patrols the town in a minibus that picks 
up abandoned children and drunken parents.  

“Someone knows someone who knows someone who supposedly saw something.” 
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On the back of that report, Terry Murphy, the boss of the Department for Child Protection, has investigated these 
allegations and has not been able to substantiate them. But in light of the fact that there is concern in that 
community that there may be child neglect, and that there are anecdotes that it may be happening, this 
government has put 10 new houses into the town; we have provided $38 million for a responsible parenting 
program; and the Shires of Laverton and Ngaanyatjarraku are working together to build that facility. 

Mr M. McGowan: Answer the question! While you were sitting there doing nothing, how many kids were being 
abused? You were so neglectful! 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: We in this government, without having to see that report, had already acted to put the 
facilities and the infrastructure and the support into that community to try to address this issue, and I am very 
proud of that. 

ROE HIGHWAY — STAGE 8 

375. Dr M.D. NAHAN to the Minister for Transport: 

At the last state election, the Liberal Party committed when in government to spend $20 million to advance the 
project development of a vital road link, Roe Highway stage 8. Would the minister please advise the house of the 
progress on this road? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:  

Thank you very much for the question, member for Riverton. I know that this project is very near and dear to the 
member’s heart and to a number of people in his electorate and in electorates nearby. This is a good opportunity 
to give an update on Roe stage 8, to which we committed $20 million to advance that project, because Monday is 
an important day in terms of Roe stage 8 moving through the approvals process. Of the money that has been 
allocated thus far, we have spent about $16.5 million, and there is about $3.5 million to spend this year. That is 
being spent on developing the preferred alignment; it is being spent on an extensive community engagement 
process; it is being spent on working through the environmental approvals process; and it is being spent on 
working through issues around Aboriginal heritage across that site. On Monday, the project will go to public 
comment—a 12-week public consultation period—as part of the public environmental review, which was the 
level of assessment set, appropriately, I think, by the Environmental Protection Authority for this project. We 
will work through that process with the EPA and with the local community. When the outcomes of that 
assessment are known, we will be in a position to finalise design work and then to look at the final costings 
around that project. Of course, as Roe stage 8 has unfolded, I have been interested to see the comments from the 
opposition. It is my understanding—I am sure the Leader of the Opposition will correct me if I am wrong—that 
the opposition does not support Roe stage 8. Is that correct, Leader of the Opposition? 

Mr E.S. Ripper: What I notice is that you do not support it, because you have not put money in the budget for it. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: We are putting plenty of money on the table to move it forward. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: You have not put in the money to do it. It is just tokenism. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The Leader of the Opposition said that about the City Link project, and that is now 
happening. The Leader of the Opposition said that about the foreshore project, and that is now happening. We 
will work through the processes around Roe stage 8. The opposition does not support Roe Highway stage 8. 
Subsequently, a potential pool of funding that may fund Roe Highway stage 8 has become like a magic pudding 
for the opposition. The shadow transport spokesperson has been spending that magic pudding around Western 
Australia over and over and over again. Every time the pudding is depleted, it fills up again with more money. 
The shadow Minister for Transport was in Bunbury when the member for Bunbury and I were talking about the 
Eelup Rotary. The member for Collie–Preston might remember that. He jumped out of the bushes and scared us 
to death when we were there making that announcement. It was a very scary day. The member for Bunbury and I 
were giving a media conference when the bushes rustled and the member for Collie–Preston lurched out. It was a 
very interesting experience. Mr Travers said that the extra money that is to be used for Roe Highway stage 8 
would allow a number of regional projects to get off the ground, including the Eelup flyover, upgrading the 
Coalfields highway and new bypasses for numerous regional towns. He also said that it could be used to fund 
many metropolitan projects. He spent some $100 million on the Eelup flyover on that day. He has now 
committed that same funding pool to put in three lanes down the Mitchell Freeway all the way to Safety Bay 
Road. To go from Leach Highway to Roe Highway costs $60 million. To go to Safety Bay Road would cost 
hundreds and hundreds — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Who told you that? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It was in the newspaper. It is from Ken Travers. I assume that the media got him on an 
uninflamed day, but it does not stop there. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Who gave you the advice for the costing? 
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL: We have just signed contracts for $60 million to develop the project from Leach Highway 
to Roe Highway. To go from Roe Highway to Safety Bay Road is a heck of a lot further. That $60 million would 
be multiplied many times over. That was Hon Ken Travers’ second bite of the cherry. He then said that we 
should use the money to take the Mitchell Freeway through to Hester Avenue. I understand that that project will 
cost in the vicinity of $250 million. Hon Ken Travers was in the member for West Swan’s electorate talking 
about duelling Gnangara Road. This magic pudding has been spent many, many times. The last one I will touch 
on is the opposition’s light rail project. Today that would cost $400 million. We are really looking forward to the 
Labor Party funding the Ellenbrook rail program as we head towards the next election. That would cost between 
$700 million and $1 billion. The last part of the opposition’s transport jigsaw is the shadow Minister for 
Transport’s plan for the new Bunbury–Merredin train line. Look at it, Mr Speaker! It is a detailed plan; I have 
never seen such a level of intellect! Based on the Labor Party’s experience with Ellenbrook, I am not surprised 
by it. How much has the shadow Minister for Transport spent? A couple of billion dollars. 

Mr M.P. Murray: What about the Greenbushes–Bunbury road?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will add that on; let me get out my pen! Does the opposition have any more? We are up 
to $3 billion and going north. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The point I am trying to make is that the opposition has spent this magic pudding of 
money many, many times. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: What is your current costing for Roe Highway stage 8? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The costings for Roe Highway stage 8 will be finalised once the environmental approval 
process is done. 

Opposition members interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will give members opposite a tip; I do not expect it to be over $1 billion, and the 
opposition has spent $3 billion. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: You can tell us a lot about the opposition’s spending but nothing about the government’s 
spending. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 

Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I formally call the member for Cockburn to order for the first time today. Generous is not a 
word that I would use to describe myself, but I have been most generous in question time today. I have been very 
generous with the amount of time the Minister for Transport has had on his feet. I hope he will conclude his 
answer very rapidly. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will, Mr Speaker, and I thank you for that incisive direction. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The opposition is on the record as opposing Roe Highway stage 8. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Take a seat, minister. Member for West Swan, I know that you can read between the lines, so I 
formally call you to order for the second time today. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The opposition is fundamentally opposed to Roe Highway stage 8. I picked up a paper 
from the southern suburbs the other week to see the shadow transport spokesperson and an upper house Labor 
MP called Kate Doust now committing the opposition to building parts of Roe Highway stage 8. They are 
spending all the magic pudding money and, in addition, have said that the opposition will build part of Roe 
Highway stage 8. I will show members the part they said they would build. It is the biggest road interchange in 
Western Australia—Roe Highway and Kwinana Freeway. It is the proposed extension of, and intersection with, 
Murdoch Drive. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Tell the truth. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will table the document. The Leader of the Opposition can take a look at it. They are 
saying that they support the construction of part of Roe Highway stage 8 but not all of it. The opposition may 
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now have plans for Roe Highway stage 8A. The information I have from Main Roads is that that end is the 
expensive end. The opposition has just kicked over its magic pudding. The good news — 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Order, members! Minister, I directed you before about how long you have been on your feet. I 
want you to conclude your answer because I want to offer another question in this place today but time is 
running out. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I was just going to say that on Monday the public environmental review will commence. 

CITY OF GERALDTON–GREENOUGH — PEAK OIL — TREASURER’S COMMENTS 

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

I refer to the claims made by the Treasurer last Tuesday that the City of Geraldton–Greenough commissioned a 
consultants’ report into peak oil at a cost of over $100 000. 

(1) Is the minister aware that this allegation is completely false? 

(2) Will the minister now apologise to the City of Geraldton–Greenough for the false comments made by 
the Treasurer? 

(3) As Minister for Local Government, will the minister demand that the Treasurer and the member for 
Geraldton, from whom the Treasurer received the false information, apologise for these false claims? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I think the member for Warnbro asked the question seriously and I suspect that the minister 
and other members thought it was a serious question. If the member for Warnbro wants the minister to answer it, 
he should give the minister an opportunity to answer it. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: The question was whether I am aware that $100 000 was spent on a report — 

Mr P. Papalia: No, the question was: are you aware of the false allegation from the Treasurer; will you 
apologise to the City of Geraldton–Greenough for that false allegation; and will you ask the Treasurer and the 
member for Geraldton to apologise? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI replied: 

(1) I am not aware of any false allegation because I have not been privy to any documentation. 

(2) I do not make it a habit to apologise for anyone who may or may not have done something wrong or for 
someone else who has done something wrong. 

(3) Will I direct someone else to do something? The answer is no. 

CITY OF GERALDTON–GREENOUGH — PEAK OIL — TREASURER’S COMMENTS 

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

As a supplementary question, noting that the chief executive officer of the City of Geraldton–Greenough is 
watching and read in Hansard what was said about the City of Geraldton–Greenough, does the minister’s answer 
mean that he agrees with those false allegations? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI replied: 

No, I do not. 

TREASURER 

City of Geraldton–Greenough — Peak Oil — Personal Explanation 

MR C.C. PORTER (Bateman — Treasurer) [2.58 pm]: Under standing order 148, I wish to make a personal 
explanation. 

Mr P. Papalia: Will you apologise? 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I am going to apologise. I said in the matter of public interest debate that one or other 
councils in the member for Geraldton’s electorate — 

Mr P. Papalia: There is only one! 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I am just telling members what I said. I said that one or other councils in the member for 
Geraldton’s electorate—it may or may not have been the City of Geraldton–Greenough—commissioned an 
expensive report into the issue of peak oil. I have been subsequently informed that although work was done by 
the City of Geraldton–Greenough into peak oil, the cost of that report was not paid to consultants but was 
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absorbed into the council’s internal budget. Consultants were paid $120 000 by the City of Geraldton–
Greenough jointly with the Batavia Regional Organisation of Councils for a report into climate change 
adaptation, although the majority of that funding was paid for by the commonwealth.  

WATER CORPORATION — ANNUAL DRAINAGE CHARGES 

Question without Notice 356 — Correction of Answer 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Environment) [2.59 pm]: Pursuant to standing order 82A, 
I make the following correction. Yesterday during question time the member for Cockburn asked me when I 
became aware of the review of the declared drainage areas. I responded that I became aware of the review in 
May. On checking the relevant documentation, I wish to correct the response. I was made aware of the review on 
11 April.  

CASINO (BURSWOOD ISLAND) AGREEMENT AMENDMENT BILL 2011 

Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin — Minister for Racing and Gaming) [3.00 pm] — in reply: Before we broke 
for lunch, I had just started my reply to the second reading debate. I thank members for their commentary. There 
were some good comments as well as some that were well outside the scope of the bill. For the benefit 
particularly of the members for Collie–Preston and Rockingham, I plan to give an overview as well as try to 
answer issues raised. I will go through the particular issues each member raised.  

The Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement Amendment Bill 2011 is a responsible bill. We are obviously dealing 
with Burswood Casino. On the poker machine issue, I want to reiterate, so that people realise, that true poker 
machines are not found at Burswood Casino. Burswood has electronic gaming machines. There is quite a 
difference, which I will not go into. The member for Collie–Preston is well aware of that. One of the great things 
about Western Australia is that we do not have poker machines outside the casino. We do not have them in clubs 
and pubs. Under this government, we will not have poker machines outside the casino. I congratulate 
governments from all sides who have stuck strongly to that position. The more I attend gambling conferences in 
the eastern states, the more it says to me what a great thing that is for Western Australia. We have destination 
gambling at Burswood Casino. Gambling is a way of life in Australia. I will talk about problem gambling 
shortly. One of the benefits of this bill is that it addresses problem gambling. It is quite surprising that no-one 
touched on that.  

Burswood Casino is a great entertainment area. It is an entertainment destination. It is a fantastic tourism 
complex. We know that tourism around Australia has been fairly tough—the value of the dollar and all those 
things that go towards that. The casino’s expansion is a wonderful thing for Western Australians. This bill is 
about expanding the casino. It is not just about the extra 250 gaming machines and the extra table games, it is 
also about its actual expansion as a centre and the benefits that brings.  

Although I am very aware of problem gambling issues et cetera, I take my role as Minister for Racing and 
Gaming really seriously when it comes to these matters. Burswood, as I said before, is much more than that. It is 
very much about providing an entertainment complex and working with the state government and the community 
to make sure it does its part as a corporate citizen. Generally, it does it well. Burswood Casino has committed 
$350 million to further develop its entertainment complex. It has competition from casinos in Singapore and 
Macau on that side of it, but it will also provide a tourism destination in Western Australia that offers 
entertainment for local citizens. On the gaming floor, there will be a new restaurant and feature bar, and an 
exclusive rooftop international gaming salon. There is supporting infrastructure such as toilets, staff facilities, 
and plant and equipment. I think everyone knows about the Rockpool Bar and Grill restaurant, which is a huge 
attraction at Burswood. There is a new premium Japanese restaurant and a new food court. Two luxury villas 
will be constructed. Also, there is the redevelopment of the pool, spa and gymnasium, and refurbishment of the 
Atrium restaurant and the InterContinental Perth Burswood accommodation. Members who have been to 
Burswood recently would have seen that a lot is happening there. The expansion is a real positive.  

In coming to an agreement with Burswood Casino on what it wants to do, we made sure that there were also 
benefits to the state in different ways. Expanding gambling at the casino could hit the racing industry. Increasing 
the number of gaming tables provides more opportunities for people to gamble. We recognise that. In negotiation 
with Burswood Casino, we have secured a $13 million racing infrastructure fund—$5 million for the first year. 
Quite a lot of that sum has already gone out and other funds are committed—up to about $3 million. That sees 
$13 million going out over the next four years, because some of it has already gone out.  

Another thing that was not mentioned is that we recognise that, with or without a casino, there are problem 
gamblers. We know that casinos can add to that issue. The casino recognises that; we recognise that —  

Mr M.P. Murray: What is the percentage of problem gamblers?  
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Mr T.K. WALDRON: I have some figures that I will go to later. Compared with other states, we are nowhere in 
the ballpark. We are quite reasonable. But they are there, member. We want to make sure that we keep working 
with them.  

I was surprised that no-one mentioned this: we have allocated $2 million—$500 000 each year—to help address 
responsible initiatives to look after people who have gambling problems. Some of that money will go to the 
Department for Communities, which is in the final stages of preparing a beyond gambling grants program. We 
will not do it straightaway. Gambling is not associated with just the casino. There is a 24-hour telephone help 
service and a government counselling service. We have responsible gambling awareness week and research 
programs. Of course, Burswood has its own program. I opened the centre there. The casino has a self-exclusion 
rule. It has a responsible gambling information centre and voluntary pre-commitment, which is quite topical. 
Although we heard all the arguments before about the environment, which I will come to, I think members did 
not pick up that the great benefits of this bill will go to, firstly, the racing industry and, secondly, problem 
gambling, which I think is very important.  

Two very important initiatives come with this bill. I will address the member for Collie–Preston directly on a 
couple of issues he raised. One issue was changing the rules for two-up. The member and I talked about this 
before the regional Parliament in Bunbury. I became aware of this some time ago with the celebrations for the 
centenary of Wickepin, which is just inside the 200 kilometres radius. As part of its centenary celebrations, 
people there wanted to celebrate what it was like to play two-up, but they could not do it. I knew why there was 
that exclusion radius. It was introduced at a time when the casino was trying to get established, and the exclusion 
included games of two-up. That is why we were able to negotiate a change that takes the radius back to within 
100 kilometres. Therefore, if people are outside a 100-kilometre radius, they will be able to play two-up. I may 
as well address that with the member now. I know that the member for Collie–Preston says it took a while to get 
there. Yes, it did, but we did many other things with this agreement. We cannot keep bringing agreements back 
and forth. This is the twelfth agreement since the casino started. They do not happen very often, so we have to 
get them right. I acknowledge that the member would have liked the change to have been made earlier, and so 
would I. I think this agreement for responsible gambling of two-up and gambling on cruise ships, which is very 
important, has been done properly and we now have it. As long as this is passed by Parliament, it will be enacted 
and Collie will not have to worry about it any more—nor will the other clubs outside the 100-kilometre zone. 

Mr M.P. Murray: Did I hear an apology?  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: No; I think I said to the member for Collie–Preston that I wanted to do this. I do not 
remember saying that we would have it done by this date. If I unintentionally misled the member, I apologise. 
But I will say that I have done it. When I spoke to, not the former minister, but Minister Griffiths about this, 
nothing was ever done about two-up. It did not happen until we did it. I spoke to him about it in relation to 
Wickepin. I acknowledge that it has taken time, but it is now happening; it is in this agreement. It suits what the 
member talked to me about, and I thank him for bringing it to my attention.  

The other point is that within the 100-kilometre radius of the Burswood Casino, two-up can be conducted at a 
racing club, only in conjunction with a major sporting event or other special occasion. Although permits are 
issued by the Gaming and Wagering Commission, that matter will come to me as minister, or whoever is 
minister in future, to make the decision. We have liberalised things to make sure that two-up can be played on a 
racing cup day or at some other worthy event.  

Mr M.P. Murray: Sorry to butt in, but Burswood now runs two-up on a very limited basis.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: Yes. That is one of the reasons we discussed it with the Burswood Casino. That is fair 
enough. As I said at the start, Burswood has a business to run. Over the years, agreements have been entered into 
by governments of both persuasions. Since I have been the minister I have found Burswood really good to deal 
with. The casino has to look after its people, obviously. I think this is a pretty fair decision. We should remember 
that we allow two-up to be played without a permit on Anzac Day at RSL clubs, at no cost to them. A club that is 
not an RSL club can apply to hold two-up games if the occasion is part of Anzac Day celebrations. I think the 
two-up side of the legislation is very good.  

The other part of this agreement, which I was lobbied for from both sides of this place and generally from the 
public, concerns gambling on cruise ships. The member for Gosnells also raised a concern about gambling on 
cruise ships. This issue is very much about tourism and allowing people to have gambling opportunities when 
they go on trips. People would book a cruise and enjoy gambling but as soon as they got within the Western 
Australian coastline, they could not have a go on the machines. Obviously, people do not have to play on poker 
machines, but they will be able to do so in Western Australian waters. A lot of lobbying was done to allow 
people who are on a cruise to do this. We thought that was fair and reasonable in light of tourism and what 
tourism operators want. I guess that prohibition was included in the agreement to protect the Burswood Casino. 
When the matter first came up, I think the member for Gosnells said that we did not want to encourage floating 
casinos, and I agree with him. To ensure that that does not happen, cruise ships must be on a scheduled deep-
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water cruise and transiting through Western Australian ports from and to locations overseas or interstate. Ships 
cannot just hang about out at sea and provide gambling opportunities. The cruise companies must still get a 
permit from the Gaming and Wagering Commission to do that. We will monitor that closely, but I am sure it will 
work well. I think it has arisen through public demand. When cruise ships come within a 12-mile radius of the 
coast, gaming machines have to be shut down. They can stay on the ships, but they cannot be used until the 
cruise recommences. I think we have done that in a responsible way. The member mentioned the time it has 
taken to introduce this bill, but to ensure we get that stuff right, we need to consult properly and try to work out 
where pitfalls might arise. We do not want to be caught and have to come back with another agreement.  

Much has been said about the Heirisson Island issue, and I need to clarify the matter. The Heirisson Island 
sculpture park proposal—it is not finalised or funded yet—is a City of Perth project that the state would like to 
support, because, as I think the member for Victoria Park said, Heirisson Island just sits there. Although it is a 
nice open area—I have no problem with that—we can make better use of it. The idea of a sculpture park seemed 
to be a good idea. I need to ensure that people understand that all this bill will do is authorise the government, 
through me as minister, to allocate up to $5 million for that project. No money has been allocated yet; the project 
has not been finalised. Who knows where it might go at the end of the day? I understand the City of Perth is 
looking for federal funding, which has not been forthcoming. I am not sure of the status in that regard. The bill 
will authorise that $5 million because the government thinks it is a good project.  

A lot has been said about the environment and spending money on the Swan and Canning Rivers. I will give a 
little bit more detail about this project because it is very much about the environment. Rather than take money 
away from what might be spent on the rivers and the environment, it will complement and improve the 
environment. I do not think people did their homework to find out exactly what it is about, and I want to clarify 
it, but I am not blaming anyone for that.  

Mr M.P. Murray: It came from reading the second reading speech.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: If that was not clear enough, I am now clarifying it.  

Mr M.P. Murray: Don’t blame others for it. You’re pointing the finger elsewhere.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: Okay; let me tell the member. This funding is for the establishment of parkland and 
landscaping—basic parkland infrastructure, barbecues, shelters, observation facilities et cetera. There is no 
intention for Heirisson Island to be used for sculptures or major infrastructure. The City of Perth master plan 
document on Heirisson Island—I am prepared to table this; it is a public document—refers to integrating art and 
landscape, celebrating the Aboriginal story, strengthening the sense of island and giving recognition to the 
original land form. Heirisson Island was manmade. Its history describes how people could not get through that 
area and they had to carry the boats across because it was marsh land. Therefore, Heirisson Island was created in 
the form we see it today. The master plan document, importantly, indicates that it will enhance the natural 
environment. I will not list everything, but someone said there should be trees et cetera. The master plan refers 
also to using local plant species in a natural setting. It is about the environment and making it a better place. It 
refers also to minimising the environmental impact, and I can go on about pedestrian movement et cetera. I am 
saying that, although I acknowledge that the second reading speech was not clear, I want to clarify now that 
making it a better place is what that project is about. We should remember also that all this bill does is authorise 
us to allocate that $5 million from that fund.  

As members know, the funding of the Burswood Park Board comes from the casino wagering taxation levy, 
which has been the case since 1985. I acknowledge the previous minister’s decision, which was a good decision. 
The eleventh supplementary agreement authorised the Burswood Park Board to expend moneys on projects for 
the Swan and Canning Rivers. That will stay in this agreement so that will continue. The amount of $12 million 
has been spent. A further $3 million is allocated in the next Burswood Park Board budget. It is not shown in the 
Department of Environment’s Swan River Trust budget; it is separate from that, and that is why it is not shown 
there. It is extra funding.  

The main issue was the funding. I think last year the board collected about $7.5 million; it was predicted to be 
$9 million. The board is getting quite a lot of money to do those types of things. We should remember that the 
board is independent. The money goes to the board; the Minister for Environment applies to the board for funds, 
and the board makes a decision. The board can decide to spend more on the Swan River or it can decide to spend 
less. The Burswood Park Board has allocated $3 million to that for next year. Members should remember that 
this is an agreement with Burswood Casino. Heirisson Island is very close to the Burswood Park area. The 
member referred to the proposed sculpture park. I am happy to table this document titled “Heirisson Island 
Sculpture Park: Master Plan Report 2008”. I have not been closely involved in deciding what the sculptures will 
be, and some of the member’s comments, while quite humorous, were not very accurate. There is a real desire to 
do this properly.  

[See paper 3486.]  
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Mr T.K. WALDRON: Obviously we have increased taxation on the new gaming machines and automated table 
machines, through a composite tax rate over five years, which is set out in the agreement. We have arrived at a 
good measure which will see more funding coming back to the government and to the Burswood Park Board, 
and which is also fair to the casino. We have tried to strike a reasonable balance. Those are the main points that I 
wanted to touch on. It is good for the development of the casino complex and also for Western Australia. There 
will be many benefits from the state flowing to racing, the environment and to the Burswood Park Board.  

The member for Collie–Preston raised concerns about Burswood Park, which I think I have addressed, and he 
asked me how many machines there would be. There will be 2 000 electronic gaming machines and 220 table 
games. This increase is in line with increases made by the previous minister. The member should remember that 
the casino wanted more machines; it asked for 500, but we did not agree to that. The decision was made by the 
Gaming and Wagering Commission, and the government can approve it or not. The member for Collie–Preston 
also asked about two-up and other special events and whether there was an avenue for appeal. The only way to 
appeal the decision is to the Supreme Court on the basis of natural justice. When an application for a special 
event is made, the department makes a recommendation to the minister of the day, who then makes a decision. 
The bill liberalises the two-up laws, reducing the prohibition on playing two-up from a 200-kilometre radius 
from the casino to a 100-kilometre radius. However, the casino still has two-up games. If race clubs apply for a 
special event, such as a cup day, the minister will take that into consideration when deciding on their application 
for a permit. I am sure that as minister I will look at that in a positive way, as would other ministers. The 
member mentioned a figure of $83 334 a month. That remains; that guaranteed price was included when the 
casino opened. We are now getting up to $9 million a year.  

Mr M.P. Murray: I was asking about the floor price.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: That has not changed. In reality, because there will be more games in the casino and the 
tax rate has gone up, we are increasing that figure. Once again, it gives the Burswood Park Board the flexibility 
to do more things. However, the board decides what it will or will not do. The board has always acted very 
responsibly. The previous minister would probably support me on that.  

I will cover one last point that the member for Collie–Preston raised. He referred to nods and winks about the 
stadium. I categorically state that there have been no nods and winks with James Packer. This has not come into 
it. I dealt very much with Barry Felstead on the casino agreement. When we finalised the casino agreement, we 
had to get all the legislation in place and here we are. It has nothing to do with the decision on the stadium.  

I thank the member for Rockingham for his support. He has a very good understanding of this bill, and he spoke 
very well on it. However, the member’s views on the Swan River Trust’s budget are something that we could 
argue about. Burswood Casino’s allocation to the Burswood Park Board is a separate issue. For the member’s 
information, as at 30 June 2011 it was $12 million, with $2.5 million for healthy catchments; $2.133 million for 
drainage and nutrient intervention; $3.8 million for enhancing environmental actions on the riverbanks; 
$1.42 million for community and partners—that is working with community and partners, the river garden 
program et cetera; $115 000 for land use planning; $995 000 for river health; $551 000 for river science—that is 
research; $200 000 for a river protection strategy; $100 000 for a boating management strategy; and $194 000 
for riverside planning. They are some of the projects that have been funded.  

Mr M.P. Murray: And you do not see any change in the future?  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: It is up to the board. The Minister for Environment will probably go to the board and 
say, “We should do this.” The board will make the decision. The board has allocated $3 million to that in its own 
budget next year. I cannot say what the board might want to do in the future. If the board feels that no request 
has been forthcoming, it might want to allocate moneys in different ways; that is up to the board.  

Mr M.P. Murray: Therein lies the problem; it is whether the minister kicks that off.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: The board makes the decision. This is the agreement we struck with Burswood Casino; it 
authorises up to $5 million for the Heirisson Island sculpture park. The casino thought it was a good idea to 
support that. This bill simply authorises me to sign off on that.  

In addition, grants totalling $290 000 have come out of the gaming community trust, which is unclaimed 
winnings, to support sustainable gardens and river gardens projects et cetera. We will use those funds as well to 
assist the river. There is a demonstrated will and understanding in that area. I do not want to say much more than 
that, because that covers the points raised.  

I advise the member for Rockingham that the levy still goes to the Burswood Park Board. The member for 
Rockingham raised a good point about involving Burswood Casino in announcements. I have taken note of the 
member’s comment, because when it is involved in good projects, it should be involved in those announcements. 
Burswood Casino is good to work with and it is doing good things for the community, and we should involve it.  
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I think that I have covered the issues raised by the member for Gosnells. I acknowledge the member’s credentials 
in the environmental area. I have listened to the member speak quite often and I always find his speeches 
informative and interesting. The member raised the betting side of gambling. I am not a gambler. Over the years 
when I have gone to the casino, I might have had a bet, but I do not go to the casino to bet; I am not a great 
gambler. However, it is part of our way of life, although we need to keep constraints on it. This is a bit outside 
the bill, but I am working with federal Labor ministers Macklin and Arbib on issues such as displaying betting 
odds et cetera. That has been discussed in our office, and far too much of that is being displayed. We are 
working with federal ministers, and I was in Canberra last week to discuss match fixing et cetera. There is a real 
will in my office to work with the federal government to address a lot of those issues, and this government is 
supporting it on that. 

I thank the member for South Perth for his support. He raised pretty much the issues that I have addressed and he 
supported the view that Burswood Casino should get a bit more credit for what it does. The member 
acknowledged the government’s support of the racing industry and urged the government to assist that industry 
wherever possible. I agree with him, and I think a real opportunity was missed—not by Racing and Wagering 
Western Australia but Perth Racing. RWWA is working very hard with the government to get the best we can 
for racing.  

The role of the member for Maylands in the horse housing program is quite interesting. Well done. There is also 
the pet greyhounds program. All those programs are terrific. The member for Maylands talked to me about 
lobbying the minister on environmental issues. I spoke to the previous minister and I speak to this minister on 
environmental issues when I see fit. Everyone in Western Australia wants the Swan and Canning Rivers to be 
healthy. Whether we live in Wyndham or on the river at South Perth, we are all very proud of our Swan River.  

I just tried to explain the $12 million funding to the member for West Swan—so far, $3 million is budgeted for 
next year—and the income of the Burswood Park Board. The member for Victoria Park also made a 
contribution. He made the point that Heirisson Island is underutilised and he supports us doing something about 
that. The member also supports Burswood as an entertainment precinct. Burswood is the gateway to Perth and 
in years to come it will be further developed. The casino is doing a good job and I continue to work with it to do 
whatever we can. The member for Cannington also made a contribution and he covered pretty much the same 
issues. The member for Warnbro talked about giving more to local governments. I think that the Burswood Park 
Board can provide that money to only the local governments that are attached to the Swan and Canning Rivers, 
but I can look at that more closely. That just about covers everything.  

This is a good bill. I remember supporting the bill that was put through by the previous minister. I want to make 
sure that the member for Collie–Preston hears this next point. One of the points he made was that the bill took a 
long time to get here, and I acknowledge that. This expansion of the casino and everything that goes with it is 
huge for Western Australia. If the opposition does not support this bill, we will have to go through the whole 
process again. We would be here doing this in another year down the track. I seek the member’s support for the 
bill. I have explained how it works. This is similar to the bill from the previous minister, albeit we did some stuff 
with racing et cetera. We have maintained and expanded on what the previous minister did. I thank my staff for 
their cooperation —  

Mr M.P. Murray: Before the minister sits down, there is one small item. Although the minister has said sorry 
about the previous race meeting at Collie and not having two-up there, do I have a commitment from the 
minister that the Collie races this year in October will get a licence for two-up?  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: I will tell the member for Collie–Preston what commitment I will give him. If this bill 
goes through —  

Mr M.P. Murray: No, the minister has said that once before.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: I cannot give the member — 

Mr M.P. Murray: We will go into consideration in detail then; we will stay here for the rest of the day.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: I guarantee the member that —  

Mr M.P. Murray: We will start on the short title!  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: Let me speak. I guarantee the member that at the Collie Race Club — 

Mr M.P. Murray: We’ll be here to 12 o’clock tonight if you wish! 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: Does the member want me to speak? The member can oppose the bill and we will be 
here for another two years. Does the member understand what this bill does?  

Mr M.P. Murray: Yes.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: How far is Collie from the casino in Perth?  



4388 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 16 June 2011] 

 

Mr M.P. Murray: One is 100 kilometres, the next is 200 kilometres.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: How far is Collie?  

Mr M.P. Murray: Collie is 193 kilometres or something.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: I cannot do it until this bill goes through the Parliament. Therefore, we need the 
opposition to support it —  

Mr M.P. Murray: What if it gets knocked back in the upper house?  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: If it gets knocked back, we must go back to first base.  

Mr M.P. Murray: That is why I said that I will give the minister the support if he gives me the undertaking — 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: Our members will support it in the upper house.  

Mr M.P. Murray: The minister can do that on a ministerial direction; it has been done previously.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: What is that?  

Mr M.P. Murray: Give the okay for the two-up at the Collie races.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: Collie can apply for it.  

Mr M.P. Murray: No, that is not what I asked.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: If this goes through, Collie does not have to apply, because it is law; that is why the 
member wants me to do this and complained to me that it had not been done. We are doing it. We need a bit of 
commonsense here. The member is a reasonable man. We want to get this through before 30 June because we 
need to enact the legislation.  

Mr M.P. Murray: If it does not, it lies on the table and I will miss out again.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: If it does not, Collie would have to apply for an exemption and then I would have to 
consider it. Obviously, from what I said here, I think I would probably look at it. This bill cannot be amended; it 
either goes through or it does not. Our side gives the bill full support. I call on the member for Collie–Preston’s 
side to also do that. Then the member for Collie–Preston and I can have a game of two-up at the Collie races.  

Mr M.P. Murray: Was that a “yes” or a “no”? I am not quite sure.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: I gave the member a good run on this throughout the second reading debate. I have given 
every assurance. I cannot speak for the upper house, but I know that our side will strongly support this bill in the 
upper house because it will be of great benefit to Western Australia. This bill delivers what the member for 
Collie–Preston has asked me to do with two-up. I agree with what the member wants, and this bill delivers it.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time.  

Leave not granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.  

Consideration in Detail 

Clauses 1 to 3 put and passed.  

Clause 4: Section 3 amended — 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: My question is about the twelfth supplementary agreement. Some of my problems are 
probably more technical. To start with, the clause enacting the agreement is at the front and the agreement itself 
is at the back. It concerns me because it seems back-to-front; we must agree to the state agreement in this bill 
and then we find out what the clauses in that agreement are. That is a concern. I know that the Minister for 
Racing and Gaming has done it very well, but if the provision regarding the Heirisson Island sculpture park 
project was at the front of the bill, we would discuss that and then say okay. The minister has done a fair job on 
it, but I am concerned about the way the bill is worded and set out. I think that it is a bit difficult. Either we do or 
we do not agree to that state agreement part of the bill.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: Parliamentary counsel put it this way, as they have done the last 11 times a bill on this 
issue has been before the house. I wanted to ensure we did it the same way.  

Mr M.P. Murray: It may be that the member for Collie–Preston is a bit more technical than some of those other 
people! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The reason we have gone into committee is I would like to examine the issue of the 
Heirisson Island sculpture park project, and of course I would have hated to see the director general of the 
department sit around the Parliament for two days without having the opportunity to participate in consideration 
in detail. Those are the two reasons behind raising this issue. However, if we go to clause 5 of the agreement — 
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Member for Rockingham, can you just clarify something for me? 
At the moment we are reading clause 4. Would you like to do that? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We are dealing with clause 4, which refers to the twelfth supplementary agreement. Going 
to the agreement that it refers to—if members like, we can wait until clause 6, which inserts the schedule — 

Mr T.K. Waldron: It is probably better to wait until clause 6. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: If the minister would like me to do that, I can wait until clause 6. In fact, I am happy to do 
that, if that is the preferred option. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Is it an amendment to the schedule that you are after? 

Mr T.K. Waldron: I can answer that now. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes, thank you. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: I think that you left the house when I spoke about this. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I did and I am sorry. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: That is all right. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, we will stay on clause 4. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We are dealing with the twelfth supplementary agreement. Turning to page 10 of the bill 
and the money going towards the Heirisson Island sculpture park project, my question is: where is that money, in 
specific terms, coming from as part of the aggregate of tax revenue received by the state from Burswood? Which 
component is it coming from and was there an alternative use that that money could have been put to? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: This does not come from tax revenue, but from the Burswood Park levy, which I think 
last year totalled $7.5 million. This year it is estimated to be $9 million. This authorises us to take money from 
that funding. I understand that there is currently around $10 million in the Burswood Park Board account and 
there will be further moneys next year. To let the member know, because I do not know if he was here before, I 
will just comment on the plan for Heirisson Island. That money is to be used for the establishment of parklands 
including landscaping and basic parkland infrastructure, including barbecue shelters and observation facilities. 
That is the intended use; it is not for the actual statues et cetera. However, the project still has a way to go. It is a 
City of Perth project that we are supporting and that Burswood was prepared to support. As I pointed out when I 
tabled it—I do not know if the member was here—a lot of that document was about environmental 
improvements to Heirisson Island and the river. My point was, and I am really genuine about this, that this was 
not about taking money away, but about money complementing what has been done. I am doing exactly what 
Labor did when it authorised moneys to be used for the Swan and Canning Rivers. This is complementing what 
Labor did. The expansion of the casino and the increasing tax rates and levies enables the board to make other 
decisions because it has more money.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: The issue always was that the Burswood Park Board had too much money to spend on the 
park and therefore an alternative use needed to be found for that money or the agreement needed to be changed 
to have that money go into consolidated revenue. I think that they were probably the main options. A third option 
arose when we amended the levy—I think it was the levy; it was five or six years ago—to enable the board to 
authorise the transfer of money to the Swan River Trust. That is how the additional money went toward the 
Swan River Trust for expenditure. As I pointed out earlier during the second reading debate, governments have 
choices. The government can choose where it wants to spend money. It can choose its highest priority. The 
government could have chosen to allocate the increase in revenue to the Burswood Park Board—this $5 million 
or thereabout over however long—towards the original plan, which was for environmental initiatives along the 
length and breadth of the river. Being someone from the country, the minister knows that our waterways have 
significant issues—very significant issues. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: Yes. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: My contention is that governments make choices and this government’s choice is to 
authorise expenditure of that $5 million on the island for, as the minister said, some barbecue areas and 
parklands and so forth. That is all worthwhile stuff, but it is a choice. To get down to tintacks, that is what this 
government chose to spend that money on, as opposed to putting that additional money towards the trust. As we 
have noted, the trust has had a reduction in revenue in real terms over the forward estimates and it has had a 
reduction in revenue over the past couple of years. This is another portfolio, but I think that Treasury, or more 
importantly the Treasurer, has pulled out some of the money beneath the levy that goes into the Swan River 
Trust, thereby reducing the trust’s capacity to deal with environmental issues in the river. It was this 
government’s choice that that money go towards the island. My choice would be that it somehow increases the 
amount of money going into the broad expanse of environmental initiatives for the river. My questions are: is 
that correct; and, if so, why did the government decide that? Was it a personal decision of the minister that he 
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wanted that money spent on the island, or an initiative of Burswood or was it an initiative of someone else within 
government? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: Just a couple of points and some good questions. 

Whereas Labor simply authorised money, this authorisation of $5 million actually sets a cap. Previously, it was 
up to Burswood whether it expended $12 million or more. But this is capped. It cannot be taken any higher. It is 
up to $5 million. The decision was taken by cabinet. The City of Perth wanted a sculpture park and was looking 
for federal funding. As part of negotiating the agreement, we talked to Burswood Casino and it thought it was an 
excellent idea. Obviously, we hope that the sculpture park will beautify Heirisson Island, which has pretty much 
sat there without much being done to it. We are in government. We can set our priorities. But one thing must be 
remembered about this priority, which is something that I tried to communicate during my reply to the second 
reading debate, but maybe I did not make that clear. Although this is a sculpture park, the big part of the 
document I tabled is about environmental issues. As I said, what the previous government and the board have 
done with the rivers is excellent and I see this as complementing that work. The amount is capped up to 
$5 million and we may not need to spend all of that money. The project might, in the end, not go ahead. I do not 
know yet. However, the government has made a decision and that money is there. I think it is a good decision for 
the people of Perth and Western Australia.  

Mr M.P. MURRAY: Referring again to the twelfth supplementary agreement, the minister spoke earlier about 
works to be done on Heirisson Island. The Burswood Park Board annual report refers to heritage trails, a public 
golf course and all those sorts of things. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, I might just interject. I suggest that we move these few clauses, to get to 
the specific area that the member wants to talk about, which is actually in the schedules. 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: Unfortunately, Madam Acting Speaker, one of the problems with the bill is that the 
agreement is in the front half and once we approve that it is very difficult to go back. I think that it is very wise 
to do this first. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I will let you come back to it.  

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 5 put and passed. 

Clause 6: Schedule 13 inserted — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Collie–Preston, do your worst! 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: Thank you for that assistance, Madam Acting Speaker. We have moved forward! 

I want a comment about whether there is any provision in the bill for jetties or landing places for boats. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: That is outside the scope of the bill, member. All this bill does is authorise—as did the 
bill under the previous minister—money to be put toward the project. I have given a bit of an overview of the 
project. I have not been heavily involved in the project; my office has been involved to a small degree. But this 
bill is not about that project. That project may not happen. This bill is just about authorising it if it does. I will 
not debate what is in that; that is a City of Perth document and a master plan for what it wants to do. We have 
authorised that $5 million. I will not debate the project today because I do not know. All I know is what we have 
done and what that $5 million can do. 

Mr M.P. MURRAY: Although I understand that, the minister in his speeches, answers to questions and through 
interjections has said that he is aware where the money is going, but now he says that he is hopeful the money is 
going there. That is quite different from what I previously understood. Does the minister understand what I am 
saying? Once the money goes to that board, the only control that the minister has is when he signs off on 
something that the board wants to do.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: The $5 million will be put towards the establishment of parklands, landscaping and basic 
parkland infrastructure. It is not intended to be used for sculptures or major infrastructure. As I said, it has to 
come back to me and I have to sign off on it. I do not think I can say any more; I think I have said it about 
38 times. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I refer to page 8 of the bill where the term “cruise ship” is used. I wonder whether the 
minister can advise me how I can be sure what the definition of a cruise ship is. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: It is defined on page 6 of the bill, which states — 

“Cruise Ship” means any vessel that: 

(a) has a minimum capacity of 100 passengers; 

(b) is conducting a scheduled deep water cruise; and 
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(c) is transiting through Western Australian ports from and to locations overseas or interstate; 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I have one final question to do with playing two-up. Page 8 of the bill seems to re-
authorise the playing of two-up in RSL clubs on Anzac Day, which of course has been a longstanding tradition. I 
wonder whether that is what it does; and, if so, as I recall there was some effort to expand the definition of a club 
in which it might be played to include naval clubs, Army clubs, Air Force associations and so forth. Does that 
provision restrict or change that definition? What does the clause do? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: I am advised that when the bill was drafted, the whole clause was taken out and put back 
in with the addition of subparagraph (ii), which is what the member wanted when he was minister. It states — 

at events or in premises that the Minister is satisfied are sufficiently connected to the celebration of 
Anzac Day … 

Therefore, if the organisation is having an Anzac celebration at a town hall, the minister can allow that—which 
is commonsense to me. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 7 to 11 put and passed. 

Title put and passed. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin — Minister for Racing and Gaming) [3.54 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR M.P. MURRAY (Collie–Preston) [3.55 pm]: I would like to say that I have just received the winning Lotto 
numbers for tonight, but I cannot yet! What I will say is that I thank the minister, even though the Casino 
(Burswood Island) Agreement Amendment Bill 2011 has been slow in the making. I hope that Western 
Australian newspapers realise that everything the minister puts in his press releases is not entirely true because it 
has taken 18 months for this legislation to get up. I always remember that the minister’s press release came out 
because I put out a press release asking for this legislation to be introduced. It was a very good blocking tactic 
and he certainly blocked the middle stump.  

However, 18 months later we are at the third reading stage of the bill. Unfortunately, in that time the Collie Race 
Club has missed out on two lots of two-up because it has only one meeting a year. Maybe there were a few 
games going on in the dark under headlights, I am not quite sure, but do not let Mr Sargeant hear about that! The 
local electorate and surrounding areas that wish to have two-up games in the future will certainly be pleased 
when this bill passes. Although this is not the biggest issue confronting country towns, it is certainly one of those 
things that make a town worth living in. As I say, playing two-up on Anzac Day did not come up in the debate a 
lot, but a very good game of two-up is played at the RSL in Collie on Anzac Day and also the Collie–
Donnybrook race may be able to go back out under the big gum tree at Mumballup Hotel. Therefore, those sorts 
of things that make country life worth living can be brought back in. It is only recently that interest has been 
brought back to this issue because we are moving towards, as I said, the Collie–Donnybrook race and the races 
in October. The race club has already approached me about getting a permit to play two-up. It is a race club that 
had been very good but was down on its knees until some of the younger blokes moved in. Certainly, they have 
revitalised the club from where it was. It has gone from 300 or 400 people turning up to around 1 000 people 
now turning up. It is a highlight of our social calendar. The ladies are able to get dressed up, come out and strut 
their stuff, and there are fashion parades and all those things that go with country racing. I think about 30-odd 
pacers have been trained in Collie, and because of the interest generated through the local club many syndicates 
have been formed in the racing area. This bill plays a part in that social structure. The unfortunate thing is that 
there have not been too many winners in the gallops area, but the pacing area has been very good with some very 
good horses. One good country horse won a few places in the city. Just recently—I cannot think of the name—a 
filly won the $100 000 race at Gloucester Park for a gentleman called Mr John Bell who made great mention in 
his acceptance speech that it costs $2 million to win a $100 000 race. I think he has about 25 horses. One of my 
electorate staff is very hopeful that a horse that she has shares in with that gentleman will win in the future, but I 
do not think that will happen given the way it went around for the first two times.  

In saying that, again, I thank the minister and his advisers for their indulgence and look forward to working 
through this measure and enhancing the lives of country people. 

MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin — Minister for Racing and Gaming) [4.00 pm] — in reply: I thank the 
member for Collie–Preston for his comments about the press releases. I have seen a few of the member’s press 
releases over the past couple of years, and some of them were not exactly hitting the ball accurately, but I will 
leave it at that because I am a fair man.  



4392 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 16 June 2011] 

 

The member made some good comments about country racing. I thank the member for his support of the bill. 
What members have probably failed to pick up and acknowledge during the debate on this bill is that the racing 
infrastructure fund has played a huge part in the success of country race clubs and will do for the next four years. 
That is not to be sniffed at.  

Mr M.P. Murray interjected.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: That is okay. But it is happening. 

The government is also providing funding for the responsible gambling program, which is being delivered 
through the Department for Communities. That is an outstanding program.  

The best thing about this bill is that we want to make Burswood not only a better destination for people who 
want to gamble, but also, more importantly, a tourism destination, and a place for people from overseas and 
interstate, and local people, of all ages to go to. A lot of people enjoy what that facility has to offer. This bill will 
enable Burswood to deliver a lot more for our state. It is a great investment for our state.  

The other changes that we have been able to make through this bill for two-up and cruise ships are also very 
commonsense changes, and I wonder why they have not been made before now. I say to the member for Collie–
Preston that, with the support of the member’s colleagues in the upper house, I look forward to playing two-up 
with the member in Collie later in the year, and we will have a drink.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Lemonade! 

Mr T.K. WALDRON: Of course. That is what I meant. 

Question put and passed.  

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

COMMERCIAL TENANCY (RETAIL SHOPS) AGREEMENTS AMENDMENT BILL 2011 

Third Reading  

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Minister for Transport) [4.03 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR A.P. O’GORMAN (Joondalup) [4.03 pm]: I realise that it is late on a Thursday afternoon, and I do not 
want to take up too much of the time of the house, but I again want to go through some of the aspects of this bill. 
This bill came into this place as part of the agreement between the Premier and the Leader of the Opposition to 
create special trading precincts in some parts of the Perth metropolitan area that would allow the shops in those 
areas to open on weekends and on weeknights. Part of that agreement was that a bill would be introduced to 
provide better protection for small businesses. This bill has not brought in all the protections for small businesses 
that I had hoped it would. One vital protection that is missing is a commercial tenancies lease register, which in 
my view should be held by Landgate, which will enable tenants to make an informed decision before they sign a 
tenancy agreement. Many small businesses in this nation are facing difficulty. Yesterday we heard about 
Colorado, which is not a particularly small business, which will be closing 100 of its stores, with the loss of 
1 000 jobs around the nation. One of the reasons cited for the closure of that business was the cost per square 
metre for leasing its premises. This morning we heard the sad news that Angus and Robertson will be closing 
another 42 stores in this nation, with the loss of 500 jobs. My fear is that if we continue to allow shopping 
centres to charge exorbitant lease rates for small businesses, particularly mum and dad small businesses, it will 
reduce consumer choice across our retail system. The dominance of large supermarkets and retail chains is 
already reducing people’s choice. This bill will go some way towards addressing that situation.  

This bill will put the onus onto landlords to inform tenants, 12 months and six months prior to the end of the 
lease, that the lease is coming up for either rollover or renewal, and to give tenants information about the lettable 
area, as it is now called, and the rent per square metre for similar retail shops within the shopping centre. Tenants 
will then be able to determine, when they are entering into a tenancy agreement, what is a fair and reasonable 
rent. The bill will also remove the ability of landlords to pass on to tenants, by what was often a sleight of hand, 
their legal costs, particularly if there is a five-year rollover of an agreement. That will be of great benefit to small 
businesses. The hardest part of setting up a small business is getting it off the ground. Every dollar that the 
operators of a small business can save in the initial stages of setting up their business is a dollar that they can put 
back into their business to help it succeed.  

Although this bill does not address all the issues that we had hoped it would address, particularly the 
establishment of a lease register, I commend the minister for bringing the bill into the house. I acknowledge that 
the minister has not completely dismissed the notion of establishing a lease register, because the minister 
informed us during consideration in detail that he will be consulting further with the stakeholders, the shopping 
centre councils, the tenants and the retailers’ associations to see whether he can reach agreement about the type 
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of lease register that would be acceptable to them. Therefore, although this bill does not cover everything that we 
had wanted, it takes some steps towards doing that. I am sure that when we get back into government, and now 
that we have a better understanding of small businesses and how they operate in this state, we will be able to 
work more closely with small businesses to make sure that we give them the best deal possible, and to make sure 
that the people of this state will continue to have choice across a range of retailers and not just the two or three 
majors that dominate our marketplace at the moment. 

DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale) [4.08 pm]: Like my colleague the member for Joondalup, I also want to add my 
comments on the third reading of the Commercial Tenancy (Retail Shops) Agreements Amendment Bill 2011. I 
congratulate the Minister for Transport for bringing this bill to the house. Yesterday’s consideration in detail 
phase was a very worthwhile exercise, and the minister answered our questions in a thoughtful and honest 
manner. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: As always. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: As always, I know; that was nothing unusual, and I thank the minister very much.  

As the minister stated in his second reading speech, the purpose of this bill is to create a more equitable 
relationship between tenants and landlords. As the member for Joondalup said, the problem in the retail industry 
is that when there are major landlord operators, particularly in the major shopping centres, that may make it very 
difficult for small operators. As we know, the Colorado chain, which is not that small an operation, has found 
itself in difficulty and is closing down, and that has a flow-on effect on employment and on other parts of the 
economy.  

It is obvious that we support the legislation. We had some concerns, and they were addressed yesterday during 
consideration in detail. I also raised some concerns about misleading and deceptive conduct, which often rears its 
ugly head in business. It is good that we will now have a legislative framework that will give a business that has 
been the victim of misleading and deceptive conduct some remedy. As I have stated previously, the misleading 
and deceptive conduct clauses in legislation are the clauses that are most often litigated under the commonwealth 
Trade Practices Act.  

I commend the bill, and I compliment the minister for bringing it to the house.  

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Minister for Transport) [4.10 pm] — in reply: I thank members for their 
contributions to the second reading debate and the consideration in detail stage of the Commercial Tenancy 
(Retail Shops) Agreements Amendment Bill 2011. I thought yesterday’s debate was a good example of how 
Parliament should work during the consideration in detail stage. We examined a number of issues in detail and 
hopefully I was able to provide some approximate direction on what this bill is intended to do. I take this 
opportunity to also put on the record my thanks to the advisers who assisted me and the people in the 
Department of Commerce who either drafted or assisted in the drafting of this bill. The member for Joondalup 
drifted off the bipartisan nature of the bill when he claimed that the Labor Party was the great protector of small 
business in this state and that he looked forward to the next change in government when the Labor Party would 
have the opportunity to show small business just how much the Labor Party cares for them. I suspect that that 
view is not reflected by the vast majority of small businesses in Western Australia, but I do not need to burst the 
member for Joondalup’s bubble. I acknowledge that he has been a long-term advocate for small business. I think 
he has run a business. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: I am still running it. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I had to stop running mine because some of the member’s colleagues kept hounding me 
about my business interests. I paid a fairly heavy price upon becoming a member of Parliament. I had to spend a 
lot of money to divest myself of my small business and the structures with which I was involved, 
notwithstanding the fact that the former Premier and member for Willagee used to call me Billy Bunter. Who 
was the guy from On the Buses? Reg Varney. Divesting myself of those business interests cost me a fair bit of 
money, but I thought it was the best thing to do because I did not want the former Premier to die of envy. I learnt 
a lot about the benefits of being in small business. 

It is important to understand that the bill is designed to provide special levels of protection for certain types of 
retail shops or shops or businesses that are operating in a retail centre. The bill is not designed for all retail 
outlets; it is designed just for small ones. Why is that? It is because it has been long understood that many of the 
small businesses that deal with large landlords are presented with challenges. 

This legislation will improve a range of components of the Commercial Tenancy (Retail Shops) Agreements 
Act. It is also worth pointing out that the bill was generated by a review that was instigated in 2002 by the former 
government. It is now 2011 and we are finally bringing into this place the second set of recommendations from 
that review. Another bill flowed from that review but it has taken all this time for this bill to get to this point. It 
makes us question the former government’s commitment to small business when it has taken so long for the 
process to move forward, but it is here now and it is done, which is good. 
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I will comment on the failure of small businesses. Both previous speakers mentioned Colorado Group Ltd and 
Angus and Robertson. We must be realistic. Rents and cost pressures can impact on businesses, but so can a 
range of other factors. One of the biggest impacts on Angus and Robertson has been online shopping and the fact 
that technology has changed. I saw people the other day with a thing like what’s-his-name’s — 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: The member for Forrestfield. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The member for mission brown! 

Mr M. McGowan: You could do with it. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I prefer to go down the graceful path. I did not have a visible grey hair when I became a 
member. 

Mr M. McGowan: You are unrecognisable today. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I know. This job has aged me, just as I have aged the Premier, he assures me! 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I did not even want to raise the topic; members opposite have raised it. I am very happy to 
go salt and pepper, or perhaps I have passed through the salt and pepper stage quite quickly; there is more salt 
than pepper! 

Mr M. McGowan: I do not know if anyone else would say that you are graceful. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I have a home video of me in my tutu. I have to tell the member that people have said that 
some aspects of that are very graceful! 

Getting back to the bill, because the Leader of the House wants to move on — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Please spare us the video! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I can bring it to the Christmas party this year and the Premier can make even more fun of 
me! 

Mr M. McGowan: The Premier was a young man before you came to Parliament. He was in his prime. Look at 
him now; he’s a relic. How could you have him meet the Queen? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: There are other factors in the dynamic business environment that impact on business 
profitability. I received an email yesterday from a book provider in my hometown — 

Mr M. McGowan: Will the Premier let you meet her? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: No! 

The book provider commented on the impact that a lot of changes the commonwealth is making are having on 
his small business. There are a lot of dynamics, but cost pressures do play a role in that. 

The member for Joondalup raised the issue of the lease register. That matter is not dead and buried. We will 
continue to pursue it through the consultation process that I outlined to the member yesterday. I understand fully 
the intent of the member’s argument about the lease register. No-one can argue with the intent, but we must look 
at the mechanism we can use to deliver the necessary outcomes. I will not rehash the detail of the bill, suffice to 
say that it makes significant improvements to the act and provides some important protections to small retail 
businesses in this state, which sometimes operate in an environment in which there is an imbalance between 
them and the landlords. This bill will help provide a framework to restore the balance. 

The other major change is the introduction of the Small Business Commissioner. I do not think we can ever 
understate the potential significance of having a Small Business Commissioner to address a number of disputes 
that arise regarding commercial tenancies. I had a briefing from the Victorian Small Business Commissioner a 
little over 12 months ago. The experience in Victoria has been that if good legislation is in place, which I think 
we have, the commissioner can play a major role in assisting small businesses to work through those disputes 
and enforce the intent of the legislation. The changes this bill makes to the commercial tenancies framework for 
retail shops and the introduction of a Small Business Commissioner will lead to a dramatically different 
environment in which small retail shops in Western Australia can operate, particularly in relation to their 
tenancies. I appreciate the support of the house and look forward to seeing the passage of the bill through the 
other place and the introduction of this framework for the benefit of Western Australian businesses in the not-
too-distant future. 

Question put and passed.  

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

House adjourned at 4.18 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

WARMUN COMMUNITY — TRAINING OPPORTUNITIES 

5296. Mr T.G. Stephens to the Minister representing the Minister for Energy; Training and Workforce 
Development; Indigenous Affairs 

In reference to the needs of the relocated Warmun Community:  

(a) what additional resources have been allocated to Kimberley TAFE to ensure that the training 
opportunities for the members of the Warmun Community are being met; 

(b) what training programs have been made available to the members of the Warmun community now that 
they have had to relocate to Kununurra; 

(c) has there been any provisions made for the members of the Warmun community to have increased 
access to training in motor vehicle driving; and 

(i) if not, why not; and 

(d) what arrangements have been made to ensure that Kimberley TAFE expands a relevant and focused 
skills acquisition program for the Warmun community during their enforced stay in Kununurra and 
prior to the commencement of the major reconstruction program back at Warmun? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 

(a) Kimberley TAFE's funding has been increased significantly since the beginning of 2010 and has 
sufficient resources to provide training opportunities that meet the needs of the Warmun Community.  

(b) Kimberley TAFE has established a Rural Skills program (Certificate II in Rural Skills/Agriculture) 
close to Kununurra specifically for young Warmun community members. 

Kimberley TAFE has engaged with the relocated Warmun Community to provide advice on various 
programs that could be made available, as well as existing options that are currently available through 
the Kununurra campus. Programs include Work Readiness, Youth Access Re-engagement Program, 
Certificates in General Education for Adults, Workplace English Language and Literacy, as well as 
specific practical skills development such as gaining a learner's permit, White Card Training and First 
Aid.  

Kimberley TAFE has also provided advice and ideas for enterprise development to the Women's Centre 
staff.  

The Department of Training and Workforce Development has recently been advised that a private 
training provider contracted to deliver training places in the Certificate III in Civil Construction Plant 
Operations under the Productivity Places Program, is collaborating with several other organisations to 
link the use of these training places to the Warmun reconstruction effort, and other Aboriginal 
community infrastructure projects in the region.  

The Department has facilitated a process to ensure that these training places will be available when 
required for the Warmun Community and the reconstruction project.  

(c) No, not at this time. 

(i) A range of training providers and other organisations have previously delivered motor vehicle 
driver training in the region, but are currently experiencing difficulty in attracting and retaining 
appropriately skilled staff to continue providing this training.  

(d) See (b).  

Kimberley TAFE, in partnership with many other agencies, has been a contributor to the 'round table' 
discussions facilitated by the partnership brokers, Wunan Foundation Inc, to discuss and develop 
educational and training activities for young people from Warmun who are currently located in 
Kununurra. 

PUBLIC HOUSING — ENERGY EFFICIENCY AUDIT 

5306. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the minister representing the Minister for Energy 

I refer to the 2009 National Strategy on Energy Efficiency, and the requirement that the energy efficiency of all 
Western Australian public housing stock be independently audited, and ask: 

(a) when will this independent audit be publicly available? 
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Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 

This question should be directed to the Minister for Housing.. 

COAL-FIRED GENERATORS — CARBON EMISSIONS 

5310. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the minister representing the Minister for Energy 

With reference to the Minister for Energy’s statement that the new coal fired generators approved by this 
government are significantly more efficient than many of the ageing generators connected to the network, I ask: 

(a) what is the carbon dioxide equivalent emission intensity of the existing generators connected to the 
network; and  

(b) what will be the emission intensity of the new coal fired generators Coolimba, Bluewaters and Muja 
A/B? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 

(a) Verve Energy — Carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2e) emission intensity at maximum continuous rated 
output: 

Collie: 0.90 tonnes CO2e per megawatt hour of electricity sent out from the power station 
(tCO2e/MWh(SO)) 
Muja C: 1.00 tCO2e.MWh(SO) 
Muja D: 0.96 tCO2e.MWh(SO) 
Kwinana: 0.88 tCO2e.MWh(SO) 
Pinjar and Mungarra: 0.65 tCO2e.MWh(SO) 

(b) Verve Energy — Muja A/B: 1.30 tCO2e.MWh(SO) 

(Coolimba and Blue waters are not Verve Energy generators). 

BUNBURY TOWER 

5312. Mr M. McGowan to the minister representing the Minister for Finance 

I refer to Bunbury tower, and ask: 

(a) who owns the building; 

(b) how many floors are occupied and what activities are conducted on each floor; 

(c) what activities are conducted on the unoccupied floors; and 

(d) what plans are in place for those floors? 

Mr C.C. PORTER replied: 

(a) Obtala Pty Ltd owns the building, and the entire building has been leased to Government since 1987.   

(b)–(d) The building consists of 12 floors, including the ground floor and podium. 

All floors are occupied, except for a small amount of vacant space located on the podium and level 
eight (total vacant space of approximately 250 sqm). Planning is well advanced for a Government 
agency to shortly occupy the vacant level eight tenancy. 

Government tenants occupy approximately 90% of the building, as follows: 

· Department of Treasury and Finance; 
· Department of Training and Workforce Development; 
· Department of Health; 
· Department for Child Protection; 
· Department of Planning; 
· Department of Regional Development and Lands; 
· Department of Commerce; 
· South West Development Commission; 
· Department of Environment and Conservation; 
· Western Australian Tourism Commission; 
· Department of Education; 
· Department of Mines and Petroleum; and 
· Water Corporation. 

The remaining space has been sub-let to private tenants, as follows: 

· Stratagen Pty Ltd (podium); and 
· Bankwest and BHP Billiton Aluminium (level seven). 
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Another private tenant, Ocean Broadband Pty Ltd, a communications provider, has a 
telecommunications license which consists of a rooftop antennae plus a small distribution framework 
board located in the building. 

CENTRAL INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY — COST 

5315. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Training and Workforce 
Development 

In relation to the new Central Institute of Technology building on the corner of William and Aberdeen Streets, I 
ask: 

(a) what was the total cost of the building; 

(b) how much was funded by the Federal Government and how much by the State; 

(c) in what Budget years were State Government allocations and payments made for the building; and 

(d) who were the artists and what was the cost of the public art above the entry, and other public art in the 
building? 

Mr M.J. COWPER replied: 

(a) The cost of the building presently stands at $61.2 million (excluding GST).  This includes an estimated 
contingency sum allowance of $1.75 million for extension of time claims by the builder, which are are 
in dispute. 

(b)  $28.97 million was funded by the Federal Government and $32.21 million was funded by the State 
Government (less if extension of time claims are unsuccessful). 

(c)  Allocation and payments of State Government funds were made in the financial years of 2006-07 
through to 2010-11. 

(d)  Under the Percent for Public Art scheme, Jurek Wybrianec and Stephen Neille were the artists 
responsible for the artwork above the entry titled 'Cloud' and the kidney shaped cobblestone foyer floor 
artwork titled 'Pool of History'.  

This public art cost $324,510 (excluding GST). 

ONE MOVEMENT PTY LTD — FINANCIAL VIABILITY 

5321. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister for Tourism 

In relation to the Independent Audit Report for 2009 to the members of One Movement, received by Eventscorp, 
and  the One Movement Pty Ltd Financial Report for the year ended 31 December 2010, which both reveal 
severe doubts about the financial viability of One Movement, I ask: 

(a) why has the Minister only recently acted and announced that One Movement 2011 will be delayed and 
not cancelled; and 

(b) why has the Minister not terminated the agreement with One Movement? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(a) The 2009 independent audit of the financial report for One Movement Pty Ltd identified that the report 
was in accordance with the Corporations Act 2001, hence that was not a reason for the Board of 
Tourism WA to cancel the event. 

(b) The Board of Tourism WA is in the process of terminating the Sponsorship Agreement with One 
Movement Pty Ltd. 

ONE MOVEMENT PTY LTD — FINANCIAL VIABILITY 

5333. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister for Tourism 

In relation to the February 2010 alleged financial analysis of the October 2009 One Movement festival 
conducted by Synovate for One Movement and only involving 118 spend interviews, I ask: 

(a) why do the detailed findings not include caterers at the festival who were charged $1,500 for a site and 
incurred $10,000 in losses due to One Movement not delivering the audiences promised;  

(b) why doesn’t Eventscorp accurately include the net losses of participants in the economic analyses; 

(c) under “lessons learned”, the analysis states that despite the number of interstate and international 
delegates being much lower than expected, they just fell short of their target, completing 53 out of 60 
interviews. How many interstate and international delegates actually attended in 2009 and 2010, 
compared with the original expected attendance Eventscorp based their sponsorship agreement on? 
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Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(a)–(b) The work conducted by Synovate in February 2010 does not include caterers at the festival because the 
study was designed to measure Economic Impact which calculates the inflows (i.e. new money into WA 
from interstate and international visitors) less the outflows (WA money leaving WA). This method of 
measurement is endorsed by the Department of Treasury and Finance. 

(c)   2009  
Delegates Projected Actual 
Interstate 350 187 
International 100 110 

2010  
Delegates Projected Actual 
Interstate 500 462 
International 200 202 

__________ 

 

 


