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THE SPEAKER (Mr M. W. Sutherland) took the chair at 12 noon, and read prayers. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY — SEATING PLAN 
Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr M.W. Sutherland): Members, I have two statements to make. Firstly, I advise that I have 
approved an amended seating plan for the government side of the house 

SENATE VACANCY — ELECTION OF SUSAN LINES 
Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr M.W. Sutherland): The second statement is on the joint sitting to fill a vacancy in the 
Senate. I advise members that a joint sitting of both houses was held this day and that Susan Lines was duly 
elected as a senator of the commonwealth Parliament.  

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

STATE FINANCES — TAX MEASURES 
Statement by Treasurer 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Treasurer) [12.02 pm]: I rise to inform the house that the state government 
intends to take further action to improve the state’s finances by deferring the abolition of transfer duty on non–
real business assets until budget circumstances allow. As a result, duty will continue to be payable on the 
acquisition of business assets such as goodwill, statutory licences and intellectual property. This duty is currently 
scheduled to be abolished on 1 July 2013. However, spending pressures from the state’s rapid population and 
economic growth, compounded by the commonwealth government’s refusal to address Western Australia’s 
unfairly low and declining share of GST revenue has made the abolition of this duty unaffordable at present.  

Accordingly, the state government will introduce an urgent bill into Parliament next week with the aim of 
making the required amendments to the duties legislation before 1 July 2013. In addition, the state government 
intends to legislate to exclude certain business, professional and industry organisations from accessing state tax 
exemptions for charities. This action has been triggered by a State Administrative Tribunal decision in 2012 that 
the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia is a common law charity, and therefore exempt 
from payroll tax.  

The state government is concerned that the tribunal’s decision sets a costly precedent for other similar 
organisations to qualify for state tax exemptions, notwithstanding that some of the services they provide may be 
for the private commercial benefit of fee-paying members. Existing state tax exemptions for other types of 
charitable organisations will not be affected. Further details of this measure are being developed and will be 
announced as soon as possible.  

DEPARTMENT OF CULTURE AND THE ARTS — ALLANAH LUCAS 
Statement by Minister for Culture and the Arts 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Minister for Culture and the Arts) [12.04 pm]: I rise to pay tribute to 
Allanah Lucas, the former director general of the Department of Culture and the Arts. Allanah decided not to 
seek reappointment at the conclusion her contract earlier this month and will undertake a new role with the 
Public Sector Commission.  

When the Department of The Arts was created in 1986, Allanah was appointed the first Aboriginal arts officer 
and she set up the first Aboriginal arts panel. In 1987 she wrote the original policy for the creative development 
fellowships, which is a wonderful program that exists to this day. In 1988, Allanah won a British Council 
Fellowship, which enabled her to study in London for her Master of Arts in Arts Administration. Allanah lived 
and worked in England and took on a variety of roles in the arts sector before returning to Perth in 1997 to 
become the general manager of the Perth Theatre Company. In 2000, Allanah returned to the Department of 
Culture and the Arts as director of ArtsWA. In 2004, she was the acting Western Australian Museum CEO, and 
led the relocation of museum staff and state collections to the collections and research centre in Welshpool. 
Following this, she was appointed executive director for development and strategy in 2005, before being 
promoted to the position of director general of the department in 2008.  
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Some of Allanah’s most significant achievements during her time at the Department of Culture and the Arts 
include leading the final stages of the development of the State Theatre Centre, which opened in January 2011; 
leading the first stages of planning for the new Western Australian Museum in the Perth Cultural Centre; and, 
being at the forefront of successful cross-government partnerships in arts and education, arts and disability and 
Indigenous arts programs. I have greatly valued the advice and assistance Allanah has provided to both the 
government and me over the past four and a half years. Allanah’s knowledge of and experience in the arts sector 
has been invaluable during a period of significant developments. She has played a pivotal role in managing the 
ever-present financial pressures, whilst also leading in the ongoing growth of a vibrant and active arts sector in 
Western Australia. I thank Allanah for her invaluable advice and assistance and wish her all the best for the 
future.  

MINERAL AND PETROLEUM SECTOR 
Statement by Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Mines and Petroleum) [12.07 pm]: I report that in the 2012 
calendar year the value of Western Australia’s mineral and petroleum sector was $97 billion. This achievement 
is the industry’s second highest result, surpassed only in 2011, when the value was a record $108 billion. Iron 
ore was the most valuable commodity at $51 billion, followed by petroleum at $24.4 billion. Western Australia’s 
mineral and petroleum exports accounted for 87 per cent of the state’s total merchandise export earnings of 
$248 billion in 2012. Minerals exploration expenditure reached an all-time high of $2 billion in 2012, accounting 
for 56 per cent of Australia’s mineral exploration spend, and petroleum sector exploration in Western Australia 
rose in 2012 by 17.5 per cent, to $2.8 billion, which was 88 per cent of national petroleum exploration 
expenditure.  
Strong investment in the resources sector continues in Western Australia despite global commodity price and 
currency concerns. Department of Mines and Petroleum data indicates that Western Australia has an estimated 
$177 billion worth of resource projects under construction or committed and a further $120 billion planned or 
possible in coming years. As the Minster for Mines and Petroleum, I have so far attended the opening of three 
mines in four weeks—that is, the Karara magnetite project, Fortescue Metals Group’s Firetail mine and Rio 
Tinto’s Argyle underground mine. The Solomon site Firetail deposit is planned to produce 60 million tonnes a 
year of iron ore at full capacity, while Argyle underground is expected to produce 20 million carats of diamonds 
a year also at full capacity. The Tropicana goldmine is planned to commence production in 2013 and is expected 
to produce over 400 000 ounces of gold a year.  

The strength and resilience of the resources sector in Western Australia has buffered the rest of the country from 
much of the global economic instability in recent years. However, global uncertainties, including financial 
problems in Europe and the slowing demand in China, remain and the sector will continue to be susceptible to 
these and other global issues. Despite recent commodity price volatility, the prices for Western Australia’s 
resource commodities remain historically high. However, these higher prices are offset against the strong 
Australian dollar which presents an ongoing challenge for Western Australia’s resource exporters. Western 
Australia continues to be an attractive mining destination, as seen in the Fraser Institute’s “Survey of Mining 
Companies 2012/13” report, in which the state was ranked in the top 20 destinations of choice for investment in 
the mining industry. 

ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL PROTECTION BILL 2013 
Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr R.H. Cook (Deputy Leader of the Opposition), and read a first time. 

Explanatory memorandum presented by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. 

SUPPLY BILL 2013 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 14 May. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler) [12.11 pm]: I would like to begin by talking about the Department of Corrective 
Services and the expense the prison muster is inflicting on this community. This morning’s The West Australian 
published an opinion piece by the legal writer Amanda Banks, in which she canvassed an alternative to the 
unrelenting, unyielding and unbending line of hard-on-crime, increased penalties and increased prison musters 
option, which cannot be sustained by Western Australian taxpayers. Three or four years ago the member for 
Warnbro, in his capacity as the then shadow corrective services spokesman, first introduced into the debate in 
Western Australia the concept of “justice reinvestment”. He did not invent that concept, it was a concept that 
been trialled in, of all places, Houston, Texas, a jurisdiction renowned throughout the world for its very tough 
regime on crime, which includes, of course, frequent infliction of the death penalty and, to a lesser level, 
frequent and heavy use of imprisonment as a so-called deterrent to crime.  
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After investigating the new approach to crime, the Texas state government discovered that by trying to treat the 
causes of criminality Texas was able to reduce by some several hundred million dollars its budget allocation to 
penal institutions and the fixes to crime. It did so, as the member for Warnbro pointed out several years ago, by 
identifying with particularity those areas, initially in Houston, where offenders were residing immediately before 
they went to prison. In identifying those particular localities, they were able to find the gaps in services, be they 
housing, mental health or other contributing factors that led to aberrant behaviour. They then drew together all 
government agencies responsible for the delivery of those services to come up with a plan that targeted those 
specific areas—not generally across the state—that were delivering so many criminals into the penal institutions 
and costing the taxpayer so much. They then came up with programs to fill those gaps and finally assessed how 
this alternative fix was benefitting or failing to benefit the community. 
We now know, of course, that in that tough-on-crime state, a traditional American Republican state that has 
delivered Republican Presidents, the government discovered that it could reduce the impost on the taxpayer of 
remedial sentences for criminality by several hundred million dollars. It discovered that most of the criminals 
were coming from suburbs with less than, I think the member for Warnbro said, about 19 per cent of the 
population.  

Mr P. Papalia: Fifteen per cent.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Fifteen per cent of the population were delivering most of the criminals into penal 
institutions. 
The member for Warnbro bravely advocated this new approach at a time when the cry for tough-on-crime was 
becoming ever more rampant in this Parliament and in this state. He sought to advance this tried and proven 
solution, based on actual outcomes and figures and not on theory or from the heart, to an ever-increasing crime 
rate, with its ever-increasing cost burden on the community, and he was ridiculed by the former Attorney 
General for advancing airy-fairy ideas. 

We have now seen—I would not describe it as a crack in the facade—the first recognition by the government of 
the emptiness and futility of its previous and, to a large extent, current policies of more and more imprisonment 
as the solution to crime. We have witnessed that because the present corrective services minister, to his credit, 
has acknowledged that some of the prison and corrective services’ budget might need to be reallocated to stop 
people coming into the system. That is a first recognition of the futility of more and more imprisonment as the 
solution. This showed up, of course, in the juvenile justice system in the riot at Banksia Grove which was caused 
by a number of factors. 

Mr P. Papalia: Banksia Hill.   

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I am sorry, Banksia Hill; Banksia Grove is one of the suburbs in my electorate. Banksia 
Hill is the institution near Hakea. We now know that the riot at Banksia Hill was entirely foreseeable because the 
Inspector of Custodial Services had warned the government it was heading in this direction. The inevitable 
happened because the centre was overloaded and prisoners who had been settled into education programs were 
mixed with disruptive, unruly youths on short-term remand. The prison staff were under extreme pressure and 
there was an increased need for extended prison lockdowns.  

It cost taxpayers not only the cost of the imprisonments, but also millions of dollars in reparation to the 
institution—and for what? We have not gone forward in the process at all, but there is at least recognition by the 
Minister for Corrective Services that future attempts have to be better than those used in the past to stem the flow 
into the system otherwise taxpayers will go broke. If we were to ask taxpayers what they want built—a new 
prison or a new tertiary hospital—they would say a new hospital every time. If we were to ask taxpayers what 
they want—better education or more prisons—they would say better education every time. There is pressure to 
build more prisons because we are not doing enough to stop the flow of prisoners into the system. The 
government has said that it is going to amend the Sentencing Act and the Young Offenders Act to ensure that 
more juveniles who offend on a third occasion for breaking and entering receive mandatory imprisonment. This 
idea was first floated by the Commissioner of Police, who wrote in a public piece that there was a loophole and 
that not enough juveniles are being sentenced to mandatory imprisonment because a sentencing occasion might 
involve two or three break and enters and that does not constitute necessarily the criteria for a third offence 
mandatory imprisonment. He wanted the legislation to be amended. Within 24 hours of the release of that piece, 
I heard the Commissioner of Police being interviewed on Geoff Hutchison’s ABC radio program on this very 
point—namely, whether more youths should be going in under mandatory imprisonment. I heard the 
commissioner qualify himself by saying that, yes, they wanted more to go in if they were to receive the training 
that would send them back into the community more work-ready. We all know from the report of the Inspector 
of Custodial Services that that does not happen. We also know that that does not happen because of the 
statements made in this Parliament by the Minister for Corrective Services, who has talked about extended 
lockdowns in Banksia Hill Detention Centre. The very condition upon which the Commissioner of Police 
predicated his comments is not being fulfilled. Youths are going in there, lolling about in the “university of 
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crime” and reoffending upon their release. They go back into their communities where the same problems exist, 
but as more qualified criminals who infect other youths in the area. This gets back, of course, to housing, mental 
health and family breakdowns. Lamentably, where do so many of these offenders stem from? Sadly, one has 
only to walk through the institution to see the number of Indigenous offenders incarcerated to know where some 
of the services should be directed. Some of these people are burdened with foetal alcohol syndrome, so they 
entered the world, which we love and enjoy, already mentally impaired and have gone on to offend.  

I take one little issue with Ms Banks in her article of this morning where she said that both major political parties 
engage in a law and order auction and that they go into elections promising to be yet tougher on crime. It was, 
however, reported in The West Australian and other media that, last November before the election campaign 
started, as shadow Attorney General I said that Labor would not engage in a law and order auction and that we 
would not go to the community and say that we would offer tougher penalties. This was met with some concern 
by traditionalists in different areas who thought that my comments might be at least, if not anti-intuitive, not 
politically savvy. One has to go beyond the lust for a law and order auction and look at the reality of what is 
happening and how we can best serve the taxpayers whom we represent. I mean to say, in the previous election 
campaign, which was in 2008, the then opposition said it would be tougher than any party by introducing 
mandatory sentencing for anyone who assaulted a police officer and caused them any bodily injury. I now wish 
to refer to a report entitled “Mandatory Sentencing Report”, prepared by the Western Australian Police Union of 
Workers in April 2013. I will quote from that report because it notes that less than half of those arrested for 
assaulting a police officer and causing bodily harm actually receive a mandatory term of imprisonment. Mr 
Speaker, in view of the little misunderstanding between us the other day, innocent as it was, on the question of 
an extension, I would like to get in early and seek an extension.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The report states that less than half of those arrested on the street for assaulting a police 
officer and causing bodily harm receive a term of imprisonment. The report addresses the tough-on-crime 
language of the Premier in this Parliament. The first paragraph on page 53 states — 

To make a public statement that “a very strong message” — 
That was sourced from Hansard — 

has been sent by the Government to the community, by way of a legislation that promises to send those 
to jail who — 

Quoting from Hansard again — 
“assault and cause bodily harm to a Police Officer... No ifs, ands or buts”, — 

The honourable Premier — 
is an insult to the Police Officers who have experienced life-altering assaults and then watched as 
justice was not served.  

The police union itself said that the words the Premier had mouthed in this Parliament were an insult to police 
from their experience of the legislation.  

I now turn to the last paragraph. Members may recall that the opposition moved an amendment to the mandatory 
sentencing legislation that referred to mandatory sentencing except in exceptional circumstances, and that if the 
court were to apply the provision on exceptional circumstances, it had to reduce its reasons to writing. We were 
derided for that statement, as we were accused of being soft on crime. What is the police complaint now? We 
said that if we left this provision to prosecutorial guidelines, it would all happen behind closed doors and neither 
the offenders nor the police would have any representation into who actually faced mandatory sentencing. What 
does this report say? It verifies exactly what the opposition was saying at the time. It goes on in the final 
paragraph, if I may quote again, Mr Speaker — 

In 2009, Mr Kobelke — 

That is the former member for Nollamara — 

envisioned that the WAPOL guidelines could result in prosecutors making determinations about 
whether heavier or lighter penalties are imposed for assaults instead of the judiciary and was worried 
that people who should be going through the court system and receiving serious penalties would get off 
lightly because the prosecutor was the ultimate ‘gatekeeper’. Years after these comments were made, 
our Member accounts reiterate these concerns. Where a prime facie case exists for a prescribed 
circumstances charge, the Union believes the matter must be put to the judiciary for determination, not 
determined beforehand (at the administrative level).  

This is exactly what the WA Police Union is now saying. The police union then cites several cases—Senior 
Constable Bentink, Senior Constable James and I think it was Constable May—all of whom sustained significant 
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injuries. One would think their injuries would have fallen into the class of the very strong message that the 
Premier was talking about in this chamber; that is, the offence of assault and cause bodily harm to a police 
officer—no ifs and/or buts. But that did not happen because it was all determined at an administrative level 
behind closed doors where neither the accused person nor the arresting officer got a look in. We have always 
said that if justice is to be served, these matters must all be determined in an open court. The judiciary might 
have said—as the magistrate may well have said in the case involving Senior Constable Bentink, who was 
assaulted on the apprehension of an involuntary mental patient who was on the street after absconding from a 
mental ward—“Taking into account his mental condition and taking into account his illness at the time, for the 
following reasons I am applying the exceptional circumstances provision”, and given those reasons in writing. 
But that does not happen. If it had been open to the victim who sustained serious injuries to institute an appeal 
against those exceptional circumstances, justice might have been done in the way the opposition implored this 
house to have it done; that is, in an open courtroom, and not just by an email to Constable Bentink advising him 
of the outcome when he did not even get a look in. 

However, he has learnt, as the police union has learnt, that the Premier is not as good as his word; that the former 
Attorney General was not as good as his word; and that the current police minister is especially not as good as 
her word. The current police minister, the member for Scarborough, says that since the introduction of this 
legislation, assaults involving injuries on police have dropped. That is not correct according to the police union. 
There are statistics, statistics and damned lies; and the last assertion falls within the category of damned lies. As 
this report on mandatory sentencing points out, the statistics group together all assaults on public officers. We 
know that the 2008 proposed amendments to the legislation included not just police as public officers, but also 
other classes of public officers, as you well know, Mr Speaker. The statistics referred to all public officers. 
Although there might have been a drop in the number of assaults on other public officers, such as Public 
Transport Authority officers, ambulance officers and other public officers that are included in the legislation, the 
police union points out that there has been an 8.5 per cent increase in assaults involving injuries to police 
officers. Did this tough-on-crime law work? Not according to the police union. 

If we go back to justice reinvestment and look at the actual causes of crime, the Commissioner of Police himself 
identified one of the largest causes of these types of violent assaults, and it is the one that this Parliament and the 
government have found too difficult to deal with. It is the river of alcohol that is poured into our streets until the 
early hours of the morning, probably exacerbated by other drugs as well, especially in recent time by 
amphetamines. Leaving that aside, the extended licensing hours and the amount of alcohol that is being poured 
out there into the streets, especially into the entertainment area, has been identified by the Commissioner of 
Police as the direct cause of the trouble for his officers—for the officers whom we ask to go out and police the 
streets. But the Parliament and the government hold up their hands and say, “All too hard. It’s the liquor industry 
at stake here. We can’t do anything about this. The cat’s out of the bag. We can’t wind back the licensing hours. 
We can’t wind back the amount of alcohol being served. Too bad, too sad. What we will do to ensure our re-
election is just go out and tell porkies. Go out and tell them that we’re going to introduce legislation that says if 
you go out there in this condition and break an officer’s jaw, no ifs, no buts, you’ll be in.” That we now know, 
from the report of the police union, is not true. I encourage the media and all members of Parliament to approach 
this whole question of winding back the crime rates more intelligently than we between us collectively have been 
able to in the past. 

We heard the Chief Justice deliver a magnificent speech from your chair, Mr Speaker, before you were sworn in. 
He implored us all, saying we are all good people and have been elected by our community as good people, to 
collectively come together to come up with good solutions for our community. Justice reinvestment requires 
more than just a bit of a take from the correctional services portfolio to try to find 100 grand here or 50 grand 
there. It will require assistance across the ministries of housing, health, justice, correctional services and the 
Attorney General, in the other place.  

Mr P. Papalia: First a concession that the current policy doesn’t work.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Yes. We have, on at least a nod, the early indication from the Minister for Corrective 
Services that it is starting to dawn on him that the current policy is not working. But we cannot as a Parliament 
pay lip service to this because crime will continue and the people we represent will have to pay more and more 
in taxes on a futile game of chasing our tails and pouring more into a penal system that is not actually reducing 
the crime rate. I go back to this report—not a Labor report but the police union report—that says that what we 
were told about “hard on crime and hard on assaults on police”, to quote again from the police union, “is an 
insult to the Police Officers who have experienced life-altering assaults and then watched as justice was not 
served”. We need a more intelligent approach to this whole issue or we are going nowhere and we are just going 
to break the bank. As they learnt in Texas, there is a better way. What will we end up doing, floating prison 
hulks on the Swan River to try to house them all? The number is up to 5 000. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: There’s room at James Price Point.  
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Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: No, member. But many Indigenous people are being incarcerated. That would be a 
disastrous option. Thank you, Mr Speaker. May it please the chamber. 

MR D.J. KELLY (Bassendean) [12.42 pm]: I rise to speak to the Supply Bill. As it is National Volunteer Week 
I thought I would begin by raising a few issues about volunteers in my electorate. The Bassendean Volunteer 
Fire and Rescue Service is a fabulous volunteer organisation in my electorate, but its future is very much under 
threat. There is talk of the volunteer fire brigade being required to move from its current home in Bassendean to 
Forrestfield. The Bassendean Volunteer Fire and Rescue Service is not just any old fire and rescue brigade; it has 
a special history. It started more than 100 years ago in 1911 as the West Guildford Brigade. It changed its name 
in 1922 and in 1934 moved to Parker Street, Bassendean, where it is still based.  

The brigade celebrated its hundredth year of service in 2011, and a dinner was held to mark the 100-year 
celebration. The events of that night were recorded in Department of Fire and Emergency Services 24seven 
Magazine. I will quote from that article where it reads —  

The Chief Operating Officer Craig Hynes congratulated the Bassendean VFRS on their continuous 
professionalism and dedication across 10 decades.  

He said — 

“It is incredible to think that hundreds of civic spirited volunteers have served the brigade and attended 
countless incidents over such a long period of time,” 

He went on to say — 

This centenary is a tremendous achievement and credit to all those volunteers who have devoted their 
time, skill and energy to the brigade and community.  

“Congratulations go to volunteers and thanks to the many family members and friends whose support 
and encouragement is greatly appreciated.  

The article goes on to record that the member for Swan Hills, Frank Alban, was there that night representing the 
Premier, and is reported as saying — 

“Bassendean’s volunteer firefighters, past and present, should be commended for their dedication to 
safeguarding the community over some years.  

“Volunteer brigades like Bassendean have a long and proud history and are rightly held in high esteem 
by their communities. 
“They are particularly rare in the Perth metropolitan area, so this milestone is a memorable and historic 
occasion.” 

There were plenty of acknowledgements that night for the work the brigade does. It was also noted at that event 
that three of the members, Norm Stagoll, Bob Stoner and Roy Weatherburn, have each done more than 50 years’ 
service with the brigade.  

Given the fine service that this brigade has given the community over 100 years, it is very disappointing that 
now their future is uncertain. There is a plan to move the career firefighters to a new fire station in Kiara, which 
is being built. The question then is: what will happen with the volunteers? They have been told through various 
channels that the state government is now proposing that they move, not to the new location for the career 
firefighters out to the new facilities in Forrestfield. In the community’s view that would be a disastrous decision. 
The local Mayor, John Gangell, is strongly opposed to the move and was quoted in the Eastern Reporter on 
5 February as follows — 

“I have been advised that there are moves afoot to, once again, relocate the brigade and decommission 
the station,”  
 “The station is heritage listed and is an important icon to the residents of the Town and a testament to 
the success of the volunteers. 

“The brigade uses the building to house its extensive awards and memorabilia, and regularly provides 
access to the public to view its proud achievements. 

“It would be a travesty to see the brigade separated from its traditional headquarters and training facility 
and I am very aware of just how strongly this community feels about this issue.” 

Mayor Gangell says further on — 

“I am very aware of how strongly this community feels about this issue and I cannot see how moving a 
successful Brigade to a location away from its traditional home will encourage volunteers to stay in the 
brigade and deliver the important community service that they have proudly and unselfishly done since 
1911,” 
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Importantly, as well as being opposed by the local council, the move is opposed by the brigade members 
themselves. In that same article in the Eastern Reporter, the brigade captain, Mike Smith, is reported as 
saying — 

“Our members don’t want to move, it’s further to drive, further to respond,” “We’ve had quite a few 
call-outs in December and in January and trying to get to Forrestfield in traffic will slow our response 
time dramatically. 

“We need to get to the area quickly because on those large fires where there are high winds, you need to 
respond quickly because it’s a dynamic situation.” 

Another officer, Steve Page, is reported as saying — 

“The good thing about Bassendean is we’ve got the crews to be able to man the vehicles even on a shift 
change, which not many other stations can do,” 

“Going from Bassendean to Forrestfield it will take you about half-an-hour in traffic and delay your 
turn-out times, it’s going to be crazy. At the moment we can turn a truck out in 10 minutes.” 

Mr Page said he would like to see volunteers moved next door (to the current career officers’ 
headquarters) following their move to Kiara. 

This move is strongly opposed by the local community. It is strongly opposed by the volunteers. Some estimates 
are that at least half the volunteers will leave the service if they are forced to move to Forrestfield. We urge the 
state government to end the uncertainty around the future of the Bassendean Fire Brigade and provide it with a 
long-term facility within the Bassendean community.  

Obviously, there are a number of other volunteer groups within the Bassendean electorate that I acknowledge as 
part of National Volunteer Week. One of them is the Ashfield Community Action Network, who are a great 
bunch of people currently working to revitalise the Gary Blanch Reserve. They instigated a fantastic new facility 
to honour one of Ashfield’s great residents, Roy Hookway—that is, the Roy Hookway platform on the Swan 
River. The network is trying to get some traction to see Coulston Road developed as a centre to provide a main 
street, if you like, to Ashfield. The group says that its desire to see that area developed is being frustrated by the 
Ashfield precinct plan, which was put forward some years ago to redevelop Ashfield in, I suppose, a very 
ambitious way. It involves moving the Ashfield train station and realigning Guildford Road. It does not appear 
that the state government has an appetite to either move the Ashfield train station or realign Guildford Road. If 
that is not going to happen, the government needs to bite the bullet and tell the community of Ashfield that it is 
not going to happen and revisit the Ashfield precinct plan. If the money is not there, do not delay other things 
happening in Ashfield, such as the revitalisation of Coulston Road, by this much grander plan still being in place. 
I urge the Minister for Transport, as he is here in the chamber, to revisit the plan. The Ashfield precinct plan 
does not appear as though it is going to have legs. Let us relook at it and do something else for the people of 
Ashfield.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: I know you’re in a hurry, but is that a planning-driven process or a transport-driven process?  

Mr D.J. KELLY: My understanding is that both departments are involved. There is an officer group level 
committee involving both the City of Bayswater and the Town of Bassendean, planning and transport. It is a 
state government plan, but the local governments are involved. It is also tied up with the redevelopment of the 
CSBP site, but it appears to the residents of Ashfield that it is going nowhere. If it is going nowhere, let us do 
something else.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Maybe if you just correspond with us, we can try to get some time lines.   

Mr D.J. KELLY: Thank you. The Bassendean Preservation Group, I understand, has a new chairperson—Ted 
Bentley. Congratulations to the group on the fine work it does. Some of the great sporting clubs include the 
Bassendean Bowling Club, the Bassendean Cricket Club, the Bassendean Amateur Football Club, the 
Bassendean Junior Football Club, the Bassendean Tennis Club and the Little Athletics in Eden Hill and north 
Bassendean. Those clubs and their volunteers all do a fantastic job. In National Volunteer Week, I thank them 
for the work they do. I also note the Bassendean Junior Cricket Club and the Ashfield Sports Club. I had the 
pleasure of tossing the coin before the senior soccer match that was played on the weekend, the local derby, 
between Ashfield and the Morley Windmills. It was a great day out. The Ashfield Sports Club has a great 
committee down there and I congratulate it on the work that it does.  

I will just mention a slightly different group of volunteers. Old Perth Road is a shopping area that has much 
potential but it is sadly lacking in some facilities. Not that long ago a group of locals got together at a pub and 
talked about what could be done to liven up the street—local people doing little things. Lo and behold, out of 
that a few interesting things have appeared. One example is yarn bombing, I think they call it. A couple of trees 
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outside the Bassendean hotel in Old Perth Road have been covered in delightfully coloured yarn. They just look 
great. I understand the yarn bombers are Nataasha Lethbridge, Suzanne Clark, Lani Retter and Debbie 
McMahon. That is a great example of something that just comes out of nothing because local people want to 
improve their street.  

Talking about volunteers, Bassendean lost one of its great volunteers this week. I want to mention the passing of 
John Cox, who died recently at age 80. John, amongst other things, is a former Mayor of the Town of 
Bassendean. He was the mayor from 1984 to 1995. He was granted status of freeman of the town in March 1996 
for his exceptional contribution to the community and was awarded the Order of Australia Medal in September 
2002 for his service to the Town of Bassendean through local government. He was a valuable volunteer and most 
recently served as the president of the Eastern Regional Returned and Services League of Australia sub-branch. 
He also served as an RSL state trustee, president of the Bassendean seniors, a justice of the peace, a life member 
of the RSL, a life member of the local government association and a life member of the Bassendean Volunteer 
Fire Brigade, which I mentioned earlier. His passing is a great loss to the community and our condolences go to 
his wife, Frieda, his two sons and the rest of the family. We have lost one of our characters and we will be lesser 
for it.  

I want to mention something from the federal budget, which was announced last night. We all remember that 
Metronet was a big issue in the state election campaign. As part of the Metronet plan, the Ellenbrook line would 
have come down Tonkin Highway and there would have been overpasses built at the intersections of Benara 
Road and Tonkin Highway; Morley Drive and Tonkin Highway; and Collier Road and Tonkin Highway. I said 
in my inaugural speech that if cabinet members had to get to cabinet meetings every day by coming down 
Tonkin Highway, we would get a train and we would get that corridor cleaned up. Labor did not win the election 
and there are no plans by the state government to do anything about either the Ellenbrook line or the traffic 
congestion on Tonkin Highway. The good news in last night’s federal budget—again to the minister—is that the 
federal Labor government has allocated, I understand, $140 million to fund the overpasses at Benara Road and 
Tonkin Highway; Morley Drive and Tonkin Highway; and Collier Road and Tonkin Highway.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: We submitted those as part of our application for funding, so we did have something to do 
with it.  

Mr D.J. KELLY: Fantastic. We will see them rise then. My understanding is that the federal Labor government 
has committed $140 million to a project that it costed at $255 million. The federal government is willing to kick 
in over 50 per cent of the costs. I simply urge the state government to take that funding in both hands and build 
those three overpasses. The only other bit of gratuitous advice I can give to the minister is that when the 
government builds the overpasses, he should make sure there is still room down the middle for a train.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr D.J. KELLY: When the train is inevitably built by the next Labor government down Tonkin Highway from 
Ellenbrook, this government should not put us to the extra expense of having to rebuild the overpass. It should 
not build the overpasses on the cheap; it should accommodate the train line and allow space for it to go down 
there. 

The only other issue I wish to raise, given it is National Volunteer Week, is to point out another special group of 
volunteers in my electorate. There are dozens of volunteer union delegates in the electorate of Bassendean. They 
do not often get credit when we talk about volunteers, but union members in a workplace who decide to put up 
their hand to be a delegate in their workplace do that work in their own time, in most cases, and obviously 
without any additional pay. They are true volunteers. They are putting up their hand to do a very difficult job in 
many cases. When a worker in the workplace wants legal advice, for example, about their employment, often the 
first person they go to is not their local lawyer but the local union delegate. Local union delegates are vital 
sources of legal information to their members in the workplace. They often represent those members on issues 
directly with their employer. At times, that can generate some heat so the delegate gets a bit of heat from the 
employer for participating in that role. It is an absolutely vital role to assist workers exercise their legal rights in 
their workplace, and it is one that the delegates sometimes get a bit of grief for. During National Volunteer 
Week, I thank all union delegates, whether they are from United Voice, the Australian Education Union, the 
Australian Nursing Federation or a bunch of other unions in my electorate. They do a fabulous job and should be 
recognised during this week. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Metalworkers. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: That is right, and anyone else the Treasurer would like to mention. They do absolutely 
fantastic work and I wish to acknowledge them today during National Volunteer Week. 

Debate interrupted. 

[Continued on page 593.] 
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STATE FINANCES — TAX MEASURES 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [1.02 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That standing orders be suspended so far as to enable the following motion to be moved — 

That this house condemns the Premier for breaking a commitment to reduce taxation on 
Western Australian small businesses. 

I seek an indication from the government as to whether it will allow the standing orders to be suspended. I can 
see the Treasurer shaking his head. I will set out to the house why this matter is urgent and why it is important to 
have a proper debate and discussion about this broken tax promise and tax increase on Western Australian small 
businesses that is being implemented by this government. I want all members of the Liberal Party to know—
because I do not think they are aware—what the Treasurer just tried to sneak into this house in a short ministerial 
statement and what the Premier did not refer to earlier today. The Premier himself did not have the courage or 
the guts to refer to this earlier today in his interviews before the press this morning. 

Point of Order 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Mr Speaker, I seek some guidance from you about the application of the standing orders 
relating to the suspension of standing orders, particularly the fact that members must confine debate to the 
reasons for the suspension of standing order and not digress into the topic of the motion. I am wondering 
whether even if at this early stage of the Leader of the Opposition’s presentation about why this is an urgent 
matter the Leader of the Opposition is not doing that; he is making an attack on the Premier. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: The Leader of the Opposition has been on his feet for less than a minute. I am certain 
that he was already in the process of explaining the reason that the opposition is moving a suspension motion. I 
believe there is no point of order. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, carry on. I will give you approximately five minutes to motivate why 
standing orders should be suspended. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I thank you for your generosity, Mr Speaker. 

This is a matter of utmost importance and I want the members of the Liberal and National Parties to know what 
has been snuck into the house today by the Treasurer. This is a $500 million-plus tax increase on small 
businesses in Western Australia. I want Liberal and National Party members to understand that. That is what the 
Treasurer has outlined today in this house and that is what the Premier did not reveal to the public of Western 
Australia this morning when he was confronted about the issues of the day. The Premier did not have the 
courage to reveal what the Treasurer snuck into this house this afternoon. It appears to me that the Premier is 
there for the good news and the Treasurer is the bad guy who has to raise these issues. The Premier has deigned 
to come into the house now. I hope that he will overrule the Treasurer and allow a proper debate on this 
$500 million-plus tax increase on Western Australian small businesses that this government is putting in place. 
This afternoon the Treasurer made a short innocuous ministerial statement in which he said — 

I rise to inform the house that the state government intends to take further action to improve the state’s 
finances by deferring the abolition on transfer duty on non-real business assets until budget 
circumstances allow. As a result, duty will continue to be payable on the acquisition of business assets 
such as goodwill, statutory licences and intellectual property. 

I will tell members what that means. If a small business owner in Western Australia sells that small business, the 
purchaser will have to pay a tax on the goodwill component and the statutory licence and intellectual 
components of the small business. A business owner who is selling a small business and who has built up 
goodwill from all his hard work will have stamp duty paid on that component of goodwill in particular when that 
property or business is sold. That stamp duty will be applied to that. I will tell members why this is an issue at 
the moment. It is because that was scheduled for abolition on 1 July 2013. Then what happened? It was the 
midyear review. The current Treasurer—I know there have been a few iterations—brought out the midyear 
review for 2009–10 and announced the deferral of the abolition of that tax to 1 July this year. It has been 
repeated numerous times by government ministers and in government circulars and all sorts of documents that 
that tax would be abolished on 1 July 2013. There was no statement in the recent election campaign whatsoever 
that that tax would not go on 1 July 2013. Nowhere was it said by this government that that commitment to the 
people of Western Australia would not go ahead. However, we find out today that the government has 
withdrawn that commitment to the people of Western Australia. This is another broken promise by this Premier 
to the people of Western Australia. He did not have the courage to reveal it to the people today. This is a 
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$500 million tax hit on Western Australian small businesses being put in place by the Liberal Party of this state, 
just so members opposite understand what they are doing here. 

I will tell members why this debate is urgent. I know that the Treasurer will try to shut down this debate because 
he does not want to have these issues properly debated and discussed. Despite the government having barely any 
business before the house to debate, it will not allow us to debate a $500 million tax impost on Western 
Australian small businesses and another massive broken promise by the Premier. Why is it urgent? It is because 
this Premier has form on breaking promises, and we see them daily. There has been the Metro Area Express light 
rail; the Ballajura Police Station; and the increases in taxes, fees and charges on ordinary Western Australian 
families. Every day a new one is rolled out and another one comes out from the government, and the government 
is doing it less than two months after the state election. That says that the government did not tell the truth to the 
people of Western Australia during the state election. The people of Western Australia were conned in the lead-
up to the state election by a government and a Premier that have a pathological objection to telling the truth to 
the people of this state, and it is the small business people of Western Australia who will suffer. I want to outline 
all the issues and have a proper debate. We are happy to have a debate for 20 minutes a side. All the government 
has to do is allocate the time to allow that. Surely the small business people of Western Australia are worth 20 
minutes of the government’s time to discuss their future—surely the small business people of Western Australia 
are worth that. Surely the government will give them that. I cannot imagine that the government would be so 
mean-spirited as to not allow a debate on its tax increase on the people of Western Australia — 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I think you have had your five minutes. I have given the Leader of 
the Opposition five minutes to motivate his case; he has had his time to motivate his case. 

Point of Order 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Mr Speaker, I would like to draw your attention to the fact that there are 53 minutes for 
the opposition leader on the clock — 
The SPEAKER: Yes, I know there are 53 minutes. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: — because as the mover of the motion he has 60 minutes to make his point on a 
procedural motion. I seek the Speaker’s advice as to what he is directing the Leader of the Opposition to do, 
because he has a further 53 minutes permitted to him under standing orders to complete his speech. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you. I just want to tell members that when someone moves a suspension of standing 
orders, the member so moving must confine his debate to the reason for the suspension of standing orders and 
not digress into the topic of the motion to be moved under the suspension. When the Leader of the Opposition 
started, I said I would give him time to motivate his reason for suspension. He has now had time to motivate it. 
Do you have anything further to say in your motivation, Leader of the Opposition? 

Debate Resumed 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I am very keen to continue motivating, Mr Speaker! I will continue to motivate on the 
exact point as to why this matter is urgent, which is what I think you asked me to do. Is that correct, Mr Speaker? 

The SPEAKER: I think you have had your — 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is urgent and I will continue to say why it is urgent, because it is urgent.  

Today the Treasurer brought into this place a brief ministerial statement on the “deferral of the abolition of 
transfer duty on non-real business assets” for businesses in Western Australia. I believe that it is urgent that this 
Parliament allocate some time to discuss a matter of such importance to the people of Western Australia. All I 
hear from the Premier and the Treasurer is that we should discuss it tomorrow. I think it is urgent today. The 
Premier can continue to say, “Discuss it tomorrow; put it off to another day”, in the hope, as he is wont to do 
these days, of avoiding scrutiny by the state’s press gallery. Knowing the Premier, he will probably disappear off 
to Toodyay, like he did after the fees and charges increases put in place by the Treasurer, because he is a serial 
offender when it comes to avoiding the bad news. I just think the Premier needs to answer these questions and 
that is why this matter is urgent. It is urgent because we need the Premier to get on his feet and explain why he 
has broken a promise to the people of Western Australia to provide them with a tax cut. That is why it is urgent, 
and I think that the Treasurer and the Premier ought to leave time for that urgent matter to be considered by this 
house. There are other issues on the notice paper that the Parliament is dealing with and we have another week’s 
sitting next week in which we can deal with the Supply Bill. Indeed, we then have a further three weeks’ sitting 
in which we can deal with the Supply Bill and in at least two of those weeks, with the numbers in the upper 
house, the government can still deal with the Supply Bill. Is the Supply Bill more urgent than the issue I now 
discuss? That is the question we are essentially debating today. It is not. The Supply Bill allows for the business 
of government to continue until the budget is brought down in August this year. It is not more urgent than the 
issue I discuss because we have another four and a half weeks in which to deal with the Supply Bill prior to the 
end of the financial year. We have another four and a half weeks to deal with the Supply Bill, so it is nowhere 
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near as urgent as what the government is doing today in putting up taxes on small businesses across Western 
Australia—$500 million-plus worth of tax increases on small businesses across Western Australia. Therefore, I 
think this issue is more urgent. Remember, I have to justify why it is urgent, Mr Speaker—that is what is 
motivating me at present—and I have to point out why this is more urgent than the Supply Bill. The reason is 
that the government has all the time in the world in which to deal with the Supply Bill in the lead-up to the rising 
of Parliament prior to the midyear break five or six weeks hence. This also draws into discussion, I think, the fact 
that the government can put out there these bits of news in the cover of the federal budget—the increases in fees 
and charges for electricity and water. Now we find the abolition of tax cuts for Western Australian small 
businesses. The government can raise all those; it can put all those things out there, but it cannot actually bring 
down its budget. Why is it that the government cannot bring down its budget? The government knows what is in 
the budget because various aspects of what is in it keep being rolled out, but the budget is not actually brought 
down. The government saves it until it is in the blast zone of a federal election campaign. That is what the 
government is doing. In the last couple of days, in the shadow of the federal budget, the government has rolled 
out these increases in fees and charges and increases in taxes for Western Australian small businesses. Then, the 
Premier has the temerity to try to blame everyone else, when he knew exactly the state of the budget in the lead-
up to the election campaign, when these commitments were made or allowed to be made. He knew exactly the 
state of the budget and the state of GST revenues.  

Point of Order 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: The Leader of the Opposition has made his case for why he believes this matter should be 
debated as a matter of urgency. He has now moved off that topic completely and he is debating much wider 
issues that are relevant to the substance of debate, if and when we agree to do that. So I ask that the Leader of the 
Opposition conclude his argument. 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah!  

Leader of the Opposition, I have asked you to please motivate the urgency of the motion. You have now been 
motivating the urgency for 15 minutes. If you have nothing more to add, Leader of the Opposition, I intend to 
put the question. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I will continue to indicate why this matter is urgent, which is within the standing orders. I 
am entitled to indicate why this matter is urgent, and it is urgent.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: You have for 15 minutes; it is boring 
Mr P.B. Watson: It has been 12 minutes. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It has been 12 minutes and it is urgent. The Premier is rounding again; he likes rounding! 
This matter is urgent. It is an urgent matter for the people of Western Australia and for all those people in small 
business in this state who want to actually sell their businesses and those who want to buy their businesses, and 
not have to pay stamp duty on the goodwill of that business. I might add that the matter is also urgent because it 
was part of an intergovernmental agreement between the states and the commonwealth, which, as I understand it, 
goes back to the GST arrangement, which brings us to the matter of the GST arrangement and why that is urgent. 
The Premier says the GST arrangement is urgent every single day—the GST arrangement that the Premier and 
his side of Parliament were party to signing this state up to. It is urgent that we debate the GST arrangement. The 
Premier knew the state of our GST revenues when he went to the election and he made these promises. He knew 
where our GST revenues were going to when he made these commitments to the people of Western Australia, 
including this tax cut for small businesses, and it is urgent we debate this GST issue in this context, because the 
Premier keeps on holding out there that his friend Tony Abbott will understand and make things better for 
Western Australia. That is the Premier’s view. Tony Abbott, of course, will be the panacea to these GST issues if 
he becomes Prime Minister. That seems to be the Premier’s constant statement in relation to these things: 
somehow the Liberal Party will make it right, even though it was the Liberal Party that signed us up to these 
arrangements.  
Mr C.J. Barnett: You don’t even understand the GST; that’s why you’re not suited to be Premier. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: What’s that? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You don’t even understand the GST.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is urgent we debate these issues in the context of the GST arrangement that the Premier 
signed us up to. 

Several members interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The abolition of these tax cuts for small business that the government is engaging in, the 
taking away of money from small businesses across Western Australia, is an urgent matter for this Parliament to 
debate and we should be given the opportunity to do that.  

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I am going to read out to you standing order 97. It reads, in part — 

A member who persists in irrelevance or tedious repetition, either of the member’s own arguments or of 
arguments used by other members, may be directed by the Speaker to discontinue the speech. 

I have given you approximately 20 minutes to state the urgency of the motion. You have now stated why this 
matter is urgent and I now intend to put the question. 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [1.20 pm]: I wish to speak to the urgency of this motion. I actually want 
to speak to the new members in this place this afternoon to explain what we are doing, because I am sure many 
new members would not be aware of exactly what the opposition is attempting to do. The opposition is very 
clearly seeking to suspend standing orders to urgently debate a motion in response to the statement made by the 
Treasurer this morning during brief ministerial statements. When the Treasurer stood to make his statement this 
morning, he informed the house of a major change that will affect small businesses throughout Western 
Australia, including in the electorates of new members. By suspending standing orders, as we are entitled to do, 
the opposition is seeking to ensure that we have a chance to debate today the announcement that was made by 
the Treasurer this morning. The government side of the house is indicating very clearly it is not going to allow 
the opposition to stand here and defend small businesses in Western Australia and highlight why the statement 
made by the Treasurer this morning should be debated as a matter of urgency.  
I also remind new members that we have been in this place nearly two weeks now with no real legislation to 
debate at all. We spent the first week on Address-in-Reply speeches and, through negotiation, the opposition has 
assisted the government to fill up time. We had one week of Address-in-Reply speeches and we are now 
debating the Supply Bill, which, of course, was rushed into this place late last week because the government—
particularly the Leader of the House and the Premier—realised that it would run out of legislation with three 
weeks of Parliament to go. That means that there is absolutely every reason why we, as an opposition, should 
have the opportunity to debate the statement made by the Treasurer in this house this morning. This is an urgent 
matter because the statement made this morning by the Treasurer affects thousands and thousands of small 
business men and women and their enterprises throughout the length and breadth of Western Australia, and 
through every electorate. Indeed, the new members, in particular, should be very interested in the implications of 
the brief ministerial statement made by the Treasurer this morning. The statement referred to the deferral of the 
abolition of transfer duty on non-real business assets, and narrowing state tax exemptions for certain industry 
bodies. I ask: how many new members have even read that statement? How many have read it? They have not 
even read it! 

Mr B.J. Grylls: Have you read it? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes, I have! I have it here in front of me, you dope! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah! That is enough, now.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I bet you have not read it, Leader of the National Party, you — 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah, I think we have gone through now whether you have read it or have 
not read it; can you carry on.  
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Mr Speaker, I hope you have read it, because it affects your electorate of Mount 
Lawley as well, I might tell you—the small business men and women in your electorate! 

This is an urgent matter. This is about the people of Western Australia who run small businesses, the people of 
Western Australia who are the biggest employers in our state. This is about them and their businesses, and the 
statement made by the Treasurer this morning is a major change. This is a diversion of an expectation those 
small business owners had that changes were due to be scheduled for 1 July 2013—a few weeks away. Now, as a 
result of the statement by the Treasurer, those changes have been deferred. But the key point of the whole 
statement is that there is no time line; it simply says that this will be deferred until budget circumstances allow. 
That could be any time in the future; that could be until after the next state election. I suggest to members 
opposite that they should very carefully consider—whenever their Leader of the House, or whichever gutless 
wonder is going to stand and move that the motion be put—whether they are going to vote in favour of their 
Premier and their Leader of the House. They will not have even read the statement that the Treasurer made to the 
house this morning, which will affect so many small business men and women in Western Australia, in their 
electorates. They will not have the guts to stand and say, “Why shouldn’t we, as is the normal convention under 
a suspension of standing orders, debate this matter for one hour?” That is what the normal process is. When a 
suspension of standing orders is moved, the normal process is half an hour for the opposition and half an hour for 
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the government; that is usually agreed across the chamber. The Leader of the House and the Premier have 
indicated to us this afternoon that they are not going to allow us to debate as a matter of urgency for one hour a 
statement that affects so many Western Australian small business men and women and their businesses.  

Again, be it on the heads of the silent majority over there, who say nothing at all! Be it on their heads, because if 
they are going to vote us down and not allow us to debate a very important motion and an analysis of the 
statement made by the Treasurer this morning, then I tell you what: they should be condemned, and every 
businessperson in their communities, no matter where they may be, should condemn them as well, because they 
are not allowing a simple process through which we can debate a major announcement. There will be more of 
them; we know, because this government, this Premier and this Treasurer will roll out more and more of these. 
They will slip into the house in the morning during brief ministerial statements and announce, as they did on this 
occasion, that there has been another deferral or abolishment that will affect the men and women of Western 
Australia. 

A government member interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Why not get on that plane over to Sydney early, because you have nothing to make in 
terms of a contribution to this place! 
The SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah! 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: It is very, very clear: the statement made by the Treasurer this morning should be 
debated as a matter of urgency; that is the reason the Leader of the Opposition has moved a suspension of 
standing orders. That is why this side will be voting to have that debate. We do not have much else to talk about, 
because the government has delivered very little legislation for us to debate over the coming weeks. It is rushing 
in urgent bills; well, let us debate this urgent matter, because this is the most important urgent matter that we 
should discuss. We should be discussing it now. 

That is the reason it is urgent, and that is why I urge all new members to allow us to have that debate, along the 
lines of a normal suspension debate; half an hour each side. That is all we are asking for. I cannot understand 
why the Premier, the Leader of the House and the Treasurer are hiding behind that wall. 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Treasurer) [1.28 pm]: For someone who thinks he does not have much to talk 
about, the member for Mandurah has done a good job of convincing us otherwise! 

I will start with this observation: there is nothing secret about this process. Parliament, as far as I understand, is 
not a closed or closeted institution. I came in here just after 12.00, as is the perfectly normal procedure, and 
tabled and read into Hansard a brief ministerial statement that dealt with a policy decision that had been taken by 
government. I would happily stand in this place to defend and justify that policy decision.  
Mr W.J. Johnston: Except that you will not!  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Mr Speaker, of course, under your instruction, I cannot do that as I respond to the Leader 
of the Opposition. I say to the member for Cannington that next week I will have plenty of options to do that, 
because he should not forget that nothing —  

Mr W.J. Johnston: You are too scared to defend your own statement!  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am not scared; I can assure the member of that. Next week a bill on this issue will be 
tabled in the house and we can work through it. All members will have an opportunity to debate it, including 
members on this side. Members will be fully briefed on the legislation and it will progress on that basis. I can 
assure members opposite that there are no secrets around the decision. I tabled it in Parliament this morning. In 
perfect harmony with things that have been happening in this house for as long as I have been here, and I suspect 
for as long as the doors have been open, the legislation will be debated. We have given the opposition advance 
notice of the legislation and we will provide a briefing on the legislation. We have effectively provided advance 
public notice of the legislation so that those people in the community who have an interest in this may be in a 
position to voice their concerns, if indeed they have any.  

I will make a couple of other points. Tomorrow, time is allocated to the opposition to introduce for debate a 
matter of public interest. Members opposite are more than welcome to move this issue as part of that MPI 
tomorrow. I can only assume, given the veracity of the arguments around the urgency of this issue, that the 
Leader of the Opposition will do that and this will indeed be the topic of the MPI tomorrow. Effectively, it 
makes no difference when we debate this issue, because the legislation comes into the house next week, when 
the Leader of the Opposition can stand and make all of his points—or he can raise it tomorrow in an MPI. I 
would be happy to get up for the full time allocated to the MPI and provide a justification for why the 
government will introduce this bill. There is no urgency in and around the point raised by the opposition, 
because effectively this bill can be debated next week. Similarly, if it is urgent, which the opposition has assured 
us it is, there are two aspects to that: firstly, I am sure that tomorrow it will be dealt with as part of the MPI; and, 
secondly, I am absolutely sure, having heard what the Leader of the Opposition said, that next week he will 
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support the government, without debate, when we ask for the indulgence of the house to declare this an urgent 
bill.  

Mr M. McGowan: When did we say that? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The Leader of the Opposition has been sitting there for 30 minutes bumping on about 
why this matter is urgent. The bill will be here next week. 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington!   

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That about brings me to the end of the brief contribution I need to make. I will conclude 
with the observation that it is not my view or the government’s view that an argument has been made in any 
way, shape or form to suggest this is an urgent matter that needs to be discussed today. I move that this matter be 
put.  

Question to be Put 
MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [1.32 pm]: I move — 

That the question be now put. 

Division 
Question put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (36) 

Mr P. Abetz Ms M.J. Davies Mr C.D. Hatton Mr N.W. Morton 
Mr F.A. Alban Mr J.H.D. Day Mr A.P. Jacob Dr M.D. Nahan 
Mr C.J. Barnett Ms W.M. Duncan Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr D.C. Nalder 
Mr I.C. Blayney Ms E. Evangel Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr J. Norberger 
Mr I.M. Britza Mr J.M. Francis Mr R.S. Love Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr T.R. Buswell Mrs G.J. Godfrey Mr W.R. Marmion Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr B.J. Grylls Mr J.E. McGrath Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr V.A. Catania Dr K.D. Hames Mr P.T. Miles Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mrs L.M. Harvey Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr A. Krsticevic (Teller) 

Noes (20) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr W.J. Johnston Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr D.J. Kelly Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr F.M. Logan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.C. Tinley 
Ms J. Farrer Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr P.B. Watson 
Ms J.M. Freeman Ms S.F. McGurk Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 

            

Pair 
 Mr R.F. Johnson Mr B.S. Wyatt 

Question thus passed. 
Standing Orders Suspension Motion Resumed — Division 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
Ayes (20) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr W.J. Johnston Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr D.J. Kelly Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr F.M. Logan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.C. Tinley 
Ms J. Farrer Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr P.B. Watson 
Ms J.M. Freeman Ms S.F. McGurk Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 

Noes (36) 

Mr P. Abetz Ms M.J. Davies Mr C.D. Hatton Mr N.W. Morton 
Mr F.A. Alban Mr J.H.D. Day Mr A.P. Jacob Dr M.D. Nahan 
Mr C.J. Barnett Ms W.M. Duncan Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr D.C. Nalder 
Mr I.C. Blayney Ms E. Evangel Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr J. Norberger 
Mr I.M. Britza Mr J.M. Francis Mr R.S. Love Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr T.R. Buswell Mrs G.J. Godfrey Mr W.R. Marmion Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr B.J. Grylls Mr J.E. McGrath Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr V.A. Catania Dr K.D. Hames Mr P.T. Miles Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mrs L.M. Harvey Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr A. Krsticevic (Teller) 

            

Pair 
 Mr B.S. Wyatt Mr R.F. Johnson 

Question thus negatived.  
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SUPPLY BILL 2013 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MS M.J. DAVIES (Central Wheatbelt — Parliamentary Secretary) [1.41 pm]: I would like to spend some 
time talking about the agricultural sector in the context of the Supply Bill 2013. I am very happy to be given the 
opportunity to do this because it is quite topical. Although we have just had a debate on the urgency of the 
motion, which we voted on, this issue, too, is urgent in my electorate and I would like to contribute to it.  

Members will know that the agricultural sector underpins the economy in the electorate of Central Wheatbelt. In 
my first address to this place, I spoke of the conditions that have conspired to create a perfect storm for some of 
our primary producers. We have a high Australian dollar. There have been some successive poor decisions and 
the impact of policy decisions, such as the federal government’s decision to suspend live exports, which has had 
a truly detrimental impact right across Western Australia and the northern parts of Australia; in fact, it has had an 
impact right throughout regional Western Australia, because live exports is an important part of so many 
people’s business mixes and gives them the opportunity to diversify some of their income streams so that they 
can deal with the vagaries of the seasons slightly better. We also have a rapidly changing global trading 
environment. I have spent much time thinking about how we as a government play a role in this space. It is with 
this in mind that I caution both the agricultural sector and the government that drought policy, which seems to be 
the focus of much discussion at the moment, in isolation will not deliver the outcomes that are sought by the 
sector. Drought policy seems to be the focus and all that we are debating at the moment. We are risking a 
sustainable and prosperous future for the sector unless our key stakeholders in this discussion broaden the 
current debate, which in my view is focused too much on transactional subsidies, loans and grants. 

Conversations about the future of farming and the wheatbelt and its communities have come to the forefront in 
recent months. We saw in the media yesterday an expression of one farmer’s actions. In some cases, these 
conversations have escalated to meetings such as those held in Merredin by the Muntadgin Farming Alliance, 
where we had over 1 000 producers, or the forum I attended in Corrigin with some of my colleagues, including 
Hon Terry Redman, at which we had conversations with a number of different people from the community about 
the impact of successive poor seasons and some of the challenges that they face. I attended all these meetings 
and many more. I go to community events throughout my electorate and I listen to and give people the 
opportunity to put forward their concerns, their views on what we should be doing, and exactly what role they 
expect government to play to support the sector so that we have a sustainable and prosperous future. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: Do you think the government’s response is adequate? 

Ms M.J. DAVIES: The state government’s? I think there is a role for providing hardship grants to people who 
are really in trouble. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: Do you think $8 million is adequate? 

Ms M.J. DAVIES: I will talk about that a little later. 

Having grown up in a farming family in a small wheatbelt community right in the eye of some of this—I am 
from Wyalkatchem originally—I am acutely aware of the challenges that some of these communities and 
businesses are facing. Likewise, I understand the flow-on effect it has on the community as a whole when the 
agricultural sector is under stress and when people choose, or are forced by the position they find themselves in, 
to exit the sector. 

I am not closed to new or innovative thinking in how we address some of these problems, but there is over 20 
years’ worth of evidence to guide our decision making in how we respond to drought. Drought policy has been a 
fixture of government since the early 1900s, and probably until about the 1980s it was dealt with in the context 
of disaster management. It was a situation of stress and it was not viewed as an ongoing issue; it was a matter of 
“Let us deal with the disaster and get the money out.” In 1992, the state and commonwealth governments 
reached agreement after negotiations and they delivered a new national drought policy framework. This really 
marked a shift in the way that we as a nation thought about how to address some of the issues. It concentrated on 
principles of self-reliance, risk management and the understanding that drought had become a constant feature, 
rather than an exceptional feature, of the Australian environment. Since this decision in the early 1990s, every 
review or inquiry into drought policy—drought policy has been reviewed many times, because we have been 
through some challenging years—has delivered a broadly consistent set of recommendations on best-practice 
policy. I might add that other nations around the world look to us as setting best practice in this space. We have 
had to, because the government, the community and the sector have dealt with it for so long. Some of these 
principles are around phasing out transaction-based and interest rate subsidies, addressing issues of management 
skills to improve self-reliance, and improving access to counselling services, such as the Regional Men’s Health 
Initiative, which has been spoken about many times. It is an absolutely fantastic initiative; we could not do 
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without Julian Krieg, Owen Catto and his team. The functions and support that they provide to the communities 
out there are second to none; they do a fantastic job. 

The evidence suggests that we need to provide an income support scheme that accommodates the particular 
circumstances that farming families find themselves in. That is regardless of the cause or the location they are in. 
It is right to provide support for people who are suffering genuine hardship, and it needs to accommodate the 
particular set of circumstances that they find themselves in as a farming business and a farming family. The 
continuation and strengthening of the farm management deposit scheme is also recommended. Every one of 
these reviews, conducted outside the pressures of a drought or a crisis and the emotion that goes with that, 
recommends against transactional subsidies. As someone who has to face people who are going through really 
difficult times at the moment, who are looking to access finance to continue their business as a business-as-usual 
model and who are burdened with debt that they cannot manage, it makes little sense to me for the government 
to provide more funding to these people who are suffering genuine hardship without any prospect of being able 
to pay it back. We would essentially be putting them further into debt, because the business environment that 
they are operating in is not likely to change. If we continue to provide them with funding without addressing 
some of the core reasons they are experiencing these challenges, we are doing a huge disservice to the industry 
and the sector and I could not condone that.  

The high Australian dollar, high input costs and reduced prices, combined with our drying climate, which has 
been acknowledged through the drought review process, is now part of our new business operating environment. 
Therefore, this demands that we correspondingly change our business models in the agricultural sector to make 
this work. That is why I supported the drought pilot scheme. In the last term of this government we piloted the 
drought scheme in Western Australia. It gave farmers the opportunity to invest in their greatest asset, which is 
themselves, through strategic planning and management courses. It put money on the table for those families 
who were in absolute dire need and needed to pay bills and put food on the table. It promoted and supported the 
Rural Financial Counselling Service and organisations such as Regional Men’s Health and enabled those farmers 
who were leaving the sector—they had made the decision that they could not continue because their business did 
not work—to do so with some dignity. That is very important because we are talking about people’s lives. It is 
incredibly personal, and the community that is wrapped around this is very close. People know exactly what 
everyone is going through in these small communities. The dignity that is attached to us trying to assist people 
who have made the decision to exit is so important.  

The drought pilot was a trial. It was not perfect. There are elements of it that I think should be taken forward and 
embedded in a future policy. We are starting to see some of that moving through the negotiations that the state 
and commonwealth are having at the moment. This drought policy in isolation will not deliver the outcomes that 
the sector, the government and the nation needs to see in the medium to long term. There is a bit of a missing 
link in the conversations being had in the media and the conversations that I am having in my electorate and in 
the broader sector.  

The Nationals took a $300 million agriculture policy to the state election. We truly believe that the next big 
opportunity for the state and the nation is for us to position ourselves to be the food and fibre provider of choice, 
particularly to meet the needs of a growing China and our other Asian neighbours. As some would believe, or, as 
has been reported, the policy is not an open invitation for us to simply sell the farm to China. That will not solve 
the problem either. It is a comprehensive blueprint for investment into the agricultural sector like we have never 
seen before.  
There are 16 key investment areas outlined in the policy. I will not go into all of these today but I would like to 
highlight a few that I think would really benefit my electorate in particular in the Central Wheatbelt because it is 
an export-oriented grains and livestock area. Part of the $300 million commitment that the Nationals took to the 
election included $20 million for R&D grants for grower groups; $6 million for research into market 
opportunities in Asia and targeted assistance to access these markets so we open up new market opportunities for 
our growers; $20 million to boost grains research and development through the Australian Export Grains 
Innovation Centre, which is really important to ensure that the products we are growing match our climatic 
systems but also the end markets that we are delivering them to; $10 million to establish a sheep industry 
development centre because, as I said before, it is important to have a diversified business model so we are not 
reliant holus-bolus on one particular part of the sector or system; $75 million for an infrastructure investment 
fund, which is really important because we need efficient ways to move produce from the farm gate through to 
the ports, a really important part of our business environment; $20 million to increase the profile of WA 
agriculture; $20 million to boost the business skills of agriculture and food businesses; and $10 million to 
support the further development of the Muresk Institute. We have already put $10 million into the Muresk 
facility, and we are determined to make it a centre of excellence for agriculture and agribusiness. A further 
$10 million will allow us to develop pathways with other education providers to offer the best courses and 
education experience for our sector right in the centre of my electorate. That is a really important part of 
investing back into the education skills and workforce that we are going to take forward in this new environment.  
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To assist farmers to better manage risk, there was funding in this policy towards expanding and upgrading the 
weather station network to give growers real-time weather information and provide insurance companies, 
wishing to develop risk management products, to better de-risk their products and access better data. The former 
Minister for Agriculture and Food did a lot of work with some of these organisations and businesses that were 
looking to develop products to offer crop mitigation insurance. In an earlier edition of The West Australian this 
week, there was some discussion around the fact that the sticking point for these products being developed by 
some companies was that no accurate data was available. Our policy included putting a new radar station into 
Merredin and Jurien Bay and starting to fix some of these data gaps and therefore allow the private sector to 
come in and offer a product that can assist our farmers and take some of the risk out of their businesses.  

A significant outcome of the commitment that we made for this $300 million is not just the money but the 
framework we are providing through this policy. Aside from improving the bottom line of our farming 
businesses and the agricultural sector as a whole, it will provide an investment signpost for the private sector, 
which has typically shied away from rural investment. It is not hard to understand why. When we open the 
paper, we often see the doom and gloom related to the agricultural sector. An investor is unlikely to invest in 
something that has no future and no sustainability. That is one of the biggest issues that we face in trying to 
ensure that we are putting our best foot forward to try to access some of the capital that the sector so desperately 
needs. If we were able to implement this, it would indicate that the government is really serious about 
agriculture. From the Nationals’ perspective, we certainly are. The sector should be demanding far more than 
just a drought policy from government at all levels. This framework that we took to the election is exactly what I 
would like to see come in. There are other things that we can do. We should be pressuring the federal 
government to continue negotiations to land a free trade agreement with China. New Zealand has landed its free 
trade agreement, which has done wonders for its agricultural sector. In 2008 I think it was the twelfth most 
important agricultural partner with China. It now sits just behind us.. There should be immense pressure on the 
federal government to complete these negotiations.  

We should be looking at changes to 457 visas to attract skilled workers. We should be able to access skilled 
workers who are so often sucked into the mining sector. We are not playing on a level playing field. From my 
perspective, this is about underpinning the long-term sustainability and profitability of the sector. I think that the 
sector itself and everyone sitting in this chamber should be demanding we resist the urge to be populist or 
reactionary because the conversation must be broader than drought, subsidies and transactional assistance. I urge 
the government to deliver the Nationals’ $300 million agricultural policy because I see it as the next opportunity 
for us to develop what is truly a wonderful and renewable resource for everyone in the state and regional 
Western Australia. From my perspective, as agriculture underpins the economy of my electorate, I see it as a 
flow-on benefit for the communities that I am so passionate about representing in this place. The sector has been 
the backbone of the Australian economy for so many years. With the right investment and the right support, we 
can be positioned to become a food and fibre provider of choice and capture these benefits and the revenue, but 
we have to work at it. It will not just happen. My contribution to the Supply Bill concludes by saying that we 
should seriously consider how we can invest further, put better frameworks in place and support this sector so we 
can take it forward and see a sustainable and prosperous future for everyone.  

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Mirrabooka) [1.59 pm]: I also rise to speak on the Supply Bill 2013. Given that we are 
leading into question time, it is probably a very good time to recognise the volunteer groups in the electorate of 
Mirrabooka, particularly given that it is National Volunteer Week. Like other members, I have many active 
volunteers in my electorate. Some of the best volunteering is the sort of volunteering that is active on the ground 
and delivering to some of the people in our community, one of which is a basketball program run one Friday 
night a month called Beatball. I have raised Beatball with the Minister for Sport and Recreation, and one day he 
will come out and see it. I will have to remember that under the new government that we have now, I will have 
to send him a new invite. Beatball is a project in which lots of volunteers assist the Nyoongar Sports Association 
and the City of Stirling to bring culturally and linguistically diverse kids together with Aboriginal kids. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 606.] 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

GOODS AND SERVICES TAX DISTRIBUTION 

120. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 
I refer to the GST issue and the Premier’s comments in this house — 

At least Tony Abbott listens and understands the debate.  

… 

I have had discussions with him recently. At least he understands the issues involved. 
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(1) Does the Premier stand by these remarks? 

(2) Exactly how many meetings has the Premier had with Mr Abbott on this subject, and how closely was 
he listening? 

(3) How has Mr Abbott indicated he understands the problem? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
(1)–(3) I meet with Tony Abbott fairly regularly—unlike the Leader of the Opposition and the Prime Minister; 

I do not know if they have ever actually met. Have they actually met yet? Has the Leader of the 
Opposition met the Prime Minister? 

Mr M. McGowan: Of course! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Of course. Right. I am glad they have made up and at least had a meeting. 

Mr P. Papalia: Answer the question! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Oh, groaning on! 

I met with Tony Abbott only a couple of weeks ago. He was over in Perth. 

Mr R.H. Cook: Did he give you a commitment on the GST? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I do stand by my comments when I have talked to him about the GST issue. He clearly 
understands the long-term implications for Australia if it is not dealt with. I thought for a while that Prime 
Minister Gillard had also understood that when she set up the committee chaired by Nick Greiner and John 
Brumby, but apparently she changed her mind. The Treasurer will no doubt say a bit more about the GST today. 
But it is a parlous situation if we can expect a scenario in which this state continues to suffer declines, not only in 
its GST share but also in the absolute dollar amounts.  
Last night, the federal budget made it clear that Western Australia would receive in the coming financial year 
$400 million less than we received this year—and members opposite wonder why we are having to take 
measures on taxation. Members opposite may laugh and ridicule it, but what I am afraid the reality will be for 
the Western Australian public if this is not fixed, or at least a corrective measure put in place so that we can 
come back to a more sustainable function, is that we will see measures like the deferral of the tax exemption for 
non-real property, and we will see real pressure on our services and on whether we deliver education in the same 
way or health in the same way. That is the reality. The Labor Party always seems to rejoice in the fact that the 
commonwealth government—the Gillard government—took $400 million off this state last night. That is 
$400 million for next year. I will not steal the thunder of the Treasurer. But the Gillard government is reducing 
our GST by enormous amounts year in, year out. Commodity prices were high in the Howard years. Did this 
happen? No, it did not. It is happening under the Gillard government.  

Mr M. McGowan: Not true! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: What is not true? 

Mr M. McGowan: GST receipts did go down at various years during the Howard years. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Nothing like this. I mean, members opposite continue to defend a failed Labor government 
in Canberra. The Leader of the Opposition continues to defend a Prime Minister he has perhaps met only once in 
his life. On this side, we are standing up for the state, for the people of Western Australia. What Tony Abbott has 
in our conversations acknowledged is the fact that the four big states, New South Wales, Victoria, Queensland 
and Western Australia—90 per cent of the Australian population, 90 per cent of the Australian economy—have 
all agreed and have all signed a letter. I will table that letter before the end of question time. That letter is signed 
by the Premiers of each of those states, publicly released, and it makes it very clear that we as Premiers agree, as 
90 per cent of Australia, to move to a GST distribution based largely on population, and to achieve that over time 
and in a way in which no state will see a reduction in its GST. I have had the letter sent in, and I would like to 
give it to the Leader of the Opposition so that he can read it and understand it. Here we go! The ever efficient 
Treasurer has got it. The letter is signed by Barry O’Farrell, Premier of New South Wales; Ted Baillieu, at the 
time the Premier of Victoria; Campbell Newman—“Can Do” Campbell—the Premier of Queensland; and me. I 
table that letter, and perhaps the Leader of the Opposition should read it and realise that at least the conservative 
side of politics is willing to challenge and take on the issue. 
[See paper 314.] 

GOODS AND SERVICES TAX DISTRIBUTION 

121. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 
I ask a supplementary question. In light of what the Premier has had to say about Mr Abbott and his great 
understanding of this issue, how does the Premier explain the front page of The Saturday Examiner in Tasmania, 
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which shows an advertisement by Mr Abbott that says “The Coalition fully supports the existing GST 
arrangements. We will not change them”? 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Order! That was a great laughing point, and we move on. The Premier. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
I am not accountable for advertisements. As I said on radio today to every single voter in Western Australia, 
when a candidate, whether it be Liberal, Labor, Nationals or Greens, comes to them and asks for their vote, they 
should ask that candidate what their view is on GST for Western Australia; and if a candidate or a campaign 
committee comes to them and asks them for a donation, they should ask them what their position is. 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro!  

GOODS AND SERVICES TAX DISTRIBUTION 

122. Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE to the Treasurer: 
Can the Treasurer please advise the house whether there is any good news in the federal budget for Western 
Australia, especially in relation to the GST? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied: 

This could easily be — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You got the wrong question! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: No. It is not the wrong question at all. It is exactly the right question. In fact it could be 
the shortest answer I would ever give. But I feel I should explain just a bit. The bit I look to when the federal 
budget is handed down and when I strip through the fanfare and the glitz and all the excitement, is the GST 
funding that flows to our state and importantly to other states. The news, member — 

Mr P. Papalia: Do you really want to stick with that? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I do, and that is exactly what I do and it is what everybody in this place should do. I will 
explain why it is important, member for Churchlands. If we look at total amounts of money that will flow to the 
state, we are being decimated in terms of flows of GST revenues. When we look at our relativities compared 
with the rest of Australia, we are being decimated in terms of GST revenues. I have a chart. It is not laminated 
like the Leader of the Opposition’s chart; we are in austerity mode in government. I want to show members this 
chart, because it highlights a very, very important point. I am comparing here six years from 2011–12 through to 
2016–17. The chart has blue lines and red lines. The blue lines are the total amounts that flow to the state of 
Western Australia. The red lines—I thought I would choose a state similar in size and population and activity!—
represent the Northern Territory. I should point out to the house that this chart is based on Treasury’s analysis of 
the figures provided by the commonwealth in the budget last night, because Treasury historically is much more 
accurate in forecasting what happens to GST flows in an absolute sense and to revenues. What this chart shows 
is that over the six years of this period, Western Australia’s GST—the blue bar—will drop from $3.4 billion to 
$1.08 billion. So in 2016–17, based on the analysis that Treasury did last night, this state will receive 
$1.1 billion. At the same time, GST receipts in the Northern Territory, a state with one-tenth the population of 
Western Australia, will go from $2.5 billion to $3.3 billion. That is a massive imbalance in terms of flows.  

Point of Order 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The Treasurer has referred to a graph that appears to be an official document. We would 
like to be able to see that document. We call upon him to table it.  
Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am not sure this graph is an official document, but I will —  

Mr W.J. Johnston: You said it was done by Treasury.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The member did not let me finish; I am happy to table it. The graph has figures on it that 
were provided to me last night by Treasury.  

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The other element is what we receive in terms of relativities. This line maps our relativity. 
Members will see that in five years’ time, Western Australia, with over 10 per cent of the nation’s population—
we would reasonably pay at least 10 per cent of the nation’s GST—will receive less than two per cent of the 
national pool of GST funds from the commonwealth.  

Several members interjected. 
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It is a shame. If I went back —  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington and member for Armadale, you are drowning out the Treasurer. 
Treasurer, speak through the Chair and answer the question now, thank you.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: On Treasury’s estimates relativities drop to 16.2 per cent. If we had received $3.4 billion 
each year for the next five years, and there was no reduction in the absolute amount, we would have another 
$7.8 billion available to spend on infrastructure and services in this state—$7.8 billion.  

I want to touch on two other aspects of last night’s federal budget and GST more generally. The first aspect 
relates to the GST review. The review was commissioned by the federal Treasurer. The Commonwealth Grants 
Commission could not come up with a process that everybody agreed to. It went out for years to determine an 
outcome. The outcome was that it could not do anything and would refer all of the things identified back to the 
Grants Commission, where the problem started. It made a very significant recommendation in relation to 
Western Australia at recommendation 7.3. Nick Greiner — 

Mr M. McGowan: John Brumby and Bruce Carter. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Very good. I know the Leader of the Opposition met with them. I think that report is 
okay, although it was polluted when the commonwealth tried to use it to punish us for adjusting state royalties. 
However, recommendation 7.3 basically recommends that we get a three per cent discount on royalties we 
received, to take it out of the redistribution process. That is not big, but it is $100 million a year to this state. Was 
that adopted by the commonwealth in the budget last night? Absolutely not; and therein lies the problem.  

Further to that—I am nearly finished, Mr Speaker—I read the documents again: when Kevin Rudd ran for the 
prime ministership some time ago he promised this state $100 million per year from Pluto and Gorgon petroleum 
resource rent tax receipts. That is $100 million a year. I asked Treasury to look through the documents, but it is 
not there! That is another example of a commonwealth government that has no interest in the financial wellbeing 
of this state.  

Tabling of Papers 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The Treasurer referred to two charts that were given to him by Treasury. He said he 
would table them. I call upon him to do so.  

[See papers 315 and 316.] 

MIDYEAR REVIEW — IRON ORE PRICE 

123. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 

I refer to the Premier’s increase in taxes announced today and to yesterday’s excuse for breaking another election 
promise, which was, as he claims, a structural issue with the budget, in particular declining commodity prices.  
(1) Can the Premier confirm that the midyear review just prior to the election was predicated on an iron ore 

price of $118 per tonne and that the iron ore price for April was over $135 per tonne, and today it is still 
at around $US130 per tonne; in other words, well above Treasury forecasts? 

(2) Considering iron ore is WA’s overwhelming royalty income source, does this not contradict what the 
Premier has said? 

(3) What new, unforeseen structural change has occurred in the past two months to justify those broken 
promises?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
(1)–(3) We have not broken promises. Maybe it is semantics—we have not increased taxes; we have decided 

not to reduce taxes. It is true. When members opposite talk about increasing taxes, that is actually not 
correct.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: We made no commitments in the area of stamp duty during the election campaign. We did 
not make any commitments at all. We made no commitments on stamp duty. We have taken a decision to defer 
the abolition of stamp duty on non-real property. Indeed, most other states have done exactly the same. We 
regret that, but it is not a broken promise. We made no commitments in that area.  

As I said last night, this state lost $400 million. Every other state and territory in Australia had an increase in 
GST dollars from the Gillard government except for Western Australia, with a further $400 million loss. That is 
a reality we have to deal with. That is a structural change. The other structural change, if members opposite have 
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not noticed, over the last few months, effectively, the government was more or less in caretaker mode from 
Christmas, given the summer holidays and all the rest of it —  

Mr W.J. Johnston: Oh, my God! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: If the opposition has not noticed, commodity prices —  

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: There is no point; you are not serious opposition. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I call you to order for the first time. I cannot hear the Premier’s 
answer.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Another change is that we have seen commodity prices come off the boil. It is the general 
view within industry, including the iron ore industry, that commodity prices will fall further. That is another 
structural change. We have also seen a number of significant projects, not ones that have been committed—with 
perhaps one exception—but projects that were to follow the current round of investment in the resources sector, 
be deferred, and some may never reappear. That is a structural change. They are factors that have happened over 
the past two or three months. That is why the government is taking actions, and we will take further actions. We 
will not enjoy doing it, but we are going to take further actions. We will act strongly and we will go early. In a 
scenario of GST revenue going from $3 billion today to $1 billion in four years, we have to make not only 
corrective measures but also substantial changes to the structure of the public sector in Western Australia in its 
operation and funding. We will do that. If we fail to do that, this state will be in the situation Queensland found 
itself in. That state had to dismiss 14 000 public servants and, only the other day, closed nearly 60 schools. That 
will not happen in Western Australia because this state is taking action early.  

MIDYEAR REVIEW — IRON ORE PRICE 

124. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. I repeat: considering the midyear review estimated iron ore at $US118 a tonne 
and today it is $US130 a tonne, how has that been a structural detriment to Western Australia in the past two 
months?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
Every single person in Western Australia, certainly anyone working in the mining industry, knows that there has 
been a shift. It has come hard and it has some way to go. This government will accept its responsibility to deal 
with that. We will make the hard decisions and we will make them early.  

COST-OF-LIVING ASSISTANCE PAYMENT 

125. MR N.W. MORTON to the Minister for Finance: 
At the risk of being sat down, I will skip straight to the question: could the minister please update the house on 
the cost-of-living assistance program that he announced at a seniors village in my electorate this morning?  

Dr M.D. NAHAN replied: 
I thank the member for Forrestfield for his question. I am very pleased to advise the house that I announced an 
extension of the popular cost-of-living adjustment program at the beautiful Arcadia Waters retirement village in 
Maddington. From today onwards, holders of the commonwealth pension card, veterans gold card, health card 
and the popular WA Seniors Card who do not have a direct relationship with either Synergy or Horizon Power in 
terms of billing arrangements will be able to apply for a cost-of-living adjustment of $200 per year. If the 
member remembers—he was busy out campaigning last year—in the 2012–13 budget the government decided to 
adjust the existing supply charge rebate, which was about $150. We adjusted it to $200, and made seniors 
eligible to receive it. We discovered an anomaly between the old rebate scheme and the new one; that is, a 
number of eligible people do not have a billing arrangement with Synergy or Horizon Power. The government 
announced it would address this anomaly and, during the campaign, it promised to act quickly, which is what it 
has done today. 

Under the existing scheme, people who live in abodes, usually retirement villages but perhaps apartment 
complexes, who do not have a billing arrangement with Synergy or Horizon Power are not able to get the cost-
of-living allowance payment. The new scheme will allow them to obtain the COLA payment by making an 
application to the Department of Finance for $200. Importantly, the rebate started from 1 October 2012 for the 
2012–13 year. Eligible people have up to 31 December to apply for the 2012–13 COLA payment through the 
Department of Finance. We have backdated it. This applies not only to the cost-of-living assistance, but also to 
families who fall into this category and who have dependent children. They will be able to apply for the 
dependent child rebate. Those who live outside the metropolitan area and areas designated being hot will be able 
to apply for the air conditioning rebate. This is an extremely popular program, particularly for retirees, as it helps 
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to make an adjustment for the cost-of-living and gets around a longstanding anomaly by giving assistance to 
people who do not have a direct billing arrangement with Synergy and Horizon. This is good news.  

PERTH–DARWIN HIGHWAY — ELECTION COMMITMENT 

126. Ms R. SAFFIOTI to the Premier: 
I refer to the Premier’s election commitment to build a Swan Valley bypass, also known as the Perth–Darwin 
highway, and contrast this to the Premier’s election commitment with his claims made yesterday and today that 
he did not commit to the entire 37-kilometre project.  
Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Premier said he would stop it at Gnangara Road. 

(1) Can the Premier confirm his media statement made on 26 February this year that clearly states that the 
new highway will link directly with Tonkin Highway and not stop at Gnangara Road, as he now 
claims? 

(2) Does the Premier understand that his new plan will increase traffic through the valley and leading into 
Ellenbrook and not decrease traffic in that area?  

(3) Did the Premier’s government apply for the $400 million for this project from the commonwealth; and, 
if so, why will it now not accept the funding to build this project? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
(1)–(3) The member opposite claimed to quote from me. That was not a quote; she made it up. I do not like it 

when people make up things; this member does it. With respect to the Perth–Darwin highway, or the 
Swan Valley bypass as it seems to be now called—it is probably a better description of it—during the 
state campaign, we committed to that project, and we said that the first section to be built — 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: You didn’t come to my press conference, did you, sweetie, so you missed out. 

Several members interjected. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I ask the Premier to withdraw that highly sexist comment. 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo, I call you to order for the first time. I cannot hear myself speak, 
member for Wanneroo. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Further to that point of order, it is written in the standing orders of this house that 
members of Parliament are to be referred to by their electorate name. The Premier knows that, and the 
derogatory way in which he spoke to the member for Girrawheen is unparliamentary. I ask that he withdraw with 
respect to that comment he made. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, if the member has taken offence, I apologise. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Do you want me to withdraw? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Apologise! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I just did. 

The SPEAKER: From what I understand, the Premier has withdrawn that comment and apologised; let us move 
on.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I apologise and I withdraw the term, Mr Speaker. I cannot think of a substitute term. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: No wonder the Premier has hardly any women in the Liberal Party. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: For goodness sake!  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members!  

Debate Resumed 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: To get back to the issue, during the election campaign, the Liberal Party announced a 
commitment to construct the Perth to Darwin project—the Swan Valley bypass. At the press conference held in 
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the valley, as trucks went past one after the other, and with probably 20 journalists there, I said that the project 
would start with the construction of the section from Gnangara Road through to Muchea, which is estimated to 
cost $196 million, and that is our commitment. The implication clearly is that the project will continue to be 
honoured. 
Ms R. Saffioti: Implied?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Not implied—we said we will fund the first section of that project, which will have 
immediate practical use by connecting Gnangara Road to Muchea. That project will also release a corridor of 
new land for residential development, which is very important and why we are building that section. The 
remainder of the project is a series of interchanges that are of no real value until the lot of them are done. 
Ms R. Saffioti: The Premier is kidding! Seriously, those interchanges are very important — 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: No, I would not kid you. I cannot recall the Labor Party making any such commitment. In 
its budget, the Liberal–National government will allocate the funds for the construction of the section from 
Gnangara Road through to Muchea, which will be the first section of the Perth–Darwin bypass. I am pleased that 
the commonwealth government indicated that it would provide funding of around $400 million, and then add the 
proviso “if it is matched”. We already have $200 million on the table to start the project. 

PERTH–DARWIN HIGHWAY — ELECTION COMMITMENT 

127. Ms R. SAFFIOTI to the Premier: 
I ask a supplementary question. I refer to a map from the press conference that night to which the Premier just 
referred that clearly shows the Perth–Darwin highway going south from Gnangara Road onto Reid Highway. 
Why is this completely different from what he just stated? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  
If describing a project, you should actually show the whole project. The map shows the interchanges, the whole 
section — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am not listening to you; you are an untrustworthy member.  

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the first time. You asked a question, so let the 
Premier answer the question.  

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

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

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member for West Swan was not at the press conference. Of course we showed the 
whole project because the media and the public would want to understand the length and breadth and 
significance of the project. We then went on to say quite explicitly that we would begin with the Gnangara to 
Muchea section, which would cost $196 million—and that is what we are going to do. 

RESOURCES INDUSTRY — GLOBAL SHARE MAINTENANCE 

128. Ms W.M. DUNCAN to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum: 

Can the minister please update the house on how the Liberal–National government is working to maintain 
Western Australia’s share of the global mining sector? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 
The member for Kalgoorlie knows the importance of exploration because without exploration there is no mining 
sector. We need a continuous stream of projects in the pipeline to ensure that Western Australia remains the 
economic and mineral hub of Australia. This is only possible by having a successful minerals exploration sector. 
Since 2009, this Government has introduced the minerals exploration incentives scheme. This scheme reinforces 
Western Australia as a place to invest. It is now a very difficult climate in which to invest: as the Premier said, 
with the some of the mineral prices coming off, there are other places to invest globally. Therefore, it is 
important that Western Australia ensures there is an incentives scheme for explorers to explore. The minerals 
exploration incentive scheme has six programs. The two most important programs are the co-funded exploration 
drilling program and the geophysical–geochemical survey program. Through the co-funded exploration drilling 
program we have offered support to more than 300 drilling programs since the program started in 2009. The 
program refunds exploration companies up to 50 per cent of their direct drilling costs and the next round of 
successful applicants will be announced in June this year. Already there have been some exciting discoveries 
coming out of the scheme. I will mention just four: the Nova Nickel copper deposit by Sirius Resources; the 
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Yeneena base metal deposit by Encounter Resources; the Lake Mackay uranium deposit by Toro Energy; and the 
Tropicana East Handpump gold deposits by Beadell Resources. 

The other program under the exploration incentive scheme—EIS—the geophysical survey program, has captured 
more than two million line kilometres of airborne magnetic and radiometric data in the largest geophysical data 
acquisition program ever conducted in Australia. The survey data collected is freely available to all explorers to 
download off the Department of Mines and Petroleum’s website. This program now means that WA is 
completely covered in a network spacing of 400-metre segments of airborne geophysical data that is now 
available, as I mentioned, to all mineral explorers. The data, of course, is very useful for exploration. It means 
that people can do a desktop study before they commence the expensive task of undertaking work on the actual 
site. 
I will mention one other aspect of the incentive scheme. A small percentage of the scheme was put aside to 
improve our online tracking system—I will be winding up soon, Mr Speaker—which means that explorers and 
the mineral sector can lodge online through the department their reports and tenement applications. 

I will close with one point. As I mentioned earlier this morning, the $2 billion worth of minerals exploration 
conducted in Western Australia in 2012 was the greatest amount of mineral exploration expenditure undertaken 
in Western Australia in a year. Through the exploration incentive scheme we intend to make sure that WA 
maintains its space as the best place in Australia to explore and, hopefully, we will continue to be the leader for 
many, many years to come. 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION — FIREFIGHTING VEHICLES 

129. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Minister for Environment: 
(1) Is the minister aware that within the last month WorkSafe has issued a notice in relation to the safety of 

firefighting vehicles used by Department of Environment and Conservation personnel, and that this is 
not the first such notice issued following the tragic consequences of the fire at Two Peoples Bay last 
year? 

(2) Is the minister further aware that a recent departmental report prepared by Mr Terry Maher was highly 
critical of the safety of the DEC fleet, of major structural deficiencies and also of the inadequacy of 
personal protective equipment provided to staff? 

(3) When will these serious deficiencies be fixed, what will it cost, and what assurances can the minister 
give the DEC staff about their safety in the meantime? 

Mr A.P. JACOB replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. 
(1)–(3) Let me first of all note that many DEC staff will be out on site today. We have had some difficulties and 

we have been very up-front about that. I read a brief ministerial statement in the house about some of 
the challenges we have been facing with the window of opportunity for this autumn’s prescribed burns, 
but I have been informed that today conditions have opened up for us and a range of prescribed burns 
are happening over the state. My thoughts are with those DEC firefighters who are out there managing 
those fires at this moment. 

Point of Order 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The member for Girrawheen asked some quite specific questions and the minister is just 
giving a general statement rather than answering those questions. 

The SPEAKER: Right! Minister for Environment. 
Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr P.B. Watson: It’s serious stuff. 
Mr A.P. JACOB: It is very serious stuff, member for Albany, and that is why I thought it was a good point to 
start with. Again, via a brief ministerial statement, the shadow minister mentioned in her question the query 
about Wendy Bearfoot and the tragedy that happened down there in the member for Albany’s electorate. My 
condolences again go out to Wendy’s family as well as to all those DEC staff who were injured in that incident. I 
am aware that a WorkSafe investigation is being undertaken. I am happy to arrange for the member a further 
briefing on the progress of that investigation. 
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member!  
Mr A.P. JACOB: I also bring to the house’s attention that there have been increases in the budget in recent 
years, and in the last year alone there was a $32.9 million budget increase to the Department of Environment and 
Conservation specifically for the areas that the member was asking about. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION — FIREFIGHTING VEHICLES 

130. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Minister for Environment: 
I have a supplementary question. Is the minister aware that a recent departmental report prepared by Mr Maher is 
highly critical of the safety of the DEC fleet; when will these deficiencies be fixed; what will it cost; and, what 
assurances can the minister give DEC staff about their safety? 

Mr A.P. JACOB replied: 
I thank the member for the question. 

As I said in my earlier answer, I am very aware that historically there have been some challenges in DEC, 
particularly with the fleet, and this is why the government in the last budget put $32.9 million into equipment for 
the prescribed burning fleet at DEC. That work will be ongoing in government as we support our staff as they 
seek not only to undertake prescribed burns, but also to manage wildfire. 

AGED CARE — WHEATBELT 

131. Ms M.J. DAVIES to the Minister for Regional Development: 
Can the minister please update the house on how the Liberal–National government, through royalties for regions, 
is helping to provide more options for aged care in the wheatbelt, as I was pleased to see the release of a new 
aged-care strategy for the central eastern wheatbelt at the wheatbelt conference in Merredin recently? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 
I thank the member for Central Wheatbelt for her first question in the Parliament and I wish her well. As the 
member for Central Wheatbelt knows, she will make a substantial improvement on the last member! 
Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: Aged care is a vital component of government service delivery. I acknowledge the Minister 
for Energy; Finance, who has moved very quickly to fix the anomaly in the cost-of-living assistance payment so 
that residents of aged-care villages who were not getting a singular bill from Synergy or Horizon can now access 
the COLA payment. That is, again, a very important way of recognising seniors in our community—and well 
done on moving quickly.  

It is vitally important, though, that we have those facilities for aged people and seniors to move into. Many 
families have to grapple with the challenge as their parents get older. The member for Central Wheatbelt and her 
family are going through some challenges with her grandfather at the moment, and last year my grandmother 
passed away in the wheatbelt town of Corrigin. It is the same issue. Making sure that we can provide for people 
who have given so very much to their community in their last years is absolutely vital. That is why what is 
happening in the wheatbelt with the Central East Aged Care Alliance is vital, with 11 local governments coming 
together to plan for the aged-care needs of their community and to make sure that the pioneers who helped build 
the wheatbelt region have a place to retire to and to be looked after in their later years. The Wheatbelt 
Development Commission is leading this measure. It is partnering with the commonwealth government through 
Regional Development Australia. We need good support from the commonwealth government to make sure that 
our recurrent funding of high-level care can occur. That is vital. 
Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: That is very interesting, member for Cockburn. 

The report will now be circulated to our key stakeholders in the federal Department of Health and Ageing, the 
WA Country Health Service, Home and Community Care WA, the Department for Communities and the 
Department of Transport to make sure we have good across-agency collaboration on the project. 

That brings me to the aged-care projects that have been funded by royalties for regions in the wheatbelt region 
for just under $18 million. They are a $4.4 million expansion to the Dryandra Hostel in Kellerberrin; a 
$1.6 million expansion to the Killara Adult Day Care and Respite Care Centre in Northam; a $1.4 million 
expansion to the Moora Frail Aged Lodge; and a $5 million project for the Lakes and 4WD Aged Persons 
Housing Strategy Alliance at Williams, Wagin and Woodanilling. 
The government is looking to partner with local governments and local communities to make sure that aged care 
is put front and centre on the map. This week ABC Radio has been running a series of interviews and stories 
about aged care. It is telling that, while the media are raising the stories, the government is already acting to 
remove the anomaly around the COLA payment to people in aged-care villages and is already making sure it is 
investing in infrastructure for aged care. The Liberal–National government, rather than following the news, 
continues to make the news.  
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ANZAC CENTENARY COMMEMORATIONS — ALBANY 

132. Mr P.B. WATSON to the Minister for Tourism: 
I refer to the minister’s media statement on 13 May announcing 55 regional events to receive EventsCorp 
funding as part of the $40 million commitment to regional events.  

(1) Why has the minister failed to fund events around the Anzac Centenary commemorations in Albany?  

(2) Will the minister give a commitment today that these important events will be funded?  

(3) If no to (2), why is the minister letting down the people of Albany?  

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 
This issue does not fall within my responsibility as Minister for Tourism. This is not a tourism event. It is 
managed by the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. The Premier has full control over the support and 
funding that will be forthcoming for that event into the future.  
Mr P.B. Watson: They said there’s no funding.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: The member for Albany might not know what is happening, but the Premier knows what is 
being proposed by our government.  

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Albany, I formally call you to order for the first time today. If you want to answer 
your own question, that is your business. I suggest that you let the minister now answer that.  
Dr K.D. HAMES: For the events funding, advertisements go out across the state. People make applications. 
Tourism WA, which has responsibility independent from me, makes an assessment of those events that are put 
forward and makes decisions on where that funding is applied. I do not know which organisations from Albany 
made applications.  
Mr P.B. Watson interjected.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: The member needs to listen. It is no good the member trying to talk while I am trying to give 
him an answer. How can he possibly hear my answer when he keeps talking?  

Mr P.B. Watson interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Albany, I formally call you to order for the second time today. I hope that you will 
let the minister answer the question. I do not want to call you for a third time.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: I do not know off the top of my head which events put in applications. I went through them 
all and looked at what events put in applications. Those applications were assessed by the department and 
recommendations were made. I know that there are events in Albany that have been supported, but I have not 
gone through and looked specifically at an event. I certainly do not recall one relating specifically to the events 
that we know will occur down there relating to Gallipoli. I know that the state government is very aware of what 
is proposed down there. The state government will take responsibility and the Department of the Premier and 
Cabinet through the Premier will make any announcements relating to funding for that event.  

FAMILY SUPPORT SERVICES 

133. MR P.T. MILES to the Minister for Community Services: 
Many families, such as those in my electorate, need advice and support from time to time. Can the minister 
please tell me how parents can go about accessing these services?  

Mr A.J. SIMPSON replied:  
I thank the member for the question. The member’s question is very topical because today kicks off National 
Families Week. The Department for Communities has a branch called Parenting WA, which provides services to 
families in our community. Just this morning I was down in Fremantle to launch the first ever parenting 
conference in WA. I had to come to Parliament, so I missed out on hearing the guest speakers, but the speakers 
at the conference over the next three days will raise issues around male role models in boys’ lives; the effect of 
alcohol on teenagers’ brains; and other topical issues to do with parenting.  

I had the opportunity this morning to launch a new set of parenting booklets to give parents tips on raising 
children. These booklets have been prepared by the department and cover topics such as teenage parties, dieting 
and improving optimism of young people. These free guides are available and I encourage all parents to go on to 
the department’s website to get hold of them. There is also a Facebook page for Parenting WA.  

Families Week is the perfect time to reflect that among the hard work some of our families have to deal with 
struggles, especially when the lifestyles of fly in, fly out workers have a big impact on families. It is all part of 
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our government building safer and stronger communities and developing our communities for families. I 
encourage members to visit the webpage and get some information on National Families Week and support for 
families in our community.  

POLICE — REGIONAL VACANCIES 

134. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Minister for Police: 
(1) Is the minister aware of police officer vacancies that remain unfilled in Bencubbin, Northam, 

Wyalkatchem and Merredin? 
(2) Given that vacancies such as these have denied a proper policing presence in Western Australia for over 

two years now, will the minister implement the Liberal Party’s election promise to provide attraction 
and retention money to officers in hard-to-fill locations as a matter of urgency?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY replied: 
(1)–(2) I thank the member for the question. The subject of vacancies in regional positions has certainly been a 

matter of discussion for me with both the commissioner and the police union since I was appointed as 
minister. That was part of the reason that we put forward our regional attraction and incentives package. 
That is a $10.5 million package that we have made available and it will be implemented as a priority as 
part of the budget process. I am in the process of working with the police executive and the police union 
to ensure that that attraction and incentive package will be best placed to offer WA Police the best 
options and ensure that the regional hard-to-fill locations become a more attractive option for police 
officers to both move to and fill a vacancy and also to stay for a longer time by way of implementing a 
bonus at the end of a completion of three and a half years’ service in certain hard-to-fill locations. It is 
being very well received and I look forward to implementing that as part of the budget process.  

POLICE — REGIONAL VACANCIES 

135. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Minister for Police: 
I have a supplementary question. Has the minister had any representations from members of the National Party 
about the four locations that I mentioned or any other locations in National Party electorates that are short on 
police officers?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY replied: 
I could not have asked a better question myself. I am in regular dialogue with members of the National Party 
about all aspects of law and order and all matters to do with policing in regional areas. Obviously, the members 
of the National Party hold policing in their local precincts as a high priority.  

Mr M.P. Murray interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Collie–Preston, have you finished?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The members of the National Party regularly communicate with me about areas of 
policing and law and order, which are a very high priority in regional areas, as they are in metropolitan 
electorates. I am in very close discussion with the Minister for Regional Development on the implementation of 
our regional incentives package. I will work with the minister as part of the budget process to ensure that we 
deliver that as a priority, as we will deliver all our election commitments around policing.  

SUPPLY BILL 2013 
Appropriations 

Message from the Governor received and read recommending appropriations for the bill. 

FLORENCE HUMMERSTON KIOSK 
Question without Notice 102 — Supplementary Information 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [2.48 pm]: In accordance with standing order 82A I 
seek to provide further information to a question asked by the member for Girrawheen last week. The question 
related to the lease on the Florence Hummerston building. I am advised that the former lessee of the building, 
Wang Nominees Pty Ltd, with Choa Hui Wang and Ruen Fen Wang as guarantors, signed a lease with the City 
of Perth in 2004. The lease was for a 10-year period with three 10-year extension options available. No break 
clause was included in the agreement. As part of the land exchange between the WA Planning Commission and 
the City of Perth to enable the Elizabeth Quay project, the state government has assumed responsibility for the 
lease agreement. The Grand Palace restaurant, which operated there previously, was closed for business in 
February 2012 and at that time a $5 million advance payment was made by the Planning Commission to the 
lessee. Negotiations have not concluded. Independent evaluations of the lessee’s loss are now being undertaken 
and the Planning Commission will be able to make a final offer to the lessee in coming months. To summarise, 
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the matter has not concluded yet. Hopefully there can be a negotiated agreement. If not, the usual processes will 
apply.  

SUPPLY BILL 2013 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Nollamara. 

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Mirrabooka) [2.50 pm]: The member for Mirrabooka! 

The SPEAKER: The member for Mirrabooka! 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: Yes; unfortunately, the lovely suburb of Nollamara is no longer in the seat of 
Mirrabooka, much to my sadness.  

As I said before question time, in this National Volunteer Week I want to recognise volunteers. I started talking 
about Beatball, which is a collaboration between the Nyoongar Sports Association and the City of Stirling, but 
which relies very much on volunteers to ensure it has great success. The Minister for Sport and Recreation 
indicated as he was leaving the chamber that he would be happy to see the Beatball competition that is held on a 
Friday night. It is a great evening that brings together quite different communities. The recent Beatball 
competition was able to connect with Harmony Day, which is very actively celebrated in my electorate. No 
particular organisation organises Harmony Day in Mirrabooka; it is done by a group of volunteers from different 
organisations. It is a big day on which we celebrate the diversity of our region. All the people involved in that 
deserve congratulations for their commitment to ensuring it operates well. This year the day had a greater input 
from the City of Stirling, with it auspicing the grant gratefully received from Lotterywest, but everyone 
contributed greatly to ensuring a very successful day.  

I also want to note organisations such as Uniting Aid, which is a very important organisation in Westminster that 
gives food aid. It is very much an organisation that responds on the ground to the need in our communities. Of 
course, the parents and citizens associations and the parents and friends associations deserve great 
congratulations for the good work they do. There are many volunteers who help out in organisations such as the 
Edmund Rice Centre. They teach English to newly arrived Australians and help them with issues I have spoken 
about before such as getting Medicare cards and dealing with those sorts of things in the community. I also 
recognise the Nollamara Westminster Action Group, the Balga Action Group and the Koondoola Ratepayers and 
Tenants Action Group, all of which have a very important role to play in the health of our community in the 
Mirrabooka electorate. Of course, the seniors clubs have an abundance of volunteers who need to be recognised. 
The Alexander Heights Senior Citizens Club, the Balga Autumn Club and the Girrawheen–Koondoola Senior 
Citizens Club all do a good job of ensuring that many of those in our community have an active social life they 
can pursue through seniors clubs. I note the Nollamara Bowling Sports and Recreation Club, which is no longer 
in the electorate of Mirrabooka, but which has always been an organisation that has played a great role. We will 
have a morning tea there to raise money for cancer research on Friday week and the women there will all be 
volunteering to ensure that the event is a great success in the community. 

This Friday morning I will have my regular morning tea for volunteers. We write to community organisations 
and schools and ask them to nominate people for awards. With the house’s indulgence I will list the people 
attending this year who have been nominated by different schools and organisations. Mandy Cheetham is a 
volunteer at Westminster Primary School. She is the grandmother of an ex-student, so she is not even involved 
with a present student at the school, and she gives her time two days a week to help with an art program in the 
school, which tells me she is motivational and nurturing to the children, and an amazing support for the art 
teacher. She also assists with aspects of the environmental program. The Metropolitan Migrant Resource Centre 
has nominated, and is proud to have, Sister Phyllis Robertson as a volunteer. 
Ms M.M. Quirk: A wonderful woman. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: She is a wonderful woman, says the member for Girrawheen. She is full of energy, 
helpful and has a good network capacity. Waddington Primary School has nominated Roma Brooks, who is the 
school registrar. She gives up her Tuesday mornings and comes in early to prepare breakfast for many students 
who arrive early. During the breakfast sessions she engages the students in positive conversation about school as 
well as teaching some basic skills that students may not get at home. Alinjarra Primary School has nominated 
volunteer Kaye Howard and Ray Villaroy. Kaye has reliably committed to the school library. She is almost like a 
staff member, with her eagerness and willingness to help. Students, particularly early childhood students, know 
and recognise her as a valued member of the school library. Ray works tirelessly with students and volunteers to 
work with students who need a friend, and he has been going to the school for many years. He is reliable and 
always has a smile and a cheery, “How are you going?” St Gerard’s Primary School has nominated Peta 
Bartolomei. Peta takes on the responsibility of running the school uniform shop and is also a school board 
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member. Peta is a great supporter of and a great contributor to the school. St Andrew’s Grammar School has 
nominated Lynda Ragousis, who has actively supported the school’s parents and friends association over many 
years. She helps out with every P&F function and has also supported the Greek dance groups throughout her 
extensive involvement as a parent of three children in the school. I thank the house’s indulgence for me to go 
through those specifics, because I think it is important that we hear the stories of many of the volunteers in our 
community. We are grateful for them and for the sort of work they do, and I am sure all of us in this place 
understand the importance of volunteering, probably having been volunteers prior to becoming members of 
Parliament and also since that time.  

I also recognise the many sports club in the Mirrabooka area. I also recognise the Balga Friday markets, which 
are run on a volunteer basis and which raise money from having a very large swap meet every Friday morning. 
That money goes to the many school and community groups in the area and it is of great assistance.  

As we are talking about volunteers I want to raise the demise of the St John Ambulance Cadets. I know the 
Minister for Youth is concerned about this issue as well. I have written to the Minister for Health about it and he 
deferred it to the Minister for Youth. Given the Minister for Health has such an ongoing and good relationship 
with St John Ambulance, it is beholden on him to take an interest in this issue as well. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: There is a cadet unit in Mandurah. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: The member for Mandurah tells me there is a cadet group in Mandurah. What is so telling 
about a cadet program is that it is one of those youth development programs that benefits the community, which 
we talk about so often in this place. We talk about how they grow leadership skills and how they develop the 
people in our community for the future. One of the really important and interesting things about the St John 
Ambulance Cadet program—other than the fact that it has been running in Western Australia for approximately 
76 years and so has a proud history and is part a national group of cadets that comes together regularly—is that it 
is a different area of cadets. Cadets predominantly tend to be much more about activities in the services, and we 
have the Bush Ranger Cadets, but the St John Ambulance Cadets are interested in assisting in health services and 
in that welfare sector of our community that we so often rely on. People in that sector often do great work and 
are perhaps somewhat underpaid for the good work they do. Here are young people who are extremely interested 
in this area. This is an organisation that relies on volunteers itself, through St John Ambulance volunteers, in 
many parts of Western Australia.  

In my time at United Voice representing ambulance officers I was known to comment that it was my belief that 
St John Ambulance relied too much on volunteer ambulance officers, and that if these roles were so vital to our 
community, it should consider providing them as paid positions. We see this when we go to events in country 
areas and the regions, where St John Ambulance relies highly on volunteers, yet it is not interested in continuing 
its cadetship program. It is not interested in putting in the effort and using its resources to ensure that we have a 
number of young people coming through into those volunteer roles who have grown with and love being 
involved in that health sector and who understand the importance of serving our community. That needs to be 
noted by this house. Frankly, from a personal point of view, I am extraordinarily disappointed with St John 
Ambulance. If its motto is “For the service of humanity”, it is not living up to this. St John Ambulance argues 
that it is pushing that goal by delivering first aid courses in schools. I have no problem with that, and that can be 
done at the same time as it offers cadetships. St John Ambulance could use these first aid courses to identify 
young people for a cadetship. The St John Ambulance board needs to consider that in Western Australia it is 
strongly recognised as a good service. If the general public starts to feel that St John Ambulance does not have 
the commitment to the community, and to young people in our community, it will undermine its own 
organisation and role at its own peril.  

While I am standing, and given that the federal budget came down yesterday, I would like to congratulate 
Prime Minister Gillard and the federal Labor government on the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the 
Gonski review. From my point of view, the NDIS is worthy of the emotion that the Prime Minister showed when 
she introduced the legislation that will ensure the NDIS will have a financial basis. Knowing what the funding 
for Smarter Schools National Partnerships has delivered in my community and how that has benefited so many 
of the schools in the area I represent, I have great hope that the Gonski reforms will continue to deliver to those 
in our community who need it most. In that way we will have a focus that will provide an equal outcome and not 
just an equal input and we will have equality in the way that people can grow and not just have everyone get the 
same.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Do you support the transfer of state government education funding from state government 
schools to independent and Catholic schools? That is what Gonski implies.  
Ms J.M. FREEMAN: I support a good education system. I am not the opposition’s shadow Minister for 
Education, but I am happy to talk further about this issue. I think the public want, and certainly that the schools 
in my area want, a good public education system that delivers to people and ensures that young people have the 
best possible education and outcomes so that our state can continue to prosper and grow.  
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Along the same lines, I will raise the issue of a Mirrabooka light rail service and put on record my concerns that 
it will not be delivered to Mirrabooka. As the Premier knows, I was a full supporter of the Labor government’s 
Metronet proposal, but I have always supported any efficient and effective transport option into Mirrabooka, or 
the seat of Mirrabooka, for the people I represent. As I highlighted in this place before, I conducted a 
comprehensive survey of the community on transport in the electorate of Mirrabooka. A priority for the people 
in the area is how to effectively and efficiently travel, not only into Perth but east–west as well. I will be 
extremely disappointed if there is any delay by the government to deliver on its promise on the Metro Area 
Express light rail system. I was heartened to hear from the Premier that it will commence in 2016. I expect that 
planning will continue and that it will be fully funded by the government. I do not want a second-rate public 
transport system that may be privatised. The government needs to ensure MAX is fully funded and publicly 
owned.  

I notice that the member for Southern River raised parking for religious institutions at one point in his speech. I 
would also like to raise the need for a resolution on parking at a religious institution, the Mirrabooka mosque. 
This is an ongoing and difficult problem, both for the mosque and surrounding residents. I believe there is a 
reasonable and pretty commonsense resolution that the City of Stirling could take on parking there. 
Unfortunately, it is constantly being stalled and a resolution has not been reached.  

[Member’s time extended.]  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: Sometimes I wonder whether there is not some capacity for the WA Planning 
Commission to look at this issue, because it is having a detrimental impact on both communities.  

I apologise, Mr Speaker, for not being in the chair at this point in time, as I think I am supposed to be.  

I would also like to speak about housing in the context that it is at crisis point in our community. I have raised 
that in this place previously. I want to tell a story about a particular gentleman called Isaac Mursal. I asked him 
whether I could raise his story in the house and he agreed. He and his family of four—his wife and three 
children—rent a private tenancy in Nollamara. He received a very large excess water bill. He raised this with his 
landlord, and he was told that he had to pay it. He then raised this with the Water Corporation and it was 
discovered there was a leak in a pipe underneath the ground. Through no fault of his, this very significant leak 
has resulted in a large water bill and, having discovered that, he sought advice from Legal Aid WA on his 
responsibility to pay the bill or not. He was told that as it was a structural issue for which he was not to blame, he 
did not have to pay it; but often the way to resolve these things to the benefit of both parties is to offer to pay 
half. At that point, he told the landlord that he had found out that he did not need to pay any of it, but he was 
happy to pay half of it. Some time later—a discrete couple of weeks later—he received a notice that in 60 days 
he was to be evicted from this rental property. There were no reasons given and no grounds for this eviction—
just “Please, move on.” He is certain that this was because he raised the issue of this water bill. He has to vacate 
the premises on 25 May. He is on the public housing waiting list. He will not be put on the priority list, because 
the Department of Housing says that he has other alternatives—although he seems to have none because, despite 
applying for numerous private rentals, he has not been successful. Therefore, he and his family face the prospect 
of one of two things—homelessness or waiting out the process of eviction and hoping that his landlord will 
reconsider and not go through the court procedures. However, if his landlord does proceed to court, he will get a 
bad tenancy record, which will place him at greater risk of failing to secure a private rental. We have a real 
problem if we are relying on private rentals as an alternative in our community, because they are not really a 
proper alternative. They do not offer long-term relief and long-term stability in our community. 

I recently read an interesting article in Choice magazine of May 2013 titled “Low-rent industry”. The article 
states that of the 34 OECD countries, Australia is one of the few countries that allows no-grounds evictions. The 
only exception in Australia is the state of Tasmania, which provides the capacity for people to appeal a no-
grounds eviction. New South Wales used to have a no-grounds eviction appeals process. However, the 
notification time frame for eviction has been amended from 60 days to 90 days, and there is now no appeals 
process for no-grounds evictions. It seems to me that if we as a state are going to rely on private rentals as an 
alternative, we need to provide people with the capacity to maintain ongoing and long-term private rentals, 
because living in a state of rental uncertainty impacts on those people in our community who have the least 
capacity to cope. 

One of the issues that we facing with the current housing system in Western Australia is that the public housing 
authority refuses to put people in urgent need on the priority list; and, even when it does, it cannot deliver them 
with housing in any time frame that recognises priority. As I said in this house in my last speech, there is a three 
year wait even for people who are on the priority list. 

Under the current private rental laws, long-term private rental is not a housing option. What we need to do is 
look at how other countries deal with this issue and how they make private rental a housing option. Other OECD 
countries understand that although private rental priority may be an investment for people, those people are also, 
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because they are gaining tax benefits, the deliverer of a service, and, in doing so, they have a responsibility to 
their clients and tenants.  

I am not suggesting at this point in time that we should adopt such a radical situation as the one that exists in 
Germany. In Germany, leases effectively confer permanent occupancy; tenants need give only three months’ 
notice if they wish to vacate, with no further obligation; and under the limited circumstances under which a 
tenant can be evicted, landlords must give six months’ notice if the tenant has been in the property for between 
five and eight years, and nine months’ notice if the tenant has been in the property for a longer period. I am not 
at the point of saying that we need to take such radical action, because I understand that such a system would be 
quite difficult in terms of how we deal with private rentals in Western Australia and Australia as a whole. But we 
do need to look at what happens in countries like Ireland, where a tenant can have a minimum fixed lease of four 
years, and in France, where a tenant can have a minimum fixed lease of three years, with the capacity for the 
landlord to end those leases. We need to provide a housing alternative that will make the people who invest in 
property not think that it is their house, because it is not—they are investing in a property to make it a private 
rental, and they are, therefore, part of the private rental alternative that the government is telling people they 
have the capacity to access. If that is the case, we need to make that system operate better, because at the current 
time it is not operating very well.   

I also want to note some comments that have been made by Karl O’Callaghan. I note in particular my concern 
about his comment that, “For my sins I occasionally have to read Hansard”. That is what he thinks about having 
to read what elected representatives have to say in Hansard. That is what he thinks of us as members of 
Parliament who have been chosen by the people of Western Australia to govern in the best Westminster 
tradition, and who stand in this place to represent the people of Western Australia. He finds it okay to start off 
his comments by saying “For my sins I occasionally have to read Hansard.” Well, I have looked at what “for my 
sins” means. He is in effect saying, in a joking way—but much truth is said in jest—that it is something he has to 
do, or something that he does as a punishment for being bad. So, for some reason Karl O’Callaghan think that 
reading Hansard is some sort of punishment for being bad. I am not sure that he meant that. I am sure he said 
that jokingly. But I caution all people that when we are talking about Parliament, we should not undermine the 
importance of the Westminster parliamentary system. We do ourselves a disservice if we do that, and Karl 
O’Callaghan does us a disservice, and he as a public servant does us a disservice, if he even presents that we 
have some sort of irrelevance, because we do not. We are relevant. We are relevant to the people we represent.  

I would also like to talk a bit about civics. In 2010, almost one million of the 14 million Australians who were 
enrolled to vote simply did not bother to go to the polling booth, and another 1.4 million Australians who were 
eligible to vote were missing from the electoral roll altogether. This number has since grown to 1.5 million, as 
quoted recently in one of the studies. Further, the Australian Bureau of Statistics found that only 19 per cent of 
adults actively participate in civic and political groups.  

I witnessed on election day, as all members would have witnessed, people walking out of the polling booths with 
enrolment forms. Those people had turned up to vote, and they then had to walk out because they were not 
registered on the electoral roll. I think it is beholden upon the Western Australian Electoral Commission to 
enable people to fill out an enrolment form then and there. The Electoral Commission has the capacity to sign 
the forms as a witness, and it has the capacity to put those people back on the electoral roll. I think that is quite 
important. 

But what I really want to talk about is Karl O’Callaghan’s comment about how we deal with crime and 
community safety in our communities. He has said that unless we adopt a vaccination approach to crime 
prevention, we are always going to be treating the symptoms rather than the cause. I have to say that it is 
somewhat disappointing for me when cuts are made to the great programs that are being run in the vulnerable 
communities that I represent. I have raised one of those programs in this house before. That program is called 
happy kids. I am very disappointed and very distressed to find out that the Department of Health is no longer 
funding that program. There is an interesting article in the magazine schoolmatters, edition 2 of April 2013, 
about the happy kids program. The article talks about a study by Edith Cowan University into the happy kids 
program and states — 

Results from a study into Happy Kids have found something to smile about—increased attendance, 
boosted self-esteem and improved social and emotional wellbeing of students—all helping ease the 
transition to secondary school. 

This program, which has been going at Mirrabooka Primary School for 14 or 15 years but has been trialled over 
the last six years in nine schools across regional and metropolitan Western Australia, has seen all of these 
positive results. The Minister for Corrective Services has been talking about the need to do things differently and 
to do things that are restorative rather than being just about penalties, to try to prevent people from entering into 
the corrective services system. Yet, despite that, we are seeing cost cutting and penny pinching, with the cut of 
the very small amount of money—about $100 000—that it costs to allocate some teacher time to provide 
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coordinators for this program. These coordinators work with students one day a week, and they help to induct 
them into school effectively. They help students to find a goal for themselves, as well as a group goal for the 
school year, so that they are engaged, and they set challenges that help boost the self-esteem of students. But this 
program, which has been found by the ECU study to be very effective, has now been cut. That is a great 
disappointment. Perhaps the police commissioner, instead of writing about what we should be doing, should 
come out and see the things that we are doing, and he could support the continued funding of those things. It is a 
great disappointment that the Department of Health has had to take money out of this area to meet its budgetary 
requirements, because that will end up prejudicing students in our schools. 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Eyre) [3.19 pm]: I am happy and privileged to be here to speak on the Supply Bill 2013.  

Mr D.A. Templeman: I’m glad you’re back.  

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I have not engendered interjections right from my first few words before, but I suppose there 
is always a first time.  
I wanted to share a small story with members. It goes something like this. After the election I had the privilege of 
visiting my son in the United Kingdom. He is working as a chartered accountant in London. The spring in 
London is not the spring that we know here; it is very cool. I ended up having conversations with people 
involved in primary production. I also had the privilege of going to western Scotland and the Isle of Skye. I lost 
count of the number of discussions I had when people heard that I was representing an agricultural region—a bit 
of mining, pastoral and agriculture. We talked about subsidisation of the farming industry. In conversation, they 
said that they support their farmers with subsidies. I said something economically rationalist like, “In the global 
marketplace, if you haven’t got a comparative advantage in producing a product stand-alone, maybe you 
shouldn’t be doing it.” Often the conversation would go, “But do you assist your farmers in any way?” I said, 
“They stand alone. We have a comparative advantage, for instance, in wheat growing, and if we can’t do that in 
the global marketplace with that comparative advantage, without assistance, maybe we shouldn’t be doing it.” 
They said, “Hang on, we actually pay our farmers not to sow a paddock with crop.” 

During the weekend that I came back, I went to Merredin. When I walked into the hall, I had never seen so many 
farmers in one spot before. There were 1 050 of them. Members might ask what a doctor is doing talking about 
this. For the first 20 years of my life, I was a farmer’s kid. My dad was a new land farmer who went to 
Esperance. He started a wool-growing enterprise. I cannot remember the number of times that, whenever that 
industry hit a glitch, the economic rationalists said, “They’re inefficient, they’re the lowest 10 per cent and 
they’ve got to go. If you can’t stand up on your own, maybe you shouldn’t be doing it.” Very shortly after the 
Merredin meeting, I heard what a banker had to say on 7.30 on a Thursday. The reporter asked him about 
farmers and finance and the difficulties they had faced, particularly with five out of eight bad seasons. The 
banker said that all farmers who are viable have finance. I decided that perhaps the corollary to that would be 
that if a person does not have finance, they are not viable. There was a fair bit of talk around the fact that we 
should not put good money after bad and that we perhaps needed to drill down and try to understand the nature 
of the problem. Often we say we had not heard from the farmers who needed finance, and how would we get a 
handle on the problem? Where are all the farmers who were in trouble? Are they basically hobos or hayseeds at 
the bottom of the pile and should they go because they are poor managers or is this a combination of factors that, 
for a cohort of them, mean they require a hand up—members may have heard this before—not a handout? 

Having gone to the agricultural organisations, which could not drill down for me and get a handle on the nature 
of the problem, I decided that perhaps I should do it myself. As I said in the letter that I sent to Brendon Grylls, 
the head of the National Party, and the Premier today, why is a mug like me trying to collate all this information 
from 4 000 grain growers in Western Australia when perhaps an agency could have or should have done this? Is 
this an oversight on our part or is someone foxing? Is this information available or not? I could not really resolve 
that situation so I thought the best thing to do—it is a bit like in medical practice—was to talk to the patient. As 
William Osler, the great physician, said, “If you talk to the patient for long enough, he or she will give you the 
diagnosis.” 
I have heard the member for Central Wheatbelt talk about drought assistance but I am also talking about the 
long-term viability of agriculture. Yes, I understand there are many factors in agriculture such as high input 
costs, obviously the run of bad seasons and the fact that farmers cannot insure their crops against what I call an 
absolute belly flop. If frost completely wipes out their crop, they cannot insure and mitigate against that 
significant loss. That often happens to a lot of the farmers in the Salmon Gums area and in a large area of the 
Yilgarn, which is also in my electorate. They belly flop, as they did in 2010, crash significantly and then spend 
the next three or four years trying to get up from that significant impost and injury. 

If I say that I went to talk to so many farmers, people would say that that is hardly representative of the situation; 
it is just a small sample. I thought that I would start at the Merredin meeting, which attracted 1 000 farmers. The 
Muntadgin Farming Alliance asked farmers to fill out a survey. Two hundred of the 1 000 grain growers present 
filled out that survey, and 70 indicated that they had some issues in achieving finance to put in their normal 
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cropping program. I decided that we would drill down into those 70 farmers and see what the situation was. I 
thank them for their cooperation and I also thank the officers in my electorate office. This was a fairly significant 
body of work. If we could say that the 1 000 farmers were pretty representative of the wheatbelt—north, south, 
east and west—which it was, and the survey indicated where these people were from and where these farms 
were, and said that it represented 70 of those 1 000 farmers, potentially, if there are 4 000 farmers, about 280 
farmers could be in this situation. I am not talking about basket case situations or situations in which farmers 
have no equity left in their farm. I recognise, with the Premier, that a cohort of those farmers have gone 
absolutely to the top of their equity. I often need to explain this to myself because most members here, like me, 
are not economists. Basically, this means that if a farmer is strapped to $2 million, his core debt is $1.8 million, 
he has an overdraft of $250 000 on top of the core debt and his property is worth $400 an acre, so if he has 5 000 
acres, that is $2 million, he has a serious equity issue. I am not talking about that with the 70 farmers I surveyed. 

There is no typical average, but I can provide a sample of responses from the 70 farmers I surveyed. I will 
mention no names, and there will be no pack drill, but I have the approval of farmers to use their responses. They 
are identified by initials and some of the areas from which they come, but I will not even mention those things. 
There was a significant list, but I have pulled only a sample from that list. I asked three basic questions of those 
70 farmers: “In dollar terms what is the shortfall in funding for your 2013 cropping program? Does this shortfall 
mean you have to crop less or none of your planned program? And if you have been offered finance, part or all, 
what were the terms given?” One farmer’s shortfall was $300 000. What did this mean? He had to sow 2 000 
fewer hectares this year. What are the terms? He must sell the farm and all machinery by the end of the year and 
sign a general security interest. So it is a bit like selling his soul. He can have the money, but what he has to do 
for it is almost terminal. The question to ask is: does it really need to be like that?  

Another farmer in North Gnowangerup said he needs $100 000. What will this mean? In the area of crop, it will 
be the same as last year. The result is he has to pay back the $1.4 million core debt by March 2014 and sell the 
farm. A farmer in Corrigin said he needed $300 000 for fertiliser and chemicals. A farmer in eastern Corrigin 
needs $140 000. A farmer in Salmon Gums, my area, needs an extra $500 000. The consequence of that is there 
will be less fertiliser on the cropping area. “Mr C” from Salmon Gums has 2 160 hectares and has a core debt of 
$1.2 million. He has a $400 000 overdraft with interest at 14.3 per cent and the equity on that overdraft is 
50 per cent. He is using the very useful Rural Financial Counselling Service and the bank will refinance him 
only if the farm is put on the market. That is the typical situation, if there can be a typical situation. Generally, of 
the 70 farmers I surveyed, a farmer had a core debt of $1.2 million to $1.4 million, an overdraft of $250 000 to 
$300 000 and is paying between $120 000 and $160 000 in total interest payments on a 45 to 50 per cent equity 
loan. The total interest payment is the more significant figure than the rates because rates vary depending on 
what loan pot the money comes from. Also the average farmer surveyed wishes to plant around 2 000 hectares, 
although, as members would understand, the area planted varies greatly. As I have said, the cohort from 1 000 
farmers spread widely across WA is around 70, so the extrapolation is that 280 of the 4 000 grain growers will 
not be putting in part or all of their crops this year.  

Twenty-five years ago there were 12 500 grain growers in the state. There are now around 4 000. The question 
now facing the government is whether to continue to adopt the economic rationalist approach. The government 
does not want to sell the farm and it does not want grain growers to have to sell their farms if there is any 
responsible way of providing assistance to them. This is not a completely mad idea, and even the Labor 
government in Canberra, which is not travelling too well, can see the problem in Western Australia—it can see 
the problem everywhere in Australia—and recognises that there may be a need to grease the wheels. The 
70 farmers’ cases I have shared with the house, which can be extrapolated to 280, are not basket cases. So when 
talking about food, and food security in particular, we perhaps should look at, and Graham Jacobs should look at, 
that adage I espoused when I was in the UK: if you don’t stand up on your own, if you haven’t got a comparative 
advantage in doing, and you can’t do independently and stand on your own two feet, then maybe you shouldn’t 
be doing it.  
The farmer who dumped wheat on the Premier’s driveway has been criticised, but he did say one thing to me 
which struck a chord. He said, “Most people in most businesses could not survive and be subjected to five bad 
years out of eight and still be considered viable.” That is the issue. There may indeed be farmers who are not 
viable because they have used up all their equity, but there is a group of farmers who have not done that.  
I have heard the member for Central Wheatbelt’s approach to this matter. It is important that we have social 
support systems; it is important that we have financial counselling and services to make people better managers. 
I have not travelled a lot of the world, but I have seen some of the world. I visited the UK and Scotland recently. 
If we do not have a comparative advantage when for half the year those countries are snowed in and we have 
world’s best practice wheat farmers, are we going to say that another 10 per cent have to go? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Do you realise that most European farmers receive subsidies from their governments to make 
them competitive and to ensure those countries have the food bowl to feed their people? 
Dr G.G. JACOBS: Thank you, member for Hillarys. 
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[Member’s time extended.]  

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I am going to incur the wrath of the Whip. He said, “Don’t fold your hands because if you 
fold your hands I know you’re going on for another 10 minutes”, so I will not fold my hands!   

I hope members can bear with me for another few minutes. A young man at the front of the 1 000 farmers in 
Merredin stood up and asked a question. He said, “We have struck a difficult time. Western Australia potentially, 
and in reality, is a fortunate and wealthy state. God has blessed it with a lot of natural resources. We receive 
significant royalties from the minerals that the state has been blessed with.” He went on to say, “We have got 
this state, with those blessings, with this wealth, and the rest of the world is on steroids as far as supporting its 
agricultural industry is concerned. All we need is some assistance to help us in this area.”  

I have heard it said that if we assist farmers this year, we will have to do it next year and the year after; there will 
be no end to it as we will have to support the town’s local grocery store, the guy that runs the John Deere 
dealership and the guy who makes silos. My experience is—again, I have said this before, being a country boy—
if farmers are doing well, the town is doing well. I have heard for years that farmers are not doing well this year, 
and it will be a tough time in the areas of retail, farming machinery and car dealerships. That is the impact.  

It really surprises me in this situation what I have heard from the National Party. I have said it before and I 
should maybe apologise for saying it again, but I have heard from members of the National Party a billion 
reasons to elect them. I have heard it for four years. Along with the member for Geraldton, I am the only blue bit 
on the map. We are the only Liberals between Esperance and Kununurra in the pastoral and mining region. I 
point out that the National Party members over here are supposed to represent the regions generally, the 
agricultural regions and the farmers. They probably think I am a doctor with a silver spoon in my mouth. No way 
known! I was a farm kid brought up on a farm who went to medical school and returned to my town to practise 
medicine. For 27 years I have heard the pain from people in the agricultural area because that is what I did: I 
delivered their babies, and I did everything else as well; I am not a genius, but that was just my job.  

It really surprises me that when there is an issue about our food producers, we cannot say, “Look, the feds put in 
some.” I congratulate the Minister for Agriculture and Food for extending the program; that is, instead of 
potentially providing a $650 000 low-interest loan to 100 farmers, he is extending it to $200 000 maximum to 
over 300 farmers. This at least recognises that we need some spread to some 280 to 300 farmers who need a leg-
up to grease the wheels.  

The pessimists say, “How long is this going to take? Do we have to do it next year? There will be no end to 
this.” There is a climactic factor that is really important, and I have heard all the pessimists talk about climate 
change and say, “There are farmers in your area who should not be farming; the region should never have been 
opened up as it is marginal country.” I tell members that historically more wheat has come out of Salmon Gums 
and Yilgarn than people can jump over. That is a significant wheat growing area. The pessimistic climate change 
people say that it is warming and drying and that is the end of it, but people like me believe that this is a cycle 
that potentially will come around. Of all the years, this is the year that we will get some reasonable crops across 
the wheatbelt fairly generally.  

I was contacted by a big farmer in Mukinbudin. He said, “Graham, I have got moisture in the soil this year and I 
have not had that for six seasons.” When I asked why, he said, “I’ve had 12 inches of rain since November.” 
That is a significant soil moisture bank in which to put seed, and it would be a crying shame if the government 
did not assist in getting that seed in the ground. I am not asking for payment of the kids’ school fees or to pay for 
the house. I am asking for payment for seed to go into the ground with optimal fertiliser, nitrogen and chemical 
rates to optimise the yield. One issue comes to mind. When I quoted $1.2 million, people said, “Oh, that’s a lot 
of money.” I just want to reassure the metropolitan folk that planting crops in the twenty-first century is big 
business and big money. The quotes are varied, but farmers are looking at around $300 per hectare or $277 for 
some farmers out at Goomalling who are in better grain growing areas. To put a crop in translates into quite a 
significant outlay. If a farmer has a real belly-flop year, he can do half a million dollars or even a million dollars. 
Of course, I understand that it is important to say that this is not the panacea for the whole agricultural industry 
and the challenges it faces, but we need to concentrate on myriad issues in agricultural policy moving forward. 
This involves getting rid of some of the red tape in farming and reducing all the issues with stamp duty and 
vehicle registration. I have had farmers who spend $5 000 to $10 000 registering trucks to cart grain during the 
grain season. The grain season lasts six weeks, and then the truck is in the shed for the rest of the time.  

Mr D.A. Templeman: What would you suggest?  

Dr G.G. JACOBS: Why not just have a permit, member for Mandurah, for those six weeks. Something has been 
done but it has not gone far enough to reduce some of the impacts of costs. Obviously, I think it is important to 
look at some of the input costs and red tape. The Premier has announced those measures in the government’s 
policy to reduce the impost on primary producers, particularly our grain growers.  
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It is very important that we look at risk mitigation insurance. The yanks are light years ahead of us in mitigating 
against crop disaster. There are insurance companies globally that provide insurance, and we need to make sure 
that they are applicable to us, that they are affordable and that people can formulate their insurance according to 
how much they will mitigate against and how much they will pay per hectare. We need a significant monitoring 
system by which we can predict and in real-time monitor soil moisture to help farmers make good decisions 
about the amount of crop that they do or do not put in, the rates they will put it, the fertilisers to be put in, and 
when the crop will be planted to try and mitigate frost.  

The other issue is obviously plant breeding. There is a potential—we know some work is being done already—
on frost-resistant wheats, drought-resistant or dry or drought-time-resistant wheats. There is important work to 
be done in that area to prevent some total wipe-outs in yields for a lot of these farmers; therefore, it is important 
that we look at a policy if we want our food producers to survive.  

In summary, it is about support. It is about looking at how we support farmers and the whole policy into the 
future for our food producers. People do not eat iron ore, but someone has to actually produce food and it is 
really important that we do it in a sensible way. As a government, we cannot risk our banks but we also have to 
ensure we do not risk our food producers in Western Australia.  

I am sorry that some members have heard some of this already, but I thought it was really important to make 
those points. There are things we can do and those things we have done are important, but it is also important to 
try to reduce this cost squeeze. The previous Minister for Agriculture and Food, who just walked into the 
chamber, knows that we have heard for years that the solution to this problem is just to get big. My dad was a 
woolgrower who had 2 000 acres. People said to him, “The problem with you, Harold, is you’ve got to get 
bigger.” It has been a failed experiment.  

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [3.50 pm]: I rise to make a contribution to the debate on the Supply 
Bill 2013. A lot of fine comments are often made here about parliamentary standards of behaviour and decorum. 
People express some noble ambitions, as indeed the member for Mount Lawley did when he was a candidate for 
the job of Speaker earlier this year. People often reflect on the fact that there are students in the public galley and 
what they will make of the standard of behaviour in this Parliament. In fact many high school debates are of a 
higher standard than many of the speeches given in this house. Certainly the standard of behaviour at interschool 
debates is much higher than the standard of behaviour in this house. A lot of members stand and tut-tut about 
this, mouth a few words and a few platitudes and suggest that standards need to be lifted, but just about every 
member who has sat in the Speaker’s chair that the Acting Speaker (Ms J.M. Freeman) is in at the moment has 
said that they want to raise the standard of debate and have set off with a noble agenda. I have never seen an 
agenda fall as quickly as we have seen in the instance of the current Speaker. I note that in an article written by 
Daniel Emerson, printed on page 23 of The Weekend West on Saturday, 6 April 2013, there was a heading 
“CHANGE OF STYLE: New Speaker to ‘lift decorum’”. The article commenced — 

Speaker-to-be Michael Sutherland intends to follow in the footsteps of controversial former Federal 
equivalent Peter Slipper by donning a formal robe while presiding over question time.  

The article goes on to talk about the government’s nominee. It continues — 

And the Mt Lawley MP, who retains a strong South African accent despite migrating to WA 25 years 
ago, says he won’t be tolerating any more “childish” mocking of his accent while he officiates at 
Parliament.  

…  

‘I will be wearing the gown … to give a bit of a distinction to the role of Speaker.’ 

That bit is highlighted.  

… Mr Sutherland said he wanted to lift the “general decorum” of Parliament and one change 
accordingly would be to don the robe for question time and each day’s opening proceedings. 

He also said that he had plans to “crack down on waffling by ministers during question time”. I think the Speaker 
might have given that a bit of effort in his first week in the role but we have seen little of it since. In fact 
yesterday during a point of order I raised the issue of unparliamentary language. I note that when the member for 
Collie–Preston asked a question of the Treasurer; Minister for Transport, the Minister for Transport responded 
by calling the member for Collie–Preston a “no-hoper”. He said, “You are a no-hoper; you did nothing!” I asked 
Mr Speaker for a ruling on that. 

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: It is my understanding of standing orders that members can only reflect on the Speaker by 
way of substantive motion. If the member intends to start to reflect in any way on the Speaker, I would seek a 
ruling on that.  
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Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I do not intend to reflect on the Speaker. I am quoting from The Weekend West and I am 
referring to proceedings in this house in a factual way about what was actually said.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): I am advised that you need to be cautious about any casual 
comments you may make that brings the Speaker’s position into disrepute. The member needs to be very 
cautious. It is clear that there is some intent in your speech. You need to respect the position of Speaker in how 
you frame your speech.  

Debate Resumed 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Thank you for that advice. I intend to proceed in a cautious way. I certainly will not be 
dissuaded from talking about parliamentary standards or about comments that have been made in this house and 
my views on them. I can understand why the Premier took the point of order when he did, because perhaps he 
does not want me to reflect on the comment that he made today when, on his feet, he called the member for 
Girrawheen “sweetie”. I understand that after question time the Premier apologised to the member for 
Girrawheen. Although that was certainly appropriate, it is something that should have been beneath him and 
something that the Premier should not have said in the first instance. Unfortunately, it reflects very poorly on the 
Premier that he would use that word. It is like calling a woman “love”, “dear”, “girlie” or something of that 
nature. I think a lot of women have been subjected to that and perhaps there are still men in this house who do 
not understand that that is very condescending. I found the Premier’s comments not just to be sexist and 
inappropriate but also to be condescending. It is not how one should speak in this house. Likewise, when the 
Minister for Transport called the member for Collie–Preston a “no-hoper” yesterday, in my view the Minister for 
Transport lost his argument.  

I refer back to my comments about students and their debating skills. I taught debating at John Curtin College of 
the Arts. I advised those children that if they attack the speaker rather than the argument, they have lost the 
argument. In debating, one needs to use argument to attack the opponent’s argument, not to attack them 
personally. The number one rule that I expect most English and debating teachers teach students at school is that 
if they attack the person, they have lost the argument. That is inappropriate. One does not win a single point by 
attacking the person. To use a sporting analogy: if you go for the man and not the ball, you are doing the wrong 
thing.  

The Minister for Transport should be embarrassed; he has form when it comes to inappropriate parliamentary 
behaviour. He has certainly made some inappropriate comments to me in the past. We have had some discussion 
about those previously.  

For the Premier of this state, in the year 2013, to refer to a female member of this house as “sweetie” is really 
inappropriate. The member for Girrawheen, I might point out, before coming to this house, was regional counsel 
for the National Crime Authority in Western Australia. Regional counsel meant that she was the senior lawyer 
for the National Crime Authority. She had previously been a crown prosecutor for a time in the ACT. She has 
worked at major law firms in a variety of other roles. I do not think that the Premier should have referred to her 
as “sweetie”. I see it as indicative of the broader treatment of women in this house.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: As the member for Midland said, and I agree, it was not appropriate. I apologised to the 
member. She said words to the effect “not a problem” and accepted the apology.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: She has little option. The fact of the matter is — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: And took no offence.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: But what the Premier does not get —  

Mr C.J. Barnett: No; I am not going to debate it. The member for Girrawheen is not in here complaining, only 
you are.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: That is not the issue.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: The member for Girrawheen is not taking the issue up. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The member for Girrawheen, a lawyer of 30 years’ experience, and I, a member of this 
house for some 19 years, are strong, robust and used to people like the Premier and others putting us down in 
some robust comment. The member for Girrawheen will not lose one wink’s sleep over the Premier’s comment, 
and I would not either if I were in her position. In fact, there is probably nothing that the Premier could say to me 
and nothing that the Minister for Transport could say to me that would cause me to lose one moment’s sleep. But 
there are young women, and older women for that matter, who are deterred from entering Parliament. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
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ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL PROTECTION BILL 2013 
Second Reading 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.01 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

In 2008, the WA Liberal Party promised the people of Western Australia that it would retain Royal Perth 
Hospital as an inner-city tertiary hospital by passing into law legislation under the Royal Perth Hospital 
Protection Bill. That bill was introduced into Parliament on 11 November 2009. 

The Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill sat in this place for 1 458 days before it was passed. On no less than 
three occasions it had to be reinstated to the notice paper, having lapsed for not being debated for a period of 
12 months. On 8 November 2012, the bill was passed by the Legislative Assembly with opposition support. The 
bill was second read in the Legislative Council but never brought on for debate by the government. The Royal 
Perth Hospital Protection Bill lapsed when Parliament was prorogued by the Premier in February 2013. 

Royal Perth Hospital is an iconic health institution in Western Australia. It has operated in Western Australia for 
more than 150 years. As the Minister for Health observed in Parliament — 

The previous government planned to scale back the health and hospital services offered on the site in 
favour of Fiona Stanley Hospital despite the fact that each year Royal Perth Hospital treats some 73 000 
inpatients, receives about 225 000 outpatient attendants and has one of the busiest emergency 
departments in Australasia, with more than 60 000 presentations a year. 

WA Labor accepts that the Western Australian public supported the retention of Royal Perth Hospital in the 
2008 election. The electorate made its opinion clear and the minister has stated that he believes it contributed 
significantly to the Liberal Party’s election victory that year. WA Labor also accepts that the public’s opinion 
was driven, in part, by its concern about the uncertain future of the hospital and the jobs of those people who 
work at the hospital. WA Labor supports the retention of Royal Perth Hospital as an inner-city tertiary hospital, 
understanding both the views of the WA public and the requirement for the hospital because of the ongoing 
growth in demand for hospital services. 
The WA public continues to hold those same concerns about the future of the hospital as it did in 2008. The 
government has not explained to the WA public how it intends to staff and run Fiona Stanley Hospital without a 
significant cut in resources to Royal Perth Hospital, nor has it declared which hospital services will be run from 
each of the hospitals. Further, the government has not set a date for its promised redevelopment of the hospital, 
promised at the 2008 election but now only referred to as a redevelopment that will occur after Fiona Stanley 
Hospital has opened. 
It is clear that the government has little commitment to the Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill or the promise to 
the people of Western Australia to legislate for the protection of Royal Perth Hospital. In short, the Barnett 
government has allowed the Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill to gather dust—like the hospital itself. It is not 
surprising, therefore, that the WA public is now even more concerned that the government has stated that it does 
not intend to recommit to the passage of the Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill, and the future of the hospital is 
as uncertain as ever. If the government is not prepared to keep its promises to the electorate and provide this 
assurance about the future of Royal Perth Hospital, then WA Labor will provide that assurance and compel the 
government to keep its election promises. 

This bill protects that part of Royal Perth Hospital that is located on properties that are bounded by Murray 
Street, Victoria Square, Lord Street and Moore Street and on land that is subject to the certificate of title 
volume 2726, folio 339. This bill is designed to protect the functions of the hospital on the central business 
district site. The Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill 2013 will require the approval of both houses of Parliament 
before the public hospital situated on that site can be closed. Such an action will put the fate of this major public 
hospital beyond the whim of bureaucrats, instead requiring a comprehensive debate in both houses before any 
closure can occur. Similarly, the approval of both houses of Parliament will be required to change the name of 
this historic public hospital that has served this state for so very much of it history. 

I commend the bill to the house. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.A. Templeman. 

HOUSING — LAND SUPPLY 
Motion 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [4.06 pm]: I move — 
That this house condemns the Barnett government on its failure to provide adequate land supply and 
land approvals in Western Australia to meet increasing housing demand. 
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I want to start my contribution today to reflect on some of the comments made by the Minister for Planning 
yesterday in the house when a dorothy dixer was asked by the member for Belmont. The question was whether 
the member for West Swan was correct when she said that the number of land approvals was down compared 
with the number under the previous Labor government, and I think the answer was yes. The minister therefore 
actually acknowledged yesterday that land approvals were down. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: I said your analysis was completely wrong. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, I think the minister said I was correct. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: Your analysis was wrong. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I think the minister said I was correct. Very rarely do dorothy dixers get asked about whether 
a member opposite was correct and the minister has to stand and say, yes, she was! Land approval numbers are 
down under this government, and I will go through this issue in a little detail. 

Another question asked by the member for Belmont was whether the Office of Land and Housing Supply had 
any staff. The question could have been a bit misleading, as I have commented that the Office of Land and 
Housing Supply has no permanent staff. The answer to the question from the member for Belmont was provided 
by the Minister for Planning, or by his representative in the upper house. In answer to the question on how many 
permanent staff were employed in the Office of Land and Housing Supply, the government announced that there 
was none. In my commentary the other day I was  reflecting purely on the fact that the government had 
confirmed that there were no permanent staff in the Office of Land and Housing Supply. Therefore, although the 
Minister for Planning had a dorothy dixer question asked of him yesterday that attacked me, in fact he stood up 
and confirmed that my points were correct and that the number of land approvals is lower under the Barnett 
government than it was under the previous Labor government. 

I want to point that out because I remember very clearly what was happening when there were attacks from the 
then opposition on our ability to put land online. There were attacks day in, day out saying that there was not 
enough land on the market, yet now fewer land approvals have been granted under this government than were 
granted under the previous Labor government. That is an important point to make. This area is like many areas 
of this government. It has no clear direction and no clear plan. As a result, the housing stock in WA is not 
sufficient to meet the growing demand. I sit in the chamber quite a bit and I have heard, both on our side and on 
the government’s side, story after story about there being not enough housing for Western Australians. I think it 
was the member for Belmont who raised this issue yesterday in her contribution to the debate on the Supply Bill. 
She said she had dealt with, and I am sure will continue to deal with, families and mothers coming in wanting 
housing, possibly after being kicked out of private rentals. There is also the Department of Housing issue, but the 
issue of housing supply is the key issue for Western Australians at the moment. There is simply not enough 
housing stock to meet the significant demand in the market and in recognition of the significant population 
growth over recent years.  
As I said, in my office we are getting more and more complaints and calls for help. I know the Minister for 
Housing is here and I think the minister needs a better system to assist the public on these sorts of issues because 
we are not getting a lot of assistance from the Minister for Housing’s office. I know it is a hard portfolio and it is 
hard for the individuals involved, but we need to be a bit better at dealing with these issues that arise in our 
electorate offices.  

I want to go through some of the more recent reports that show the significance of the housing crisis. I refer to a 
release from Anglicare on 29 April 2013, which states — 

Anglicare WA’s Annual Affordability Snapshot Shows that the rental market in Western Australia has 
become completely inaccessible for low income earners. 
… 

“This is our third year running the snapshot and the issue is not only unresolved, it is clearly getting 
worse. The results of last year’s snapshot were already staggeringly low, and the market has become 
even less accessible this year. This is a genuine crisis,” said CEO Ian Carter. 

There was a marked decrease in affordable properties for working families. In last year’s snapshot 
couples working on the minimum wage with children were able to afford 7.8% of rentals on the market. 
This year, they could only afford 2.6% of rentals—a drastic drop. The median price of a rental property 
in Perth was up from $450 per week in 2012, to $520 per week in 2013—a 16% increase. 

I go to comments made by advocacy groups representing seniors. This was as reported in The Sunday Times in 
March this year — 

ADVOCACY groups say Western Australia’s seniors are suffering the worst of the rental crisis. 
With our ageing population and a population influx, they say more affordable housing is needed now. 
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… 
National Seniors’ WA spokeswoman June MacDonald said the lack of affordable housing was a “major 
problem”, which had been exacerbated by the resources boom. 

I want to quote another group. The website of the Urban Development Institute of Australia states — 
With further evidence emerging of a healthy recovery in the urban development sector in 2013, the 
ability to adequately meet the expected demand for new housing in WA needs to be managed better. 
… 
The ‘heat’ in the rental market has been building since early 2010. Whilst there has been a gradual 
upward trend in median weekly rent costs, the vacancy rate has plummeted from nearly five per cent in 
2010 to below two per cent. Should this trend continue, the median rent will inevitably rise at a much 
greater rate, resulting in people looking at alternate housing options. 
… 
However, frustrating the delivery of vacant land are the time and cost implications of bureaucratic 
processes being imposed on the whole industry (being land developers, builders, consultants and 
contractors). Also, often conditions attached to funding create inefficiencies and has a flow-on cost 
effect to the end consumer by virtue of pre-sale conditions. 

As I said, over recent years there has been a build-up of this problem and the issue of there not being enough 
stock in the market. This issue will clearly get worse as the population grows and stock is not delivered to the 
market at the rate that we need. I refer this time to the March 2013 urban development index of residential land 
activity — 

Without a further significant lift in the number of lots brought onto the market in Perth, current sales 
volumes will not be maintained. Analysis of the number of lots available on the market, the number of 
lots committed to be brought onto the market and current sales rates reveals that there is a notional 
shortfall of 700 lots in Perth and Peel over the next six months. 

It makes an analysis of the stock in particular corridors. It states — 

City of Swan has 
lowest stock levels 

in Perth 
The City of Swan is part of my electorate — 

At current sales rates, there was only enough stock on the market at March 31 to cover less than four 
weeks of sales. This was the lowest level of all growth councils in Perth and Peel.  

As I said, this is a significant problem that appears to be getting worse and there does not seem to be enough 
urgency or enough happening within government to address this problem and the housing shortage.  

I want to go through some of the land approvals that I raised the other day. I refer to final land approvals. From 
2008–09 to 2011–12, 38 221 residential lots were granted final approval in the Perth metropolitan area and the 
Peel area. In the previous four years, 59 961 lots were granted final approval. I refer to conditional land 
approvals. From 2008–09 to 2011–12, 73 171 lots received conditional approval. In the previous four years, 
81 086 received conditional approval. Fewer approvals were given. The other key point is the massive 
population growth. From approximately 2007 to 2011, 197 000 people moved to WA. While there were fewer 
approvals, there was a greater population coming in. As I said, I wanted to go through some of the history to 
make sure I was well briefed on this issue. I checked some of the commentary that was made by, I think it was, 
the then Minister for Housing, who talked about the fact that we ran out of land in Western Australia under the 
previous government. Again, I refer to the Department of Planning and the Western Australian Planning 
Commission’s publication titled, “Urban Development Program: Perth and Peel Development Outlook 2011–
12”. This analysis monitors what is happening in population growth and housing stock and housing 
developments to see whether we have a surplus of stock, have a deficiency of stock or are at equilibrium. It is 
quite interesting to analyse why there is a housing crisis. Why can people not find homes? I want to go through 
the analysis and the outcomes of the analysis — 

Based on expert advice from the property industry, Perth was in dwelling equilibrium around 2000. On 
this basis the cumulative effect of the overbuilding up to June 2006 meant that a dwelling surplus built 
up over time peaking at over 12,000 dwellings during 2005/06. The under-building since mid-2006 has 
meant that this stock was gradually depleted, reaching equilibrium by early 2009 and then a dwelling 
shortage of about 4,000 dwellings by June 2011.  

There was a dwelling shortage by June 2011. What are the implications of that? There are fewer houses on the 
market, less rental accommodation and more pressure on people trying to put a roof over their head; and, of 
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course, we are hearing the stories of rents being increased by $100, $200 and $300. We are hearing it all the 
time. The problem is that there is just not enough housing in the market out there to cater for our significant 
population. 

I want to go on to the commentary from the Western Australian Planning Commission and the Department of 
Planning. This document was produced under the current government. It states — 

This analysis challenges a view that rising house prices in mid 2000s were caused by a shortage of 
housing as a result of a perceived demand–supply imbalance … Figure 23 —  

Which I can provide to Hansard — 

shows that there was a substantial oversupply of housing through most of the decade until the end of 
2008 when a massive post-GFC population boom helped to absorb the surplus housing stock … 

The conclusion from the analysis shown in Figure 23 is that as at June 2011, the Perth metropolitan 
region had a housing shortage of around 4,000 dwellings and that this shortage was getting worse by 
around 550 dwellings per quarter (the under-building trend line). 

I think this analysis is quite useful. As I said, I think it demonstrates that there is a structural problem out there, 
which this government has failed to address. 
I will go through some of the noise and list some of the statements this government has made getting a handle on 
the housing situation. In May 2010 a key part of the budget for that year was the Office of Land and Housing 
Supply. It was there to fix supply problems and, as I said, it was a key feature of the 2010 budget. It was 
welcomed by industry; there is no doubt about that. I refer to the Urban Development Institute of Australia’s 
comments, which state — 

“It is critical that the Office of Land and Housing Supply sit within Premier and Cabinet and is given a 
mandate to work across government departments at the highest level,” … 

That obviously did not happen. Although the office was welcomed by industry, I think industry and everyone at 
the time thought it would be a bit bigger than it eventually ended up. I refer to a question put forward by the then 
shadow Minister for Planning, Hon Sally Talbot, in the upper house. In October 2010 she asked the question that 
follows — 

I refer the minister to the recently established office of land and housing supply. 

(1) How many staff are employed in the new office?  

The answer from the government, and I did not make this up, was — 

 (1) The office of land and housing supply does not employ any permanent staff; … 

A key feature of this budget was to create this Office of Land and Housing Supply, which sounded like a pretty 
good idea in theory.  

Mr J.H.D. Day: Whether they were permanent staff or contract is not really material. There are staff in that 
office who are employed in that role. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The minister answered that question and said there were no permanent staff. 
Mr J.H.D. Day: There are contract staff. Yes, they are not permanent staff, they are contract staff. What’s the 
point? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There are no permanent staff; the minister answered that question.  
Mr W.R. Marmion: That doesn’t mean there are no staff. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Okay! 

This is the question: how many staff are employed in the office? That was a question asked by Hon Sally Talbot 
and the minister said — 

The office of land and housing supply does not employ any permanent staff; … 

That is what the minister said. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: I can tell you there are two contract staff there now. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The reality is that it was a nice idea that was not followed through and I think everyone 
acknowledges that. Good idea; the government was going to create this Office of Land and Housing Supply that 
would work with agencies to ensure that we get land onto the market and that there is enough land available to 
meet increases in demand due to the surging population. The concept was great, but like all things, and I know 
this happens, the implementation was poor, and so there are no permanent staff. As I understand it, although the 
agency does a bit of negotiating with other areas of government, one of the key things it does is produce 
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documents that show that there is not enough land. A lot of these documents we read are basically in response to 
what the Office of Land and Housing Supply is doing. We had the creation of the Office of Land and Housing 
Supply with no permanent staff and in May 2010 the new Minister for Housing said the government market 
would be flooded—it would get land out, increase housing and flood the market. I am sorry the Premier has just 
left the chamber. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Obviously the member for Girrawheen has scared him off again! 

In May 2011, the Premier contributed, as he sometimes does, to the housing affordability debate. His 
contribution to the fact that there was not enough housing in WA to meet the demand of WA families was 
outlined in an article, which states — 

West Australian Premier Colin Barnett has dished out some tough-love to aspiring young home buyers, 
telling them to “have a job and save some money” and lower their expectations if they ever want to 
realise their dream of owning a property. 

That was the contribution in 2011 by the Premier. It was not about how we will get serious about making sure 
that we have enough housing to meet the demand of Western Australian families; it was for them to lower their 
expectations. The real issue here is not about expectations; there is just not enough housing out there. Regardless 
of people’s expectations, there is simply not enough housing. Of course, in 2011 we had the “Affordable 
Housing Strategy 2010–2020” and again I wish the Minister for Transport was here, because, remember, he 
loves that affordable housing strategy document. He has talked about it time and time again. I do not think in the 
history of WA that we have ever been in the situation in which we have had such a housing crisis in the 
community. The government produced the affordable housing strategy and I must say that some of the social 
housing build in particular has mainly been driven by the commonwealth stimulus package over three or four 
years. The affordable housing strategy document talked a bit about social housing, primarily funded and driven 
by the commonwealth; and for the rest, the outcomes are there for all of us to experience—not enough housing. 
Therefore, the government has a strategy and I know that the Minister for Transport, the former Minister for 
Housing, loves that strategy, but it is not actually delivering the outcome we need. In April 2013 the current 
Minister for Housing got the portfolio back, as I recall—it is hard to recall all the change in portfolios—and he 
said he wanted to flood the market again. In 2010 the then Minister for Housing and Works wanted to flood the 
market; in 2010 there was going to be the new Office of Land and Housing Supply; and in 2011 the Premier 
said, “Lower your expectations. Let’s release this affordable housing strategy”. Where are we today? We have 
the most serious housing crisis that people in WA have ever experienced. There are not enough rental properties 
and there are not enough homes to house Western Australian families.  

As I said, since taking this shadow planning portfolio I have spoken to a number of people in the industry and 
around the place. There are some serious delays happening with the Western Australian Planning Commission, 
there is no doubt about it. The Minister for Planning would have seen a letter from the Town of Victoria Park 
talking about a local planning scheme—I do not have that letter in front of me. That planning scheme has been 
with the WAPC for up to three years. There are issues in the City of Swan that I know about with, for example, 
the development contribution plans. I think people are aware of development contribution plans. They are quite 
significant because basically they estimate the contribution that the landowners need to make when they are 
developing a property once it has gone through the structure plan process. As I understand it, this DCP has been 
with the WAPC for probably over two years. What does that mean? It means huge uncertainty in the market. It 
means huge uncertainty for the developers because they are not quite sure where to price their blocks. There has 
not been a final DCP and so they are not sure exactly how much for a block they will have to pay to DCP. There 
is huge uncertainty for homeowners and for land buyers in the area. They may be buying an overinflated or 
under-priced block, not knowing what the final DCP will be. Significant delays have been experienced with the 
WAPC. When I talk to councils and local governments around the place, they tell me everything takes a lot 
longer currently through the Department of Planning and WAPC, and I think the member for Mandurah will 
probably contribute to this point later in the debate.  

Mr J.H.D. Day: Those figures yesterday demonstrate otherwise. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is what local governments are telling us and people have been so energised they are 
contacting us to let us know that things are taking longer under the government’s WAPC. 

Mr B.J. Grylls interjected. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Do not keep talking like that. There is no permanent chair of the WAPC. When the minister 
rises to his feet, hopefully today, he can let us know what the progress is for actually appointing a permanent 
chair of the WAPC. 
I want to talk again about developer contribution plans, because there is a lot of concern about them out there; 
they have a huge impact on the price of land and also on the timing of when land becomes available. The two 
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key issues with DCPs are what they contain and what they will be priced at. I understand that the government 
does not have real capability within the Department of Planning to make sure these processes occur in a timely 
manner. I will talk briefly about jobs in the Department of Planning. I will raise a number of key points. Firstly, 
the department needs expertise to process the DCPs and to make decisions in a timely manner so there is 
certainty in the marketplace; and, secondly, which is an outcome of the chaotic and bungled mismanagement of 
the state budget, departmental heads have no idea what their budgets will be; and that in evidence from the 
director general of the Department of Planning in the budget estimates process last year, it was estimated that the 
department had 70 positions fewer than there should be, and there will be still more staff cut to meet the 
government’s efficiency dividend. This will mean further delays in processing applications at that level. 
Councils have a role to play, of course, and every council is a bit different; but the state government has a role 
too. Although people point the finger at local government, the state government has to make sure its house is in 
order. I have heard from not just one council, but a number of councils about the significant delays they have 
experienced with the Department of Planning.  

Another key point relates to infrastructure coordination, which is a very tough issue. We do not have enough 
coordination on public transport between the Western Australian Planning Commission and Main Roads, the 
Department of Education and other service and infrastructure delivery agencies to ensure that we have the 
infrastructure to enable development to continue. Another key criticism we hear is that progress is being held up 
by government trading enterprises like Western Power and the Water Corporation and that the government does 
not have the infrastructure in place.  

A key factor, of course, is the delivery of infrastructure to allow land to become available. Members should think 
about how the Perth–Mandurah rail line stimulated housing growth, with lots that were close to good public 
transport systems coming onto the market.  

This government has given us a number of disconnected ideas and plans. We had the “Public Transport for Perth 
in 2031” document, which does not really marry with the planning document “Directions 2031”, and now we 
have this range of election commitments, which are moving all over the place. We have no better example of this 
than what happened today with the Perth–Darwin highway. The whole point of the Swan Valley bypass, 
otherwise known as the Perth–Darwin highway, is to bypass the Swan Valley. That is why it is called the Swan 
Valley bypass! The interesting outcome of the Premier’s change in position is that the highway will not bypass 
the Swan Valley at all. People will have to go through the Swan Valley to get onto the Swan Valley bypass. I 
will say that again for government members: people will have to go through the Swan Valley to get onto the 
Swan Valley bypass road.  

Several government members interjected. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Government members will find that their road will start in an area that is outside the area 
defined in the Swan Valley Planning Act. The road starts at the northern border of the Swan Valley planning 
area, so the road is not in the Swan Valley planning area. To get onto this new Swan Valley bypass, trucks and 
cars will have to get onto West Swan Road—even though the whole point of the Swan Valley bypass was to take 
traffic off West Swan Road. They will have to get onto the Reid Highway, which is a single-lane road in some 
parts. They will have to get onto Lord Street, which is also a single-lane road. They will have to keep going on 
Alexander Drive and then turn onto Gnangara Drive, which is currently a single-lane road. That was the whole 
point of the Swan Valley bypass!  

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Please! The Premier does not understand just how ridiculous what has happened over the 
past few days is! I know the member for Swan Hills is secretly agreeing with me—for the first time! I do not 
think any member opposite can contemplate or understand 100 per cent what has been announced. The whole 
point of the Swan Valley bypass was to take the trucks off West Swan Road, Great Northern Highway, 
Gnangara Road, Lord Street, Beechboro Road and Alexander Drive. That was the whole point of the 
Swan Valley bypass—basically, so that the tourist amenity and the massive housing demand and growth 
occurring in Ellenbrook, along the Lord Street growth corridor with Brabham, Dayton and Brookleigh Estate 
were not affected. The government will bring more traffic into the Swan Valley and onto the roads leading to 
Ellenbrook, because the Swan Valley bypass will now start in the Swan Valley. It will start on Gnangara Road. It 
will attract more traffic into the area and onto a number of single-lane roads that were primarily built for rural 
purposes, and which have not been upgraded since then. It is the worst transport planning decision I have ever 
seen in this place.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: You can go out and oppose it; that will be great. Your constituents will appreciate that. You 
have shown no support for investment in your electorate.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I can tell the Premier about my constituents. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Do they support it or not?  



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 15 May 2013] 621 

 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I can tell the Premier that I do not support a major highway starting on Gnangara Road and 
bringing more trucks into the Swan Valley and its roads. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: So you don’t support the project that will take a number of years to construct! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I support the 37-kilometre bypass. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You didn’t say that at the election campaign; you were missing in action! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, I did. I support it.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: You were missing in action. Did you commit to it as a party? Did you commit to it?  
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: What did the Premier say? He said he would build the Swan Valley bypass. That is what the 
Premier said. You constantly lie to the people; and you constantly redefine!  

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: The member referred to the Premier in an unparliamentary manner.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.C. Blayney): You did use a term, member for West Swan, and I ask you to 
withdraw.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: What did the Premier do? He went out and told people that he would build 37 kilometres of 
road. The Premier asked the commonwealth for $420 million. I think the Premier thought the federal government 
was not going to give it to him, but it did! The federal government gave the Premier $420 million. The Premier 
said, “Hang on! We didn’t really want that $420 million; we were just going to build that little bit at the northern 
part!” That will bring more traffic into the Swan Valley and will make the conditions leading up to Ellenbrook 
and the Swan Valley worse. No one out there will disagree with me that starting the Swan Valley bypass on 
Gnangara Road will make the traffic worse in the Swan Valley and on the roads leading up to Ellenbrook. The 
Premier went out there, and in all the reports, the Premier said that he would build that bypass. He asked the 
commonwealth for $420 million, and the commonwealth gave the Premier $420 million. The federal government 
has brought forward $420 million of funding. There it is! For four and a half years we heard from the member 
for Swan Hills and from people in the Liberal Party out there that the Swan Valley bypass and the Perth–Darwin 
highway was their number one priority. They said, “Don’t worry about the train line. We don’t want that. The 
Swan Valley bypass, the Perth–Darwin highway, is our number one priority.” We heard it week in and week out. 
They said that the federal government was not coming to the party and it would proceed if only the federal 
government came up with the money. Here it is; the federal government has come up with the money! The 
federal government has put $420 million on the table. What do we hear from the state government? We hear that 
it is not a priority! 

Point of Order 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: I think the member is straying from the motion. I think it is about land and not about 
roads.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Yes; member for West Swan, could you come back to the motion?  

Debate Resumed 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: What I am trying to demonstrate is the need for better infrastructure coordination to ensure 
that we get timely land approvals, and land releases that are both close to amenity and affordable for families. 
The provision of infrastructure is a key part of that. One of the key issues that I have been campaigning on, both 
in this place and outside this place, is the need for better infrastructure. The timely provision of infrastructure 
enables developers to get land onto the market, and it provides people who move into the suburb with amenity 
and the ability to get into and out of the suburb in a timely manner.  

As I have said, the commonwealth came up with $420 million, and now the government is saying it does not 
want it—that it was never really committed to it. It is just beyond belief. If the people of Ellenbrook and the 
Swan Valley could not be insulted more, they have been insulted today and yesterday—absolutely. The 
government has been saying for the last four and a half years that it needs $420 million to build the Swan Valley 
bypass. That is the number one issue in the Swan Valley. The people of the Swan Valley have said to me that we 
can go and build the train line. But their number one issue is the Swan Valley bypass. Okay. So the 
commonwealth came up with $420 million. There it is. First of all, the state went to the commonwealth and said, 
“Can we have $420 million?”, and the commonwealth said, “Sure; we will give you $420 million to build it.” 
The government then said, “No, no. We are not going to build that Swan Valley bypass. We are going to build a 
bit of the road —  
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Point of Order 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Mr Acting Speaker, I think the member is still straying from the actual motion. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.C. Blayney): Yes, member, I think you are still drifting off the topic a bit. 

Debate Resumed 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Sure. I will bring it back to the key point, which is the need to have infrastructure to help 
facilitate land developments in the suburbs. We need this road to ensure that we have more land approvals and 
more land releases so that we can somehow address this massive housing shortage in Western Australia.  

Mr J. Norberger: How is a bypass going to help you? It will just go past people’s houses. How is that going to 
help make more land available?  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The whole point is that we open up more land, both north and south. But there has to be 
amenity. It is a legitimate question. Basically what we are doing is taking a lot of traffic off the local roads. If we 
take more cars off the local roads, that will allow more housing developments to be undertaken, because there 
will be more access to those housing developments. If the roads are too congested, that will limit the ability to 
access those housing estates. That is why this road is very important, because it will take a lot of cars off the 
local roads, and that will improve the ability to build those housing developments.  

As I have said, this decision to build a bypass that will not bypass the Swan Valley is the most ridiculous 
planning decision and transport decision I have ever seen. It is akin to building a bridge that goes only halfway 
across the river. It is just ridiculous. No-one would do it. The idea is that all the trucks will come along the 
beautiful new gateway of Tonkin Highway, funded primarily by the federal government, with three lanes either 
side, and with massive interchanges at Collier, Morley and Benara Roads, funded 50 per cent by the federal 
government. Those trucks will come along the beautifully improved Tonkin Highway, and they will get to the 
intersection of Tonkin Highway and Reid Highway, and then they will stop, because that bypass has not been 
built. It is interesting that the government is planning to build this road north–south and not link it to Tonkin 
Highway. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Who said that? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Premier did. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: No; never. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Premier did —100 times in the past couple of days.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Never. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Whatever.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: You need to tell the truth in this place. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Premier needs to tell the truth. The Premier stood out there before the election and said, 
“We are building the Swan Valley bypass.” Every report was that the government was going to build the 37-
kilometre bypass. The Premier never said it would be built in two stages.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: We have to build it in a couple of sections. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Every report—The West Australian, the local papers—said 37 kilometres. I support the 37-
kilometre proper bypass. I do not support — 
Mr C.J. Barnett: You did not promise it in the election campaign. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: What did the Premier promise? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: We promised to build the Perth–Darwin highway. 

Point of Order 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: Mr Acting Speaker, we are very happy to have a debate about the Swan Valley bypass and 
road transport issues. But the opposition has to move a motion to that effect. This motion is about land supply. I 
think there are a number of members on both sides who want to speak. So I do ask that the member concentrate 
on that issue. 

Mr R.H. COOK: Further to that point of order, the speaker on her feet was responding to interjections from the 
Premier. If the minister would like the member to stick to the point, perhaps he should control his Premier much 
better to make sure that the member is heard in silence. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.C. Blayney): Thank you, members. Member for West Swan, we are talking 
about land supply. 
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Debate Resumed 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Sure. I will wrap it up soon, Mr Acting Speaker, so thank you for that.  

As I said, infrastructure coordination is a key, and this is where the government is completely failing. That does 
impact on the ability to get land onto the market. I say again that the misleading and deceptive behaviour by the 
Liberal Party before the election, with flashing signs saying 24/7 police stations, and saying that it is going to 
build the Swan Valley bypass, is beyond belief. 

This government is failing to get land onto the market. There is a significant housing crisis, and there are 
families in Western Australia that are struggling to get a roof over their heads. That is all because of the failure 
of this government. 

DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale) [4.45 pm]: I also rise to support the motion in relation to land sales and land supply. 
When we talk about land, we are really talking about land as a conduit to housing and accommodation. I do not 
think anyone from either side of the house would deny that we have an accommodation crisis, not only in the 
metropolitan area, but in the whole of Western Australia. I sit next to the member for Kimberley. I was just 
reading a report in The West Australian that states that the Kimberley region has some of the highest 
homelessness figures in Australia. The data showed that in the Kimberley, 5.39 per cent of the population, or 
1 877 people, are homeless. The Kimberley is one of the top 20 areas in Australia for homelessness. So if we 
think we have problems in the metropolitan area, just spare a thought for people who are seeking housing in the 
Kimberley region, and I am sure also in other areas, maybe even parts of the electorate of the Acting Speaker 
(Mr I.C. Blayney). Of course, in the Pilbara region there are also major problems with housing.  

A lot of the problems that have come about in the regions north of Perth are due to the mining boom. Although 
we always support booms, they always have unavoidable or negative consequences. One of the problems with 
the resource boom is that it has pushed up the price of housing in the metro area. It has also increased or 
exacerbated the housing crisis, because as we are told week in, week out, over 1 000 people are coming to 
Western Australia on a weekly basis. So the problem is enormous, and I do not want to minimise the challenge 
that the government faces. But it is a challenge that the government has to try to address. 

The issue that I would like to raise in my brief contribution to this debate is: where is the comprehensive plan 
that the government has to alleviate this problem? The government is now in its fifth year in office—I think it 
has been going for five years; it is since 2008—and I have not seen a comprehensive plan or strategy to address 
the housing crisis. The government has admitted that there is a housing crisis. There has to be a housing crisis 
when the median rental price in Perth is about $450 a week. Just to show members how expensive that is, an 
academic friend of mine recently came back from living in Manhattan for about four months. He was able to rent 
a large studio in Manhattan on a short-term lease—therefore the rental was higher than it would be if he was on a 
long-term lease—for $500 a week. Yet the median rental price in the Perth metro area is around $450 a week. 
That shows us that there is a crisis. 

June MacDonald, who is the Western Australian spokesperson for National Seniors, and who is also a councillor 
at the City of Armadale, and a constituent of mine, has been reported numerous times in the media, and as 
recently as 18 March in The West Australian, talking about the housing crisis for seniors in Western Australia. 
She makes the valid point that people in Perth who are seeking to live on the pension and also seeking to rent 
have a real problem. The median rent in Perth is $450 a week. Not only is it expensive to rent in Perth, but also 
the rental vacancy rate, which is 1.9 per cent according to the Real Estate Institute of Western Australia, is 
probably an even greater problem. A senior on a fixed income or a pension will have problems because the 
pension provides around only $250 a week. If the median rental price is $450 a week, some major challenges 
will be faced. If a person is on a disability or an aged pension, it is also incredibly difficult. In the debate about 
whether WA should sign up to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and have good quality services, one of 
the issues that has been forgotten by all sides is that of accommodation for people with disabilities. The housing 
crisis is enormous for the general populace, but it is even greater for those on fixed incomes or receiving various 
welfare payments.  
The question that this motion is getting to is: what is the government’s strategy? I am interested in the minister’s 
response. I would have to say that over the years, he has been one of the more competent ministers on the other 
side, although I am not so sure about VenuesWest being the management organisation of Champion Lakes 
Regatta Centre, but that is a matter we can deal with another time. I am interested in the long-term strategy or 
plan this minister and this government has to overcome the crisis. I do not think the minister will deny that there 
is a crisis. Obviously, there must be a crisis when the rental vacancy rate is only 1.9 per cent. The problem is that 
there is a shortage of land, which increases the price of land and therefore the price of housing; that is obvious. 
This makes it difficult for people to buy houses and also for people who are trying to rent, which is why we have 
a high rate of homeless people in the Kimberley area.  
About a month ago, a constituent who lives under a bridge came into our office. I will not say exactly where in 
my electorate she lives because there are a few bridges. Within 200 to 300 metres of that bridge where she sleeps 
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a female person was murdered, which shows how dangerous the issue of a housing crisis can be. The 
consequences of not having a roof over a person’s head are enormous. If a person does not have a roof over their 
head, they find it very difficult to get a job, to ensure a proper family situation and to educate children. A number 
of families in my electorate—I am sure this occurs in other electorates—live in cars because they cannot afford 
to rent. I am not blaming the government for this, but I want it to have a plan that addresses this issue. The land 
issue itself is not the only factor as to why people cannot afford housing, but it is a major factor as to why people 
are homeless. 
The government needs to lay out its planning strategy to create more affordable land and to ensure that people 
can enter the housing market. For young people today, trying to buy a home is incredibly difficult. A young 
person can have what is considered a well-paid job but cannot afford to buy a home. The great Australian dream 
of having our own home is actually becoming a fast-fading Australian dream. The importance of housing and 
accommodation is not only sacrosanct in Australian culture, but also recognised internationally. It is so important 
that the United Nations considers it a right. Article 11 of the United Nations International Covenant on 
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights provides that housing is a human right, and I do not think anyone here 
would disagree. It is obviously a right that everyone, especially in a developed society, should be able to achieve. 
If we cannot house our citizens in an appropriate manner, it is very difficult to ensure that we have a functioning 
society. Last week in this place we debated policing. Many issues that arise with regard to criminal and 
antisocial behaviour and revolve around the need for extra police come about because people do not live in a 
stable housing situation. In my electorate, and I am sure in other electorates, we can find three or four families 
living in the one house to be able to afford the rent. I am not talking about public housing; I am talking about 
private rentals that people, on their income, cannot afford. What strategy or plan does this minister have to 
ensure that we have an adequate or improved supply of land? Of course, this has to be done in a clear and 
controlled strategic manner, because if we flood the market with land, as the Minster for Housing mentioned, 
while that superficially is very attractive, I am sure his contacts in the 500 Club will come back to inform him 
that that may not be the appropriate way to go. 
Mr W.R. Marmion: It is supported by the developers. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: That is interesting; it is supported by the developers. Which developers? 
Mr W.R. Marmion: I am not going to name them.   
Dr A.D. BUTI: So the minister is just saying it is “all” developers and he will not name them. 
Mr W.R. Marmion: It is the ones I have spoken to.   

Dr A.D. BUTI: It is interesting that the developers want vacant land to be flooded onto the market.   

Mr W.R. Marmion: They want more.   

Dr A.D. BUTI: Obviously they want more. We all agree that we want more. I hope the minister will agree that if 
more land sales are opened up, it must be done in a controlled manner. The developers I spoke to when I was on 
the board of the Armadale Redevelopment Authority would not have been arguing for an open scorched-earth 
policy for putting vacant land onto the market. They wanted it to be done in a controlled manner to ensure that 
they received value for their investments. The problem at the moment is that, beside the minister’s 
announcement, we have not seen any detailed policy on how the government will facilitate the increase in land 
supply. The member for West Swan talked about local government. Some of the problem lies with that level of 
government, as I am sure the Minister for Local Government would be fully aware. However, there is anecdotal 
evidence that the changes this house made to the building regulations in the last Parliament have delayed the 
process of ensuring sufficient housing on the market. That contributes to Western Australia’s incredibly scarce 
rental vacancy rate.  
I have one other thing. It actually does not come under the planning portfolio; it relates to accommodation, so it 
falls under the housing portfolio. I do not want to get into the social housing situation today. The Minister for 
Housing should communicate with his department about its views on social housing. Constituents in my 
electorate who live in social housing—not Homeswest housing; I am talking about Access Housing—are 
appalled by the behaviour of people managing their complexes. Some residents have complained about antisocial 
behaviour. The response from Access Housing was, “What do you expect when you have medium-density social 
housing? That’s the way people behave.” If it is the way that people behave, the government has to reconsider 
how it plans social housing and whether medium or high-density social housing is appropriate. I personally think 
it is needed, but appropriate controls have to be put in place, as well as educating tenants about their 
responsibilities in those complexes.  

I do not really want to add more to the debate. It is a challenging issue. I do not want to try to water down the 
complexities and challenges the minister and his government face, but there is no doubt that we have a major 
accommodation crisis in Western Australia. It is not necessarily up to the government to solve it in one suite of 
policies, but it should put in place a set of policies that start with planning to ensure we improve the present 
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situation, which is diabolical. It really is quite ironic and sad that we have the strongest economy in Australia, we 
are the boom city in the boom state, but as each day goes on there are more and more people who cannot afford 
to have a roof over their head at night-time and cannot afford to ensure their family lives in a stable environment. 
As a result of not being able to live in a stable environment, their children’s education is put at risk and they 
often move from school to school. The problems in Perth are bad enough, but they are even greater in the 
Kimberley and other regional areas.  

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn) [5.03 pm]: When talking about land supply and land releases, I want to take the 
collective memory of the house back to the time of the Gallop and Carpenter Labor governments. I particularly 
refer to the Minister for Planning, who was in the house during those periods of government. He was fairly vocal 
on this issue. The then Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, Hon Alannah MacTiernan, was the Minister for 
Planning’s nemesis.  
Mr J.H.D. Day: I did not have responsibility for planning, but transport and education. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: No; I understand that. Hon Alannah MacTiernan was one of the minister’s nemeses, along 
with many other of the minister’s colleagues. Members who were in the house during the period 2001 to 2007 
and a little later will remember there was constant carping by the then opposition about the release of land for 
housing. There was constant criticism over the behaviour of the then Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, 
Alannah MacTiernan. The current Minister for Planning, even though he did not have the shadow portfolio, was 
one of the people involved in the attacks on the then minister for planning—he would remember this.  
Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I think it might have been the Premier who referred to the honourable minister as a fishwife. 
The current Premier, when he was a member of the opposition, was ruthless in his attack on the then minister for 
planning over her handling of the planning portfolio, and specifically over land releases. The member for 
Mandurah remembers that. The opposition constantly criticised her failure to release land onto the market and to 
sign off on developments. They criticised her by saying that she was always sitting on her hands, that she was 
micromanaging her department and micromanaging the land releases, and that she was deliberately taking too 
long in the whole procedure of planning approvals and land release approvals. That was a constant criticism by 
the opposition of the then minister for planning. The Minister for Planning knows that is true. We can go back 
and drag out the Hansards and look at the comments that were made about the former Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure.  
It is worthwhile looking at the statistics for lot releases during the former minister for planning’s period of office, 
the former member for Armadale, Hon Alannah MacTiernan. They are quite informative and fly in the face of 
the criticisms that continued in this house. This information comes from the minister’s own department. It is 
entitled “Land Supply and Housing Activity” for the September to December quarter of 2012. The number of 
final approvals granted for residential lots in 2007–08 in Western Australia was 18 115. That has dropped to 
11 339 for the year 2011–12, which is the last financial year. It has dropped from 18 115 to 11 339.  

Landgate statistics are available month by month to Western Australians. I am looking at the number of new 
freehold and strata lots created during the period that Hon Alannah MacTiernan was being criticised by the then 
opposition in this house. In 2006–07, that number was 35 639, and in 2007–08, it was 33 863. If we compare 
those figures with the current statistics from Landgate for the number of new freehold and strata lots created in 
2011–12, it dropped to 21 561. Over the past decade, the peak activity for the release of land supply in Western 
Australia was during the Gallop–Carpenter governments, presided over by the former minister for planning, 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan. That was the peak of activity in terms of land supply in this state, yet during that 
period, when the minister went out of her way to bring as many lots to market as she possibly could, she was 
constantly criticised by members in this house, who were then Liberal–National members of the opposition, for 
not doing enough—for sitting on her hands and micromanaging! The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 
was criticised for slowing the process down. I clearly remember the Premier, then a backbencher in the 
opposition, claiming that documents were piling up in her office and that she was not getting on and signing off 
on those final approvals for land supply. I remember that clearly, yet statistically we can see that that was just 
not true. That criticism was not warranted; it was not true. In fact, the peak of activity for land supply release and 
the release of freehold and strata lots was during that very time of her office. 
That brings me to the obvious questions: If that was the peak of activity and the poor minister at the time was 
being criticised, what is happening now? Why have we seen such a significant drop-off in the release of land to 
the market by the final approval of residential freehold and strata lots? Why has that figure dropped off from its 
peak in 2006–07 and 2007–08 to the figures we have today? What is going on in either the Department of 
Planning, the minister’s own office or in the Department of Housing? What is going on? If it was fair enough at 
the time to criticise the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, Hon Alannah MacTiernan, for sitting on her 
hands and not releasing land for supply to the market when that was the peak of land supply here in Western 
Australia over the last two to three decades, then it is quite appropriate for the opposition to more than criticise 
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the Minister for Planning and his department for the sluggishness and the slowdown in the land supply release 
and the statistics I have quoted to Parliament today. The minister owes a duty to the house and to the people of 
Western Australia, and particularly to the building and construction industry and to the housing industry, to 
explain why there has been such a drop-off and why there is such a sluggishness in the release of land supply to 
the industry in Western Australia. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: I did in question time yesterday and I’ll do it again today. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Good! We will be waiting with bated breath. We will be waiting to listen to the Minister for 
Planning with bated ears, I would imagine, not bated breath. 
Mr J.H.D. Day: I will tell you the same as I did yesterday. It hasn’t changed. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: And we will continue to criticise the Minister for Planning in the same way that the 
government criticised our minister. 
Mr J.H.D. Day: You have to have some substantive evidence. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: We realise now, from the statistics, that that criticism was just not warranted. We can 
honestly say to the house that our criticism is warranted because the statistics show that the criticism is 
warranted. 
Mr J.H.D. Day: The difference is that the approval times now are substantially improved. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Then there has to be some other reason. If it is the case that the approval time has been 
reduced — 
Mr J.H.D. Day: Yes. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: — the minister then has to take the house through why those statistics are as they are. 
Mr J.H.D. Day: Two words: less demand. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Less demand! I am glad the Minister for Planning has come to the issue of less demand, 
because — 
Mr J.H.D. Day: There has been over the last four years. It is picking up now, but there was less demand. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I am glad the minister has raised the issue of less demand because that, again, is also not 
borne out by statistics. I do grant you and I accept that, because of the sluggishness by the Reserve Bank of 
Australia in reducing interest rates following the 2008 global financial crisis, there was a downturn in demand 
for house sales. But, as the minister knows, a lot of activity and demand for lots continued on past the GFC, 
because of first home owners. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: Not at the same rate as it was pre-GFC. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: It still continued on and did not drop off as dramatically. It dropped off later, but the demand 
was still there. It did drop off. I accept that it did drop off because of the interest rate issue. But, as the minister 
knows, the median house price has now jumped back up from under $500 000 to about $540 000, and demand is 
continuing to grow.  

The demand has always been there. I accept that it dropped off, but it did not drop off to the point at which it can 
be justified by those statistics. There was a significant drop-off in the availability of land supply. Because the 
median house price has gone up, we expect that more land will be provided to the market. It is not the whole 
story and I think the minister owes it to the industry and to the people of Western Australia to explain the whole 
story. 
I go now to what the Minister for Housing told the house on a couple of occasions when he referred to the 
affordable housing strategy that was released by the previous Minister for Housing. Only yesterday the minister 
talked about the highlights of the implementation of the affordable housing strategy. He ran through a series of 
successful outcomes of the affordable housing strategy. One outcome was 7 600 new affordable homes against 
the target of 20 000 by 2020, which is the key objective of the affordable housing strategy. As of June 2012, 
under the affordable land aspect of the affordable housing strategy, the department is claiming that 4 909 lots 
were produced by the Housing Authority and its joint venture partners for sale to the market, as well as for 
government housing programs. I would like to know whether those lots produced had final approval. Landgate 
statistics for that same period indicate that the final approvals figure for residential lots for the whole state was 
11 339, and we have the Department of Housing claiming that it produced virtually half of them. I do not think 
that is true, Minister for Housing. I think some licence is being taken in that affordable housing strategy as to 
what “4 909 produced by the Housing Authority and its joint venture partners for sale to market” means. “For 
sale to market” means that final approval has been given and the lot is for sale. Is the Minister for Housing 
suggesting that of all the lots that were finalised last year—the claim being made in the Department of Housing 
press release that the minister referred to yesterday—half of the lots that were finally approved were all done by 
the Department of Housing? 
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Mr W.R. Marmion: Joint ventures. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: Whether or not there were joint ventures, is the minister saying that half the lots in the whole 
of Western Australia were done by the Department of Housing and JVs? I do not think so, and I think the 
minister knows that is not quite true. The Minister for Housing owes it to the house as well to explain a little 
more about that claim that is made in the press release by the Department of Housing that the minister stood 
proudly and referred to yesterday in the house. Of those 4 909 lots, how many have been finally approved, when 
were they done and over what period were they finally approved? Have they been finally approved? Are they 
simply, as we speak, underway for sale ultimately? Are the 4 909 lots being worked on for sale but have not 
reached final approval? The Minister for Housing owes an explanation of that to the house, because it seems to 
not line up with the statistics that are provided by government departments.  

As the member for Armadale pointed out, regardless of the issue of land supply, regardless of the statistics I have 
just referred to, the end result is that if not enough land is supplied to the market at a time when demand is 
coming back, as the Minister for Planning and I recognise is occurring now, then prices will rise. Rising prices 
will mean that the affordable housing strategy the Minister for Housing is working on will be undermined by 
upward movement in the housing and land market. It will also mean that those people struggling on low incomes 
will be further ostracised because they will not be able to access the housing market. It means that it will become 
more difficult for organisations that work with the Department of Housing, such as Homeswest and community 
housing associations, to purchase homes and land to provide housing for the very unfortunate in our society—
that is, the unemployed, very low income earners and the disabled. The Minister for Planning knows it will have 
a knock-on effect all the way through the chain of the housing industry and will hit those at the bottom of 
society’s food chain. That is why it is critical that the demand for housing is met by the constant, thorough and 
timely release of land for freehold lot activity, social housing lot activity and, ultimately, strata lot activity.  

Under the Liberal–National government, the statistics show a continual decline in the approval of state 
government and private land supply and the availability of land for subdivision. That has continually decreased 
from September 2008, when the Liberal–National government took office, to today. The month-to-month 
statistics show that will not turn around, and it will continue to decline even though, as the Minister for Planning 
and I recognise, demand in the market is returning.  

I have raised a number of issues that the Minister for Planning and the Minister for Housing need to explain to 
the house, the housing industry and the people of Western Australia. 
MR P.T. MILES (Wanneroo — Parliamentary Secretary) [5.22 pm]: I would like to speak on this matter 
because it is important that some facts are put on the table. The matter was raised by the member for West Swan, 
but I note that she is not in the chamber at present.  
The continued lack of land supply in the north coast region is an issue that affects my electorate of Wanneroo. I 
want to take issue with some of the figures the member for Cockburn referred to, especially the figures from 
2006–07 and 2008. If 35 000 lots were put on the market in that annualised year, why were people camping out 
for three or four weeks to purchase land? It was unprecedented that people had to camp overnight to purchase 
land. In fact, in Yanchep young people were being paid to camp outside the sales office for a week and a half to 
two weeks before that land came on stream.   

Mr F.M. Logan: It happened in my electorate, but it doesn’t dismiss the fact that land was made available.  

Mr P.T. MILES: The member for Cockburn was saying that— 

Mr F.M. Logan: The statistics are there.  

Mr P.T. MILES: The member for Cockburn stated that there was plenty of land on stream, but there was not. 
The former Labor government did not provide enough land and, therefore, housing became unaffordable.  
Mr F.M. Logan: Do your research and state the facts.  
Mr P.T. MILES: That is the fact. In 2002 blocks of land in Kinross sold for $78 000. Three years later, under a 
Labor government, those blocks of land were selling for $140 000, and that is because the government of the day 
failed to make enough land available to the market on time. The member for Cockburn knows only too well that 
that is a fact. He may worship the ground that the former Minister for Planning and Infrastructure Alannah 
MacTiernan walks on, but at that time she well and truly buggered up land use.  
Dr A.D. Buti: Rubbish! Rubbish! How dare you say that!  

Mr P.T. MILES: The member for Armadale should have listened to what I just said. People stood outside a 
sales office for three or four weeks to buy a block of land, not just for them, but in some cases  for their kids. 
Dr A.D. Buti: Don’t make a sweeping statement about someone you would not be able to hold one minute with.   
Mr P.T. MILES: I don’t know whether the member for Armadale was here at the time, but that is what was 
happening. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Member! 

Mr P.T. MILES: Sorry, Madam Acting Speaker.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: That is quite all right. I am not surprised the member for Wanneroo did not see me 
on my feet with all this yelling going on. Would members please take the yelling out of the chamber. The 
member for Wanneroo is on his feet, and although you might not want to hear what he says, he will have his 
time uninterrupted.  
Mr P.T. MILES: Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker, for that protection from the member for Armadale.  

Dr A.D. Buti: Just remember the member for Armadale. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member!   

Mr P.T. MILES: The former member, of course.   

That was the issue back in 2006 and 2007. 

All members know what happened in late 2008. The global financial crisis occurred and the market plummeted. I 
know of some developers in my area, because I was on council before I came into this house, who sent the 
bulldozers away literally overnight. They just packed up. They knew they would not sell any more land and they 
packed up for a good 12 to 18 months. They ran through any land and stock they had available.  

That has been the situation ever since this government was elected. There have not been queues outside sales 
offices. People have not had to camp overnight or for a week to buy land. People have been able to go into a 
sales office during regular trading hours, purchase a lot of land and build in the normal building process. For the 
past four years, the Minister for Planning, Hon John Day, and the government have done an excellent job 
providing land at affordable rates.  

Banksia Grove, which before redistribution was in my electorate but is now in the electorate of Butler, is a low-
income, first home buyers’ area. Cottage-sized lots of 380 square metres are being sold in a very clear fashion 
for between $140 000 and $160 000. House and land deals are able to be purchased for about $340 000, which is 
a great starter for future Western Australian homebuyers. Are there stresses and pressures? Of course there are. I 
acknowledge some of the earlier words stated by the current member for Armadale, but they need to be stated in 
a different style of debate from the one being held today. I acknowledge that the Department of Housing has to 
deliver on its quest to deliver a couple of thousand homes every year to have 20 000 new homes in its stock. But 
that can be done in other ways, such as with higher density housing.  
Currently, the electorate of Wanneroo has large areas of land owned by various government agencies and they 
should be brought on stream for higher density living because they are in the town site. The Department of 
Environment and Conservation should get out of the town site because D9 bulldozers, and equipment like that, 
should not be stored in the town site for firefighting. That is not appropriate anymore, and the minister should do 
something to resolve that.  

The land that is coming on stream has been selling calmly. I live in Yanchep and I see a lot of land sales offices 
when I drive to and from this place every day. When there are land sales, they do very well and land is selling at 
a fairly good rate. Developers these days are smart. They market well when bringing land on stream. Most 
importantly, land costs have not gone up the way they did under the previous Labor Government.  

I wanted to put that on the record because it is important that there is balanced reporting in this house. It is not all 
doom and gloom, as the member for West Swan would have us believe. I found her contribution to this debate 
very woeful indeed.  

Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker, for your protection from the member for Armadale. I offer up those few 
words so a balanced view is expressed on the record in this chamber.  

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.30 pm]: I thank the member for Carine 
and the member for Mandurah for managing the chamber so I could ultimately get the call for a change; it is 
refreshing. I thank the member for Wanneroo for that paid political advertising. No wonder the member for 
Wanneroo needs protection from the member for Armadale. It was absolutely shameless!  

Sometimes we rise in this place to talk with great in-depth knowledge and insight on a particular portfolio or 
policy area. I certainly do not claim to do so on this occasion. Planning is an area that is of emerging knowledge 
for me and, in some respects, I sit in this debate as much to learn from the Minister for Planning and hear about 
how we are resolving some of those issues as I am to support the motion moved by the member for West Swan 
and to protest. I want to discuss the issues as they confront my electorate of Kwinana and seek the minister’s 
explanation on why we are confronting so many bottlenecks in the Baldivis area.  
Baldivis enjoys the highest rate of first home owner take-up in any area of Western Australia. It is an area that is 
witnessing extraordinary demand; indeed, we are seeing some development in that area to meet that demand. But 
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it is true to say that amongst the property developers, there is also a range of frustrations around Baldivis that 
point to the complexity of land release and management in the planning process. In particular, in Baldivis we 
confront some of the issues around infrastructure development. One of the major constraints that have impacted 
on the area has been the lack of capacity in wastewater management. That has been a constraint upon the 
redevelopment of the area. For members who are not aware, the Water Corporation is developing a new 
wastewater treatment plant near Office Road in Kwinana to cater for the ongoing development in the area. It is 
one of these funny situations in which one part of my electorate is clamouring for a development and another 
part is protesting against it. The residents of Hillman were up in arms over the development of the wastewater 
treatment plant because they were concerned about the impact the odour would have on their community. 
Residents and property developers in Baldivis were up in arms because the government was not developing the 
wastewater treatment plant quickly enough. Since then, the government has announced its plan to scale back the 
capacity of that wastewater treatment plant, much to the delight of my constituents in Hillman—who have sadly 
left my electorate through redistribution to the Leader of the Opposition’s electorate of Rockingham—but to the 
ongoing frustration of property developers trying to make land available in Baldivis. Obviously, although that 
wastewater treatment plant will cater for the land development in the foreseeable future, it represents a constraint 
on land development over the horizon unless there is an ongoing process to continue to increase the capacity of 
that wastewater treatment plant.  

The development of that wastewater treatment plant is also impacted by the extension of Mundijong Road. That 
continues to frustrate both the developers of Mundijong Road infrastructure and the East Rockingham 
wastewater treatment plant. These things all conspire over time to constrain the development of land in the 
Baldivis area. In announcing the purchase of land in both Baldivis Road and Mundijong Road, Cedar Woods last 
year reported that it expects a delay of between four and five years in developing that land simply because of 
these infrastructure issues and the fact that this government has not got its ducks in a row to make sure that this 
sort of infrastructure is brought on in a timely fashion.  

These issues do not impact only on large developers such as Cedar Woods. I was recently approached by a 
couple, John and Betty Davies, who own land at 256 Baldivis Road. The piece of land is bordered by Kerosene 
Lane and Baldivis Road. This is not a big development compared with other developments there, but lot 256 
represents the future for John and Betty Davies. They want to see their land, which is zoned as urban deferred, 
changed to urban. They are constantly frustrated by the planning process and by the Western Australian Planning 
Commission’s sluggish work. They have reported to me that it was supposed to be before the WAPC in March 
this year, but they continue to be frustrated in the process of getting their land rezoned. This land is bordered on 
one side by an established residential development, The Chase, in Baldivis. It is bordered on the other side by 
another piece of land that has already been zoned urban. There is no reason why the land in question should not 
proceed in an orderly fashion that will not only allow the Davies to continue to develop this land, but also 
provide opportunities for people to secure their first home, as so many people in the Baldivis area are trying to 
do. That is important because, as the member for Armadale said so well earlier in this debate, we in Western 
Australia are confronting an extraordinary level of demand for housing, whether that be rental properties or 
social housing or land for people to buy to develop their first home.  

In my office, 90 per cent of the issues that come through our door concern housing. An important part of the 
availability of housing is to have a good supply of land being brought on to the market so that that part of the 
marketplace that is ready to purchase land and build homes could come out of the rental market. Then people 
who rely upon the rental market could move into the vacancies that therefore occur in the rental market and, 
hopefully, those people who cannot afford the rental market would have a public housing situation that is not so 
stressed and they could have the safety net of a strong public housing regime. The property developers in the 
Baldivis area continue to be frustrated by a lack of infrastructure and a lack of properties being brought on to the 
market, and that is having an impact upon housing right across the metropolitan area.  

As the member for Cockburn said, when the government was in opposition, it spoke often of the lack of 
performance of the previous Labor government in releasing land to bring to market. As the member for 
Cockburn has observed, and as we have demonstrated, the previous Labor government outperformed this 
government significantly, yet the minister stoically defends a record that, in the face of what he describes as low 
demand, has produced this housing crisis in Western Australia. The minister says that it is rubbish and he assures 
us that there is a lack of demand. We see property developers frustrated by a lack of land for them to develop and 
we see people frustrated by a lack of housing stock in the community, yet the minister continues to say that there 
is a lack of demand. Clearly that is not the case. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: There was a reduced demand over the last four years compared with the previous three years. 
That is why there have been fewer lots created. It is related to a range of issues, but there is the global financial 
crisis and more difficult access to finance for developers and homeowners, and all that has combined to mean 
that there has been reduced demand and, hence, less production by development companies. It is now 
increasing—I accept that—but that has been historical fact for the last few years. 
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Mr R.H. COOK: Therefore, we seem to be in this boom–bust cycle whereby when demand pops up, the system 
is not able to cater for that increase in demand and then we have a lag or a depressed market when we see 
fluctuations in demand. The language the minister uses sits in stark contrast to the language that, for instance, the 
Premier has used over the last four years, which is that the economy is going great guns, we have an influx of 
workers into Western Australia and things are going really well. Yet the minister tells us that the market for land 
has been depressed. That does not concur with any of the anecdotal evidence we are confronted with in our daily 
lives as we speak to property developers, tenants and first home buyers.  
Mr J.H.D. Day: You’re referring to demands for rentals and the demand for rentals has increased substantially, 
but that is different from the demand for new lots.  
Mr R.H. COOK: Would it not also be true to say that it is all part of the same process? 
Mr J.H.D. Day: It all relates to the availability of housing. I think you are talking about the availability of new 
land subdivisions.  

Mr R.H. COOK: The argument I make is that as more new land is made available, people who are ready to be 
first home owners can vacate the rental market, which builds the vacancy and the capacity in the rental market to 
cater for the demand, which, as the minister has observed, is peaking significantly. 

Despite the urgings of the opposition Whip at the beginning of this debate for me to stay on my feet for as long 
as possible, looking around the room, I now understand that there are a number of people who want to contribute 
to the debate, so I conclude my remarks by saying that any day now a letter about John and Betty Davies will 
land on the minister’s desk seeking resolution to their issues at 256 Baldivis Road. The letter will also seek a 
briefing from the minister’s office on what the bottlenecks in Baldivis are, why we continue to see property 
developers frustrated and making public commentary about the constraints they see with land supply and why 
the minister believes that those property developers are comprehensively wrong. 

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [5.43 pm]: I rise to support this motion by the member for West Swan. I 
want to add to it by saying that it is of course a matter of a lack of sufficient land supply, but it is also a problem 
of adequate, suitable land supply, which is a very important issue. I understand, and the minister will be able to 
confirm this, there is a strategic assessment between the state and federal governments. A referral was made for a 
strategic assessment of the Perth and Peel regions for future urban development in the Perth area. I think it was 
agreed on 2 April this year that we would have that strategic assessment.  

Mr J.H.D. Day: It was agreed last year. The process was started last year. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Is the process still underway? 
Mr J.H.D. Day: Yes, it is, but it was agreed between the state and the commonwealth last year, I think it was. 
Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: That is under the federal Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 
and it is an important approach because it means that, once we have the final strategy in place, we can signal to 
developers where the no-go areas and the viable areas are. Therefore, straightaway we do some constraint 
mapping, basically; we tell developers where they can look and where they cannot look. Then there are some 
other constraints we have to factor in, and the biggest one to me is the necessity to locate future developments 
close to other urban centres; that is, we develop our city in such a way that it becomes a well-connected city. I 
think the connected-cities policy is a key term, which is the advancement from the Network City policy that the 
Gallop and Carpenter governments developed—making sure that Perth is a well-connected city. It is absolutely 
vital that we develop things that way. There is no point at all in having urban sprawl by which we condemn 
people to live a costly lifestyle, a lifestyle that involves a huge impost on their hip pocket for petrol or public 
transport even, or that causes people to spend time away from their families as they commute to work, to see 
family or to social occasions.  
We have to make sure that our city is planned in a well-connected manner. Therefore, I am nervous when I hear 
the minister talk about the rate of approvals and the time that is taken for approvals, as though that is the only 
key performance indicator that the minister looks at when assessing how well his agency performs. There are 
some other very important KPIs that have to be used and the most important one—I look to the minister for 
some reassurance—is that the urban planning policies in place are being met; that should be the KPI. Yes, the 
time taken to do something is important, but we also have to make sure that those policies that form our planning 
framework are consistent. That is about ensuring that those approved areas are located next to transport 
infrastructure and work centres and are close to other areas of urban habitation. We have to make sure that that 
level of planning goes on and that we use that policy framework that I know the WA Planning Commission has 
set up, which are the statements of planning policy that form the planning framework. Ensuring adherence to that 
policy should be the number one KPI. The actual time taken is secondary to adherence to those important 
policies. When the referral was made to the commonwealth for the strategic assessment, my understanding, and 
the minister can confirm or deny this, is that there was an attempt to rule out areas such as the Amarillo–Keralup 
area from that assessment. There was also an attempt to rule out the northern corridor from that strategic 
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assessment. I have been hunting around for some information on that, but I would be keen for the minister to let 
me know what the final wash-up on that is. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: I can tell you that in the northern corridor, the north east metropolitan area, the initial 
assessment has been undertaken and the draft report completed, and it has been sent to the commonwealth for its 
comment. 
Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Is that separate to the strategic assessment of the Perth and Peel regions? 

Mr J.H.D. Day: No; it is part of the overall assessment, but for the north east metropolitan area the first stage 
has been completed in advance of the rest of the metropolitan area, and so for that geographical area it is more 
advanced. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Was the Keralup area excised from the strategic assessment? 

Mr J.H.D. Day: I am not sure about that. 
Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I want to touch on the Keralup area a bit because there could potentially be 90 000 to 
100 000 people living there if it is developed. I really question how suitable that land is for development. There 
is much fear, and the member for Mandurah talked about the problem of mosquitoes that we already have. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: All swampy lands across the state are vulnerable to mosquito infestation if there are 
changes, and it seems that with urbanisation we get increased mosquito problems. That is not just a nuisance; it 
is a very serious problem for its impact on human health. Advice from the Department of Health on this is very 
serious and it is extremely concerned. We all know about the cases of Ross River fever, and there are Murray 
Valley encephalitis and other illnesses. These cases are on the rise all the time. 
We cannot escape the fact that Keralup is a long way from other places and from good transport networks. There 
is a hope that there will be a train station somewhere or a terminus for people. However, that is currently being 
proposed or talked about as being in a Bush Forever site. That is another piece of our constraint mapping that we 
should be using. I acknowledge that the identification of areas as Bush Forever sites was a Court government 
initiative, and when Hon Graham Kierath was a member of this place, he drove the whole Bush Forever process 
and had that implemented. That was honoured by Alannah MacTiernan when she was Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure, and I know that the current minister respects this as well. But that should not then be ignored. If 
we have settled on the importance of Bush Forever sites, we should respect them, and they should be precluded 
from urban development. That is an important part of the constraint mapping that we have to use and be mindful 
of when we are looking at potential for urban development. 
Mr J.H.D. Day: The policy certainly is respected, and we did finish off the MRS amendment in the last term of 
government, so we do give it a lot of priority.  

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: So why am I hearing things about the station for Keralup being in a Bush Forever 
site? 
Mr J.H.D. Day: There may be some modification around the edges, or details that need to be worked through, 
and in some cases probably a broad policy. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I think the problem, and the fear that I hear expressed by people who are 
knowledgeable in this area, is that we can often end up with death by a thousand cuts, whereby there is this 
constant whittling away of sites that have been deemed significant enough to be included in Bush Forever.  
Now that I have said all that, people may say, “If we cannot have endless urban sprawl, what are the 
alternatives?” There are alternatives. I know that the minister has an interest in densification, and also in urban 
infill. They are not necessarily the same thing—densification and urban infill. We have to make sure that both of 
those things are happening. I hear from industry and from the Urban Development Institute of Australia that they 
are worried by the additional costs they face for brownfields developments. Why is that? What can government 
do to give developers an easier and less expensive run in developing brownfields sites? That is the sort of thing 
that we should focus on. Then, of course, we have to accept that modifications will be needed. If we have infill 
housing, do we need to design parking bays in the same way? Does an area that is dominated by townhouses 
need to be based on the idea that each townhouse will need two parking bays? What incentives can we provide to 
landholders and property developers to ensure that there is flexibility and there are options so that people who 
live in more densely-built areas can choose to be a one-car family? We need to incorporate into our overall 
planning strategy a diversity of choices. That is how we can increase land supply and housing supply.  

If we just continue to follow the old idea of urban sprawl, we will not be able to provide affordable housing. The 
issue of a dwelling being affordable on the day we purchase it cannot be divorced from the ongoing running 
costs that are associated with living in that dwelling. If we do not factor in the transport costs that a family might 
face over its, let us say, 20-year lifetime in a particular region, we are not doing an honest job of assessing the 
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affordability of a particular dwelling type. We need to provide a mixture of housing options and settings for 
people so that we can accommodate the different needs that people might have at different stages of their 
lifecycle. Younger people might prefer to live in an inner-city arrangement for a while. They might then move 
from a townhouse to a more suburban setting as their children grow up. They might then, as they get older, want 
to downsize. We need to be able to accommodate that mixture of needs. We need to make sure that we provide 
the open space that must go along with more densified settings. We also need to make sure that we provide 
people with access to transport infrastructure. That is absolutely vital, as other members have also indicated. 

I know that the minister has available to him tools such as the urban growth monitor, which provides an 
indication of how much land is available, how readily available that land is, and how much of that land is in the 
urban-deferred category. In my area, there is potential for the development of some reserves. Initially, people 
might say, “Gosh! What is this? We are talking about development on land that has been designated as public 
open space.” But in the City of Gosnells, there are extensive areas of land that are presently zoned public open 
space or reserve, but are almost sterile. The land is unused. So the idea is that the City of Gosnells could sell off 
some land around the edges of the reserve, thereby densifying the urban area of Gosnells. Those developments 
would look in on the park, and that would create a passive surveillance that would lead to the park being used in 
a more meaningful way. It would also provide revenue for the local government, which would be the body 
responsible for selling off that land. However, as much as I know that the City of Gosnells is keen to do this, I do 
not get the sense that it is being given the assistance that it needs from the state government to achieve the 
transition from public open space to making the land available for urbanisation and development around the 
edges of these parks.  

There are a few examples in my area. One example that comes to mind that I can give to the minister is 
Robinson Park on Corfield Street. That is a huge park. It is occasionally used for gymkhanas. That is about the 
best value for that land. It is certainly suitable for that purpose. But we do not have many gymkhanas there these 
days, unfortunately. The park is used a bit for dog training. But it is a huge expanse of under-used land. It is a 
community asset that is not being properly used. If we were to allow some selling off of blocks in that park, 
perhaps 500-square metre or 800-square metre plots, that would enable us to have a mixture of townhouses and 
ordinary dwellings—R20 or R40-type dwellings—around the edges of that park. Those houses would look in on 
the park. That would be essential. At the moment, only back fences face the park, so people do not look in on the 
park at all, and there is a reluctance on the part of the community to go into these spaces and use them, because 
people do not feel safe there. We need to turn that around. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: Is the City of Gosnells preparing a proposal for the development of that site? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Yes, it has been. There is Robinson Park, and there are a number of others. Another 
one that comes to mind is Sutherlands Park in Huntingdale, which is no longer in my electorate. The City of 
Gosnells is keen to do this. It has been talking about this for a while. It just needs a push from the minister’s 
agencies to make it happen.  

That is an exciting opportunity. That is the sort of thing that will give us an increase in land supply, while 
avoiding those pitfalls that come with urban sprawl. I know that the minister’s land document for the future—the 
2030 document — 
Mr J.H.D. Day: It is Directions 2031—a very good document. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: That document talks about land supply being a mix of infill and urban sprawl–type 
development. I think the minister’s ratios in that document are nowhere near ambitious enough. The minister has 
brought back the targets from the ones that the previous minister had. Minister MacTiernan had a much more 
ambitious target when it came to infill. I think the minister should be looking at that target at least and using 
options such as the one that I have outlined for Robinson Park. There are no doubt many other examples across 
the Perth metropolitan area. The member for Cannington has some examples like this as well. 
There are some exciting opportunities for the minister. But until the minister seizes those opportunities, he has to 
be condemned in the way that this motion presents itself to the house. I will terminate my remarks there. 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Minister for Planning) [5.59 pm]: It is, I think, timely for me to make a few 
comments on the motion that has been moved by the member for West Swan. Not surprisingly, the government 
does not support the motion, primarily because what is expressed is not borne out by the facts. I accept that this 
is a valuable debate, and there are issues that have been raised by members of the opposition that in some cases 
need to be further considered or that are general in nature and are certainly relevant. But as to the particular 
criticism of government for, as the motion says, failing to provide adequate land supply and land approvals to 
meet increasing housing demand, as I indicated clearly in question time yesterday, I believe, the statistics do not 
bear that out. It is correct, as the member for West Swan said, that in the last four years there has been a 
reduction in the number of lots created, but that is not because of action, or lack of action, by the state 
government, by the Department of Planning or by the Western Australian Planning Commission, as part of the 
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Western Australian government. The story is told by the fact, for example, that in 2006–07 there were 6 255 
applications to create new lots in Western Australia, compared with 2011–12 when there were 2 942 applications 
to create the number of lots that were created. So, there was a reduction in the number of — 

Ms R. Saffioti: Can you say those numbers again, minister? The first one? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: The first one was 6 255 — 

Ms R. Saffioti: I don’t think so. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: — based on the information I have been given, compared with 2 942 in 2011–12. So, there 
was a reduction in the number of applications for approval. Those applications do not come from government; 
they come from, generally, the private sector or LandCorp, and the Department of Housing also has a role to 
play in the provision of land. But the reduction in numbers of applications is a direct reflection of the fact that 
there has been reduced demand, for a range of reasons, over the last four years compared with the previous three 
or four years. That reduced demand has resulted from, in part, the global financial crisis, when there has been a 
substantial tightening in the availability of finance to land developers to bring on land for subdivision. That 
applies, in particular, to smaller and mid-level developers compared with some of the larger ones that were not 
impacted so much, and it also relates to the tighter availability of finance for individual homebuyers or home 
builders to build new homes. There has been an increase in demand for rental availability in Western Australia, 
and that has been reflected in the increase in the median level of rental costs in the state, but that has not 
translated to an increased demand or a commensurate demand for the number of new lots until recently. I accept 
that things are changing, as the evidence indicates, at the moment, but that was not the case until probably six or 
eight months ago. 

I also pointed out yesterday that the performance of the Department of Planning and the WA Planning 
Commission in approving subdivision applications has improved substantially over the last four years. In 2008–
09, 56 per cent of subdivision applications were processed within the target 90-day period, and that increased to 
79 per cent in 2011–12. In 2011–12, 99 per cent of applications for final subdivision clearance were determined 
within the required 30 days. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: Is that the only KPI? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: No, it is not the only key performance indicator for the performance of the planning system. I 
agree with the member that a whole range of other issues need to be considered, but this motion is really about 
the timeliness of approvals and the availability of land supply for new housing lots. There are certainly many 
other aspects within the planning portfolio which we need to deal with and which need to be addressed regarding 
land development and urban development in Western Australia. I entirely agree, as the member for Gosnells 
stated, that we need to have a greater focus on urban consolidation, urban infill developments. That is reflected 
in Directions 2031, in which we have the aim of 47 per cent of new housing units being provided through urban 
consolidation and 53 per cent through greenfields developments. It is correct that that is a lower proportion 
coming from urban infill projects than in the previous government’s Network city document, but the previous 
target of, I think, 60 per cent coming from urban infill projects was never anywhere near being met. We are not 
at the 47 per cent level at the moment, in fact. It is increasing, and I think that the proportion coming from urban 
infill projects is something like 30 per cent or maybe in the mid-30s at the moment, but the 60 per cent level was 
never anywhere near being met under the previous government, and is really very unlikely to be achieved in 
anything like the foreseeable future in the Perth metropolitan area or the Peel region. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: Have you asked your advisers, your experts, why those targets are so seemingly difficult? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: We do not have to go very far to realise that there is, firstly, quite a bit of resistance in some 
areas to increasing density. That is particularly the case in the western suburbs, but it is not only there. Also, it is 
one thing to say that we want to have increased density and increased urban consolidation, urban infill projects—
I am very keen to facilitate more of that happening, as I am indicating—but it is a lot easier said than done. In 
many cases the infrastructure that is currently in those locations is not adequate for a substantial increase in new 
developments. New infrastructure needs to be provided. Also, undertaking apartment developments, which is 
generally associated—not always, but in many cases—with urban consolidation, is more expensive in most cases 
than a lot of stand-alone homes. That is a challenge in Western Australia. So, all those sorts of factors make it 
more difficult. Nevertheless, that is certainly a priority of this government—as I said, amidst some resistance in 
some parts of the metropolitan area, but that is something that we are seeking to overcome. 

We put in place a quite substantial reform to the planning system in the last four years of government. Members 
who were here would recall the significant amendments to the Planning and Development Act, a couple of major 
aspects of which were the introduction of the section 76 process, under which local governments can now be 
required to initiate planning scheme amendments. That was, at best, debatable previously. That power has now 
been used, or at least it is in process, on 10 or 12 occasions. We have also established development assessment 
panels. That has also been amidst some resistance in some parts of the metropolitan area. Quite a number of local 



634 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 15 May 2013] 

 

governments do not particularly like the existence of development assessment panels, because it takes the 
decision-making role from local governments themselves and also the WA Planning Commission, when it was 
also involved, and gives that responsibility to a panel, which has two local government representatives and three 
professional representatives on it. As I said, that has been with some resistance, but I think, broadly, the 
establishment of development assessment panels has been pretty widely welcomed and supported. 

I expect that we will have further reform to the planning system. At the moment, a discussion paper is close to 
finalisation within the Department of Planning, and that will come to me, I hope, within the next week or so. 
That will put forward further proposals for reform of the planning system to further streamline the approvals 
process. It may suggest modifications to the advertising of the public consultation time for scheme amendments, 
for example. I expect that it will also consider the role of development assessment panels and whether the role of 
the panels should be modified or extended in some areas. There will be a range of other ideas as well. Once that 
paper is completed, I will be keen to discuss the ideas with the development industry as well as the wider 
community so that we can ensure that we are doing everything we can to have a planning approvals system in 
Western Australia that is contemporary and responds to the sort of issues raised in this debate, and those that we 
face in Western Australia with our substantially growing population and changing demographics, in particular an 
ageing population. 

I will not go on at great length because I know quite a number of other members want to speak, but I will again 
place on record that we have a substantial amount of land zoned and approved for urban development at the 
moment. At the end of the 2005–06 financial year, approximately 62 500 lots across Western Australia were 
approved for development—had conditional approval. In the past four years that stock has been at least at that 
figure, and in fact generally around 72 000 lots had conditional approval for subdivision. That does not mean to 
say they will all be created—there will be some obstacles or lack of will on the part of landowners to go ahead in 
some places—but it does make the point that a substantial stock of land is available to be developed at the 
moment, but generally it needs the private sector to actually get on and bring land to the market and make it 
available. That is happening at a greater rate now. I think, unfortunately, it is probably inevitable that there will 
always be some lag because it takes time to actually do the subdivisions, do the construction works and actually 
make the land available once developers access the finance or, for whatever reason, have the motivation to 
actually undertake the subdivision, but there is a substantial area of land available.  

That is also borne out by the fact, for example, that at the current rates of historically relatively low density 
across the metropolitan area, there is enough land in the Perth and Peel region for the next 26 years that is zoned 
urban, and if we increase the average density of development there is enough land for approximately 50 years of 
supply to accommodate a population of 3.6 million people. In relation to density, it is important for people to 
understand that we are not suggesting that density across the Perth metropolitan area be increased, but it is 
certainly the intention of the government that average densities will be increased so that in some specific areas, 
through urban infill projects or greenfield developments in appropriate areas, a higher average density will be 
provided. But a diversity of choice still needs to be available for people; there needs to be larger lots, with 
semirural lots in parts of the metropolitan area, as there are in a significant part of my electorate of Kalamunda, 
for example. That choice needs to be available to people, but we need to make better use of land and respond to 
the changing circumstances that we have by having higher density developments in appropriate areas, whether it 
be through infill projects or greenfield developments. 

I will end my comments at that stage. We oppose the motion. It is not supported by the facts, albeit this debate 
raises important issues. 

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [6.13 pm]: Thanks for that, minister; there was some very interesting 
information. My contribution to this debate covers not only the release of land, but also the very closely allied 
issue of housing affordability in this state. The minister would be well familiar with the combination of the two 
issues, how they interplay, the ramifications if sufficient land is not released and the impact on the market and 
affordability. I wish to draw on a few current reports, the first of which is the Australian Housing and Urban 
Research Institute report by the investigative panel that completed its work this year. The comment at the 
beginning of the report states that — 

Current investment in rental housing is primarily from so-called ‘mum and dad’ investors owning one 
or two dwellings, but this has failed to increase the supply that is affordable and available to lower 
income households. At the same time, Government investment in social housing has been well below 
that required to meet the needs of even those on the lowest incomes. 

I know the minister is familiar with the situation. It appears that institutional investment has been limited, and 
the minister referred to some of the market pressures that have come into play and are causing the problems we 
are experiencing at the moment. According to AHURI, the institutional investment limitations include market 
uncertainties such as the need to achieve higher rental yields than those typically applying in the rental 
investment market, there being not much of a track record in institutional investors investing in residential 
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property, limited data on the performance of rental assets, and an uneven knowledge in the market about the 
operational cash flows of affordable rental housing among fund managers as well as investors.  

Having begun my comments with those fairly bleak words, I move to talk about a group that the government set 
up in, I think, 2008—the Housing Industry Forecasting Group. The minister would be familiar with its April 
2013 figures on housing industry drivers and the economic overview for the state on public attitudes to the 
property market. The figures as of last month show a downward trajectory in the market and that perceptions 
about affordability have hit a record low.  

I will talk now about land on the market. According to the Housing Industry Forecasting Group, Perth land 
listings fell from a high point of 3 200 lots in July 2011, to 1 455 lots in March this year—a 50 per cent fall from 
March 2012. I will cite the figures for listings over the year through to March 2013 because it is worth putting 
them on the record in light of some of the minister’s earlier comments. The Peel region was down 25 per cent; 
Greater Bunbury fell three per cent; Geraldton–Greenough was 18 per cent down; Albany was up 24 per cent; 
and Busselton was down 23 per cent. Clearly, there is a problem—the minister alluded to it—with regional land 
availability. The pressures on affordability of regional land have meant that low-income earners living out of the 
city face an even more difficult job in purchasing a block, buying a house, building a house or even finding 
rental accommodation.  

I just remind the minister—not much comment has been made about it—of the debacle in this state when the 
government brought the Building Act in a year or so ago; the minister has acknowledged there were some 
hiccups in the process because of that. The ability of local governments to meet new statutory deadlines under 
the act, I think, is still in doubt, according to the minister’s own industry forecasting group. It was a complete 
disaster. Now lots are coming on the market much faster, but demand now far exceeds supply in Perth. The 
minister said several times in his earlier contribution—I have probably missed my chance to ask the minister to 
respond—that demand and supply were far closer than the report from his own industry group indicates. I might 
be confusing the terminology, but my reading of it is that the group is reporting that now we are through the 
worst of the disasters that resulted from the Building Act, lots are coming onto the market much faster but that 
demand far exceeds supply in Perth. The index tracking the number of lots expected to be available for sale over 
the next six months increased by only 1.8 per cent over the 2013 March quarter. To me, that indicates some 
issues in land availability. There has been a small decline in first home owner grants paid in the first quarter of 
2013, but the proportion of first home buyers has fallen to 26 per cent in that same quarter. There is clearly a 
slowing in that part of the market. 
Going back a few months: in the 2012 December quarter, a Perth household on the estimated median income of 
$82 300 allocating 30 per cent of their gross income to loan repayments with a 10 per cent deposit could afford a 
property valued at $360 000. In the March 2013 quartile—just three months later—the median house price was 
$515 000. The number of available properties for a family on a median income is very small. I will talk more 
about the Anglicare statistics around that in a minute. Members will see that there is a big gap. It is easy to see 
why households on low or moderate incomes continue to face unaffordable home ownership. 

The overall picture of housing affordability in Perth at the moment, as the minister would be well aware, is one 
of crisis, with individuals and families basically being forced to spend large amounts of their income on housing. 
That leaves very little money for other necessities such as food, paying utility bills, transport and medical bills. 
We all know, as a result of government announcements made yesterday, that those necessities have all gone up 
again. Saving money to buy a house becomes difficult, if not impossible. The dream of owning one’s own home 
or escaping a rent trap becomes less achievable for many Western Australians. As the economy in our state grew 
over the past decade, the crisis started to hit hard on people on benefits such as the age and disability pensions, 
Newstart, youth allowance and single parenting payments.  

In 2013 it is clear that the impacts have caught up with us. Minimum-wage earners and qualified workers in low-
paying industries are not only unable to buy homes but also are unable to enter the private rental market. Perth’s 
median rent stands at $470 a week, which is up by 12 per cent on last year. A household needs a gross income of 
$1 567 a week, which is just about the median income, if they want to allocate no more than 30 per cent of their 
income to rent. Members of this house will be familiar with the fact that the indicator for housing stress is if a 
person has to pay more than 30 per cent of their income towards a mortgage or rent. Households on lower 
incomes are struggling to afford higher rents, which increased by 11.9 per cent over the year. This has been one 
factor behind the continued high waiting list for public housing, which, at the end of March 2013, totalled 21 333 
households. 

The national rental affordability scheme continues to add to the supply of affordable rental houses in Western 
Australia at the rate of 1 286 dwellings completed by the end of March 2013. In return for indexed financial 
incentives for 10 years—currently worth $9 981 per dwelling per year—dwellings will be available to eligible 
applicants for 20 per cent below the local market rent. I understand that round 5 was recently announced by the 
commonwealth. That is expected to lead to an extra 400 dwellings in Western Australia by June 2014 and 
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another 1 000 in 2015–16. I mention those figures because it is very clear that our federal colleagues have made 
quite an investment in housing, which, in some cases, might have made the state’s investment look a whole lot 
better than it is, should one unpick it carefully. 

I mentioned that I wanted to take a closer look at Anglicare’s 2013 rental affordability snapshot. It talks about 
rental stress reaching far into our community. Anglicare’s research examined more than 3 600 private rentals in 
Perth and calculated the affordability for low-income individuals and families. As a result of this research, it 
found that less than one per cent of the market was affordable for people on benefits, and less than five per cent 
for families earning two minimum wages. Affordability in this study was calculated by spending no more than 
30 per cent, as I mentioned earlier, of the net household income on housing costs. A preschool teacher, who can 
afford to pay $210 a week in rent, looking for one-bedroom rental accommodation, can only access 0.1 per cent 
of the Perth market. That equates to three properties. A cleaner, who can afford to pay $173 a week, cannot 
access the market at all. Taking a room in a share house or unit provides more options. With these options 
included, a preschool teacher can now access 1.4 per cent of the market—that is 51 properties—and a cleaner 
0.5 per cent; which goes up to a massive 19 properties. The list goes on for other people who are on low incomes 
struggling to find appropriate housing. The link to land availability is clear. I will mention some possible 
solutions that have been put to me.  
For single people on Newstart or the youth allowance, there were no affordable rental properties available in 
Perth. Only two properties were affordable for singles on an age pension or a disability support allowance, with 
both being rooms in share properties. There was only one affordable property for age pension couples and there 
were no properties available for families on benefits. 
The average rental in Perth at the time this survey was taken was not $470; it was $609 a week, inclusive of 
share accommodation. That was up eight per cent from 2011, when Anglicare last surveyed it. The median rental 
price, by Anglicare’s measure, had risen 16 per cent between the two years’ calculations.  

Before I finish, I want to mention some solutions that I have picked out of the literature and the research, and 
from talking to my colleagues in the housing market. The obvious issue is to fast-track development approvals 
where possible. The minister mentioned development assessment panels. Quite rightly in my view the minister 
mentioned that they cause a great deal of grief to local government authorities and even more grief to local 
community members. Members would be aware of my involvement last year in stopping the Coles liquor store 
development. Maylands people displayed antipathy when they found out that the decision to let that store go 
ahead would be made by a group of people of whom only two lived in the electorate. Although the group tried to 
bring some fairness and balance into the process, from their position, three people, who were completely outside 
anything to do with the amenity of local government, were making decisions on whether a 1 200 square metre 
discount alcohol barn could be constructed in the middle of their city. That was the subject of great concern to 
them. It will be interesting to see how that development assessment panel progresses. If it has the capacity to 
fast-track development approvals, if it has any way of doing that, it should do that being mindful of the 
community and the amenity of the area.  
I now refer to an investment in overcoming development bottlenecks, both in the processes and in the financial 
investment, to ensure bottlenecks are taken out of the system. I know the government is in favour of density 
bonuses; it is a good strategy to pursue. Despite its problems, I do think density bonuses have a lot to offer. I am 
not aware that we have set minimum targets for annual affordable housing builds in the state. If that is not the 
case, I would think it would be a matter of some security for investment opportunities if people knew that the 
government was committing to releasing this much land and building this much affordable housing over a 12-
month period. The need for an ongoing pipeline of development projects for registered community housing 
organisations that have the capacity to do these kinds of developments is something I wanted to mention as well.   

In conclusion, the link between land availability and affordable housing in Western Australia is critical. 
Affordable housing in our state is critically low at the moment, and multiple interventions are required. I have 
pointed out some of them; indeed, some of them need the state to work with the federal government to pull them 
off. Priorities must be made to increase the level of benefits, income supplements and to accelerate social 
housing programs.  

The Western Australian affordable housing strategy is good, but it requires more resources to make an impact 
over the next five years. Before I sit down, I emphasise the need for not only affordable land, but also affordable 
housing in Western Australia. There is an urgent need for the government to work with the community housing 
providers and the social housing providers to make sure that we have a decent supply of community and social 
housing in the state.  

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Housing) [6.31 pm]: The government has a number of 
speakers, and I rise to make a few comments before we close tonight. Firstly, I commend the last speaker, the 
member for Maylands, for actually offering solutions because I think it is really — 

Several members interjected.  
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Mr W.R. MARMION: We often get criticism, but it is very good when the government gets both criticisms and 
also solutions. I was also pleased to note that the member said that the strategy the government has in place is a  
good strategy. I will make just a few comments. The strategy was developed in 2009, and it had some data that 
goes back from August 1999 to August 2010. There were some very good indicators that we were heading for a 
bit of a crisis way back in August 2004. It is highlighted in the document. The member for Maylands 
acknowledges that.  

From the first five years of the previous decade, there was a gap of only $30 between the median rental and what 
was called the affordable rental. It then started to separate in August 2004 to get closer to $50 in August 2005. 
There was an indicator way back in 2004–05 that we needed a strategy to address the possible differential 
between affordable and median rents. Everyone should look at the graph noted as figure 4 on page 13 of the 
strategy. The other indicator that is on the graph is the vacancy rate, which was dropping. In fact, in around 
August 2002, the vacancy rate was way up at 4.5 per cent. When the separation amount of $30 started to go to 
$50 in August 2005, the vacancy rate had dropped to 2 per cent. I understand that it is around 1.9 per cent now. 
But the vacancy rate fell below one per cent between August 2006 and August 2007. There was a crisis then, 
which backs up the comments of the member for Wanneroo who said that people were camping out to get land.  

Another interesting aspect of the report is the average size of houses in Australia compared to those in the United 
States, France and Britain. The average square metreage of houses in Australia is 215; in the United States, 202; 
France, 113 and Britain, 76. I put on the record that we are comparing rather large houses when looking at the 
averages.  

The document was released as a government strategy to address affordable housing. I know the motion is about 
land supply, but land supply, which I will get to in a minute in terms of my responsibility, is about affordability 
because at the end of the day, as the member has raised, the issue is that if we do not have enough land supply, 
housing will not be affordable. When the report was released by the Department of Housing, the actions being 
undertaken were the fast-tracking of housing lots in Henley Brook, Hammond Park and Golden Bay. That is 
mentioned in the strategy. It is a really good strategy; I am not going to go through it.  

Ms R. Saffioti: When was that?  

Mr W.R. MARMION: It was 2009 when the report was done; its release was in 2011.  

I will not go through all of the strategies because a lot of members on the government side, and more opposition 
members, wish to speak. However, I want to highlight some of the land supply that the government has done. I 
also recognise the point that people are finding it difficult to find rentals. I have close friends in that situation 
who have had trouble getting rentals, but have rentals now. Also, although housing prices are stabilising, they are 
affecting a lot of people. We have strategies in our document to assist those people who cannot afford bank loans 
with access to Keystart loans. The department is building a different scale of houses that are affordable, and it is 
also working closely with joint venture developers. I will mention a couple of the government’s projects, such as 
that at Golden Bay. The government initiated the Golden Bay development, which is providing 1 750 lots with 
house-and-land packages starting at less than $300 000. 

Mr P. Papalia: No police stations, no public transport—it’s a disgrace!  

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, member!   

Mr P. Papalia: You are a disgrace!   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Warnbro. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The member for Cockburn also questioned the provision of 4 909 lots that the joint 
venture partners have produced to date on the market. I pull up my data and mention that we have nine active 
joint venture developments. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, Members!   

Mr W.R. MARMION: At Brighton, it is in partnership with Butler Land Company; Dalyellup, it is Satterley; 
Banksia Grove is with the Walker Group; Wellard is with Peet; Harrisdale is with Cedar Woods; Ellenbrook is 
with Morella Pty Ltd; Oyster Bay is with Heath Development; Sienna Woods is with Stockland and Seacrest 
with Springdale Holdings.  

I will read out the number of lots associated with these developments. I am happy to table this information if I 
can get a printout. I notice that a lot of people in the house are using iPads, but mine is a smaller version. The 
Brighton development has produced approximately 4 650 lots to date, and there are another 1 900 lots remaining. 
Dalyellup has produced — 

Mr M. McGowan: What was it called again? 
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Mr W.R. MARMION: That was Brighton.  
Mr M. McGowan: I mean the one after that?   
Mr W.R. MARMION: Dalyellup, just south of Bunbury, produced 2 650 lots, and there are another — 
Mr M. McGowan: Where?  
Mr W.R. MARMION: It is south of Bunbury, just near Gelorup. 

At Banksia Grove, there are 1 295 lots and another 2 050 lots remaining from the subdivision. At Wellard, there 
are 1 200 lots with another 1 430 lots remaining, and at Harrisdale, there are only 130 lots to date, but 120 lots 
remain. A total of 7 000 lots have been produced in Ellenbrook, a suburb that is close to the member’s heart, 
while 3 300 lots remain. Members opposite are not interested in the data. In Oyster Harbour, 600 lots have been 
produced, with another 1 800 lots remaining. In Sienna Wood, 180 lots have been produced, with another 2 750 
lots remaining. These are all joint venture developments, so they are not recognised by the general community 
and members opposite as being Department of Housing developments. In Seacrest, another 1 070 lots have been 
produced, with 80 remaining. The Department of Housing, through its innovative joint venture projects, is 
producing quite a lot of lots ready for development. Some of those lots are in built form and are being sent out to 
the market at affordable rates.  
The government should be commended for having a very detailed plan with a lot of innovation and for 
addressing affordability in Western Australia.  

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Mirrabooka) [6.41 pm]: I, too, wish to speak on the motion, which states — 

This house condemns the Barnett government on its failure to provide adequate land supply and land 
approvals in Western Australia to meet increasing housing demand. 

It will come as no surprise to either minister that I want to add that the government has failed to develop and 
release lots 60 and 61 on Milldale Way. The Minister for Housing is leaving the chamber, which is unfortunate. 
He stood and showed us a document and said that the government is following a great plan. He said that the 
crisis began back in 2004. I said to my colleague the member for Bassendean that if it was a crisis then, what is it 
now? We both agreed that it must be Armageddon. Out in the community it does not feel like what it would have 
felt like in 2004. Even the member for Southern River said in his speech the other day that for the first time ever 
people are coming to his office seeking housing and becoming homeless. As I have said in this place, I worked 
in housing some 15 or 20-odd years ago, and we thought it was a disgrace then when it took three weeks—21 
days—to get someone priority housing. We thought that was a disgrace, and we brought that figure down. The 
fact that it is difficult to get private rentals, that the median rental rate is at the level it is and that it takes three 
years for someone on the priority housing list to get a house, is very serious. It has a major impact on the welfare 
and wellbeing of our communities. It does not affect us because we go home at night to our nice warm houses 
and we have somewhere to stay but it affects a lot of people and their families and their children. We bang on 
about all of this stuff in this place.  
Housing is a human right, and it has been undermined by this government’s failure to act. I have a perfect 
example of this government’s failure to act. I refer to lots 60 and 61 on Milldale Way, Mirrabooka. Lot 60 is 5.8 
hectares, while lot 61 is 1.2 hectares. That is seven hectares of Department of Housing land. I understand that 2.5 
hectares of that land may have finally gone across to the Department of Health, although I am never clear 
whether the titles have gone. That means that 4.5 hectares is available for housing. I raised this in my inaugural 
speech. As the Minister for Health and the Minister for Housing know, I raise this constantly. The ministers 
should hang their heads in shame that that land has not been developed. I say to the Minister for Health that I 
was not a member of Parliament at that time. He has to admit that I have consistently prosecuted the claims that 
he needs to develop this land and he needs to address the problems in this area. The Minister for Housing and the 
Minister for Health need to stop sitting on that land and put it on their budget bottom line. They need to do 
something. 
I need the assistance of the Minister for Housing. If a hectare is around 10 000 square metres and an average 
block is about 450 square metres, does this mean that we are missing out on about 100 houses that could be and 
should have been delivered? I am just talking about single dwellings. This is 100 houses in a desperately needed 
housing market. Where there is infrastructure, there will soon be light rail, which the government will hopefully 
soon deliver, as promised. If we had won the election, we would have built a heavy rail line across Reid 
Highway. The perfect bit of land is available and nothing has happened in all that time.  

I will outline the history of this issue. The subject of the motion we are debating relates to the inadequacy of 
government action. The member for Willagee summarised it very well when he said that this government is an 
“in-tray” government. If it is not in the in-tray, the government will not do anything about it. I try to keep this 
issue in the in-tray. Do members know how hard that is? It is a constant battle. We have to remind the ministers 
and we have to write the questions. When the member for Warren–Blackwood was the housing minister, I wrote 
him two letters that he never responded to. 
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Mr D.A. Templeman: Have a look in the in-tray. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: It is in the in-tray. 

Mr D.T. Redman: I make a conscious point of getting the turnaround time in my office down as quickly as 
possible.  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: I must admit I followed it up towards the end of that period. I will take the minister’s 
point.  

Mr D.T. Redman: In fact, I think there are issues that you personally raised with me.  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: I have crossed the floor and personally raised it with every Minister for Housing. The 
government has failed to show why we should not develop this land that is available, which is really important 
for the social and economic wellbeing of this area. It is also really important for delivering housing.  

I want to outline some of the history. In May 2010 the current Minister for Housing may have been the Minister 
for Housing then. He said in a letter to me that the government will be doing something very quickly. He said 
that the government would build 60 social housing units by December 2010. The problem was that the minister 
had the wrong site. He had a site that was a bit down the road. It was a site under the national rental affordability 
scheme and was sold off to private renters. Under NRAS, the government has to keep a percentage under market 
rental. Because our rental is so high in Western Australia at the moment, it is not an affordable rental option.  

In April 2010, in response to my calls and after raising it in this house, an article appeared in the Eastern 
Reporter. In that article a departmental spokeswoman stated that the land could not have houses built on it until a 
district centre development plan was approved by the City of Stirling. Further, the article stated that the land was 
zoned and once the development plan was approved, it confirmed that work could take place on this site. So it 
was handballed to the City of Stirling. I organised a meeting with officers from the City of Stirling and the 
Department of Housing and said, “You keep blaming one another. Can you work it out? Can you stop this 
bureaucratic ping-pong that is going on here and get on and develop this land?” There was a great commitment 
after that meeting that they were going to get on with it. The Department of Housing just needed to provide some 
details. That was on 6 April 2010. Subsequent to that, nothing happened. I asked questions during budget 
estimates. In August 2011, after asking questions in estimates through the shadow Minister for Housing, now the 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the minister undertook to give me a briefing so I knew what was going on with 
this land. In August 2010 I headed off to a briefing in town to see the general manager of commercial and 
business operations. I was told that a subdivision plan was being submitted at that time to excise the 2.5 hectares 
and it that would only be a short time before that land was developed. We are now looking at August 2011. Prior 
to March 2011, Minister Buswell’s office said that they had lodged the application with the Department of 
Planning, but clearly they had not because in August I was told something else. On 2 May 2012, I received 
another letter about the development of that particular lot, which reads — 

“Further to your email to the Department of Housing concerning progress on Lot 60 Milldale Way 
Mirrabooka, I provide the following. 

The Dept has received subdivision approval to excise the Health site and action is underway to meet the 
conditions of approval, which will involve subdivision works, It is anticipated that titles to the new lots 
will issue around mid 2012.  

When, subsequently, during the budget estimates process I asked whether the titles had been transferred to the 
Department of Health, I was told they had not been.  

The saga continues. Finally, early September 2012, we see earthworks. Any bit of bush and any trees have been 
taken away and this 5.5 hectare area of land next to Reid Highway has been flattened. One day MAX will get to 
this point, so I am sure members will all visit. Up to that point, I am sure it has not been on the radar of many 
people apart perhaps from that of the member for Morley. Earthworks began and we all got excited and asked: 
What is happening? Let us find out. When will it happen? Will it be earthworks, a road or a really nice paved 
sidewalk? But we heard nothing—no information, no details, no transfer. Nothing is happening on that land. If 
that is not a sign of an inadequate availability of land for this community, I do not know what is.  

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [6.51 pm]: I would like to make a final contribution, and I realise I have 
only 10 minutes. I appreciate the comments made by a number of members this evening on this very important 
matter of land availability. It relates directly to the provision of housing and the issues surrounding the housing 
crisis that I believe we are experiencing in Western Australia at the moment, with many people unable to secure 
accommodation for themselves and their families. This is something I mentioned last night during my 
contribution to a previous debate.  

I want to highlight, as an example, the frustration of a developer, Mr Mike O’Brien, in Mandurah. Mr O’Brien is 
a very patient man; he owns a large lot, lot 100 or 2–16 Nairn Road. For probably 15 years he has been 
attempting to have an appropriate outline development plan approved for lot 100, which, of course, would 



640 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 15 May 2013] 

 

provide him with not only a secure retirement future but also subdividable land for development. It is a long 
story but it has reached the stage at which the City of Mandurah in its latest deliberation early this year, in a 
report to council, approved his outline development plan for lot 100. It was approved for advertisement 
unanimously by council at both its planning committee and full council meetings on 22 and 29 January this year. 
Then suddenly, in February this year, the city asked for a whole new climate change risk–assessment report. It is 
a pity the Minister for Planning is not here because this is an issue I will write to him about. Draft state planning 
policy 2.6, dated February 2012, is a draft state planning policy relating to setbacks. The council is scared of 
future climate change risk and this property backs onto the Serpentine River. After a long saga that has gone on 
for many years, the council is now opposing Mr O’Brien’s ODP, citing the draft state planning policy 2.6. I am 
pleased the minister is in the chamber at the moment. Of course, this is another impediment that is causing Mr 
O’Brien total frustration. Whilst I understand the city has concerns about future climate change effects, 
particularly sea level rise, the fact is, after many years, council has suddenly placed in front of him, at the last 
hurdle, an impediment, citing a draft state planning policy. I do not know how long it will take for the minister to 
finalise that state planning policy but —  

Mr J.H.D. Day: What is the title of the planning policy?  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: It is draft state planning policy 2.6. I am not 100 per cent sure of the name of it, but it 
relates to proposals for, I understand, mitigation against setbacks and future climate change.  

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: That is great, but after saying in January this year that there were no problems with 
his proposal, the City of Mandurah has now cited a draft planning policy. I do not know whether councils can do 
that. I am interested in the minister’s feedback on whether the local government can cite a draft as a reason to not 
approve a subdivision. Does the minister have any comment on that?  

Mr J.H.D. Day: If draft policies are regarded as seriously entertained, they can be significant factors in making 
planning decisions.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I wanted to use that example. Mr O’Brien is a very reasonable bloke; I have known 
him for a long time. He now faces a huge process. He will probably take it to the State Administrative Tribunal, 
and he believes he will be successful. It is an example of a mismatch, if you like, of council objectives and their 
use of draft proposals through the state planning policy. I will write to the minister about it because I think it is 
important, particularly since, quite frankly, the City of Mandurah is now spooked about climate change and is 
very concerned about future litigation from homeowners or, indeed, other stakeholders who may be impacted.  

In the brief time before I am told by the Deputy Speaker to sit down I want to also highlight the matter of 
Keralup, which the member for Gosnells mentioned earlier. I have had grave concerns about the environmental 
implications of placing a large population on degraded land in Keralup, and, as the Minister for Health will 
know, the latest statistics regarding mosquito-borne diseases are continuing to increase at an alarming rate. I 
know the Department of Health has concerns as part of the whole Keralup approval process. It has highlighted 
on a number of occasions concerns about future control of mosquitoes, despite, during the election campaign, the 
Minister for Health promising to eradicate mosquitoes.  

Dr K.D. Hames: I didn’t say I would eradicate them.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes, he did. He will be held to account for that. I went to the polling booth in 
Greenfields and Riverside Gardens and there were signs “Eradicate mosquitoes—vote Liberal” and the relevant 
press releases in the lead-up and wrap-around of the Mandurah Mail in the last week of the election. He cannot 
backtrack again and come in here, as did the Treasurer this morning, and backtrack on another promise, because 
he will be held to account for it. He knows it is a big issue down there. He thought it might win him some votes. 
He said he would eradicate mosquitoes, but he will not be able to. The government has allocated only about a 
million bucks, some of which the Minister for Environment said was going to be spent in Maylands. The 
Minister for Health wants to check that because he was found wanting. He should not worry; he will be held 
accountable for that. Every single complaint people make about mozzies will be sheeted home to the Minister for 
Health because he will fail — 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member, I am having difficulty finding the relevance of mosquitoes to land supply, 
so can you return to the motion please? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: The mosquitoes are an official issue relating to land supply, quite frankly, because we 
in the Peel region will be asked to provide land that is affected by potential mosquito-borne disease. In fact, on 
land titles in the City of Mandurah and other local authorities in the Peel region a clause warns any person 
purchasing land in the Peel region that they are living in a mosquito-borne area.  

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders.  
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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON DELEGATED LEGISLATION 
Council’s Message 

Message from the Council received and read requesting concurrence in the following resolution —— 

That the Legislative Assembly be invited to agree to the rules and orders of the Legislative Council 
contained in the schedule for the constitution, powers and procedure of a Joint Standing Committee on 
Delegated Legislation. 

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON AUDIT 
Council’s Message 

Message from the Council received and read requesting concurrence in the following resolution —— 

That the Legislative Assembly be invited to agree to the rules and orders of the Legislative Council 
contained in the schedule for the constitution, powers and procedure of a Joint Standing Committee on 
Audit. 

House adjourned at 7.02 pm 
__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

HORIZON POWER — BUDGET 

2. Mr W.J. Johnston to the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to Question on Notice No. 8259, asked during the 38th Parliament, and the answer given, and ask: 

(a) can the Minister confirm if these amounts remain the Government’s budgeted profit before income tax 
equivalent expenses for Horizon for each of the four financial years listed in that question; 

(b) if no to (a), what are the current up-dated budgeted expectations for Horizon’s profit for the following 
financial years: 

(i) 2012–2013; 

(ii) 2013–2014; 
(iii) 2014–2015; and 

(iv) 2015–2016; and 

(c) what are the current expected dividend payments from Horizon to the government for each of the 
following financial years: 

(i) 2012–2013; 

(ii) 2013–2014; 

(iii) 2014–2015; and 

(iv) 2015–2016? 

Dr M.D. Nahan replied: 
(a)  The 2012/13 Mid Year Review updated the Government’s budgeted profit before income tax equivalent 

expenses for Horizon Power. 

(b)  The current up-dated budgeted expectations for Horizon’s profit before income tax for the following 
financial years are: 
(i)  2012–2013: $93 million;  
(ii)  2013–2014: $39.26 million; 
(iii)   2014–2015: $50.66 million; and 
(iv)   2015–2016: $64.34 million. 

(c)  The current expected dividend payments from Horizon to the government for each of the following 
financial years are: 

(i)  2012–2013: $41.1 million;  
(ii)  2013–2014: $38.7 million; 
(iii)   2014–2015: $19.74 million; and 
(iv)   2015–2016: $28.62 million. 

VERVE ENERGY — BUDGET 

4. Mr W.J. Johnston to the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to Question on Notice No. 8260, asked in the 38th Parliament, and the answer given, and ask: 

(a) can the Minister confirm that these amounts remain the Government’s budgeted profit before income 
tax equivalent expenses for Verve for each of the four financial years listed in that question; 

(b) if no to (a), what are the current up-dated budgeted expectations for Verve’s profit for the following 
financial years: 

(i) 2012–2013; 

(ii) 2013–2014; 

(iii) 2014–2015; and 

(iv) 2015–2016; and 
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(c) what are the current expected dividend payments from Verve to the Government for each of the 
following financial years: 

(i) 2012–2013; 

(ii) 2013–2014; 

(iii) 2014–2015; and 

(iv) 2015–2016? 

Dr M.D. Nahan replied: 
(a)  No. 

(b)  Updated Net Profit before Income Tax forecasts are listed below: 

2012–2013: $139.3 million 
2013–2014: $181.9 million 
2014–2015: $167.9 million 
2015–2016: $126.4 million 

(c)  2012–2013: $39.8 million 
2013–2014: $63.4 million 
2014–2015: $82.8 million 
2015–2016: $76.4 million 

WESTERN POWER — BUDGET 

5. Mr W.J. Johnston to the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to Question on Notice No. 8262, asked in the 38th Parliament, and the answer given, and ask: 

(a) can the Minister confirm that these amounts remain the Government’s budgeted profit before income 
tax equivalent expenses for Western Power for each of these four financial years listed in that question; 

(b) if no to (a), what are the current up-dated budgeted expectations for Western Power’s profit for the 
following financial years: 

(i) 2012–2013; 

(ii) 2013–2014; 

(iii) 2014–2015; and 

(iv) 2015–2016; and 

(c) what are the current expected dividend payments from Western Power to the Government for each of 
the following financial years: 

(i) 2012–2013; 
(ii) 2013–2014; 
(iii) 2014–2015; and 
(iv) 2015–2016? 

Dr M.D. Nahan replied: 
(a)  No 

(b)–(c) [See paper 311.] 

SOUTH WEST INTERCONNECTED SYSTEM 

6. Mr W.J. Johnston to the Minister for Energy: 
(1) Is the Government still committed to achieving 20 per cent of electricity generation on the South West 

Interconnected System by the year 2020? 

(2) If yes to (1), does the Government have a plan to achieve this target? 

(3) If yes to (2): 

(a) what are the elements of this plan; 

(b) how much does the Government expect to invest in each element of this plan; and 

(c) will this investment be funded by way (in whole or in part) of borrowings, and if yes, how 
much is the Government expecting to borrow? 
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Dr M.D. Nahan replied: 
(1)  The target of 20 per cent renewable electricity generation derives from the Renewable Energy Target. 

The Renewable Energy Target is a national scheme administered by the Commonwealth Government. 
Electricity businesses in Western Australia are currently required to comply with the requirements of 
this scheme, including the State’s electricity corporations.  

Currently, sufficient large-scale renewable generation certificates are created in Western Australia to 
meet Scheme liabilities. 

(2)  Estimates by the Department of Finance’s Public Utilities Office indicate that Scheme liabilities will 
increase by a further 3,000 large-scale generation certificates in 2020. The associated renewable energy 
generation is equivalent to that of four wind farms the size of the Western Australia’s largest wind farm, 
Collgar. 

Compliance with the Renewable Energy Target is a requirement to be met by electricity businesses, 
including both private sector and the State-owned electricity corporations. How each business meets its 
obligations is a commercial matter. 

(3)  Not applicable. 

MORLEY POLICE STATION 

23. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Police: 

I refer to the State Government’s $11.7 million commitment to upgrade Morley Police Station and to house 80 
Police Officers in the new upgraded facility, and ask: 

(a) when will the upgrade be completed; and 

(b) which stations will the 80 Police Officers be sourced from? 

Mrs L.M. Harvey replied: 

(a)  Additions to the Morley Police Station forms part of the broader West Metropolitan District 
Accommodation Upgrade Program. It is anticipated the Morley Police Station upgrade works will be 
completed in 2014. 

(b)  Resources are principally allocated at a District level and District Superintendents deploy these 
resources within their District to provide the best possible policing service to meet operational 
requirements and the varying needs of the community. 

2012–13 STATE BUDGET — NEW BUILDINGS PROGRAM 

34. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Finance: 

I refer to page 442 of the 2012–2013 Budget papers, Volume 2, which states that only 74 per cent of the New 
Buildings program was delivered within three months of the approved timeframe, and ask: 

(a) which projects were delivered outside the approved timeframe; and 

(b) how many months or years was each individual project outside its approved timeframe? 

Dr M.D. Nahan replied: 

(a)–(b)  [See paper 312.] 

2012–13 STATE BUDGET — STATE FLEET 

35. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Finance: 

I refer to page 444 of the 2012–2013 Budget Papers, Volume 2, which states that the average cost of a vehicle 
increased from $84 in 2010–2011 to $132 in 2012–2013, and ask what is the explanation for this projected 
increase? 

Dr M.D. Nahan replied: 

This line item in the Budget Papers refers to the cost of resourcing the State Fleet business unit apportioned 
against the average number of vehicles managed by State Fleet annually. 

The Budget Target for 2012–13 of $132 is calculated on an assumed increased staffing level that has not 
eventuated. Based on current estimations, the actual result for 2012–13 is expected to be similar to previous 
years. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA, COMMUNICATIONS AND 
MARKETING 

48. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Police; Road Safety; Small Business; Women’s Interests: 
I refer to each department and agency under the Minister’s control and ask, as at 15 April 2013: 

(a) what is the total number of employees engaged in media, communications, marketing or speechwriting, 
including: 

(i) public; 

(ii) corporate; and 

(iii) media relations; 

(b) what is the salary of each of these employees; and 

(c) what is the job title for each of these employees? 

Mrs L.M. Harvey replied: 
Police: 

(a)  As at 15 April 2013, there are 17 employees (17 FTE) engaged in media, communications, marketing or 
speechwriting. 

(b)–(c)  [See paper 310.] 

Road Safety: 

(a)–(c)  The Office of Road Safety is administratively supported as part of Main Roads WA and as such the 
response will be included in the Main Roads WA response under the Minister for Transport. 

Small Business: 

(a)  As at 15 April 2013, there are five (5) employees (4.4 FTE) engaged in media, communications, 
marketing or speech writing. 

(b)–(c)  [See paper 310.] 

Women’s Interests: 

(a)–(c)  Administrative support for the Women’s Interests portfolio is provided through the Department for 
Communities and as such the response will be included in the Minister for Communities response. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA, COMMUNICATIONS AND 
MARKETING 

55. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Energy; Finance; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 
I refer to each department and agency under the Minister’s control and ask, as at 15 April 2013: 

(a) what is the total number of employees engaged in media, communications, marketing or speechwriting, 
including: 
(i) public; 

(ii) corporate; and 

(iii) media relations; 

(b) what is the salary of each of these employees; and 

(c) what is the job title for each of these employees? 

Dr M.D. Nahan replied: 
Department of Finance 

(a)  Seven 

(i)–(ii)  Five 

(iii)  Two 

(b)–(c)  [See paper 313.] 

Economic Regulation Authority 

Question not relevant to the Economic Regulation Authority as the agency falls under the remit of the Treasurer. 
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Horizon Power 

Horizon Power is a Government Trading Enterprise and as such is not considered a department or agency under 
the control of the Minister. 

Independent Market Operator 

(a)  The IMO employs a part-time (0.6 FTE) Communications Manager, whose responsibilities include all 
corporate communication issues.  

The Communications Manager resigned on 31st January 2013 and will cease work on the 30th 
April 2013, under the contract notice period.  

(b)  The employee receives a current cash salary of $84,198.00 per annum. 

(c)   Communications Manager. 

Office of Multicultural Interests 

With regard to the Office of Multicultural Interests, please be advised as follows: 

(a) (i)–(iii)  Two FTEs 

(b)  Level 7 (50 per cent) and Level 6 (80 per cent) 

(c)  Manager Promotions and Senior Writer/Editor 

Synergy 

Synergy is a Government Trading Enterprise and as such is not considered a department or agency under the 
control of the Minister. 

Verve Energy 

Verve Energy is a Government Trading Enterprise and as such is not considered a department or agency under 
the control of the Minister.  
Western Power 

Western Power is a Government Trading Enterprise and as such is not considered a department or agency under 
the control of the Minister.  

__________ 
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