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LOAN BILL 2012 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR C.C. PORTER (Bateman) [7.01 pm]: I came to this Parliament in a by-election on 23 February 2008 and I 
now depart by choosing retirement at the impending election on 9 March 2013. By the end of that period I will 
have had five amazing years in this place—they have been nothing short of the most intense, important learning 
experiences of my life. The experiences that you have in here leave you with a lot of thoughts and a lot of ideas; 
they literally buzz around your head and they wake you up at night. At the end, however, you are confronted by 
the final indignity of the party Whip, who says, “Twenty minutes, mate”. He says, “Mate, you always talk too 
long, mate. That’s 2 000 words that equals 20 minutes, mate; that’s it!” Our party Whip, by the way, has done a 
tremendous job since his appointment. He has a none-too-easy task in herding the cats in a minority Parliament. 
Without even knowing it, the Whip has established the parameters of the classic undergraduate exercise: what 
can be learned about governance from five years in state Parliament? Summarise in 2 000 words or less using 
examples where relevant. 

A huge amount of living goes on around you in this place. The people we share the space with here in Parliament 
have all the tortuous downs and wondrous ups that life throws your way, but in politics each seems to be 
somewhat magnified, and we share them at very close quarters. Sometimes, because of the nature of the game of 
politics, we even cause some of each other’s downs and maybe even a few of the ups. Other times, of course, it 
is our own damn fault. I am only here because the former member for Bateman, who was a very good and well-
loved member, died of a heart attack when travelling back in 2008 for a vote on a leadership spill motion in this 
place for the Liberal Party. Again, I would like to acknowledge in this final speech of mine his past contribution. 
My own belief is that I have been part of a very sound government. I am content that, with the help of 
colleagues, I have achieved a lot in five parliamentary years. I am particularly proud of delivering surpluses, of 
establishing the future fund, of allocating over half a billion dollars to protect and grow the non-government not-
for-profit sector, and of having decreased crime and, particularly, for the first time, violent crimes in this 
jurisdiction and, of course, police assaults by over 40 per cent. 

Given the Whip’s timing parameters, rather than immediate personal reflections, I want to do two simple things: 
one is to relay the single most important and significant thing that I learned in government; the second is to put a 
view about the role of state governments in Australia. The single most important lesson that I learned is the 
inescapable truth of what is a deceptively simple fact; that is, government is really, really hard work. The best 
way I can put this is to relay a phrase that has been attributed to the boxer Mike Tyson. The boxer was making a 
point about the difficulty of planning and performing in intense and immediate circumstances. He was asked 
what he thought about an opponent’s stated plan as to how he would counter Tyson’s speed and power. Tyson 
replied, “Everyone has got a plan until I punch them in the face.” Let me say, that rang out like a bell in my 
head, because as a state government minister in front-line service delivery portfolios, you get punched in the face 
a lot, and you need to be resilient and adaptable. If the purpose of government is to try to effect changes in policy 
and public administration areas and to have a net positive impact on the majority of people for whom we govern, 
then government is incredibly difficult and replete with the prospect of failure. This is not a complaint—there is 
no greater privilege than being given the opportunity to make things better—but the simple fact is that coalface 
service delivery through bureaucratic government is intensely difficult. Australian governments, I think, are in an 
interesting paradox. They are created and maintained by people on the basis that their power and their reach will 
be seriously limited, but governments then appear to fairly consistently disappoint the people who elected them 
because their power to effect change also has its limits. I think one of the original reasons that we wisely limited 
government in Australia is that, deep down, we knew we could give government all the power in the world and 
we could lose our freedom in the process and we still would not be much better off. 
An increasingly modern impulse exists to think that all problems are fixable by government or all misfortunes 
are preventable by government. But at the same time, thankfully, a deeper instinct remains that some problems 
are durable and resilient to fixes because they have their origins in individual choice, human nature and 
competing values that are often irreconcilable and difficult to arbitrate between. Many of the excellent 
valedictory speeches this week have highlighted things achieved, but also have lamented that greater progress 
was not made in long-term problems such as Indigenous disadvantage and child welfare and on many other 
seemingly intractable problems. I am still a meliorist—I believe progress is possible on enduring problems of the 
human condition—but the lesson I have learnt is that progress in government is usually piecemeal, incremental 
and capable of reversal, and that hard-won improvements must be protected and built upon by each generation of 
government. 
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That brings me to the second point about state governments. What is the role of state government in Australia? 
Simply put, if government is hard, state government is excruciatingly difficult. If you want a hard job in any 
government, be a police minister in charge of 5 000-plus police in a land mass greater in size than western 
Europe; be a health minister in charge of 35 000 staff in hospitals, which face next to unlimited demand for 
services with necessarily limited resources; or be a child protection minister with 3 787 children in state care—I 
know, because I rang the minister and she told me that just then—because, for a variety of reasons, largely 
uncontrolled by government, many families have become too dysfunctional to care properly for their own 
children. I am not saying it is an easy job to be a federal education minister, but there is a real distinction 
between running a luxuriously staffed federal Department of Education, Employment and Workplace Relations 
that does not run a single school or employ a single teacher, and a state education minister who runs a thousand-
odd schools in a state with half a million people under the age of 18. It is often said that state governments, 
because of a series of High Court decisions, have had their power and thereby their relevance eroded. Let me say 
something that I am sure all people here already know; that is, just as it was for Mark Twain, the rumour about 
the death of state governments has been wildly exaggerated.  

The basic mechanics of the Federation are this: the federal government expends about 55 per cent of all 
government expenditure and raises about 80 per cent of all of the revenue; state government expenditure is about 
45 per cent of all government expenditure and state governments account for about 15 per cent of all the revenue 
raised. These figures are often used to show the imbalance between revenue-raising capacity and spending—
vertical fiscal imbalance, as the economists call it. I will come back to that point in a moment. I think they also 
demonstrate in a very simple way that almost half of everything done by all government in Australia is done by 
state government. States are hugely important because they do the lion’s share of governing in the areas that 
most directly affect people’s everyday lives. This inescapable fact has seen a resurgence, I believe, in federalism 
as a political issue. 

There are two ways to approach the issue of modern Australian federalism. The first is what I will call the John 
Howard view. John Howard has repeatedly maintained, inside and outside government, that if Australians had 
their time again, they would not create a political structure based on the current state governmental structure. I 
say, with the greatest respect to someone who is a great man and was a great Prime Minister, this position does 
not make particularly much sense in my view. First of all, we could replay Federation over in time, given a time 
machine. We could do it a thousand times and we would end up with the same result. That is because the birth of 
the federal government was from the complicated relationship between six pre-existing, separate self-governing 
colonies that later became the states—New South Wales, Queensland, South Australia, Tasmania, Victoria and, 
of course, Western Australia. The federal government is the child of five state parents. It was not the product of 
immaculate conception, although sometimes it thinks it is holy. If ever Freudian psychology has proved to be 
true, it is in the case of the Federation. Based on my now many meetings at a federal level, like an internally 
raging Oedipus, the federal government very often appears as though all it wants to do is end the life of its state 
parents.  

Theorising what government might be like if Australia had only a central government is no less futile, in my 
view, than spending a great deal of time and effort postulating how life in Switzerland would be without 
mountains. Even if the states disappeared tomorrow, there would be need for something in their place—some 
form of regional administration. Our present system simply does not contain any local or regional framework 
that is capable of ensuring that the governance of the nation would remain viable without the states. Even if such 
a framework could be devised, could be agreed upon and could work even in the most basic fashion, why would 
we want to change one regional governance structure with another? The critical assumption that I think underlies 
the John Howard view is this: in the key areas of service delivery, outcomes in terms of efficiency and positive 
welfare results would be significantly better if, whatever regional administration existed, they were controlled 
exclusively and exhaustively by a federal minister with a federal bureaucracy centralised in Canberra. 

Leaving aside the entirely wise notion that centralising power can lead to its corruption and overuse, the idea that 
outcomes and efficiency are necessarily improved by having all key service delivery decisions made centrally, 
far removed from the actual conditions on the ground where the service is delivered, is an idea that persists, 
notwithstanding a mass of evidence in government, business and economics that service delivery is improved by 
the devolution of responsibility and retarded by the greater centralisation of decision making. To paraphrase 
Greg Craven, if you did find yourself as the person ultimately in political charge of a hospital in Karratha, it 
really helps if you have spent the night there at least once. States are not barriers to better service delivery by a 
potentially brilliant omnipotent federal government; they are doing—the states—a better-than-average job in 
intensely difficult circumstances. The one thing I think that allows the endurance of the view that the federal 
government would do a better job in child protection, hospitals or police is simply the fact that they have never 
had to do it. So the promise of a better centralised tomorrow has never had the ultimate opportunity of being 
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disproved, which it most certainly would be if it ever came to pass. Are we better off having hospitals and 
primary schools run by states with more than 100 years’ experience in such matters or by a federal government 
that has never run a school or a mining industry or a hospital? My own view is that, to borrow one of the newest 
words to penetrate the English language, if the federal government had ultimate control for all service delivery 
everywhere, the result would be a complete omnishambles. 

From time to time the federal government has problems of its own. It interests me that the federal defence budget 
is roughly the same size as the Western Australian state budget—the entire Western Australian state budget—but 
the federal government finds it difficult to keep more than two of a fleet of six submarines in the water at the 
same time, yet, if it had its way, it would try to run hospitals in Western Australia or, indeed, install pink batts in 
our homes. This brings me to the basic figure mentioned earlier. Federal expenditure is about 55 per cent of all 
government expenditure and it raises 80 per cent of all revenue. State expenditure is about 45 per cent and the 
states raise about 15 per cent of all revenue. Very few economic experts in the field think this is good for 
Australia and most think it is a huge problem. Accountability and transparency are enhanced and results 
improved when the government that spends the revenue is also responsible for the agony of raising the revenue. 
Vertical fiscal imbalance causes states to rely too heavily on debt to build infrastructure vital to the national 
interest. It very likely causes profligacy at a federal level and, ultimately, it does not allow growth states to 
reinvest in infrastructure and services to grow more national revenue. The great irony about the goods and 
services tax is this: the GST was supposed to be a state tax, it was supposed to be state revenue, and it was 
supposed to fix fiscal imbalance, but right now almost 60 per cent of all the moneys lost by the big four states in 
diminished donated GST receipts go to the Northern Territory. Of a total donated GST amount of $4.016 billion 
in 2012–13, more than half that amount, totalling $2.224 billion, was received by the Northern Territory. The 
responsibility of meeting the needs of the Northern Territory no longer falls with the commonwealth 
government, as it always did prior to the advent of the GST in 2000. It now falls to the four largest states, which, 
in the context of vertical fiscal imbalance, can least afford that responsibility. The simple fact is that prior to the 
advent of the GST in 2001–02, the financial donations to the financially weaker states that occurred under the 
banner of equalisation was achieved using revenue that was unequivocally commonwealth revenue. Why is it 
that in the context of severe fiscal imbalance, the burden of improving the circumstances of the states needing 
financial help falls on the remaining states rather than on the commonwealth, which raises more money than it is 
required to spend? The proposition that the GST moneys distributed in the way that they presently are alleviates 
vertical fiscal imbalance is no more absurd than Robin Hood arguing that he had effected his end of transferring 
wealth from rich to poor by redistributing money between poor people—to the very poor, from the not-quite-so 
poor, in circumstances in which the wealth of the rich remained untouched. The simplest solution to the GST 
problem is for the commonwealth to reassume its traditional role of funding unmet needs in the Northern 
Territory and in other states that from time to time need assistance, and then to leave the GST to be distributed 
on a near per capita basis. 

That brings me to the final comments I want to make, which are about people and some of the people 
particularly in this place. The final point of this speech is that the longevity and success of state Parliaments will 
as much depend on the intellectual leadership of their own members as on federal–state financial reform. On this 
point I would simply like to say that, in my view, and based on my observation over the past five years, this 
Parliament has in it some incredibly smart and capable people. The Treasurer, the Minister for Health, the 
Minister for Planning and the Minister for Regional Development have been friends and colleagues and they are 
people who could hold their own in any government or any business anywhere in the world. There are more than 
those I have mentioned and there are persons on the crossbenches who fall into that category. I promise I will not 
be much longer, but I seek an extension. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr C.C. PORTER: There are also, I think, people of great intellect and talent waiting in the wings: the member 
for Riverton, the member for Ocean Reef and the member for Jandakot, again friends and colleagues, and I think 
they will go on to make a great contribution to this Parliament. As I say, there are many others on both sides, but 
as I promised the Whip, I will not go on much longer. 

Two people I mention specifically are the Premier and the member for Victoria Park. They are more alike than 
they may care to realise! I am full of admiration for the Premier. It has been a great privilege to work as part of 
his government. I think the Premier is seriously good at his job. He has one of the great political gifts, in my 
observation—that is, the gift for taxonomy. We are presented with a lot of stuff in government. The Premier can 
work through a mass of issues and prioritise them from the critically important to the largely irrelevant, and then 
discipline his way to focus on the things that in his judgment matter the most. His judgment is very good. He is a 
bit like Neo in The Matrix; he sees an order to things that sometimes are not obvious to the rest of us, but on 
which the state’s future may come to depend in due course. The state is in extraordinary and tumultuous times. 
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The electorate will exercise its own view in the near future, but my view is that to lose the Premier at this critical 
point in the state’s development would be no less a tragedy than it would have been to lose John Forrest from the 
premiership in the mid-1890s. 

To my old friend the member for Victoria Park, I think I have some idea what it is like watching your friends in 
the private sector come and have coffee with him in their Porsche Cayennes while time passes sometimes slowly 
and painfully in here. But, old friend, I think this place is much the better for you being in it. I look forward to 
resuming a little more of our old friendship, which, for the sake of its preservation, we have wisely, although 
informally, put on hold while our positions have been so immediately and directly adversarial. 
To my old chief of staff Damian Creedon, to Jim Thompson, SC, and all the people who helped me as a minister, 
we had an outstanding team and they were all brilliant. To my electorate staff, Ella and Lauren, whom I have 
potentially put out of a job, you have been the best of servants to the constituents of Bateman and I have seen 
that firsthand. I thank you both sincerely on their behalf. 
Finally, to Jennifer, I could only ever make this leap of faith with you. I knew when I married you that you were 
very beautiful; that was hard to miss. I knew you were clever, but I did not know how wise you were. That 
wisdom has been of enormous help to me over the past five years. 

To all members, I know that you will all do your best to make this Parliament a place of excellence and the state 
strong. I have every confidence that you will succeed and I wish you all the best. 

[Applause.] 

MR P.T. MILES (Wanneroo) [7.23 pm]: I put on the record my support and admiration for the member for 
Bateman, Christian Porter. He will not be missed as he will still be championing the voices of WA successfully 
in federal Parliament later next year. 
In the debate on the Loan Bill 2012, I put on the record some of the great benefits that the Liberal–National 
Barnett government has delivered to the seat of Wanneroo and surrounding areas. There has been much debate in 
this house over the past few days, weeks and, I suppose, years, from opposition members on what they perceive 
to be issues that have not been addressed. However, the people and residents of Wanneroo have seen a great 
change by bringing in a new member like me in a marginal capacity. I have taken on the role of delivering some 
of the projects that were much needed throughout the Wanneroo district and in the immediate town site. For 
example, the Pearsall Primary School, which opens next year, is a great piece of investment that is needed. The 
populations of suburbs in my area go up on a yearly basis and obviously the schools fill up very quickly. The 
Hocking Primary School was also extended in our term. Every single school in Wanneroo is air-conditioned. All 
bar two schools have independent public school status. Work on the $70 million Banksia Grove high school has 
started already. It has gone out for design and the earthworks will start early next year after the Christmas break. 

The growth throughout Wanneroo puts stress and strain on some of the schools there. When I first came into 
office in 2008, one of the schools that had a big growth spurt was Tapping Primary School. When I came in, 
1 000 students were at that school and, clearly, primary schools are not built for that sort of capacity under any 
government. One of the things that we had to do was quickly build some sort of immediate stopgap measure 
within about six to eight months so that we could open in the 2009 year with some extra capacity in Tapping 
Primary School. With the support and help of the member for Churchlands, who was the minister of the day, we 
were able to build a K–2 school. It was a demountable-style school. It had some 11 or 12 demountables built in a 
sort of quadrangle. It was done very quickly and efficiently by the Department of Education. I must say it was 
very impressive considering the short time the department had to build it. It took the immediate stress off 
Tapping Primary School and it was able to have that extra capacity for the coming year. The government has 
since decided to fully grow that school to be a proper K–7 school. It will open next year as a K–7 school with 
new capacity in that area. It is not that the department ever gets caught out by the growth; it is just that the 
growth happens so quickly and the department has to build so many schools so fast. The number of students at 
Carramar Primary School has also been in the high 800s to 900s, but it never really goes over that sort of 
number. Tapping Primary School was over that number. We predicted back in 2008 that it would have 
something like 1 300 students if we did not act. I congratulate the government and the Premier for listening and 
also the then Minister for Education, the member for Churchlands, for delivering that K–2 school initially. That 
school has been converted and extended into a fully functional brick-built school for K–7. 

I did a speech in this house just recently on Wanneroo High School, which is changing its name. The current 
principal, Pauline White, is excellent. She has put a lot of support into that school. She has a lot of respect from 
all the principals around the Wanneroo district. She is running programs offsite over at Joondalup. She is running 
an extended vocational-style course for those young people who just do not make it in a classroom setting. The 
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current Minister for Education, Hon Peter Collier, has admired what she is doing and I understand he is looking 
very seriously at the program she has created over there on the other side of the lake. 

The other big thing about the Wanneroo High School is that it is getting a year 7 block built just up behind 
student services and in front of the science area. It is a double-storey student block to cater for the year 7 
students. That is really good for Wanneroo High School, because it was built on a site that is basically the side of 
a hill. Therefore, it was constrained in what it was able to achieve or deliver. Yes, it has the 1970s style about it. 
The school is getting tired, but it is also being rejuvenated and maintained to a more modern standard. Some 
parts of that school have been renewed already, such as the music–drama area. We are now looking at building 
some new manual arts areas, because with occupational health and safety requirements these days, we have to 
make sure that we keep and maintain those parts of the facility to help our young people blossom and grow. We 
are looking at doing that right now. Another part of the building obviously is the old-style tuckshop canteen. It 
can warm food only with pie warmers and stuff like that. In a modern-day school that is not appropriate. Minister 
Collier has had a serious look at that building and I suspect that there will be some changes coming up for it. 

The high school, because of the site, also had a huge constraint; it only ever really had capacity for 1 000 
students. When we think about primary schools having capacity for 1 000 students and the high school not 
having that capacity, it is obvious that something is logically wrong there. Even with the year 7s, capacity at that 
school could only ever go up to about 1 100 or 1 200. Increasing the capacity of that school will secure the 
school for future needs. That is why the allocation of some $70 million for the construction of Banksia Grove 
high school is a much-needed advance by this government for a much-needed high school. We have brought on 
construction probably 18 months to two years ahead of time, but I think that is rightly so. The Premier and 
Minister Collier have rightly decided to bring on construction of the school a bit ahead of schedule because of 
the growth that is happening out in that corridor. Substantial numbers of residents are moving into Banksia 
Grove; Tapping is now built out; Ashby is becoming built out; and Sinagra is quickly filling as well. When I was 
first elected to represent my electorate back in 2008, something like 24 000 people were on the electorate roll, 
and today there are over 33 000. That shows that the growth of Wanneroo in four years is still very much 
happening. 
We have a redistribution coming up and I know that Banksia Grove will go into the member for Mindarie’s 
electorate, which will be called the Butler electorate; and the southern portion of my electorate, which is 
Madeley and Darch, will be moving into the member for Girrawheen’s electorate, much to the surprise of that 
end of my electorate. However, I do know that the member for Girrawheen is happily representing herself at the 
schools there. 
Ashdale Secondary College in Darch, which both the member for Churchlands when she was Minister for 
Education and the Premier visited on several occasions, is actually one of those shining lights of the education 
department. It is an absolutely superb, beautiful school. Believe it or not, that school, which has been and is still 
being built and is now going to year 7, is having another $20 million spent on it. That means that the school will 
have cost the state government $100 million by the time it is completed. That is a massively big investment by 
any government. I can say that this government has delivered when it comes to education. That is because our 
Premier has always had a soft spot for education—rightly so—and has made sure that it has been funded in every 
possible way. When I was first elected to this place, a lot of the parents and citizens associations in my electorate 
had been campaigning for air conditioning in schools. As I said before, we have now air-conditioned all schools 
in my electorate under the new system of funding—not just under the Building the Education Revolution 
funding from the federal government. We have actually done that through all schools. I welcome that and thank 
the government for doing that. 

Another huge achievement we have had in the Wanneroo electorate is public transport. Through the member for 
Vasse and Minister for Transport, Hon Troy Buswell, we put in bus services. I have to say that when they first 
went in, I was a bit worried. When we put in those services I thought, “Gee, I really hope people use them”, 
because there is always a concern that we will put in a service and it will not get used. To my surprise, and I 
think somewhat to the surprise of the Public Transport Authority as well, some 35 000 patrons a month are using 
our services. That is an absolutely brilliant number to achieve, so much so that the bus timetable has had to be 
updated three times to allow longer breaks between stops. I know that they are only half a second here or half a 
minute there, or whatever, but the routes are having to be changed because of that extra patronage. That is a 
really good thing. Again it is a service that the government has delivered, it is a service that the members of the 
community have wanted, and I am glad that they are using it. We are getting such high patronage numbers that 
in the not too distant future those routes will probably have to be stepped up to another level. They will probably 
have to go from every half an hour to every 15 minutes. We have done that through the Banksia Grove–
Carramar area. The bus routes there have really lifted up the community’s transportation needs. The only 
problem I have with those bus routes is that they are taking everybody over to Joondalup CBD and not to the 
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Wanneroo townsite CBD. But in time, when somebody starts investing a bit more money into the town site and 
putting in some of the better amenities that the community wants, such as cinemas and better and more 
restaurants—we do not have any real restaurants—I am sure people will come out that way. 

Another major achievement of this government in the past four years in my electorate is obviously the Wanneroo 
raceway upgrade. For very little money the club was able to achieve and build far more than it expected to 
achieve. Anybody who has been out there or who has gone on the website and had a look at the pictures of the 
site will see some of the buildings and the new facilities there. Although the Minister for Sport and Recreation 
actually mentioned a couple of days ago that it is an absolutely outstanding achievement and that it was a good 
thing that the government came on board and gave the money to the club to build some of these facilities, it just 
shows that clubs themselves can manage and deal with money far better than any local government or 
government department can. I encourage the government in the future to continue giving money directly to clubs 
to fund the infrastructure they need to progress their own ventures. The WA Sporting Car Club at Wanneroo was 
probably able to value-add by at least ten times the amount of money given to it by the state government. The 
new pit area, basically because of the club’s design work, means that the state was able to secure the V8 car 
competition again for another five years. There was some support and guidance through the Department of Sport 
and Recreation, and obviously that must be done through the department, but it is a better design because the 
club was able to use its membership and its own builders, which meant they got better bang for their buck. I 
would therefore like to see that not-for-profit style of funding continue in the future because the government and, 
more importantly, community members will get better bang for their buck. 
It has been absolutely brilliant delivering on all the commitments in Wanneroo, including quite a few of the 
traffic needs of Wanneroo Road. We have allocated $1 million—albeit the council has not yet done anything—
for traffic lights at Flynn Drive and Wanneroo Road. The member for Mindarie and I were out there with the 
minister probably a year ago now campaigning for that particular project because people have died there. It is a 
black spot intersection. It was identified as a black spot intersection back in 2006. It was partially funded back 
then and we have extended that funding, yet we still have not seen those traffic lights in place. I am therefore a 
bit anxious about why that has not happened. I know that there always seem to be valid excuses, but I think 
somebody has to just get on and do the work. 

Another good piece of infrastructure that is currently being built as a result of this government is for the Lake 
Joondalup Lifestyle Village. Some 500-odd villagers who live in that lifestyle village were never able to turn out 
of their driveway safely. We are now installing a set of traffic lights to help them do that—not just to turn left, 
but also to turn right for the very first time. They used to have to go the very long way around to do their 
shopping in Joondalup. Now they will be able to turn right and go about their business very safely. The lights 
will not just help that village, but also help a lot of people who live behind it because there will be no more rat-
running. I know we complain about rat-runners, but for people in their 60s and 80s who have to cope with rat-
running in their little Hyundai cars and stuff like that, it is a really good improvement for the community. I know 
that even people in some of the side streets cannot wait for those lights to be operational.  
I will finish soon, but given some of the issues I get through my office, which we have heard in valedictory 
speeches this week that some of the other members also do, I can honestly say that the best part of this job is 
helping people. When somebody comes in, whether they have had a family member suicide or have a parking 
infringement issue or something like that, and we are able to help in some way, I think that is why we all do this 
job. Whilst we will always continue to have differences of opinion, I think the member for Kalgoorlie said it 
right: we are all in this place to help people. I know that everybody in this place has done so, and I enjoy being in 
this place. Obviously, after the election on 9 March, I very much hope to be back in here. 

MR A.P. JACOB (Ocean Reef — Parliamentary Secretary) [7.40 pm]: I will try to keep my comments very 
brief. The Loan Bill 2012 will most likely be my last opportunity in the thirty-eighth Parliament to contribute to 
a general debate. 
Mr A.P. O’Gorman: Are you making a valedictory speech already? 

Mr A.P. JACOB: Hopefully, it is certainly not the last opportunity going forward! 

However, I want to say once more how proud I have been for the last four and a half years to have had the 
opportunity to represent the electorate of Ocean Reef in this place. I had the privilege of representing most of 
that area for the three years prior to that as its local councillor, and it was that early experience that gave me such 
a passion for being the representative of this electorate, which is also my home. The achievements that we have 
seen in this area, again, are something that I am happy to say I am very proud of. We made a number of 
commitments in the 2008 election and not only have all these commitments been met in full, they were, for the 
most part, met within the very first year of coming into government. These commitments include $180 000 for 
Ocean Reef Senior High School works; doubling the annual funding of the Whitfords Volunteer Sea Rescue 
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Group, as well as what ended up being $220 000 towards that new rescue boat that that very important group 
now has; and a further $890 000 for Mullaloo Beach Primary School. Also, there were commitments in the 
neighbouring electorate of Joondalup. Although we did not win the electorate, we won government and we have 
ensured that the $230 million redevelopment of Joondalup Health Campus has also been going through. That is 
something that I have had a lot of opportunities to speak about in this house and it will be a fantastic legacy of 
our time in government in the thirty-eighth Parliament. There was also government funding for new clubrooms 
at Joondalup Arena for the Arena Community Sport and Recreation Association clubs, and there were others as 
well. As I said, most of those commitments were met in the first year and since then there has been an awful lot 
of activity from this government. 

Today is a fantastic opportunity just to look at some of the highlights of what the government has done for my 
area. Pretty soon after being elected, even though it was not one of our election commitments, we funded, started 
construction on and will soon open the $241 million rail extension to Butler. That was not a commitment but it is 
a project on which this government came alongside and helped to make sure it happened. Indeed, Madam Acting 
Speaker (Ms A.R. Mitchell), you know about the very important $60 million project to widen the Mitchell 
Freeway from Hepburn Avenue to Hodges Drive. That project will give 10 or 20 minutes a day back to the 
people living in our communities who work further south. It is something that will get them all home quicker at 
night and give them more time to spend with friends or family or on their leisure. 

It has been very interesting listening to the valedictory speeches and, having been a member of this place for the 
last four and a half years, the most rewarding aspects are not necessarily the big-ticket items that we get to 
achieve in our electorate; it is the small things. As the member for Churchlands said, the opportunities we have 
to help people access the system who may not know how to access the system themselves is rewarding. I think 
we have been very successful on that front. Some issues are ongoing, but we have seen some fantastic results for 
others. One of the most humorous really, but it is not very funny when it is happening next door to you, was that 
I had a constituent who thought it would be a fantastic idea to start a rat farm in his investment property in Ocean 
Reef. I am talking about a full-blown commercial-scale rat farm; I am not talking about breeding a few pets. This 
guy was going to fill the entire house with cages from floor to ceiling. 
Several members interjected. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: His business model was pretty good. The only reason that we found out about this was that he 
did a business model and distributed it to his neighbours, thinking that they would sign off on it as a home 
business use. It never occurred to him that the neighbours would have a problem with that and once they did, he 
dug in his heels. We did, however, manage to persuade him to withdraw his application because, ironically, 
under the local government planning law, there does not appear to be anything that would prohibit that as a home 
business use. That was one of the more quirky issues. 

Another issue that I was very passionate about when I was on the council, which did not come to fruition, but is 
something that I have been able to see through and will open in the coming weeks, has been a skate park for 
local kids. These are the sorts of facilities that everyone will come into this place and say they care about seeing 
built for the local youth in their electorate, and most fair-minded people in the community will say that a skate 
park or a youth facility is a great idea, but members should try to build one in their electorate and see what 
happens. It is not easy. It is not easy to stand there as a local member because we have to pick a location, and I 
learnt some valuable lessons from council — 

Ms R. Saffioti: Never promise a skate park! 

Mr A.P. JACOB: We can tackle the problems, member, if the park is located in the right spot and we make sure 
that it is well lit and very visible. The one that we are building is located on a main intersection and there is 
nowhere to hide. I have very high hopes for it. I think we have designed out the potential for crime as much as 
possible but, yes, there is a risk associated with that. When I visit schools or the local store, the kids come up to 
me as the local member and just thank me. I get posts on my various online accounts and that has also been — 
Mr T.R. Buswell: I hope they’re 17 and nine months! 

Mr A.P. JACOB: I hope so as well! That is the other tricky part of it, minister, because that is not a cohort that 
gets to vote yet. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: You’ll be here a long time, member! 

Mr A.P. JACOB: I hope that one reaps dividends in years to come! That project has been a fantastic result. 

Another little project that I am very proud of every time I go for a bike ride or a walk with my family relates to a 
grievance I raised in this place with the Minister for Health a couple of years ago about a ban on dogs in cafes. 
The minister took that up and we ultimately saw a change to the regulations of the Australia New Zealand Food 
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Standards Code. That was one little thing that started from a cafe in Burns Beach that for decades has been there 
for people who walk their dogs past to stop and have a coffee and a bite to eat. Bureaucracy shut that down and 
using, I guess, the privileges of this place gave me the opportunity to go in and fight for a small business and for 
the community. It is amazing what it took to change that and I thank the minister again. Now people can enjoy a 
coffee or a bite to eat with their dogs. It does not seem like such a hard thing, but it is one of the larger 
achievements — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: What sort of coffee does the dog have? 

Mr A.P. JACOB: The dog has its own menu, minister! The cafe produces a dog menu as well. 

There have been numerous other little issues as well and, as most members know, we have the opportunity to 
help various clubs and other organisations, as well as individuals who just do not know how to access the 
system, do not know where to go and in some cases are at their wits’ end. Often, they will go to their member of 
Parliament and that is absolutely the most rewarding part of this job. 

I did say, obviously, I do hope to — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: In 25 years I had two proposals for perpetual motion machines. Has that ever happened to you? 

Mr A.P. JACOB: Ha-ha! Very briefly, so other members have a chance to speak, I just want to put on record 
my thanks first and foremost to my wife and family for the last four years and also for agreeing to sign up for 
another campaign and hopefully into the future, but everybody in this place knows the sacrifices they make. I 
would like to say thank you to Cecylia, Joshua and Daniel. Also, I want to say a very, very big thank you to the 
electorate of Ocean Reef for the faith that those suburbs have placed in me, first, as their local councillor, then — 

Dr A.D. Buti: You sound like you’re giving a valedictory! 

Mr A.P. JACOB: It is absolutely not a valedictory speech, but if — 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: It sounds like it! 

Mr A.P. JACOB: At the end of four years I am going to say thank you, because again next March I go back to 
them and say, “Here’s what we’ve done.” I have just gone through some of those achievements. Hopefully, I 
have their support for another four years, but I will absolutely respect their decision if they choose somebody 
else. Either way, you say thank you. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr A.P. JACOB: It has been an absolute pleasure and I have met some fantastic people. As I said, I hope it 
continues for many, many years to come, but come what may, thank you to all the people of Ocean Reef and all 
the fantastic people I have had a chance to meet. 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Eyre) [7.49 pm]: Madam Acting Speaker, I thank you for the opportunity to talk about one 
of the lovely parts of Western Australia. Indeed, it is a great privilege to represent the seat of Eyre. The seat of 
Eyre has pastoral, mining and agriculture components and comprises 286 000 square kilometres, which is larger 
than the state of Victoria. 

Speaking to the Loan Bill 2012, I would like to go through some of the ways in which the state government has 
looked after my seat of Eyre. There was no greater indication of how this government cared for the seat of Eyre 
and, indeed, Esperance and the region, following the consequences of a significant pollution event with lead in 
and around the port and the town. This event occurred in 2008 and was a consequence of lead coming out of 
Wiluna, travelling by truck and then rail to the port of Esperance and being loaded into small vessels, which 
created a significant lead dust plume. There were 22 months of loading about 22 ships, which caused a 
significant pollution event in Esperance. It was first detected, I have to say, when a doctor colleague of mine 
came to my house and said that one of the residents had noticed there were birds dying on Wireless Hill and 
Bostock Road, above and overlooking the port; and the 64-dollar question that was asked then, which was very 
telling, was: is there anything at the port that is killing the birds? History revealed that the lead that was 
deposited on the flora, and eaten and ingested by nectar-eating birds was the cause of their death. There were 
questions about where the lead was from, and the testing by isotope fingerprinting isolated it to the lead of 
Magellan Metals that was transported through the port. My point in this debate on the Loan Bill is that this 
government stepped up and instituted a cleaning program that cost taxpayers $25 million. The town and I are 
very grateful for that commitment. In fact, I am very grateful to the Premier, who said, “We will clean this town 
whatever it takes.” And it did take a bit, because I have to tell members that 82 young children were leaded, but 
there was also significant pollution of the houses, the surrounds and the ceiling voids. The lead gets into the 
ceiling voids and sits there for years until the houses age and cracks appear in the ceiling and then the lead comes 
into the living space. Another medical colleague from Broken Hill suggested to the inquiry that was held in early 
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2009 that it was really important to clear and clean the ceiling voids of the houses within the impact zone. There 
were significant numbers of houses within the impact zone. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms A.R. Mitchell): Leader of the House, could I ask you to perhaps take your 
conversation outside. 
Dr G.G. JACOBS: The clean-up Esperance program took 18 months to two years. It sampled over 1 800 
houses, and cleaned 500 houses plus their ceiling voids; in fact, we had real-time testing of the lead pollution, 
which confirmed that it was possible to clean the houses. Ladies and gentlemen, we are now clean. Esperance 
and its surrounds are now clean of lead, and we are very, very thankful for the government’s commitment. 

There are other commitments, of course. In health, an amount of $39 million will go to the Esperance Hospital, 
of which $5.5 million has been spent this year. As well as the development of the hospital, there is an interim GP 
clinic to co-locate GPs on the hospital site and give them clinical accommodation from which they can work. In 
my day a doctor would come to town, pick a little old house, do it up as a clinic—there go my notes, so the 
speech will probably get better!—spend significant amounts of money to set up a practice, employ staff and start 
the practice, whereas today that is not the case. Doctors want to come to town, but they only want to do the 
doctoring. What we are starting to realise is that if we are going to attract doctors into rural Western Australia, 
we have to create the clinical environment in which they can practise. We have to create a business environment 
in which the administration is done by somebody else. Yes, the doctors work for a percentage of fees, but all 
those issues of equity and ownership are dealt with and the doctor coming to town does the doctoring. Also, what 
is very important is to have a principal doctor or mentor to overcome the professional isolation. This is being 
promoted in Esperance. There is also the southern inland health initiative, which has allowed us to do things 
differently in the medical workforce area. 

We have the new Esperance Primary School, which is near completion, at $10 million. We have a significant 
waterfront development. The waterfront development has been an issue since, if you like, the perfect storm we 
had some years ago that eroded our foreshore and silted the Bandy Creek fishing boat harbour. Since then, 
although we have restored the boat harbour, there is still significant work to be done along the eroded waterfront. 
Recently there was a $12.5 million commitment to restore the waterfront for which local government has already 
attracted funding of $10 million, and recently $1 million under the country local government fund to do work on 
the waterfront. The development is about creating a significant barrier, a seawall to reduce the erosion, plus 
beautify the area, basically, to coast-scape the area and, again a bit like the issues we have in Perth, to engage 
and connect the town with the water’s edge. 

Esperance is not the only town in my electorate but it is an important corridor, an important and strategic port for 
the development of the hinterland, the region and the Yilgarn. So the $60 million commitment by the state 
government to develop the transport corridor, or the entrance to the port, allowing increased tonnages of iron ore 
and also the issues of conflict between rail and road—the vehicular traffic—was significant and was a step in the 
development of the port to increase tonnages of product. It was matched by $60 million from the federal 
government to make a $120 million project to develop the transport corridor. That is very significant for us. We 
have a 19.5-metre deep-water port allowing capesize vessels to come into the port. That puts us in a very good 
position for increasing our export of iron ore, particularly from the Yilgarn region. 

I turn to the development of Boulder. It was obviously hit by an earthquake in April 2010. This government 
committed $5 million to earthquake restoration. I thank the Minister for Local Government for his role in 
creating that fund. We often say it is an ill wind that blows nobody any good, but because of that earthquake, 
there has been a significant restoration of Burt Street in Boulder. We have got rid of the unsightly overhead 
powerlines and we are streetscaping Burt Street. There has been significant restoration of historical buildings and 
there is an ongoing program of about $2.5 million to restore the verandas and the facades to their historical best. 
As I said, it is an ill wind but Burt Street is a more beautiful place in which to work and play. It is an important 
development. Obviously more work has to be done. 

A very important issue for me in the electorate is the effect of the ravages of wild dogs from the north into the 
agricultural region of my electorate. This government has already committed $10 million to a state barrier fence 
to stop the incursion of wild dogs from the north. It is really important that we continue that program in and 
around the agricultural region of Esperance and east to Condingup for the benefit of the North Cascade, Salmon 
Gums and Condingup regions in order to sustain an ongoing sheep industry. 

There are obviously a few things to do. We have a jetty in Esperance that needs restoration. We need to think 
about creating a wild dog barrier fence to protect the pastoral region in the Kalgoorlie area. It is important to 
develop industry within the Mungari industrial estate. There are some issues in and around the Goldfields Arts 
Centre. This government and the Premier made a commitment in a visit to Kalgoorlie recently to sustain the 
Goldfields Arts Centre in the important area of Kalgoorlie–Boulder. 
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There is also the issue of the stranded assets of trees. We have five 50 000-hectare lots of blue gums that are now 
over 10 years old and ready for harvest. However, we have no gateway to market. It is my role as the local 
member to work with those stakeholders and interested parties to get a gateway to market for this potentially 
stranded asset to create woodchips, which was the intent of the plantation, and to get those woodchips on a boat 
and to market. I am very confident that we can work with the Goldfields–Esperance Development Commission 
and Co-operative Bulk Handling to try to get that one and only harvest and for those trees to be exported to 
market. 
It is a great privilege to represent this can-do electorate with can-do constituents with that interesting variety of 
pastoral, agricultural and mining interests. I hope, God willing and the constituents willing, that after 9 March I 
will still have the privilege of representing them. 

MR P. ABETZ (Southern River) [8.04 pm]: As I rise to address the Loan Bill 2012, I would like to highlight 
some of the issues that faced the electorate of Southern River at the time of my election in 2008 and say what the 
government has done to address some of those issues. When I was elected in 2008, one of the key issues 
confronting the area was traffic congestion, which particularly arose out of the fact that the southern railway line 
was originally intended to come through Canning Vale but ended up being changed by the Labor government 
when the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure decreed that the line should run straight up the freeway, which 
I think added about $600 million to the project, but it did cut seven minutes off the travel time from Mandurah to 
the city. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: I think it was about 12 minutes. 
Mr P. ABETZ: Whatever it was, a certain number of minutes were cut. The result was that the traffic jams 
around the Nicholson Road–Garden Street–Yale Road roundabout were not addressed. The construction of the 
railway station was going to lead to the upgrade of the area that suffered from traffic congestion but that did not 
happen, so residents were utterly frustrated. Ranford Road, the other road that leads out of my electorate, was 
also jammed. I am pleased to say that in the last state budget I managed to secure $2.3 million for the City of 
Gosnells to upgrade the Nicholson Road–Garden Street railroad roundabout, and that work is in progress. Just a 
little distance across the railway line is the Nicholson Road–Bannister Road intersection. The City of Canning 
was funded to do that work, part funded by the state government and the City of Gosnells. After some prolonged 
delays, that work also commenced recently. By Christmas or early January we hope to see traffic congestion 
around the Nicholson Road, Bannister Road and Garden Street area very much improved. 
The Ranford Road issue continues to plague us. I am in the process of seeking funding from the state 
government for the City of Canning to add a third lane from Nicholson Road through to the Canning Vale 
markets. Having a third lane would allow public transport to flow freely. At the moment the buses get caught up 
in traffic congestion, resulting in very lengthy delays. The bus service is quite spasmodic because the buses have 
to go to Murdoch station and then come back and do another route. Because they get caught up in the traffic jam, 
the timetable does not work too well. Hopefully, we can address that issue and resolve that traffic congestion 
problem. 
The other issue that we are working on is providing better public transport services in Canning Vale, 
Huntingdale and Southern River. The extension of the Thornlie railway line through to the Mandurah railway 
line is very dear to the hearts of my constituents. It is one of the issues that rates very, very highly in community 
surveys. My constituents want to see that link built. Building that link would also provide an easier way to get 
into the city, and we will hopefully see fewer motor vehicles on our roads. When I was elected in 2008, one of 
the very first things I did was take the Mayor of Gosnells to the then Minister for Transport and get them to 
commit to not selling that land. We understood that the land was being put on the market because the previous 
Labor government had said that this link would never be built; therefore, the land would be disposed of. The land 
has been retained. In the Transport 2031 document it was proposed that this link be built post-2031, by which 
time I may be pushing up daisies, so that is a little too far down the track.  

With the advent of the stadium development, I believe there is good reason to bring forward this rail link because 
the patrons living in the south who go to the stadium need to get on a train from the stadium at Burswood, go 
into the city, change trains in Perth and then head down the south line. However, if the Canning Vale link was 
built, they could get on a train at Burswood and simply come through Thornlie and Canning Vale and go down 
south. I have been given to understand that 70 per cent of the people who travel on the south line to go to the 
football at Subiaco Oval board the train at Cockburn Central or further south, so it really will provide a very 
useful means of moving the patrons and getting them to the stadium. It will also solve or reduce the need for any 
upgrade of Perth railway station. I was given to understand by the parliamentary secretary for the stadium 
development that there was talk of upgrading Perth station to cater for the crowds going from Burswood to the 
Perth station to get onto a train. Those funds could simply be diverted and contribute to making that railway link 
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from Thornlie through to the Mandurah line. I am very hopeful that that link may become a reality at the time of 
the stadium being developed. 

Another issue that faces Canning Vale and Southern River, in particular, is the great lack of sportsgrounds. Even 
though 10 per cent of land being developed has to be set aside for public open space, because Canning Vale is an 
old swamp area, the same as Southern River, a lot of the public open space was taken up with drainage facilities, 
and there simply were not enough sportsgrounds. One of the things that I was doing was trying to find some land 
in the area that could be used for a sportsground—and not just a sportsground but a regional sports complex. I 
managed to locate 66 hectares of government-owned land between the old Canning Vale tip and Jandakot 
Airport—it is an old sand quarry—and I had the pleasure of taking the Premier and also the Minister for Sport 
and Recreation out there to show them this site. With the support of the Minister for Planning, it was agreed that 
this would be an ideal site for a regional sporting complex, and the City of Canning and the City of Gosnells are 
very supportive of that. The land lies in the territory of the City of Canning, but the City of Gosnells, recognising 
that Canning Vale residents in the City of Gosnells will also be accessing that, is very keen to see this project 
developed, and could possibly even contribute to it financially. The government has shown its commitment to 
that project by making funding available for a feasibility study more than a year ago. That is currently in 
progress, and in the last state budget $1 million was set aside for preliminary works to be done, therefore 
showing the government’s commitment to making this project a reality. 

My electorate is also very much a new suburban area. Therefore, there are very many young families. Our 
primary schools are all very new, so we do not have any issues with old buildings or anything like that, but we 
have very large primary schools. For example, Campbell Primary School now has more than 1 000 students 
enrolled. Schools form the hubs within our community. Those schools have an excellent reputation. One of the 
things I have been able to help with is the procuring of the LED 40-kilometre signs for our schools. By the time 
school goes back next year, every school in my electorate that is on a major road will have LED lights. In fact, 
only one school will not have LED lights, and that is partly because it is on a road that is not as busy. 
In terms of education, my electorate has seen a program developed for talented students in primary schools—that 
is based at Caladenia Primary School. I believe that program certainly deserves continued support. It is making 
an excellent contribution towards getting the very best of opportunities for our young people. Most of our 
schools are independent public schools. The community has really jumped at that opportunity. The school boards 
seem to be functioning very well and providing really good value for the education dollars being spent in my 
area. 

In concluding, I would like to say that it has been a real pleasure to get to know so many of the people who make 
up my community and to serve them as the member of Parliament for the electorate of Southern River. It has 
been a pleasure to interact with so many people and have the opportunities to help them. As the member for 
Ocean Reef, I think, put it, on 9 March the people will make a decision on who will represent them. I have every 
hope that they will have been encouraged by what I have been able to achieve for them and that they will give 
me the opportunity to continue to serve them for another four years, and perhaps another four years after that. 
With that, I think I can conclude and thank the various ministers who have made possible the progress that has 
been made in my electorate in helping to make Southern River a great place to live 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [8.15 pm]: I rise finally to speak on the Loan Bill 2012. I am the lead 
speaker for the opposition. Although the bill has been around for quite some time, a combination of pairs and, I 
guess, ensuring that we had the Loan Bill for the valedictories meant that it has taken some time for me to finally 
get to my feet and speak on the Loan Bill. I want to start by acknowledging the valedictory speech of the 
member for Bateman. He made some very kind reflections upon me during his speech. As many people know, 
the member for Bateman and I go back a long way. We went through law school and then practised law together 
at the Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions for a short spell. I wish the member for Bateman all the very 
best in his transition to the federal Parliament. I am glad that he did not go on to offer the analysis of why I am 
perhaps similar to the Premier. That is one analysis that I am not sure I am willing to hear. 

Dr A.D. Buti: Or the many parties you went to together. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: We do not need to reflect on those things, member for Armadale, other than to say that the 
member for Bateman and I spent many hours studying hard together in the library at the University of Western 
Australia law school. 

This is, of course, the second loan bill of the government, which makes a total of $13.3 billion in borrowings for 
the general government sector. That is not bad for one term, two loan bills—the first one in 2009 for 
$8.316 billion, and now the Loan Bill we are debating tonight for $5 billion. I acknowledge the Treasury 
officials who provided the opposition with a briefing. They gave us the loan bills since 1987, and the largest loan 
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bill between 1987 and 2009 was the one in 1991 for $390 million. Then, in 2009, there was the bill for 
$8.3 billion, and now we have the bill for $5 billion, which, as anybody would know, is an extraordinary amount 
of money to borrow in one term of government. Of the $8.3 billion in the 2009 bill, some $1 billion that was 
authorised to be borrowed for the 2012–13 financial year is still outstanding, with another $3 billion being 
authorised by this bill for the 2012–13 financial year. That is an extraordinary amount of money by any stretch 
of the imagination. We must bear in mind also some of the comments made by the Treasurer when he was on 
this side of the house. On 18 March 2008, the current Treasurer, the member for Vasse, made this point — 

In the 2004-05 budget, the government predicted that three years into the forward estimates—that is, by 
2006-07—it would be spending $13.2 billion, but it actually spent almost $15.2 billion. That is a 
massive increase in recurrent expenditure in the out years and a clear indication that recurrent 
expenditure management is not being exercised properly. 

Back then in 2008, just before the member for Vasse became Treasurer, he was complaining about spending 
beyond the budget. In fact, he regularly got to his feet in this place and attacked the Labor government about 
growth in recurrent spending, which, from memory, over the eight years of the Gallop–Carpenter governments 
averaged somewhere between seven and eight per cent. What we have seen over the past four years from this 
government is average expenditure growth in the general government sector of 10 per cent. An amount of 
$2 billion has been spent outside of the budget process. So the member for Vasse, as Treasurer, in applying his 
own standards to the management of this government, is certainly not managing recurrent expenditure even 
remotely competently. 

One other thing that I would note is that again in 2008, on 13 May, the Treasurer and member for Vasse made 
this point — 

State debt will be $11.4 billion in four years’ time despite the fact that the state has never enjoyed more 
income, particularly through state taxes and royalties. 

So, back then, the Treasurer was railing against the fact that state debt would get to $11.4 billion by 2011–12. 
What did state debt ultimately get to under this government? It got to $15.1 billion. The Treasurer made the point 
that at a state debt level of $11.4 billion—that is what he was worried about at that time—the state’s AAA credit 
rating could slip away. We now know that state debt ultimately got to $15.1 billion—in fact, nearly 
$15.2 billion—and is now well on its way to $23 billion. That is why the state is being given a warning shot 
about its AAA credit rating. It is not just the overly high reliance on royalties that our state government now 
faces. It is also expense growth that is averaging 10 per cent every year. Over the life of this government—the 
four years of this government—$2 billion has been spent outside the budget process. That is $2 billion that was 
not budgeted for and that ultimately the government spent. 
I want to spend a couple of minutes reflecting on the government’s the Bigger Picture campaign. I think it is 
worth noting the Bigger Picture campaign. I say that particularly in light of the fact that the Premier himself has 
turned out to be quite a monarchist with the naming of Elizabeth Quay. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Without consulting the people of Western Australia. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Yes, without consulting the people of Western Australia. Thank you, member for 
Girrawheen. The Premier just decided that Elizabeth Quay is a wonderful name for what is undoubtedly one of 
the state’s most significant pieces of real estate—undoubtedly. He thought, “It’s a great idea, because the Queen 
came out here and watched a lot of people have a snagger, so let’s name the place after her”—with no 
consultation. This is the apparent republican, I dare say monarchist. I dare say that the Premier’s conversion to 
faith in the monarchy drove his naming of the Bigger Picture. When members walk into the foyer of Parliament 
House, they no doubt will pass a poster. There is a poster down there. I have not stolen the poster. I have 
obtained a copy of this poster. What is the name of it, member for Girrawheen? It is at the bottom. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: It is the Big Picture! 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The Big Picture! I think what has happened is that the Premier has wandered into Parliament 
House and thought, “I like that painting.” The reason he likes that painting is that standing front and centre is His 
Royal Highness the Duke of York and Cornwall, later to become King George IV. So the Premier thought, “I 
quite like that. I like the idea of standing there before the masses.” This is, by the way, for the benefit of 
members here, a picture of the first sitting of the commonwealth Parliament, when the Duke of York and 
Cornwall, who ultimately became King George IV, came out and addressed very significant members of the 
Australian community at the time. What is famous about this painting by Tom Roberts is that the people in the 
front of the painting have all been drawn so that we can identify who they are. Then, off in the distance, there is 
just a vague mass of people. I looked at that, and I thought no doubt the Premier had an image of himself being 
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there! There he is! The people we can see and identify—no doubt members of the cabinet and members of the 
500 Club—are there, as the Premier gets up on the stadium at Elizabeth Quay, and off in the distance, just a blur, 
a figment of the imagination, are the people of the suburbs of Perth. There they are, vaguely aware of Elizabeth 
Quay, off in the distance, causing them no end of problems with their traffic, vaguely aware, but knowing full 
well that “His Royal Highness the Duke of Cottesloe” is doing well by them. No doubt that is what the Premier 
drew his inspiration from, knowing full well that he would love to be a monarch himself. 

So when I look at the advertisement “It’s all Part of the Bigger Picture”, I notice that we have in the foreground 
the CBD, very much in focus, very much the attention of the government, and then off in the distance, blurred, 
out of sight, out of mind, out there somewhere, are the suburbs of Perth, yet again being ignored and being 
neglected, because the Premier wants, like King George IV back in 1901, to be standing before the members of 
the Liberal Party and the 500 Club, with them all expressing delight in what the Premier has given to them at 
Elizabeth Quay. 

I am not surprised that Hon Gary Gray, the federal member for Brand, expressed some discontent regarding this 
advertisement and the fact that nowhere on this advertisement is there any mention of the fact that some 
significant federal money is coming into these projects. The federal member for Brand and the federal 
government have made some points. Fiona Stanley Hospital had some $255 million go into the rehabilitation 
centre. I note also Gateway WA. That is an interesting project. I like Gateway WA, because that is 70 per cent 
funded by the federal government. There is an interesting little quirk — 
Ms M.M. Quirk: Excuse me—as opposed to boring me! 

Mr B.S. WYATT: My apologies to the member for Girrawheen! 

Ms M.M. Quirk: That’s all right! 

Mr B.S. WYATT: There is an interesting little twist to Gateway WA, because there it is, on the ad “It’s all Part 
of the Bigger Picture”, 70 per cent funded—$700 million—by the federal government. The interesting twist is 
that that $700 million will come from the minerals resource rent tax. What is happening with that tax? The 
Premier is spending taxpayers’ money challenging the validity of the mining tax. The Premier has to address this 
issue. In the event that the Premier is successful in that challenge, how will the government fund that 
$700 million? Will it do what Mr Hockey suggests and use road tolls for it? How will that be funded in the event 
that the Premier is successful in his High Court challenge to the mining tax? Of course the Perth City Link 
project had some $230 million of commonwealth funding. The light rail is, of course, completely subject to 
federal funding. I note that for the Perth stadium, money is being sought from the federal government. So I am 
not surprised that there was some discontent from the federal member for Brand, Hon Gary Gray, and the federal 
government in respect of that advertising campaign. 

I also want to—I have gone through this before—reflect on some of the statements that were made by the 
member for Cottesloe regarding debt before he became Premier. These are very interesting statements. In August 
1991, during a substantial debate in respect of the increasing debt in Western Australia, the member for 
Cottesloe and now Premier made a number of points. The first point he made was this — 

There are many other unknown contingent liabilities that will impact on debt and potential future debt. 
For example, it is estimated that there is a $3.9 billion unfunded superannuation liability for 
Government employees. It has been a longstanding practice not to fund that superannuation liability. 
However, the State needs to accept that responsibility and start to fund and manage that liability as it is 
growing rapidly. An amount of $3.9 billion is immense. It is a growing liability which a responsible 
financial enterprise, which this State should be, would bring under control. 

The Premier described $3.9 billion as immense and in 1991, the Premier demanded that, as a responsible 
financial enterprise, the state should bring that amount under control. The amount shown during budget estimates 
this year is about $8 billion. I am yet to see the Premier make any attempt to bring that under control or, at the 
very least, address what the Premier described as “an immense liability”. I will read out one of the more 
interesting comments in 2003 by the Premier, when he was Leader of the Opposition, regarding debt. He said — 

… what really matters is how much is owed, when it will be paid back and the interest bill. That is the 
amount written on the cheque and the amount this State owes the bank. 

I compare those words said in 2003 with a statement he made on 4 September 2010 regarding debt when he 
said — 

“In reality you don’t have to pay back the debt, what you have to do is make sure the debt is (under) 
control and as a guide I’m intending keeping our total level of net debt below $20 billion,” 
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There are a couple of issues here. One is his initial concern that what matters is how much is owed, when it will 
be paid back and the interest bill, versus his then decision that it does not matter because we do not have to pay 
back the debt; all we need to do is make sure we keep it under $20 billion. That is very different from what the 
now Treasurer, the member for Vasse, said in 2008 about the horrendous threat to the AAA rating that a debt 
level of $11.4 billion would impose on the state’s finances. The Premier is now saying that it no longer matters 
what the debt is because, ultimately, we do not have to pay it back. That is why it is very easy for the 
government to continue to bring loan bills before the Parliament. As I said, this is the second of this 
government’s loan bills. The amount of $8.3 billion was the first in 2009 and now there is another $5 billion in 
2012, bearing in mind that, since 1987, the largest amount of borrowing previously sought for authorisation was 
$390 million. This has been extraordinary growth in the state’s debt position. As the member for Belmont made 
clear during his excellent valedictory speech today, the government is effectively taking on the entire financial 
capacity of this Parliament and probably the next two Parliaments. It is driven by a Premier who now has a 
position on debt that, ultimately, we do not have to pay it back and we have to keep it under $20 billion, bearing 
in mind the $20 billion cap has, obviously, since been removed. 

There has been some debate over the past day or two regarding this government’s broken promises. It is no 
surprise, I guess, as we move towards the last day or two of this Parliament—or potentially another day a little 
later in the year—that the opposition, indeed the people of Western Australia, will start focusing on the 
government’s record. I think that is very reasonable. I think what was shown in the 2008 election, as the people 
of Ellenbrook are very well aware, is that this is a government that will literally say anything to anyone to get 
elected, with ultimately no real intent to deliver on those commitments. In a radio interview on 3 September this 
year concerning a number of different things, especially an Ellenbrook train line, we heard the Treasurer say that 
the government broke its commitment regarding Ellenbrook because the former government did not do the 
policy work for it. But he then went on to explain in an interview in September with Geoff Hutchison—it might 
have been John McGlue—that because there was no analysis of demand, no analysis of patronage, “the reality is 
that when you did that, when we conducted that analysis, the investment did not stack up.” That is why the 
Treasurer decided the people of Ellenbrook no longer deserved their rail line. It is, of course, in stark contrast to 
what he is saying about the new Busselton airport. He said that he believed that project had to be considered 
regardless of whether there was an immediate demand from international carriers — 

“If we don’t build it then they certainly won’t fly here,” Mr Buswell said. 
… 
“As a government you’ve got to have a broader perspective on this type of project,” 

Mr P.B. Watson: It is to take all those extra people coming to Albany for the one or two who get off at 
Busselton. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Yes, I had to make a stop at Busselton on the way from Albany. 
Mr T.R. Buswell: What day of the week was that? 
Mr B.S. WYATT: It was a night-time flight. Why was I down there, Watto? 
Mr P.B. Watson: Sorry; I can’t remember. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: It was a night-time flight back and we had to stop at Busselton. One thing I remember quite 
clearly is that the fellow in front of me jumped up, got his bag and walked off the plane, only to scurry back on 
about five minutes later when he realised he was not in Perth. The announcement that we were landing in 
Busselton was not terribly clear. 

Mr P.B. Watson: They won’t tell us how many there are either. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Is that right? 

Mr P.B. Watson: They don’t keep those stats. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: It is soon to be the $100 million upgraded airport. Interestingly, this was confirmed again by 
the Treasurer on 2 November when he was reported in the Busselton Dunsborough Times as follows — 

Vasse MLA Troy Buswell told the Times in terms of transport infrastructure in the South West, the 
Busselton Airport and Bunbury Port were the State Government’s highest priorities. 

They are the state’s highest priorities. It will cost $100 million, but it does not matter if there is no demand. 
Mr T.R. Buswell: In the south west. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Yes; I said the south west; the minister was not listening. I quoted him as saying “south 
west”. 
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Mr T.R. Buswell: You said “highest priorities”. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: I will read it again — 

Vasse MLA Troy Buswell told the Times in terms of transport infrastructure in the South West, the 
Busselton Airport and Bunbury Port were the State Government’s highest priorities. 

They are this government’s highest priorities for the south west—a $100 million airport that he will build 
apparently, regardless of whether there is any demand or requirement for it. He also said the $623 million 
Bunbury port is one of the highest priorities. I made a quick check and found that the number of media 
statements in which the government said, “This is our highest priority” is quite extraordinary. The government’s 
rhetoric seems to be that everything is its highest priority, and that, of course, means that nothing is its highest 
priority. But it is good to know that $100 million is still committed to the Busselton airport, despite the fact there 
does not seem to be a demand, but that does not matter anyway, and, of course, the people of Bunbury are 
delighted that the $623 million — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: You don’t support it then? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I am talking about what the Treasurer is committing to. We are talking about debt, Treasurer, 
and I am talking about things that have not been brought to book. There are quite a lot. The process by which the 
government has gone about making policy and announcing policy is, indeed, interesting. One of the more recent 
examples concerned a proposed Midland university. As I was when I was on holiday in Busselton and staggered 
out to get a copy of the Busselton Dunsborough Times to find on the front page that the Treasurer was 
committing $100 million to his airport, I was somewhat surprised again just two weeks ago, on 27 October, 
when the Premier was reported in the Echo as visiting Midland and making a number of commitments. The 
first—this will sound familiar to people here in light of the priority comments I have just made—was that the 
Perth–Darwin highway will be the next project undertaken within the metropolitan area. But, interestingly, he 
said the following — 

“I’ve been talking with universities over the past few months about what can be provided in this area 
and the State—in principle—is prepared to fund the construction of a university campus.” 

The quote goes on — 

“But [we] will be looking to the universities to run the campus and I hope that over the next month or so 
we can get to, I guess, a landing point on how that will be done.” 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: How much is that? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I have no idea. I am curious that the state government is now entering into the realm of 
constructing universities. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: I can tell you that over the past five to six years, Edith Cowan University has built 
$120 million worth of buildings. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: I did not say that. It will get away cheap at $120 million. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: That is just a couple of the buildings that it has built over the past five to 10 years. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: As members can imagine, the opposition is finding it difficult to cost that particular 
commitment by the Premier. But he made that point and said that in the next month we would hear from him. I 
was curious about that and members will recall earlier last week I asked the Treasurer about the costing. The 
Treasurer, of course, appeared to be uncertain about that particular commitment. The Echo then decided to 
pursue this apparent commitment, which was then not a commitment, and ran another story regarding the 
Midland university on 10 November, which states — 

… a spokesperson for the Premier said Mr Barnett only spoke in general terms about what was needed 
in Midland. 

“He has no further comment at this stage,” the spokesperson said. 

Mr P.B. Watson: He is an emperor. How can it be true? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I do not understand when in general terms the Premier says that the state is prepared to fund 
the construction of a university campus. That seems to me to be fairly uncertain but when challenged and asked 
to cost the particular commitment he says, “Well, it was only a general comment. I am not committed to that at 
all.” While he was there, it was a busy time for the Premier. He noted that the Midland railway station needed 
some money spent on it and he said — 
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“Having driven past it—which was what I needed to do to be convinced that [train station] is clearly 
inadequate for the growing population, so that will be looked at too,” … 

Forgetting the fact that he had already taken some $22 million out of the budget a couple of years ago to go into 
a new Midland station, he has now decided, “Well, I have driven past it. I now know we need a new one.” 
Interestingly, I thought, “Well, that is another $20-odd million in commitments there”, but thankfully the cost of 
this has been clarified by Hon Alyssa Hayden who, in the Community News of 9 November, made the point — 

… the cost of a new station alone would double the former funding and would need major infrastructure 
works alongside it for the project to be possible. 

She went on to make this point — 

“In 2011 a quantity surveyor estimated to extend the railway to Cale Street and build a new station was 
$40 million,” she said. “This does not include vital infrastructure such as the Lloyd Street extension, 
$55.7 million, that is a necessity if the Midland train station is to be extended.” 

So it will cost $55.7 million for the Midland train station, as per the commitment by the Premier, but now we do 
not know because subsequently speaking in general terms, the commitment he made and reported on 27 October 
is now spoken about only in general terms by the Premier. Ms Hayden went on, usefully I think and quite 
accurately, to outline how this government goes about costing, funding and delivering its commitment. Ms 
Hayden said — 

… she believed current budgets did not restrict chances for the project. 

“In reference to money not currently being identified in the budget, this will have no impact on our 
campaign to have the Midland train station to better suit the Midland region,” … 

It does not matter whether there is any money there; that is irrelevant. There is no intent to get money there—no 
interest whatsoever. The government will campaign on this just like the member for Swan Hills when he 
campaigned on his aircraft carrier, and just like the Premier who is campaigning on his Midland university. 

I have already made some points regarding the Gateway WA project. I will now make some comments about the 
MAX light rail. This was another wonderful example of how the government has gone about costing its own 
commitments. We recall that the government had to rush out its announcement for MAX. I remember watching 
it on television and thinking, “The Treasurer is not happy being out there today.” I had a sneaking suspicion that 
this was being rushed out because I know that the Bigger Picture ads were about to start and I was pretty sure 
that the light rail project would be in that ad. The government had to rush it out on that last Sunday before the 
ads started and, sure enough, there we saw MAX and, let us not forget, another project that the state government 
is looking to the federal government to fund. I thought, how much is this going to cost — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: They already are funding it. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The government has spent that money five times over, Treasurer. Stop allocating it. I am sick 
of it. It keeps getting allocated. Every time there is another project, it is allocated. I thought that if the 
government spent one dollar somewhere, it could not spend it anywhere else. This Treasurer has found this tree 
somewhere. He keeps spending the same money. I look forward to seeing how that money ends up actually 
being spent. 

Going back to that interview, the Treasurer had gone through a few transcripts over the previous few weeks, 
mainly with the Leader of the Opposition and what he had been saying on radio. On 3 September on 720 ABC, 
as members would appreciate, the media were interested to know how the state would pay for it and what it 
would cost. The first question was, “How are you going to pay for it?” The Treasurer said — 

It’ll be paid for by—I’m assuming, or I imagine … 

The next question was has the Cabinet endorsed it? He said, “I don’t know”. “How long will it take?” He said, 
“12 to 18 months I’d imagine.” “Where will it come from?” Again from that money he keeps allocating—the 
Nation Building 2 projects money. He said — 

… we’ll sit down with the Cth, I’d imagine … 

It is the John Lennon project; everything is “imagined”. At some point this imagining will have to crystallise into 
reality. How much will it cost and where will the money come from? Finally, when the journalist asked, “What 
is it going to cost?” the response was — 

I think it will be over a billion dollars or at least a billion dollars or more than a billion dollars … 
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That is just wonderful. That is what we call commitment undercooked and underdone simply because there is a 
bunch of taxpayer-funded political advertising on the way and so out roll the commitments and the Treasurer 
imagining everything it could be—the John Lennon project—he had some vague idea of the MAX light rail 
project costing about a billion dollars or around a billion dollars, and the closest he has been willing to get is 
around northwards of a billion dollars. So the Treasurer cannot come in here and complain about the opposition 
costings when this is what the government of the day has been doing. 

The Premier has got form; we know he has form. Who can forget the Langoulant letter of 23 June 1998 written 
to Premier Court. It is infamous on the Liberal side of politics and famous on the Labor side of politics. I will 
read two short paragraphs of the letter — 

I have expressed my concern to you on a number of occasions about the disturbing trend of Cabinet and 
individual Ministers to embark upon expenditure proposals out of context with the budget. This trend 
manifests itself in the following ways: 

There are a lot of bullet points here but I will focus on one — 

• Individual Ministers proposing, and Cabinet endorsing, expenditure proposals with no regard to the 
state of the overall budget and with no examination or consideration of existing budgetary capacity 
within a portfolio. Examples include … 

He goes through a few but interestingly one refers to — 

… the Education Minister’s announcements on matters such as reduced class sizes which are not 
funded. 

Of course the Minister for Education was none other than the Premier today, the member for Cottesloe. So the 
Premier has fallen. He was doing it back under the Court government. The then Under Treasurer John 
Langoulant caught him out. Members can imagine the frustration of an Under Treasurer having to write a letter 
like this to the Premier and Treasurer of the day, Richard Court, and the frustration he must have felt with 
individual ministers wandering around making commitments out of context with the budget—commitments that 
were not funded. I think the people of Midland certainly will be wondering exactly what is the future of the 
Midland university and the MAX light rail. It goes to show that the Premier’s past performance, as identified by 
Mr Langoulant, has not changed; if anything, it has gotten worse. We can look at the debt growth and compare it 
with the comments made by the member for Vasse back in 2008 when he said in Hansard — 

State debt will be $11.4 billion in four years’ time … 

And he said — 

… the state’s AAA credit rating could slip away. 

Remember those sweet days and heady times when we had more money? Now we are looking down the barrel of 
$23 billion and already a warning shot has been fired across the bow about this state’s AAA credit rating. 

I will now turn to—this was the subject of question time today—a question I asked the Premier about the 
National Party and Liberal Party commitments. There have been a number of times now when commitments 
have been made by the National Party that do not see fulsome endorsement from the Premier; if anything, they 
have received lukewarm endorsement from the Premier. That is the reason I asked the question today about this 
$150 million goldfields fund announced by the Leader of the National Party at its election launch back in 
August. A question was asked in the upper house about whether it was something that the Liberal–National 
government would be doing. The answer from Hon Norman Moore was hardly a ringing endorsement. I quote — 

The announcements are National Party commitments that they would seek to implement in government 
after the next election. 

So I do not think the people of the goldfields can yet run around in joy, in the event the Liberal–National 
government is returned, that the goldfields fund will indeed be delivered. Usefully, the debate then continued. 
That question was asked on 21 August, and then on 23 August, as members would appreciate, this caught the 
interest of the opposition. Hon Norman Moore entered into some discussion with Hon Ken Travers regarding 
this issue, and Hon Norman Moore stated — 

If the Liberal Party goes to the election promising something that cannot be delivered because of some 
alliance arrangements, then that will be the case. 

Think about that for a second — 

If the Liberal Party goes to the election promising something that cannot be delivered because of some 
alliance arrangements, then that will be the case. 
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The Liberal Party and the National Party need to explain what is negotiable and what is not negotiable. What 
will be delivered for sure if the coalition is returned? The attitude is: “Well, that is non-core, we can negotiate 
that one away.” The reason I asked that, Madam —again, I apologise, Mr Deputy Speaker. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park, I am starting to get confused! 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I am easily confused this time of night, but I am reading through the finances of this 
government—don’t you worry about that! 
Mr Deputy Speaker, I will give one example for the reason I ask these questions. I actually could give a couple 
but I will start with this one. In a media release of 30 October 2012 the Liberal Party released its principles for 
royalties for regions, and they sound a lot like the principles released by the Labor Party some time before that. 
But, interestingly, one of those principles regarding royalties for regions is this — 

Significant investment in building new country roads and upgrading existing roads, … 

Let us reflect on what the Leader of the National Party and Minister for Regional Development, the person in 
charge of the spending of royalties for regions, has said about using royalties for regions for roads. An article in 
The Sunday Times on 21 June 2009, in response to RAC concerns that money was not being spent on fixing 
roads, states — 

But in a letter to RAC member advocacy manager Matt Brown this week, Mr Grylls rejected the 
proposal, … 

The quote from Mr Grylls is — 
“Royalties for Regions has been established to supplement—not supplant—the existing provision of 
basic, essential infrastructure and services across WA,” he said. 

It was outside the objectives of the royalties for regions program to spend royalties for regions money on roads. 
Again, on 1 July 2009, a report on Mr Grylls in the Manjimup–Bridgetown Times states — 

WA National Party leader Brendon Grylls said while regional road network safety was a priority, there 
were only so many projects the Royalties for Regions budget could accommodate. 

Again, on 25 June 2009, a report in the Countryman states — 
Regional Development Minister Brendon Grylls said royalties for Regions was not an appropriate 
funding source for road upgrades. 

Again, on 23 June 2009, a report in the Kalgoorlie Miner states — 
Minister for Regional Development Brendon Grylls said responsibility for road safety was clearly 
defined within all levels of Government and Royalties for Regions was not an appropriate funding 
vehicle. 

We therefore know, because Hon Norman Moore says so, that any Liberal Party commitment is negotiable, and 
therefore any National Party commitment is negotiable in the event that the coalition is reformed. We know that 
the National Party will not be spending any royalties for regions money on roads if it intends to be consistent 
with dozens of comments made by the Leader of the National Party. When Liberal Party members say that they 
will spend royalties for regions money on roads, National Party members need to ask, “Is this negotiable? Will 
this be a core road or will this be a non-core road? Will we see this road delivered or not?” It is clear—Hon 
Norman Moore has made it clear—that all commitments are up for negotiation. The Liberal Party’s attitude is, 
“Do not believe in them until the coalition is formed and then we will tell you what it is we are going to do.” 

I will come back to the goldfields fund. When it was announced at the National Party campaign lunch, the 
question was then put to the Premier, as we would expect, by Kara Vickery of the Kalgoorlie Miner, and she 
reported on 25 August this year — 

Whether the Goldfields will get the proposed fund is still to be determined, with Premier Colin Barnett 
this week refusing to comment on whether the Liberals would match the WA Nationals’ election 
promise. 

Interestingly, it certainly raised the ire of the member for Eyre, Dr Graham Jacobs, who described the fund in the 
Kalgoorlie Miner of 21 August 2012 as nothing more than a pre-election, vote-buying exercise. Clearly we are 
already seeing the National Party making commitments that who knows when will be delivered. That is because 
ultimately we do not know. It is worth noting in the debate regarding the tier 3 rail what the Leader of the 
National Party actually said back in August 2008, just prior to the election. An article in the Countryman 
states — 
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WA Nationals leader Brendon Grylls said the party believed the State component of the Rail Rescue 
package should be funded through its Royalties for Regions policy. 

“It’s important infrastructure that needs to be supported,” Mr Grylls said. 

… 

“My discussions with the Federal Government are (that) they understand the importance of it and they 
would like to fund it but they are going to need a commitment from the State Government. If we have 
an influence over that we would obviously be prioritising the grain rail network above the Perth railway 
extension to Butler.” 

We know that never happened. I assume that this was one of those things that Hon Norman Moore said, “Well, 
that’s subject to negotiation.” I am assuming that is what happened there. We saw when the Treasurer made his 
announcement about the tier 3 rail. Mr Buswell would not comment on Mr Grylls’ request but reiterated that he 
did not support a further economic review. That is it—there was no more money coming. The Leader of the 
National Party made the point quite clearly back in 2008 when he said, “If we have an influence”. Does the 
National Party have influence? It is the only part of the government with any money. He said that the National 
Party would ensure that tier 3 rail gets prioritised over the Butler extension. That is what he said, and ultimately 
he negotiated that away. He cut that away. He was no longer interested. 

That is why we over here on this side of the chamber are interested in which commitments are negotiable and 
which commitments are not. By no stretch of the imagination is Hon Norman Moore an inexperienced member 
of Parliament—no way at all. He knows that when he says something, it is—I dare say particularly when he is 
speaking for the Liberal Party—correct. 

Mr P. Papalia: Calculated. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: It is calculated. Hon Norman Moore knows what he is saying. His was not an off-the-cuff 
comment from a very experienced member of Parliament when he said, and I will quote again — 

If the Liberal Party goes to the election promising something that cannot be delivered because of some 
alliance arrangements, then that will be the case. 

That will be the case. Any person in regional Western Australia will have to ask that question when a 
commitment is made regarding royalties for regions. They will then have to ask the questions: Is this a 
negotiable commitment? Is it something that we may or may not see? Is it a priority commitment or, as Hon 
Norman Moore said, will we see that particular commitment disappear? 

I have gone longer than I intended to, and I want to move on to the Western Australian Auditor General’s report 
on major capital projects. This was an interesting document. The reason I found it an interesting document is 
what it showed about the management of capital works projects under this government. WA has heard at length 
the critique by the Treasurer about Perth Arena. That, apparently, was not a change in scope; it was just a 
blowout. Let us not forget what the Treasurer said back on 10 March 2010 — 

We came into power and said, “Give us a list of the top 20 projects, how much they cost and when they 
will be finished.” 

Then he went on to make the point that it had not been done before: why had the Labor Government not done it? 
Luckily, as the Treasurer said — 

There are new people in charge of capital works in this state. We will learn from these lessons. Those 
opposite, particularly the member for Midland, should hang their heads in shame. 

Then the Auditor General picked 20 non-residential capital works projects. He did exactly what the Treasurer 
said he did when he first got elected to the government benches in 2008. The Auditor General found that the 
expected cost variance of the 20 sampled non-residential building projects was 114 per cent above their original 
approved budget. There has to be, and there should be, some element of responsibility from this government. 
They have been in power for over four years. As the Treasurer said, he told us all in Parliament, “I went and I 
said to the bureaucrats: give me your top 20 projects. We’re in charge now. We’ll fix up this mess.” Yet four 
years later, the Auditor General finds a 114 per cent variance above the original approved budget. That is a 
reflection on the government. That is why we are seeing for the second time in the life of this government a Loan 
Bill. 

The debate on the Loan Bill 2009 was extraordinary, and $8.3 billion was authorised to be borrowed in 2009. I 
thought at the time that surely this will see us through for quite some time, bearing in mind that since 1987 the 
largest amount authorised was $390 million—yet here we are in the dying days of the parliamentary session 
authorising another $5 billion. Ultimately, the Premier is wrong. He is wrong because the debt will have to be 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 14 November 2012] 

 p8609c-8642a 
Mr Christian Porter; Mr Paul Miles; Mr Albert Jacob; Dr Graham Jacobs; Mr Peter Abetz; Mr Ben Wyatt; Mr 
Tony O'Gorman; Mr Roger Cook; Mr John Quigley; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr Troy Buswell; Dr Kim Hames 

 [20] 

repaid. I admit that it is probably not going to be repaid until well after he has gone from this place. But he was 
correct when in debate in 1991, when he was then concerned about the growing unfunded superannuation 
liability, he said, “Well, $3.9 billion is immense! We’ve got to do something about that.” In 2008, the Treasurer 
made the point that this government was going to reduce debt to $11.4 billion, and even then the AAA credit 
rating could slip away at that level. Yet, even with extraordinary growth in royalty revenue, we have seen those 
debt figures that the Treasurer railed against when debt was going to get to $11.4 billion by 2011–12 actually get 
to $15.2 billion, and we are steaming away to $23 billion in debt. That is why we have seen the warning shot 
from Standard and Poor’s concerning Western Australia’s AAA credit rating. 

Before I conclude I want to have a quick look in my electorate, which members will be delighted to know. A 
number of events have taken place in my electorate, and I want to thank a few people. In Bentley, the 
Brownlie Towers precinct is a very important part of my electorate. When Hon Tom Stephens was housing 
minister and the then member for Victoria Park, Hon Geoff Gallop, was Premier, the Labor government funded 
an upgrade at Brownlie Towers. They increased security and changed the policy on the people living at Brownlie 
Towers so that children were not living there. Brownlie Towers is not a place for small children; it is a high-rise 
apartment block with small apartments, and small children should never have been there. What we have seen 
over time is that the antisocial behaviour around Brownlie Towers has reduced fundamentally. The number of 
police attendances at Brownlie Towers has reduced incredibly. It is becoming a much better place to live. I am 
not saying that it is perfect yet, but it is becoming a much better place to live. Just the other week we finally saw 
the continuation of Geoff Gallop’s vision for Bentley. The Brownlie precinct in Bentley was built at a time when 
there were lots of cul-de-sacs, and we know now that is not an appropriate way to plan. 

Dr K.D. Hames: I thought it was the new living program at Brownlie Towers. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The Deputy Premier might be talking about Queens Park. 

The Brownlie precinct development had been delayed. I was briefed in 2008–09 when it was about to happen, 
but there were delays. I have just seen it kick off again, and we will see a large number of those old public 
houses and Homeswest apartments demolished—they needed to be demolished; and we will see those roads 
punched through to remove the dead-ends and cul-de-sacs, and by working with the City of Canning I am 
delighted that the government has eventually got around to continue with that development to create a much 
better area for Bentley. Rather than 100 per cent public housing in this area, we will see that reduced to a much 
more sustainable level that will also create a much more secure environment for the people of Bentley. I know 
that the people living around the Brownlie Towers precinct are delighted to finally see some movement with that 
precinct. 
In Bentley at Brownlie Towers we have an extraordinarily strong community. We have a lot of people with 
incredibly diverse backgrounds, including many people from overseas who have come from very challenging 
backgrounds. A community garden has been created, led by Sue Crock, who has done a wonderful job with the 
Bentley community garden. It can be followed online in a documentary by SBS called Harvest. They have done 
eight webisodes on the development of the community garden, and the activity on the Facebook site is 
extraordinary. The launch of the webisode at the community hall at the base of Brownlie Towers had a huge 
turnout of people; it was brilliant. I still remember the launch of the community garden. There was a massive 
turnout of people committed to Brownlie Towers and making sure that the Bentley precinct becomes a much 
safer place and a place where people want to live. Around Bentley, we have good public transport and a great 
school, so there is a keen desire to see Brownlie Towers and the Bentley area develop well. 

This year was also the third year of my Homeless Community Connect project. This project was started in 2010. 
The member for Gosnells was kind enough to come along to have a look at what we are doing with community 
connect. Back in 2009, there were a number of complaints from businesses on my part of the Albany Highway 
strip about the increasing level of homelessness, because people were bothering patrons, asking for money and 
causing concern and there were complaints from the patrons. What do we do? Victoria Park is an inner city area 
and it has a train line, Bentley Hospital and a lot of NGOs that focus around homelessness, so we do get a lot of 
homeless people. Rather than simply push people out to the electorates of Gosnells and Cannington, and as these 
people are generally from my area, what could we do to help them? We sat down—initially it was a small group 
of about a dozen people—and we decided to start a homeless community connect based on the City of Perth’s 
homeless connect. This has become huge. It is extraordinary how quickly it has grown. It is our third year now, 
and I want to mention the Riverview Community Services. In a second, Riverside will roll out a hundred 
volunteers to work all day from dawn to dusk when required. They have been fantastic. This year over 60 service 
providers gathered at G.O. Edwards Park at Burswood. The Riverview Church and Riverview Community 
Services looks out onto it and we can have services inside as well as in the park; and the member for Gosnells 
would have seen all of that. Over 600 people came through on that day. It does not go all day, just for a few 
hours, but 600 people came through. I saw a great situation, which happened more than once, but I saw what 
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happened in the case of one homeless person who came in. As we know, homeless people do not have records, 
driver’s licences or bank cards. He came in and said that he did not have identification. We had someone from 
Births, Deaths and Marriages there, so we could get a birth certificate and provide this person with identification; 
he then went to the Commonwealth Bank, which came on board for the first time this year, which opened an 
account for him, and then he went to Centrelink and had money deposited into his account before he had even 
left. Having that situation in which we could connect people to the relevant service providers was fantastic. 
Other service providers included mobile GPs and the National Dental Foundation. In the three years of Homeless 
Community Connect, they have come every year and pulled teeth nonstop—not just pulled teeth, but they do pull 
a lot of teeth! Homelessness can cause significant problems with people’s teeth. Australian Podiatry come, and 
free haircuts were provided by JTs hair stylists, and the Body Shop was there; and indeed for the first time the 
government provided a cash donation of $2 000. It is growing in size and in its impact on the community. That is 
being done out of my office with volunteers from Riverview Community Services. That is bringing people 
together, and hopefully we are moving people who are either living rough or vulnerable to losing their 
accommodation to ensure that they are connected up so that we can keep them in their houses. 

Returning to the Loan Bill, when expense growth is averaging 10 per cent over four years, when over $2 billion 
is spent outside the budget process and when the Premier has no interest, as Mr Langoulant pointed out back in 
1998, in the budget process or making commitments that are funded in the context of the budget, we get these 
bills coming to Parliament—$13.3 billion in authorisation of borrowings in the general government sector. Since 
1987, the largest authorisation was $390 million. There is 10 per cent expense growth. Let us not forget what the 
Treasurer used to say about expense growth averaging somewhere about seven per cent or eight per cent. It is 
averaging 10 per cent for $2 billion outside the budget process. That is why commitments such as the Busselton 
airport, the Bunbury port, Roe Highway stage 8, Midland university, Midland trains and the Perth–Darwin 
highway still have no funding commitments attached to them, yet they are all commitments from the 
government. Time and again the Treasurer allocates the same pot of money for three different projects. Then 
there is the audacity of the Premier taking the $700 million in mining tax money for the Gateway project and 
then spending taxpayer money to go to the High Court to challenge the validity of the mining tax. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: That statement isn’t true. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Of course it is true! 

Mr T.R. Buswell: There is not $700 million of mining tax money in the Gateway project—you know that. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I think we all know that Gateway will happen only if the federal government, as it has said, 
contributes just under $700 million—maybe the Treasurer is right; $670 million—to the Gateway project. That is 
the only way it will happen, unless of course Mr Hockey gets his way and it becomes a toll road. If the Premier 
is going to say the Gateway is federally funded or at least take some money from the federal government, when 
it is crystal clear that money is coming from any money raised through the mining tax, he cannot then run off to 
the High Court and challenge the validity, and then assume that the money will still be there. If the Premier is 
successful, this government will somehow need to explain from where it will get that nearly $700 million. 

Time and again this government has made any promise it wants. It makes any promise in front of any audience 
on any particular day, and then walks away. The most stark and recent example is the Midland university. The 
people of Midland have already worked that out. When they went to the Premier and said, “What about the 
university?”—we were there at the speech—he said that the state is committed to funding the construction of a 
university campus, and the next week the Premier said he was only speaking in general terms and no 
commitments had been made. 

The reality is that the opposition is applying a higher standard in respect of costing commitments than the 
government of the day. The National Party, as we know, is making commitments that have been exposed by Hon 
Norman Moore. Anything that the Liberal Party does is always subject to negotiation with the National Party. 
The Liberal Party has said it will spend royalties for regions on roads. The National Party said it is not spending 
one cent on roads in Western Australia, so the Liberal Party needs to decide that every time it announces a road 
funded by royalties for regions whether that will be negotiable or not. Is it a core road or is it a non-core road? 
Again, we will have another loan bill if this mob is re-elected. This one will not last terribly long, as they will 
rapidly eat up the authorisation contained in this loan bill. 

I want to conclude on one reflection. The Loan Bill was introduced on the same day as the Western Australian 
Future Fund Bill, which in itself reflects the fact that the other issue the government has is the great moral 
challenge, as the former Treasurer said, of the future fund. We will leave this wonderful future fund that will 
create a revenue stream in 20 years so we can build half a school each year in 20 years. That is how wonderful it 
is going to be! Do members know what the best bit is? We will borrow the money to do it! We will borrow the 
money at 5.6 per cent to stick it in an account to earn 5.2 per cent. That is extraordinary! The first $1 billion in 
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seed capital that the government is putting in will lose $30 million a year. This government keeps bringing in 
loan bills and borrowing to the hilt because it has no standards, no restrictions or no limits on the commitments 
that it makes around Western Australia. 

MR A.P. O’GORMAN (Joondalup) [9.15 pm]: I rise to make a contribution to the Loan Bill 2012. Before the 
dinner suspension, I was speaking about the failures of the Barnett government and was highlighting that a bill 
that we passed and which was proclaimed in December last year still has not come into effect because the 
regulations have not been drafted and completed. My colleague in the upper house Hon Kate Doust asked a 
question of Minister O’Brien. His answer was that it will be coming in by January. What a bad reflection! What 
a reflection on this government—that the party of small business, the party of business, passes a bill, and it takes 
it 12 months to bring in regulations to protect that small business constituency that it so valiantly treasures in this 
place, or so it says. 

I will move on to talk about a couple of other issues that I was getting onto. I got on the freeway this morning at 
Shenton Avenue, and by the time I got to Hodges Drive, I had come to a standstill. By the time I got to Ocean 
Reef Road some 15 minutes later, I had to get off the freeway just to get to this place on time for a committee 
meeting with some victims of the Kelmscott fires, Margaret River fires and the Toodyay fires of our recent 
history. Over the time of this government, the freeway has gotten slower and slower and slower. We are at a 
point now where someone can get on a bike and ride from Joondalup to the city and, if they are fit, they can do it 
quicker than in a car. The member for Ocean Reef was over there madly interjecting saying that there were 
roadworks. Yes, there are roadworks. That is this week’s excuse. The truth of it is that this government has not 
planned for the northern suburbs. It has not taken into consideration the massive population growth. It is 
completely city-centric. It is completely focused on the city and building projects that really will not deliver 
anything for the people of the northern suburbs. Will people from the northern suburbs be able to come in or will 
they come in to Elizabeth Quay, as it has been dubbed by the Premier? Probably not. Why? It is because it will 
take us an hour to get here and an hour to get home in the traffic. The alternative is that we can jump on a train—
fantastic!—but the chances are we will have to stand, because there will not be any room on the trains because 
they are so packed. 

Prior to the last election, both sides of politics spoke passionately about extending the freeway to Hester Avenue. 
We still have not seen any plans or anything in the budget aimed at extending the freeway to Hester Avenue. The 
effect of extending it to Hester Avenue is that the freeway passes mostly through national park from Burns 
Beach Road up to Neerabup Road until the next stop up, which is Clarkson railway station. Most of it is going 
through national park. There is not a lot to be done by way of talking to people in that area to see if we can build 
noise walls and things like that. The suburb of Kinross is to the west of it but when people bought into that 
suburb, they knew that freeway was going to go up the side of it and noise walls would be built. At the time of 
the last Labor government we moved the rail line from the extreme west of the freeway reserve into the middle 
of the freeway reserve, setting it up for future expansion. Despite the efforts of the member for Ocean Reef and 
other candidates for northern suburbs electorates prior to the last election, today we have nothing. That has 
caused problems for people in my electorate—the people who back onto Burns Beach Road who are subjected to 
excruciating noise at all hours of the day and night. They tell me it starts from about four o’clock in the morning 
with trucks heading towards the freeway or away from the freeway. The spot I am talking about is the large 
roundabout at the intersection of Burns Beach Road and Joondalup Drive right up to the freeway. The first part 
of it is uphill and the trucks have to power up, so it is very noisy for people who back onto Burns Beach Road. If 
the freeway had gone through to Hester Avenue and connected with Neerabup Road, as is the intention, we 
could have reduced some of that truck movement from Burns Beach Road. That would have allowed Flynn 
Drive to be realigned so it was straight and there would be a more direct access or connection with Wanneroo 
Road, which also needs an upgrade to a dual carriageway. 

Earlier tonight the member for Wanneroo spoke about the money that had been given by this government. He 
had a bit of a dig at the City of Wanneroo because it has not spent that money. I think he said it has not spent it 
for the past 12 months. I think the reason it does not want to spend the money is because it sees the benefit of 
realigning Flynn Drive and having it coming straight onto Wanneroo Road. We really need Wanneroo Road to 
be upgraded from a single lane in each direction to at least a dual carriageway with proper traffic treatments at 
the intersection of Flynn Drive, Neerabup Road and Wanneroo Road. That is what we need to happen on that 
road up there in the northern suburbs. 

For many years—certainly for as long as I have been in this place—the RAC has conducted surveys around the 
state and provided information to all members of Parliament and ministers about what it terms risky roads. I do 
not think we have seen the full report yet; the RAC is still compiling it. I am hassling people at the RAC; 
namely, my daughter, who works there. I keep asking her when we are going to see this report and she tells me it 
is coming. She does not work directly in the area but she is well aware of it. The RAC sent a copy of each and 
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every complaint to our email addresses. I managed to gather all of those complaints, put them into a spreadsheet 
and determine that the greatest complaint about risky roads relates to the intersection of Joondalup Drive and 
Burns Beach Road. It is a very large roundabout that attracts a huge amount of traffic. In the afternoon the trucks 
come down Burns Beach Road and head in an easterly direction onto Wanneroo Road. There is only one turning 
lane. The left-hand lane is the only lane that feeds out onto Joondalup Drive and takes people to Wanneroo Road. 
The right-hand lane is saved exclusively for turning left and going south on Joondalup Drive. One of the 
suggestions of the council—I know it has spoken to Main Roads—is to open it up so both of those lanes coming 
down can go left onto Joondalup Drive and then head in an easterly direction towards Wanneroo Road. That will 
alleviate some of the problem. The funny thing about this is that about eight to 10 months ago I was down south 
with my family. I got a phone call on the Friday afternoon from Hon Ken Travers. He said he wanted to make a 
complaint to the local member of Parliament as he had been sitting at that roundabout for the past 20 minutes 
and he still had not got through. I rang him back and said, “That’s not a problem; I’ll raise it with the shadow 
minister”, which is himself. I thought he should have a chat with himself and sort it out. 

Mr R.H. Cook: He always complains to me about the southern end of the Kwinana Freeway. He thinks it is my 
problem as well. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: Once we get back into government, we will lay it squarely at his feet and say, “You 
have even complained about it so here’s your opportunity to fix it.” We will be pushing hard for that. 

The other risky road that has come to prominence is not new. It is the intersection of Edgewater Drive and Ocean 
Reef Road. In recent times the local council has extended the right turn pocket off Ocean Reef Road onto 
Edgewater Drive to try to alleviate some of the traffic problems at peak time in the afternoon because traffic 
seems to build up quite significantly. It is difficult to get people off Ocean Reef Road into Edgewater Drive. It 
has not fixed the problem. As I said earlier, we have had this problem for many years. I do not have a solution to 
this problem. When I have spoken to people in Edgewater, they told me that that intersection is a huge problem. 
People cannot get out of Edgewater Drive turning right to head west on Ocean Reef Road; it is an impossibility. 
A colleague of ours—a long-term member of the Labor Party who has now unfortunately passed away, Mary 
Mason—had a fairly serious crash at that intersection many years ago, probably 10 or 12 years before she died. It 
has been an issue for that long and it still has not been dealt with. We have lights to the west of it, at the 
intersection of Joondalup Drive and Ocean Reef Road. We have lights to the east of it at the intersection of 
Trappers Drive and Ocean Reef Road. We could put another set of traffic lights in. Some people say that they 
would hardly ever move because they would go 100 metres through a set of traffic lights and after a couple of 
hundred metres they are at more traffic lights and it will be a headache. I have floated the idea of a roundabout 
with them. People are not even sure about that. It is a problem that needs to be dealt with. It is noted as a risky 
road by the RAC and it is noted as a very dangerous road by the locals in that area. 
Another road that has caused problems in the Edgewater area for the past 15 years or so is the section of Treetop 
Avenue in front of Mater Dei College. I have spoken with the previous principal of the college about this—the 
principal who was there before the guy who is there now. Their names are escaping me at the moment but they 
will come back to me. Many things have been done to try to alleviate the traffic problems on that road. Turning 
bays, Kiss ‘n’ Ride drop-off areas and those sorts of things have been built on the school side of the property. 
One of the things we tried was to put a right-hand filter at the intersection of Treetop Avenue and Joondalup 
Drive. It took two goes because the first set of lights that were put up were put on the opposite side facing into 
the 24-hour car wash and the commercial area on the opposite side. We had to go back, and Hon Alannah 
MacTiernan, who was the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, authorised the purchase of a second set of 
lights so we got right-hand filters from both sides, which assisted. Essentially, the problem is that it was never 
intended to have that much traffic there. Edgewater Primary School, another fine school in my electorate, is not 
more than a couple of hundred metres along Treetop Avenue. Along with Mater Dei College, the residents are 
trying to get in and out. Edgewater is one of those suburbs in which there are only three entrances and exits. One 
of those exits, as I said, is at the intersection of Edgewater Drive and Ocean Reef Road. It is a very difficult exit 
to get out of. The only other ones are at Wedgewood Drive and Joondalup Drive, and Treetop Avenue and 
Joondalup Drive. A lot of traffic has to get through that area. People say that it is only 15 or 20 minutes at the 
end of a day or at the start of a day, but that just happens to be when lots of people want to get out. It has been 
raised with me that if ever there is an incident in which an ambulance or some other emergency vehicle has to 
get through that intersection and through that stretch of road, it could be delayed by a matter of minutes, and that 
could be vital to the persons waiting for the emergency vehicles. I know it is a local government road, and we 
have approached the local government. At one point the local government tried to put it back onto the college 
and said, “Well, we’ll put a road right through the college.” That is not acceptable. The college has students and 
it is not acceptable that it should have its campus split in half just to have a road go through it. 
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There are a number of options. One is to widen the road and put bus embayments on the northern side of Treetop 
Avenue. There is a quarry there that belongs to the City of Joondalup and the state government. The ideal 
situation, I suppose, would be to have a dual carriageway running from Joondalup Drive in front of Treetop 
Avenue, up past Regatta Drive and Pioneer Drive, which are just further up. That would be the ideal situation but 
it is an expensive option. I think the option of having a bus embayment on that northern side, or even just 
widening one of the carriageways, would alleviate much of that problem. I know it is not a state government 
issue, but it has been going on for so long that I think it would be a good opportunity for any government, either 
Liberal or Labor, to put up its hand and say, “We’ll fund that”, just to give the people of Edgewater some access 
to and egress from their own homes. On top of that, we have a couple of other roads that are not quite as critical 
as that one. That is probably the most critical one in my electorate at the moment. 
Over the years, I have talked in this place many times about the Wanneroo Wolves and the West Perth Falcons. 
Thankfully, after my question to the Premier about this time last year, I think, the Premier went up there and met 
with the Falcons. There was a grant of $600 000 that allowed them to expand their weights training room. It gave 
them a debriefing room and some more money to upgrade the boxes and the stands, and a few other small bits 
and pieces. 

I seek an extension. I am sorry, Roger. I am going to go the full half-hour. 

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: Yes, I did con him. He told me 10 minutes, but I will go the full 30 minutes. Sorry, 
mate! 
[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: The Falcons were very appreciative of that, but it is only half the job, because, 
realistically, what they need to do and what they have been talking to me about for as long as I have been the 
member is having their own clubrooms. They have the plans; they have shown me the plans. I think the amount 
was $8 million, and that would satisfy them. They have agreed with VenuesWest that the portion of land can be 
excised for them to move the Les Fong gate and have the clubrooms built there. They have put plans together 
that represent not only additional change rooms and clubrooms for them, but also a function centre so they can 
be self-sustainable into the future. It is not about just the Falcons; it is about other sporting organisations that use 
Arena Joondalup and are located in the Joondalup electorate that would also be able to use that function room if 
the need arose or should they wish to do so. 

I have taken up the issue of the Wanneroo Wolves in this place many times. I think the first time that it came to 
my attention was prior to the 2005 election, when the then Mayor of Joondalup, John Bomback, did a deal with 
LandCorp, I believe it was, to ensure that the Wolves would be out of the facility that they occupy on the corner 
of Collier Pass and Joondalup Drive. It is now 2012 and their lease extension is at an end, and still nothing has 
been done to facilitate the Wanneroo Wolves staying in the building where they are, at a cost of probably 
$1 million to $1.5 million for replacing the roof, the change rooms and the toilets to make it a much better 
facility for them so that they can continue to deliver the excellent service that they provide to basketball players, 
both young and old—I will say junior and senior rather than young and old—in the northern suburbs. They have 
some 1 500 members playing. It would be a great loss if we could not accommodate them in and around the 
facility that they already have. The push by the council is to get them over to the arena. I think that is a cop-out 
on behalf of the council, because many, many sporting clubs are at the arena. The member for Ocean Reef 
mentioned the Arena Community Sport and Recreation Association facility that was completed and opened 
earlier this year. We have rugby union, rugby league, netball and little athletics operating out of that facility. 
Quite frankly, it is too small. Because Arena Joondalup holds a lease on it and because the arena runs three 
concerts every year, it means that those clubs get turfed out every year for the period of the concerts, and 
sometimes for a week or two before and a week or two after, depending on how big the concert is. That is not 
acceptable. The Falcons went to the arena for a season before and were not happy with it. They moved back to 
their current facility, and they have been very happy there. It is a problem for the state government and it is a 
problem for the local government. We have to find a solution. The alternative solutions at the arena would cost 
in the vicinity of $6 million to $8 million, which is a value that was put on them four or five years ago, so I dare 
say that the cost might be a whole lot more than that now. But we have to find the funding to make sure that the 
Wanneroo Wolves are accommodated and can continue to deliver the service to those young people and seniors 
who play basketball in the northern suburbs. 

One of the other things I want to get on to is the Craigie high school site. We will all remember that that Craigie 
high school community was a very courageous community. It worked with the government—both sides of 
politics—to make sure that when that school closed, the best was done for the community. One of the requests of 
that community was that the school buildings be bulldozed as soon as the school was vacated. For me —Craigie 
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was not in my electorate at the time, but I knew that it would come into the electorate for the 2005 election—it 
was a scary proposition that we would close the school in December 2003, and in January 2004 we would bowl 
the buildings over. We got to the election in 2008 and nothing had been done at that site. The buildings had been 
bowled over. At the request of the local government, we left the basketball courts and the tennis courts and some 
graffiti walls—I will call them graffiti walls because that is what they were, and they were that because the 
council asked that they remain, because I think there was a $5 000 grant to have some of that graffiti done. Prior 
to the 2008 election, we saw the Premier, the member for Churchlands and a whole entourage, with media and 
everybody else, go out there and have a go at me and at the Carpenter government, saying that we had not 
actually done the job. They showed the graffiti, the spray cans and all that sort of stuff around that area. I have to 
say that we had not done the job, and it was a shame on us that we had not. But here we are, four and a half years 
later, and what have we got? Not one piece of infrastructure has been put back on that site. A couple of weeks 
ago, LandCorp went back up there and put a fence around the site, and put its name on that fence. That is the 
extent of the work we have seen on the site. Yes, the basketball courts and the tennis courts were taken away. 
The graffiti wall was left, and it was brought to my attention. We used to go there and take photographs of the 
graffiti paraphernalia that was left around after the guys had done their graffiti. Dumping of car bodies and 
household items was happening on that site. We continually pushed to have that wall removed, and the Minister 
for Education at the time, the member for Churchlands, said no, it was integral, and it was going to be reused in 
the upcoming development.  

It is now four and a half years later, and I am still asking the questions. LandCorp has control of that site at the 
moment. Stockland was the partner that was going to develop that site. Stockland has pulled out, for whatever 
reason, and LandCorp is now managing that site itself, hence the reason that it has put the fence around it and 
has cleaned it up. Now LandCorp tells me that that graffiti wall, the subject of the Premier going out there and 
having a go at me and having a go at the Carpenter government, will probably not be used. It probably could 
have been bulldozed two or three years ago when they took out the basketball courts and the tennis courts, 
because it is probably not up to the engineering standard of today’s requirements. It was probably okay when 
they built the school back in the 1970s, but at the moment it is probably not adequate. LandCorp has not made 
the final decision, but it thinks it is going to take out that wall. But it will be at least April of next year before we 
see any movement on that site. 

So it has taken from December 2003 until now, almost December 2012—nine years—to get the site from being a 
school and being closed down to getting it available for sale. I predict it will probably be December 2013 before 
we see the start of housing development on that site. That is 10 years, in a state that has a housing affordability 
problem. This piece of land is in a prime area, close to the beach, shopping centres, recreation centres and the 
train station. These housing sites will sell for top dollar. But that will take until December next year, I dare say—
10 years from when we first closed that school and bulldozed the buildings. I think that is a disgrace on all of us 
in this place, because all of us bear a responsibility for that. That should have been done in a much shorter 
period. There was a time when the Department of Education would do the subdivision plan so that it could figure 
out how much the land was worth to it, and then it would be handed over to LandCorp and it would do a 
subdivision plan to work out the value, and it would work on it from there. We have taken out one of those steps, 
but it has still taken 10 years to get to this point. 

I now go to Joondalup health campus. Joondalup health campus under the Labor plan was set to become a 
tertiary hospital. That will now be way, way into the future under this Liberal government. 

Mr A.P. Jacob interjected. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: I know that the member for Ocean Reef will be opening the new private cardiac 
catheterisation laboratory at that hospital in a couple of weeks—in the near future. I think it might be next week 
or the week after; I cannot remember what the date is. It is great that we will have a cath lab at that hospital. The 
only problem is that it is a private cath lab. So for me, as a person who holds private health insurance and has the 
capacity to do that, which many in my electorate do not, if I have an issue with my ticker, which I do not think I 
will, and if I go to Joondalup health campus and have a requirement to go into the cath lab, I will be able to do it 
and pay for it out of my private health insurance. But my neighbour down the street, who happens to be a lot 
older than me and is probably more likely to need this service, and who is living on a pension and probably 
cannot afford a private health fund, will have to go to Joondalup health campus to be stabilised and then be 
transferred to Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. That is not acceptable. 

Mr A.P. Jacob: It is taking public patients as well. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: It is not a public facility. 

Mr A.P. Jacob: It is taking public patients. You are misleading the house. 
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The SPEAKER: Member for Ocean Reef! 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: It is part of the private facility. If we make it a public hospital with tertiary status, run 
by a private organisation, fine. I have to say that I have been following this all the way through. I objected to 
Joondalup health campus being privatised in 1996. We probably have the best operators of that hospital at the 
moment, and we are now on the fourth operator, because it was not made clear in the original contract how the 
operation of that hospital would pass on, if it had to pass on. What was also not put in that contract was how the 
hospital would be expanded if it needed to be expanded. We raised this issue with the minister at the time, Kevin 
Prince, and he told us to go away and not worry about it. I am now the member for Joondalup, and I have been 
worried about it for a long time. It bothered me for eight years when we were in government that we could not 
get it negotiated to the point at which we could turn the sod. It was negotiated to the point at which we were just 
about to turn the sod, and then I think it was the now Minister for Health, was it not, who turned the sod on the 
extension shortly after that? 

Dr K.D. Hames: About a year later, with an extra 100 million bucks. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: Yes, about a year later, with an extra $100 million; we knew we needed the extra 
$100 million. But that hospital is vital for the northern suburbs. There is not another hospital within 
26 kilometres of that hospital. It is vital that that hospital is taken up to be a tertiary hospital to service the 
300 000 people in the northern suburbs. 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [9.45 pm]: I want to do two things in this 
speech tonight on the Loan Bill 2012. I want to talk about some of the issues confronting my electorate of 
Kwinana, and I want to demonstrate to the member for Joondalup how to speak for 10 minutes and no longer. 

Members will be aware that in my electorate is the town of Kwinana, which on 17 September became the City of 
Kwinana. It is estimated that the population of Kwinana will double to 70 000 within the next decade. Kwinana 
is an area of rampant and exponential growth. In particular I think of the subdivisions of Honeywood, Belgravia 
and Emerald Park. These are all subdivisions that are going at a rate of knots, moving forward and creating 
significant stress on the local government authority in terms of service delivery. 
Members will also be aware that the southern part of my electorate is covered by the City of Rockingham, which 
enjoys the suburb of Baldivis. Baldivis is another area that is undergoing rapid expansion and growth. The City 
of Rockingham observes on its website that the population of Rockingham increased from 32 845 to 87 756 in 
the 20 years between 1986 and 2006. This represents a growth rate of approximately 2 745 per annum. In 2012, 
the City of Rockingham moved to a population of over 100 000. An article in the Herald Sun in September 
looked at all the suburbs of Perth that are the most popular among first home buyers. It will not surprise 
members to hear that Baldivis was first in the top 20 growth suburbs for first home buyers. It is also interesting 
to note that in my electorate of Kwinana, of those top 20 suburbs, I also have Waikiki, Bertram—which is 
Belgravia, as I mentioned before—and Wellard. 

This government is keen on and comes to this place seeking permission for loans to continue its strong obsession 
with building projects in the CBD. As many of my colleagues have said, we on this side of the house are anxious 
about the provision of services in the suburbs. The government talks long about its big picture projects for the 
CBD in Perth. But people in the suburbs, particularly people in my electorate, are struggling to get the services 
that they need. In particular, we have the grave problem that impacts upon these outer suburbs—this is the area I 
want to speak about tonight—and that is the conflict that occurs between growing residential areas and people 
who may in the past have enjoyed limitless bush in which to use their trail bikes and now find themselves 
utilising trail bikes in what is essentially an urban setting.  

In particular, we have noted that the use of trail bikes has increased significantly. Indeed, the use of trail bikes 
has increased by about 66 per cent in the two years to 2008. Members will be aware that trail bikes are an issue 
about which there is some agreement in this place. Under the previous Labor government the strategy called 
Back on Track was developed. That was essentially a way of catering for this growth in off-road bikes and quad 
motorbikes and a way to facilitate on the one hand the regulation of these bikes and on the other hand their use in 
appropriate areas. Given that it is spring and that almost every weekend in my area there is a fete, a fair or 
something of that sort, we set ourselves up in a stall and ask ourselves: how do we attract people to the stall and 
interest people in the public policy issues of the day? We need only mention trail bikes and we instantaneously 
hold people’s attention. People are sick and tired of trail bike riders utilising the streets to undertake their own 
recreation at the risk of pedestrians and young families playing in the parks and streets and putting at risk 
people’s public amenity. I have seen trail bikes tear across football ovals tearing up turf and across verges tearing 
up gardens and so forth. 
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Mr J.M. Francis: On the corner of Thomas and Rockingham Roads they tear around. Every time I drive past, I 
think someone is going to come past there. I think you have one of the worst electorates for it. 

Mr R.H. COOK: The off-road vehicle park in Medina, however, is an example of what we could do if we were 
to implement the Back on Track strategy. I will take members back to the issue of the Back on Track strategy. It 
began under the previous Labor government, and to this government’s credit, it took it up. In partnership with 
community organisations, the state government developed the WA State Trail Bike strategy, which included 98 
recommendations to address the increasing issues associated with trail bike use. In 2009 the joint agency 
implementation committee was formed to consider the recommendations within the strategy to develop their 
statewide implementation plan. This was chaired by the member for Darling Range. Under his guidance and 
leadership we were to see the Back on Track strategy put in place. It is widely agreed on both sides of this place 
that Back on Track is a great initiative and we should move forward with it. We waited for this government to go 
ahead with that strategy. In March 2011 we moved a motion to urge the government to get moving on the Back 
on Track strategy. The government of the day, in particular the member for Darling Range, was particularly coy 
that day. There was much winking across the chamber and many smirks as the member for Darling Range 
said — 

The member for Kwinana has raised a good point. I give the member my word that I will stand up. I am 
on the cusp of doing that at the moment. 

He was saying he would defend the Back on Track strategy. He said also — 

The budget is coming out, and there might be a nice surprise in the budget process, 

The Minister for Sport and Recreation stood after the member for Darling Range to add his weight to the nods 
and winks that were going across the chamber at the time and said — 

I will comment briefly on the amendment. It was moved because we are undertaking the budget process 
at the moment, and I am not at liberty to stand in this place tonight and say what is going on in that 
budget. Therefore, I cannot support that part of the motion. However, I support what members have 
said, and I and the government support the Back on Track strategy. We are getting to the pointy end. 

We were getting to the pointy end, members! 

Dr K.D. Hames: When was that? 

Mr R.H. COOK: In March 2011. He said — 

I want to progress this strategy as soon as we possibly can because although this implementation will 
not stop all those aspects — 

He was talking about the negative aspects of trail bikes. He continues — 
there will still be some accidents and injuries—I am very hopeful it will go a long way towards saving lives 
and saving people from injury. 

The member for Darling Range and the Minister for Sport and Recreation go on to say how they are moving 
forward with the Back on Track strategy and that all we had to do was wait for the budget that year. Fast-forward 
to November last year and, indeed, we find that nothing happened. The minister said — 

Just hang on; I am happy to answer. 

I went to cabinet last year with the strategy, which cabinet noted, but at the time we did not have the 
funding to do the whole trail bike strategy. 

The government has been caught out. It is clear from both sides of this Parliament that we all support the Back 
on Track trail bike strategy. The minister said on a number of occasions that he would implement the strategy, 
but he has done nothing. We have not heard from the member for Darling Range since March 2011 because we 
now know that there is no support on his side for the strategy. There is lot of support for the concept but there is 
no political will to implement it. The Back on Track trail bike strategy would do three things: it would provide 
for the compulsory registration of trail bikes so that the police and the community have a way to regulate trail 
bikes and their use. It would create a pool of funds, as the member for Jandakot observed, to enable people to use 
these sorts of areas, enjoy properly funded facilities and use their trail bikes in an area set up for that purpose. 
That is what the Back on Track strategy is about. It is about creating places for trail bike riders to go, regulating 
the pastime and making sure we have a proper way to move forward. 

As the minister foreshadowed in March 2011, people will die, and in fact people died in Gnangara. He said that 
people would die if we did not get on top of this issue. I believe people will die in the electorate of Kwinana 
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because these mostly kids ride trail bikes, which are very powerful, to plough up and down the streets, risking 
their own lives, endangering the community and spoiling the community amenity. Tomorrow I will table 
petitions in Parliament from all the people who have come to us to call on the government to implement the 
Back on Track strategy. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Can you table an election commitment as well because if you do one, I can get our mob to 
match it? 

Mr R.H. COOK: It usually works the other way around when you are in government, minister. It is time for the 
government to act on this. It said it would. The minister has stood in this place on a number of occasions and 
said the government would act on it, but it has failed to do so. Lives have been lost, lives will continue to be lost, 
communities will continue to be threatened and communities will deteriorate as a result of trail bikes being used 
inappropriately. I support trail bike riders and their right to enjoy their pastime. But we need to provide some sort 
of facility, and have some sort of statewide plan so that these people can go about their pastime in a peaceful 
way that does not interfere with others. 
MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [9.58 pm]: I do not know whether to say I have been inspired or provoked to 
speak this evening by the member for Bateman’s speech; nonetheless, I feel compelled in part to respond, 
especially to his assessment of both the Premier and his government. I, of course, looking at the same set of 
facts, take an entirely different view and assessment.  

I do not wish to attack the member for Bateman on his speech, which was in part a valedictory speech given 
during the second reading debate on the Loan Bill and made in circumstances in which he is not retiring from 
politics but leaving state Parliament with an ambition to enter federal Parliament. In his response to questions in 
a public interview after his decision, he said that one of the main reasons for doing this was to fight for a better 
breakup of income for Western Australia. He referred several times to the GST and the diminishing returns 
under the GST and the inequities of that system. That is a theme, of course, that the Premier has repeated many 
times. And so the member for Bateman seeks as an ambition to leave this place and be held in high regard by the 
community as he goes off to attack the system. All the time, of course, he could adopt the alternative course, be 
frank with the people of Western Australia and come to the position of the architect of the goods and services 
tax, Hon Peter Costello. Peter Costello himself was approached on numerous occasions by various state Premiers 
to review the position of the GST and its division between the states, to which he always had the same response; 
that is, the commonwealth is happy to discuss re-arrangements of the GST if all the states can come to a 
consensus position first. Then Mr Costello would smile that smarmy smile that he was so famous for, and then 
walk away knowing full well that there would never be consensus between all states on a re-arrangement of the 
break-up of the GST. Of course those states that receive more in funding under the horizontal fiscal equalisation 
measures will never agree. Why should they? It is against the interests of their citizens to agree. The member for 
Bateman could come out and be frank and say that that is the system we are in and that we have to work within 
the parameters of that system. That is what the Premier fails to do. But who put us in this economic straitjacket? 
Talk about embedding something! There was discussion in this chamber but some few short weeks ago when the 
Treasurer introduced a bill with provisions to embed the royalties for regions scheme. The Treasurer advised the 
chamber that he had advice that the embedding provisions of that bill were constitutionally valid, despite the 
very erudite and learned speech by the member for Victoria Park pointing out that it was not a manner and form 
provision and that the Premier and the Treasurer could not tie a future Parliament. But they have tied the future 
of Western Australia not only for next year, but also for decades to come by signing up to a GST agreement 
under the present break-up and dividend situation for the states. Until they all agree as one to change that, it will 
not change. Who put us in this economic straitjacket? Who embedded us into this straitjacket? It was none other 
than the member for Cottesloe, the Hon Premier himself. 

And so the member for Bateman sought to crown or anoint the Premier on his way out of this chamber—no 
doubt to stay in good grace with the state Liberal Party—by saying that he regards the Premier with the same 
sort of measure as Sir John Forrest. Of course, we all know that that founding father of our state would never 
have sold us out to the other states of Australia and put us in an economic straitjacket such as we have been 
placed in by the member for Cottesloe. A previous government led by Hon Richard Court wanted to please and 
appease the then Prime Minister, Hon John Howard, with Costello in his ambition to introduce this new scheme. 
When a federal member, Hon Kim Beazley, sought to advocate against the arrangements and to in some measure 
roll back these GST arrangements, it was the other side of this chamber, including the Hon Premier, who mocked 
him and criticised him for wanting to alter in some way the GST scheme by rollback. Now the Premier wants to 
do that, having been the person who signed us off on it. 

I therefore do not come to the same conclusion as the member for Bateman about the Premier of Western 
Australia. In fact if we look at the record of the Premier of Western Australia, when he came into government he 
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said that one of the 100-day priorities of his government was to get prostitution away from families. It is well 
known throughout Western Australia as a result of the public comments of Alannah MacTiernan, Mayor of 
Vincent, that prostitution and street prostitution is rife in her local government area. That is beyond dispute. No-
one disputes that street prostitution has exploded in that area. Yet we know that under amendments to the 
Prostitution Act, this Parliament as recently as 2008 passed very stiff penalties against street prostitution. The 
residents in that locality should not be subjected to what they are being subjected to now, because street 
prostitution could be prosecuted under the existing Prostitution Act. What has the Premier’s government done? It 
has vacated the field. 
I can remember about 18 months ago in an answer to a dorothy dixer in question time the former Attorney 
General sought to lampoon me by holding up large still photographs of me taken from television newscasts 
where I stood in front of a brothel and said, “The Liberal government’s promises are phoney. There is the 
brothel. There is the block of flats. There is section 190 of the Criminal Code. The Attorney General and the 
Premier both know it. They could prosecute now and get this brothel away from flats.” The Attorney General 
came into this place on behalf of the Premier and sought to lampoon me by saying, “We’ll be introducing laws. 
One day I’ll bring laws into this Parliament that you’ll have to vote on, member for Mindarie, and then we’ll see 
who’s the phoney.” Once again they were absolutely hollow words. You will have noted, Mr Speaker, that the 
Liberal government’s plans to introduce new laws to keep prostitutes away from families have got no further in 
this Parliament than being placed on the notice paper. You know, Mr Speaker, that even notice of them—let 
alone coming in here and talking about them—had been taken off the green notice paper some time since. The 
government has vacated the field, yet a solution is available for those people out in the suburbs where it is a real 
problem—to wit, this chamber. You were a member of the Parliament, Mr Speaker, not in your high office now, 
but you used to sit down here somewhere, representing the good folk. You can recall the amendments to the 
Prostitution Act passed through this Parliament. It was the last time that this Parliament has spoken on 
prostitution and it put in heavy penalties for the street prostitution that is happening out there in Highgate and 
other suburbs at the moment. But the government has not enforced those laws. Why has it not enforced those 
laws? It is just like a game of dominoes: the government has failed to keep another promise. That promise was to 
have 500 more police. The police do not have the resources to go driving around the streets on the prospective 
possibility that at a particular time a street prostitute will be standing there soliciting. That is because there are 
not enough police. Everyone knows that. The government waters that down by saying, “Oh, we’ll have 150 
unsworn officers.” They are not going to be cruising around trying to suppress street prostitution and keeping it 
away from families, as requested in the plaintive and loud cry of their mayor, Alannah MacTiernan. It is not 
enforcing the law because it is another promise that the Premier broke to the people of Western Australia—
clearly. I have been saying for several years: enforce the current law. But that has never happened. Yet the 
memory of Sir John Forrest is invoked to laud this inaction. What a joke! What an insult to the memory of that 
founding father of our state! 
I have mentioned in passing the royalties for regions program, and I understand over the life of this government 
how that term has been used and misrepresented. In the election campaign and at the start of this government, 
royalties for regions money was to be 25 per cent of royalties; new money for the regions that would not 
otherwise find its way into the budget. We all know that now to be not true. We know that other capital items 
and things were just put down under a sign saying, “This is a dividend of our royalties for regions.” We also 
know that the government is putting vast amounts of money through royalties for regions into the extension of 
the Ord River scheme and that the commonwealth has put money in as well. We know that the Chinese are 
already hovering with a view to snapping up a bargain off the taxpayers of Western Australia. Be that as it may, 
the impact that it has on my electorate, and will have on the federal electorate of Pearce, which the member for 
Bateman has an ambition to represent, is that in the outer metropolitan areas the necessary infrastructure is not 
being put in place.  

Yanchep has a population of 5 000, and as the member for Wanneroo knows, because he lives in Yanchep, the 
local government authority has projected there will be 150 000 people in that area by 2030. The government 
cannot wait until there are 80 000 or 100 000 people there before it starts building the infrastructure; the 
provision has got to be made now. But one looks at the budget and, five years out, the money is not there. Whilst 
my residents and I see sporting facilities lavished upon regional areas, the good folk of Yanchep who live at the 
northern extremity of the metropolitan area—Two Rocks being the limit, and that is just up the road—have one 
football oval for this burgeoning population. I do not mean one football complex with three or four sets of 
goalposts; I mean one football oval for juniors and seniors—for all the divisions. The infrastructure is just not 
there. There is nothing in the budget at this stage for work to commence on the extension of the freeway in the 
next calendar year. If the government intended to commence the actual construction within the next calendar 
year, there would have been money in the budget. Everyone knows that is years overdue. 
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Butler is one of the fastest-growing areas of the metropolitan region. I hope I do not upset the members for 
Mandurah or Warnbro, who are not here, thank goodness, but when I think about Mandurah and compare what is 
planned for Yanchep and the size of Butler already, which has one road in and out, in Mandurah, at least there is 
the freeway and the other dual carriage road—the old Mandurah road. The government has not made provision 
for Butler. The inequitable outcome of the GST is being felt heavily in my electorate. Instead of tilting at 
windmills and saying, “I’m off to change the GST”, the member for Bateman will be in a very big party room, 
and we have heard what some of these disciplined Liberal state-righters are like. It was the member for Curtin 
who sold out the people of your electorate, Mr Speaker. It was Mr Crook, in the end, who probably saved the 
day. But the member for Curtin sold out the good folk in Mr Speaker’s electorate by saying, “I do not care what 
is best for Western Australian farmers. To maintain party unity we must all vote against the federal 
government’s proposal to do away with the Australian Wheat Board.” The member for Bateman talks about the 
GST, but what I want to hear from the member whose electorate overlaps the electorates of Mindarie and 
Butler—whoever will be the new member for Butler, after the people have decided—is really strong advocacy 
for infrastructure spending on the rail line and the freeway in the fastest-growing area of the metropolis of 
Western Australia. That is what the community out there wants to hear. They want another police station, more 
policemen and 24-hour policing in this very remote area. The Premier has utterly failed in this area as well. 
Of course, the people of my area are very concerned. Because they are at the limit of the metropolitan area and 
they do not have 24-hour policing they are very, very strongly in favour of and participate very enthusiastically 
in the Neighbourhood Watch program. I go to the Neighbourhood Watch meetings at the Butler community hall 
that are chaired by the Neighbourhood Watch captain Dave Mallet. Now we find that the government is cutting 
the police force so badly that they are shutting down the Neighbourhood Watches as well, but not until after the 
election! The P&Cs will go and the Neighbourhood Watches will go. The things that try to connect our 
community to the police and get them to pay attention are going, and there are fewer police out there per capita. 
The Premier has failed in that area as well. To seek to invoke the name of the founding father of this state for the 
miserable performance of this government in the areas that I have outlined is a joke. 
MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [10.16 pm]: I rise to speak on the Loan Bill 2012 and comment on a range of 
things. First and foremost, I want to comment on the opening of the Perth Arena on Saturday night, with the 
opening act of Elton John. The opening of Perth Arena is the culmination of many years of work. I note, for 
example, that on 26 July 2008 a press release was put out jointly by former Premier Alan Carpenter and me in 
my capacity as Minister for Works regarding Perth Arena reaching a particular milestone. Alan Carpenter and I 
attended the first concrete pour for Perth Arena on 26 July 2008. I quote what Alan Carpenter said at that time — 

“Construction of a specialised entertainment and indoor sports venue with a 680-bay car park 
underneath is a complex exercise, but works on the Perth Arena site are progressing well,” 
Mr Carpenter said. 

“The work starting today involves construction of the below-ground car park, and today’s concrete pour 
is the first of 24 to take place over the coming months. 

“Based on our preliminary understanding of the results for the 2007–08 financial year, we will be 
allocating to a special purpose account funds, to enable the debt-free construction of the Perth Arena. 

“We have already used cash surpluses to ensure the New MetroRail project and the Fiona Stanley 
Hospital have been and will be delivered debt-free. 

“This is an example of ensuring the benefits of today’s economic boom will leave an important and 
economically responsible legacy for future generations.” 

I set out the tone in that press release — 

Mrs Roberts said Perth Arena would provide a minimum of 12,000 seats for sporting events and up to 
14,000 for concerts. 

The arena would feature more than 500 corporate seats, an upmarket club lounge and a retractable 
roof … 

The Minister said the world-class facility would help WA secure international large-scale rock concerts, 
orchestral performances, opera, indoor moto-cross, basketball and netball. 
“Perth Arena will ensure WA attracts world-class performers and international sporting events,” she 
said. 

“It will also be the new, quality home of the Hopman Cup. 
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“Perth Arena has been designed with a great deal of input from the special events industry to ensure 
major events can be set up and dismantled quickly and efficiently. 

“Over the past two years, some of Australia’s leading concert promoters have been briefed on the Perth 
Arena project and they’re very impressed by what they’ve seen and are looking forward to staging 
events here.” 

The press release goes on. There has been much said in the media. There was an Auditor General’s report which 
those opposite sought to make quite a few points about over recent years. I notice that their criticisms have 
waned somewhat over the past six months. I do not think that has been lost on the community. We certainly 
endured lots of jibes about everything from some crazy-looking building to it looking like a squashed beer can to 
“What are all those various colours on it?”, and a lot of other criticism. I note that on opening night and in the 
days following that there was very little criticism. One thing, an easy line, used by the government in the past, 
although it does not use it any more, is that the cost of the arena blew out some three times. It goes back to a 
figure of $160 million, which was a figure utilised by the Auditor General in his report in, I think, 2009. I 
questioned at the time how it could be claimed that it was a blow-out from the figure of $160 million. The fact of 
the matter is that site works were done at the site, which were of a substantial cost. A site like that requires 
considerable site works before work can begin, and costs were involved. A separate contract was let for that 
purpose. We also got advice from Syme Marmion and Co consulting group about the internal fit-out of the arena. 
So, the cost we quoted certainly did not include any internal fit-out. Members of the government in recent years 
have said things like, “That is just crazy, how can an arena be costed without an internal fit-out?” I would like to 
place on record some of what went on over those years. At some stage, well before I got the portfolio of works, 
probably two to three years prior to signing a contract for the Perth Arena, a figure of $160 million was 
speculated. It was essentially a back-of-an-envelope calculation. I believe that somebody working for a previous 
minister visited Queensland and saw an arena that looked pretty good. He asked how much it cost and he was 
given a figure. He probably added $10 million to that—he was probably told it cost $150 million and came up 
with a figure of $160 million. We were certainly in an environment in which to have any credibility in 
announcing a project or an intention to do a project, some money had to be attached on budget and in the 
forward estimates. The former Treasurer, the member for Belmont, liked to be prudent in planning forward and 
he liked to have money on budget in the forward estimates for a large project like that, because a project like that 
necessarily makes a huge impact on a budget, and it is prudent to plan ahead and start putting some money on 
budget ahead of a final contract. The fact of the matter is that when a figure of $160 million was speculated as an 
amount that the government was prepared to commit to a new arena, there was no real notion of how many seats 
would be in it, no real notion of the costs involved, no quantity surveyors’ reports or engineering reports and, 
indeed, no final design for it. So, the figure was really a stab in the dark. The Auditor General chose to criticise 
that and, again, I would say that politically there is a choice. We can say, yes, we will do it and eventually come 
up with a design and put some dollars on budget, but often that leaves those of us in the political arena a little 
high and dry in terms of having any credibility in making an announcement if no dollars are attached to it, 
especially when there is no final design or the like, but a commitment was made by government. 

I note that the Auditor General, if he had decided to look a bit further back, could have looked back prior to the 
2001 election when we promised to build something to replace the Perth Entertainment Centre. It is my vague 
recollection that it might have been $25 million, but I think it was $50 million that Geoff Gallop pledged towards 
a new entertainment centre. My recollection is that early in 2001 the amount of money was put up and it was 
suggested that for any developer who wanted to go ahead with the replacement for the Perth Entertainment 
Centre or something equivalent, there was $50 million available to do that—it might have been $25 million; I 
cannot remember the exact figure. At the end of the day—that process went on for a time—there was no interest 
whatsoever. So, the concept of this proposal actually went forward. The urgency increased a little more as the 
Hopman Cup, in particular, was looking for a new home other than the Burswood Dome, and Burswood was 
looking at closing that facility. That would have left Perth without a substantial entertainment facility of that 
nature. Therefore, the commitment was made by one of my predecessors as Minister for Housing and Works—
Geoff Gallop was definitely Premier at the time—of something in the order of $160 million towards an arena. It 
was a big step for the government to say that we were going to stump up that kind of money, but we wanted the 
people of Perth to have a substantial entertainment centre of some kind. I cannot remember what acronym it 
went under at the time, but it was something like multipurpose indoor entertainment and sports centre—
something of that nature. At a much later stage, we adopted the name Perth Arena. Over the time that I was 
Minister for Housing and Works we consulted very widely with industry, and I note that at no stage did the 
Auditor General make any approach to inquire why certain decisions had been made or, indeed, why the cost, as 
he described it, had blown out. The fact is that once we got input from industry, we were advised a number of 
things, and as works minister I was advised that the ideal number of seats for an entertainment centre of that kind 
was in the order of 14 000. The advice from industry was that a major act, be it an entertainer or a group, would 
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come to Perth if they could do two nights in a 14 000-seat arena, and that it would be economically viable for 
any promoter to bring a significant act to Perth if there were 14 000 seats available on at least two nights. Indeed, 
some acts might decide to stay for three or four nights. I was also told about the importance of having “easy-in, 
easy-out”, as they described it, for the big pantechnicon trucks. It is a matter of being able to unload staging and 
equipment very quickly and loading it up very quickly at the end of the show, and perhaps putting the 
pantechnicon truck on the road to Adelaide or wherever else the show is progressing to next. They told me that 
in the later years of the Perth Entertainment Centre, one of the problems was turning the pantechnicon trucks 
around and the time it took to unload in a much more cramped space and in a setting that was not designed for 
present-day pantechnicon trucks and the sorts of staging that goes with major events these days. That was one of 
the many considerations we took into account. 

Ultimately, the Carpenter government took the decision to do it right, given that, one way or another, it was 
going to involve the expenditure of enormous amount of money. We decided that we would do the project to a 
standard, not to a price. That is not to say that we were going to be irresponsible or frivolous, but if we were 
going to spend an awful lot of money on a building or facility that we wanted to last for decades rather than 
years, we needed to do it right. One of the things that concerned me greatly was its long-term financial viability. 
We made some decisions in planning Perth Arena that cost extra money upfront. We knew those costs up front; 
we believed that it was worth it to pay that money upfront in order to have long-term sustainability for Perth 
Arena. 
At this point I will mention the underground car park. We believed that we needed to provide some car parking 
for the arena. We looked at a couple of options; one was to build a multistorey car park across the railway line 
between the arena and Northbridge. Another option was to build a multistorey car park at a site between Perth 
Arena and the freeway. There were mock-ups and architectural drawings of multistorey car parks with triangular 
shapes and things over the sides to make them somehow fit in with the arena. Aesthetically, these outcomes were 
not desirable. I also had briefings on the impact of building across the railway line and how many weekends or 
weeks we would have to have sections of the railway closed while work went ahead, and my general impression 
was that if we are told something will have to be closed over 10 weekends, we can almost guarantee that it will 
need to be closed over 20 weekends. The claims are never quite what they seem. My recollection is that the cost 
of building a multistorey, freestanding car park was in the order of $60 million or $70 million. We then had a 
proposal from the successful tenderer, Buckeridge’s BGC, that it could build a car park underneath, I think it 
was, for something in the order of about $25 million. That is significantly less cost. I really was a little 
incredulous at that. How could you put an underground car park in place much more cheaply than a multistorey 
car park could be put in place? I had been involved in the City of Perth for eight years. I was on the vehicle 
parking committee for most of that time. I did have my doubts. I sought engineering and quantity surveyor 
advice from the department of works. It is one thing for BGC to say it can do it; it is another to actually get some 
independent advice to say that this is logistically possible without compromising the building and is a viable 
thing to do. Looking back through the Auditor General’s report, I would say the advice could have been better 
and should have been better. I sought that advice and got that advice, and it did say that it was logistically an 
appropriate thing to do. Certainly no issues were raised with me in terms of a potential cost blow-out. Ultimately, 
my understanding is that there were huge cost blow-outs with the underground parking. I think that took the total 
cost up to about $70 million. I note for the record that that is about what we were quoted for a freestanding car 
park. I think that was in the order of $60 million. 

What I will say is this: aesthetically, having an underground car park is vastly superior to having a multistorey 
car park near the arena. A multistorey car park, I think, in the order of six storeys, would potentially compromise 
the iconic view of the building and the view of the arena from all sides. In terms of its long-term viability, one of 
the things I noted was that it was important that the car parking business stay with the arena for two reasons: 
first, because it provides an income stream to the arena; and, second, so that the parking remains available to 
patrons of the arena. I had seen the mistake that the Court government made with the Perth convention centre. 
Some of the reasons that the previous government made the decisions about the Perth Arena were a result of the 
failures of the former Court government with the Perth convention centre and also with the belltower. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Most people say to me that the biggest problem with the belltower is that it is not big 
enough or iconic enough. It is a dinky little belltower and not really a star attraction for this city. The Court 
government sold off the parking for the convention centre to the City of Perth. It was a great deal for the City of 
Perth. I am sure the City of Perth has done phenomenally well out of being able to have the parking there. It also 
sold off the hotel business. We have this anomaly in which the convention centre itself is not linked with the 
hotel business or with the car park. I have talked to people who have held all kinds of conventions and shows 
there. It could be the boat show; it could be anything. If people want to have a boat show or something on a 
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Friday, Saturday or Sunday, parking at the convention centre is virtually full, with commuter parking on a Friday 
in particular. On any weekday it is full with commuter parking. If that parking were linked to the business of the 
convention centre, they would be able to link the parking with patronage or tickets to the convention centre. 
Likewise, they would be able to bulk book hotel rooms to match in with the conventions and so forth. One of the 
things I wanted to ensure was that the revenue stream from the parking was available to Perth Arena. I also 
wanted to ensure that patrons of the arena had priority to use the parking when shows were on at the arena, and it 
would not be sold off to a commercial operator to get the highest and best dollar out of the parking at the arena. 
It is important that patrons have that convenience. 

Another of the things that we were advised of over and again by industry, based on its knowledge of similar 
arenas worldwide, was that the corporate boxes would certainly be a significant income stream for the arena. We 
included 36 corporate boxes into the arena. At one stage I suggested to the former Premier, Alan Carpenter, that 
this arena would cost significantly more than we initially thought. If we were to build it to a standard capable of 
seating 14 000 people, with a retractable roof, 36 suites and the other corporate areas, it would cost a bomb. To 
his credit, the former Premier, Alan Carpenter, said that he did not want a cheaper option brought to cabinet; he 
wanted to do it right. He asked what would be involved if we were to do it cheaper. I said we would have to get 
rid of the retractable roof, the corporate suites and the parking underneath. Those are the kinds of things that 
would reduce the cost of the overall project. If we wanted to cut our cloth to measure, so to speak, we could not 
have all the bells and whistles that Perth Arena currently has. We committed to building something vastly more 
magnificent than what was originally contemplated when Geoff Gallop and the former works minister 
committed in a general sense to the project and put some initial dollars in the budget. The Carpenter government 
deliberately made a decision to build a magnificent arena, one that would be viable into the future. 

One of the things I said to the many people in the industry that I spoke to at the time was that I did not want to be 
responsible for a white elephant. Imagine putting hundreds of millions of dollars into something and then finding 
that for some reason acts will not come to Perth. Perth is the most isolated capital city in the world. Any acts that 
come to Perth have to travel a vast distance. I kept asking industry and promoters what would guarantee the acts 
to Perth. I want to see all the big performers and big bands coming to Perth, just as they go to Sydney and 
Melbourne on the east coast. What would get them here? The answer was a magnificent arena; easy in, easy out 
for the pantechnicon trucks; corporate suites that will help it make money; car parking and all those kinds of 
things would contribute to that. The advice from the member for Nedlands’ then consulting company, Syme 
Marmion and Co, was clearly not to include the fit-out in the cost of the arena but for that to be done by the 
operator of the arena and for it to be separate. Whilst there has been some criticism of it being separated into a 
number of costs, the fact is that an initial back-of-the-envelope calculation of committing to a big arena at a cost 
of at least $160 million evolved over a period of years and certainly after significant consultation with industry. 

I am very proud of the Perth Arena that was opened on Saturday night. I have heard that the corporate boxes are 
sold out for the next five years. I have also noted that a huge number of big acts are coming to Perth. The Elton 
John concerts were simply fabulous. I am told that the Wildcats match on Friday night is virtually sold out too. 
What a fabulous venue for the Perth Wildcats and what a fabulous venue for the Hopman Cup. We also designed 
the outdoor practice court for the Hopman Cup. That was part of the planning and part of the commitment when 
we signed up to build Perth Arena. As I understand it, over this summer members of the general public will be 
able to see some fabulous players from around the world. Some of the leading tennis players in the world will 
use that outdoor practice court and I understand that it will not cost the public anything. A venue of that size will 
also allow more affordable seats for those people who want them for the Hopman cup. They will certainly be 
more affordable than ever before. 

I, for one, am very proud that our government committed to that. No-one has said to me that we could have got 
that project for a lesser amount of money, and no-one has suggested to me that the money has been wasted. The 
fact of the matter is that if we had wanted a large shed with seats in it, we could have got it for a lot less; we 
probably could have got it for less than $160 million. But, ultimately, when we scoped the project, we wanted 
something better than that. We thought, given the economic times that we were in and given the longevity that 
we saw that a venue of this kind would have, this would be something that would benefit the people of Perth for 
at least 50 years. I think we have achieved that. I personally believe that it is a magnificent building. I thought 
that from the very start. I think that some of the other people in Perth have somehow been relieved to find out 
that what we were building was not something made up of the lots of different coloured bits of corrugated iron 
that they had seen from the freeway as the building was under construction. I think that a lot of people, now that 
they have been inside and seen the building, have formed a very different view from what they had during its 
construction. There are some magnificent spaces within it. The building has been built to a standard, and I think 
it is a fabulous facility for people in Perth. I certainly thank those people who were involved with me and the 
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former Premier in those early years when we planned and designed the arena and worked with the architects and 
with industry on the form of the arena. 

I sincerely hope that the parking remains for all time under the management of the Perth Arena, because that is 
as it should be so that there is access for people, be it people with disabilities, elderly people or people—for 
example, women at night—who just want to be able to park in the venue and get safely from their vehicle to a 
show, and are prepared to pay the money to do so. I am told that the cost of parking currently is about $15 if 
people park there just for a show. It is certainly more if people stay longer. However, if we compare that with the 
average ticket price for an event there, and if a couple of people are in the car, I think it is well worth it. 

For all the rubbishing that the Perth Arena got from many people over recent years, I think a lot of those critics 
have been silenced now that the venue is open and they have had the opportunity to go inside. I acknowledge 
that the Premier has said in recent times that he believes it is a magnificent building. He even likened it to 
Perth’s version of the Sydney Opera House. He said that it is over time and over budget, but in the end the 
Premier said that he felt it was worth it. I think that is a significant acknowledgement by the Premier. These 
projects are never easy. I have noted the Auditor General’s recent report, and he has put similar arguments about 
other venues. When we ultimately see the new sports stadium built, it will not be built for the $600 million or 
$700 million that the Premier  is talking about. I note that the current government is already doing exactly what 
the former government did; it is doing preliminary site works and preliminary investigations and has separate 
cost centres to the ultimate contract that will be let for the stadium. There is a whole range of other requirements 
for transport that are not part of those initial costings. There will be without doubt some significant cost increases 
over the life of that project. I note that, on the basis of what I have seen so far for the new sports stadium, it is not 
proposed that any parking will be put there. I think that is wrong. Of course, I think that most people should 
travel by public transport, but there needs to be some amount of parking attached to the stadium. One way or 
another, the parking will eventuate. I do not know whether the government just thinks that Burswood will cater 
for the parking within its site. If that is the case, the government is handing Burswood the cash cow of parking. 
Parking is one of those things that over time makes money, and, as I signalled earlier, I am well aware of that. 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Treasurer) [10.45 pm] — in reply: Debate on the Loan Bill 2012 has been 
going on for some time in the house. I think it would be fair to say that there has been a variety of contributions. 
Some great valedictory speeches have been delivered within the context of second reading contributions to this 
bill. There has been commentary from the opposition about the level of debt that the government has incurred, 
observations on the government’s fiscal management of the state, commentary on a whole range of projects, and 
general discussion from the opposition about how bad the government is and the general state of woe that sits 
over the state of Western Australia. If I were to listen to the commentary of those opposite, I may well pack my 
bags and leave the state. But, as we know, people are packing their bags in record numbers and moving to the 
state. As we also know, as we sit here on the cusp of the conclusion of this Parliament, the people of this state 
will have an opportunity to vote on 9 March as to their reflections on the job that the government has done and 
what the government offers for the next four years relative to the opposition. I anticipate that that is when the 
relative merits of the arguments put by those opposite will be tested, for it is one thing to wax on in this place 
about a whole range of issues that may or may not be important to the broader community—clearly they are 
important to those people who raised them, and I am not reflecting poorly on them for doing that—but, 
ultimately, the test for us in this place is not how we measure our performance; it is how the electorate measures 
our performance. When we return after 9 March, we will have an opportunity to measure the relative strengths of 
the arguments that have been put in this debate because, ultimately, the people who will measure the strength of 
the arguments are not us; they are the people who turn up to vote for us. 

I will not discuss this matter anymore from a second reading perspective. This bill has been done to death and 
then some. But what I will say is that my understanding from my conversation with the member for Victoria 
Park is that there will be a brief consideration in detail stage. My advisers are currently assisting in the passage 
of the Western Australian Future Fund Bill in the upper house. I will seek the indulgence of the Leader of the 
House and the house for us to engage in consideration in detail for that brief but important period tomorrow 
when they are refreshed after what I am sure was a stimulating, riveting and intellectually driven debate in the 
upper house, as I know they always are. 

I conclude by thanking those people—nearly everyone in the house—who made a contribution to this debate. It 
is an important piece of legislation. I look forward to its passage tomorrow on the last day of sitting of this 
session of the Parliament of Western Australia. 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Dr K.D. Hames (Leader of the House).  
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