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Division 24:  Sport and Recreation, $93 665 000 - 
Mrs D.J. Guise, Chairman. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke, Minister for Sport and Recreation. 

Mr R. Alexander, Director General. 

Ms J. Ough, Chief Finance Officer. 

Mr B. Swetman, Director, Business Management. 

Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  On page 420, item 60 relates to the net amount appropriated to deliver services.  What is the 
reason for the increase from $18 million as the estimated actual for 2005-06 to $63 million for the budget 
estimate for 2006-07? 

[4.10 pm] 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Such a big variation certainly sticks out.  The significant variation is due to the carryover 
of $25 million that has been allocated for the next stage of Members Equity Stadium.  That has not been 
expended.  Election commitments were made for a sporting centre or pool at Mindarie and Ellenbrook.  That 
money has not been expended but work is going on with both of those projects.  There are significant facilities 
projects, such as the AK Reserve, for which $6.7 million has been allocated in 2006-07.  That is our contribution 
to the athletics stadium.  There is also $5 million for the netball centre.  The sum of $2 million had been 
allocated previously and another $3 million has been added to that.  There is the state gymnastics centre and, 
along with funding for new projects, there is support for the major stadia and transfer of the Premier’s Physical 
Activity Taskforce.  The matter is complicated because the money was previously found within the Department 
of Premier and Cabinet.  It now resides in the Department of Sport and Recreation.  Perhaps we will have a 
question later that will enable us to say what is happening there. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  On page 421, under “Significant Issues and Trends”, the seventh dot point says that 
there are ongoing community demands for improved sports facilities at all levels and that the state sporting 
facilities plan provides a strategic and systematic approach.  When will the Langoulant task force hand down its 
recommendations?  Does the government have a time line for consideration and implementation of the 
recommendations for a major sports stadium for Perth? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The major stadia task force was implemented to look at the longer term needs of Perth 
and Western Australia.  The last advice I had, which was a couple of weeks ago, was that it would provide a 
report to government by the end of this month.  I have not heard whether that timing might slip a bit.  The project 
was seen as having two stages, and the report is the end of stage 1.  I will ask Mr Alexander to talk about what 
the objectives were as he was closer to it.  The issue then is where we go after we get the report.  The 
government will assess the report before it makes any commitments, but members will find in the line items that 
we have committed another $500 000 for consultants or to fund the ongoing work of the task force.  I want to 
make it clear that I have not committed to the second stage being carried out by the task force.  There was an 
expectation originally that that would be the case.  I have left it open to judge what we get from the report.  
There is a whole range of reasons for doing so.  If we commit to upgrading a facility to be the major stadium, a 
range of major sports will have to be involved.  Getting them to the table and deciding what they will contribute, 
what rights they will have and the form of governance that will be appropriate is something the government 
should be doing, not a task force.  Until we get the report it is not clear whether the task force will be given a 
second job to do or whether the government will do it through the use of consultants etc.  We await the report.  I 
will ask Mr Alexander to speak about the defined objectives of the task force. 

Mr R. Alexander:  The objectives were to look after the sports, look at their needs and the sorts of crowds that 
needed to be entertained, the trends in crowd attendance, as well as the future requirements of Subiaco, the 
WACA and Members Equity Stadium if they were to be redeveloped.  It was also to look at options for stadia 
generally.  Are those we have sufficient or do we need something new?  There was also the question of how the 
governance of major sporting facilities should operate. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  Now that the capital items are coming under the Department of Sport and Recreation, is 
interest accruing on the $25 million for Members Equity Stadium and is the interest quarantined or is the 
minister creaming it off into his department’s consolidated revenue? 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I am having a lot of long lunches!  Not true!  It is an allocation made to the agency.  The 
member is clearly alluding to the fact that the more time that passes before the money is committed, the less 
buying power it will have.  Clearly, we will need to assess that.  The commitment was to take Members Equity 
Stadium to 25 000 capacity and it was envisaged that would require the amount of money referred to.  With the 
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increase in construction costs it is likely to be more.  A range of things have to be put in order before we can 
commit to that.  When all that work is done - it is being held up by the major stadia task force and we would not 
want to go ahead until its report is sorted out - and we know who the major users will be, I will have to go back 
to cabinet to seek additional funding, if it is required, to take the stadium to the envisaged seating capacity. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  If the $25 million is physically parked in the Department of Sport and Recreation, and I think 
it is a commitment from three years ago, the money must be earning interest.  Is the interest going into that line 
item or to somewhere else in the department? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  When the budget allocates money to an agency, it does not mean that amount of money is 
transferred.  It is held by Treasury.  There are arrangements between the Department of Treasury and Finance 
and the individual agency - in this case the Department of Sport and Recreation - as to when the money will be 
transferred.  Departments do not receive all the money for salaries and expenditure at the start of the year.  It is a 
staged arrangement.  If it is capital expenditure, it does not go to the agency until the agency completes the 
required procedures for its transmittal.  That would not take place until the project firmed up and the expenditure 
was imminent.   

[4.20 pm] 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  Sorry to be pedantic, but if the money is not physically being used why is it being transferred?  
Why not use the old system in which it does not come on budget until it is physically included in the budget?   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  This is an accounting matter and I am no expert on accounting matters.  When the budget 
papers are prepared, money is shown against the department that is responsible for spending it.  It is not allocated 
until a commitment has been made; for instance, with the major project such as the one the Major Stadia 
Taskforce is examining, there is no money for renovations, additions to Subiaco Oval or construction of a new 
stadium.  That money will be allocated - by allocated I mean shown in the books - when a decision has been 
made.  After a decision is made Treasury, through cabinet, allocates the money but it is not transferred from 
Treasury and Finance, which must consider how it handles or invests the money as it does when it manages 
major cash flows of government.  When the Department of Sport and Recreation can tell the Department of 
Treasury and Finance that decisions have been made and it is ready to let contracts and can advise Treasury how 
much cash flow it will need to pay for it, agreement will be reached between the two departments for the transfer 
of those funds.  That is the way it usually works.  
Mr J. McGRATH:  I refer to the proposed stadium, although there is no particular page on this.  Given that the 
government will put a considerable amount of money into the new stadium if and when it is built, does the 
minister favour the governance of the stadium being in the form of a trust that would operate similar to the trust 
at the Melbourne Cricket Ground or would it be run along the same lines as Subiaco Oval and the Western 
Australian Cricket Association?  
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  On the funding, which follows from the other question first, the only money shown in the 
budget papers is related to the Major Stadia Taskforce.  Reference is in the budget papers, so it is an appropriate 
question.  The amount of $500 000 is allocated for next year for development work, study and proving up the 
decision the government finally makes.  No money is currently allocated.  
With respect to a trust to manage that major facility, whether it be Subiaco Oval or another site, that is something 
we would enter into as part of the whole process.  There are examples that we have considered.  I, as minister, 
and the government have not addressed that issue because we are waiting for the Major Stadia Taskforce to 
complete its investigation.  The Western Australian Sports Centre Trust manages four facilities in Western 
Australia.  Leasing arrangements vary among the different facilities.  In some arrangements the trust has direct 
day-to-day control and management.  I think Challenge Stadium even manages the catering directly; whereas the 
Motorplex is leased and everything is looked after by the people who run it.  There can be a range of models 
under the Sports Centre Trust.  The member alluded to the MCG.  When I was in Melbourne for the 
Commonwealth Games I met with the people who run a range of facilities.  In Victoria there are three trusts.  
There is a trust for the MCG, which leases it, and through that trust the MGC was able to rearrange conditions 
for the respective rights of cricket and football, which had been vexed issues for many years.  They seem to have 
come to arrangements that are suitable to both sports.  Another trust looks after the netball and hockey centre in 
Carlton and the major facility in St Kilda.  A third trust looks after all the facilities that are more or less 
alongside the MCG: the Rod Laver Arena, Telstra Dome and the Olympic stadium, and the Lexus Centre, which 
houses the Institute of Sport and Collingwood Football Club.  Three trusts manage the sports in different ways.   
The underlying issue is that if government commits a substantial amount of money to a major stadium, it would 
have to be in the public interest and not in the interests of one sport.  Clearly, it would give a boost to a particular 
sport but it would have to be with a view to the wider public interest.  It is in everyone’s interest to have second 
and third users because that allows for maximum use and the best possible return to meet management costs and 
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to reduce ongoing costs that government might be asked to help with.  We want to maximise use and in doing 
that we need to give the lesser sports fair and reasonable access so that they do not feel that they are being ripped 
off.  That comes down to the management structure.  A trust is one way of doing that, but the trust must enter 
into lease agreements, and they may be seen to be overly advantageous to one sport.  We must work through 
that.  However, we do not have to have a trust.  One sport could be the major holder but have very sound 
contractual agreements with other sports, so that those sports feel they have rights at law to make sure their 
sports get a good deal.  There are a range of issues.  I am not privy to the details of the study done by the Major 
Stadia Taskforce but I would be surprised if it did not make some suggestions about what models we should 
consider.  They are real issues of which the government is aware, but it has not tried to find a solution.  
However, on receiving the report from the Major Stadia Taskforce, we would be interested in where we take it 
from there.  It might not be the first issue we deal with but at some stage, if there is commitment of government 
money, we would have to come to grips with that.  

Mrs J. HUGHES:  The second dot point on page 421 under “Significant Issues and Trends” refers to 
schoolchildren and obesity.  What initiatives have been taken to combat this issue?  Given that funding has 
primarily gone to the country, will there be more equity in bringing that money back to the city to address some 
of these issues?   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I thank the member for the question.  The issue to which the member alluded contains 
some very important facts.  It points out that in 1985 more than nine per cent of males and 10 per cent of females 
were judged to be obese.  In 2003, 23 per cent of males and 30 per cent of females were judged to be obese.  
That is a dramatic increase and a concern regarding the health of the individuals and the cost to our society.  
When Geoff Gallop established the Premier’s Physical Activity Taskforce to deal with this issue, Western 
Australia was a leader, although I am not saying that we did not learn from what other states were doing.  Good 
things were happening but because the Premier picked up those ideas and took personal responsibility he gave a 
lead.  I think members will find that almost every other state in Australia has now followed that model to some 
extent.  We have been trying to give a lead.  An amount of approximately $400 000 a year was allocated to the 
Premier’s Physical Activity Taskforce in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  An amount of $500 000 a 
year has been allocated for the next few years to the Department of Sport and Recreation.  The task force will 
remain as the Premier’s Physical Activity Taskforce.  Alan Carpenter is very keen that it should continue and he 
wants some involvement with it.  I, as Minister for Sport and Recreation, will also be keenly involved.  The task 
force is established outside the department, as it was outside the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  It will 
not be physically incorporated within the Department of Sport and Recreation.  It involves a range of other 
organisations and community groups that wish to make sure we bring about change to improve health by dealing 
with the lack of exercise and the dietary issues that are the root cause of obesity problems.   

It is therefore a commitment to continue that funding.  As the member will see from the figures I have given, 
there is a 25 per cent increase.  That is the program budget for the physical activity task force.  It will be used for 
surveys, programs of advertising, and training programs in various sectors to get other agencies on board.  It is 
not to take over what are very crucial roles in health and education, and transport through the Department for 
Planning and Infrastructure.  They are playing very important roles in our lifestyle issues, which we are seeking 
to work through in terms of getting people as active as possible.  Whether it be seniors or schools, there is a 
range of programs.  However, the Premier’s physical activity task force is regarded as a crucial motivator in 
getting change and getting these programs working.  There is a very strong commitment to that in this budget.  
Also, a number of Department of Sport and Recreation programs contained in the budget will complement the 
work of the physical activity task force.  In a moment I will ask Mr Alexander to talk about those programs and 
how they will complement the work of the physical activity task force.  The budget indicates a change in the 
department that resources and provides the administrative support to the physical activity task force.  Its 
organisation will continue basically as it has in the past, but with a very strong commitment from the Premier 
and me to make sure that it has a high priority and is as effective as possible in dealing with overweight and lack 
of physical activity issues.  Also, the Department of Sport and Recreation will run some new key initiatives that 
will very much help in encouraging greater activity.  I will ask Mr Alexander to say a few things about those 
initiatives. 

[4.30 pm] 
The CHAIRMAN: As succinctly as possible, please, Mr Alexander; then I will chat to the minister after this lot. 
Mr R. Alexander:  We are conducting a range of programs, certainly one in clubs, to make sure that a lot of 
practical information goes out to the community to let people know where clubs are and to encourage them to 
help in running them.  I could expand on a range of information, but I shall not.  There is an allocation of 
$500 000 a year for four years for development of the outdoor recreation industry.  The recreation industry is a 
very big industry, whether the recreation be abseiling or walking on trails.  There are a lot of trails in Western 
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Australia, and sometimes people do not know where to go or what they have to do to get onto a trail or where to 
park their cars and so on.  A range of programs are in place with the National Outdoor Leader Registration 
scheme to ensure that national standards are in place for people who go outdoors with bicycle or walking groups 
or that sort of thing.  That is happening in the recreation industry.  Also there is a major talent development 
program, with an emphasis on regional Western Australia, to ensure that people throughout Western Australia 
have access to the same sorts of pathways and opportunities.  We are therefore trying to ensure that talent 
development is available as well as advocacy programs on the benefits of sport and recreation and how people 
can be involved.  We all know that sport and recreation is good for us if we get involved, but to some people it is 
a bit of a mystery and we are trying to ensure that people know how they can get connected. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.  Minister, my job is to try to keep everyone on track in terms of time.  As much 
as I enjoy listening to the minister’s dulcet tones, and I am sure the opposition is enjoying his answers, I ask him 
to make his answers a little more succinct, as there are four members left on the call sheet and two divisions to 
go.  I would appreciate it if the minister tightened up his answers a little. 

Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  On the major stadia task force, for the final time, I note the allocation of $500 000 in the 
estimates for 2006-07.  Will the minister tell me, probably by way of supplementary information, how much of 
that was actually expended and to whom the payments were made? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I think about $300 000 has been expended so far. 

Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  Will the minister give me a list of the consultants used and those sorts of things? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  We will provide details by way of supplementary information.  However, it not being the 
end of the financial year, some accounts may not have been entered although the work has been done.  I will give 
the member a list of expenditure so far on the task force to the best date I can. 

[Supplementary Information No A7.] 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  Will that include sitting fees? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Yes. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I refer to the third dot point from the bottom of page 421 under “Significant Issues and 
Trends”, which refers to ageing infrastructure and the needs assessments of ageing facilities and refurbishment 
over the coming years.  I refer to the swimming pools in country towns that fall very much into that category.  
Does the Department of Sport and Recreation have in place, or is it considering, a program to assist local 
governments meet the needs of refurbishing swimming pools?  Has the Department of Sport and Recreation 
made grants to local authorities to assist with upgrading swimming pools in country WA in the past few years? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I am aware that it is a problem.  When I was in Mukinbudin a couple of weeks ago, I was 
shown the pool and the issue that the community has with its maintenance.  I am also aware that the Paraburdoo 
pool has been closed, as it was losing so much water that it was unsafe.  There are real issues with regard to 
swimming pools, and that is why it was noted in the budget as an emerging issue.  Currently maintenance of 
existing pools is not within the scope of the community sporting and recreation facilities fund.  It may be that the 
community could apply for funding to build a whole new pool.  There is a real issue there.  We are very 
conscious of it, and that is why it is listed in the budget.  It is a big job and the decision to be made is whether to 
shift funding away from new resources and put money into old pools.  An assessment must be made of the needs 
of those communities.  There are very real needs but the exact nature of them may change.  I think the member 
for Wagin is aware that some towns in his patch have fantastic facilities, while others have quite aged facilities 
that have major maintenance problems.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Does the member have a further question? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  Just quickly.  I urge the government and the Department of Sport and Recreation to 
reconsider this issue.  It is a growing issue.  Maintenance of pools is very expensive but I think a program some 
years ago did consider the issue.  The impost on local government is very big; it would be helpful if they could 
have some assistance.  The importance of a pool to country towns should not be underestimated, not only for 
swimming but also for the social activity that goes with it.  I urge the government and the Department of Sport 
and Recreation to strongly consider that significant issue and trend. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Yes, it is a real issue.  However, I have just been passed some further information.  In the 
financial years 2005-06 and 2006-07 the grants list on aquatics totalled almost $1.3 million. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  That is great, but was that on new aquatics? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Yes, that is across those two years, for new facilities or additions to existing pools. 
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Mr T.K. WALDRON:  The point is that good facilities need upgrading.  That issue needs to be considered and I 
would be happy to work with anyone to try to progress it. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  The minister alluded to the new gymnasium replacement for the tilting Len Fletcher sports 
pavilion. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The state gymnastic centre, I think it is. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  Yes.  Where will that be located?  Will the volleyball centre be located at the Loftus and 
Vincent Recreation Centre at Leederville Oval?  What are the other sporting plans still to be realised at the 
Leederville Oval Loftus centre complex? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I realise that the member has a keen interest in matters relating to the Loftus centre at 
Leederville Oval, which is quite a fantastic centre established by the local Town of Vincent. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  And the state government. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Yes, with our clear support, and we will clearly support that initiative.  The project for a 
gymnastics centre, I understand, could be located next to the Loftus centre.  I will ask Mr Alexander to give 
more detail on exactly where that project is up to. 

Mr R. Alexander:  There is $3.7 million allocated to that project.  The current state gymnastics centre is built on 
a rubbish tip, the Len Fletcher centre, and is quietly sinking into the ground.  Therefore, the project that is 
happening there is a good one.  A range of volleyball facilities is available.  There is beach volleyball at a former 
bowling club in North Perth.  As I am sure the member is aware, volleyball is also available at the Loftus Centre 
at the moment. 

[4.40 pm] 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  Therefore, is gymnastics the only sporting add-on that is planned there at the moment? 
Mr R. Alexander:  That the state government is involved in, yes. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  Is there a sod-turning date?  There have been at least three different Ministers for Sport and 
Recreation lately from whom I have requested this information.  Therefore, I am hoping that I will be able to get 
an answer today. 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I cannot give the member a date, but I can guarantee that he will get an invitation! 
Mr J. McGRATH:  This is a general question in support of the South Perth Junior Cricket Club.  Is the 
department aware of the huge problems that some sporting clubs have in getting facilities at which to play their 
games?  I am referring to the last dot point on page 420 of the Budget Statements, which states in part - 

Lack of physical activity is also a major cause leading to an epidemic of obesity . . .  
The kids in South Perth will be very obese if they do not get somewhere to play cricket.  The South Perth Junior 
Cricket Club is one of the largest cricket clubs in Australia.  It has 140 volunteers who help out each week and it 
is expected that there will be 700 players this season.  Currently, the club uses 10 council and four school 
grounds.  The problem it has now is that, because it is growing so rapidly, another ground is needed.  It 
approached the Curtin Primary School, which said it was very keen for the club to use the ground.  The club 
offered to pay the $8 000 to put in a pitch and it offered to pay the school $150 a year as an act of good faith for 
helping the club out.  The problem is that the Department of Education and Training said that it could not 
support the school making this facility available because it was concerned about legal matters and duty of care.  
If duty of care applies to that primary school, what about all the other primary schools whose sporting grounds 
are used by similar junior sporting clubs in Western Australia?  What is the department’s response to that? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  That is a fairly open-ended question.  First, if the South Perth Junior Cricket Club needs 
facilities, including change rooms, halls etc, normally the local council would help.  The community sporting 
and recreation facilities fund is very valuable because the government contributes one-third under that fund.  An 
application only need be made.  I think applications for funds close in September.  The main part of the question 
went to the availability of playing fields rather than the back-up facilities required by the club.  The department 
has been very proactive in this area.  It is conducting a needs analysis across the metropolitan area, working with 
cricket, soccer, Australian football and tennis clubs.  It will look into where the clubs are situated so that two 
clubs do not fight over a patch in the same suburb, with the next four suburbs having no clubs.  Obviously, the 
department will not dictate to the clubs.  However, if we can get them to plan where they put their support for 
junior and community-based clubs and get a better network across the metropolitan area, they will benefit.  That 
needs analysis is currently underway, with the Department of Sport and Recreation working with the state 
organisations for those sports.  We then have to deal with the issue of developers of new suburbs on the urban 
fringe not making enough open space available.  I am working on that with the Minister for Planning and 
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Infrastructure, because although the developers provide the required 10 per cent of open space, it can be 
provided in such small areas that they cannot be used as major sporting fields.  The developers also try to get 
away with making drainage sumps part of the public open space, which means it cannot be used for sport.   
The fourth part of the answer to the member’s question is that the shared use of school facilities is a win-win 
situation for the schools and the community-based clubs.  The whole community, including the schools, can 
benefit from having people use school facilities.  My experience is that there are fewer vandalism problems if 
responsible adults and kids are using those facilities.  I think the member is referring to the specific problems 
that need to be addressed by schools to allow outside sporting clubs to use their facilities.  Often the problems 
are caused by the administrators of particular schools putting obstacles in the way of sporting clubs.  If the 
member talks to me later about the specifics of his question, we might be able to get the department to do 
something. 

Mr J. McGRATH:  Could the department advise whether it has ever had a problem with this duty-of-care 
situation when a school oval has been used by a sporting club on a Saturday? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Duty of care and other liability issues are ever present when people make decisions on 
these matters.  The department works with a range of organisations to help them deal with those issues.  Often 
the department has to ensure that clubs are professional and that they understand their duty-of-care 
responsibilities and that the team managers and coaches are also aware of those responsibilities.  It is an issue 
and we have to make sure that, if it is an issue, it is dealt with appropriately, but sometimes it is also used as an 
excuse. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  The fifth dot point under “Major Initiatives For 2006-07” on page 429 refers to 
facilitating indigenous participation and skill development.  In my previous life of managing country football, I 
visited many of the remote Aboriginal communities up north, as I did last year and again more recently.  What 
specific initiatives have been included in the budget to enable the development of sport in remote Aboriginal 
communities?  I am referring to the facilitating of indigenous participation and skill development.  Are there 
initiatives for communities such as Halls Creek and Balgo and other communities? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  There certainly is a great need there and a range of things are being done.  In the last 
round, the Shire of Derby-West Kimberley received $34 000 for a park in Derby.  It also received $14 700 to 
develop a master plan for the Fitzroy Crossing recreation precinct.  If money is to be committed, everything has 
to be well planned.  In this way it will work and people will use it.  Over $46 000 was allocated to Meekatharra 
for the installation of four light towers at the town oval.  The Shire of Roebourne got $290 000 for the 
redevelopment of the primary school oval to replace the Gus Jager Oval at Roebourne.  Yorganup Community 
Inc received $200 000 for the construction of covered basketball courts.  That is the physical asset.  Then there is 
a whole range of programs for which project officers are involved in running programs to get coaches, mentors 
and other people into the communities, including sporting stars, who are willing to support these communities.  
Many of those programs are run to get kids in Aboriginal communities involved in sport. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  Further to that, I congratulate the department for the money that has been allocated to 
Leslie Wolfe in Halls Creek.  That program is to be commended.  Although that is a great facility in Halls Creek, 
we need to make sure that the Department of Sport and Recreation continues to provide human resources.  That 
is critical for those programs to be ongoing.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I share the member’s enthusiasm.  The Department of Sport and Recreation has a very 
important role to play there and I am enthused with the work it is doing. 

[4.50 pm] 

Mrs J. HUGHES:  I refer to page 426.  The fourth point under “Major Initiatives for 2006-07” states that an 
amount of $9 million will be allocated to local government and sport and recreation organisations through the 
community sport and recreation facilities fund.  Page 420 refers to a total budget allocation of $14 million for the 
CSRFF.  Does that encompass the one-third contribution from other agencies, or is that the total contribution by 
government?   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The numbers to which I think the member is alluding are all government funding through 
the Department of Sport and Recreation.  The difference between the figures is the carryover.  If the money 
allocated has not been spent in time, or the work has not been completed, the money is carried forward.  Also, 
some projects that are awarded funding do not proceed, in which case the money comes back into the pool and is 
reallocated the following year.  The funding has generally been $9 million a year.  This year we have allocated a 
total of $10.8 million in grants.  That is because we have had some carryover. 
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Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  The ninth dot point on page 425 refers to the new Perry Lakes Stadium.  Can the minister 
confirm that the old Perry Lakes Stadium will still be available for use for athletics carnivals while the new 
stadium is being built, because that is a big concern for schools?   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I understand the member’s concern.  I share his concern.  However, I cannot give the 
member that guarantee. 
Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  Provided it is safe, I mean. 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:   Exactly, because the track has been used beyond what would have been its expected life.  
There are also safety issues.  We are trying to eke it out to get an extra season or so out of it.  Another issue is the 
timing of the redevelopment.  That has caused some concern with various athletics groups that want to be able to 
keep using the track until the new facility is constructed.  A range of issues need to be sorted through.  I am 
conscious of the desire of a range of school groups and groups such as AthleticA to be able to continue using that 
stadium.  We certainly will take those desires into account when decisions are made.  However, no decision has 
yet been made.  A lot of planning is going on with regard to when the new facility will be available.  We have 
not even signed up the architect yet for the new stadium.  There are also land development issues with the old 
site.  We will certainly need to take all those things into account when a decision is made on that matter.   

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I refer to major initiatives for 2006-07 at page 426.  I do not see any reference in the 
budget to the country sport enrichment scheme.  That is a fantastic scheme.  Is it proposed to continue that 
scheme?  If so, what funding will be provided for that scheme?  What sports are currently supported by that 
scheme, and is any extension of that scheme planned?   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The funding for the country sport enrichment scheme in the forthcoming budget is 
$225 000. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I just want to mention, while the Leader of the Opposition is sitting behind me, that at 
the country sport enrichment game on Saturday - which was a great success - he spoke very well of the minister 
and highlighted the minister’s achievements!  I thought I should put that forward.  He made a statement to the 
crowd about how we do talk, and those types of things.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I really appreciate that.  I hope the Leader of the Opposition pointed out that I am a 
Royals supporter, and that was their first win for the season!   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I did not know that!  

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  The minister is allowed one mistake! 

The appropriation was recommended. 
 


