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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 20 June on the following motion moved by Hon Simon O’Brien (Minister for Finance) — 

That pursuant to standing order 68(1), the Legislative Council takes note of tabled papers 4536A–F 
(budget papers 2012–13) laid upon the table of the house on Thursday, 17 May 2012. 

HON LIZ BEHJAT (North Metropolitan) [11.29 am]: I am delighted to stand today to make my contribution 
to the noting of the tabled papers relating to the estimates of revenue and expenditure, consolidated fund 
estimates for 2012-13. I am proud to be a part of the government that brought down this budget. I am proud to 
stand here today to give my contribution to the debate that has been going for some time now in this house. As a 
member of the North Metropolitan Region team, it would be remiss of me in my opening remarks to not 
comment on the benefits for the north metro region in this year’s budget. The total project spend in the Perth 
metropolitan north region is $1.419 billion in 2012–13 spread across a wide range of funding for projects 
throughout that region: $340.8 million on health services, $183.4 million for the Perth City Link project, 
$167.3 million for the Perth Waterfront project, $92.7 million for construction of the northern suburbs rail 
extension to Butler, $85.1 million for construction of the Perth rectangular stadium, $67.4 million for upgrading 
and building new schools, $35 million for works on the Graham Farmer Freeway tunnel and the Mitchell 
Freeway, $29.2 million to widen the Mitchell Freeway from Hepburn Avenue to Hodges Drive, $25 million for 
rail infrastructure improvements in the North Metropolitan Region, $26.1 million for the continued construction 
of the Perth police complex and $2.4 million to commence construction of the Western Australian Institute of 
Sport high performance service centre. All these most worthwhile projects are taking place under the Barnett 
Liberal–National government.  

In those opening remarks I mentioned some moneys being spent on projects such as the Perth foreshore and 
waterfront development and all the other city projects that are coming on stream. One thing I will say about 
those projects, of which I am a massive supporter, is that they will benefit Western Australia well into the future. 
They will also give a much-needed boost to a tourism industry that is hurting generally because of the economic 
downturn throughout the world. Those of us who live and work here know that Perth is a great place and we like 
to send out that message. But we need the development that is happening under this government right here, right 
now. A theme that is very much evident in the work of this government is “right here, right now”. We take 
decisions that may be unpopular in some areas but in the long term the benefits will be great.  

There is no doubt that at the moment Western Australia is the powerhouse of the Australian economy. Of course, 
we all hear the rhetoric that 10 per cent of Australia’s population is producing 40 per cent of the wealth. But 
along with that come the challenges of people wanting to come and share in that wealth. With this government, 
we are seeing massive growth in education and training projects. We have quite often spoken about training in 
this house, so it is not my intention today to speak too much on that area except to again commend the 
government for the fact that more people are in training in this state today than have ever been before.  

The benefits of the economy we have in Western Australia are twofold. It brings benefits but it also brings 
challenges. We have been told that up to 1 000 people a week are now moving to Western Australia to make it 
their home and bringing with them their families. They will also bring with them skills that we desperately need 
in a number of areas. But it is a bit like the chicken and the egg situation. We need people to come here and we 
need services for them. Which comes first? If we build them, they will come. That is one of the reasons we are 
embarking on such massive infrastructure programs in so many areas. But it puts pressure on the existing 
services, certainly in the two main budget expenditure areas of education and health. One of those areas that I 
would like to concentrate my speech on today is the world according to Liz as I see it on 21 June, the shortest 
day of the year. There is no doubt that we have a first-class health service in this state, and the government I am 
proud to be a member of is working very hard to expand and improve our hospital and health services. An 
example of that is that recurrent spending of $6.8 billion has been allocated to health services in the 2012–13 
budget, an increase of $462 million, or 7.3 per cent, over 2011–12, and a massive $1.9 billion, or 39 per cent, 
more than spending on health services in 2008–09. In this budget, the government has allocated $22 million over 
the 2014–15 and 2015–16 years for the refurbishment and redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital once Fiona 
Stanley Hospital has been opened, $151 million over three years for information and communication technology 
to improve and implement priority projects focused on Fiona Stanley Hospital and the Albany health campus, 
and an additional $40 million in 2013–14 for the replacement of priority clinical and diagnostic medical 
equipment in Western Australian hospitals. This will enable hospitals to keep up with new technological 
developments in the rapidly evolving health sector.  

Capital spending will total $3.2 billion over the next four years, with $1.2 billion allocated in 2012–13, including 
$281 million for Fiona Stanley Hospital, $228 million for the new children’s hospital at the Queen Elizabeth II 
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Medical Centre and $98 million to commence construction of the new Midland health campus. There will also 
be redevelopment of facilities at the QEII Medical Centre site, including $36 million to complete the central 
plant project; $25 million for the Western Australian Institute for Medical Research, one of my favourite 
subjects, which I will speak on in greater detail later; $11 million for the second stage of the cancer centre; 
$10 million for the inpatient mental health unit; $7 million for the PathWest facility; ongoing redevelopment and 
expansion of country hospital medical facilities, including the Albany health campus, $46 million; Busselton 
health campus, $42 million; southern inland health initiative, $23 million; East Kimberley development program, 
$17 million; and the Kalgoorlie health campus, $16 million. It is wonderful that these facilities are available to 
us and that we are spending money to build huge facilities and to make existing facilities better. That is great; if 
people are sick, we need to be able to look after them in our health system.  

The big challenge that faces us, I think, is: how do we prevent people getting sick; and. if they do get sick, how 
do we cure that sickness? The care side of all those events is in the hands of our wonderful doctors, nurses and 
therapists and all the other people engaged in health services. Today I want to focus on an area that does not get 
very much publicity; it is the group of hardworking men and women who hold the keys to the world’s healthy 
future—our medical researchers. I was recently fortunate enough to attend on behalf of the government the 
awards dinner for the Australian Society for Medical Research, which was held as the culmination of Medical 
Research Awareness Week. The guest speaker at that function was Dr Alain Beaudet from Canada, the President 
of the Canadian Institutes of Health Research, this year’s ASMR medal winner. He attended that evening at the 
end of his seven-day, seven-city, whistle-stop tour of Australia. He spoke that night about the issues facing us 
today in the areas of medical research. We all know that we are an ageing population and with that come new 
challenges. Ageing is not the only challenge in the field of disease and health research; other factors come into 
the equation. We are seeing new things emerge every day in the fields of health research and a lot of it is down 
to modern society. People are travelling a whole lot more than they ever used to; they are travelling to other 
countries, returning home and bringing back diseases that may not have been prevalent in our society before. 
With that come increasing health costs in dealing with those new diseases and problems people have. Also, there 
are differing levels of access to health care. That is no more relevant than in Western Australia, where we have 
rural and remote regions with relatively small population bases. The difficulty is in how we can deliver services 
of the same standard throughout the state. 

We are also looking at chronic diseases in these modern times, brought about by changes in nutrition. We are all 
seeing moves around the world in relation to fast foods. One example is the Mayor of the City of New York, 
who is trying to restrict the size of sugary drinks that can be sold to people. People might be laughing about that, 
but people also laughed a number of years ago when we were told that smoking is bad for us. People spend too 
much time in front of computers these days. We lead a very sedentary lifestyle. All these changes are happening 
rapidly in this changing world of ours, and these are the challenges facing our medical researchers. 

The potted history of medical research was that it started at the bedside, and it then went to a bench in some 
laboratory in the deep, dark basements of hospitals and similar places around the world, and not a lot was known 
about what went on, and then eventually something would come back to the bedside. Basically, all medical 
research started out as medical and disease-oriented research. Over time, it has become what we know today as 
health research, encompassing other medical disciplines such as psychology, sociology and environment. It is a 
holistic approach. It has moved from disease to wellbeing and from treatment to prevention. We all know that an 
ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure. That is a very old saying; nevertheless, it is still very true today. 

One of the things that we know from medical research is the importance of immunisation to prevent disease. 
That is a perfect example of what happens through medical research. But what is disturbing today is that the 
rates of immunisation around the world are dropping. That is because people have not been exposed to those 
diseases that luckily we have now eradicated through vaccines, so we have not seen what happens to people 
when they suffer from those diseases. That has now become an issue because of changes in population and with 
new generations of people coming to Australia through migration programs, bringing with them diseases that 
had once been eradicated, and people are not being immunised at the rates that occurred in the past. But that is 
something that, thank goodness for medical research, we were able to stem at one point in time. 

The other question facing research and the growing need to put more dollars into the research area is that health 
care and research have become reliant on not just scientific equipment, but also many other forms of technology 
to carry out the experiments that are required. Computer technology plays a large part in enabling researchers to 
deal with the amount, and complexity, of data that is collected. Telecommunications also plays a large part, 
because it enables methods and findings to be shared and data to be collected from several locations in real time. 
Throughout the years we have seen a massive growth in research that many years ago was not available to us. 
One example that I can give members, which Alain Beaudet shared with the National Press Club when he 
addressed it during his recent visit, was that in 1958, if people wanted to find out information in the area of 
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neuroresearch, there were 651 papers available that people could look at; in 1998, there were 17 217 papers 
available; and in 2008, that number had grown to 26 508 papers. So that is a massively growing area. 

When medical research was first carried out and the money that was being spent was in the millions of dollars, 
people described it as an expenditure of governments and an expenditure of private partnerships and private 
investors; but when it became billions of dollars, it was classed as an investment. However, investment demands 
returns, and, as we know, for there to be returns from investment, we need partnerships. Therefore, there is now 
a growing need for university and industry partnerships, because we need to try to keep the economic benefits 
from the commercialisation of research results. In Australia, and also in Canada, only 26 per cent of the money 
that goes into medical research comes from the private sector. That is a very small amount compared with the 
United States and England, where the proportion is much higher. We need to change people’s minds about 
research. Research is often seen as a cost driver rather than a cost saver. But with a finite funding pool, it is 
critical to find a balance between the need to deliver excellent health care and address the immediate needs and 
problems, and the need to fund research that may not deliver immediate results but ultimately will deliver the 
most fantastic results. Two good examples are the inroads that have been made on the vaccine for cervical 
cancer, and on the treatment for ulcers. Previously, massive amounts of money were being spent to treat patients 
suffering from ulcers, until our own Nobel Laureate here in Western Australia and his team did that wonderful 
work and found that ulcers are caused by a bacterium and can be treated quite simply with antibiotics. Research 
plays a very important role in everything that we need to be looking at in the healthcare sector.  

Healthcare funding and research in Australia is an interesting subject, and there is a lot of competition for 
funding. If we look at the National Health and Medical Research Council grant funding over the years from 2001 
to 2010, we see that WA has not fared very well in the funding from that national health pool. Surprisingly, 
health funding does not come to states because of the size of their population and their needs. It is actually based 
on the quality of the submissions that are put in to the NHMRC and basically on who can make the strongest 
case for the funding that is required. In 2011, Western Australia received only 3.7 per cent of that funding, as 
opposed to Victoria, which received 40.3 per cent. Western Australia has absolutely world-class medical 
research facilities. But it seems that, for some reason, no cut-through is happening in the NHMRC for it to 
provide recurrent funding for some of the projects that are being done in Western Australia  

That brings me to what the Western Australian government is doing in the area of medical research and funding 
for medical research. In February 2011, our Deputy Premier and Minister for Health, Hon Kim Hames, 
announced a big funding boost for medical research in Western Australia. He said that the government had 
allocated $5.2 million over the next three years to fund new health research in Western Australia. He announced 
the establishment of a new targeted research fund that would help medical researchers find new ways to improve 
the health of Western Australians. The TRF would be used for research that impacts directly on the health of 
Western Australians and where research findings can potentially make a difference to WA Health’s capacity to 
address these issues. Part of the funds will be directed to specific research commissioned by WA Health, while 
the remainder will be awarded through a competitive process. Areas to be considered for funding include 
primary care access, chronic health conditions, public health issues significant to the Western Australian 
community, rural and remote and Aboriginal health, emerging health risks and health service delivery models. 
As I said, that announcement was made in February 2011. In March 2012 it was announced that seven research 
projects would share in $1.8 million worth of funding as the first tranche to come out of the targeted research 
fund. In making that announcement, the Director General of the Department of Health, Kim Snowball, said that 
projects were chosen following a rigorous selection process by a panel that comprised representatives from WA 
Health, research professionals and health consumer representatives. The process was quite competitive, with the 
department receiving over 100 applications for the funding. Six projects were selected as part of the investigator-
initiated component. One was chosen from the directed research component. The funding amounts range from 
$55 000 to $380 000 per project. The list of projects that received funding include: effectiveness of school dental 
therapist care for early childhood caries amongst preschool children; the stroke, nocturnal obstructive sleep 
apnoea and swallowing study; medication time-out: will it improve medication safety in a tertiary paediatric 
intensive care unit; prednisolone response evaluation in viral-induced episodic wheeze; evidence-based 
paramedic models of care to reduce unnecessary emergency department attendance; and, evaluating the effect of 
blood transfusion on morbidity and mortality from acute upper gastrointestinal haemorrhage. All of those might 
seem like gobbledegook to us and things that we do not understand. However, there are some wonderful 
researchers in Western Australia who are looking into those areas and who are making wonderful inroads to help 
create a healthier environment for Western Australians.  
The directed research component of that first tranche went to Dr Dorota Doherty and the Women and Infants 
Research Foundation to evaluate morbidity and mortality associated with home births in Western Australia, 
which, as members know, is a very topical issue. When I spoke earlier about the funding amounts that had been 
allocated to health projects in Western Australia, I briefly spoke about the Western Australian Institute for 
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Medical Research. I am very familiar with the work carried out by WAIMR. On a couple of occasions I have 
taken groups of members of Parliament to its current facilities at Queen Elizabeth II Medical Centre. The great 
excitement at WAIMR is the building of two new facilities, which are currently underway. One is a much bigger 
and better facility than the one currently at QEII. The other is a facility that is being built at Fiona Stanley 
Hospital. The team of people at WAIMR—for anybody who has not been there, I am very happy to organise 
another visit so that they can see the work that is being done and what projects have been undertaken—and the 
executive director of WAIMR, Professor Peter Klinken, are some of the most passionate people one would ever 
come across when it comes to medical research. What we in Western Australia do not realise—hopefully, with 
the construction of the new building at QEII, there will be a section that will provide better public access so that 
the public can look at the projects that have gone on in the past and those that will take place in the future—is 
that on our doorstep, down the road in Nedlands, we have one of the world’s best facilities for the clinical testing 
of pharmaceuticals. Countries such as Japan are developing new medicines, but the markets in which it will 
predominantly sell those medications are Caucasian, rather than Asian, markets; therefore, the clinical trials need 
to be carried out on a Caucasian population.  
Drug trial testing is taking place at an amazing facility in Nedlands. It is a commercial arm of WAIMR, which 
realises the importance of having a public–private partnership. It is a great facility at which those who undergo 
the trials do so for seven, 14 or 21 days. I think some go for longer. Obviously, the facilities have to be very well 
managed because of the times that drugs are given, people’s reactions to those drugs and people’s diets. The 
computer technology that goes along with it is absolutely second to none. I recommended that everybody visit 
that facility.  
A number of research programs are going on at WAIMR. It has other groups within the centre that work out of 
its building. The program that I have become most familiar with in my visits to WAIMR involves the work done 
by Winthrop Professor Nigel Laing and Associate Professor Kristen Nowak in muscular dystrophy and 
Duchenne muscular dystrophy. The passion that they show for their research work is absolutely phenomenal. 
The most remarkable achievements are being made in Western Australia. Through the research they have been 
carrying out into muscular dystrophy, Nigel and Kristen have discovered a rare muscle disease gene that is 
linked to the genetic disorder that affects muscles in forearms and lower legs. Through this discovery they have 
been able to help children suffering from rare muscle diseases whose bodies have switched on a gene that is 
usually turned off at birth. The finding was published in Annals of Neurology, a leading international neurology 
journal stemming from the work done by Professor Laing and Professor Nowak. Through that research they 
discovered a number of children across Europe who, despite the complete absence of a crucial skeletal muscle 
protein actin, were not totally paralysed at birth and who have managed to have some muscle movement. This 
intrigued the researchers, and upon investigation they found that while the children did not have any skeletal 
actin in their skeletal muscles, they had another form of the protein known as heart actin in their skeletal 
muscles. It appears that the more heart actin they had in their skeletal muscles, the more movement they had. 
Heart actin is normally switched off by the body at birth. If the researchers can find out how to switch the heart 
actin back on, they can uncover new treatments for this group of devastating muscle diseases. When I spoke to 
them about this research, they told me that because of their discovery in Western Australia, clinics around the 
world had sent DNA material to Perth to be tested to help further that research.  

I cannot impress on members enough the need for us to continue funding medical research whenever we can. It 
is incumbent on us to encourage the investment that is required from the private sector. As I said, only 26 per 
cent comes from the private sector. The government does a fantastic job providing funding where it can, as I 
mentioned before. Obviously, more needs to be done in this area. It is always a fine balance determining where 
to spend that money. Should it be spent in a way that will allow immediate treatment or should it be spent in a 
way that will help treatment into the future? We have to remember that not all medical research projects that are 
funded have immediate results. Some things will happen well into the future and there may be some projects that 
we will never see results from. However, we need that ability for people to do what is called blue-sky research, 
to feed things into the pipeline that are innovative and new, because we still do not know where the next health 
threat will come from. No-one knows that, but people are carrying out basic and applied research, which we are 
funding, which is fantastic, but we also need to get to a point at which we can fund blue-sky research. We know 
that there is a finite funding pool and it is critical to balance those needs. But, as I said before, if we can spend 
money on research at this end of the disease, maybe we will not need to spend money further down the track on 
our ageing population. For instance, whilst it is all very good that research is being done into people who have 
dementia and Alzheimer’s, how we treat it and how we make it easier for them, we need to find out what causes 
the disease so that eventually, maybe, we can have a vaccine for some problems like that and for other mental 
illnesses.  

There are so many areas to consider in the future. My 15-year-old son is thinking about a career in medical 
research because he is currently studying science and computer technology. We can look at areas such as 
robotics, nanomedicine and regenerative medicine with the use of stem cells, and we see that there are so many 
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areas that are yet to be discovered. That is what will happen if we get to a point at which we give medical 
research the funding that it needs.  

Today, I finish on the note of thanking all those people around Australia and the world, such as Alain Beaudet 
and the people at the Western Australian Institute for Medical Research, for the wonderful work that they are 
doing, and commending our government on the moneys it is putting into medical research funding. There is a lot 
more to be done, but I know that I am very proud to be part of the team that is ensuring that we can look after the 
health and wellbeing of all Western Australians now and into the future. 

HON ALYSSA HAYDEN (East Metropolitan) [12.03 pm]: I rise today, like my other colleagues, to 
congratulate the Barnett-led Liberal government on another outstanding budget. It is a budget that has delivered 
major infrastructure projects, schools, hospitals and improved roads; increased funds to our police force; and 
provided assistance to the disadvantaged and vulnerable in our community. I say it is outstanding because all this 
has been achieved while our hands have been tied behind our backs by the federal Labor government’s squeeze 
on the state’s goods and services tax share. Western Australia now receives the lowest GST return of any state in 
Australia. Unlike other Australian states, WA has lost $662 million, with a forecast loss of $15 billion by 2015–
16. WA’s GST return has dropped from 110.5c in 2006–07 to a pathetic 55.1c in 2012–13. If that is not bad 
enough, there will be a further drop to 39c in 2013–14 and to 29.1c in 2014–15. With other states receiving GST 
returns as high as 128c in 2012–13 and up to 131c by 2014–15, this unfair distribution results in a gap of 101.9c 
between our states. To repeat what has been said time and again, there is no doubt that Western Australia is the 
engine room of our country’s economy, but the small return we as a state receive from our GST share is not 
representative of the wealth created in WA. The Labor Gillard federal government has penalised WA with a 
$662 million cut. As explained, this cut is only the beginning, with the federal budget ignoring the hardworking 
people in WA. WA’s share of the GST is decreasing to the disgraceful and miserable figure of just 29c in 
two years’ time.  

However, even with the fall in GST revenue—stolen by the Labor federal government—this state Liberal 
government has still managed to deliver major infrastructure projects, record-breaking budget allocations to our 
police force, a new children’s hospital, development of the Perth waterfront, many road improvement projects 
and a record investment in education. Focusing on my electorate of East Metropolitan Region, one of the biggest 
investments is the new public hospital in Midland. The people of Midland and surrounding suburbs have been 
deprived of modern healthcare services for more than 50 years. I will not need to tell members who are familiar 
with Swan District Hospital how old and tired the building and infrastructure there is.  

Hon Jim Chown: So it’s long overdue! 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: It is long overdue—50 years overdue. For a growing region that supports our country 
communities, as Hon Jim Chown said, it is long overdue and past any chance of restoration. The staff at Swan 
District Hospital need to be commended for their ability to continue the high level of service that they deliver to 
the Swan region while working in such an old, tired environment. The new Midland hospital is a public hospital 
that will provide 307 public hospital beds and 60 private beds, which will be a 50 per cent increase on what is 
currently available at Swan District Hospital. The increased bed numbers will also result in additional jobs for 
the local community. Therefore, the new hospital will provide not only an expanded range of services and more 
beds, enabling local residents to get health care close to home, but also increased job opportunities, which will 
allow the local community to work closer to home. The people of Midland and surrounding suburbs deserve a 
new hospital with more beds and improved services. This is one of the most important pieces of infrastructure 
that this state budget has delivered to the very good people in the East Metropolitan Region.  

Another project that was ignored by previous governments affects tens of thousands of road users who travel 
along Roe Highway and through the Berkshire Road intersection each day. This budget again provides the very 
good people of the East Metropolitan Region with another improved piece of road infrastructure. I say “another” 
because the extremely talented, hardworking Minister for Transport, Hon Troy Buswell, is in the East 
Metropolitan Region day after day after day, so much so that I am considering trying to find office space so that 
he can move his ministerial office there to save on travel time! I know the good people of the East Metropolitan 
Region would welcome the minister because he has delivered millions of dollars to our region. The $15 million 
allocated to the realignment to improve the safety of this dangerous intersection at Roe Highway and Berkshire 
Road will be funded from the road trauma trust fund as part of the state government’s $41.7 million commitment 
to ensure the safety of our roads. The Roe Highway–Berkshire Road intersection is ranked sixth for road trauma 
crash frequency and was the site of 142 crashes over the five-year period to December 2010. More than 40 000 
vehicles travel through this intersection each day, with heavy vehicles accounting for up to 14 per cent of the 
daily traffic volume. Roe Highway is a primary distributor linking major industrial centres, Perth Airport and 
Fremantle port to major transport routes such as Great Eastern Highway, Great Northern Highway and the 
freeway. Berkshire Road provides access to the adjoining residential and commercial centres of Forrestfield, as 
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well as the industrial and rural areas of Forrestfield and High Wycombe. The local community, along with the 
Shire of Kalamunda, overwhelmingly welcomed the Liberal government’s decision to invest $15 million in this 
intersection. As I said previously, this is another long overdue piece of infrastructure delivered to the people of 
Forrestfield and High Wycombe and the thousands of road users who travel through the Roe Highway–Berkshire 
Road intersection every day. This announcement was a significant funding milestone for the residents of 
Forrestfield, and I congratulate the minister for allocating this money. 

Another road improvement announced in this budget is the installation of advanced warning signs on Yagan 
Bridge for north-bound traffic travelling through West Swan on Great Northern Highway in the Swan Valley. 
The increase in safety required at this intersection has been identified and championed by our outstanding 
member for Swan Hills, Frank Alban, who has raised his concerns with the minister and received a commitment 
of around $80 000 to have these signs installed by the end of the year. The member for Swan Hills has also 
championed other traffic hazard areas and has been responsible for obtaining funding from the minister for a 
roundabout at the intersection of Gnangara and West Swan Roads. This intersection has been a source of concern 
and agitation for local residents and traffic in the area. As an Ellenbrook resident, I have seen traffic volumes 
increase, especially commuters travelling from the Wanneroo Road end of Gnangara Road who use Gnangara 
Road as a short cut to their destination. With the local areas of Brigadoon, The Vines and Bullsbrook becoming 
popular destinations for young families to raise their children in a semirural environment, peak hour has certainly 
increased the danger of this intersection. I thank the member for Swan Hills for advocating this need of the local 
community to the minister and for making this intersection a safer place to travel through. 

As members will get the gist from my speech, transport is a major issue in the East Metropolitan Region, and I 
do not apologise for taking up most of my time talking about transport issues. But yet another intersection has 
been affecting the very good people of Ellenbrook. I must confess that I travel through the intersection of Lord 
Street and Reid Highway daily. I know that when my East Metro colleague Hon Donna Faragher sat on the other 
side of the chamber, she lobbied the previous government for this intersection to be upgraded. 
Hon Donna Faragher interjected. 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: Unfortunately, her cries for help were not listened to by the previous government; in 
fact, as Hon Donna Faragher said, they were just ignored. Hon Donna Faragher and the communities of 
Ellenbrook and surrounding suburbs were ignored by the previous Labor government. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney interjected. 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: Exactly; they are all here listening today! 

Thankfully, the community of Western Australia made the decision to remove the Labor Party from government 
and put us in its place. I believe we have done a great job to show the difference between a successful working 
government and a failed government. 
Hon Robyn McSweeney: Only the opposition Whip is sitting in the chamber at present. 
Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: I thank Hon Robyn McSweeney for pointing that out. 

With the new subdivision of St Leonards, this intersection will only get worse. As I have said, the voice of Hon 
Donna Faragher has now been heard, along with that of Frank Alban, who has been lobbying for the upgrade of 
this intersection for the community of Ellenbrook. The intersection has been responsible for 142 crashes in the 
five-year period up to 2011, and $8 million has now been granted by the Liberal government to complete the 
overhaul and upgrade of the Reid Highway–Lord Street intersection. Again, this money will come from the road 
trauma trust fund, as the state government is committed to ensuring that our roads are safer for commuters to 
travel on daily. 
Another road upgrade that has been funded in the budget is stage 1 of the Lloyd Street underpass and extension 
through Midland. The Midland business community and the local government have for many years lobbied past 
governments, both federal and state, to link the Midland business community to Abernethy Road to open up 
trade from the airport development and industrial areas around the airport to the Midland precinct. I am pleased 
to say that once again this government has listened to the needs of the local community and will deliver stage 1 
of the Lloyd Street upgrade. It will spend $57.7 million to ensure that Lloyd Street in Midland will have the 
capacity to deal with increased traffic once the Midland health campus is open. 
I am pleased to say that this budget is not focused just on transport. This budget has also seen a record-breaking 
investment of $4.1 billion in the education system, with schools in East Metro receiving over $57 million. The 
member for Darling Range, Tony Simpson, is extremely well known and well liked within his community. I 
guess that is because of his dedication to improving facilities in his electorate. I am positive that the residents 
and the children who will benefit from the $30 million Byford secondary school, which is due to be completed 
for the beginning of the school term in 2014, will personally thank Tony Simpson for this commitment. 
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Bullsbrook District High School will also benefit from this education investment by the state government, with 
an overall budget of $23.5 million to redevelop the school. There will be a new primary school in west Byford 
and a new community college in Roleystone. Of the overall $63 million budget, $18 million has been allocated 
to the redevelopment of Governor Stirling Senior High School, which is another of Hon Donna Faragher’s 
passions. A further five schools in East Metro will benefit from the $265 million capital works program for 
schools, ensuring that the new Byford senior high school, Darling Range Sports College, Kelmscott Senior High 
School, Lesmurdie Senior High School and Mount Lawley Senior High School are well placed to cater for and 
welcome the new year 7 students in 2015. 
There is one issue that I wish to raise which is not included in this budget and which was not included in the 
budgets of the previous government. This project has been constantly milked in the community by members on 
the other side of the chamber, but without the facts or full details. I wish to use this time to put on record the 
facts and the truths behind the issue that is close to the hearts of the people of Ellenbrook—the political promise 
of a rail line. By way of background for those members who are not aware of the issue, an election promise was 
made by the former Premier of the Labor Party—the one who lost the election—to build a rail line to 
Ellenbrook. One would think that if the Premier of the day made a promise to deliver a rail line to Ellenbrook, 
the money must be there. One would assume that he would know the state of the budget. Surely he would not be 
so reckless as to make a promise that could not be delivered! But that was our mistake—believing that the then 
Premier would be across the state’s finances. 

Hon Donna Faragher: And his chief of staff, too. 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: And his then chief of staff, who is now lobbying hard for a rail line to Ellenbrook. 
She was chief of staff to the then Premier, Alan Carpenter, who made a promise for a rail line without making 
sure that there was money in the budget to do so. 
Hon Jim Chown: At a time when they were having billion dollar surpluses, I understand, and the GST was not 
cut. 
Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: The GST was not cut. 
As the then opposition going into an election campaign, we of course matched Labor’s promise. However, after 
winning the election and taking over government, the bag of money labelled “Rail link to Ellenbrook” could not 
be found. People were sent far and wide in search of this bag of money labelled “Rail link to Ellenbrook”, but, 
alas, it could not be found. On discovering that this promise had not been budgeted for by the previous Labor 
government, this government did the responsible thing and ordered a feasibility study to be undertaken. This 
study was completed in October 2009. We allocated $10 million in the 2012–13 budget—the first amount ever 
allocated to the rail line—to start planning the Ellenbrook rail line. The government commitment was to start 
construction of the rail line in its second term. 

I will explain what was revealed in the feasibility study. I would like to cite a few figures and costs that were 
reported in the feasibility study that was undertaken in 2009. If members would not mind indulging me for a few 
moments, I ask members to call on their business experience and their general balancing of budget experience 
when thinking about these figures. The initial feasibility study found that there were two possible routes from 
Ellenbrook. The first was the eastern route along Lord Street to Reid Highway to the Bassendean train station. 
The second option was the western route, which would run beside Lord Street to Reid Highway, along Reid 
Highway to Tonkin Highway and along Tonkin Highway to the Bayswater train station. The eastern route would 
serve a population of 59 000 by 2031, and the western route would serve a population of 90 000 by 2031. The 
report estimates that by 2031 only 1 400 people would use the eastern route and only 2 000 people would use the 
western route. It is worth noting, when quoting these figures, that currently about 8 000 people use the Joondalup 
line, with an estimate that 12 000 people will use the Joondalup line by 2031. That is a far different demand from 
the demand in Ellenbrook—in fact, a difference of 10 000 commuters. 

The study in 2009 costed the eastern route to be between $630 million and $950 million, Please remember that a 
train line at a cost of between $630 million and $950 million would cater for only 1 400 commuters in 
19 years—not today but in 19 years. The cost of the western route has been estimated at between $720 million 
and $1.1 billion to carry around 2 000 people in 19 years. With these figures in mind, we are looking at a cost to 
the government—or I should say to taxpayers—of between $630 million and $1.1 billion to service between 
1 400 and 2 000 people in 19 years. If members have managed to keep up with me, it means that a train line for 
the 2 000 people estimated to use this train link from Ellenbrook will cost WA taxpayers $550 000 each. 

Hon Liz Behjat: Each! 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: Each! It is $1.1 billion divided by 2 000—the estimate of the number of people who 
will use the train line from Ellenbrook in 19 years—which is a cost of $550 000 each. 
Hon Peter Collier: How much? 
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Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: It is $550 000 each. That is an expensive train ticket. Members would not be 
surprised to hear that the recommendation from the study, based on the patronage projections and cost indicators, 
is that a rail line should not be built but that public transport should be based on an enhanced bus system. 

I can stand here hand on heart and report to the house that the people of Ellenbrook are intelligent beings. If the 
cost and patronage were explained to them with all the facts and all the truths, they, too, would come up with the 
same scenario as this report has and as we in government have. I am sick and tired of people on the other side of 
the chamber drumming up this issue without telling the entire truth. I believe the general public should be aware 
of this report, and that the report’s findings and facts behind the decision not to build a rail link to Ellenbrook at 
this stage should be considered by and sold and promoted to the good people of Ellenbrook—not just the 
untruths behind the rail line. 

Before people in any business stock up on their product or increase their services, they ensure that there is the 
demand to justify their spend; everyone understands that. I know the good people of Ellenbrook can understand 
that. As long as they are given the entire truth and not just fed the drummed-up view for cheap point-scoring, I 
believe the good people of Ellenbrook will understand this decision. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: It’s just opposition members who don’t understand it. 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: They do not understand it. By living in Ellenbrook, I have the advantage of being in 
touch with the needs and desires of the community. 
Hon Jim Chown: You’re an outstanding member! 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: Thank you, Hon Jim Chown. 

I have to say that the people I am hearing from do not need to travel to Bassendean; they actually want to travel 
to Midland, Morley and even as far as Joondalup. A rigid rail line will not and cannot cater for these demands. 
The Ellenbrook community has different needs, and flexibility is required. That is why an enhanced bus service 
was the preferred option mentioned in the feasibility study. An enhanced bus service will provide the residents of 
Ellenbrook and the new subdivision with a better choice, and flexibility and will cater to their demands; and, as 
their demands might change, so can a flexible, enhanced bus service. As the population grows between 
Ellenbrook and these destinations, bus services can be expanded and diverted to suit the real needs of the people 
in Ellenbrook and surrounding suburbs. 

I therefore call on the residents of Ellenbrook not to buy into the untruths and twisted versions that members on 
the other side of the chamber feel compelled to go out and spread. Government is expected to and must cater for 
the betterment of the community. 

Government members: Hear, hear! 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: Thank you. Allocating $1.1 billion to cater for 2 000 people is not good governance, 
and it is not what the community expects from the carers of our state. 

While I am on the subject of Ellenbrook, I was very disappointed earlier this week to see the very short but one-
eyed view aired on Channel Seven about the beautiful and enjoyable place of Ellenbrook. As a long-term 
resident of 15 years in Ellenbrook, I would have liked to see the reporter speak to a few more people who live in 
Ellenbrook. I saw only two people on the program. I was not consulted. I have been in Ellenbrook for 15 years. I 
know that people along my street were not consulted. I would therefore have liked to have seen this journalist do 
a bit more legwork and a bit more homework before putting a damaging report on TV. I hope that the program 
on that TV station calling the suburb “forgotten Ellenbrook”—where I live—will not affect the property value of 
my home nor the property value of the homes of the good people of Ellenbrook. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: They don’t care how much damage they do.  

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: Yes; cheap political point–scoring—members opposite do not care. They do not 
understand that this can affect the everyday lives of people who live in Ellenbrook. I am a proud Ellenbrook 
resident. I love living in Ellenbrook. There could not be a tighter community. I have been there for 15 years and I 
have seen how it has grown rapidly. The services there are fantastic. Yes, we need more but, like any new 
subdivision, it is always one step behind. A new subdivision needs population first before infrastructure can be 
put on the ground. Ellenbrook is 80 per cent of the way there. There is a long way to go, but I am enjoying living 
in Ellenbrook. 

On that note, I congratulate our Premier and the cabinet on a budget that has delivered a responsible, fair and 
generous budget, despite our cut in GST revenue. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [12.27 pm]: I support the motion that the budget papers for 2012–
13 be noted and I want to make some comments on this budget for 2012–13. I want to start with some of the big-
picture issues that have arisen. It is clear from the budget papers that Western Australia is riding on a mining 
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boom, or certainly an ongoing expanding mining sector. Whether or not we call it a boom, I understand the 
Premier has some objection to it being described as a boom — 
Hon Liz Behjat: Sustained economic growth. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Yes, I guess that could be another way of describing it. I note that the budget indicates 
that economic growth in Western Australia is six per cent, which is of course by global standards very high, 
particularly in light of some of the other similar western economies that are not achieving economic growth of 
that scale. But there are also other sides to this sustained growth in the mining sector and some impacts on an 
economy that gains its income from export-focused industries. Indeed, the budget papers make specific reference 
to this and note that in having an export-focused economy, we are very much open to the impact of global 
economic conditions—what happens in China has a significant impact on us, as does, to a large extent, what is 
happening in Europe. The high Australian dollar also has other impacts, particularly for the agricultural sector in 
terms of the economic return for exporters of grain. This is a significant factor in the economic pressures on the 
wheatbelt. It is interesting to read some of the analysis that has been coming out of that sector in recent weeks 
about the number of family businesses that are under extreme economic pressure and are heavily in debt. The 
value of the Australian dollar is one factor in that, but the underlying precursors for agricultural productivity, 
such as the health of the soil and the availability of rainfall, are also playing very much into the uncertainty and 
economic challenges in the agricultural sector. I made comment in this place a little while ago in response to a 
motion about the viability of the agricultural sector. I said that if we look at the natural resources that provide the 
opportunity for producing wheat, canola, barley or whatever crop it is, we see that the underlying indicators are 
not good in terms of erosion, salinity, soil acidification and, in our pastoral sector, the health of the vegetation 
that supplies the fodder for sheep, goats or other produce.  

Hon Jim Chown: So one of the answers should be, I guess, the adoption of minimum tillage, which is currently 
practised out there, and also the adoption of GM plants, which enhance the viability of agriculture in this state. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Mr Deputy President.  

Hon Sue Ellery: You will get to make your speech. We are looking forward to it.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Col Holt): Members! Hon Giz Watson has the call.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: Thank you, Mr Deputy President. My only comment, and I am not seeking to entertain 
interjections in particular, is that I do not have any problem with minimum tillage. I think that is a very sensible 
process for reducing erosion and soil loss—there will be no arguments from me on that one. I am not going to 
debate the issue of genetically modified crops at this point in time because that is not what I am focusing on 
today. I am happy to have that debate at another time. I guess I am saying that our economy basically has a huge 
number of eggs in one basket in terms of the emphasis on the mining sector and the money that is generated from 
there. At the same time, we have an agricultural sector that is largely export dependent—about 80 per cent of 
broadacre agricultural produce is sold into the overseas market—and is subject to a whole lot of uncertainty. It is 
being supported by the environment of Western Australia, which is not in good health, not the least from 
previous agricultural clearing and production but also, to a large extent, ongoing agricultural practices.  

The other impact of having such a huge emphasis and reliance on the mining sector is the two-speed economy 
that results. My colleague Hon Alison Xamon spoke on this at some length so I will not go into that again, but in 
terms of the situation for Western Australians and others who are employed in the mining sector, things are 
pretty good and people are earning good money. There might be other ramifications, particularly from the 
choice, or lack of choice perhaps, of having fly in, fly out employees. That has ramifications for community 
cohesiveness and community health in some instances as well. I think we are yet to see how that will play out as 
an ongoing work pattern for a significant number of people in Western Australia. For those who are not 
employed in that sector, particularly those who are on low incomes or pensions or are unemployed, the fact that 
we have a critical shortage of housing in this state, whether it be private rental or affordable social housing, has 
enormous ramifications. I do not know whether members read a letter in today’s The West Australian from a 
pensioner who was describing how difficult it is to live on a pension. He was particularly emphasising some 
increased energy costs. There is no escaping the fact that we are developing an increased gap between those who 
are doing exceptionally well—probably better than almost anybody else on the planet in terms of income—and 
those who are doing it really tough, because they are in the same market as those people who are benefiting from 
the boom but they do not have the income to afford the rents and increased costs associated with the boom.  

The other issue I thought was very obvious in the structure of the budget was the strong emphasis on significant 
projects—what I would call icon projects—such as the Perth Waterfront project, with $167 million to be spent 
on that project in 2012–13. The Perth Waterfront remains a contentious issue. We have stated in this place our 
concerns about the development as it has been proposed. There is significant community unrest about what has 
been proposed. That is not to suggest that some change on the waterfront is not a good idea, but we are yet to be 
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convinced that the proposal on the table is one that should be supported. The $167 million in 2012–13 is to be 
used, interestingly enough, “to continue development of the inlet and public domain”. I am not quite sure what 
that means. I am not sure that dredging a hole in the foreshore is actually an inlet by any definition that I 
understand; nevertheless, that is what is stated in the budget papers. The project is estimated to cost $270 million 
in total. Then there is $85.1 million to be spent on the Perth rectangular stadium, another $375 million on Perth’s 
major stadium and $549 million on Perth Arena—the cost of that project just seems to continue to escalate. 
There is an emphasis on substantial icon buildings in the metropolitan area, whereas, as I have just said, we 
would argue that the money that is being used on these kinds of projects would be much better spent on 
providing adequate social housing and addressing issues such as mental health.  

I might talk a little about some of the concerns I am hearing in the south west with regard to the inadequacy of 
service provision. As much as I hear that people are appreciative that money has been spent from royalties for 
regions—credit where credit is due for that expenditure—that expenditure is, by and large, on infrastructure 
projects at this stage. The problem is that there are not the staff to provide the services to that community. I am 
thinking of aged care, in particular. There is a huge growing concern in the south west towns that as people age, 
they are not able to age in their own community; they are limited in their choices and have to look at aged-care 
facilities in the major regional centres. There is a lack of choice in that regard. The issue of mental health 
services comes up regularly. I acknowledge that the minister is doing a good job in this area, but there is still a 
lack of service provision in the rural areas of Western Australia. I pass on the feedback I get when I talk to 
people in country areas. In our view, more of the budget should be directed towards the provision of those 
services.  

Not surprisingly, the provision of public transport in rural areas is wholly inadequate. Interestingly enough—
Hon Robyn McSweeney might remember this—a forum was held in Albany recently that canvassed community 
input on some of the limitations of employment and other service provisions in that region. One of the concerns, 
for example, was that people who live in Mt Barker cannot get to Albany on a bus because the bus service is 
minimal. I think there is only one bus a day. If people need to go to Albany for business, a job interview or 
hospital treatment, they have to rely on a private car, so when we are looking to expand public transport options, 
there is a big plea from a number of these rural centres to receive better bus services. That is not in this budget.  

Hon Robyn McSweeney: I guess in some measure the $500 fuel card for our older residents is going a long way 
to address that.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: That is something I know is welcome. My parents say that they really appreciate having a 
fuel card, but the concern was coming from younger people who are on very limited incomes and have limited 
options for employment. This is an issue throughout the south west. Young people who would like to find 
meaningful and productive work in their local area are often faced with very limited options in their own area, 
but they can work in the mines. That suits only some people. We need to look at creating meaningful and diverse 
work in the regions so that we can maintain those regional communities. The fly in, fly out option or moving 
north to work does not necessarily suit everyone. We ought to use the benefits of the one-off profits we get from 
extracting minerals and put that back into regional jobs. This budget does not offer that kind of investment.  

I want to talk a little bit about what this budget does or does not do in providing the money to run the 
Department of Environment and Conservation. It was interesting to note the comments made in a media release 
from the Community and Public Sector Union dated 17 May this year entitled “DEC budget is all smoke and 
mirrors”. The union was quite critical when it stated — 

The Barnett Government’s new fire preparedness program at the Department of Environment and 
Conservation is all smoke and mirrors according to the Community and Public Sector Union/Civil 
Service Association. 

Money for the program is being siphoned from the government’s across-the-board cutbacks which 
means a lot of work conducted by DEC staff may not get done. 

“Staff are already at flashpoint with the lack of support they are receiving from the Barnett Government 
and this latest announcement will just add to their strain,” CPSU/CSA Branch Secretary Toni 
Walkington said. 
“It’s a robbing Peter to pay Paul exercise.” 

The State will put $26.583million into the program between now and 2015–16 but at the same time it 
will strip $25.784million from DEC’s bottom line under the guise of an efficiency dividend. 

On top of that the $300million Savings Across Government plan will take a further $753,000 from the 
department’s coffers over the next four years. 
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“Given the total outgoing figure is $26,537,000 the total increase over four years is a paltry $46,000 
which is nothing to get excited about.”  

Having spent some time in the south west of Western Australia, I reiterate those concerns about the morale in the 
Department of Environment and Conservation; it is as low as I have ever seen it. People are really stretched in 
their efforts to do the tasks they are expected to do within the department. People who work in the conservation 
area are telling me that programs such as endangered species recovery and rare and endangered fauna are heavily 
reliant on grants and funding, often from the commonwealth government, which is unpredictable and for limited 
periods. A lot of people are therefore in very uncertain positions because they might receive funding for 12 
months or a bit longer and then the funding will run out and the person will not have a job. It is a department that 
is feeling an enormous amount of strain. The budget injected money into this department but that money was for 
fire preparedness. I think it was about an additional $30 million specifically to deal with fire preparedness, which 
is earmarked to create additional full-time employees to work in that area. It is not surprising, I guess, that the 
government wants to respond by injecting money into fire preparedness in the light of some very significant 
bushfires recently, some of which were DEC prescribed burns that got out of hand, such as the one at Margaret 
River. The concern is—I have heard this concern from people within DEC, as well as others—that there will be a 
renewed energetic push to simply burn large areas of state forest and national parks and reserves. This burning is 
to an arbitrary target of 200 000 hectares a year. I am not sure why that figure has been arrived at. 
I think it is time we take a long, hard look at our relationship with fire and the impact of fire on forest 
ecosystems, and, indeed, the impact of communities living in areas that are fire prone. Of course there is always 
a tension when people choose to live, and are continuing to choose to live, in areas that are at risk from 
bushfires. I know, as a person who lives in the country—Hon Robyn McSweeney is nodding—that when we 
make these choices, there is a responsibility on us, as landowners, to be as prepared as we can be on our own 
properties, and to keep the fuel loads down and to be responsible about how close vegetation is to the buildings 
that we are not willing to sacrifice to a fire when it comes through—because it is usually not if it comes through; 
it is when it comes through. We need to take a long, hard look at whether more areas need to be declared as areas 
in which it is not appropriate to build. I can think of some places in which planning has allowed houses to be 
built in very high-risk forested areas. After the recent fires in Margaret River, the decision was made that there 
would be no more prescribed burning within five kilometres of a town. I understand why that decision was 
made. It was because the people in towns such as Margaret River were concerned about the risk of fire. But if the 
purpose of prescribed burning—or fuel reduction burning, as it is called—is to protect the towns and the 
settlements, the bush that is within five kilometres of the town is exactly what we do need to burn, not the bush 
that is not in that five-kilometre zone. What we should be trying to do is provide buffers around human 
settlements to reduce the risk of fire. To simply raze—that is, burn—the rest of the state forests and national 
parks and reserves, on the premise that that is being done to protect communities, is the wrong thing to do, 
because it will not make any difference. We need to look at other ways of protecting these communities. I would 
suggest that low fuel zones around towns is exactly what we want, whether that is achieved by burning or 
thinning or whatever. To simply apply a broadbrush prescription of burning significant parts of state forest has 
huge impacts on the ecology of those ecosystems. It also has huge impacts at a time when there is reduced 
rainfall. Regardless of whether people have finally acknowledged that that is due to human-induced climate 
change, or whether people think it is just bad seasons, there is no escaping the fact that rainfall levels have 
changed dramatically. Again, I am thinking of Hon Robyn McSweeney’s area around Bridgetown, which has 
had historic dry conditions, and that is impacting on the health of the forest ecosystems. What will happen if we 
continue to apply a prescription of burning broadscale areas of forest is that we will have increased weed 
infestation and increased understorey, which make the forests more fire prone.   

There needs to be a vigorous, and frank and honest, discussion about how, and for what values and for what 
outcomes, we are managing our south west ecosystems. If we are applying a management prescription that is 
only about protecting human life, we would raze the whole lot, and we would live in a park. That would 
probably make us safe from bushfires, but it is not actually an answer, I am sure, that would be acceptable to 
anyone. I am not suggesting that fire does not play a role in forest management; in fact, I think it does. But the 
prescription that is applied, partly for economic reasons, interestingly enough, is having a significant impact on 
the biodiversity of the south west of this state. It is not mosaic burning, as the Aboriginal people used to do in 
this state. The Aboriginal people never actually had access to incendiary bombs and fixed-wing aircraft to drop 
those incendiaries from. So any suggestion that it is mimicking Aboriginal fire management of the landscape is 
not correct. 

The reason that I raise this matter in relation to the budget is that it is apparent from questions that I have been 
asking in this place that a significant proportion of the budget of the Department of Environment and 
Conservation goes to not only prescribed burning, but also managing wildfires and escaped fires from its own 
prescribed burning programs, and fire management in the south west. So it is not surprising that in this budget 
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the money that is provided to DEC is going into this area. An enormous amount of state resources is going into 
not only burning programs, but also the overtime and extra resources that are required to fight fires in the south 
west. I realise that we need to put money into that. But that should not be at the expense of DEC’s other 
functions, such as looking after the conservation values of the south west and being able to adequately monitor 
and police environmental regulations. That is where the resources of the department are being depleted.  
The resources of the department are being depleted because of the mining boom. We know from questions that 
were put and answered in the recent budget estimates that DEC is struggling to keep its senior officers because 
they are constantly being headhunted by the mining sector. There is nothing to stop the mining sector from doing 
that. But particularly in the area of the regulation and monitoring of environmental conditions and licence 
conditions in the mining sector, senior personnel in the department can get a much higher salary if they work for 
the mining companies. Therefore, there is a constant need to train up new people to replace those officers. That 
is a benefit to the private sector, but it is a cost to the state to provide the training and skilling-up that needs to be 
put into those officers. One way to solve that problem would be to pay the DEC officers more so that their 
salaries were more competitive with those in the private sector. I understand from the estimates hearings that that 
is not likely to happen. But I would argue that the loss of expertise and knowledge from the department is a 
significant drain on the state coffers, and it does need to be addressed. It was interesting to note that the director 
general of the department said that the people who do stay on and have a long period of employment in DEC 
often do that not for financial outcomes, but because they have a strong commitment to environmental 
protection. That is excellent. But it needs to be noted that there is a huge disparity between what those people 
can earn in the private sector and what they earn working for DEC.  
I want to talk next about the budget spend in the area of transport. Of course, not surprisingly, and as is usually 
the case in state budgets, a huge amount of money is going into roads and road construction. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 
Hon GIZ WATSON: I have a few more issues I want to raise in the few minutes I have left.  

Before lunch I was just starting to talk about the significant amount of dollars being put into roads. It seems to be 
standard that governments of both persuasions pour huge amounts of money into more bitumen. As much as the 
Greens (WA) acknowledge that roads play an important role in our transport system, we should look at the 
proportion of money put into road and freeway construction, as opposed to alternative, more sustainable means 
of transport—for example, the rail system and the proposed light rail system. The Greens are very pleased to see 
that the proposed light rail system is now on the radar of this government; this government is to be congratulated 
for that. I note, significantly, that the Greens first mooted and had plans for a light rail system for Perth, and we 
have been promoting it for a quite a number of years. We are pleased that the plans for a light rail system are 
beginning to get some traction, but our concern is that the actual expenditure and planning for a light rail system 
is still way off into the future. Historically, we know that if freeways are widened or more freeways are built in 
Perth, they simply get filled up with cars. We need to be investing now, rather than some time in the future, in 
alternatives for people to get out of their cars and onto public transport, and having a light rail system that would 
link into the existing main rail system is the way to do that. I noted with interest Hon Alyssa Hayden’s 
contribution about the public transport from Ellenbrook, which is a relatively distant suburb for people trying to 
get to the centre of Perth. From the feedback I have received, I know that for young people in particular the lack 
of public transport from areas such as Ellenbrook is a significant impediment to them not only getting to work, 
but also accessing services and socialising. We would suggest that light rail links are the way to go, while 
recognising that some flexibility is provided by the bus service, which also needs to be supported.  

The other area that I was looking for in the transport budget was funding for the cycle network around the state. 
Again, I acknowledge that this government has put a chunk of money into the cycle network, which is welcome. 
Just recently I attended a Perth community workshop on the cycle network to hear the community expectations 
around the expansion of the network and the infilling of the missing links in the existing cycle system. There was 
strong agreement with the government’s plans, but there was a concern that most of the funding will come later 
down the track. As much as the increased funding is welcomed, it is minuscule expenditure compared with the 
amount of money going into building more freeways and road networks. There is a very strong message from 
people who use cycling not only as a recreational activity—which is great—but also as a genuine alternative to 
getting in their car to commute: the existing network, and indeed the push to make key routes in and out of the 
city cycle-friendly, is not being adequately funded by any stretch of the imagination. A significant proportion of 
the money spent on transport needs to be injected into providing for those members of the community who are 
really keen to cycle for all the health and environmental benefits, but who are unwilling or reluctant to because 
of the lack of safe roads and cyclepaths. 

The next point I want to touch on is the budget allocation for the Swan River. An item in the budget paper 
indicates that the Swan River will receive an addition $1 million to continue the development of intervention 
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systems, an additional $1 million to upgrade two existing oxygenation plants, and $1 million for a new 
oxygenation plant. All of these relatively small injections of funds, I am sure, are welcome, but they are all 
technical, engineering, end-of-pipe kind of solutions for what is, in essence, a land management issue. It is 
indeed this government’s failure to address the issue of fertiliser use in the catchment that means we are fiddling 
around at the end with all sorts of engineering solutions such as oxygenation and introducing a new oxygenation 
plant. It really is a sign of how badly we are failing in looking after the health of the river. If we are resorting to 
spending millions of dollars in oxygenation, it means we are not dealing with the fundamental question of 
nutrient run-off coming into the system. If this trend continues, we will be wasting money by pumping oxygen 
into a system that is fundamentally broken, which is a sign of desperation. We really need to put money into the 
catchment and slow-release fertilisers, which this government has shied away from. We will not fix it by 
building new oxygenation plants.  
The next issue I wanted to raise was the item in the budget that indicates that $2 million will be provided to 
complete the development and implementation of the biodiversity and cultural conservation strategy for the 
Great Western Woodlands. Again, I recognise that this government has supported the Great Western Woodlands 
initiative, and it should be acknowledged and thanked for that. But my concern with the Great Western 
Woodlands and where we are heading with the current strategy is that although some amount of money is going 
into the conservation strategy for this significant area of woodland, which is world-class and deserving of a high 
level of protection and conservation management, at the same time money is being allocated to things like 
barrier fences. I talked particularly about the barrier fence that has been approved, as I understand, by this 
government to enclose an area north of Esperance. I had a briefing on this in the last couple of weeks. It seems to 
me that there is a policy clash here. On the one hand, the government is supporting the Great Western 
Woodlands initiative, but, on the other hand, it wants to support the building of a barrier fence that would be in 
effect not just a barrier to the wild dogs that it is intended to exclude from the agricultural area, but also a barrier 
to a significant number of native animals—kangaroos, emus, dingos and other even smaller native animal 
species. If we wanted to have one thing that was the antithesis of a conservation initiative that is all about 
connectivity and recognising the need to manage large areas for conservation outcomes, putting a barrier fence 
through the southern part of this Great Western Woodlands will be that absolute antithesis. It will create a 
biological isolation for any parts of that Great Western Woodlands that are bisected by a barrier fence. That is 
exactly what barrier fences are meant to do. I would encourage the government to think again about the 
enormous amount of money that will go into this barrier fence. I believe that $15 million has already been spent 
on materials to create it. I am not sure where the materials reside, because I do not think any of the fences have 
been put up yet. I assume there is a great warehouse somewhere down near Esperance containing all the 
materials that have already been purchased. There needs to be a rethink about the best tools available for 
managing and reducing the impact of wild dogs, such as more doggers and other approaches instead of putting a 
barrier fence through an extraordinary area of remnant woodland.  
I have to also express our disappointment at some of the initiatives the Department of Environment and 
Conservation has been taking in the Great Western Woodlands, including a significant amount of bulldozing of 
tracks and of burning. Indeed, I have been asking some questions in the house about that. None of those 
expenditures, in our view, is doing anything to enhance the biodiversity and cultural diversity of the Great 
Western Woodlands. I think I have only 30 seconds left, so I will not start on another topic. Thank you, Mr 
Deputy President. 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Ken Baston. 
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