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PREMIER’S STATEMENT 
Consideration 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
MR T.J. HEALY (Southern River) [2.59 pm]: I seek to continue my remarks on the Premier’s Statement. 
Members of the Legislative Assembly, I am very, very proud to be a member of this McGowan Labor government 
that is delivering on key election commitments and getting on with the job going into its second year. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms S.E. Winton): Members; thank you. I am having trouble hearing. 
Mr T.J. HEALY: As I said, Acting Speaker, we are delivering on our commitments, we are repairing the budget 
and we are governing for all regions and for all citizens in Western Australia. I have spoken about the awesome 
things happening in my electorate. I have discussed education, jobs, health and road and rail infrastructure; I now 
seek to talk about police and community safety. A big election commitment delivered in my community was the 
extension of the Canning Vale Police Station’s hours from 4.00 pm to 7.00 pm. That was greeted wonderfully by 
my community. It is a wonderful example. The extension of Armadale Police Station’s hours to become 
a 24/7 station was also very, very well received. The advancement of our methamphetamine action plan to deal 
with the scourge of methamphetamine use has also been greatly welcomed. Later this year, part of Hakea Prison 
at Canning Vale will provide more than 200 beds to deal with male meth addicts, the Murdoch facility will have 
over 100 beds for females and dedicated officers will deal with the meth action plan. Actually doing something on 
this issue has been warmly received by the community. The Target 120 program deals with the causes of crime. It 
targets the families who are in a situation in which they are, unfortunately, very much involved with a number of 
different aspects of the community, the police force and health services; it is brilliant. 
Dealing with sport, with my colleague the member for Thornlie, I was very proud to ensure that Gosnells Cricket 
Club will receive $150 000 towards its new indoor facility. The Minister for Planning was able to work with our 
local council to unlock Charles Hook Park in Huntingdale, which had been lost in bureaucracy and planning for 
many, many years. The plan for the park can now proceed because the state government was able to talk with the 
local government. There will be a fantastic new facility for my community. Also in sport, I badgered for my own 
bikes program—greatly stolen from the member for Warnbro—with individual bikes being put into each and every 
school using donations from my electorate allowance, supported by Dale, who is the owner of Bike Force Southern 
River. Again, it is all about local jobs, and we have received wonderful feedback on that at local presentations in 
my school communities. 
Within sport, I turn to the Optus Stadium. It is fantastic that this government was able to solve the mess. I reiterate: 
this is going to be a positive, forward-looking speech, Acting Speaker. I have no need to bag the previous 
government; I am so happy with what we have done in the last year that I will talk about our way forward. The 
Swan River footbridge is being produced here and the employment of local people and local companies means 
that you and I, and our communities, will actually get work on this bridge, which is a magnificent piece of 
architecture and infrastructure that will assist people to get to the new stadium. I also commend the government 
for ensuring that local beer will be drunk at the stadium. I am not sure that that would have necessarily been done 
by the previous government. I am sure that the member for Bicton is very happy that it is a local business in her 
electorate. At the stadium open day, the community took ownership of and was involved in that stadium, and that 
was fantastic. People still raise with me how very impressed they were with our election promise to make the 
Dennis Cometti Media Centre. It was one of our 200 fresh ideas. I think it was number 200. It was very, very 
popular at the stadium. 
In terms of tourism, the change in mixed martial arts is significant. I commend Minister Murray for his edict that 
turned that around. I was on the front page of my local paper with Daniel Jones from my local community. He is 
an athlete, a local trainer and an MMA fighter. He had to fly over east to compete. His career options have changed 
because we put local jobs first. A slight diversion: I remember that the shadow Minister for Sport and Recreation 
opposed the change in mixed martial arts, but it is great that, obviously, on Rottnest he also exercised his own 
mixed martial arts facility. It is great to see that he is now on board. I understand from the Minister for Tourism 
that 4 000 people flew in for the recent Ultimate Fighting Championship fight. Significant advertising, 
accommodation and tourism opportunities have come from us overturning the silly ban on MMA. My colleague 
the Minister for Tourism often tells me that there are now more direct flights to and from Asia, and that cruise 
ships are being targeted to facilitate their interaction with industry. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr T.J. HEALY: My mother loves her cruise ships and tours. I understand that we will be dredging the Broome 
port soon, or later this year; it is subject to environmental approvals. My mother will certainly be happy that she 
will have further cruise opportunities. Of course, the biggest and one of the most significant tourism 
opportunities—the brainchild of the Minister for Tourism—was the Federer–quokka selfie. It seems to be one of 
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the most well received achievements of this government. It shows a wonderful Perth location, and that was 
advertised to millions upon millions of people. 
In terms of transparency, as a former local government councillor, I commend the Premier for announcing that we 
will introduce the local government amendment, suspension and dismissal bill later this year. I think this will be 
a fantastic opportunity to deal with councillors and mayors who break the rules and do not do the correct thing. 
Freezing politicians’ pay demonstrates that we all need to share the burden, and the fact that we have done that 
together is significant. It is not the easiest thing for us to do, but it is important if senior public servants and 
politicians are serious about budget reform. We have put this in legislation and directed the departments to do it. 
In the first half of my speech I mentioned that I am very proud of this government’s record on governing for the 
regional and urban areas. I said earlier that the National Party’s role or narrative is about trying to cause this divide. 
I genuinely do not believe there is a divide. I get that there are benefits of that political narrative. 
Mr R.S. Love interjected. 
Mr T.J. HEALY: It will certainly win you seats, but I want to talk about the fact that we are together. Member 
for Moore, we are one big family here in this state. We are the country and the city, and we rely on each other and 
cannot be separate from each other. This government and this Premier understand that. 
National and Liberal Party members opposite have targeted a couple of programs, which is certainly unfortunate. 
I want to talk about a number of programs operating in the regions. I mentioned that dredging will take place in 
Broome harbour in the Kimberley. Work is progressing on the Marble Bar Road realignment, which is a significant 
project. Sealing the Karratha–Tom Price road and the Broome–Cape Leveque Road, the completion in 2018 of the 
South Coast Highway upgrade and stage 2 of the Margaret River perimeter road are important projects that we did 
not cease or cut but are funding and supporting. These are important projects. 
Opposition members’ constituents—they are not ours; they will be all of ours—will utilise medihotels that will 
help residents in urban and regional areas access health care. This is part of the narrative of the beautiful, wonderful 
things that our government is doing to govern for all Western Australians, no matter where they live. 
Local content officers are close to my heart in terms of schools. Local content officers in every regional 
development commission will mean more local and regional jobs. The TAFE campuses in Esperance and Collie 
will have significant investment. It was announced recently that we will make sure that significant numbers of 
female Indigenous rangers are available in our regions. These are local jobs. There is the banning of fracking in 
the south west and the statewide moratorium on fracking, the 20 per cent increase in regional road funding, the 
inquiry into regional airfares, which is another one of our election commitments that has been delivered, and 
funding for the south west RAC rescue chopper secured by this government, which was not done before. 

Regional mental health is also a focus. The step-up, step-down program in Albany will be followed by facilities in 
Bunbury, Broome, Karratha and Kalgoorlie. It is important that these things take place. The royalties for regions 
program is retained, as we promised, with a focus, however, on dangerous regional roads, not on random napkin 
plans that do not make sense. Independent learning coordinators will be brought into 10 regional secondary schools 
for years 11 and 12 classes, which is very significant. The one-to-one, in-class support will change lives. It is 
another important thing that this very region-focused Labor government is doing. This Labor government has the 
largest number of regional members of Parliament. We have said before that we will continue to represent and 
deliver for our regions, and I commend the McGowan government for that. 

I have also spoken about the jobs that have been delivered in my community, and I want to expand on that, because 
it sounds a bit like a sound bite, but it is not. Jobs in my community mean skills, trades and opportunities to break 
out of the cycle of poverty. They also mean breaking out of certain cycles of domestic violence. When we have 
jobs, trades and skills that are linked to people, all members of our community get a leg-up. It is an aspirational 
item in line with the Liberal Party philosophy; it is certainly in line with Labor Party philosophy. The delivery of 
40 000 jobs across our communities, including mine, has been significant. That provision of jobs has already saved 
lives, and will continue to save lives. Although we have already created 40 000 new jobs, many more will be 
created, and many more lives will be affected. 

In conclusion, I commend the government on its first year, and I commend the Premier on his statement. I am 
already back at work with our team. I have mentioned the great achievements in education, schools, TAFE and 
health; public transport, with new trains, new roads and transport hubs; and community safety across the whole of 
Western Australia in both regions and urban areas. I also commend the achievements in shark deterrence, taxi 
reform, container deposit schemes, financial management counselling, the removal of the statute of limitations on 
child sexual abuse, expungement of historic homosexual convictions, the fact that we did not and will not sell 
Western Power, and considerable reform to address domestic violence. That is what Labor governments do 
and that is what this Western Australian government will continue to do. I am very proud to be part of the 
McGowan Labor government, and I commend the Premier’s comments. 
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MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands — Deputy Speaker) [3.12 pm]: It is nice to stand up and take the floor after such 
an inspirational speech from my colleague the member for Southern River. That was a very fine summation at the 
end. I probably will not need to repeat all of those many goals that we have kicked in government over the past 
12 months. I just want to make it a little bit personal for my electorate with a couple of issues that the member 
missed, which is not surprising since they are in my electorate and he probably did not know they were there. 
I understand from the announcement the other day by the Minister for Community Services about financial 
counselling services being funded by the McGowan Labor government, one of those is coming to my electorate 
and will be open soon in Collier Road. That will fill a huge gap. I am sure that over the past 12 months many 
members have scratched their heads wondering how to fill that gap when people desperately need help and advice 
about how to restructure their finances to find a clear way forward. That service simply has not been available, or 
has been very difficult to find. I am proud that this government has reinstated the funding for financial counselling 
in Western Australia. 

To the Minister for Water, how fabulous that we have seen a significant reduction in the number of people who 
find themselves on reduced water supplies. That is an amazing achievement that cannot be underestimated. I have 
very close personal experience of this, having in my former life run the Western Australian Council of Social 
Service for seven years. We had a consumer utilities project, the job of which was to work alongside the 
Water Corporation and attempt to get it to manage its outstanding payments and reduction policy differently. It 
was no mean feat, and I am very proud to be part of a government with a minister prepared to take a risk and push 
that. It will return dividends not just for the people who find themselves on a better payment plan, but also for the 
WA Labor government. That is what we do; we look after people. 

I had a lot of lobbying in my electorate about the Aurora Ranges. That is an outstanding achievement, and I thank 
Melissa Parke and Warwick Hemsley for the work they did in lobbying for that. It is a really sensible decision—
well done, Minister for Environment. We have a number of other commitments in my electorate. 

Mr R.S. Love interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms S.E. Winton): Member for Moore, thank you. She is not taking your interjections. 
You should know that; you are an Acting Speaker. Thank you. 

Ms L.L. BAKER: I am very proud that we have maintained a strong position on the shark policy that has just 
been the subject of questions, and I think that will bear dividends in the long run as well. 

I want to turn now to update members of this house, my constituents and stakeholders who are interested in these 
areas—there is an increasing number of them—on a couple of issues I have been working on for the past 
12 months, and intend to continue to prosecute very strongly over the next three years. The first, which we spoke 
about at the end of last year, is the stop puppy farming implementation group. The work has been done by 
a range of stakeholders, including the Australian Veterinary Association, the RSPCA, the Western Australian 
Local Government Association, the Shenton Park Dogs’ Refuge Home, the WA Rangers Association, the 
Department of Agriculture and Food, the Australian Federation of Working Dogs, Oscar’s Law, and Associate 
Professor Jenny Hood, who are helping us implement the policy. Members will remember that the key platforms 
in that policy are a centralised breeder registration database, sterilisation for dogs on that database that are not used 
for breeding, a proper education campaign to discourage people from buying puppies in the wrong places and 
encourage them to buy puppies from the right places, better breeder standards for dogs, and taking pet shops into 
the future with a sustainable business model around adoption centres, rather than selling puppies that might come 
from dubious places at the moment. We are working to release the implementation paper as soon as we can. 
Obviously, there is emerging science on many of these issues, so we want to make sure that it is peer reviewed 
and evidence based when that paper is released for public comment. It will be about how we intend to 
implement the McGowan government’s election commitment, which I am hoping will be during this year through 
a consultation process. 

My colleague the member for Thornlie mentioned consultation in his presentation earlier. I digress slightly to say 
that I remember very clearly his reference to a citizenship and civics focus that Geoff Gallop brought to the work 
of his government and this Parliament. Again in my role as the chief executive officer of WACOSS, I was one of 
the guest presenters in the forums that were run for directors general across the government. That was necessary 
because, for some reason or other, and I cannot work out why it is, when there is a change of government and 
a conservative government takes power, the public sector seems to completely forget how to talk to people. I cannot 
quite work out how that has happened. Like the member for Thornlie and other members of this house, I have been 
working really hard with the public sector and the very fine people employed there whom I have been privileged to 
be involved with to convince them that it is safe and meaningful to talk to people. I am really looking forward to 
seeing a better profile on and understanding of the difference between consultation, engagement and participation—
three critical principles for working with people, instead of excluding them from the conversation. I look forward 
to the future of this public service with those three key principles better enunciated and better enacted. 
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I return to my update on greyhounds. When the Minister for Racing and Gaming was appointed, he called me 
pretty quickly and asked what I thought the way forward was around improving the welfare of greyhounds in this 
state. We have a small industry in this state. My personal view is that that is okay. The party view and the 
government view is clearly that we have an industry and we have to make it best practice in welfare terms, and 
I am down with that. The director general of Racing and Wagering Western Australia, Richard Burt, has done 
a remarkable job so far in bringing the senior executive in racing and wagering together at the table for the first 
time ever with the charities and rehoming agencies that work to preserve the lives of greyhounds and make sure 
they are safe in the greyhound racing industry. That group of people has just started its work but with incredibly 
different ultimate missions. As I said earlier, the industry is clearly about sustaining the industry. The groups that 
I have worked with in the last 10 years have a view about not having an industry. To bring those two groups into 
the same room and get them focused and looking at welfare provisions across the whole life cycle of a greyhound 
is a really valuable task and it should not be underestimated how difficult it is to do that and, also, the possible 
benefits that we can bring. I note that in other states in Australia there are moves to get rid of the green collar 
program, and the muzzling has already gone. We have some amazing developments on the horizon around this 
industry. I am very proud to be able to tell members that for groups like the Western Australian Greyhound 
Breeders, Owners and Trainers Association, the chief executive officer of the RSPCA, senior staff in RWWA, the 
greyhound adoption program in RWWA, Free the Hounds, GreyhoundAngels of WA, Greyhound Adoptions WA 
and other groups who are keenly watching this space, we are working on this and we will be progressing what 
I hope are some significant changes to improve the lives of greyhounds. I am very proud of that work and I look 
forward to continuing it. 

The other issue I wanted to raise was the need for Western Australia to have an action plan around animal welfare 
rather than just stabbing at whatever we can to try to improve the wellbeing and care of animals in 
Western Australia. We need a very well-structured plan that prioritises particular areas that need work. The kind 
of premise that I would see or my vision around animal welfare—I do not think I have ever committed this to 
Hansard—is that we eventually live in a Western Australia that recognises the sentience of animals and treats 
them with care and respect. It is as simple as that. It is not a complex philosophy. The purpose around the work 
we do should be about ensuring continuous improvements to animal welfare and making sure that 
Western Australia is respected globally for its animal welfare priorities. Under that heading, if members are 
looking for a strategic plan, the key results areas would be the areas like policy and legal framework to safeguard 
and push animal welfare forward; collaboration across the animal welfare sector; education to increase knowledge 
and skills as well as compliance; and the fourth leg it would stand on would be efficient and effective compliance 
and enforcement. Bearing in mind that those things are central to having a good plan to improve the welfare of 
animals in this state, animal welfare is a very complex and evolving area and there are divisive views about it—
how to improve it and achieve good outcomes. I remind this house that community expectations are not only 
increasing, but also becoming very clear and vocal around the need to have far better protections for the creatures 
that we share this earth with. 

Last year the Minister for Agriculture and Food announced and held the first forum around reviewing the 
Animal Welfare Act. I thought that it would really be of benefit for me to say that this is something that I am very 
passionate about. Over 10 years I have collated quite an extensive list of ways in which we could improve animal 
welfare for the benefit of not only all stakeholders, but also the most important stakeholder in that forum: the 
animals themselves. Twelve months ago, when we started to look at what was being produced by various parts of 
agricultural and other groups on animal welfare from government, the stakeholder groups never mentioned 
animals, which I thought was kind of weird: “We are here to talk about agribusiness—absolutely we are. We are 
here to talk about the welfare and charity groups—absolutely. We are here to talk about the community.” But 
nowhere was there any mention of the fact that this is about animals and improving their welfare. We need to focus 
more clearly on that and the way forward and we need to engage with all stakeholders, including, if we can, the 
experts who give us advice on what good animal welfare is all about. Within the legal community I often hear that 
the punishment for abuse, cruelty and torture around animal welfare is not sufficient and the penalties are not 
enough. I am not convinced that that is the case and I stand to be corrected. I know that many of my support group 
would be horrified to hear me say that, but let me explain. We have the strongest animal welfare penalties in 
Australian legislation at the moment. The penalty is $50 000 and five years’ jail, which is stronger than other 
penalty in the criminal law act. What we do not have is a judiciary that is necessarily applying those penalties in 
the way that consumers, customers and the community in general want and indeed expect them to be applied, and 
who should be able to demand that they are better applied. We need to consult better with our legal community 
and, of course, with the public as well as stakeholders. All those things need to be considered. 

If we had an independent voice around this area—one that is not captured by the industry, charities or any of the 
very polarised groups in this space—we would have a better way forward. We have would have a science-based 
and evidence-based way of planning how to improve the lives of animals in this state. We need an independent 
office of animal welfare. Indeed, the Labor Party has that in its policy platform at a state level. It has not yet been 
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enacted in government, but I am still hopeful. As part of this review, I will be pushing very hard to make sure that 
we look at independence in the administration of animal welfare, free from vested interest, carried out in a calm 
manner and properly based on evidence. Out of that we need an action plan around animal welfare, and that would 
be the job of that independent voice to prioritise where we should be looking, how we should be focusing and what 
we should be commissioning independent research on and by whom. We have a problem in that if industry funds 
it, it gets labelled with industry. If the welfare groups fund it, it gets labelled with welfare. None of that should 
stop the improvement of animal welfare standards; it should all contribute to an independent voice. We need an 
independent body to report directly to this Parliament on the status of animal welfare in Western Australia, how 
effectively we are complying with the laws in place and how effectively we are delivering on enforcing the 
provisions of any act around animal welfare. I look forward to participating more in the review of the 
Animal Welfare Act over the next 12 months and I will be encouraging stakeholders, from wherever they come, 
to put their positions forward on that. 

The next subject I would like to comment on also comes from my work with animal welfare groups. I want to 
pursue the issue of cats a bit. I can hear the sighs and nods of agreement echoing across the chamber! Yesterday 
I received a copy of a media statement from Cat Haven. Those who know Cat Haven will acknowledge the good 
work it does. I want to put a bit of this on record because it leads into some other comments I am going to make 
in a minute. Cat Haven rescued 1 865 more cats last year than it has in the previous seven years. The shelter took 
in a whopping 8 436 cats in 2017 and managed to find homes for 13 per cent more cats than it has in the past, and 
its euthanasia rate came down to a very low 12.5 per cent. I know it would prefer to see that rate at zero, but it is 
working towards that. I am going to quote from some of this media release, dated 15 February 2018, so that it can 
go in Hansard. It states, in part — 

“The number of cats coming in from Council Rangers across the metro area is the same as last year, 
indicating that the Cat Laws are holding steady. Much of the increase is due to ‘owner surrenders’ with 
1000 more cats being handed in 2017 … 

Cat Haven says that that is desperately stretching its funding and resourcing for trying to re-home these animals. 
The media statement continues — 

“Of the thousands of ‘owned cats’ surrendered to Cat Haven in person, the main reason given by well 
over 900 people is economic hardship or moving interstate or overseas. There is doubling of the figures 
of those who are homeless and can no longer keep a cat and an increase in the number of people forced 
to give up their cat due to moving to a place where pets aren’t allowed like nursing homes or some 
apartments, which is very distressing for them.” 

I fail to see how we could possibly justify someone who has to move into a nursing home being forced to leave 
their family member behind or having to turn them over to an animal shelter. In this day and age, it beggars belief 
that we still accept that those kinds of exclusions. The media release continues — 

Since the Cat Act came into effect in WA in 2013, it is law that all cats over 6 months old must be sterilized, 
microchipped and registered with the local Council. Cat Haven will push for a reinforcement of the law 
with a public awareness campaign by local Government, subsidized cat sterilization and a moratorium on 
cat registrations to try to reinvigorate the Cat Act and encourage responsible pet ownership. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms L.L. BAKER: Almost every month I am contacted by a number of groups that work in the cat rescue area. 
One in particular works with the Animal Protection Society of WA Inc, HAART Animal Rescue, SAFE Perth, 
WA Pet Project, Saving Animals Matters, 9 Lives Cat Rescue, Pound Rescue and Perth Rescue Angels. It has an 
op shop which provides free “snip and chip”; that is, it does free sterilisation and microchipping. It has done that 
for 400 cats over the last 12 months, free for people who cannot afford it, and it emails me on a regular basis to 
update me on the problems it is having. There are literally hundreds of people trying to get access to their free snip 
and chip program and it would be very, very beneficial if local councils thought about a moratorium and supporting 
or subsidising the sterilisation of cats. 

When the previous Liberal–National government brought in the Cat Act in 2011, it was meant to reduce the number 
of unplanned litters and euthanasia rates and increase rehoming ratios. I would argue that we are actually not seeing 
that happen and I think one of the major reasons is that local governments do not have the resourcing or enough 
focus on this act, and they need to. 

I now want to talk about an issue that is probably a little different from what I would normally speak about, but it 
is still related to the same subject matter, and that is food security. Something that I have seen emerging in global 
discussions more than ever before is the case for pursuing “clean meat” research and development. If members 
have not heard that term, I will give them a bit of a precis on what clean meat is. I refer to a document released by 
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a company called The Good Food Institute, whose by-line is “Creating a healthy, humane, and sustainable food 
supply”. The document states — 

In March 2017, the National Academy of Sciences released a report, “Preparing for Future Products of 
Biotechnology.” 

This is directly about agribusiness and the things we should be looking at in the very near future. It continues — 

The report, which was researched and written by more than a dozen top scientists and peer reviewed by 
an additional 17, was produced at the request of the White House with a focus on identifying the products 
that are likely to be produced by biotechnology in the next 10 years. In the report, clean meat is flagged 
as an area of high growth potential. 

While the plant-based meat sector continues to make impressive strides toward parity with conventional 
meat in taste and texture, clean meat allows consumers to maintain their dietary preferences for animal 
meat while removing many of the inefficiencies and harms of current meat production. Clean meat 
production requires far less land and water than conventional meat, will produce exponentially less 
climate change, and eliminates the severe environmental repercussions of animal waste and 
contamination via runoff. It also requires no antibiotics, produces no bacterial contamination, and will 
not harm animals. 

The science is emerging; I have heard that there may be issues that need to be ironed out. I suspect that is why 
Richard Branson and Bill Gates have just invested in a $22 million float for one of the companies investigating 
this in the US. This is a big growth area; do not underestimate it. In terms of food security, it is going to be vital 
for the future. Plant-based meat alternatives are not as good as they should be for people who for cultural or 
whatever other reasons want to continue eating meat. This takes a cell from the feather of a chicken and develops 
chicken meat. Nothing has to die and nothing has to be locked in a cage area smaller than an A4 page. Nothing 
has to be intensively farmed, such as 8 000 cows in one shed. Nothing has to be done that is increasingly subject 
to public scrutiny and coming out on the bad side of the agenda. 

There is a great deal available that can be offered if we just take the advice of Winston Churchill who, in an opinion 
piece by Michael Pellman Rowland published in Forbes on 12 June 2017, is attributed as having stated an 
unbelievably accurate vision for clean meat. He was a bit off in his timing—a bit like Nostradamus, I guess—and 
a few decades late, but he is quoted as having said, in 1931 — 

‘We shall escape the absurdity of growing a whole chicken in order to eat the breast or wing, by growing 
these parts separately under a suitable medium’ 

He said that in 1931 and we are only now starting to see clean meat being produced and engineered so that it is 
acceptable to the public. It is a bit of a stretch. If members have not heard of this concept, eating something that is 
grown in a laboratory might sound strange, but I can tell members that compared with eating a chicken that has 
been developed to four times its normal body weight and is full of antibiotics and other unspeakable things, it is 
not a big stretch. This meat will not be developed at the cost of the loss of environment or any kind of degradation. 
It is a good concept and we need to look at why we need it. 

Mr D.R. Michael: Not to mention no male chicks. 

Ms L.L. BAKER: No male chicks are destroyed, yes. 

Oxford University, Chatham House and other groups have been investigating this in recent years and have come 
out with some statements. I will put this on the record. A 2015 report by a Chatham House think tank found that 
global consumption of meat was already at unhealthy levels and set to rise by more than 75 per cent by 2050. 
Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development figures show that global meat production is projected 
to be 16 per cent higher in 2025 than it was between 2013 and 2015. Meat consumption has skyrocketed, if we 
believe David Simon, who was here last year with the Voiceless crew to lecture about his book Meatonomics.  

David Simon says that the reason consumption has skyrocketed is that the system of government subsidies, 
legislation and regulation is allowing animal food producers to keep output high and retail prices artificially low. 
He says also that if the industry was forced to cover its real costs instead of imposing them on taxpayers, animals 
and the environment, a $US4 Big Mac would cost about $US11. I have never bought a Big Mac. Does it cost $5 or 
something like that? The cost would triple to $15 if it truly reflected the environmental impact of getting that 
Big Mac onto the shelves. 

This might be controversial or difficult for people to understand, but it is part of the future. I am happy to be part 
of this Parliament and to have the opportunity to put this kind of development on the record. If we are serious 
about building agribusiness that will be sustainable and commercial into the next 30 years, these are the kinds of 
alternatives we should be looking at. Rather than inviting onto our shores foreign investment in intensive farming, 
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we should be inviting them to investigate these biotechnologies. We are starting to see jobs emerge in this industry. 
I have pulled from the internet job advertisements from the company Memphis Meats for a graphic designer, 
business development associate, fibre scientist, materials research scientist and research associate. 

Clean meat is the way of the future. As a society, we should be investigating it and encouraging research into this 
area. It will create a safe future for our farmers and agribusiness and make things a lot better in this world for 
climate change and for animal welfare. 

MR R.S. LOVE (Moore) [3.42 pm]: I would like to make a contribution to the debate on the Premier’s Statement. 
I will kick off by saying that in my electorate, a lot of animals are grown for meat production. That is a vital 
industry. I do not think we will see the cessation of that industry any time soon to be replaced by test tubes. I do 
not discount what the member for Maylands has said, because advances in science tend to come along before we 
realise it. The basis of those advances in science is protein, and that will most likely be grown on a broadscale 
agricultural basis. Therefore, that will not be the end of the industry but rather a change in the industry. Change is 
a constant in agriculture. In the electorate of Moore, the face of agriculture is constantly changing. There is 
certainly a move to more intensive agriculture. The member for Maylands may be sad to know that there are many 
egg and chicken farms in the electorate of Moore. I am not sad about that. I think it is wonderful and exciting. 
Large-scale piggeries are also coming into that area. There is also the development of quite an extensive 
horticultural industry, especially in the Shires of Dandaragan and Gingin, with the growing of oranges, potatoes, 
lettuce and other crops. 

I want to mention some other industries that are important in my area and that I hope will continue to prosper so 
that people will understand that the area is quite diverse. There is a significant mining sector with Karara Mining 
Ltd to the east on the banded iron formations. The announcement that the Blue Hills mine will still go ahead, 
thankfully, despite the terrible decision about the Helena and Aurora Ranges, which will lead to the loss of jobs in 
the industry — 

Mr C.J. Tallentire interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms S.E. Winton): Thank you, member! 

Mr R.S. LOVE: Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker, for your protection from the recalcitrant member for Gosnells. 

The very important industry of iron ore mining on banded iron formations in the east of my electorate will continue, 
and hopefully that will continue to feed jobs in the midwest. That is linked through to the member for Geraldton, 
who is not here today, whose electorate shares in that, with Geraldton being the port for the export of that iron ore. 
We are also seeing the development of new mineral sands mines in Dongara and Cataby. Some quite large-scale 
manufacturing is taking place in the lower part of my electorate, with companies such as Aussie Modular Solutions 
in Muchea; Dongara Marine in Dongara, which is doing a very good job in building high-class, large-scale boats 
in that regional centre; and Nufab Industries Pty Ltd, which is providing farmers with purpose-built equipment for 
their needs. Those types of industries are very important. 

Muchea saleyards has been mentioned already today. A plan has been mooted by the current Minister for Agriculture 
and Food to sell Muchea saleyards to help fund the redevelopment of some cattle saleyards at Boyanup. I would 
caution against that, because attached to Muchea saleyards is quite a large area of land. That land was always 
intended to be sold to contribute to the development of what is known as the Muchea employment node. That is 
a large-scale industrial area just to the north of the metropolitan area, where NorthLink WA terminates at Muchea. 
It sits alongside Great Northern Highway, which has been the beneficiary of several hundreds of millions of dollars 
of investment by the federal government and the former state government. There is also the potential of a future 
Bindoon bypass. That is currently being scoped up, the land is being purchased and environmental reports are being 
done. However, there are some issues with that. I am dealing with a number of landowners around Bindoon who 
are concerned about their circumstances and the purchase of land and the siting of a major highway in what was 
a quiet rural setting. It will no doubt have a great effect on people’s lives. I have raised a grievance in this place 
about a family who had just completed building their house when their property was lucky enough to be selected 
for the Bindoon bypass and they had to sell their brand-new house to the government. That family has been in limbo 
for quite some time while the negotiations are taking place. I hope the government will treat those constituents fairly 
and will deal out the financial compensation swiftly, because it is a great concern for the families who have been 
put in that situation. I will continue to advocate for those people to ensure that their situation is not forgotten. 

A discussion about the current circumstances in the electorate of Moore cannot get underway without at least 
touching on the education disaster that is taking place in my electorate with the attacks on regional education. The 
mooted closure of Moora Residential College is the most worrisome of those issues. That was well highlighted 
this week when the Country Women’s Association came to Parliament to voice its concerns about that closure. 
Many people would be surprised to learn that a large number of the members and officeholders of the 
Isolated Children’s Parents’ Association come from my electorate of Moore and not from the mining and pastoral 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 15 February 2018] 

 p291c-309a 
Mr Terry Healy; Ms Lisa Baker; Mr Shane Love; Mr Matthew Hughes; Mr Zak Kirkup 

 [8] 

area. That is because the circumstances of disadvantage for families occur also within the electorate of Moore and 
not just in those more extensive areas. Those circumstances of disadvantage will be only further accentuated by 
the proposed closure of Moora Residential College, which we will continue to argue against and will continue to 
try to find solutions for for the people in that area.  

I want to raise other issues about education. I have spoken about the agricultural college at Morawa and the need 
to ensure that the trust fund that provides money for agricultural colleges remains intact and is not raided by the 
government so that it can use the money elsewhere on whatever purposes it sees fit. I am also concerned about the 
outcomes of a number of district high schools. I am not going to name the high schools because this is not 
a nameand-shame exercise, but if anyone cares to look at the NAPLAN results in the area, they will see worrisome 
red bands in most key subject areas in most of the electorate’s district high schools. Those results are indicative of 
a situation that demands some sort of response and greater effort from government to ensure the children in those 
areas receive as good an education as children living elsewhere. 

I am also interested in the future of education in Mullewa. I think that a European family recently moved to 
Mullewa and indicated that they were going to send their children to the Mullewa District High School. For many 
years only Aboriginals have attended Mullewa District High School. That school needs some reinforcement and 
its unique status as a school within the south west land division and a country farming area entirely for Aboriginal 
children needs to be recognised. The staff at the school do a good job to make the resources stretch as far as they 
can, but I believe some attention needs to be paid to the particular needs of Mullewa District High School. On 
Monday I was in Mullewa to discuss a lot of matters, education being one of them. However, what is concerning 
people in Mullewa at the moment is the recent spike in quite violent crime. We know that crime and disadvantage 
tend to go hand in hand. There are a couple of elements to that. Young people who are not being controlled by 
their parents—there is no good role model situation for them—are wandering the streets, breaking windows, 
breaking into premises and generally being very disruptive in the town. People have been asking me, “Why can’t 
their parents be held to account for the cost to repair the damage?” That is a fair point. I think we need to look at 
how families and communities can work together to bring about change so that those things do not continue. 
A person on the very upper end of the legal definition of “child” has committed some crimes that have, allegedly, 
involved violent home invasions and other acts, and that is causing people to be on edge. That is a new element in 
the whole situation. It has resulted in people considering leaving the town in the future. That is not a great situation. 
I will work to ensure that more attention is paid to social issues and policing so that the town can receive some 
assistance in working through those problems in the future. 

Last summer, Mullewa had a terrible run of power outages, which was quite widespread throughout the midwest. 
Power outages continue to be an issue in my electorate. The previous government put in place a couple of systems, 
including a battery at Perenjori and a microgrid in Kalbarri. The current government recently announced that the 
microgrid would go ahead. It has been claiming credit for that, but of course we know that the grid was an initiative 
of the former energy minister, the current Leader of the Opposition. The Economic Regulation Authority has done 
an assessment and the microgrid has been re-endorsed by the now government. I am grateful that the current 
government is continuing to support the program that was put in place by the former government. However, I am 
concerned about it. When the idea was first put and clearly outlined to the community, we were told that the battery 
would provide a couple of hours’ support and reinforcement to the town supply and that there would be generation 
capacity close to Kalbarri feeding into the battery. That meant that if the very long feeder line to Geraldton was 
down, the local generation plus the battery would approximate the energy needs of the town. That would mean we 
would not see the disastrous run of power outages that occurred in the summer of 2014, for instance—a run that 
deeply affected the tourism industry in Kalbarri at the peak of the tourist season. The microgrid now seems to have 
dropped reference to working with private partners for putting that generation capacity in place and it is leaving it 
up to private householders to put solar panels on their roofs and to somehow feed into the battery. That is 
problematic and will be difficult to organise, especially when a lot of houses in the town are holiday rentals and 
people do not live in them permanently. It will be unlikely that people will invest that type of money into their 
holiday houses. It should be encouraged, but I think the best solution will be to continue to try to find and facilitate 
the development of private generation capacity, probably solar panels, closer to the town that could link into the 
battery and reinforce the power. 
I outlined in the house last year the great need for increased health services in the southern part of my electorate 
and my intense disappointment at the government gutting the Turquoise Coast Health Initiative and leaving it 
basically defunded. We heard that word used today and it was applied in the case of the Turquoise Coast Health 
Initiative as well. That program is dead. It will affect thousands of people in the Gingin, Chittering Dandaragan, 
Irwin, Carnamah and Coorow shires. 
[Quorum formed.] 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker. Before I was rudely interrupted I was talking about health 
services and the gutting of the Turquoise Coast Health Initiative, which not only provided health services in the 
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shires of Gingin, Chittering, Dandaragan, Irwin, Carnamah and Coorow, but also was set to develop a new health 
subdistrict in the area that would have led to a great step-change in the provision of health services to many 
thousands of people who at the moment have no reasonable access to a health facility. There is a dearth of 
infrastructure in the area. There are very limited services available and virtually no architecture that would allow 
anyone access to health services within the electorate—everybody has to travel to get any sort of assistance. That 
is not a very good scenario, especially when many older people in the area are not eligible for the patient assisted 
travel scheme because they live too close to health services but have no public transport to access them. As people 
get older they may lose their driver’s licence or their partner and that puts them in a precarious situation. Leading 
into that, there have also been the changes for the introduction of the National Disability Insurance Scheme. The 
Shires of Toodyay and Chittering were some of the areas first selected for the trial of what is now the system that 
has been selected for the state—the more federally based National Disability Insurance Agency. That has been 
coming into those areas for a year or so now. 
We have also seen changes to aged care. In country areas we used to have the home and community care program. 
Over time, that will move to more of a consumer care system for each individual and the HACC program will have 
to change; some changes have just been announced and are being undertaken at the moment. During the estimates 
hearings, I raised that people seem to be falling through holes in the system and that they could no longer get the 
care they had received before. I was assured that did not happen. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr R.S. LOVE: But time and again since then it has been raised with me that people are unable to get services 
that they used to; it is an ongoing problem. I hope that when these programs roll out more fully, some of these 
issues will disappear, but during this changeover time I guess there will be a few teething problems. But what is 
a teething problem for me or somebody else is a disaster for a person who is not getting the care they desperately 
need. I take this very, very seriously, and I will continue to do what I can to ensure that people are represented in 
that respect and get the attention that they richly deserve. I have said that for many people the distances mean they 
find it hard to travel, and if the only option is for them to leave their area, that is a disaster too because they may 
not have a support network to go to. 
I want to talk briefly about road safety—another important issue throughout the year. My electorate includes Indian 
Ocean Drive, which has had a very poor safety outcome in recent times. That has led to some attention from 
government, a fair bit of attention from media and a great deal of concern from my constituents. After that concern 
was brought to the attention of the government, some initiatives were put in place, and I thank the Ministers for 
Road Safety and Transport for their efforts, but the problem has not been completely solved. Indian Ocean Drive 
needs continual improvement and a continual understanding that we need to ensure that the diverse range of drivers 
who use that road understand how important road safety is and treat everybody with respect. They need to 
understand driving outside of Perth, and that their need to get to a holiday or to the city does not take priority over 
someone else’s life. There needs to be continual work on that. 
In recent times Toodyay Road has also been the subject of a great deal of concern and attention. It is undoubtedly 
one of the worst roads in the wheatbelt. A lot of work has been done on the metropolitan section of Toodyay Road, 
which sits partly within the electorate of Swan Hills and partly within the electorate of Moore. It is a shared 
responsibility for both electorates. Swan Hills is doing very well because it got a lot of attention; the electors of 
Moore, not so well. 

Ms J.J. Shaw: It all comes down to the member. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: You can come and help any time you like. I just want a good outcome for the community. I have 
always worked closely with the members for Swan Hills—I am very keen to work with the current one, of course—
because it is a joint responsibility. I never really arced up because the government was spending money on the 
metropolitan side of the road so much because my constituents have to travel that section, too, to get to Perth. I am 
not silly enough to think there is a road safety issue only while they are on the wheatbelt section. But it is now 
time to pay some attention to that Toodyay Road section. It is very winding, very dangerous and there is no road 
runoff safety or zone of safety. The problem is that pretty well if someone runs off the road, they are in big strife; 
probably they are not going to survive. There are shocking statistics. I am not going to run through them all today, 
but the road safety statistics very well support that that road needs further attention. Recent investments by the 
Road Safety Commission meant that work has been done to provide environmental clearances for the purchasers 
of land for further investment on Toodyay Road. I hope that when that is ready, the government remembers that it 
needs to fix Toodyay Road. 
Something I am particularly disappointed about is the curtailing of funding for the Northam–Pithara Road—a road 
shared by me and the member for Central Wheatbelt. I have the Northam section, and the member has the north 
of Northam section. That section of the road is particularly narrow. There is a very, very large drop-off from the 
road because the shires and road authorities cannot keep the gravel up to the road because of the number of trucks 
on the road that are continually pushing the gravel down and out the way. If someone is on the road in a car and 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 15 February 2018] 

 p291c-309a 
Mr Terry Healy; Ms Lisa Baker; Mr Shane Love; Mr Matthew Hughes; Mr Zak Kirkup 

 [10] 

they meet a truck, basically they pull over and let the truck go through. There is a problem if two trucks come 
together because sometimes there may not be such a good outcome. It is a very, very dangerous road but a very 
important road. It is a link between the Great Eastern Highway and the Great Northern Highway and avoids the 
metropolitan area. If it was built to a decent standard, road trains coming down the Great Eastern Highway that 
are aiming to go north would not have to break down their loads; they could continue straight through and head 
up to the Great Northern Highway. That would be a good outcome economically, as well as for safety reasons, and 
I urge the government to reconsider that as funding becomes available. 
I have spoken about Toodyay Road, and another point in the Toodyay area is the environmental challenges around 
some of the developments and their coexistence with the natural environment and the many rural and residential 
dwellers in places like Morangup. On one side they have the prospect of a bauxite mine to the inland side and to 
the east, and to the west a very large gravel extraction proposal at Bailup. Both projects have residents worried 
about the amount of dust, noise and traffic et cetera that those things will bring. I am normally a great supporter 
of any industry and development, but I recognise that when people live in close proximity to mining, it brings all 
sorts of challenges that do not exist in some of the more wide-ranging areas—the less developed areas in the 
Pilbara or even in the midwest—where there is not the conflict or competing interest between residents and other 
traffic. My residents are concerned about those developments. Some of the bauxite mining is in my electorate. 
I had a discussion with the member for Swan Hills, and we think some of the gravel extraction is in her electorate 
and some may be in yet another electorate. It needs a combined approach and understanding by the shires involved 
that when they give these types of approvals, they affect not only their own, but also nearby residents who happen 
to be in a different shire just over the road from the development. They also need to be considered. 
That brings me to a proposal for a rubbish tip in Lower Chittering. This is again in the member for Swan Hills’ 
electorate, but it is 100 yards from some of my residents, and of course they share the road. This very winding, 
narrow country road is speed-limited, runs through Bullsbrook town, comes up the hill and winds around along 
the Brockman River at limited speed—I think 90 kilometres at most—and it is really basically a tourist drive. On 
Sundays there are motorbikes and people sightseeing. It is nothing to drive around a corner and find someone just 
stopped in the middle of the road taking photographs of the brook or wandering around the trees. The thought of 
having hundreds of trucks a day pelting up there to deliver rubbish into what is a pristine area that people have 
come to live in because it is beautiful is wrong on two counts. First of all it is the wrong thing to be doing amongst 
all those people. Secondly, the traffic situation is a disaster. I cannot see that it can be reconciled without a very 
large investment on that road. There are plenty of places where I would encourage people to dump their rubbish. 
I have shires that are very keen to have waste management as a developing industry within their area in the 
appropriate place. This is not the appropriate place in my view. 
Also in the Lower Chittering area there are environmental concerns about the range of wild pigs in the Avon River 
area and coming up the Brockman River into—have I had an extension yet? 
The ACTING SPEAKER: You have had an extension. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I had better move along! Wild pigs are an issue in not just that area but also the midwest. Wild dogs 
are also causing considerable havoc in those shires of mine that fringe the pastoral areas—shires like Dalwallinu, 
Perenjori, Morawa, Mullewa and Chapman Valley. A lot of dogs are coming in through holes in the fence or along 
roads or are already endemic to the area. There is quite a concerted effort by the farming community to try to band 
together to clean up those issues, but it does need support from the state government. I hope that that support 
continues. I worked very hard in the past to try to get funding and we had some success there. I would like to see 
the state government continue to look after people in that area. We will not have a livestock industry or sheep 
industry in the northern grain-growing areas if the dogs get into the livestock any worse than they already are. 

Stable fly continues to be a problem in the Gingin area. We are talking again about environmental pests. That issue 
needs to have some attention in the future. I had a delegation come down and meet the Minister for Agriculture 
and Food fairly recently and I think some actions have sprung from that. I hope that relationship continues to grow, 
because it needs to be understood again. It is because of the proximity of humans, such as rural residential dwellers 
in the Gingin shire, and intensive agriculture. I am not talking about animal product; I am talking more about 
vegetable developments, which are now the host for stable fly because they live in the rotting vegetable residue 
that is left after the crops are cut. It is a huge nuisance issue for those people. 

I want to conclude by saying a couple of things about some of the other industries. Along my coast there is a very 
large crayfishing industry. I hope good prices continue or increase, but also that there are high-quality catches into 
the future. I wish those fishing folk all the best for their coming season. My farming communities had a hard time 
in some areas, while others were average at best. I wish them all the very best for the future and the coming year. 
There is a tourism industry in towns along the coast especially, but also in some inland communities, which are 
developing quite a strong link between the wildflower way and visiting tourists. Kalbarri has always been a big 
tourist drawcard. I will work with them to try to continue to drive tourism in the area. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 15 February 2018] 

 p291c-309a 
Mr Terry Healy; Ms Lisa Baker; Mr Shane Love; Mr Matthew Hughes; Mr Zak Kirkup 

 [11] 

MR M. HUGHES (Kalamunda) [4.13 pm]: I rise to offer a few comments in response to the Premier’s Statement. 
We are on the third day of speeches on the Premier’s Statement. I think all that needs to have been said has been 
said from the government benches. I was particularly impressed by the comprehensive, if not exhaustive, outline 
of the achievements of the McGowan government over the last 11 months by the member for Southern River. Who 
could add to that? I was also very encouraged by the fact that he was determined to not criticise the now opposition 
for its behaviour in government. I have listened with some interest over the last three days and I think I would 
echo the comments of the Treasurer that the Leader of the Opposition thinks that the world was created anew on 
11 March and that all the lack of action and profligate spending of the previous government can be just forgotten 
and can now be attributed to the way we manage the mess. We did not just get given a leaky boat in terms of the 
state’s finances; it was driven onto the rocks. This government is setting about repairing that damage, but it will 
take some time. My community recognises the fact that it will take some time. 

If I ask my community what characterises this government, it is that it has got on, in some pretty dire 
circumstances, to govern in the interests of all the people of this state. Regardless of what the opposition might 
say, this includes the rural, regional and metropolitan communities. I watch with a great deal of interest the 
continuing orchestration of the divide between the metropolitan communities and rural and remote communities. 
It is something we are going to challenge over the next three years and one month of this government and make 
sure that the communities understand that WA Labor is interested in governing for all people and not some 
sectional interest, which I think was the hallmark of the last government. It was a divided government; in effect, 
it was two governments that were attempting to manage the state, often in competition with one another. 

As a teacher I am interested in education. I read with interest the inaugural speech of the previous member for 
Kalamunda, Hon John Day, who was the member for Darling Range when he came into the Parliament. At that 
stage he made some comments about the lack of attention to the fabric of the schools in Darling Range. He 
particularly mentioned Kalamunda Senior High School. Despite having a Liberal member for that 23-year period, 
we have a state of affairs in which we have a set of facilities that are in most part rundown and need to be improved, 
especially the specialist facilities. In the high school, dance classes operate under the stage and students have to be 
careful to not get decapitated by the movement of the fans in the ceiling. He knew about that situation. That school 
community knew that that member was not advocating for the interests of the community. It was seen as a safe 
Liberal seat, which led to a situation in which it was in fact rather neglected. 

I understand the fiscal restraints that exist for this government. We could go down the road and look at Lesmurdie 
Primary School. Without making disparaging comments about schools I visited in Bali, some of which were in 
very poor communities, that school is in desperate need of replacement. One thing I will be advocating through 
the minister is that we do something about that. If we are not able to achieve that by the end of this term of 
government, I would hope we would certainly have something in train so that the members of that community can 
have confidence that that school will be rebuilt. That is what needs to happen. The staff at Lesmurdie Primary 
School are doing an excellent job in facilities that are substantially less than adequate. 

I would also like to come to the defence of the Minister for Education. I have some strong contact with her as the 
chair of the Rural and Remote Education Advisory Council. I am very well aware of the difficulties she is facing, 
as all ministers are, to ensure that she makes a contribution to the way in which our government is in a position to 
manage aspects of budget repair. From conversations with her, I know how difficult it was for her to present to the 
government measures that were initially going to see the amalgamation and absorption of Schools of the Air into 
the School of Isolated and Distance Education, and also the issues that have surrounded the closure of 
Moora Residential College. This Labor government knows that every child deserves a good education whether 
they live in rural, regional or metropolitan areas and we have a Minister for Education and Training who is 
delivering on that pledge—I know that. Unlike the Liberals and Nationals who applied savage and sustained cuts 
across education in the time they were in power — 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 
Mr M. HUGHES: The member for Dawesville was not here, but the Liberal–National government of the day 
presided over a sustained attack on our schools, cutting school budgets, cutting vital education assistants, cutting 
special allowances for school sport programs, cutting schools’ procurement budgets, formula fiddling to shave 
numbers of high school staffing and imposing a $600-per-teacher long service leave levy, just to name a few of 
the things it did. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Enough, members! 
Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister, I am on my feet! 
Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister, I am on my feet and I will call you for the first time. Members, I am just 
looking for the standing order. Would you like to instruct me which standing order states members should not 
interject, given you have such good knowledge of the standing orders, member for Dawesville? 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: I don’t want to tell you how to do your job, Acting Speaker. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: I will tell you how to do your job. You are a member on the floor and you will stop 
interjecting, thank you. 
Mr M. HUGHES: Of course, the Nationals are not in the chamber; they have been able to wag their fingers at us 
in a sustained fashion over the last few days, but the National Party stood idly by while regional schools, like 
Halls Creek and Kununurra District High Schools and Carnarvon Community College, had hundreds of thousands 
of dollars cut out of their budgets during 2014. Those are facts. As we have heard, the Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition, Liza Harvey, as Minister for Training and Workforce Development, increased TAFE fees by 
500 per cent, putting TAFE out of reach for many ordinary Western Australians. Here we have the story of 
members on the other side of the house’s involvement in education. Again, the questions can be asked: if the 
Nationals are so wedded to the retention of Moora Residential College, why did they do nothing in the eight years, 
six months and five days—let us not forget the five days—they were in government? Why did the Nationals not 
put money into restoring that place, repairing it and refurbishing it? The Nationals did nothing about it. I think the 
Premier’s explanation in that regard is clear. We have 27 students attending that residential college—many of 
whom are in close proximity to other residential opportunities that can absorb them—and a commitment from the 
Premier that those parents adversely affected by this decision will have a discussion about the situation and 
adequate measures will be put in place to ensure that they will not be disadvantaged. 
In 2015, under the former government’s watch, 90 per cent of WA schools received less funding than they did in 
2013. As we heard yesterday, these cuts amounted to $185 million. The latest commonwealth report on 
government services backs up the fact that the previous government was savaging our education budgets. 
[Quorum formed.] 
Mr M. HUGHES: In 2015–16, Western Australian public schools experienced the largest reduction in total 
government real account expenditure for a full-time equivalent student across the whole of the commonwealth. 
That is the legacy of members opposite and something that this government is trying to turn around and to repair. 
My community sees a government that is stable and therefore providing the basis on which business can set about 
its activities with renewed confidence. It is a government that has a clear focus on stimulating growth and jobs. It 
is delivering all its election promises. It is focused on the provision of good core services across the state and 
getting the state’s finances back on track by capital budget repair and fiscal restraint. 
At this point, I would like to turn to a particular matter that came to my attention during the run-up to the election; 
that is, the lack of provision of residential aged care confronting the community. It is a matter that has been largely 
ignored by or at least has failed to adequately capture the interest and commitment of the previous member for 
Kalamunda and the Liberal–National government. If I can, I would like to focus a fair amount of time on this issue. 
I do not claim to be an expert in aged care. My task is to reinforce, with the government, what we knew in 
opposition—that is, the scale of inadequate provision and distribution of aged care—and to see a strategic response 
to this need, not just within my electorate, but across the East Metropolitan Region and across the state more 
widely, not least in rural and remote communities. The solution to the inadequate provision and distribution of 
residential aged care will require a bipartisan approach at state and federal level. Speaking to the Premier earlier 
today, he told me that while he was in the eastern states recently, he had conversations with Hon Ken Wyatt and 
it is acknowledged that relative to its population Western Australia is about 3 000 residential aged-care beds down 
compared with nominally what it should receive. That is of great concern and it is reflected in the difficulties 
people have securing residential aged care close to where they live. It is a particular concern when we have aged 
persons separated from their loved ones and having to travel vast distances because they are not in a position to 
have residential aged care close to hand. 

Historically, WA, in common with the rest of Australia, has been characterised as a youthful country, but with 
improvements in health life expectancy has increased significantly to the extent that now an average Australian 
can expect to live to at least 83 years of age. It is interesting that the time when people move into high-needs aged 
care tends to be the age when that threshold is crossed. The number of older Australians increases annually and 
requires us to provide appropriate facilities and services to preserve the dignity of each person into advanced old 
age. So what is the size of the challenge and the opportunities therefore that face us? Currently, 3.6 million people 
in Australia are over 65 years of age. I am told the number is rising by 2 000 per week. Approximately 1 000 people 
in Australia reach the age of 85 years every week. By 2050, the number of people 65 years of age will increase 
from 3.6 million to 8.9 million. Currently, there are 420 000 people over the age of 85 years; by 2031 that number 
will increase to 843 000, and by 2045 there will be approximately 1.7 million people in Australia over the age of 
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85 years. Currently, there are 4 400 people aged 100 years or over, and by 2050 that number will increase to 
40 000. These are significant numbers. 
Research released by the Alzheimer’s Australia national president reveals that currently 400 000 people suffer 
from dementia. Currently, 244 cases of dementia are diagnosed in Australia each day. By 2025 that number will 
increase to 318 a day, and by 2056 it will increase to 650 a day. More than 50 per cent of residents currently 
residing in aged-care facilities suffer from dementia, and they will cost the federal government $14 billion in this 
financial year. There is a significant issue of unmet demand for places in this state. Aged and Community Services 
Australia chief, Professor John Kelly, speaking in 2015, confirmed that demand for aged care is fast outrunning 
supply. He told a national television audience in mid-2015 that, to keep pace with demand, two new 70-bed 
residential aged-care facilities would have to be built and opened every Monday morning somewhere in Australia 
for the following seven years. That clearly is not happening. The 2015 federal aged-care approvals round funding 
outcome is also very telling. Australia-wide, 38 859 new residential approved care places were sought by 
providers, and only 10 940 were funded. A total of 126 808 new in-home care packages were sought 
Australia-wide, with 6 445 being funded. That is a total of one in every 20 sought. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr M. HUGHES: To this extent, the problems posed by an ageing population present an opportunity for jobs. 
According to the figures I currently have at hand, the aged-care sector currently employs about 350 000 workers. 
Of these, about 250 000 are direct care workers. By 2050, it is estimated, given population trends and the per capita 
ratios underpinned by the figures I have just mentioned, that number will rise to 827 000. 
Although we recognise the importance of supporting our aged-care population, I believe we are falling well short, 
in a practical sense, of catering for the shift in the demographic composition of our communities. The adequate 
provision of residential aged care is falling well short of the evident demand, in great part because of the model 
that has evolved in this space, in which the provision of both high-need and dementia residential aged care lies 
outside of the hands of the state and is left to commercial and non-for-profit players to provide. The state is largely 
removed from the process, except insofar as it provides a safety net through beds in hospitals for those not caught 
by aged-care providers. That is an expensive option, and we need only to talk to the Minister for Health to know 
that. I am not suggesting a radical change to the existing system, but a modification, to the extent that the state 
assists with the mechanisms to determine a more equitable distribution of the location of residential aged-care 
facilities. That is the important point—we need residential aged-care facilities located in the communities where 
the need exists, and where the demand is, rather than forcing people to search well outside of their areas, and 
therefore disconnecting them from their existing communities and community support. Arguably, the largest 
challenge we face lies in the equitable distribution of aged-care services and facilities. 
In the electorate of Kalamunda, there is a well-identified gap between the supply and demand for aged-care 
facilities, particularly at the nursing and dementia care level, and this continues to adversely affect the quality of 
life of my constituents. In the City of Kalamunda alone, applying the commonwealth government’s residential 
aged-care provision ratios, by 2021 there will be a shortage of aged-care beds. Currently, 208 beds are available 
within the City of Kalamunda, and in order to come close to meeting the demand, we need something like 
470 additional beds by 2021. We have, in effect, a period of only about three years to achieve that. A number of 
options are available for the current providers—about five in number in the City of Kalamunda—to expand their 
facilities, and a lot of that will come online, we hope, by 2021 to avoid the looming problem. But it does not end 
there. By 2026 we will require further residential facilities in the Kalamunda area. The provision of additional 
residential aged-care beds will be dependent on the identification of urban-zoned land with an aged-care compliant 
use, or planning decisions that amend land use for this purpose; commonwealth government allocation and funding 
of places in the City of Kalamunda, which is part of a larger administrative problem, as I have explained in 
referring to the shortage of places in Western Australia; and aged-care providers taking up opportunities they 
assess as being profitable. 
The prevailing business model for aged-care provision seems to be predicated on the provision of large lots of 
greater than 10 hectares, with space for independent living units in addition to the residential facility, with the 
independent living units being built and occupied first, thus raising revenue to help capitalise the residential 
facility. That model seems to underpin the attitudes of providers of residential aged care to the model that they 
would suggest is the most profitable for them. However, trends in this area suggest, as Robert Goodliffe, in 
commenting on this issue, has indicated, a move away from an absolute dependence upon residential aged care 
coming into play too early in the ageing process. One of the observations he has made is that, in the third age, 
which is an era for personal achievement and fulfilment after retirement, in the lifespans that people can expect to 
enjoy, there is a greater tendency for people to want to remain active and engage with their existing communities. 
That is one of the models that we need to advance for residential aged-care provision in the community on the 
scale that is available to them at the time that they need it the most, rather than the assumption that they would 
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move into a campus-style development, with independent aged-care units coming on stream early in the piece, and 
then finding themselves in the residential facility at the far end of the campus. 
What is WA Labor committed to do in order to bring about a better alignment between the provision of aged-care 
facilities and the demand within the community? What is said about it in terms of its election commitment is to 
fast-track the establishment of aged-care facilities. The plan is to free up high-care, expensive public hospital beds 
and make it easier for aged-care providers to develop new facilities by identifying suitable land and removing 
existing planning and local government impediments. I am pleased to say that in the period the government has 
been in office, it has worked on the establishment of an aged-care availability working group—an interagency 
working group under the co-chair of the Minister for Health and the Minister for Planning. That working group is 
looking at the identification of suitable land with the appropriate zone classifications that the Western Australian 
government has available to it. It will look at the means by which it can organise interest in land, which could 
become available from the Western Australian government, in order to make that more easily available to 
residential aged-care operators. That working group came into existence on 31 January. It is setting about the 
process of examining the property and land available to the state government with a view to providing 
opportunities for aged-care providers to work in close collaboration with the Western Australian government for 
the delivery of those services. 
Aged care is an important issue within the electorate of Kalamunda and the broader community of this state. As 
a government, we are determined to provide a means by which land availability and aged-care providers can be 
brought together to resolve that problem. Thank you very much for your time, Acting Speaker. 
MR Z.R.F. KIRKUP (Dawesville) [4.42 pm]: It gives me great pleasure as the last opposition speaker to respond 
to the Premier’s Statement and, indeed, follow the contributions of the member for Kalamunda, who spent most 
of the time talking about aged care, a topic that is of great interest to him. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: It is of great interest to us, too, now and then. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is certainly of great interest to the member for Mandurah and I—certainly, the member 
for Mandurah is slightly older than I am—as we represent some of the older per capita districts in the state of 
Western Australia. 
Mr S.A. Millman: I hope you are not suggesting he is edging towards aged care. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I would not say such a thing about the member for Mandurah. I join with members on this 
side of the house and the Premier as well in first recognising the contribution of the state’s twenty-ninth Premier 
in the member for Cottesloe. For much of the time I have been alive, Colin has been a member of this place. He 
was first elected as the member for Cottesloe when I was aged three. When I was aged 22, I had the opportunity 
to become his adviser, and now I am a couple of days off 31 years old, and I have succeeded him, I suppose, in 
my time in this chamber. 
Mr T.J. Healy interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Indeed! The member for Southern River quite rightly points out that many members in this 
place would recognise I have quite an admiration for Colin Barnett. That is because during that time as a policy 
and parliamentary adviser, I made some really great friends. I hope I helped support the former Premier in 
delivering some good policies and outcomes for the state of Western Australia. But, most importantly, member 
for Southern River, it is in the halls of Hale House that I met my now wife. I owe a great deal to the former Premier 
for not only the lessons that he taught me, but also the opportunity to find Michelle. 
Mr F.M. Logan: Lucky it was in the state, not federally! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Quite right, minister. Michelle asked me last night whether or not I missed not seeing Colin 
here. In truth, part of me does miss him not being here. I will miss his guidance and his wisdom, but, I guess, not 
his abruptness or his cold, lack in emotions at times. 
Mr S.A. Millman: Cold, lack of emotion! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: At times, member for Perth. But he would happily admit that at times he was abrupt. But 
indeed, he was always a friend of mine. He made the right decision to leave at a time that was his choosing. My 
only desire was that he would come back and give us one last lesson in a valedictory speech, but, of course, that 
is not a decision he has taken. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: You did but see him pass you by. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Indeed—any opportunity to recite that again, member for Mandurah. I thank the former 
Premier for the trust that he placed in me as a staffer and as a candidate, but of course for his contribution to the 
great state of Western Australia. I think he will be considered a statesman as time goes on because he governed 
for all citizens regardless of where they came from or their electoral districts. 
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Of course, the same cannot be said for this Premier. As the member for Churchlands and other members have said 
a number of times in this place, we only need look to the Local Projects, Local Jobs program to see that we have 
a Premier in office who is not governing for all. He is governing for just those Labor seats that the government has 
decided it wants to hold onto. I do not doubt, as I have said many times here before, that there are members on the 
benches opposite who probably do not realise yet that they have been cut loose by this government. In the 
1 122 days before the next election, the government will have already made a decision. The Premier, the Treasurer, 
the state secretary and, no doubt, the Minister for Transport will have all sat down and decided what seats they 
want to sandbag and what seats they are willing to cut. 

Mr T.J. Healy interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: You had your chance, mate, and you lost! 

I have said a number of times in this place that the government has already made a decision to cut some seats. We 
saw that outcome in the budget process and, indeed, we see the outcome when we read things like Gareth Parker’s 
article about where funds have been spent from the Local Projects, Local Jobs slush fund. We get a very clear 
example of where the Premier’s “Purple Circle” is that they have decided to sandbag and what seats they want to 
cut. When I saw Gareth Parker’s article in, I think, The West Australian, it gave me great interest to go through it 
and marry up the expenditure of Local Projects, Local Jobs with those margins of the members opposite. The most 
marginal seat that the Labor Party holds unsurprisingly had, out of Local Project, Local Jobs, $1.097 million spent 
on it. We on this side do not think that it was at all a process with any propriety and it was not a grants process 
open to all Western Australians, but, indeed, $1.097 million was spent on it. Oddly enough, much like expenditure 
in the budget the Treasurer handed down last year, the seat of Kingsley, the second most marginalised seat in 
Western Australia held by the Labor Party, got a meagre $245 000 spent on it. That sits below the average spent 
on all seats by the Labor Party, but, most importantly and more interestingly, it sits below the level that the 
Labor Party spent on the district of Dawesville. 

Mr T.J. Healy: You got more than me! 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I got more than the member for Kingsley. It is fascinating to me that the Labor Party has 
already decided to write off Kingsley straightaway. The third most marginal seat held by the Labor Party is the 
seat of Jandakot, which got $308 000. It is a significant difference, I would say, from the $1.097 million spent in 
the district of Joondalup. 

Mr F.M. Logan: Will you take an interjection? 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: In a minute I will. Kingsley got $245 000 and $308 000 was spent in Jandakot. I am not 
surprised to see that the seat of Murray–Wellington, which is probably its most marginal seat, had $1.1 million 
spent on it to help bolster the Labor Party’s hold on it. 

Mr F.M. Logan: You’re clutching at straws. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is not clutching at straws, minister; it is right here. We have seen in the budget time and 
again that Labor has already written off some seats and we see the incarnation of that now again with 
Local Projects, Local Jobs. The member for Pilbara had $1 billion in the state budget; we see him get an extra 
$1 million out of Local Projects, Local Jobs. The member for Kalamunda has, I think, the sixth most marginal 
seat. Indeed, he sits below the average, getting only $456 343. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Well, indeed. The Labor Party had its chance in the electorate of Dawesville and it lost. 
Only $465 343 is being spent on Kalamunda. Yet again, that is very shy of the amounts being spent in other seats 
across metropolitan and regional Western Australia. It is quite clear to me that it is below the average; it is only 
$50 000 more than was given to Dawesville. It seems to me that there is very little benefit for some members 
opposite in being members of the Labor Party when it comes to what is being dispensed by their own government. 
They may as well be the member for Kalgoorlie, Geraldton or Dawesville, because it seems that our electorates 
will get more than the electorates of Kingsley, Jandakot, Burns Beach, Darling Range and Southern River. They 
have been written off already and that is clear for everybody to see. I feel for those members out there who — 

Ms S.E. Winton interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I hope the member does; I hope she brings the fight, because last time she got close. I cannot 
wait to see how she goes again when the tide swings out against her. The members I have just mentioned will lose 
their seats. We will see how she goes, because, again, as I said before, the Treasurer, the Premier and the 
“Purple Circle” have already cut some members loose. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: My dad’s going to run against you! 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I hope he does! The Templemans together! 
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Mr D.A. Templeman: Dad and Dave! 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Madam Acting Speaker, as much as I would like to entertain the Dad and Dave concept for 
the electorates of Mandurah and Dawesville, the reality is that there are many members in this place who have not 
received their fair share compared with others. It is very clear for all of us on this side to see. The opposition knows 
it. It seems to me unusual that those members opposite are either unaware or completely ignorant of the political 
realities they face. 

It is also interesting to me that when the opposition raises the Local Projects, Local Jobs grants scheme, or whatever 
the government wants to call it—whichever incarnation it is — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Indeed, the members for Perth and Morley are quite right. The government claims it is 
absolutely legitimate because it is reflective of election commitments, never mind that the process might run in 
total contravention of the 2016 Auditor General’s report on the administration of grants processes and all the issues 
that sit behind that, and that it might be absolutely in contravention of how the public service recommends that 
taxpayers’ moneys should be spent. I went through them and I thought, “If these are election commitments, as 
a former political operator, I totally expect, as every citizen in Western Australia would, that the government 
should meet its election commitments.” One would think that the taxpayer would expect that it would be done in 
a manner that was aboveboard, accountable to the state and transparent. Indeed, I thought I might go through them, 
having been in head office, to see what some of those election commitments were, because there is quite an 
extensive list of Local Projects, Local Jobs projects. It is very interesting reading to go through the pages and pages 
of the individual grants, as the government has decided to say that it is meeting its election commitments. 

I know the member for West Swan, as part of the campaign team, was very diligent in recording all the 
commitments the Labor Party made on an Excel spreadsheet so that it could be tracked through. But some of the 
so-called election commitments that were made seem to me to be very unusual. I will go through some of these 
Local Projects, Local Jobs projects that have been dispensed because I absolutely contend that these were not at 
all election commitments and that this was absolutely a cash splash by newly elected members of the new 
Labor government. 

Ms A. Sanderson interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Every single one, member for Morley? That is fantastic. There is a great part I will get to 
that I absolutely contend shows that the member is wrong. Initially I will go to, for example, the Bunbury Masters 
Swimming Club carnival. There was a whole $750 for the festival to be held by that club. I did a significant search 
of the Parliamentary Library and Google and there was no evidence at all that the member for Bunbury went to 
that club and made that commitment, so I question that one. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I realise that the members for Perth and Morley hold reasonably senior positions in terms 
of the politics of their government. I will get to the point where it shows that they are absolutely wrong. Let me 
just go through these, if you will. 

Collie PCYC apparently got a $5 000 grant for a pool table and an Xbox. I can only imagine that during the 
campaign that was something that was signed off on, was it? Five thousand dollars for a pool table and an Xbox? 
We go through again. 

Ms A. Sanderson interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I am aware of what the PCYC is, member for Morley. The point goes to the fact that the 
government continues to say that Local Projects, Local Jobs is a government scheme being administrated to fulfil 
election commitments, and that is absolutely not the case. 

We go to the City of Wanneroo. I wish the member for Wanneroo were still here, because apparently she, during 
the election campaign, pledged $3 000 to the City of Wanneroo for Knit and Natter’s Knit for Hope campaign. 
I could not find any evidence of that prior to the campaign, only subsequently when she was there with the faux 
cheque, handing over the money. I look forward to any evidence the government can present of her making any 
such election commitment. It does not exist. 

Mr F.M. Logan: This is lovely. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is, is it not, member for Cockburn? There are a number of examples that we have found 
by going through this. 

Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 
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Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Sure. The minister can play to his backbench all he wants; many of them have already been 
cut loose by his own government. 

There was $5 000 committed to the electorate of Thornlie for a lane timer for its pool. I cannot imagine that 
whatever head office and executive body the Labor Party might have had set up to oversee election commitments 
could have thought that any campaign expenditure should be spent on the electorate of Thornlie. At no point in 
time was it under threat. I would have thought it would try to attain more marginal seats from the Liberal Party, 
yet $5 000 was committed to a lane timer. Again, there was no evidence at all in the local news or on the local 
member’s Facebook page that such a commitment was ever made. 

Ms A. Sanderson interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: They were not election commitments, though, member for Morley. This is the whole point. 
This was simply an opportunity for Labor members to go around handing out faux cheques. 

I anticipated that this might ruffle some feathers and that members opposite, specifically the member for Perth and 
the member for Morley, might take issue with some of it. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is a disgrace, member for Churchlands; it absolutely is. 

I thought I might go through and try to reconcile some of the Labor Party commitments made in the electorate of 
Dawesville, because, of course, the electorate of Dawesville has had more money spent on it than the electorate of 
Kalamunda. I thought I would go through and try to find some of the Labor Party’s commitments, which were 
perfectly engineered and presented in a document called the “Plan for Peel”—a great document; I have a reference 
in my office. Only three commitments were made by the Labor Party candidate for the electorate of Dawesville: 
$40 000 for Mandurah Wildlife Rescue, $30 000 for Mandurah Southern Districts Volunteer Bush Fire Brigade’s 
station and $30 000 for Falcon Volunteer Fire and Rescue Service’s station. That was it, yet as I went through, I found 
that a number of grants—if that is what we are calling them—were given to meet what the government has claimed 
were election commitments for a whole number of areas in my electorate for which there was no documentation 
or reference in the “Plan for Peel” by the Labor Party that made any sense for them to be married up. 

Ms L. Mettam: Cash splash. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is absolutely just a cash splash. There was $10 000 for the Halls Head Bowling and 
Recreation Club Inc. There is no reference to that in the “Plan for Peel”. There was $10 000 for the Port Bouvard 
Surf Life Saving Club, and no reference to it as a Labor Party election commitment. There was $10 000 for the 
Dawesville RSL Club, and no reference to it as an election commitment by the Labor Party. There was $15 000 for 
the Halls Head Recreation Centre, which never once saw the Labor Party candidate. I am unsure how that became 
a Labor Party election commitment that the government had to fund out of Local Projects, Local Jobs. There was 
$10 000 for the Mandurah City Football Club, of which I am a patron, and, again, it never once saw the Labor Party 
candidate, but of course the government claims that it is money being spent to fund its election commitments, oddly 
enough in my electorate where only three commitments were made, all of which were, of course, funded as well. 

I think it is very clear, and I wish the Premier were far more accountable in his statements in this place and that he 
would simply admit to the house that Local Project, Local Jobs is a slush fund with no accountability. There is no 
oversight and it operates in contravention of all good governance expectations set forth in the public sector. This 
is not about funding election commitments. I welcome the opportunity for members opposite to show me 
otherwise. This is a pork-barrelling exercise, parading victorious members around their electorates to give them 
an opportunity to hand out faux cheques to try to buy off the clubs and organisations in the districts that, on the 
whole, they won. I also wish the Premier would simply admit that Local Projects, Local Jobs is a barometer for 
the Labor Party seats that it intends to hold—or cut—at the next election. That is clear to us on this side. I wish 
the Premier would be more open and accountable to members on the other side so that they could get their CVs in 
order for the eventual time when they will lose their seat. The Premier should help those members opposite and be 
far more honest with them, because they have already been written off by this government. We saw that when the 
budget was handed down. We saw that in the Premier’s Statement. We are also seeing that with Local Projects, 
Local Jobs. The Premier has already let some of those members go. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It would be remiss of me, in responding to the Premier’s Statement, if I did not take a few 
minutes to talk about my district. Once again, Mandurah has been completely ignored by the Premier. The 
Premier’s Statement made no reference to any of the issues that the people of Mandurah are facing. I have said in 
this place previously, and I will say it again, that I thank God every day that the member for Mandurah is in cabinet. 
I fear that without the member for Mandurah, the Premier would not know there was a city at the end of 
Kwinana Freeway. 
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Mr D.A. Templeman: Forrest Highway. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Forrest Highway! Sorry! The member for Mandurah is quite right.  
Several members interjected.  
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: We see the attitude and ignorance of members opposite when our hospital, Peel Health 
Campus, which is desperate for attention and funding from the government, fails to get any attention and funding 
from the government. I am thankful that, finally, the Minister for Health will be joining with the member for 
Mandurah to tour Mandurah hospital. I welcome that visit by the Minister for Health. I hope that will be at a time 
when the minister can see the constraints that exist in the emergency department at that hospital. Up until this 
point, we have had to impress upon the minister time and again that there is a problem at that hospital. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: We couldn’t convince the past minister, who was your mate! We couldn’t do anything! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I do not speak for past Ministers for Health. I was elected in March last year.  
Our hospital is in desperate need of attention from this government. I do not care how it is fixed or who it is fixed 
by. The reality is that that hospital has not expanded to keep pace with the increase in population. There are serious 
constraints at that hospital. That is a big concern of mine. I hope that hospital will be given the attention it deserves. 
There is no reference to Mandurah in the Premier’s Statement. That reflects the Premier’s total ignorance of 
Mandurah generally. The same can be said for law and order issues in my community. The same can be said for 
schools. The government has stripped $145 000 out of Halls Head College to fund a specialised education program 
for 14 autistic children. That is a very good example of the ignorance of the Premier about Mandurah.  
The Minister for Emergency Services is in the chamber. I only need to point to the Falcon Volunteer Fire and 
Rescue Service station. From March through to October–November last year, that station did not have working 
front doors. It makes absolutely no sense to me that the front doors of a fire station would not work.  
Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I will take the minister’s interjection in a moment. Volunteers who spend their time risking 
their lives should have the best facilities that we provide them with. The previous Liberal–National government 
provided funding to upgrade all the appliances across the fleet to make sure that the volunteers were the best 
resourced they could be. The fact is that they could not use the front doors of the fire station. That shows the 
contempt of this government for Mandurah and our district. 
Mr F.M. Logan: You’re pathetic! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is absolutely not pathetic at all. Does the minister not think that at any point in time the 
station should have front doors that work? I cannot understand that. 
Mr F.M. Logan: Their captain did not raise it with DFES, and since then he has been down there and it has been 
fixed, and you know it!  
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It was not fixed. From March to November, there were no working front doors.  
Mr F.M. Logan: It had nothing to do with you! You’re a show pony! It had nothing to do with you.  
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Come on! It is very clear to me that they were very real concerns of the volunteer firefighters 
in our district.  
Mr F.M. Logan: I was down there the other day! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Indeed the minister was. 
Mr F.M. Logan: When you went down there, they thought you were the work experience boy! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Yes, they thought so, and they think so here, too! They were very real concerns of the 
volunteer firefighters in my community. I did my best to raise those concerns. The concern that was shown by the 
government was that from March until October, it did not think the front doors should work. I will continue to 
revert to that example when people ask me, “Why do you think Mandurah has been ignored by this government? 
How can that be the case?” The fact is that the front doors of a fire station are important. We would think that they 
should work. I will continue to raise these issues and fight for my community. If that means we have to drag the 
Minister for Health kicking and screaming to our hospital, we will do that. 
I wish I had more time to speak in the opposition’s response to the Premier’s Statement. There is one last issue 
that I would like to speak to. That is the complacency that I am starting to see in Western Australia. This is not 
a reflection on the government. My first holiday in four and a half years was when my wife, Michelle, and I had 
the chance to go to Singapore on our honeymoon for six days just before I returned to the Parliament for the start 
of the spring session. It became obvious to me in the time I spent in Singapore that it is — 
Mr J.R. Quigley: Totalitarian. 
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Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: No, not at all. Singapore is a democratic society. Singapore embraces development and new 
technology. I find it remarkable that the Minister for Transport would say that ride-sharing applications cannot be 
used within two kilometres of Perth Stadium. If we continue to say that Uber, Lyft and all the other ride-sharing 
services do not have a place in our community, how can we expect to become a modern society? 
Ms A. Sanderson interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Member for Morley, one would think that a ride-sharing application that is far more popular 
than similar transport options, such as taxis, would be given equal access to the stadium. That is a normal thing 
that should be put into the transport plan.  

Ms A. Sanderson interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The Labor Party is now in government. The Labor Party has the ability to engineer that, if 
that is what it wants. The reality is that the government has applied a two-kilometre ban around the stadium. To 
me, that does not look as though the government is embracing new technology.  

That can be contrasted with my experience in Singapore. Singapore is a very developed nation. The government 
and society are always on the move. Singapore is expecting three per cent annual population growth for a number 
of years to come. Singapore is embracing migration that is highly skilled. Singapore’s gross domestic product is 
going from strength to strength. The annual income of its citizens is continuing to rise. The complacency that exists 
in Western Australia causes me great concern. It bothers me greatly when the Premier says in his speech that the 
Labor Party has a vision for the year to come and for the short-term future ahead, when the reality is that the 
government is still debating the concept of Uber. That is not a government with a vision and a plan for 
Western Australia. 

Mr F.M. Logan: Singapore is a city–state.  

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The minister is right. Singapore is a city–state. Singapore is a small country, and small 
countries have small problems. Western Australia has very large issues with remote and regional Aboriginal 
communities and the like. I understand the difficulty with the delivery of services. My concern is that in 
Western Australia, this government is not focused on what we can do to progress our society. It is trying to stop 
things like Uber. It also is not embracing new technologies. That is of great concern to me because I think we will 
be left behind in the South-East Asian region.  

I was going to speak for a bit of time on another issue, but I think now is not the time to do so. I would like to take 
this opportunity to thank the Premier for his statement to the house, and on behalf of the opposition I think that 
ends our contribution to the motion.  

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.A. Templeman (Leader of the House). 

House adjourned at 5.08 pm 
__________ 
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