
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Thursday, 11 March 2010 

                 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams) took the chair at 9.00 am, and read prayers. 

MOORE RIVER — HOUSING LOTS SOUTH OF ESTUARY 

Petition 

MR A.J. SIMPSON (Darling Range — Parliamentary Secretary) [9.01 am]: I have a petition that conforms 
to the standing orders and has 58 signatories. It reads - 

To the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western Australia in 
Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned, say that the announcement by the Minister for Planning on 9 June, 2009, to 
approve of the development of 2,000 housing lots on the south side of the Moore River Estuary, is 
contrary to the findings of the Gingin Coast Structure Plan and to the view that has been consistently 
and strongly put forward by the community since 1995. 

Now we ask that the Legislative Assembly recommend that the land adjoining the proposed Wilbinga 
Conservation Park which is subject to the Moore River Company’s plans, be: 

1. purchased by the Government at a fair price to the landowner, given the present rural 
zoning of the land; 

2. be managed in perpetuity for the benefit of the whole community, for the protection 
of the estuary of the Moore River; 

3. purchased to stop suburban Perth sprawling to the Moore River and beyond; and 

4. saved from any form of urban development so that Western Australian tax payers are 
not forced to contribute to or subsidise the massive infrastructure costs (roads, 
bridges, sewerage, water supply, electricity supply) that would be caused by a 
development at the extreme outer limits of the city). 

We make this request because of the unique aesthetic and environmental features which this area 
contributes towards the natural capital of Western Australia. 

I table the petition. 

[See petition 244.]  

Similar petitions were presented by Ms L.L. Baker (96 signatures) and Mr P.C. Tinley (77 signatures). 

[See petitions 246 and 249.] 

GENETICALLY MODIFIED CANOLA — MORATORIUM 

Petition 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Parliamentary Secretary) [9.03 am]: I have a petition from 37 
petitioners about genetically modified canola. It reads — 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned, say that as Genetically Modified (GM) canola seeds and pollen cannot be 
contained, the decision to allow commercial growing will invariably contaminate all non-GM crops. If 
contaminated with GM, non GM farmers will lose their markets, organic farmers will face loss of 
certification and consumers will not be able to actively avoid GM foods because of current inadequate 
labelling regulations. 

Now we ask the Legislative Assembly to revoke the decision on allowing commercial growing of GM 
canola in Western Australia and renew the moratorium on GM crops in this State. 

[See petition 245.] 

Similar petitions were presented by Ms A.R. Mitchell (58 signatures) and Mr C.J. Tallentire (24 signatures). 

[See petitions 247 and 248.] 
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PAPER TABLED 

A paper was tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND JUSTICE STANDING COMMITTEE —  
INQUIRY INTO ALCOHOL-FUELLED VIOLENCE 

Removal of Notice — Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams): I advise that private members’ business notice of motion 11, notice of 
which was given on 18 August 2009, will be removed from the next notice paper unless written notification is 
provided to the Clerk requiring that the matter be continued. 

STATE ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL DIRECTIVES —  
TOWN OF VICTORIA PARK AND CITY OF STIRLING 

Statement by Minister for Planning 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Minister for Planning) [9.07 am]: I will inform the house about the 
background to two directions I made to the State Administrative Tribunal on Christmas Eve last year under 
section 246(2)(a) of the Planning and Development Act 2005. Section 246(1) of the act provides that if an 
application that raises issues of state or regional importance is lodged with the tribunal for review, the 
application may be determined by the Minister for Planning. Under subsection (2), I may either direct the 
tribunal to refer the application to me for determination or ask the tribunal to hear the application and to then 
refer it to me with recommendations for my determination. Under these provisions, I have called in two 
applications that were under review by the tribunal. Both were applications that required dual approvals; that is, 
they required the approval of both the relevant local government and the Western Australian Planning 
Commission. One application involves a location near Stirling railway station in the City of Stirling and the 
other involves a location near Burswood railway station in the Town of Victoria Park. I am concerned that the 
two local authorities—namely, the Town of Victoria Park and the City of Stirling—have arrived at different 
decisions than those of the Western Australian Planning Commission.  

Like the Stirling precinct, the Burswood area represents an important opportunity for transit-oriented 
development close to the Perth central business district and very close to an underutilised commuter rail station. 
Therefore, I consider this proposal to be of regional significance. My decision to call in these matters reflects the 
importance the government is placing on transit-oriented developments, which will play a more important role in 
the future of urban planning. As members will be aware, TOD initiatives encourage the efficient use of urban 
land, reduce urban sprawl and optimise the use of infrastructure such as public transport to limit traffic 
congestion and achieve environmental benefits.  

A major consideration in calling in these matters is that the crucial planning instruments governing the areas in 
question are in transition, although work on these instruments is at an advanced stage. My decision to call in the 
matters and determine them myself, as opposed to referring them to the tribunal for a recommendation, was 
guided by the fact that, as Minister for Planning, I am more at liberty to consider matters from a broad public 
interest perspective than is the tribunal. And, importantly, when matters are in transition, I can consider them 
with reference to the ultimate objective. I am sure this is why the provisions that enable me to determine the 
matter are contained within the act as approved by Parliament.  

This issue was highlighted by a recent example in which the previous Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 
called in the matter of the Rendezvous Observation City Hotel, which was then referred to the State 
Administrative Tribunal for a recommendation. About 12 months after the referral, SAT indicated that it could 
not make a recommendation due to transitional planning issues, which in this case related to the new City of 
Stirling town planning scheme. Everything became contingent on the City of Stirling finalising its Local 
Planning Scheme 3, which is still underway. This sort of delay in either refusing or approving an application is 
unacceptable. I have sympathy for SAT, because it was required to consider a matter even though there was a 
lack of clarity about the underpinning planning instruments. 

In calling in the matters, I have outlined a clear framework for the parties so that my determination can be made 
in accordance with high standards of procedural fairness. I emphasise that I have not formed a view about any of 
these applications. I will consider the submissions and make a determination in due course. 

CURRICULUM FRAMEWORK REVIEW REPORT 

Statement by Minister for Education 

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands — Minister for Education) [9.11 am]: On 11 March last year, I advised 
Parliament that I had invited Professor David Andrich, Chapple Professor of Education at the University of 
Western Australia, to conduct an expert review of the curriculum framework, which was introduced in 1998. The 
terms of reference for the report were to review the curriculum framework for curriculum assessment and 
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reporting purposes in Western Australian schools with particular reference to years kindergarten to 10; to advise 
on the relationship between the curriculum framework and the proposed national curriculum; and to consider the 
impact of any proposed changes on teachers and schools in Western Australia. 

During the review, Professor Andrich interviewed principals, teachers and other educators from metropolitan and 
country primary and secondary schools in all three education systems. He also considered evaluation reports and 
assessment documents produced over the past decade. I received the report from Professor Andrich in September 
2009. It has been very helpful in assisting me to manage Western Australia’s response to the development of the 
national curriculum. While the review recommends that the legislative requirement to implement the curriculum 
framework be removed, it also gives reassurance that aspects of the curriculum framework can still be used by 
teachers to help them implement the national curriculum.  

A number of the recommendations arising from the review will, however, have budgetary implications, and any 
subsequent implementation of these recommendations will need to be considered as part of a wider budget 
process.  

Overall, Western Australia supports the joint development of the national curriculum. It is clear from the 23 
recommendations in Professor Andrich’s report that Western Australia is relatively well placed to make a 
smooth transition to the national curriculum. The development of explicit content that clearly and 
unambiguously outlines what is to be taught will be welcomed by teachers in Western Australia. However, the 
content, achievement standards and accompanying professional learning and support materials must be available 
to teachers prior to the implementation of the national curriculum. We have learnt from experience that they 
cannot be slowly trickled down to teachers over time. 

It was also very clear from Professor Andrich’s report that we should not assume that all teachers can manage 
the requirements of the national curriculum, or that all schools have the resources to translate the national 
curriculum into a coherent set of classroom-ready syllabuses. In other words, one size does not fit all.  

The findings of Professor Andrich’s review clearly indicate that the extent, quality and readiness of those 
professional learning materials will be critical to successful implementation. The report strongly supports the 
need to ensure that the national curriculum remains responsive to the needs of students in Western Australian 
schools. This can be achieved by retaining and consolidating local expertise in the curriculum. Not surprisingly, 
however, Professor Andrich reported a recurring reaction by teachers to the advent of the national curriculum. In 
his report he states that they are tired of what seems to be constant and relentless change. The state government 
recognises that consideration must be given to the fact Western Australian schools have undergone significant 
curriculum renewal in recent years. This is further evidence of the need to proceed with implementation in a 
cautious manner and with appropriate resources at hand.  

I table the document entitled “Review of the Curriculum Framework for curriculum, assessment and reporting 
purposes in Western Australian schools, with particular reference to years Kindergarten to Year 10”. 

[See paper 1904.] 

COMMONWEALTH SCIENTIFIC AND INDUSTRIAL RESEARCH ORGANISATION’S  
SOUTH WEST WESTERN AUSTRALIA SUSTAINABLE YIELDS PROJECT 

Statement by Minister for Water 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Eyre — Minister for Water) [9.13 am]: I rise to inform the house of recently announced 
findings from the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation’s South West Western 
Australia Sustainable Yields Project. The 18-month project investigated likely surface and groundwater 
resources under several climate and development scenarios. The project area extends from Geraldton to Albany 
on the south coast and supports more than 1.9 million people. 

It is important to note that the results are scenarios based on assumptions about the future climate, land uses, 
abstraction levels and demands. Nevertheless, the project determined that overall there is enough water to meet 
all except high demands in a median future climate. It is only in a dry extreme climate and a high-demand 
scenario that the deficit may be significant. We must ensure that the high-demand scenario is not achieved, and I 
am confident that this will be the case. 

Proactive management of our water resource is a priority of this government, which has been demonstrated by 
the hugely successful trial winter sprinkler ban; the building of a 100-gigalitre desalination plant; the “Save 6” 
advertising campaign; and permanent water efficiency measures. This government has been successful at 
keeping Perth’s water consumption on target. Last summer was Perth’s second warmest on record and water 
consumption was just 0.3 gigalitres outside our target, which is a remarkable result. The people of Western 
Australia are to be congratulated for taking on a culture of water conservation.  

Should the predictions of CSIRO’s South West Western Australia Sustainable Yields Project eventuate, I am 
confident that Western Australia is well placed to manage reductions in surface water and groundwater levels.  
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PATJARR COMMUNITY SCHOOL 

Grievance 

MR T.G. STEPHENS (Pilbara) [9.15 am]: I rise to make a grievance because I have formed the view—a view 
that is now shared by a wide section of the Western Australian community—that the Minister for Education is 
the worst education minister that Western Australia has had for a long, long time. That fact is illustrated in a 
range of areas in which she is supposedly managing her portfolio. In this grievance I will call upon the member 
for Churchlands, as Minister for Education, to lift her game. For 19 years the member for Churchlands sat on the 
back bench and yelled at previous education ministers and told them to lift their game. The Minister for 
Education is hopeless. I will tell the house exactly why I think she is hopeless in my grievance.  

The Minister for Education was invited to meet with some people for whom I have the responsibility of 
representing in this place. She declined the meeting, but nevertheless took up an opportunity to visit the Pilbara. 
What did the minister do when the person who called for the meeting saw her at a social function? The minister 
turned her back — 

Dr E. Constable: I did not.  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: The minister did exactly that. 

Dr E. Constable: You said you’d talk to me after the opening. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: And the minister chose not to.  

Dr E. Constable: You are a bully.  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: The minister chose not to. I put it to the minister —  

Dr E. Constable: You are a bully and you’ve always been a bully. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: The minister can repeat her mantra, but she should lift her game.  

The Minister for Education has chosen to support the decision to shut down schools in remote communities — 

Dr E. Constable: One school. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: No, the minister has shut down two schools. I will tell the minister exactly how 
disgraceful she is and how disgraceful the community in question thinks she is. I am not talking about any 
community; I am talking about the community in which Mr Ward lived. I refer to the Mr Ward who, 
unfortunately, died in the back of a van as he was being carted from — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: On the basis of that tragedy — 

Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I cannot hear the member for Pilbara because of all the interjecting. I ask that the member 
for Pilbara be allowed to make his grievance.  

The SPEAKER: I, too, would like to hear the member for Pilbara’s speech. I suggest to members on both sides 
of the house that should they wish to hear the member’s speech, they should interject at a lesser level. I suggest 
to the member for Pilbara that the invective he is using is inciting members on both sides of the house to respond 
in other ways.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: I refer to the education minister’s handling of the Patjarr community specifically, a 
community that is suffering from the loss of a distinguished elder. The Patjarr community is trying to stabilise 
itself after that loss and is gradually rebuilding its numbers. In the face of that, this Minister for Education 
presides over a situation whereby she is determined to shut down that school. In answers to questions in the other 
place, she stated that there are only one or two students from that community who are enrolled for education. 
What she has not told the houses in her answers is that her department has specifically prevented the children 
who live in that community from enrolling. They have endeavoured to enrol and they have asked to enrol, but 
because of a policy decision that states that they are not allowed to enrol in that school, the young students in 
that community, last year and this year, have been prevented from having their names included in any enrolment 
for that school. What has been going on since the minister allowed this decision to take place?  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Cooking the books! 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Cooking the books!  
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But as well as that, she has presided over a situation in which her department is allegedly going to deliver 
services to that community through School of the Air, as though that was somehow or other going to fix the 
needs of children who are in abject sets of circumstances, including preschool children and families who are still 
grieving. There has been another death in that extended community that has destabilised that community.  

I have been in this house long enough to have watched previous education ministers—including those of this 
minister’s political persuasion—protect schools like Gascoyne Junction and Sandstone when they have had 
about eight or nine students. No; the minister should not show her fingers and show her ignorance to me in that 
way! That is the number of students who have successfully enrolled, but the minister’s department has prevented 
others enrolling.  

As well as that, charters have been flying in and out of that community this year, but not delivering teachers. The 
district education officer has been to the town, but no-one from School of the Air has been flying in and out on 
these charters yet. Somebody from the Department of Housing and Works has flown in to remove the school 
facility and the teachers’ accommodation, and then to tell the school community that, instead, they will now have 
to try to struggle to find ways to educate those kids in the absence of a school facility. At great cost, the minister 
is about to remove from that community its school and schoolteachers’ house, and then the residual families will 
be told that they will have to find some way of educating their children, either by using the limited home-
schooling facilities—without the use of computers—or tell them they have to crowd into the community office. 
These children will be unsupervised and unlooked after by any teacher this year because of the minister’s 
decision.  

This would be bad enough if we were just dealing with the Patjarr community. The minister is increasingly a 
disgrace in her handling of this portfolio, of which this is simply an illustration. I challenge the minister—today, 
if necessary, or next Monday or Tuesday—to come out with me to the Patjarr community. 

Dr E. Constable: I’ve been there!  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Will the minister come again with me to check exactly what is going on and speak to the 
community? 

The minister will hear that Aboriginal community members, at least in their minds, think that they have been 
told by officers of the education department that they should now move from Patjarr community because they 
will get a house for themselves and their families if they leave their community of Patjarr and pick up education 
elsewhere. The minister has no right to preside over a portfolio and cause its collapse. She has no right to 
withdraw teaching and educational facilities from needy students in a community such as Patjarr that they need 
to be in with a fighting chance. The minister is in the firing line! She fired at other ministers in other 
governments incessantly when she was on this side of house! The minister must lift her game! 

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands — Minister for Education) [9.23 am]: I will outline for members the 
Department of Education’s staffing and enrolment policy for remote schools. Western Australia has 
41 government remote community schools—there are, of course, others in the Catholic system and independent 
remote schools—servicing 2 709 Aboriginal students. The teacher–student ratio in those schools is one to 9.9; in 
the metropolitan area it is one to somewhere around 21, 22 or 23. We have well-staffed schools. The highest 
teacher–student ratio is one to 14 at Burringurrah; the lowest is one to 1.65 at Gascoyne Junction, where there 
are 13 children. This illustrates the understanding that I and the department have of the very important and 
particular needs of these very vulnerable students. Each school has at least one Aboriginal–Islander education 
officer, and a number of the schools have many more than one, depending on the needs of a particular 
community.  

I have visited a number of remote schools, including seven lands schools, of which Patjarr school is one. In May 
last year, I think it was, on the day that I visited there were two children visiting the school. There were no 
enrolled children at the school. 

Mr T.G. Stephens: Have you heard of sorry business, when people are grieving after the death of elders in their 
community?  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Of course I have. 

Mr T.G. Stephens: Then don’t make your judgement on the basis of that stupid analysis! 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: There was no judgement; it was a fact! There were two children visiting the school that 
day; they were not enrolled at the school.  

Mr T.G. Stephens: They can’t go to school because of your decisions!  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: There were two children at the school. I did not make any comment about sorry business; 
the member did. He is making an assumption. I do not know whether there was sorry business on that day, but 
there were two visiting children in the school. 
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Our remote schools are very well staffed with qualified teachers. We have a full complement of teachers in our 
schools this year, but it has been very difficult to recruit teachers to remote schools in the past. The financial 
incentives in the last teachers’ agreement were increased substantially to attract people to teach in remote 
settings. We also have a whole range of support mechanisms in place for teachers in those schools. We have 
highly qualified principals who are providing mentorship and other support to staff in schools. We are providing 
particular professional learning in situ for new teachers so that they have significant cultural awareness 
components in their understanding before they start teaching. This is all very important. We have increased the 
number of staff, which is, of course, the most important thing we can do, and we have increased the support to 
those staff. 

I will talk now about students and the policy on which decisions are made. If there are 12 or fewer students at the 
school, it is impossible to create a really good learning environment. In a small school such as Patjarr, for which 
last year’s figures show that there were not 12 students enrolled — 

Mr T.G. Stephens: You wouldn’t allow them to enrol!  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I think the member is making that up.  

Mr T.G. Stephens: I’m not making it up! 

Mr R.F. Johnson: What a nonsense; you make a lot of things up! 

Mr T.G. Stephens: Come with me, minister; I’ll pay for the charter! 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: The Department of Education does not prevent children from enrolling in schools! 

Mr T.G. Stephens: It does specifically, and it prevented it as a result of your decision! 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: A lot of children who were enrolled in other schools visited from time to time, but there 
were always a handful of students enrolled in that school. 

Mr T.G. Stephens: Will you come with me, minister; yes or no? Will you come with me this week, next week 
or this weekend?  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Why would anybody want to go anywhere with you? 

Mr T.G. Stephens: I’ll give you a pair with me! We can pair one another, and on Tuesday we can go out there 
on a plane, and if I have to come back and apologise to the house, I will.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Member, I spent a day in Patjarr and spoke to people in Patjarr. I have received all sorts 
of briefings about Patjarr.  

Mr T.G. Stephens: You’re not going to come, are you?  

Mr R.F. Johnson: No; not with you! 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I would not go with the member!  

Mr R.F. Johnson: She wouldn’t go with you anywhere!  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I wouldn’t go anywhere with the member, not after what he did this morning! Not after 
the little fib that he told about my visit to Port Hedland, when he rang my office — 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I suggest that the minister, in referring to someone as having told “a little fib”, is accusing 
someone of telling a lie. I ask the minister to withdraw the allegation. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Further to that point of order, if I may. To accuse somebody of telling a little fib is the 
same as saying somebody is telling an untruth; saying that somebody has told an untruth is perfectly acceptable 
in this house and has been for many, many years. It is different from calling somebody a liar, which is totally 
unacceptable. There has been no breach of standing orders. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Albany! I rule that there is no point of order. I am interested in the dialogue 
between the member for Pilbara and the Minister for Education. Please continue, Minister for Education. 

Debate Resumed 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: On the day I went to Port Hedland, two or three weeks ago, the member knew I was 
going and rang my ministerial office and asked if I could meet someone. I had a completely full day. 

Mr T.G. Stephens: You were at a social function and you turned your back on her!  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: No, I saw the member. 
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Mr T.G. Stephens: You turned your back on her! 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Just a moment: I saw the member when I came in, and the member said, “I will speak to 
you after the occasion.”  

Mr T.G. Stephens: And you didn’t!  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I stood there waiting and the member did not come up to speak to me! 

Mr T.G. Stephens: You walked around her, you walked past her and she went away effectively in tears. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: No; I was speaking to somebody else at the time — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Pilbara! I ask all other members in this place to be silent for the rest of this 
grievance. If any other member in this place wants to interject or talk during this grievance, they will be formally 
called. The grievance is from the member for Pilbara to the Minister for Education. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I was speaking to someone at the time. I walked past the member 
for Pilbara, I remember it very clearly, and I stood there waiting, facing the member, and he did not come and 
speak to me. I was waiting for the member to approach me because he said, “I will speak to you after the 
function.” Those were his exact words to me. I was waiting for the member to come and speak to me. 

Mr T.G. Stephens: And you froze her out! 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: What utter rubbish! 

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Minister for Police, I am sure you heard what I had to say and I formally call you to order for 
the first time. 

Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn, you as well. I would like to give the minister an opportunity to reply to 
this grievance and I am sure that the member for Pilbara wants to hear her answer. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: This grievance is about remote community schools and they are probably the most 
difficult schools for us to provide education that is appropriate for children in those schools. 

Mr T.G. Stephens: Particularly when you shut them down. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: There were three children enrolled. It is impossible to provide the education that three 
children need by having a school there. We do not provide schools for three children; we provide a whole range 
of other facilities and that is what is being provided for these children. I understand that the family is seeking to 
relocate and the Department of Education is assisting them in every way possible so that those children will have 
the best opportunity. In the meantime, the School of the Air is being made available to those children. The 
district director has visited Patjarr twice to put that in place for those children and visiting teachers are also 
available. I understand that a visiting teacher has visited already. This is not an easy situation, it is one in which 
the department has worked very hard and we discussed it for a long time before the decision was made to close 
the school. It was the most appropriate decision that could be made. 

FOSTER PARENTS — JOHN AND PATRICIA WIESKE 

Grievance 

MR P. ABETZ (Southern River) [9.32 am]: My grievance is to the parliamentary secretary representing the 
Minister for Child Protection. I am sure that all members remember that last year we were told there was a 
serious shortage of foster parents and we were all asked to help recruit families to take on that valuable role in 
the community. It was therefore with some surprise that Mr and Mrs John Wieske, for whom I had written a 
reference in support of their application to serve as foster carers, were rejected. I have known this family some 
10 years. I have had the opportunity to see this family of 11 children functioning in various settings, and by all 
standards they are an exemplary family with lovely confident children who are courteous, polite and respectful. 

John and Patricia Wieske were more than happy to give the Department for Child Protection an assurance that 
they would adhere to the department’s policy that children in foster care are not allowed to be punished 
physically or emotionally, as stated in the DCP document “Better Care, Better Services: Standards for Children 
and Young People in Protection and Care”. However, they were rejected as foster parents because they said that 
they wanted to reserve the right, when they felt it appropriate, to give physical punishment to their own 
biological children. Keep in mind that we are not talking about slapping kids around, but taking children into 
their own room, talking to them about what they have done and then give them a smack on the hand or on the 
bottom. 
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I found it hard to believe that this would automatically disqualify a couple from serving as foster parents, so I 
took the matter up with the minister, who kindly arranged a meeting in my office with Mr Paul Maher, executive 
director of accommodation and care services, and Judith Wilkinson, director of fostering services, and John and 
Patricia Wieske. At the meeting we were told that because children placed in foster care often come from a 
context of domestic violence or abuse, a child who has experienced such trauma would be further traumatised if 
he or she knew, even if he or she did not witness it, that other children in the family from time to time received a 
smack from mum or dad. For this reason, Ms Wilkinson informed us at the meeting, any couple who practise 
physical punishment of any kind, be it ever so light or rare, are automatically excluded from being foster parents. 
Ms Wilkinson and Mr Maher told Mr and Mrs Wieske that they had no problem with their method of parenting 
and that it was obviously working well for their biological children. They acknowledge that the Wieske family, 
by all accounts, are an exemplary family. However, because they want to reserve the right to give a smack to 
their own children, even though it would be out of sight of the foster child, they had been rejected as foster 
parents.  

Naturally, we would all agree that a traumatised child should not be in a family where parents belt their 
biological children. However, I give the example of what my wife and I did with our little ones. When our little 
ones were learning to crawl, we did not take everything out of the house that kids could touch but if they went to 
the pot plant and wanted to pull a leaf, we would simply say, “No.” If they kept going, we would simply take 
their little hand and with two fingers tap it and say, “No.” We were told even that would automatically exclude a 
family from being foster carers. The Department for Child Protection officers in my office said that anyone who 
insisted on having the freedom to do that with their own biological children would be automatically excluded 
from being foster parents. I put it to the house and to the officers that if they believe their own rhetoric, given 
that so many children who go into foster care come from homes where alcohol is abused, for that very reason 
one would then expect that the department would require all foster parents to be teetotallers. Simply the smell of 
alcohol on a foster parent’s breath would immediately bring to mind the context of alcohol abuse and the 
suffering the kids had previously experienced. However, I am sure that DPC does not impose a condition of 
being a teetotaller to be a foster parent. I am sure that all of us, even DCP staff, recognise that it is all a matter of 
degree. We accept that foster parents can have a glass of wine with their meal or a beer at a family barbecue; 
likewise, with physical punishment, it is a matter of degree. 

There must be many, many very competent parents in our community who have a proven track record of 
providing a very stable loving environment for children who are being excluded on the basis of an ideology that 
is not supported by the wider community and has absolutely no basis in science or commonsense.  

Mr and Mrs Wieske said to me had they been rejected as foster parents because they have 11 children—the 
youngest is about six years old I think—and the department thought that maybe they would not have enough 
love to go round, although they would disagree with that, they could accept it. However, to be rejected 
specifically because they reserve the right to occasionally smack their own biological children seems bizarre to 
me, to say the very least. I therefore call on the minister to require the Department for Child Protection to review 
its screening policy and to stop excluding parents who from time to time in a very measured and controlled way 
wish to reserve the right to exercise physical punishment on their own biological children. 

MR A.J. SIMPSON (Darling Range — Parliamentary Secretary) [9.38 am]: I thank the member for 
Southern River for his grievance and he raises a very good concern. 

I am advised by the Minister for Child Protection that the Department for Child Protection gave serious 
consideration to the case put by Mr and Mrs Wieske due to their obvious strengths as a family, noting that they 
have 11 children, but criteria need to be met. It should be noted that children who come into the foster care of the 
department are emotionally fragile and have learnt from their experiences not to trust adults. Children who find 
that on occasion children in the household are hit may not trust the assurance that they will not be chastised and 
may consequently feel anxious and uncomfortable. Due to the commitment by Mr and Mrs Wieske to a model of 
parenting that includes the practice of physically chastising children, this would compromise their capability to 
foster a child placed in the care of the department. The decision not to approve Mr and Mrs Wieske’s application 
has been reviewed by the independent fostering assessment panel. The panel agreed that the children in the care 
of the Department for Child Protection should not be placed with families in which any child in the home is 
subject to any form of physical chastisement. The Minister for Child Protection has informed me that she will 
not ask the Department for Child Protection to review the current screening policy on whether foster parents can 
exercise physical punishment on their biological children.  

I guess this is one of those classic situations in which a child who comes into foster care is basically in the care 
of the state. As a government, in that process, we have to ensure the best possible protection of the children. The 
fostering assessment panel looks at every application. The member raised a number of issues generally about 
how best to raise our children and whether smacking them is part of that. That is the information that unfolds in 
the assessment process. I agree that Mr and Mrs Wieske, who are raising 11 children, are probably good parents.  



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 11 March 2010] 605 

 

Unfortunately, foster parents must meet strict criteria. As we all know, if a child has been abused in some form 
and is placed with a family where he or she receives more abuse, the child can psychologically slip back a long 
way. Unfortunately, criteria must be met and potential foster parents must be assessed by the panel. Those 
criteria amount to a line we have drawn in the sand because, as the member can imagine, the protection of the 
child is the most important issue. I thank the member for his grievance and I apologise, but the decision was 
made based on the process we must undertake.  

JOHN PARTON — WATER BILL 

Grievance 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn) [9.41 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Water. The minister is well 
aware of the issue I am about to raise with him. It concerns Mr John Parton, the owner of a property, 5 Beach 
Road in Myalup. The minister is aware of this matter because it was the subject of a grievance raised, I believe, 
on 21 October last year by the member for Murray–Wellington, the minister’s colleague sitting next to him. He 
is also aware of the issue because I wrote to him earlier this year about Mr Parton’s situation, and the minister 
responded to me on the eighth of this month. He is well aware of it; he knows what has occurred. Mr Parton 
received a water bill for the sum of $26 102.85 because of a water leak that occurred on his property of which he 
had no knowledge whatsoever. Later I will raise some of the points the minister raised in his letter to me that I 
received on the eighth of this month. But before that I want to table a photograph of Mr Parton’s property and 
hand him a copy of it so that he is aware of the situation facing Mr Parton. I ask that the attendant hand a copy to 
the minister. 

The SPEAKER: The documents will lie on the table for the rest of this day’s sitting.  

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Thank you, Mr Speaker. We sometimes see competitions in the paper such as “Spot the ball 
in the photograph”, and I ask the minister to perhaps play a game with the house and spot the water meter in the 
photograph before him. Obviously a water meter is quite small so he probably cannot see where on the property 
this meter is. I will therefore let him and the house know where it is. It is in front of the property down the 
22 steps, which are right in front of the driveway of the property, at the bottom of a gully to the left-hand side. 
Why the Water Corporation put the water meter there can only be known to the Water Corporation engineers. 
Clearly, it is not outside the house; it is not in an area where Mr Parton could see that there was a water leak on 
his side of the water meter. The water pipe from the water meter goes under the sand dune, under the driveway 
of the houses in the photograph and into his property. To be able to identify where the water leak was, very 
heavy earth-moving machinery would have to have been brought in to dig up the road to a depth of 10 to 
15 metres or more. That would need to happen just to find where the water pipe is—if it can be found.  

Mr Parton does not know where the leak occurred, and the minister knows that because his plumber was unable 
to find the water leak and had to run a complete new pipe from the water meter into the house. We believe that 
the sand dune has shifted and broken the water pipe. It was buried anyway and the movement of the sand dune 
has probably broken the water pipe, hence the water has been lost. But has it been lost? No; it has not 
disappeared ultimately from the ownership of the state. It has gone back into the ground, probably into the upper 
water catchment.  

Mr P.T. Miles interjected.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: It has; water does not disappear. We cannot get rid of water from planet earth; it all remains 
on planet earth. It is not in a box that is shot up to outer space. At some stage, it comes back into the ownership 
of the Water Corporation, so it is not as though the state has lost it; it has gone back into the clutches of the state.  

I point out to the minister a number of issues that arise from the letter he wrote to me. He knows that the water 
meter was inspected in March and he pointed out to me in March that the actual water use for that period was 
22 kilolitres and that it was not unusual for that property to use 22 kilolitres of water over the summer months. 
He pointed out the billing history. But I have the history of his bills right here in front of me. In 2006, Mr 
Parton’s water usage cost a total of $4.60; in 2007, it cost $5.30. That is nowhere near what 22 kilolitres would 
amount to. Whatever information the Water Corporation provided the minister about the history of Mr Parton’s 
summer usage, it does not tally with its own water bills. As the minister then points out further on in his letter —  

The Water Corporation’s quality assurance program identifies water meter readings that are considered 
inconsistent with the normal water use pattern for a property.  

The meter was read in March. Why did the meter reader not bring the leakage to the attention of management in 
the Water Corporation so that it could have either let the property owner know or at least turned off the bloody 
water meter? That is what could have happened.  

I am asking the minister to meet with Mr Parton, who is sitting in the Speaker’s gallery, and come up with a 
solution. We can either waive this bill or reduce it to an amount that is acceptable to Mr Parton. If it is an issue 
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of the Water Corporation refusing the minister’s request to reduce the water bill on the basis that it is a business 
and will not do that, I am sorry, but the minister must issue the Water Corporation a direction. If he does, it must 
be tabled in this place, and the opposition will support it, and I will congratulate the minister on his foresight.  

DR G.G. JACOBS (Eyre — Minister for Water) [9.48 am]: I thank the member for his grievance. It has 
concerned me for some time and, as he rightly said, my colleague the member for Murray–Wellington has also 
lobbied me on this issue; it is an important issue. The loss of water, which was on the owner’s side of the meter, 
was very unfortunate. The member made the argument that the meter is in a bad place. The fact is, member, that 
the water usage on the resident’s side of the meter was recorded at 4 799 kilolitres. To put that in context and 
perspective, essentially that is a volume of water equivalent to two Olympic swimming pools. I have intervened 
in this matter and there is an issue that the leak was not definitely identified. However, after a bypass was put 
in—an alternative pipeline to the residence—the leak stopped. Yes, we did not actually physically see the water 
welling up, but I take issue with the member about the water technically being the state’s and that it is all part of 
the water cycle. No matter; I understand that water is a very important resource. It is an important resource to 
every person in Western Australia; but there are also costs of accessing that resource, transporting it, pumping it 
and reticulating it to every person as a service and as core business of the state government. The member for 
Cockburn said that it is all part of the cycle and the water has therefore not been lost to the planet; so no matter! I 
say that I have the responsibility as the minister to manage the resource. 

Mr F.M. Logan: Charge him a proportion of the transportation then, and the production. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: At my intervention, member for Cockburn, I asked the Water Corporation to cut that volume 
by half. In good faith I said, “Let us cut the volume by half.” 

Mr F.M. Logan: It’s still $10 000. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: In fact the consumption was cut to 2 438 kilolitres and the calculation on that volume ended 
up about — 

Mr F.M. Logan: Ten thousand dollars. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: No; $9 807.10. 

Mr F.M. Logan: Well, ask anybody in this chamber: if they got a bill for 10 grand would they be happy? I’ll bet 
they wouldn’t. Ask anybody in this chamber. Ask your colleague sitting next to you: would he like a bill for 
$10 000 for water? Of course he wouldn’t. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: No, and that is very unfortunate. 

Mr F.M. Logan: And it wasn’t this guy’s fault. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I understand the situation, but I also understand the responsibility of the state in managing 
the resource, and my concessions — 

Mr F.M. Logan: Look, every other business out there takes situations like this into account. 

The SPEAKER: I ask the minister to take his seat. Member for Cockburn, you have presented your grievance 
and I believe that the minister is attempting to answer that grievance. Give him the opportunity to do so. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: Mr Speaker, I bring to the attention of the house that in fact that is a 62 per cent reduction in 
the bill. I think that is a very reasonable position and — 

Mr F.M. Logan: Other businesses would reduce it to nothing. Real businesses would reduce it to nothing. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: We have with Mr Parton, because this issue is not new, an arrangement that we will be very 
fair with the bill. It will be interest free and there will be an arrangement over time to pay it. So we are not going 
to ask him for nine grand today, but there is an arrangement to pay it over time on an interest-free basis. 

Mr M.J. Cowper: Minister, are you going to charge the Water Corporation for the 19 billion litres of water it 
loses on an annual basis? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: Mr Speaker, there is a responsibility, and I understand that it is a difficult situation. 

Mr F.M. Logan: I understand; for a minister. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I have lost some sleep over this issue, I have to tell the member. 

Mr F.M. Logan: I bet you have! 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I have so! I have certainly lost some hair! 

Mr F.M. Logan: How many hours have you lost? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: My adviser, who is Kathryn and with whom I discussed this matter this morning, 
confidentially of course, essentially says, “I feel for Mr Parton.” 
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Mr F.M. Logan: Well, reduce his bill. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I feel for Mr Parton as well. However, I think the member for Cockburn would understand 
that there is the issue of a significant amount of water for which there is a cost for accessing, delivery and 
reticulation. 

Mr Speaker, I believe that those arrangements are fair. The member for Murray–Wellington brought the issue to 
me about six months ago — 

Mr F.M. Logan: Another example of this would be in telecommunications. Often when you’re using phones 
overseas you get massive bills when people bombard your phone and you’re unaware of it. Those telecom 
companies—and it goes to the tens of thousands of dollars, minister—reduce it to nothing. So if they can do it, 
why can’t Water Corp? In a state like Western Australia that is so rich, you can afford to do that as a 
government. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: Mr Speaker, the member for Cockburn is using up my grievance time. 

Mr F.M. Logan: With the income that you’ve got coming in, you can afford to do it. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I will close, Mr Speaker, by saying that it is important that we take responsibility for good 
and efficient water use. This is a responsible approach. We have preserved the valuable commodity. Mr and Mrs 
Parton’s account balance is currently $9 907, which includes a 2009–10 annual service charge. The Water 
Corporation has offered an interest-free payment arrangement. I am of the understanding that Mr Parton is not 
entirely happy with that — 

Mr F.M. Logan: He’s not happy with it at all. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: But it is a situation in which he understands that there has been significant give on my side 
as well. 

Mr F.M. Logan: It’s either that or he goes to court. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: The maximum allowance payable has been granted to the account. I believe that at this stage 
it is a fair situation and no further adjustment is available. 

WEST COAST HIGHWAY, SCARBOROUGH — ROADWORKS 

Grievance 

MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough) [9.55 am]: My grievance is to the parliamentary secretary to the Minister 
for Transport. As the local member for Scarborough, a shopper at the Luna Maxi Mart and a resident living in 
the affected area, I want to air the grievance of thousands of my constituents regarding the roadworks on West 
Coast Highway, Scarborough and the associated road closures as part of the City of Stirling’s Scarborough 
Environs Area Strategy. Although there is no doubt that the roadworks are well intentioned and that there is a 
need to upgrade pedestrian safety for those crossing West Coast Highway, particularly the elderly and sight-
impaired, the traffic changes have caused significant congestion; they have carved Scarborough Beach into two, 
an outcome that is seriously affecting local businesses. 

In particular the traffic changes to The Esplanade, which have removed egress to Scarborough Beach Road from 
both north and south of the street, have caused significant angst in the community. This has divided the foreshore 
of Scarborough into north and south, cut off significant business to the local shopping centre—the Luna Maxi 
Mart—and resulted in the time taken for the valet to collect cars at the Rendezvous Observation City Hotel 
increasing to more than 20 minutes. It is a crazy situation that people who live in Observation Rise, for example, 
have to queue in traffic to get onto a regional road—West Coast Highway—and wait for many minutes at 
multiple intersections to get to their local shopping centre. I have been told stories of a one-way car trip taking 
more than 40 minutes, when it would take only 10 minutes to walk. Unfortunately, with the nature of grocery 
shopping, it is difficult to walk short distances. 

At this point I admit the traffic changes on the Scarborough foreshore have been a grievance of mine since they 
were first mooted in the 2002 City of Stirling–commissioned traffic study of the area by Sinclair Knight Merz. 
As a local resident at that time, I held a community forum in 2003 which vehemently opposed the proposed 
closure of The Esplanade. Although it is undiplomatic to say so, I cannot help but say to the City of Stirling, 
“We told you so.” The community identified significant shortcomings in the proposed traffic modifications and, 
unfortunately, each of those identified issues has proven to be a problem. These problems include, but are not 
limited to — 

residents of northern Scarborough foreshore taking more than 20 minutes to get from Manning Street—
which is about 50 metres long—onto West Coast Highway due to their inability to access Scarborough 
Beach Road directly; 
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beachgoers who want to check out the northern and southern ends of the beach prior to deciding where 
to stop facing a 30-minute round trip; 

ambulances now being required to bounce over three speed bumps to exit from the surf club onto 
Brighton Road; 

according to the local Scarboro Surf Life Saving Club, members facing an additional wait of 15 to 
20 minutes as congestion clogs up Brighton Road, which does not come close to catering for the 
demand placed upon it on a hot summer’s day; 

the creation of a dangerous, blind rat run from The Esplanade to West Coast Highway through private 
property at Luna Maxi Mart car park. This has created an untenably dangerous situation for pedestrians 
who are heading for the beach, is dangerous for shoppers and also impedes delivery vehicles’ access to 
the shopping centre;  

the flow-on effects being felt inland at Bournemouth Parade and Elliott Road as traffic avoids the 
Scarborough Beach Road intersection and rat runs through local streets and past local school, which is 
causing not only commuter traffic in peak hours but also dangerous diversions through local roads that 
are occurring all day, and residents of these suburban streets were never expecting such an impost and 
degradation of amenity of that area. 

This is such a debacle; at times The Esplanade has been closed at both ends, with traffic entering the foreshore 
area, but being unable to exit at all due to the Cevue construction site at the corner of Brighton Road, requiring 
road closure for safety reasons while equipment and materials are being moved. 

I could go on and on. What has been extremely disappointing in this situation is the attempt by local government 
councillors to pass the buck for the congestion onto the state government. At council meetings and in the local 
community newspaper, the Stirling Times, councillors have been inferring that the City of Stirling was not aware 
that the roadworks were about to happen. Indeed, they have supposedly taken issue with Main Roads Western 
Australia going ahead with a plan that had been developed and supported by the city some years earlier. An 
officer of the City of Stirling even mentioned that the city was not aware that the roadworks were going to 
proceed until the day after information was provided by Main Roads to the public late last year. The councillors 
quite rightly questioned why the roadworks would proceed when the City of Stirling had agreed on 15 April 
2008 to review the Scarborough beach urban design master plan. Any changes to this plan had the potential to 
modify the access and egress at each of the three intersections that are currently being upgraded by Main Roads, 
which is working in good faith on the original City of Stirling’s Scarborough Environs Area Strategy. The 
community and I are interested as to why consideration of the new urban master plan, which will be released 
shortly, did not occur prior to the commencement of the works.  

Moving away from the mess of The Esplanade, not a day goes by when I am not contacted by somebody who 
lives in the affected area or has visited Western Australia’s best beach to tell me about the difficulties they 
experienced in exiting onto West Coast Highway by either Brighton Road or Manning Street.  

My constituents are patient people, having waited far too long for positive development at Scarborough. They do 
not appreciate queuing for long periods at traffic lights for phantom vehicles. They find it increasingly frustrating 
that the lights change colour for phases when there are no cars waiting. Although I realise that currently there are 
some issues with the detection loops, it is unacceptable that traffic green time is not altered to local conditions, 
such as catering to the mass exodus from the beach once the sea breeze kicks in.  

In conclusion, I seek the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Transport’s clarification on these roadworks 
and, in particular, his addressing the issue of passing the buck by local government councillors, especially about 
the closure of The Esplanade. For the parliamentary secretary’s information, the City of Stirling will shortly be 
presented with a petition bearing nearly 2 000 signatures opposing the closure of The Esplanade. I would 
appreciate the parliamentary secretary’s response.  

MR M.J. COWPER (Murray–Wellington — Parliamentary Secretary) [10.03 am]: I thank the member for 
Scarborough for her grievance. On behalf of the Minister for Transport, I provide the following response. The 
member’s grievance gives the government a chance to correct the record and ensure that the community is aware 
of the full background of the roadworks. I have been informed that the member has been working closely with 
Main Roads Western Australia and has expressed ongoing constructive feedback about these works.  

Since late 2009, Main Roads has been upgrading the section of West Coast Highway between Manning Road to 
the north and Brighton Road to the south, with a particular focus on the upgrade of each of the corresponding 
intersections. These upgrades have been designed in conjunction with the City of Stirling’s Scarborough 
Environs Area Strategy, otherwise known as SEAS, as a significant $3 million state government contribution to 
the overall revitalisation of the Scarborough area. The project involves a number of measures to improve the 
amenity of the area as well as traffic movements. In particular, the upgrades provide for an exclusive pedestrian 
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phase at the intersection of Scarborough Beach Road and West Coast Highway; a cycle lane on each road 
throughout the area, including an advance stop line available for cyclists; and an additional right-hand turning 
lane from Scarborough Beach Road turning north onto West Coast Highway.  

The project initially received black spot funding for the 2003–04 financial year for pre-construction activities 
and major funding in 2008–09 to commence construction. However, the project has been delayed because of the 
time taken by the City of Stirling to formalise land acquisition required on the north-east corner of the West 
Coast Highway and Scarborough Beach Road intersection. The design for these works is based on traffic 
modelling from a 2002 report by Sinclair Knight Merz, commissioned by the City of Stirling as part of SEAS. 
The report contained a number of recommendations to improve pedestrian safety and access to the foreshore, 
which is what the roadworks are designed to cater for. In particular, the report recommended the closure of 
egress from The Esplanade to Scarborough Beach Road, both north and south, as well as any access to The 
Esplanade north from Scarborough Beach Road.  

I believe from the member’s grievance and the advice that I have received that the majority of complaints from 
the local community stem from these local road closures, which are directly the result of the SKM traffic report 
commissioned by the City of Stirling for SEAS. As the member said, the community did not agree with the 
report on its release; however, the council proceeded with formalising the road closures by resolution in 2005. 
The physical closures have happened only recently with works carried out by the City of Stirling as Main Roads 
has been completing the West Coast Highway upgrades.  

With regard to local media reports and discussions at council meetings since the closure, it is disappointing that 
local councillors have inferred that there has been no consultation with the city prior to the upgrade works late 
last year. It is particularly odd given that the mayor and council officers were present at the media event on 20 
August 2008 at which the funding of the upgrade was re-announced. On 26 August it was reported in the Stirling 
Times that the mayor said the changes would improve pedestrian and driver safety at a recognised accident black 
spot. Of course, this media event was not the only communication as Main Roads had been in ongoing contact 
with the City of Stirling because it was waiting for the city to complete the land acquisition prior to Main Roads 
being able to proceed with the planned upgrades.  

That brings me to the City of Stirling’s communication. As the member mentioned, the City of Stirling is 
currently reviewing its Scarborough Beach foreshore plan. The decision to review the master plan was made by 
the Stirling council in April 2008, months before the re-announcement of the funding of the project. 
Unfortunately, the City of Stirling did not make Main Roads aware of this review until the meeting on 
9 December 2009. It is likely that the review of the master plan will see significant changes to the management 
of traffic on the local roads to the west of Scarborough Beach Road, which will hopefully address many of the 
concerns of the member’s constituents. From the government’s perspective, it is disappointing that these 
potential changes were not highlighted to Main Roads prior to the commencement of the $3 million upgrade to 
West Coast Highway.  

Other issues mentioned in the member’s grievance include the green-light time of the intersections and the 
resulting effect on traffic trying to exit from west of West Coast Highway. This issue is far easier to rectify and 
at the completion of the roadworks should no longer be a significant problem. Presently, the intersection of 
Brighton Road, Scarborough Beach Road and Manning Street are on a synchronised timer due to the roadworks 
currently being undertaken. This means that the detection loops that usually allow for the efficient movement of 
traffic by detecting how many cars are waiting at a red light are not operating. Once the works are complete, the 
detection loops will be reactivated, which will remove this inefficiency and allow for a significant increase in the 
movement of traffic through this area. I have no doubt that the member will be in further contact with Main 
Roads if this continues to be an issue for her constituents.  

In summary, the upgrades to West Coast Highway are significant. The state government has invested $3 million 
in the revitalisation of Scarborough. The member’s issue about the closure of The Esplanade, which, as she 
admitted, she has been fighting against since it was first proposed, is an issue that local residents will need to 
take up with the local government authority, the City of Stirling. Once the West Coast Highway roadworks are 
complete, the individual intersections will operate more efficiently and, no doubt, that will reduce congestion 
during off-peak periods. I thank the member for her grievance and hope that my reply clarifies for everybody 
concerned the situation surrounding this debacle.  

[Quorum formed.] 

EDUCATION AND HEALTH STANDING COMMITTEE 

Fifth Report — “Invest Now or Pay Later: Securing the Future of Western Australia’s Children” — Tabling 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [10.09 am]: I present for tabling the fifth report of the Education and 
Health Standing Committee, entitled “Invest Now or Pay Later: Securing the Future of Western Australia’s 
Children”. 
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[See paper 1905.] 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: I am very pleased that that quorum was just called because it means the Minister for 
Health is now in the house, and I think it is very important that he be in here while this report is tabled. This is 
the fifth report of the Education and Health Standing Committee, and I am very hopeful that this report is going 
to act as a catalyst for the government to stop the neglect of children’s health that has occurred for the past two 
decades. As this report shows, there are currently 6 405 children in the metropolitan area on waiting lists for 
services such as speech therapy, occupational therapy, paediatrics, physiotherapy, clinical psychology and social 
work—6 400 children. I know, minister, that those 6 000 children are not all on that waiting list because this 
government has failed to act in the 18 months since it was elected. However, we know that since October 2008 
when the minister first came into government, the waiting lists for some of those areas have doubled. In 2008, 
the business plan that was presented to the government showed that for speech pathology there was an eight-
month waiting list; there is now a 16-month waiting list. For occupational therapy, there was an eight-month 
waiting list; there is now a 13-month waiting list. For paediatrics, the waiting list has increased by one month; 
for physiotherapy, four months; for clinical psychology, three months; and for social work, one month. All those 
areas are very vital for young children; all those areas affect children and their hearing, their vision, their motor 
skills and their interaction with other children. When a child goes to a childcare centre or goes to school, those 
factors make the difference in whether that child will fit in and be able to interact with the other children. 
Currently, many of the children who go there with developmental problems can be isolated. 

Some mothers appeared before the committee, and committee members were almost in tears listening to their 
stories about tragic events and the devastation that happens because their children are not able to mix with other 
children. That is a problem not only for those children, but also for the rest of the family, because trying to cope 
with one child who has a problem puts a great strain on all the other children and on the parents. We heard of 
families who are breaking down and of divorces that are occurring because the family can no longer cope. We 
heard of parents who are taking out mortgages and selling property that they own because the government is not 
providing child health services and because these parents are being told that their child, who is two years old, 
needs speech therapy now. The speech therapy waiting list was 16 months. The parents were told that if they 
wait another 12 months, it will be too late for speech pathology to set their child in the right direction and their 
child will never recover. 

The increased waiting list times since the Liberal Party came into government are unacceptable. I know that the 
minister has been very positive in this house about making changes in those areas. The minister will remember 
that when I sat on the other side of the house I repeatedly said to the former Minister for Health, Hon Jim 
McGinty, “Why don’t you give up your position as Attorney General so that you can focus on health, because 
health is in a crisis?” Minister, child and adolescent health services are in a crisis. Over the next month or so 
when the minister is looking at the budget, maybe he could look at his portfolio. I know that the minister is 
working very hard, but he can do only so much. The minister cannot be everywhere and he cannot do everything, 
and because he cannot, it is these children who are failing. What were the numbers again? 

Dr K.D. Hames: A lot of those children are Aboriginal children. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: That may be. There is in fact a larger number of Aboriginal children, but that is no 
excuse. 

Dr K.D. Hames: No. I am just saying that that’s why I want to concentrate on Aboriginal issues as well. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: But the 6 400 children are in the metropolitan area. A lot of the Aboriginal children 
from remote areas are not included in this figure. This is 6 400 children in just the metropolitan area. If we had 
the total figures—goodness knows—that list may double. Those waiting list times would probably double if we 
had the figures for the metropolitan area, the regional areas and the rural areas. There are 6 400 children waiting 
for services that are going to make a difference to them. The minister has children and grandchildren, and I have 
children and grandchildren. While the minister is sitting there now and I am standing here, I ask the minister to 
think of his grandchildren. He should think how he would feel if it were his grandchild who could not see, could 
not hear, could not pick up a cup from the table or could not walk over to him to cuddle him. 

This Parliament has known for the past decade that this area has been underfunded. The people sitting behind me 
in opposition knew about this; nothing was done. The minister has said that he will do something about this, and 
that is why this report is on the table now. I hope that the minister has not crossed the t’s and dotted the i’s for 
the budget, because something needs to be done sooner, not later. We do not need a promise that something is 
going to be done in the next three years or as an election commitment for the next election. Over the past two 
decades, thousands of children missed out on support in their early years. That lack of support for those children 
may well be the reason why, as young adults out there now, they cannot find employment. These young adults 
are resorting to alcohol and drugs because they have not been able to fit into the community. The reason is that 
they were isolated from the minute they started school until the minute they left school because the services were 
not there right at the beginning to help those children. The minister and this government have an opportunity to 
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do something now. We have called the report “Invest Now or Pay Later: Securing the Future of Western 
Australia’s Children”. That is a very positive way of looking at it. I wanted initially to call this report 
“Abandoned by the State” because of the thousands of children who have been neglected. However, we put a 
positive note to the title because I am very hopeful. The Minister for Health has made a commitment to this 
Parliament and through it to the community that he would redress the imbalance that has developed over the past 
two decades. It is interesting that the sentiment is there; the minister has repeatedly admitted that there is a 
problem and that the government is going to do something about it, but last week in Parliament he actually said 
that there had been an increase in funding for child health of more than $1.5 million. The figures that the 
minister’s advisers have given him are not the same figures that the Education and Health Standing Committee 
has been given by the Department of Health. According to the figures we have been given, savings of $560 000 
have been achieved in community child health in 2010. How many mums and children will that affect? That 
figure is not in reference to hospitals; it is community child health. There had also been a reduction of five full-
time equivalents during 2008–09. There are huge waiting lists, but the government is pulling back the money and 
pulling back the staff. We have also been given projected savings of $1.75 million and a further reduction of 
22.5 full-time equivalents for 2009–10. The minister is coming into this house and saying that the government is 
going to do something about this. He is telling the house that he is putting money into this area, yet health 
department staff are telling a different story to the committee. They are telling us that the government is cutting 
back on staff. Twelve months ago we debated front-line services and the minister said that there would be no 
cutbacks. He told this house that 12 full-time equivalents would be brought on board to help with the movement 
of child development centres, and that they would not be replaced when that was finished. In fact, those 12 FTE 
positions with child development services were created to deal with the transition of child development centres 
and the long waitlists at the time. The waiting time for speech pathology in 2008 was eight months; it is now 
16 months. For occupational therapy, it was eight months. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Don’t forget the qualification. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: Are they the qualifications the minister gave in this house about those waiting lists? 

Dr K.D. Hames: You’re quoting from figures that aren’t directly comparable. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: The minister said that we are comparing apples with pears, but I have looked at the 
figures for 2004–05. The figures in that year were similar to the figures for 2008–09. Some parts of the data 
collection system may have been changed, but there are now twice as many children on waitlists. The minister is 
right about the way the figures are presented. The committee heard from parents that they are being put on 
waiting lists and get maybe two lots of therapy before they go back on the waiting list. That means that it may 
look as though some waiting lists have decreased, but it is just the way the books are being cooked. Children are 
in need; they have been neglected, and the government now has an opportunity to redress this. I know, and the 
committee knows, that the minister is very supportive of this area. He has been a member of this committee in 
the past. 

Dr K.D. Hames: We initiated the inquiry. We started what you’re doing now. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): Minister, when a member is presenting a committee report, it is 
to be delivered without any interjections. 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister for Health, I will call you to order if you keep interjecting. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: This report is on the table because we need the minister to speak up at the cabinet table. 
We need the minister to ensure that the government helps the thousands of children who are not getting the 
services they need, so that they can have a happy childhood and grow into young, healthy adults. These children 
are not getting that support; that is what this report shows. We have asked for statistics. I ask the minister to look 
at some of the comments made in chapter 2 of the report. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I ask the member for Alfred Cove to address her comments through the Chair so that 
the minister does not have to reply. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: I hope that the government looks at chapter 2 of the report, which deals with the impact 
that this is having on families who are struggling very hard to support children who need care while providing 
additional support to the rest of the family. 

When the business case was presented to the government in 2008, it showed the need for 366 full-time 
equivalent staff, of whom 126 staff were required by child development services, with 105 community child 
health nurses and 135 school nurses needed. Since then we have become aware of problems in many other areas, 
and there has also been a big increase in birth rates. I know that a business plan has just gone in; I do not know 
whether it has gone to cabinet yet, but I know that it has gone to the minister, and I think it is based on 2008 
figures rather than 2010 figures. It does not take into account the increasing population. The member for 
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Maylands will talk about the care plans that are being introduced in child services. We will need more support 
for those children. 

In some other states, before a child is born, community health nurses work with families, and if they identify a 
family at high risk, that family is immediately allocated 32 visits over two years to ensure that the child can 
survive. We do not have anything like that; we have such a shortage of staff that when parents visit child health 
nurses, the nurses say that they will have to see the newborn baby first. Appointments cannot be made for 
children of two and three years of age because community nurses are too busy trying to cope with children who 
are at extreme risk. Those children who have other developmental problems are missing out. 

Before I conclude, I would like to thank the members of the committee who have all worked very hard in this 
area and our committee staff, Dr David Worth and Mr Tim Hughes. I would like to thank the minister for the 
support of Erin Gauntlett from the Child and Adolescent Health Service, whom the government allowed to come 
on board to enable us to prepare this report. Once again, heartfelt thanks to the staff.  

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [10.30 am]: I also rise to comment on the report of the Standing Committee on 
Education and Health. I am extremely proud of this report and concur with most of the comments made by our 
chair. I would formally like to thank Dr David Worth, Ms Erin Gauntlett and Mr Timothy Hughes, who are 
extremely professional and wonderfully gifted writers. Thank you to all three of you for crafting such a well 
thought-out and logical document.  

I am pleased to hear that this was an initiative from the Minister for Health’s government. Sometimes when we 
lift the rug, what we find underneath is not very nice. I should also say that this is not a problem that occurred in 
the past 18 months; it has been cooking for 20 years. Unfortunately, the minister is now holding the reins. 
Therefore, we are looking to him to address the dreadful scenarios that we have discovered in preparing this 
report. We know that the total resources that are available to finance health are not infinite. We know that since 
health care is not a primary source of wealth creation, financial limits get set by the wealth that the state 
produces and the demands that society places on that wealth. This was emphasised by the Treasurer in his 
comments on the debate on the appropriation bill the other night where he said that there are two Ps in 
spending—policy and parameter. In a rich state, minister, ultimately it comes down — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, you should not be addressing your comments to the minister; you should 
be addressing the Chair.  

Ms L.L. BAKER: In a rich state, ultimately, it comes down to where the government’s priorities are and how 
loud the voices are of those lobbying for support. Children are not always heard.  

Since the publication of the committee’s report entitled “Healthy Child – Healthy State: Improving Western 
Australia’s Child Health Screening Programs” in 2009 the situation has become much worse. That earlier report 
painted a bleak picture of long waiting times and a large number of children unable to access key government 
health services. At that time the health minister concurred with the dramatic findings by saying — 

… I agree with the member, and with the comments in the committee report, that there are significant 
shortages across the system … For skilled nurses we are 135 full-time equivalents short; for child health 
nurses we are 105 FTEs short; and for Aboriginal health workers we are about 23 FTEs short.  

I point to recommendation 8 in our report, which states — 

There should be no further attrition of community child health staff employed by the Department of 
Health, and the Government should provide funding in the 2010–2011 State Budget for the additional 
105 child health nurses, 135 school health nurses and 126 child development staff identified in 2008. 
The funding needs to be in addition to existing staffing levels and quarantined for child community 
health services.  

According to the Minister for Health’s comments in Parliament two weeks ago, this government has not spent 
one cent on filling the 360 FTEs that were identified by the committee over a year ago—it is now two years out 
of date—as being urgently needed in child health.  

I would like to mention at this point where some of the extra $1.2 billion has been spent on priorities approved 
by the Barnett government in 2008–09. Now we see the Treasurer asking for $1.5 billion this year. What are the 
spending priorities? They are: $250 000 on a consultant to create a mental health plan that still has not been 
released; the Swan Bells Foundation operating deficit of $300 000; plastic cows in Margaret River; $300 million 
to fund Oakajee when the private sector was happy to fund it; and Roe stage 8, which I am not sure anybody 
wants except this government. According to the Minister for Health, the government has not spent one cent on 
filling the 360 FTEs that were identified as being urgently needed in child health.  

The situation is even more inexplicable. A couple of years ago the federal commitment was to fully fund five 
early learning and care centres in WA. These are multidisciplinary services for early child development on 
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school sites and these could include co-located community health services. Of the five centres that the federal 
government is going to fund, only two are up. One is the dedicated autism centre, which was mainly driven by a 
private organisation, and the other is the Tambrey Centre in Karratha, in which Woodside is a joint partner and 
basically forced the state to make it happen. The three remaining are reliant on the state government. All 
indications are that the Department of Education is dragging its feet and land is not being released to allow the 
federal government to build these three centres. The state is stalling. WA children are missing out from getting 
the benefit of this money because the Barnett government cannot get organised. The state government has signed 
a funding agreement on this but keeps putting off the release of land.  

The government is requiring the Department of Health to find $607 million in savings between 2008 and 2013. 
The acting Director General of Health reported to our committee that the application of the three per cent 
efficiency dividend to community child health services had led to — 

• Increased waiting times; 

• Increased numbers waiting for assessment, thus delayed assessment appointments; 

• Immediate cessation of treatment/therapy/intervention plan—including the cancellation of therapy 
groups where parents were already notified, cancellation of review appointments, further delays … 
reported;  

• As many contracts were declined with short notice, parents and families often had to deal with sudden 
cancellation of appointments—thus an increase in complaints to the service; 

• Many clients had developed relationships with the child’s therapist, when their contracts were declined, 
thus loss of continuity of care.  

It is indeed a grave situation. As at January 2010, there were 6 405 children in the metropolitan area waiting for 
services. An increasing number of children on waiting lists and growing delays is not attributed to a spike in the 
number of children with health conditions; rather, it is a direct result of reduced resourcing within child and 
adolescent health. We were told that many times by many different sources. It seems that the minister is 
operating in a vacuum. This government needs to give a far higher priority to strategies that improve support for 
mothers and children. Our report increases the understanding and appreciation of how early childhood 
circumstances affect the ability to learn and behaviour and health risks throughout the life cycle. There is a 
growing body of evidence that early life—zero to six—conditions set basis competence and coping skills and 
many of the risks for health problems in adult life such as mental ill health, blood pressure, accidents, coronary 
heart disease and strokes. The most crucial period in life is zero to three years. Children who receive inadequate 
stimulation end up with poor capabilities to learn in the school system and may go on to demonstrate antisocial 
behaviour. This situation is much more dire if, for instance, a child has a learning disorder or a developmental 
disability. We heard this in incredibly tragic words from three beautiful women who came to address our 
committee. Incredibly bravely, they stood in front of us and told us the tragedy of the lives that they are dealing 
with, with no appointments to help their children. Their children could have been helped so many times but the 
system let them down. These are babies aged up to six years. They needed to get the right treatment earlier 
instead of suffering during the past 18 months when the government tried to manage waiting lists by bulking half 
a dozen appointments for a child and then dropping that child to the bottom of the waiting list again so the child 
might not get further help for another 18 months. That is not the way to address developmental disabilities or 
learning disorders. How well a society copes with social economic change is estimated by the measures of child 
development in this early life period.  

The report also talks about the economic cost to our society in terms of antisocial behaviour, imprisonment rates, 
and drug and alcohol addiction—a litany of dreadful circumstances. Early childhood development must be 
culturally sensitive. It must attempt to address the dreadful deficiencies in our Aboriginal child health system. It 
must also seek to give proper care to children who are in state care.  

I would also like to mention the secure treatment facility that is due to be opened by this government soon. It 
was initially, I think, a Labor government initiative. I beg this government to be very, very cautious about 
opening that facility without also providing the right health support for children in care.  

MR I.C. BLAYNEY (Geraldton) [10.40 am]: I would also like to speak in support of this report. I had intended 
to use a quote from Winston Churchill. I did not get a chance to find the actual quote, but it was along the lines 
of, “The best investment that governments can make is in putting milk into the mouths of babies”. Perhaps we 
can apply that a bit more widely and a bit more metaphorically.  

The circumstances of early childhood have a profound impact on a child’s later life. Early diagnosis and therapy 
is associated with better outcomes, improved school performance, and a reduction in welfare dependency and 
crime in later life. A number of studies have indicated that the return on investment by government in early 
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childhood intervention is in the order of $17 saved for every $1 invested. I would be bold enough to say that 
there probably are not many investments that a government can make that would yield a return of that order.  

Unfortunately, in Western Australia there has been a 25 per cent increase in the waiting time for social work and 
a 100 per cent increase in the waiting time for speech pathology. In child development services, the waiting 
periods are 15 months for speech pathology, 11 months for occupational therapy, 10 months for physiotherapy, 
nine months for paediatrics, nine months for clinical psychology and four months for social work. If we are 
talking about an adult’s brain, those figures might not sound very high. However, because of the high speed at 
which a child’s brain develops, it is critical that children be provided with the treatment that they need as soon as 
possible. Of course, the number of contacts is also critical. 

In child development services, this state needs 126 full-time equivalents; in community health nurses, it needs 
105 full-time equivalents; and in school nurses, it needs 135 full-time equivalents. So there is a big gap there. In 
Western Australia, the zero to four age group has been increasing at a rate of five per cent per annum since 2005. 
It is, of course, wonderful that in Western Australia the birth rate between 2002 and 2007 has increased by 
21 per cent. However, along with the increase in population and the birth rate, the number of births per child 
health nurse has risen from 149 in 2002, to 167 in 2006, to 230 in 2009. That is a pretty severe increase in 
workload. I think that in 2002 the numbers were probably about right. There is, therefore, a severe need for 
additional funding in this area. 

The report looked at the development of some kind of report card for child development. Other states are doing 
that. We should do that also, perhaps in collaboration with the federal government. The federal government has 
introduced the Australian Early Development Index. If we do not have benchmarks against which to measure our 
performance, we cannot improve. It is, therefore, important that we develop those benchmarks. It is interesting to 
note that the Victorian government has put early childhood education and early health into the same ministry. 
That has considerable merit and is perhaps something that we should look at doing in this state.  

As a parent, I have experienced the value of early intervention with one of my children. It is amazing what a 
difference early intervention can make. I would urge our government to work cooperatively with the federal 
government in the discussions that are currently taking place in the health area. If there is one thing that I have 
learnt from this inquiry, it is that we need to increase collaboration and get rid of pointless duplication and 
overlapping bureaucracies so that we can focus simply on what is best for our kids.  

The situation that we have arrived at in this state has developed over two decades. One of the things that we 
realise in life, certainly in this place, is that people like to build monuments to themselves. A school bursar once 
told me that the best thing a school can have is a shortage of land. When I asked him, “Why is that? That is a 
strange thing to say”, he responded by saying that the members of the school board will then not be interested in 
building monuments for themselves but will be focused on the quality of the school. To some extent, it is the 
same with early childhood development. Although we can measure it, it is not as though we are building a 
railway line or a sports stadium that will make people feel good. But if we achieve better outcomes for our kids, 
that will be worth more than anything else. I would, therefore, urge all of us, dare I say it both bleeding hearts 
and economic rationalists, to come together and agree that investment in early childhood development is a good 
thing. The economic rationalists will get a $17 to $1 return on government funds, and the bleeding hearts—I 
should not use that term, but I will—will get a better society; and that will be better for all of us, of course, not 
just the bleeding hearts. 

Mrs C.A. Martin: So you are a bleeding heart too, at heart? 

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: I am both—I am a bleeding heart economic rationalist. 

We should set ourselves the goal of benchmarking ourselves against the other Australian states and of doing this 
better than the other Australian states, and then of benchmarking ourselves against the rest of the world, and 
doing it as well as the rest of the world. 

In conclusion, I thank Dr David Worth, Tim Hughes and Erin Gauntlett, and the many witnesses who appeared 
before the committee. 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [10.47 am]: I would also like to talk about the report on securing the future of 
Western Australia’s children. Before I start, I want to thank our chairman, Janet Woollard, who is very 
passionate about this issue; my fellow members on the committee; our principal research officer, Dr David 
Worth, and our research officer, Tim Hughes; and also Erin Gauntlett. I had not met Erin before we began our 
work on this inquiry, but I commend her for the passion she has shown in helping us during our inquiry. Public 
servants get a bit of a whack occasionally, but Erin is a committed public servant, and she has done a tremendous 
job. I know from what I have heard that everyone else on the committee feels the same about Erin. I think we are 
in good hands.  

One important thing that I have taken out of this inquiry is the quote in the report that — 
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Every two minutes a baby is born in Australia. What happens - or doesn’t happen - to this child in their 
earliest years of life will affect not only their immediate well-being but will also lay the foundations for 
their future. 

As members of Parliament, we need to put ourselves in the place of a young mother who comes into my office, 
or into the office of any member of Parliament, and says, “I have a young baby. My baby is having problems and 
it needs to be seen, but there is a 10-month wait or a 16-month wait.” It does not matter which party is in 
government. This is something that has been happening for the past 10, 20, 50 and 100 years. Children are our 
most important asset. How can we ignore them and say that we will put that issue aside and, as the member for 
Geraldton said, build monuments or all those sorts of things?  

I have just come back from India. The people in India have a tremendous philosophy. They live in a lot more 
poverty than we do but they look after their kids. When I visited the slums of Mumbai, the children came out in 
the morning better dressed than our kids, because their parents look after them. Maybe that is why they have 
1.2 billion people; I do not know. That is something that we have forgotten as a society in Australia. In Australia, 
we look at everything else. We pay millions of dollars for footballers and all this sort of stuff.  

I have three children and two grandchildren. Every time my children were sick, I went to the doctor and they 
were fixed. There was the opportunity. Being in the position I am today, I have private health cover. If I need to 
visit a specialist, I can. There are a lot of people out there who cannot. There are 6 405 people in the 
metropolitan area, who are not Aboriginal, who require services. I am not having a crack at the Minister for 
Health, but he said that a lot of these people are Aboriginal. That figure relates just to the metropolitan area.  

When we look at what is happening in the regions of Geraldton and Albany, and places like that, people say, 
“No, you haven’t got issues. Up north we have a lot of issues”. A lot of Indigenous children in the Great 
Southern region suffer from all these problems, including low birth weight and hearing problems. We have to do 
a lot of work up north, but it is a statewide problem; it is not just up north. It is a disgrace that 6 405 people are 
on the waiting list. It is a disgrace for everyone in this chamber, on both sides, that we are not doing something 
about it. This is not a political thing; it is something that we have to look at as parliamentarians and as parents 
and grandparents. As the member for Maylands said, when we lift up the carpet, we do not know what we will 
see.  

I was not able to attend the hearing at which the ladies appeared before the committee. I read, with tears in my 
eyes, the things that they said. One of the ladies said, “We are all trying to just keep our heads above water.” 
These are women who had the courage to appear in front of a committee and lay their lives bare so that they can 
make it better for someone else. We cannot let that sort of thing go. 

I am proud to be an Australian and a Western Australian. It is frightening to think about what we are not doing 
for our children these days. The government may save up to $17 in future health costs for every dollar spent on 
prevention and early intervention programs. The annual health saving could be as high as $60.6 million, and 
through avoided hospital admissions it could be another $390 million. Why are we not doing things that will 
save the health system for everyone and look after our kids?  

I can get up here and talk for hours and hours on this issue. My main points are these: as members of Parliament 
we can make a difference. We have people like Aaron working in the department who are willing to do the work. 
We have a shortage of full-time equivalents. People who work in the regions of my electorate and the adjoining 
electorate have come into my office, saying that they are willing to do the work but they are overwhelmed 
because there are not enough staff. In the health department’s main office—another “Silver City”—hundreds of 
people are sitting around with computers. We cannot get the people out where they are really needed. All I want 
to see is our children looked after. As I say, there is a child born every two minutes in Australia. If he is born 
black, he is disadvantaged. If he is born in a regional area, he is disadvantaged. Looking at the figure of 6 405, a 
person is also disadvantaged if he is born in a metropolitan area, and that is where all the facilities are.  

I know the Minister for Health is a very compassionate sort of person, but it is up to him to convince the rest of 
his cabinet that funding should be put aside for these people. They are tremendous people who get out and do 
this work. They are not people who are out there for their egos or anything like that. I have met the people, I 
have met them in my office, and I have seen them working in the community. I am calling on every member of 
Parliament to pressure the cabinet, the decision makers, to look after our children because, once again, our 
children are our future.  

MR P. ABETZ (Southern River) [10.55 am]: I believe that future generations will judge our society on how 
we have treated the most vulnerable; how we have treated those who cannot speak for themselves. The fact is 
that our young children cannot speak for themselves. They do not get to appear on television and say, “Here’s 
my broken arm. It’s not being fixed”, because it is not a broken arm issue that we are talking about; it is issues of 
speech development, autism and those types of things. How do we treat those who have those kinds of 
difficulties?  
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It was 10 months ago that the Education and Health Standing Committee presented a report on child health 
screening programs. In that report we recommended that the government address the lack of funding for 
community child health services. At that time I think the services were something like 366 full-time equivalents 
short. Now we find, in January 2010, that 6 405 children in the metropolitan area alone are waiting for child 
development services and to be treated. Other speakers have mentioned the critical issues, and I am not going to 
go over some of those statistics, but the bottom line is that if we do not deal with these things when children are 
very young, it is going to cost us an awful lot more. If a child who has mild autism is identified as such at the age 
of 18 months or two years and receives the appropriate therapy, and if that child can be in mainstream education 
by the time that child starts school, it is not a problem. A lady who comes into my office to do a bit of volunteer 
work picked up that something was not quite right with her second child. It turned out that he was mildly 
autistic, but, through therapy and so on, when he went to school, he was able to function normally. He does not 
need a teacher’s aide or anything like that. Again, with that early intervention, future costs are avoided.  

It is not just a matter of cost, although cost, obviously, is an issue. We need to think about quality of life. What 
quality of life does a family have when it is known that a child desperately needs therapy and there is such a long 
waiting list? As one speaker mentioned, we heard from one family in which both mum and dad had very high 
paying jobs. If I remember correctly, I think they said they spent something like $35 000 last year on —  

Dr J.M. Woollard: That was for several services.  

Mr P. ABETZ: They had spent in the tens of thousands of dollars. As they had good paying jobs, they were able 
to maintain that. There are a lot of people who do not have that sort of income. Without repeating what others 
have said, I urge the house and cabinet, as they consider the funding allocations for the forthcoming budget, to 
substantially increase the funding for child development services. We really should not short-change our children 
because the reality is children who do not fit in at school end up being over-represented in the drug addiction 
statistics, over-represented in the judicial system and over-represented in our prison population. If we invest in 
our children who have special needs at a very early stage, we will reduce the costs in those other areas. It not just 
a matter of cost, as I said before; it is about the quality of life of those families. I thank the committee staff, 
Dr David Worth, Mr Timothy Hughes and Erin Gauntlett, for the excellent work they have done. I put on the 
public record my sincere thanks to them.  

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE 

Sixth Report — “Public Hearing with the Director General of Health on 2 December 2009” — Tabling 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta) [11.00 am]: I present for tabling the sixth report of the Public Accounts 
Committee entitled “Public Hearing with the Director General of Health on 2 December 2009”. 

[See paper 1906.] 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: The Public Accounts Committee devotes considerable time and research to its oversight 
responsibilities for the receipt and expenditure of public moneys. As part of this oversight role the committee 
reviews and reports to Parliament on the work carried out by the Auditor General in scrutinising the performance 
and accountability of public sector agencies. In 2009, the Public Accounts Committee resolved to follow up the 
Auditor General’s thirteenth report, “Audit Results Report 2008–09 Assurance Audits”, in which a qualified 
opinion was entered against the metropolitan public hospitals for accessing $24.9 million of restricted funds to 
meet operational needs. The committee held a public hearing on 2 December 2009 at which the then Director 
General of the Department of Health, Dr Peter Flett, responded to committee questions and undertook to answer 
seven questions that were put on notice. The responses to the questions on notice were forwarded to the 
committee on 21 December 2009. The committee decided that it was in the public interest to table the transcript 
of the hearing and the answers to the questions on notice. They appear as appendices to this report and are also 
available electronically on Parliament’s website.  

In concluding, I thank all members of the committee for their ongoing contribution to the work of the committee 
and in particular I thank our principal research officer, Ms Isla Macphail, and the committee’s research officer, 
Mathew Bates, for their work and assistance in this report. 

[Quorum formed.] 

ECONOMICS AND INDUSTRY STANDING COMMITTEE 

Third Report — “The Potential for the Development of a Centre of Excellence in LNG Industry Design  
in Western Australia: a Discussion Paper” — Tabling 

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton) [11.03 am]: I present for tabling the third report of the Economics and Industry 
Standing Committee entitled “The Potential for the Development of a Centre of Excellence in LNG Industry 
Design in Western Australia: a Discussion Paper”. 

[See paper 1907.] 
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Dr M.D. NAHAN: The processing of the mineral and energy resources of Western Australia has been a major 
objective of successive governments for at least 40 years. The rationale is profound and, in many ways, has been 
perceived to be the Holy Grail. The aim is to get more out of our resources, to create jobs, to diversify the 
economy and hopefully to offset the natural boom–bust conditions in the resource sector. Gas has long played a 
major role as a feedstock and an energy source and it has been processed into liquefied natural gas. Although 
there have been some successes in downstream processing, we have been less successful than we would wish to 
be in that regard, and there are a range of reasons for that. This discussion paper does not go through those 
reasons, but focuses on another issue. A couple of decades ago, successive governments realised that there were 
difficulties with the downstream processing of manufacturing and so they focussed on upstream activity; that is, 
on the services and design activities that are associated with mineral and energy development. That has included 
exploration, design work, maintenance and export opportunities. 

In the early 1980s, when the North West Shelf project was first mooted, the goal of the then government, which 
was adhered to by successive governments, was to create a greater engineering design industry in the LNG 
industry in Western Australia. When the first train of the North West Shelf was designed, about 10 per cent of 
the heavy engineering was designed in Perth. That figure steadily increased and by 2001–02, the fourth train was 
designed in full in Western Australia by a joint venture between Clough, Hatch and Kellogg. That was a major 
achievement. The reason that Western Australia focused on getting high-level engineering design is that it 
seemed to strongly suit Western Australia. Western Australia has a large number of engineers with a high level 
of engineering design expertise across many aspects of engineering. Western Australia was competing against 
firms in areas that were not very cost sensitive. However, most places that do high-level design are in high-cost 
areas. The three major high-level design hubs are in Reading in the United Kingdom; Houston, Texas; and 
Yokohama, Japan. 

Western Australia has a huge endowment of natural resources, and of LNG in particular. The North West Shelf 
project is a very large project by world standards. Even in the 1980s we knew that there was a large amount of 
gas that would eventually be processed. We had a large pool from which to develop. As I said, successive 
governments focused on incrementally growing the engineering design industry, and they were successful. The 
fourth train was 100 per cent designed in Western Australia and it involved 500 full-time workers over three or 
four years. That was a significant achievement and it was the first time that a major design work of that type was 
done out of three hubs in Reading, Houston and Yokohama. However, after the fourth train was designed here, 
the fifth train for the North West Shelf, subsequent trains for Pluto, and, it appears, for the Gorgon project, have 
gone offshore. Since 100 per cent of the engineering design for the fourth train was done in Western Australia, 
the percentage of design work done in Western Australia has decreased significantly to between five and 
10 per cent. The committee decided to examine this issue, about which there has been substantial discussion in 
the media and other places. This is a big issue. The committee inquired into what has happened. Can we get back 
to the previous level? What is the rationale for the decrease? Should we focus on something else? 

The committee firstly looked at Western Australia’s capabilities and competencies. Of all the major LNG areas, 
there is no doubt that Western Australia has the competency and the skill base to undertake this work. There are 
an estimated 4 000 design engineers resident in Western Australia, and many other Western Australians who 
have experience in this industry are willing and able to come back. Engineers are nomadic. The team that 
worked on the fourth train comprised people from all around the world, including a large number of Western 
Australians. Many of the Western Australians who worked on that project left the state and went to Reading in 
the UK. We have the competence. We lost the fourth train team; it was disbursed. It would have to be put back 
together. There are some difficulties, but the evidence presented to the committee was that Western Australia has 
both the competency and the capability; indeed, they are core strengths.  

One key problem of the design work is continuity of work. When the fourth train was set up, a project-specific 
team was assembled to work on that project. That was very expensive. After the project was finished, there was 
uncertainty about whether there would be other work for the team to continue with. The lack of continuity of 
work is one of the core weaknesses of Western Australia. However, this was found to be a core strength for 
companies outside Australia. Companies located in Reading, which are increasingly getting most of the work, 
have a huge book of work from around the world. A developer of an LNG project can walk in to one of those 
companies and say, “I want a train in three years”, and it is just added to an already very large work program. 
About 60 LNG facilities have been mooted for development around the world over the next few years. Thirty of 
those projects are expected to be in either Western Australia or Queensland. There is $89 billion of work in LNG 
on the books at the moment, with potential for growth. In other words, given the expansion in this area in recent 
times, although not in the early part of the last decade, there is the potential for continuity of work in Australia, 
which would overcome this major issue.  

One issue that kept coming up was cost. This was one reason for and a rationale behind the design work for the 
fifth train moving offshore. It is true that work on the fourth train went over budget. It is also true that there was 
a nascent mining boom in Western Australia during 2003 and 2004 and there was a shortage of labour, 
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particularly of skilled labour. There were cost pressures. However, the evidence the committee received was that 
Western Australia is cost competitive, particularly in high-level design. More importantly, the location of the 
design costs is not a significant factor because the cost of the design work is not large—probably costing 
$200 million to $300 million out of a $10 billion project. Cost is a consideration, but the majority of people 
thought Western Australia has substantial strength in this area. Engineers in Reading and Houston would be no 
cheaper or more effective than those in Perth.  

One issue the committee considered was the regulatory environment. There was overwhelming agreement that 
the regulatory environment in Western Australia, indeed in Australia, is very open and conducive to 
development and design work, and that sovereign risk is about zero. The regulations contain no barriers to these 
developments—we were given a big tick.  

One major issue concerned the benefits of incumbency. This happens in all industries, but particularly when 
things are done on a large scale. Only about nine firms around the world undertake the development of this 
activity. All are located and concentrated in three hubs. Those companies have huge benefits of incumbency; that 
is, they have done it all before, they are low risk, they are very mobile, they can draw on a global supply chain 
and, importantly, they have pre-approval and accreditation all the way along the line. When I was a junior officer 
in the Department of Resources Development between 1985 and 1990, one of my tasks was the Gorgon file. 
During that time we tried to get a large number of the firms that were working on the North West Shelf project 
accredited so that they could work with the large firms, such as M.W. Kellogg Ltd and others. We did a large 
amount of work on that issue. Nonetheless, it is a major disadvantage to having those firms locate here.  

I go to challenges. One question that was asked was: why did we lose the fifth train? That is significant. I 
reiterate that this is an area in which we should have had comparative advantage. One hundred per cent of the 
engineering for the fourth train was undertaken locally, but now local contribution is down to five to 10 per cent. 
A number of factors have been involved. First, it happened during the boom and there were cost and people 
pressures. Second, even though successive governments have focused on trying to develop Western Australia as 
an engineering design hub for both mining and oil and gas, the priority of governments has long been on steel 
manufacturing—that is, on the modulation and provision of fabrication services for local content. That is an 
appropriate area. Successive governments have gone to a great deal of effort to make local firms more 
competitive. They have provided many hundreds of millions of dollars to the Henderson facility. They have 
encouraged local firms to adopt new technology and robotic welding and have assisted in the acquisition of 
overseas skilled labour. However, when the issue of the fifth train came about, the government’s priority was on 
steel fabrication rather than design. I argue that there should be a shift, although not everyone would agree with 
me. There are trade-offs.  

One of the major challenges for government is that the percentage of local content in the larger projects has been 
declining. When the fourth train of the North West Shelf was built, 72 per cent of the total expenditure of the 
project was done locally. During the Pluto project, it declined to 50 per cent. It was mooted to be 66 per cent for 
the Gorgon project, but the evidence we received indicates that it has declined to 50 per cent. Those are very 
large declines that involve huge amounts of money. Of course, the decline is even more significant when one 
considers steel fabrication. The report does not have data on this. However, conversations that I have had with 
people and anecdotal evidence suggest that there has been a large drop in local steel fabrication in the Gorgon 
and other projects. I am not criticising that. The issue is fundamental. We have a hard time competing both with 
the costs and delivery methods of offshore operations. There have been significant improvements in 
modularisation and design and shipping of the designer projects that facilitate offshore construction. There have 
been huge improvements in the competitiveness of offshore facilities, particularly in Thailand, Indonesia and 
Vietnam, and there have been huge improvements in wages and the shortage of skilled workers. During the 
boom the books of some of our fabricators were full. However, much of the work was done by 457-visa holders 
who were brought in from overseas. A decline in local content becomes a political issue for all governments. I 
read in a newspaper article that a recent contract worth between $200 million and $300 million was let for the 
Gorgon project. It involved the set of projects in which we thought local firms would be most competitive. The 
previous government did a lot of work preparing local firms to be competitive in those projects. However, I was 
told clearly by some of the proponents of the team who did the bidding that they were at least 30 per cent off in 
their competitiveness. The issue is that although there are projects in Western Australia and large numbers 
associated with them, local participation in those projects is declining. I fear that our local content in 
manufacturing metal fabrication will also decline. We need to get local value out of them. We must focus on 
shifting the areas in which we are internationally competitive, which, from the evidence I have received 
anecdotally and from the evidence received by the committee, are in the services area, which is our future.  

What should we do? We have to be pragmatic. The committee did not address this in any great detail; therefore, 
I am expressing my own views. Firstly, federal and state governments must work together. Most of the liquefied 
natural gas resources are owned and controlled by the commonwealth. This report is a discussion paper, not a 
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full-blown inquiry, because the committee, on my interpretation of it, was of the conclusion that without the 
input of the commonwealth, very little could be effectively done about this issue. Federal involvement is vital. 

Secondly, our various policies for facilitating local participation must undergo a fundamental shift away from 
metal fabrication, to services and upstream design. In reality, we have done that in certain areas of sub-sea, 
maintenance, and research and development, and firms such as Woodside and Chevron have invested in those 
areas. That must be augmented. 

I return to the subject of future design. Even though there could easily be 11 to 15 trains put in place over the 
next decade in Western Australia, it will be difficult to attract a major contractor to Perth, and it will be very 
difficult to get those design teams to Western Australia to plan for the long term, but it should be a priority. We 
should also look at diversification of the work to other things such as sub-sea, for example. 

There will be other changes in this industry. A large amount of the design work, even though its headquarters are 
in, let us say, Reading in the United Kingdom, is done in Singapore and Malaysia, and, increasingly, India; it is a 
globalised business. A lot of the add-on contracting is done in our region, and it is an area that may provide us 
with the potential to develop close links between firms in Western Australia and firms in Singapore and 
Malaysia in particular.  

This industry has other real challenges. It is quite clear that a number of the major contractors have, for a variety 
of reasons, invested in floating platforms, and a large amount of the new projects—particularly the smaller, more 
isolated ones—will not touch Western Australian shores. There will be the capacity to have most of the 
engineering and design, and all of the fabrication, done offshore and then floated and anchored here. That is a 
big challenge, but it is where the market is going and we should ensure that Western Australia does not just 
accept it, as it could become a reality, but actually participate in the design and development of those trends. We 
have to accept the trends as they are. 

In closing, I would like to thank very much the fellow members of the committee. I must admit that I, as the 
chairman, pushed this issue more than everyone else. The committee, however, went along with my whims, and 
I thank members from both parties for that. I also thank Loraine Abernethie, who is the leader of this team and 
did most of the write-up. Although she is sociology qualified, she had a foray into the oil and gas industry some 
years ago and her expertise aided the write-up of this report significantly. I urge the government and others to 
read this report, because not only is this a political issue, it also deals with the core of the economic future of our 
state. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [11.23 am]: I rise to speak briefly on this report. The committee chose to 
not make recommendations after its hearings because it believed that that was not appropriate in this case. 
Speaking for myself, one issue is that many of the levers of this industry belong to the commonwealth. This 
whole issue of how Australia can benefit not just from the revenue streams, but from the work involved in these 
massive infrastructure projects, which is what these oil and gas projects are, is a major challenge for the nation. 

We have adopted a particular brand of approach to the development of these projects over the best part of the last 
century that has had consequences. We need to think about that model for development, and that is not a partisan 
comment because we have taken the bipartisan approach of allowing the proponents to effectively own and 
manage these projects and to say anything different is actually a radical departure. I ran into a friend the other 
day who works for Woodside and I was joking that if I said something like that, the senior executives of 
Woodside and Chevron would send me the PowerPoint presentation to explain the benefits that they provide to 
the community. I do not doubt those benefits but I think the committee report demonstrates that we need to stop 
and think about how we approach these projects to maximise that benefit.  

I draw the chamber’s attention to a couple of matters. The first matter is the Premier’s comments about raising 
royalty rates for the onshore mineral industry. His position is about how much industry pays for the resource that 
we own that it sells on our behalf. That is a very legitimate argument and, of course, it is the same with the 
offshore industry. The offshore industry, thanks to Paul Keating, has a resource rent tax, so there is a higher 
take—although it takes longer to get the money—and a better return from the offshore industry than there is 
from the onshore industry. However, it is clear that that is a legitimate issue. 

The next matter is a question that goes to the heart of a debate that we never really had in Western Australia 
during the height of the previous boom—that is, what do we do with these unexpected revenues? I remember 
reading in Hansard on a number of occasions the exchanges between the now Treasurer and the former 
Treasurer who is now the Leader of the Opposition. The current Treasurer always called for significant tax 
reform. He challenged the former Treasurer by asking him why he did not use the one-off boom for significant 
tax reform. The problem of course is that if it is a boom and it is a one-off, it is only for that period of time. 
Therefore, what do we do with the money? In Western Australia the Labor government chose to keep that money 
as a large surplus and reduce the state’s debt so that infrastructure, such as the Mandurah rail line, could be 
provided debt free, which is an extraordinary achievement. The government built a 100-year asset out of 
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surpluses, which had not been done in this state before. On the other hand, the commonwealth government chose 
to use the revenues of that extraordinary boom to give money away. An article in The Australian Financial 
Review on 29 April, 2009 quoted from a federal government Treasury report on revenues from the boom. The 
Australian Financial Review’s conclusion was that — 

… from 2004–05 new spending decisions and income tax cuts reduced the budget surplus by 
$314 billion, out of a total revenue increase of $334 billion. 

The article quoted directly from that federal government report, which stated — 

Effectively, the additional revenue from the commodity boom has been spent, or provided as tax cuts … 

My point is that we get to sell these commodities only once, so what legacy will we leave? The federal 
government during that extraordinary boom period decided to give all the money away to the community so it 
could spend it how it wanted. At the time of a booming economy that actually generated more activity in the 
economy and we had a superheated economic period. In Western Australia we decided to save the money. One 
problem we have is that we are spending money from a finite resource and we are leaving nothing behind. The 
committee’s report says one thing we could leave behind is an expansion of the engineering services capacity of 
Western Australia as part of the global engineering activity. Plenty of people explained to us how extraordinary 
specialist skills in Western Australia service the globe in particular aspects of this industry; people come to 
Western Australia for those particular services. This report is a discussion about how we can expand that 
opportunity to other areas and other activities. As a father of three teenage children, I worry very strongly about 
what is going to be left to them and to their children. If we are spending the revenue now like the federal 
government did during that period, there will not be much left over. We do need to have a think about that. Let 
us look at what Norway did to avoid the so-called Dutch disease. The Dutch had enormous revenues from North 
Sea oil, which pushed up all their costs, and when the oil ran out they had a high-cost economy with very little 
income. Norway therefore established an offshore account so that petroleum revenues were actually held in 
foreign currencies. The interesting aspect about that is it had the effect of driving down the value of the domestic 
currency. One problem with a high-value dollar, which Australia has because of the extraordinary export prices 
we are getting, is that it makes it hard for the service sector, such as engineering services, to compete 
internationally. We must think about the mechanism we can use to not artificially, but actually, drive down the 
value of the dollar. We could cut interest rates, but that would generate inflation. How can we have a lower value 
dollar to allow the expansion of these high-skilled, high-wage service industries? One of those ways might be for 
the commonwealth to think about an offshore holding account. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Make Barnaby Joyce finance minister! 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The Treasurer can join me and vote for the return of the Kevin Rudd Labor government 
this year, and support the Premier’s friend, and we will keep the levers away from Barnaby Joyce. That would 
help stabilise the economy.  

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, they would; they are both internationally famous. 

Getting back to the issues, they are serious issues about the future of Australia and about the future of the state. 
They deserve proper discussion. I am always disappointed that the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of 
Western Australia and WA Business News do not discuss these issues; I think they should. This report, I am sure, 
will be reported in The Australian Financial Review, as I have read the Financial Review’s interest in these 
issues. These are important issues for the state. Although the committee has produced only a discussion paper 
and not a series of specific recommendations, they are issues that are worthy of further examination. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [11.32 am]: I seek the leave of the house to make a few brief remarks in 
relation to this report. 

Leave granted. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You are lucky I did not say no because of what you did to me the other time. I just remind 
you of that, manager of opposition business. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Right. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Remember the cooperation from this side of the house to you. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Deputy Speaker, I just want to make a few remarks about this report. I welcome the 
report and I congratulate the member for Riverton as chair of the committee for putting this on the agenda. 

The issue of maximising the benefits from our resources and energy industries in Western Australia, to ensure 
that the benefits are spread throughout the broader community, has been an ongoing issue for 40 years. Although 
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governments have talked and talked about, and often we seem to go with the ebb and flow of how the economy 
goes, how many projects are out there in the community and of how much benefit comes about as a consequence 
of them, when there is a large number of activities in the oil and gas industry or the mineral industry there seems 
to be a big reduction in unemployment. During the last boom, unemployment went down to 2.3 per cent, which 
is as low as it possibly can go, and is now sitting at five per cent. There was a huge reduction in unemployment, 
basically because so many projects came online that a very low rate of unemployment was a natural 
consequence. Unemployment is now much higher and we have to look at what to do to ensure that we get the 
maximum benefit out of the minerals and energy industries located in Western Australia. The notion of an LNG 
centre of excellence with companies undertaking their engineering design work predominantly in Perth is a 
wonderful idea. It is a matter of making it happen. The member for Riverton mentioned a couple of examples of 
a higher rate of engineering design in Perth that was undertaken 15 to 20 years ago for projects off the Western 
Australian coast than are now being undertaken. It does not make sense that 10 or 15 years ago there were higher 
rates of engineering and design here in Perth than there are now. It is not a rational situation. The reason I say 
that is that the people who work in these industries are very mobile. They can be employed anywhere around the 
world. I went to university with lots of people who are brilliant at mathematics and brilliant at physics. They can 
get jobs anywhere. They work in Singapore; London; Dubai; Houston, Texas; and so forth. But I will tell 
members one thing they all say about a place like Perth, like Brisbane or like Melbourne: the lifestyle in these 
cities is better than it is anywhere else. We have a lifestyle that suits them. They want to live in an environment 
that is safe, where the schooling is good, where the lifestyle is enjoyable and where they can earn a good income. 
All those things are possible here. I find it hard to understand why the people who work within the industry are 
not voting more with their feet to come and live here. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Member, that is an interesting point. The heads of most of the major resource companies, the 
Committee for Perth and groups such as that tell us that they want things like—I know there are a whole range of 
other issues—extended trading hours and a more liberal approach to liquor laws. So it is not just an economic 
decision; there are also other factors such as quality of life, which is interesting. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: The member on his feet actually delivered a liquor reform — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I know. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: — which is very good. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: You’re right. It is good, and we supported it. I love small bars. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: I think you should stop there! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Maybe the Treasurer should be debarred from small bars! 

I agree that lifestyle choices are an important component of it. Therefore, we need to make the lifestyle here in 
Western Australia as good as it can be. It is often said that Perth is “Dullsville” and so forth. I find that an 
extraordinary thing for people to say. It is one of the most open, enjoyable places to live anywhere on the planet, 
yet we always find ways to try to run it down. It is a wonderful place to live. There can be improvements at the 
edges. I realise that the former government’s liquor reforms were probably one of the best things to happen in 
Western Australia in the past 175 years—I realise that—and I know that the Treasurer agrees with me. They 
were probably the best thing to happen in the past 175 years. That is one point I wanted to make. Ensuring that 
the benefits of the lifestyle here in Western Australia are promulgated to people working in this industry is very 
important. Selling that may be the problem; perhaps we do not sell it well enough. 

The other point I was going to raise—the member for Riverton raised it—is that I believe the local content issue 
will get stronger and stronger as an issue. I met with a bunch of fabricators on the Kwinana strip recently. They 
have metal fabrication workshops. They are operating at 30 per cent capacity. We have an unemployment rate of 
five per cent, yet they are operating at 30 per cent capacity, and all this work is going on. I met with four or so of 
them, and each one of those men runs a workshop employing scores of people. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Are they in that group, Western Australian — 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I do not think it was a group; it was just a group of people who got together and came to 
see me. We met in my electorate office, and we discussed the situation for an hour. The key point I got out of it 
was that they have lots of excess capacity. They said, “All these projects are going on up there in the north west 
for which we can provide subcontracted fabrication work, yet we are not getting it, and we are operating at 30 
per cent capacity.” I find that extraordinary. I think there needs to be a more interventionist approach. I am a 
supporter of a more interventionist approach in this area. I have suggested some ideas to the government. I have 
suggested that we use the enormous public sector we have in this state to put some people permanently on the 
case for the Gorgon project. I do not think that is an unreasonable ask. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: There is. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: There is not. 
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Mr T.R. Buswell: The ICN (WA) team is on — 

Mr M. McGOWAN: There is not. I have the questions here. No-one is permanently on the case—not one single 
person. There is a group of four people, and one of their responsibilities is to meet with the Gorgon project 
people once every three months and monitor.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: You set it up. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We established the industry capability network; I know what it is, but there is not one 
person whose sole role is to maximise local content out of Gorgon. There is something absolutely and 
completely wrong with the local content approach in this state if the government cannot permanently dedicate 
one person to Gorgon out of a public sector of 101 800 people. I say to the government: establish a Gorgon 
project office and put some people on the job permanently; one never knows the benefits that might flow to this 
state as a consequence. 

TREASURER’S ADVANCE AUTHORISATION BILL 2010 
Declaration as Urgent 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [11.40 am]: In accordance with standing order 168(2), 
I move — 

That the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill 2010 be considered an urgent bill. 

I am assuming that the opposition will agree with the motion; there is obviously very limited time for members 
to speak on the bill, and I assume that we do not want to waste time debating whether it be declared an urgent 
bill, rather than getting on to the substantive debate. It is quite normal for the government to declare a bill as 
urgent when there is a time frame involved. At the moment we have this bill, and when we come back after 
Easter we will have other financial bills, including the main appropriation bills. These bills really need to pass 
through Parliament by the end of this financial year. That is the reason we are declaring it an urgent bill, and I 
assume that the opposition will want to get on with it as well. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [11.41 am]: The opposition will agree to this legislation being declared 
urgent, but I do not think it is unreasonable for me to comment on it briefly. The Leader of the House advised me 
last Wednesday or Thursday that it would be brought on as an urgent bill, but the opposition received a copy of 
the legislation only yesterday, and we are expected to debate it today. I think it is reasonable for me to comment 
on that. We will agree to being cooperative and, in a parliamentary sense, helpful in agreeing to the legislation 
being declared urgent, but I do not think that the explanation given by the Leader of the House quite does it. I 
request that the Treasurer, considering that it is his legislation, explain to the house why it is necessary for the 
legislation to be declared urgent; the time frame within which the legislation is expected to be passed, because 
there will be a range of speakers and that might determine the number of speakers we have; and what the 
consequence would be of the legislation’s passage being delayed. Will there be people whose pay is not paid, or 
people who expect to have a job who will not have a job, if the legislation is delayed? Are there projects that will 
not be commenced? We need to know all these things. The bill itself is very bare; the second reading speech is 
two pages of very large print, yet the bill asks for the authorisation of $680.8 million of additional expenditure 
above that already authorised under existing laws. I ask the Treasurer to provide us with a greater breakdown of 
the expenditure contained within the bill before we commence debating it, otherwise all we will have to discuss 
about $1.2 billion of expenditure will be one flimsy page of legislation with two clauses and two pages of a 
second reading speech in large print. The second reading speech does not actually tell us anything, apart from in 
broad parameters; for instance, there is $130 million of extra expenditure in health. We need to know what that 
actually amounts to. It would be very helpful if the Treasurer were to distribute to us—as I think he did last 
year—a copy of what is contained in the breakdown. I have said that the opposition will agree to this bill being 
declared urgent, but those are the three or four questions I have for the Treasurer. It would be polite, courteous 
and, I think, responsible for the Treasurer to answer those three or four questions before this legislation is 
declared urgent.  

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Treasurer) [11.44 am]: It is the government’s intention to get this bill through 
this place by the end of next week. The Leader of the House would like it done today but I suspect that will not 
happen. We have left ourselves some time. We want to get it into the other place in April. I will not give an exact 
date by which the funds of the state will come under stress in terms of money that has been appropriated and 
money that needs to be approved under the Treasurer’s advance authorisation. I can provide that detail when my 
official comes to the table. I will not get into a sensationalist argument about when we have to stop paying 
people; we will save that debate for when the bill gets caught up in the upper house. That is usually a good time 
to wheel out those sorts of arguments.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: When does it have to go through the upper house by?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will get those details from the official when he comes down later. 



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 11 March 2010] 623 

 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Don’t you have to have it through by early June?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I suspect it will have to be in place earlier than that, Treasurer; sorry, Leader of the 
Opposition. Every now and then I wander back! The Leader of the Opposition would not want to swap positions 
at the moment. He should stay right there. I am happy to try to provide a date. As the Leader of the Opposition 
knows, we indicated at the time of the Mid-year Review of Public Sector Finances that there was a range of 
pressures on the Treasurer’s advance. At the time of the midyear review we highlighted that we would ask 
Parliament for additional funding, which is what we are doing now. The amounts that were indicated at the time 
of the midyear review pretty much absorbed the Treasurer’s advance as it is approved automatically under the 
Financial Management Act. I can provide that detail. Suffice to say, we are keen to get it through this place as 
quickly as we can so that we can deal with it.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Have you already made and announced decisions that can’t be implemented unless this bill is 
passed?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am not sure it is quite that simple. We can work through that in detail. 

The Leader of the Opposition and the member for Balcatta asked me for more detailed information. I gave an 
indication that I would provide that. I have it here. I am happy to circulate that. I have had it printed so it is in the 
appropriate order, unlike the other day. I have that breakdown. It goes down to hundreds of thousands of dollars. 
In fact, I think there is an entry for $19 000. It is a normal detailed breakdown that we would have been provided 
with when we were in opposition. It is the same data. I am happy to provide that. It is stapled in packs. I am sure 
the Clerks will distribute that as required.  

It is important that we get this bill through long before we adjourn next week. It is important to get it into the 
upper house. The level of scrutiny and examination in the upper house is something that we have a lot more 
difficulty controlling. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: It needs to go through as quickly as possible by the early part of next week because we then 
rise for four weeks. It needs to go to the upper house because it has to sit on their table for one week.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I have the information, and we will be dealing with it today.  

Question put and passed.  

Second Reading 

Resumed from 10 March. 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont — Leader of the Opposition) [11.48 am]: As the Treasurer seeks an additional 
$680.8 million to take the Treasurer’s advance to $1.15 billion, this gives us an opportunity to discuss the overall 
state of the Treasurer’s budget. I have a very simple question for the Treasurer and the government: what is good 
about the state budget? I would like the Treasurer to name one financial aspect of the state budget that is actually 
positive. Let us look at services, for example. I notice that the Minister for Mental Health is in the chamber. We 
have mental health clinics closing as a result of this government’s budget. We have hospital waiting lists 
blowing out as a result of this government’s budget. Today we have revealed in the house a very disturbing set of 
figures on the provision of services to very vulnerable children. I refer to the report of the Standing Committee 
on Education and Health, which states — 

As at January 2010 there were a total of 6,405 children in the metropolitan area waiting for services.  

Those services are child development services. At page xviii of the report there is a very interesting table. It is 
headed “Table ES.1 — Changes in waiting times for child development services, 2008–09”. That table shows 
that the waiting times for speech pathology have blown out by 108 per cent since October 2008. In October 
2008, a child who needed speech pathology had to wait for eight months between referral and assessment. That 
is bad enough. However, by December 2009, a child had to wait for 16.6 months for a speech pathology 
assessment following referral. For occupational therapy, the waiting time between referral and assessment has 
blown out to 13 months, an increase of 62 per cent. For physiotherapy, the waiting time has blown out from six 
months to 11 months, an increase of 83 per cent. Other figures in that table indicate that vulnerable children 
waiting for very important services that are critical to their development are having to wait longer and longer as a 
result of this government’s budget. This government is failing in the provision of services. 

I turn now to some of the more traditional figures that must be taken into account when a budget is assessed. The 
first is whether the budget will be in surplus or in deficit. The Premier has declared that he will not lead a 
government that plans for a budget deficit. However, the midyear review shows that the government is planning 
for a budget deficit of $336 million next financial year and $125 million the following financial year. So the 
Premier is already leading a government that is planning for budget deficits. That is in the government’s own 
financial plan as revealed in the midyear review. That leaves open the question of whether there will be a budget 
deficit this year. It is clear from the Premier’s recent media comments that he seems to be backing away from his 
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confident assertion that this year’s budget will be in surplus. The surplus will be very, very slim, and it will be 
subject to significant pressure, including from the government’s own decision-making processes. No-one can say 
that the budget picture, from the point of view of the operating balance, surplus or deficit, is a pretty one.  

The next figure that must be taken into account when a budget is assessed is state debt. In the case of this budget, 
the government is not doing well when it comes to state debt. This government inherited the lowest level of net 
state debt on record. The government will now be taking, on its own forecast, net state debt to $19.7 billion. That 
is where debt will be heading by the middle of 2013. Some amount of state debt might be justifiable, on the basis 
that the government is investing in income-generating assets. However, much of the debt that this government is 
running up is not being invested in income-generating assets. It is being invested in the general government 
sector in things which, by definition, do not achieve a commercial return for the government. It is worth looking 
at what is happening with general government sector debt. This government inherited a general government 
sector with no debt whatsoever. There was no debt on our schools, on our hospitals or on our roads. In fact, when 
this government came to power, the general government sector had positive financial assets of $2.4 billion. 
Where is this government taking the general government sector—that is, the traditional public service; the non-
income earning areas of government? This government is proposing to take general government sector debt to 
$6.1 billion. It is taking positive financial assets of $2.4 billion and turning them into negative financial assets—
that is, a debt, non-income earning of $6.1 billion.  

Is the government doing anything useful on spending? The Treasurer and his colleagues spoke a lot about 
spending when Labor was in power during a period of economic boom. This government, through this Treasurer, 
has delivered the highest rate of spending growth in Western Australia’s financial history; the highest rate of 
spending growth on record. The rate of expenditure growth in the last financial year was 13.5 per cent. Is the 
government getting it under control this year? It has forecast 6.6 per cent spending growth in the budget. It has 
already blown out to nine per cent in the midyear review. On the basis of my experience in dealing with the 
finances of this state, I can predict that the spending growth figure will be even higher when the budget is 
brought down in May. The figure for this financial year is likely to be even higher than the nine per cent already 
forecast when the budget is brought down in May. The government is failing on one of the Treasurer’s pet 
obsessions when he was in opposition; that is, spending control.  

What about the question of family bills? An amount of $1 500 a year has been removed from family living 
standards in Western Australia as a result of this government’s decisions. I include in that figure both the 
withdrawal of family support and increases in utility bills. For example, a family with children at school loses 
the It Pays to Learn allowance, loses the subsidy for government high school fees, pays increased electricity and 
water costs, pays increased public transport fares and pays the new landfill levy. In all sorts of ways, that family 
pays. When we add it up, it is $1 500 a year out of a family’s living standards. That is what this Treasurer and 
this government have delivered to Western Australian families.  

There is worse to come. The government’s midyear review, with all those bad figures on debts and deficit, 
contains underlying assumptions that electricity prices will increase by a further 50 per cent between now and 
2013. This government is forecasting a further 50 per cent increase. In other words, what it is forecasting—I am 
sure the Deputy Speaker’s electors will be concerned about this—is another $700 a year on top of the increases 
that it has announced already; that is, 26 per cent last year and 18.25 per cent for this financial year. That is 
family bills.  

Is there anything positive to say about what the government has done on taxation? What it has done on taxation 
is take away more than half a billion dollars worth of tax concessions that Labor put into the financial plan to 
assist small and medium businesses. This government has abolished, or deferred for three years, Labor’s plan to 
remove non-real property from the stamp duty base for business transactions. That will mean when one business 
buys another, goodwill, licences, and all those other things, will be included in the stamp duty base. That three-
year deferral will cost those businesses $355 million. That is $355 million in tax that businesses would not have 
paid under the Labor government that they now have to pay under this Treasurer.  

The government has also deferred for three years the previous Labor government’s plan to harmonise our 
grouping arrangements for the payment of payroll tax with arrangements that apply in other states. As a result of 
that three-year deferral, small and medium businesses in Western Australia will pay another $156 million in tax 
that they would not have paid if the Labor plan had been implemented and if the arrangements in other states had 
been mirrored in Western Australia. Perhaps I need to explain exactly what that means. There might be a family 
running a number of different businesses in different industries. It might be that the family runs panelbeating 
shops and hairdressing salons. They are completely independent businesses in different industries. They are now 
grouped together for the purposes of payroll tax. That is not the situation in the other states. Therefore, they get 
only one tax-free threshold of $750 000. Under Labor’s plan to harmonise our arrangements with the other 
states, those businesses would have been de-grouped for the purposes of payroll tax and each of the businesses 
would have had access to the $750 000 payroll tax exemption threshold. As a result of the government’s 
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decision, small and medium-sized businesses, as well as family businesses, will pay $156 million more in 
taxation over the next three years. 

The absence of debate in our community on these taxation measures is quite remarkable. At a recent function, 
someone asked me when the last time anyone had called for a tax cut was and said that it must have been when 
Labor was in power. The business community has gone absolutely silent on the matter of tax cuts. It has been 
missing in action, having campaigned three, four, five or six times a month for tax cuts when Labor was in 
power. Under this government, not only is the business community not getting tax cuts, but also the government 
has withdrawn the tax cuts that Labor had agreed to provide and had funded by putting them into the forward 
estimates. Where is the commentary in our media about the taxation position that this Treasurer has delivered to 
small and medium-sized businesses in Western Australia? It is not there, as it was when Labor was in power, 
when we had a better plan than the one that the Treasurer has delivered so far. 

We can look at various ways to judge a budget. Is the budget succeeding on services? No. Is it succeeding on the 
operating balance and is it likely to deliver sustainable surpluses? No. Is it succeeding on debt? No. Is it 
succeeding on spending control? No. Is it succeeding on family bills? No. Is it succeeding on taxation? No. 
Every way we look at it, we can see that the budget is failing. When we were in power, we used the net-debt-to-
revenue ratio to measure the overall financial sustainability of our budgets. We received very strong advice from 
the Department of Treasury and Finance that it was necessary to maintain the net-debt-to-revenue ratio at below 
47 per cent to ensure that the state retained its AAA credit rating. Guess where the net-debt-to-revenue ratio has 
gone in two short years under this government? By 2011–12 it will be 63.4 per cent. That is an extraordinary 
figure in just two short years. I would be surprised if the advice from the Department of Treasury and Finance 
has changed so radically since we were in power. We were very careful at planning to keep the net-debt-to-
revenue ratio below 47 per cent. My colleagues who were involved in the decision making know that we had to 
make some very tough decisions to stay under that self-imposed net-debt-to-revenue ratio cap. It is appalling to 
see what this government has done with the finances and to watch the risks it has taken to the sustainability of 
our finances and the threat that poses to the state’s AAA credit rating. 

Some members may believe that these matters are interesting to economic and financial commentators but are 
not of great interest to the general public. Nothing could be further from the truth. Financial mismanagement has 
real consequences for Western Australian families by way of reduced services and higher family bills. That is 
why we will continue to campaign on financial mismanagement and highlight the deficiencies in the way in 
which this Treasurer is managing the state’s finances. This is not just an esoteric matter for specialist 
commentators; this is something that will come back to bite ordinary Western Australian families as their 
services come under threat and their family bills skyrocket.  

I now go to some observations the Treasurer made about applications for increases in the Treasurer’s advance 
limits. I cannot do better than the Treasurer himself in criticising the bill that has been brought before the house. 
I refer to what he said on 10 May 2006, when Labor sought a Treasurer’s advance totalling $500 million. 
Remember that the current Treasurer is seeking a Treasurer’s advance totalling $1.15 billion. The press release 
was headed “Labor to overspend budget by $500 million” and states —  

Shadow Treasurer Troy Buswell said the move was just another example of Labor’s inability to manage 
the finances of Western Australia.  

He then went on to say that the government’s — 

… request today for an extra $200 million — 

He has requested $680 million — 

seemed to indicate the Government had a budget blackhole that it was desperate to fill.  

That is what the now Treasurer said about our request for a Treasurer’s advance of $500 million in May 2006. 
Had he changed his tune by 2007? I will quote from an article in The West Australian of 19 December 2007 in 
which he again attacked the previous government for its Treasurer’s advance account requests — 

Shadow treasurer Troy Buswell said Mr Ripper’s raid on the Treasurer’s Advance Account showed the 
Treasurer had lost control of the State’s finances, primarily because the Premier had gone on a spending 
spree with a string of recent funding announcements.  

That is a very accurate description of what is occurring under this government! I refer now to March 2008 and 
will quote from Hansard. At that stage, the government was seeking an additional $300 million to take the 
Treasurer’s advance limit to $750 million. Bear in mind that this government is seeking an additional 
$680 million to take the Treasurer’s advance to $1.15 billion. This is what the now Treasurer said about the 
request to take the Treasurer’s advance limit to $750 million — 

As the member for Churchlands rightly pointed out, when we debate this urgent bill that has been 
brought in by the Treasurer, all we are doing is acknowledging his incompetence and the government’s 
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incapacity to manage the finances of this state properly. The member for Churchlands is absolutely 
right—if the Treasurer worked for a private sector business, he would have been sacked a long time 
ago. 

I do not need to criticise the advance that the Treasurer is seeking; all I need do is quote the Treasurer from 2006, 
2007 and 2008. He condemns his own legislation out of his own mouth.  

Apart from the fun of quoting the Treasurer when he was in opposition, we need to look at the reasons that 
governments seek increases in the Treasurer’s advance limits and whether those reasons are justified. What are 
the reasons for a government coming to the Parliament to seek an increase in the Treasurer’s advance 
requirement? The first reason might be an unrealistic budget estimate for a key portfolio. The second reason 
might be a failure to control spending. The third reason might be that a plethora of decisions were made outside 
the normal budget process between budgets. I refer to the first reason—unrealistic budgets—and contend that the 
government has a serious problem. It produced a budget in May last year that stated that health expenditure 
would grow by 3.1 per cent. That was a totally unrealistic figure. Nobody in this house would believe that health 
expenditure could be curtailed to 3.1 per cent growth in one financial year without savage effects on the services 
available to Western Australian families. The government provided false and misleading information in last 
year’s state budget. It did so to produce a better looking set of budget figures than was realistically the case.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke: A week or two back the Treasurer indicated in this house that health expenditure had 
increased by 12 per cent last year and that it would increase by 12 per cent this year. He used those figures and 
wrote 3.1 per cent into the budget.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER: That demonstrates the appalling irresponsibility, lack of credibility and dishonesty of the 
budget introduced by the Treasurer in May last year. That sums it up. I thank the member for Balcatta for that 
information.  

Unrealistic budgets and a failure to control expenditure between budget decision making could result in a 
government seeking an enhanced Treasurer’s advance limit. Those factors apply to this government. The health 
budget was unrealistic. The government has failed to control spending, which is reflected by record spending 
growth. When he was in opposition, the Treasurer was extremely critical of the Labor government’s nine per 
cent expense growth. In his first budget he delivered 13.5 per cent expense growth. He can talk the talk, but he 
cannot walk to walk. He cannot deliver in government what he said he would deliver when he was in opposition.  

There are some positive reasons for governments to seek Treasurer’s advance limit increases. The Treasurer’s 
advance exists to provide for unforeseen and extraordinary events. Unforseen and extraordinary events occur, 
including, but not limited to, natural disasters. Increasingly, political events are occurring. It is perfectly 
reasonable for a government to use the Treasurer’s advance to provide more services to the people of Western 
Australia if the government has the money available. If the government has the money available and there is a 
need to provide more services to the people of Western Australia, it is not unreasonable for the government to 
decide, between budgets, to improve services and to provide funds for that through an increase in the Treasurer’s 
advance limit. We would want to know that the government has made its decision properly, bearing in mind all 
the other demands on the state’s budget, through a rigorous process. We would not want to see a Premier’s press 
release being the basis for such a decision. If a government has the money, if there is a social need and if 
spending is already under control, it is not necessarily a bad thing to use the Treasurer’s advance to improve 
services for the people of Western Australia. It is not necessarily a bad thing to increase the limit to provide 
those improved services. However, the government is not in that position. It has no money. The budget is 
heading into deficit and the government’s spending is already out of control. It has not satisfied the requirements 
that I say are necessary to justify an increase in the Treasurer advance limit. The money is not available for this 
extra spending that the government wants to embark upon. The budget is sliding into deficit. The government 
has not got its spending under control. As a result of the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill 2010 going 
through Parliament, yet more increases will occur in the rate of expenditure growth, which is way beyond 
anything that has ever been delivered in this state in the past. 

I return to my arguments about why this matters. It matters because it is not just something for the pages of The 
Australian Financial Review or economics professors or financial commentators writing opinion pieces in other 
newspapers; it matters because, in the end, it bears on the services that Western Australians will receive from 
this government and on the bills that Western Australians will pay. If we are sliding into deficit, if spending and 
debt are out of control, and if the debt-to-revenue ratio threatens the AAA credit rating, the experiences that WA 
families are now having of service cuts and skyrocketing family bills will be only the beginning of the pain they 
will experience from the Barnett government. 

I have just delivered a speech that would lead members to think that the opposition will oppose this bill. It will 
not oppose this bill because this is a budget bill and its passage is necessary to ensure that public servants will be 
paid and that the financial obligations already entered into by the government will be met. But the opposition 
will continue to campaign on the appalling financial mismanagement engaged in by this government and point 
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out the serious deficiencies in the state budget. Opposition members will do that because there will be serious 
consequences for the people we represent if this Treasurer and this government do not get their act together on 
financial management. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [12.16 pm]: I join the Leader of the Opposition in engaging in this debate. 
To start with, during a large part of the Leader of the Opposition’s speech on this matter, there was 
one government member in this chamber—the member for Geraldton, who had the courtesy to remain in the 
chamber—and, of course, Madam Acting Speaker (Mrs L.M. Harvey) was also in this place. This government 
has engaged in nearly $1.2 billion worth of additional expenditure, which demonstrates that the government 
cannot manage its spending, and not one minister, including the minister responsible, the Treasurer, is in the 
house.  

Yesterday or the day before, I was lectured by the Premier because I pronounced Mr Colin Edwardes’ name 
incorrectly. He lectured me in this house about how rude and shocking it was to pronounce his name in the way 
it is spelt. Well, we do not even have the Premier or the Treasurer in the house for such an important debate as 
this.  

Mr D.A. Templeman: They’re all in the restaurant eating food! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I challenge the press to find out where they actually are! Where are they at the moment? 
Why are they not in this place for this debate? If they do not come in, I will start referring to Mr Edwardes as 
“Mr Colon Edwardes”! Let us see how the Premier likes that if he is not prepared to come into this house! That 
is what I will call him and that will offend him, but I am offended by the actions of the Premier and the Treasurer 
in not being present for such an important debate. 

This is the second shocking year for the Treasurer’s advance. Last year we had a record; this year we have a new 
record! Last year we had $1.2 billion requested; this year we have $1.15 billion worth of expenditure in the 
Treasurer’s advance. That is not only a record, it is disastrous, and it is a day of infamy in the budget processes 
of this state. It is amazing! I think it bears comment that the legislation was introduced yesterday, on the same 
day as the Auditor General’s report on Perth Arena. The Treasurer went out very heavily on the Auditor 
General’s report; he did not go out so heavily on this matter. He introduced both on the same day. He knew when 
the Auditor General’s report was to be handed down, and he introduced the legislation yesterday to hide a 
$1.2 billion blow-out in expenditure behind the Auditor General’s report. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: That’s an outrageous thing to say! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: And here he is being mirthful about it, which confirms the truth of what I have just said. 

It is a piece of spin unparalleled in modern history. The Treasurer in his mirthful way thinks it is a joke that he is 
pushing through Parliament an endorsement of shocking financial management. He introduced this bill on the 
same day as the Auditor General’s report to try to hide the matter. For the uninitiated and for the new members 
of the house, this bill is designed to authorise expenditure of the remainder of the financial year above that 
budgeted for. A government passes its budget, works out what it wants to spend and then introduces this bill to 
authorise expenditure above and beyond what it has budgeted for. Every government does that. The government 
is entitled to have an automatic expenditure growth of three per cent. An automatic growth of three per cent 
above the government’s budgeted expenditure is endorsed by existing laws, but this is — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: It is three per cent less than last year’s. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is right—three per cent less than the last year. In this case, the government is entitled 
to $469 million; however, this bill adds another $680 million-plus above that. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Is that more than last year? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is nearly more than last year’s. Therefore, the Treasurer says he is doing really well 
because he is not above the record, most embarrassing increase in budget blow-outs, which was last year’s; that 
was his effort! The Treasurer’s effort last year was the worst ever, but he is saying he is doing really well 
because he is just below that. 

Mr P. Papalia: He has the gold and silver! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: At the Olympics, the Treasurer would be on top of the podium and also in second place! 
He has broken all records. I used to sit in this place and listen to the exaggerated rhetoric of the now Treasurer 
when he would carry on about how he ran a business and that he knows how to budget. He would say that people 
who are former schoolteachers or who do not know how to run a business would not understand how to do it, but 
he would because he ran a business. What we have seen is the worst set of accounts, the worst budgeting process 
and the worst expenditure above that expected that this state has ever seen. Therefore, the Treasurer has broken 
records, which shows that the exaggerated rhetoric that he carried on with was meaningless, and the Leader of 
the Opposition quoted some of that in his contribution earlier. 
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If we look back at the last year of the previous government, the Treasurer’s advance was minuscule compared 
with this one; it was less than half the additional expenditure that we have before us today. I can already hear, I 
can already sense, I have resonances coming through of what the Treasurer will say in his response—the 
morphic resonances are coming through. The Treasurer will say that there are all these demand pressures that 
were unforeseen. He will ask: Does the opposition expect the government not to pay schoolteachers? Does the 
opposition expect the government not to do this and that? He will say that the government could not have 
expected all this. Does the Treasurer actually think that he is the first Treasurer to experience unexpected 
expense pressures over the course of a year? Does the Treasurer think that he is on his own? Does he think that 
he is the first person ever to have additional expenses that he could not have foreseen? The Treasurer thinks that 
he is alone: “Poor old me! I’m the only one this has ever happened to.” That is what the Treasurer is thinking to 
himself. He thinks that he is the only Treasurer to whom this has ever happened. The Treasurer thinks that there 
were no expense pressures during the boom—how could there have been? When there is a boom and wage 
pressures are increasing, demands for additional housing are increasing and demands for additional expenditure 
all over the state are increasing. Of course there were no expense pressures then! There are only expense 
pressures now when the Premier says there is no boom. Therefore, the Treasurer thinks that he is on his own, 
because there is now not a boom, during which he thinks there are no expense pressures; so there were no 
expense pressures when we were in office, and, of course, the economy was going well and unemployment was 
less than half what it is now. How ridiculous! It is absolutely preposterous that the Treasurer will actually run 
that argument but I know he will. He will run the argument that the demand pressures are completely beyond 
what anyone else could have possibly expected. 

I am pleased to say that in all good courtesy the Treasurer has handed out to us an explanation of the expenditure 
that is being authorised by this legislation. That list of the expenditure that is being authorised is much more 
detailed than the very sparse bill that he introduced. However it is a revelation in many respects. I am happy to 
refer to a few of the points contained within it. I suppose the standout—although there are a number of 
standouts—is on page 4 of the document where members will find under the Department of Transport that this 
legislation authorises a $2.5 million increase in advertising. I urge every member of the press who is no doubt 
listening intently to my every word to note that there is $2.5 million for the reinstatement of advertising by the 
Department of Transport. That is a lot of money. We heard from the Leader of the Opposition that the number of 
people on the waiting list for speech pathology services has doubled during the course of the Barnett 
government; but there is $2.5 million for additional advertising by the Department of Transport. 

Further through this document that the Treasurer has kindly given to us as an explanation for the bill are a few 
other revelations. One on the first page is an allocation of $7.36 million for the Oakajee project. That, of course, 
was the project that was going to be paid for by the private sector, but not now due to the Premier’s dramatic 
intervention. He flew to Japan and went into the boardroom of a company that was going to pay for the project. 
He said to them that he was going to drive a harder bargain with that company to make sure that he really got the 
very best out of the company in Japan in return for the exploitation of Western Australian resources. He said that 
instead of the company paying for a port that it would have built and then handed to us, he would make the 
taxpayers of Western Australia pay. 

Members can imagine the Japanese business people sitting there thinking: “This guy, he is tough.” As Kerry 
Packer once said, “You only get one Alan Bond in a lifetime.” I suppose the people at Mitsubishi must have 
been thinking: “You only get one Colin Barnett in your lifetime; a bloke who is going to walk in here and say to 
us, ‘We’ll spend three quarter of a billion dollars on a project that you were going to pay for and give to us.’ My 
God!” 

So it has all started. Here we have a component of the Treasurer’s advance of $7.3 million under the Department 
of State Development that would otherwise have been spent by Mitsubishi now being picked up by the mums 
and dads of Rockingham, Mindarie, Warnbro, West Swan and the Kimberley. They have all got to pay for that 
component now, which otherwise would have been picked up by a Japanese multinational. 

Under the Department of Fisheries there is $1.4 million for additional revised recreational fishing 
arrangements—another expenditure. I thought that the government was taxing everyone on that one. However in 
addition to taxing everyone, the government is also putting in some money there. 

Under the Department of Education and Training there is the much vaunted—I recall the Treasurer actually 
saying it—three per cent efficiency dividend that is in the budget. He said, when he was asked, that the three per 
cent efficiency dividend was delivered and was in place. Under the Department of Education and Training there 
is a three per cent efficiency dividend realisation shortfall of $51.9 million. I heard from the Treasurer’s own lips 
in this place that the three per cent efficiency dividend was all delivered and was all in the budget. There it is in 
black and white that what the Treasurer said to this house was not the truth. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: It was in the budget.  
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Mr M. McGOWAN: It is here in black and white: $51.9 million for a three per cent efficiency dividend 
realisation shortfall, despite the fact that the Treasurer assured us that it was all in place and all delivered. 

Then there is the $2.5 million for additional advertising by the Department of Transport from this government 
that was going to crack down on advertising consultants. We know that there are almost 200 additional 
committees, reviews and inquiries at a cost of greater than $10 million. I might add that the last time I asked a 
question on this on the last day of Parliament I expected an answer on the first day of Parliament.  

The Premier has declined to answer the question about how many additional committees, inquiries and reviews 
he has put in place since the last time I asked. It was up to 170 the last time I asked, at a cost of greater than 
$10 million. I asked him the question again, and he has declined to answer it. He said that he will table the 
information in due course. I only gave him from late November to late February to tally the information, but he 
has declined to provide it to me, so I have asked the question again. However, we can see why there might be 
some embarrassment with these matters. The amount for advertising reinstatement under the Department of 
Transport is $2.5 million. 

If we go to the royalties for regions fund, there is $60 million. I understand that is a transferral from capital to 
recurrent. I might say about royalties for regions that I support additional spending in the regions. However, 
when there are all sorts of pressures in core delivery areas around the regions, I find it difficult to understand that 
those pressures are not being met. We heard the member for Pilbara talk about one this morning, and that was 
the closure of an Aboriginal community school in a remote community. A pressure such as that is not being met. 
We know about the member for Albany’s hospital, and a pressure like that is not being met. Nevertheless, 
$60 million is being transferred from capital to recurrent, yet all these capital demands around Western Australia 
are unmet. In my new role, I will compile a list in due course of all the demands around Western Australia not 
being met. But that is extraordinary. 

If we go on even further, we see the landfill levy, reinstatement of appropriation. We know that that was a tax 
impost on ordinary families around Western Australia because of the additional landfill levy that the government 
is introducing. However, the government failed to pass it through the Parliament in the way that it intended, so 
now we have a reinstatement of $30 million. I think the government said originally that it would be less than 
that, but we have $30 million there that is incorporated as part of this document. We need some answers 
regarding some of those matters that are contained within the Treasurer’s advance. 

Of course, major business tax cuts were committed to and put in place, in fact, by the former government—
$500 million worth that the Treasurer has ripped away. So the guy who ran a business, knows how to manage the 
budget and is a low-taxing person is the man who cancels the tax cuts and raises the spending here in Western 
Australia. One need only go to the December 2008 report by the Institute of Public Affairs—another one has 
come out recently that is similar—which is hardly a Labor Party front organisation. The Institute of Public 
Affairs did a calculation of the tax imposed on small business by the various state governments to analyse which 
state was doing well. It analysed Western Australia at the conclusion of the former government’s term. What did 
it find? The Institute of Public Affairs state business tax calculator shows that Western Australia had the lowest 
business taxes in Australia. Therefore, for all of the cant and humbug around the place and for all of the bluff and 
bluster about these issues, the Institute of Public Affairs state business tax calculator shows that Western 
Australia had the lowest business taxes in Australia at the conclusion of the Labor government’s term. The 
institute said, as part of that — 

• … WA should look to reduce its taxes further. Queensland and Victoria in particular have been 
reducing some of their major taxes in recent years, and could pose a threat to WA’s enviable tax 
status. 

• WA announced land tax and duty relief in the 2008–09 Budget, as well as a state tax review. There 
is scope to do more, …  

However, it has actually incorporated into its report the measures that were going to be taken to cut taxes but 
were abolished by the Treasurer. The report is saying that Western Australia was the best of all the states at the 
conclusion of Labor’s period in office and that the tax relief that we had contained within the budget was very 
good. What will now be discovered when an analysis is done of Western Australia is that the Treasurer cancelled 
tax cuts worth half a billion dollars that the previous government had in the budget. I look forward to the next 
report so that the Institute of Public Affairs can comment on this issue, and we can see what it is really like; 
whether it has the courage of its convictions. Its motto is “Free people, free society”; we will see what it has to 
say about the Treasurer’s cancellation of tax cuts. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We will see what it has to say, but if it is at all unbiased it will observe the highest growth 
in spending in history; the worst two Treasurer’s advances covering increases in spending in history; and a 
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Treasurer who cancelled the tax cuts put in place by the previous government, which the Institute of Public 
Affairs had said, in its report of last year, were very good. 

I turn to other threats. I commenced my speech by indicating that the Treasurer brought out this legislation 
yesterday and it is the second worst result in history. He used the Auditor General’s report as cover. The Auditor 
General’s report deals with expense growth or cost blow-outs in public sector projects. I mentioned the Oakajee 
development, and how the Premier must have gone into that room in Japan with all those business people, told 
them that Western Australia would pick up a cost of nearly three quarters of a billion dollars, and somehow 
thought that that was a smart move.  

We have also learnt that we do not actually know the final cost of the Oakajee port; the director general of the 
Department of State Development has told us that. Anne Nolan went before the Public Accounts Committee and 
told the truth, despite the Premier’s efforts to gag public servants. I saw him on television recently saying that he 
might need to develop guidelines for what public servants can and cannot say before parliamentary committees. 
Maybe he should also develop guidelines for where and when people can tell the truth. His efforts to head off 
public servants and prevent them from saying what they should say before parliamentary committees have 
perhaps been successful; perhaps Ms Nolan would have said more than she said, but she said enough the other 
day. She said that we do not have final figures for the Treasurer’s recklessness in respect of Oakajee. 

The budgeted figure is $678 million; half commonwealth, half state. However, we do not actually know if that is 
right, and we will not know if it is right until the end of this month, when the final figures for the true budget are 
supposed to come in. I say to the Treasurer that he may have shot his bolt a little too early yesterday; he may 
have gone public with his remarks about Perth Arena a little too early. At the end of this month, we expect to 
find out the true position of Oakajee. When we find out the truth about the Premier’s recklessness in relation to 
the Oakajee port, there might be some very unfortunate information for the taxpayers of this state and for the 
government. I look forward to hearing that information and finding out the true position. In the case of Perth 
Arena, the former government originally tried to get the majority of the obligations dealt with and managed by 
the private sector. That proved to be impossible, but in the case of Oakajee, we succeeded in getting the private 
sector to take up the slack. The current Premier, in his recklessness, has taken back that responsibility, and that 
may bring all sorts of other problems to the taxpayers of Western Australia. We will wait to see the final 
outcome of that.  

In conclusion, this document has been a revelation. I would ask that everyone have a close look at what the 
Treasurer has handed out because it contains some very disturbing figures. The overall amount that the Treasurer 
is seeking under this bill is disturbing and it is frightening. Taxpayers need to be worried and future generations 
need to be worried. This is a bloke who thinks he is the only one who has ever had to deal with a difficult 
situation but his solution to the issue is to keep blowing the budget. The former government had eight surpluses 
in eight years and the government before that had five deficits in eight years. This government has had the worst 
Treasurer’s advance, and the worst expenditure outside the budget in history, for two consecutive years. The 
Treasurer needs to be held to account for that. He needs to read what he said when he was on this side of the 
house and to be held to account for what he said versus what he does in Parliament. I think the Premier should 
also be in here being held to account for this. I will remember his absence and I will remember the absence of 
ministers next time the Treasurer seeks to lecture me about matters of courtesy.  

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [12.41 pm]: I would like to follow on from comments made by the Leader of 
the Opposition and the acting shadow Treasurer about the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill 2010 that is 
before us. Again, this is a record spend—$1.15 billion in extra spending for the 2009–10 financial year. This 
follows a $1.2 billion Treasurer’s advance amount for 2008–09. This basically makes a mockery of everything 
the Treasurer said since he came into government. The government has no strategy and no plan to control the 
finances of the state. That impacts on all Western Australians through higher bills and projects that are needed in 
their suburbs. There is a need to pay off higher debt over the next five to 10 years. All Western Australians will 
have to pay off the debt being created by this reckless cowboy of a Treasurer.  

In December we were told in the midyear review that the government would be requesting $445 million in 
additional spending. That has now blown out to $1.15 billion. In just a few months we have seen a deterioration 
of over $700 million in the expenditure of this government. It means that key aggregates produced in the 2009–
10 budget and updated in the 2009–10 midyear review are now under severe question, and that is putting it 
mildly. The operating surplus was predicted to be $51 million. If expenditure has deteriorated by $700 million, 
one has to question whether that surplus will be achieved. Net debt was predicted to be $11.9 billion. Again, with 
the deterioration of $700 million in the government’s spending, we have to question whether that target net debt 
figure of $11.9 billion will be achieved. We also have to question whether expense growth, which was predicted 
to be nine per cent, will be achieved. It shows that this government has absolutely no financial strategy. As has 
been said by the Leader of the Opposition and the acting shadow Treasurer, there is no plan and all Western 
Australians will suffer.  
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I want to go through some of the key areas that this government does not seem to be able to manage. The first is 
health. Health is a very difficult area to manage, both operationally and also in a fiscal sense. The midyear 
review shows that a $126.2 million efficiency dividend was applied to the Department of Health in this financial 
year, 2009–10. The midyear review states that that efficiency dividend is being implemented, yet while the 
government is cutting in one area, it is basically injecting additional funding in another area, so we have to 
question whether the efficiency dividend was implemented or achieved. The midyear review shows that a cash 
injection of $130.5 million had been made to the Department of Health before December. In addition, 
$143 million has been injected post the midyear review. So, $270 million in additional funding has gone to the 
Department of Health. It is clear, therefore, that the efficiency dividend that was applied to Health was applied 
recklessly and did not achieve the results that the government had aimed to achieve. 

This can be contrasted with what we have heard from the tough-talking Treasurer. The Treasurer said that he was 
going to get the health budget under control. He said that he would slap the hand of anyone from the Department 
of Health if they came to see him to get more money from the state’s coffers. Well, what has happened? The 
health budget has blown out by another $270 million since that time. What that means is that in 2010–11, at least 
another $200 million will need to be injected into the health budget to ensure that there is some growth in 
funding for this key agency. This is an issue not just for the 2009–10 financial year but for the whole of the 
forward estimates period. 

The other question that must be asked is: Will this funding be enough? The additional funding that was provided 
by the Treasurer in 2008–09 was not enough. In fact, the then Director General of Health had to take money out 
of restricted accounts to try to supplement the funding for the Department of Health. The question is: will this 
$270 million be enough to help the Department of Health get through this financial year and to ensure it will not 
need to access restricted accounts yet again? 

The tough-talking Treasurer said also that the efficiency dividend would be applied to the Department of 
Education. However, an additional $63 million has had to be injected into the Department of Education funding 
bucket. That shows that the strategy of the Treasurer is not working. The efficiency dividend has not been 
delivered. Key areas of government expenditure are out of control. The government has had to increase taxes and 
charges for all Western Australians to try to cover up, and pay for, its inadequate control of the state budget. The 
Treasurer said also that a $27 million efficiency dividend would be applied to the police department in 2009–10. 
However, that department has had to come back to the government for additional funding. So, again, the 
government’s strategy is not working. There is also a contingency amount in the budget of $159 million. The 
question is: Will that be enough to cover the months of March, April, May and June as the Treasurer heads to the 
end of this financial year?  

What this means for all Western Australians is increased taxes and charges. The government recently made an 
announcement about the increases in electricity prices. That means that Western Australian households will be 
paying hundreds of extra dollars, and, over time, thousands of extra dollars, for their electricity. However, at the 
same time as these increased charges are being imposed by the government, there has been an increase in the 
revenue that comes to the government from public corporations. This increased revenue to state Treasury is 
helping the government to cover its balance sheet. The midyear review shows also that in 2009–10, the revenue 
that comes to the government from dividends increased from $466 million to $592 million. Tax equivalent 
payments increased from $355 million to $387 million. That is a $158 million increase in revenue from public 
corporations to the general government sector. This is money that is going from the pockets of Western 
Australian families to the consolidated fund to help the government to cover up its failure in managing the state’s 
finances. 

I want to talk now about some of the capital projects that the government is proposing to undertake. These 
projects also create a lot of risk and uncertainty for the state’s finances in the future. We heard yesterday about 
the Perth Arena project and the increase in costs for that project. I would like to know from the Treasurer what 
he believes the total cost of the Oakajee project will be. The midyear review shows that $339 million has been 
set aside by the state government in 2012–13 for the state’s contribution to the Oakajee project. The question is: 
will that be enough? What is the current estimated cost that the Treasurer has before him for the Oakajee project? 
The Treasurer believes that the previous government did not have accurate tabs on the cost of projects that it was 
undertaking. The Treasurer should inform the house what he knows to be the total cost of the Oakajee project at 
this point in time. This goes to the hub project as well—the Northbridge Link project.  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 644.] 

GREEN SKILLS 

Statement by Member for Maylands 

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [12.50 pm]: In 2000 three friends, Brenda Conochie, Rob Gulley and Rachael 
Roberts, decided that a shopfront community environment centre was needed in Perth to support the 
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community’s efforts to live in a way that respects our environment for future generations. After spotting a well-
situated shop in Eighth Avenue, Maylands, they gathered others to form a community association. From seeds 
collected, they grew thousands of she-oaks, paperbarks and rushes, and planted them on the eroded Maylands 
foreshore. The group composted tonnes of scraps from the fruit and vegetable shop down the lane, taught 
composting and worm farming to hundreds of folk, hosted teaching students and gave dozens of talks to 
community groups on sustainable living. In May 2009, priced out of Eighth Avenue, the group moved to 
125 King William Street, Bayswater. The group won the Community Energy Efficiency Award in the 2009 WA 
Environment Awards for their 2007–2009 auditing and retrofitting program with disadvantaged residents, who 
were mostly new refugees and people with disabilities. They currently have auditing contracts with the Town of 
Vincent, the City of Swan and the Western Australian Council of Social Service. They have just completed 
programs with Cockburn and Victoria Park. They have built up their home and workplace energy and water 
auditing programs largely thanks to the excellent reputation of Rob Gulley and Rachael Roberts, who are now 
teaching their skills to others throughout WA’s environmental registered training organisation, Green Skills. 

ULYSSES MOTORCYCLIST CLUB — ALBANY VISIT 

Statement by Member for Albany 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [12.51 pm]: This weekend 2 500 motorbikes will come to Albany with the 
Ulysses Club. The Ulysses Club is a club for older motorcyclists. It is the largest organisation of its kind in 
Australia. It had its inaugural meeting in Sydney on 6 December 1983 when the five people present approved a 
basic constitution and the Ulysses Club was formed. The name comes from a poem of the same title by 
Lord Alfred Tennyson. It tells how the great Greek hero Ulysses, now middle-aged and securely in charge of his 
kingdom of Ithaca, is getting bored with things around him and longs to go adventuring again with his shipmates 
of old. The club has over 120 branches throughout Australia and continues to grow. The branches arrange rides 
and social functions for club members in their location. Each year club members from around Australia, as well 
as from overseas, travel to a designated location for the annual general meeting—an event that has grown from a 
campover meeting and meal in the early days to a major event. The event now spans a week and incorporates the 
involvement of major motorcycle manufacturers and suppliers who provide trade displays and test rides of the 
latest machinery. There is also a grand parade through the town or city, several nights of entertainment; even a 
church service. What are its aims? To provide ways that older motorcyclists can get together for companionship 
and mutual support; to show by example that motorcycling can be an enjoyable and practical activity for people 
of all ages; and to draw the attention of the public and private institutions to the needs and views of older riders. 
Over 5 000 members of the Ulysses Club will be in Albany for over a week. On behalf of the people of Albany, 
we welcome them. 

UNDERGROUND POWER — TRIGG, NORTH BEACH AND WATERMANS BAY 

Statement by Member for Scarborough 

MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough) [12.53 pm]: Late last month I joined the member for Carine to attend a 
community meeting hosted by the Trigg, North Beach and Watermans Bay Community Association to discuss 
the state underground power program. The meeting was well attended by the local community who were 
addressed by representatives from the Office of Energy, who gave a clear overview of the program. The meeting 
was informed that the primary reason for the state underground power program was to address issues of power 
reliability; therefore, proposed projects are prioritised on the number of minutes that householders have 
experienced blackouts over a 12-month period. The meeting was later advised that the other option for the 
undergrounding of power, particularly if the primary reason was for urban amenity, was through a program by 
the local government, as has been active in the City of Subiaco since 1982. Although the City of Stirling is not 
yet receptive to such a scheme, given the significant amenity and financially tangible benefits to ratepayers, it is 
an option that should be considered in the future. I congratulate the Trigg, North Beach and Watermans Bay 
Community Association for hosting this important community discussion. I look forward to continuing to 
support their members in their request to get underground power for the local community. The member for 
Carine and I continue to fight for that outcome. 

MARMION ANGLING AND AQUATIC CLUB 

Statement by Member for Carine 

MR A. KRSTICEVIC (Carine) [12.55 pm]: Today I would like to talk about the Marmion Angling and 
Aquatic Club WA, which is one of the major community groups in my electorate and is better known as MAAC. 
It was established in 1953 by a small group of dedicated anglers who lobbied the government of the day for a 
plot of land on which to build the club. In its early days, a limestone track wound down to a row of small 
wooden shacks that lined the beach. It was from those humble beginnings that the club built its current premises. 
MAAC is now the largest angling club in Western Australia, with more than 3 000 members. The social role of 
clubs such as MAAC is very important. MAAC facilitates angling and diving for people of all ages. It has a pool 
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and darts division and a very vibrant junior division that teaches water skills to our youth. I can testify as a 
visitor, and now a club member, that its restaurant and function centre are enjoyed by all members. Its unique 
location on the coast of Marmion is envied by everyone who visits. The club is very proactive in the community 
and raised in excess of $50 000, which it donated to various charities and bushfire appeals. The club works hand 
in hand with the Sorrento Surf Lifesaving Club to encourage the development of youth in the area. I look 
forward to having a long and productive working relationship with MAAC and other groups in my electorate of 
Carine. 

ORANGE GROVE — PROPOSED REZONING 

Statement by Member for Forrestfield 

MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [12.56 pm]: I take this opportunity to inform the house of the outrage 
within my electorate over the proposed rezoning of Orange Grove, which is zoned rural. The WA Planning 
Commission is planning to zone the land as industrial under the “Industrial Land Strategy 2009 Perth and Peel”. 
The proposed plan clearly fails to consider a number of important factors and facets of the suburb. I believe that 
the plans for Orange Grove should be completely reconsidered and removed from the industrial land strategy. In 
2004, under the Foothills Rural Strategy, the City of Gosnells identified Orange Grove as a green buffer zone 
between Darling Range and the industrial and residential areas of Maddington and Wattle Grove. Such a buffer 
zone is imperative to maintaining the environmental quality of Bickley and the surrounding flood plains. In 
addition, Orange Grove does not have any deep sewerage, and any industrial rezoning would need to 
accommodate the immense costs associated with the development of a suitable sewerage system to protect the 
natural environment. I believe that Tonkin Highway forms a natural boundary between the industrial and rural 
areas. The notion that industrial activity should be enabled so close to the Darling Range and associated foothills 
reserves astounds me. Maddington, which is currently zoned industrial, has not been utilised anywhere near its 
capacity. The residents of Orange Grove had been extraordinarily vocal in their opposition to the proposed 
changes, and their voices need to be listened to. They have a friend in me and I will do everything I can to 
protect one of the few remaining unspoilt rural zones in the metropolitan area. 

KINGSLEY WOODVALE JUNIOR CRICKET CLUB 

Statement by Member for Kingsley 

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley) [12.57 pm]: On 5 February 2010, the Kingsley Woodvale Junior Cricket 
Club celebrated its twenty-fifth anniversary with an under 13s Twenty20 cricket match and an evening of family 
entertainment at the clubrooms on Kingsley Drive, Kingsley. The Kingsley Woodvale Junior Cricket Club was 
formed in 1985 as a local community-based cricket club and it draws its players from Kingsley, Woodvale and 
the surrounding areas. The cricket club has grown to be one of the largest clubs in the North West Metropolitan 
Cricket Association over the past 25 years, with more than 250 registered players in the 2009–10 season. The 
club has 11 open-rule teams for people aged 13 and over, eight modified-rules teams for people aged between 10 
and 12, and 15 registered players in the minis. The success of the club can be attributed to the hard work of the 
local people who volunteer their time as coaches, team managers, umpires and scorers. Parental support, 
combined with the hard work of the club’s executive committee will ensure the club’s ongoing success. The 
Kingsley Woodvale Junior Cricket Club is to be commended for actively promoting a culture of participation, 
teamwork, excellence and community spirit. As a memento of the anniversary year this year, every player in the 
club was presented with a training shirt, which was supplied by the club’s sponsors. I make special mention of 
Jake Fawcett, who was selected in the 2009–10 Retravision Warriors cricket team to play against the Queensland 
Bulls at the Gabba on 24 October 2009. Jake and has family grew up playing cricket for the club and it is a great 
example of the spirit of the club. I congratulate Darren Thorn, the club’s president, and the executive committee 
and the players on reaching this milestone.  

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

ALBANY REGIONAL HOSPITAL — PRIVATISED SERVICES 

66. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Health: 

On Monday, the WA Country Health Service informed staff at Albany Regional Hospital that the government 
will head down the privatisation pathway for services including catering, linen, waste, cleaning, safety and 
incident management, facilities management, ground management and medical equipment.  

(1) How many local jobs will be at risk when this tender closes on 13 April?  

(2) What criteria will the minister use to decide whether the services will be privatised?  

(3) Will the minister guarantee that the current workforce will retain their jobs, salaries and entitlements if 
any of those services are privatised? 
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Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(1)–(3) It has been public knowledge for some time that the government intends to open up opportunities for 
the contracting out of some backroom services such as those listed by the Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition. I informed Liquor, Hospitality and Miscellaneous Union state secretary Dave Kelly of this 
issue during a meeting some months ago in which I spoke about which hospitals I would protect from 
the expressions of interest process during this term of government; that is, the current tertiary hospitals. 
We will explore those options with the hospitals that are changing or are being built, such as Fiona 
Stanley Hospital, Princess Margaret Hospital for Children, Midland Health Campus, Albany Regional 
Hospital and probably Bunbury Regional Hospital. That is not to say that we will follow that course of 
action, but we will explore those opportunities with the new hospitals.  

ALBANY REGIONAL HOSPITAL — PRIVATISED SERVICES 

67. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Health: 

The minister failed to answer the question. Will the minister guarantee that the current workforce will retain their 
jobs, salaries and entitlements if he privatises these services?  

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

I made sure that I would know what was coming if the member asked a supplementary question! The answer is 
that there are standard procedures to follow. When this matter was first discussed, I made sure that the staff at 
Albany Regional Hospital would be made fully aware of what was happening. The staff have been regularly 
informed about the tender process, including by letter. If those positions go out to contract, the private sector will 
decide whom it will employ.  

Mr R.H. Cook: Will it be on the same salaries and entitlements? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: This occurred in the past when we went to the Joondalup Health Campus model from the 
former Wanneroo Hospital.  

Mr R.H. Cook: No, they lost their entitlements. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Kwinana! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The Premier made a commitment to the people gathered at the front of Parliament House 
earlier today that the government will look after their interests if their jobs are lost. The government stands by 
the statement of the Premier.  

KARRATHA EDUCATION AND TRAINING CAMPUS 

68. Mr V.A. CATANIA to the Minister for Education: 

I was pleased to join the minister on 19 February to open the Karratha Education and Training Campus, a 
$30.7 million facility for year 11 and 12 students at Karratha Senior High School. Under the Liberal–National 
government, a record investment of more than $1 billion has been put into the state education system. It is finally 
getting the attention it deserves.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members, as I have said in this place before—I will say it again today—if you want question 
time to continue, at least give me, in the first instance, a chance to hear the question being asked, let alone the 
minister of whom the question is being asked. Member for North West, I ask you to start again.  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Thank you, Mr Speaker.  

I was pleased to join the Minister for Education on 19 February to open the Karratha —  

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected.  

The SPEAKER: The member for Cannington has been a member of this house long enough to know that he 
should not interject when a member is asking a question. I formally call him to order for the first time.  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I will start again.  

I was pleased to join the Minister for Education on 19 February to open the Karratha Education and Training 
Campus, a $30.7 million project for year 11 and 12 students at Karratha Senior High School. I am proud to be a 
part of the Liberal–National government, which is delivering a record investment in schools across the state. 
Will the minister update the house on the capital works that have taken place in our schools during the recent 
summer holiday period?  

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

I thank the member for North West for his question.  
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Indeed, it was an exceptional day in Karratha on 19 March with the opening of the first stage of the Karratha 
Education and Training Campus. I take this opportunity to comment on the start of the school year and note that 
schools were fully staffed. It is just three years since the Labor government was more than 260 classroom 
teachers short on day one of the school year.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members.  

Mr M. McGowan: Isn’t that the school we built?  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I opened it. We finished it for the previous government.  

Several members interjected.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: There is nothing quite like the Leader of the Opposition —  

Mr M. McGowan: What a fibber you are!  

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member for Rockingham knows that that comment is totally unparliamentary. He 
should apologise. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker, earlier today when the Minister for Education used that phrase about the 
member for Pilbara, you ruled that it was not unparliamentary. I used the exact same form of words.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Mr Speaker, earlier today you said that the Minister for Education said that the Member 
for Pilbara—or whatever his seat somewhere up the north west is called—said a small fib. She did not call him a 
fibber.  

The SPEAKER: I will rule on this matter. I understand the interplay between the member for Rockingham and 
the Minister for Education. I am aware of the comment that he made in this instance. I will not ask him to 
withdraw. Given the context of previous conversations in the house, I will rule it in order. However, I will make 
a judgement about this issue whenever it occurs, and if there is consistent abuse of that phrase by members from 
both sides of the house, I may make a different decision.  

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Talking of fibbing, I was listening to the Leader of the Opposition’s speech yesterday 
when he referred to the 65 schools that were opened by the previous Labor government. In fact, the number was 
48, because 18 schools were built by the previous Liberal government. It is absolutely true that from one 
government to the next, we do not stop one building program to start another one. We continue each other’s 
building programs and I give — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: So all these ones you’re opening now you count as ours!  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: They are all of ours; they are yours and mine, Leader of the Opposition. Both the 
previous Liberal and Labor governments can take credit for the 65 schools to which the Leader of the Opposition 
referred. It is absolutely the case that currently there is an unprecedented capital works program going on in 
schools around the state. The program has received $400 million in state funding, $350 million of which was 
promised in the lead-up to the last election. I am pleased to say that all projects that had been started previously 
and that are being started presently—under construction and being planned—are on time and coming in on or 
slightly under budget. Perhaps that is a lesson to those who came before us about getting projects completed on 
time and on budget.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: She’s missing now! 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: That is a pity, because I was going to point out that this year we are planning and 
designing secondary schools to the value of $326 million. These schools include Governor Stirling Senior High 
School at a cost of $63 million, which will be ready for occupation in 2013; Baldivis Secondary College; stage 2 
of Ashdale Secondary College; stage 2 of Atwell College; Applecross Senior High School, at a cost of 
$56 million; and Butler senior high school. Those are just the high schools that are currently being planned; they 
will be ready, I am sure, on time and on budget.  

Mr T.G. Stephens: Why did you shut down Swanleigh? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Swanleigh is a privately owned organisation. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Didn’t you know that? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: The decision to close it was made by the Anglican Church board. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You didn’t even know who ran Swanleigh! 
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Dr E. CONSTABLE: The member does not even know who owns it, who runs it and who makes the decisions 
about it! He has no idea! 

Several members interjected.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Stage 1 of Karratha Senior High School, catering for years 11 and 12, has been opened. It 
is a beautiful facility, which is co-located with TAFE. It was opened last month, as the member for North West 
said, and planning for stage 2, which will cost just under $50 million, is now underway. We hope that stage will 
be complete by late 2011. 

Also in Karratha, I had the pleasure of turning the first sod for the Tambrey childcare centre, which will open in 
July this year with places for 120 children. What a great facility! It is co-located on the Tambrey Primary School 
site, which will allow a one-stop shop for working parents who have children at that primary school.  

Ms M.M. Quirk: We did that! 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: No, the former government did not do it; it is a partnership between this government, the 
federal government and Woodside. It is a wonderful partnership between those three groups. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Yes, good; thank you for mentioning that, instead of taking the credit for it.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I did not take the credit for it; I am quite happy to tell members how it is being funded. I 
could go on with a long, long list of schools that are being planned or are under construction. 

Mr T.G. Stephens: You’re the worst education minister ever!  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Pilbara, if you want to ask a question in this place, I will always give you the 
opportunity to ask it. But continual interjecting on this particular day is going to cause me to formally call you to 
order for the first time. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I would like to mention the Building the Education Revolution funding as well, as it is 
making a huge difference, particularly in our primary schools, and will do so for many years to come. In relation 
to the Primary Schools for the 21st Century program, 93 per cent of contracts have been awarded for 
621 schools. Work has commenced on 312 of those schools, and all the works are on schedule for completion by 
June 2012. In relation to science and language building upgrades in our high schools, 92 per cent of those 
contracts have been awarded for 23 schools. We expect the completion of all of those contracts that have been 
awarded by June to July this year, which will make a huge difference to our high schools. 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank the Department of Education’s infrastructure department under the 
leadership of James Thom for the extraordinary job that he has been doing this year with the record spend of 
over $1 billion on our schools. 

TIRZAH BELL — GOVERNMENT EMPLOYMENT 

69. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Premier: 

Before I ask the question, I would like to acknowledge the presence in the public gallery of students from 
Illawarra Primary School. 

I refer to Ms Tirzah Bell, who was employed as a level 5 staffer by the Premier’s factional enemy, Dan Barron-
Sullivan, during the current government’s time in opposition, and was, during this time, allegedly banned from 
meetings in the Premier’s office when he was opposition leader. I note that she was recently awarded a $15 000 
payout after working in the office of the Minister for Water for just two weeks. 

(1) Who determined that Ms Bell’s services were no longer required and on what basis was her 
employment terminated? 

(2) Was the Premier consulted about this decision? 

(3) Was the Treasurer consulted about this decision and did he approve the payment? 

(4) What formula was used in negotiations with Ms Bell to arrive at the figure of a $15 000 payout, which 
is about $13 000 more than she was entitled to? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

Before I answer that question, I wish the Perth Wildcats every success against the Wollongong Hawks this 
Friday. After some of the problems in the National Basketball League, it would be fantastic to see the Wildcats 
have a victory. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: The Premier might be interested to know that at last night’s football function, an assessment 
was given of his football ability. I will relay that to him afterwards. 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT: If it came from the Minister for Sport and Recreation, then I have a point of order to raise 
because I can tell members about his football career! 

Mr T.K. Waldron: It came from one of the new inductees; it was very — 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Not complimentary—all right! 

(1)–(4) Tirzah Bell worked in the opposition office between 2001 and 2005—through that period—and then 
subsequently. I do not know the precise details off the top of my head, and I am happy to provide them 
if the member wants. She began work and had worked in the lead-up to and through that sort of 
transition period. As I understand it, she had worked for a period then in the Minister for Mental 
Health’s office. That appointment did not proceed, she left, and it was determined that although she had 
not been properly appointed, she had nevertheless been taking on duties both before and during the 
transition period, the caretaker period, and then into government. It was assessed that she deserved to be 
paid for that period even though the formal appointment of her was not made according to Hoyle, if we 
like, and therefore it was independently assessed as to what would be a proper payment. I did not play 
any role in that; that was done independently. If the Leader of the Opposition wants some further 
details — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Who made the decision? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I would think that was done either through the Department of the Premier and Cabinet or 
the Public Sector Commission at that stage; bear in mind that those changes were also happening at that time. I 
was aware that she was leaving; I was not consulted nor did I play any role in the amount of payment that she 
received. However, if the Leader of the Opposition wants the details, I am happy to provide them to him. 

TIRZAH BELL — GOVERNMENT EMPLOYMENT 

70. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Premier: 

I have a supplementary question. Given that Ms Bell was paid $15 000 for two weeks’ work, will the Premier 
table any advice that was the foundation for the decision made in this case? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

I am not sure that it is actually correct that it was for two weeks’ work. I think there was an extended period, but 
it was — 

Mr M. McGowan: Your answer said two weeks’ work. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes; it was formally determined that she spent two weeks in the minister’s office, but 
there was a period of work that extended beyond that. So, within the public sector, when it was looked at as a 
term-of-government employee, it was considered that $15 000 was the appropriate payout for that position. Yes, 
I agreed to that, but I did not determine that amount. Whether it was handled by—I would have to correct this—
Malcolm Wauchope who was about to be the Public Sector Commissioner or Peter Conran as the new head of 
the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, I would have to check my facts on that. I am sure there was some 
discussion with my office; I do not deny that — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Can we have the documentation? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will provide the Leader of the Opposition with written detail of what happened and then 
he can take it from there. 

It is interesting, is it not? Here we are talking about a matter of propriety—is that the point the Leader of the 
Opposition is making? 

Mr E.S. Ripper: We are talking about the use of taxpayers’ money. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The use of taxpayers’ money—what an interesting point to raise because I just noticed that 
the member for Armadale is absent. Look at the gap on the other side of the chamber. I can hear nothing, and I 
was disturbed to receive a message that she was — 

Mr T.G. Stephens: You complain when she is here and you complain when she is not here! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I do complain when she is here because she should not be here; she should have resigned 
as the member for Armadale as an endorsed Labor candidate for the seat of Canning. I was disturbed to hear this 
morning that she was sighted not in Armadale but in Mandurah at a luncheon for the Peel Thunder. The member 
for Mandurah and the vice-patron of the club were not there. Indeed, what would the member for Armadale have 
been doing, absent from Parliament—her duties—not in Armadale but in Mandurah at a football luncheon? We 
are happy to talk about the use of taxpayers’ money. I invite the member for Armadale, if and when she arrives 
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in the chamber, to explain to us how a state taxpayer–funded vehicle and resources were being well used by her 
attending a football function in Mandurah—nowhere near the seat of Armadale. As my colleague, great star as 
he was for the Perth Football Club, can testify, Armadale is actually in the football area of the Perth Football 
Club. If the member for Armadale had been at a Perth Football Club function, I could accept that, but she was at 
Mandurah. 

I take the Leader of the Opposition’s point: we must carefully watch the use of taxpayers’ money. 

HOSPITAL EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT WAITING TIMES — FOUR-HOUR RULE 

71. Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND to the Minister for Health: 

Mr Speaker — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I ask the member to take his seat! There is a process in this place whereby when a member is 
given the call, the previous questions do not continue. I formally call to order for the first time the Leader of the 
Opposition and the member for Rockingham. 

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: As the minister knows, I am keenly interested in Royal Perth Hospital. I am 
constantly appalled by the opposition’s continued campaign to have it closed, despite the fact that it services 
thousands of people living in Perth’s inner city and eastern corridor and is integral to medical emergency 
treatment throughout the state. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: Can the minister advise — 

Mr J.N. Hyde interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Perth, I appreciate your interest in the question and I understand that, as does 
every member of this place, but there is no need for the outburst. I formally call you to order for the first time. 

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: Mr Speaker, I do not think anybody heard the question, so I will repeat it. 

As the minister knows, I am keenly interested in Royal Perth Hospital. I am constantly appalled by the 
opposition’s continued campaign to have it closed, despite the fact that it services thousands of people living in 
Perth’s inner city and eastern corridor and is integral to medical emergency treatment throughout the state. Can 
the minister advise the situation with ambulance ramping and the access block? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

The member for Mount Lawley is very keenly interested in the future of Royal Perth Hospital, and well he might 
be, because it was a significant issue in his electorate in the lead-up to the last election. I think it could well have 
assisted him greatly in winning his seat. He campaigned very strongly and hard in his electorate to ensure that 
Royal Perth would be retained as a tertiary hospital. As members know, we have brought into Western 
Australian hospitals the four-hour rule in that people need to be seen, treated and either admitted or discharged 
within four hours. We are the first state in Australia to do so, and I can tell members that this is being very 
keenly watched by other states to see how well it progresses. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Hello, hello, hello! 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: How is my footy club? Is it pretty good? 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: It didn’t invite you. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: It did invite me, in fact, but what did I say? I said no, despite being the patron of the club. I 
am sure the local member said exactly the same. He would have been invited and he would have said no; did you 
not, member for Mandurah? He would have said no and I said no because we think the responsibilities of our 
electorate are more important than going out campaigning — 

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The opposition asked the question. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members!  

Dr K.D. HAMES: The opposition raised the issue. The member should not continue to be a member of this 
place when she is campaigning for a federal seat. She should be representing her electorate here in Parliament; 
that is what should be happening. 
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Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Mr Speaker, there have been significant improvements. We are not yet at the 85 per cent 
target, which is due next month. But I can tell members that in some of the critical indices there have been some 
improvements already. I do not have the January figures for all of the indices yet, but I can tell members some of 
them. There were significant improvements in emergency department attendances between October and 
December last year, for example, with people waiting fewer than four hours. Probably the best of those examples 
is at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, which had a four per cent reduction. 

Ambulance ramping—one of the critical issues to plague the former government—had some significant changes 
in two hospitals in particular. Ambulance ramping at Royal Perth between July 2008 and January 2009 came 
down from 46 hours a week to just 22.5 hours a week; and at Fremantle Hospital from 51.3 hours a week down 
to 22.3 hours a week. That is a major reduction in ambulance ramping. 

I will deal with access block. During the time of the former government, Western Australian hospitals had the 
worst record in Australia for people waiting longer than eight hours for a bed. Patients were stuck on couches in 
a corridor. Again, we have two hospitals with outstanding results. Royal Perth Hospital was already doing pretty 
well. Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital has gone from 50.5 per cent for people waiting on beds in corridors for 
longer than eight hours down to 30.4 per cent—50.5 per cent down to 30.4 per cent. At the same time as those 
hospitals — 

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, I know you have some contributions you would like to make, but 
there are other ways to do it. I might sound repetitive. I formally call you for the first time. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The figure for patients who are stuck in a corridor for longer than eight hours waiting for a 
bed has gone from 50.5 down to 30.4 per cent at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. At the same time, our hospitals 
have been able to do 2 500 more waitlist surgical procedures than they did the year before. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: And the waiting list has blown out. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Of course it has blown out, because we now have all those people who were waiting to get 
onto the waiting list but who got in to be seen and were put on the waiting list. The total number of patients 
getting onto the waiting list has gone up by about 4 500, and we have been able to do the surgical procedures for 
only 2 500 of those extra people who came onto the list. The other reduction is at Fremantle Hospital, which has 
gone from 52.6 per cent down to 42.6 per cent. There is a long way to go, but the hospitals are working 
exceptionally hard, and I am very proud of the job they are doing. 

GNANGARA MOUND AQUIFER — SUSTAINABILITY STRATEGY 

72. Mr F.M. LOGAN to the Minister for Water: 

Before I ask my question, I acknowledge the students in the gallery from Southern River College. 

I refer the minister to question without notice 33 that I asked on 25 February—my birthday—regarding the 
release of the final Gnangara sustainability strategy. In the minister’s answer, he said — 

I am quite free to share that strategy with the member. 

Indeed, the minister was as good as his word, and this week I received a copy of the strategy. The problem is that 
the minister sent me a copy of the July 2009 draft strategy, which I had a copy of immediately after it was 
released. Therefore, I ask again — 

(1) Did the minister received the final Gnangara strategy in November last year, as per his July 2009 press 
release—the final strategy, not the draft strategy? 

(2) If so, when will he release it? 

(3) How much of the estimated $340 million that it will cost to implement the recommendations in the 
strategy has the minister secured or does he believe he will secure to save the Gnangara mound? 

(4) Given the concerns of the hundreds of Wanneroo residents who recently protested about the expansion 
of industry over the mound, will the final strategy reject LandCorp’s plans for the Wangara industrial 
estate? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS replied: 

I thank the member for Cockburn for his interest in water matters, and particularly the Gnangara sustainability 
strategy. 
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(1)–(4) In my previous response to the opposition spokesperson for water, I was very keen, as the strategy was 
in the draft process, for him to present a submission, because I wanted people such as him to make a 
contribution on some of the questions he has put about the strategy. The draft Gnangara sustainability 
strategy has been available and has been open for public comment. The last time I looked, this member, 
who is so concerned, and who in fact is the opposition’s water representative, had not presented a 
submission. In fact, the very day after the member asked me the question, I suggested to him that he 
make a submission on the strategy in order for it to come to completion. But, no, all he does now is 
continue to bang on about the timing of the release of the strategy. This strategy is management of 
this — 

Mr R.H. Cook: What are you trying to hide? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I am not hiding anything. 

Mr F.M. Logan: Why don’t you tell us when you’re going to release it, then? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I gave the report as it was at that stage to the spokesperson. 

Mr F.M. Logan: You put out a media release saying it was going to be released in November. When is it going 
to be released?  

Dr G.G. JACOBS: This strategy is an important strategy for the conservation and best use of the large 
groundwater source we have in Western Australia. We are very blessed to have a very large groundwater source, 
and it is important that we manage it. The strategy talks about land use and better use of water in horticulture 
into the future, over the next 20 years. It talks about the issue of the north west corridor, land use and transport 
corridors. It is an important strategy and I ask the member to make a contribution to this debate. I recognise that 
the member for Wanneroo received some input from the people in Wanneroo and Wangara. It is about 
responsible land use into the future to preserve the very important underground water source that we have for the 
next 20 years. 

GNANGARA MOUND AQUIFER — SUSTAINABILITY STRATEGY 

73. Mr F.M. LOGAN to the Minister for Water: 

I have a supplementary question. It is clear that the minister cannot answer any of the four questions I have put 
to him. He has not even made an attempt to answer them. Given that the minister has not even made an attempt 
to answer those questions — 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn, I gave you some latitude in getting to your supplementary question, but 
I do not think you have reached it yet. If you are not going to ask the question, I will sit you down. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Can the minister please explain to the house how he is going to implement the commitment 
made by the Premier that the government would save the Gnangara mound? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS replied: 

The Gnangara sustainability strategy talks about land use; it is not just about water. It goes across agencies. It 
talks about better land use and how to relocate the pine plantation, which is a significant draw on the Gnangara 
mound, and how to best use the land over the mound. There are some costs and savings involved in funding 
some of these programs into the future, as indicated in the strategy. Maybe the member could sit down and 
actually read this very good strategy. The appropriate use of this land will go some way towards funding this 
program into the future. 

PERTH ARENA — AUDITOR GENERAL’S REPORT 

74. Mr W.R. MARMION to the Treasurer: 

I was horrified to hear during yesterday’s briefing from the Auditor General that the people of Western Australia 
are still paying for the mismanagement and incompetence of the former government; the Auditor General said 
that the cost of the new Perth Arena has blown out to $483 million. Can the Treasurer inform the house of the 
government’s new approach to properly managing this project? 

Point of Order 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Mr Speaker, I put to you that the member for Nedlands potentially needs to declare an 
interest, as he was responsible for the business study on which the government made decisions in respect of this 
project. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Some members in this place may forget how this place works; I do not think they need to be 
reminded. I call the member for Girrawheen and the member for Mandurah formally for the first time. I am 
going to rule the question in order.  
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Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied: 

The member for Nedlands is right: I have been swamped by people who are absolutely outraged at what the 
Auditor General exposed yesterday in relation to the competence of the previous government. I quickly remind 
the house that the project went from an estimated cost of $160 million, due to be finished in 2009, to a cost of 
$483 million, and it will now be finished in April 2012. I suspect that the Perth Arena will cost over 
$500 million. I will give one small example of the incompetence that was brought to bear. The former 
government gave out a contract for earthworks worth nearly 10 million bucks. People had to come along and dig 
a big hole in the ground, take away all the contaminated soil, bring in clean soil, compact it and get ready to 
build. While that went on, someone decided—I think it was the former minister, the member for Midland—to 
move the car park and put in an underground car park, which meant that all the soil that had just been trucked in 
had to be dug up and trucked out again. That sort of thing happened over and over again. That is one of the 
reasons the project blew out.  

I have been amazed at the rush to the airwaves by members of the opposition. It has been quite incredible. It was 
led yesterday afternoon by the Leader of the Opposition, the then Treasurer, trying to rewrite history. He said, 
“Howard, we’re proud of what we were able to do. We’re proud of the fact that the budget tripled. We’re proud 
of the fact that it is four years late.” Howard said, “Eric, when you were told about it, did you have any idea this 
was happening?” The Leader of the Opposition said, “Oh, no, but I had a lot of reports given to me about the 
capital works program. I certainly had reports about progress of the Perth Arena. At times it crossed my desk.” 
What was the former Treasurer doing when it crossed his desk? Was he asleep? Did people come into his office 
and move it across in front of him while he sat there? Did he not realise that the costs were blowing out?  

The best one has been the interplay today between the person who was the Minister for Housing and Works at 
the start of the process, the member for Cockburn, and the person who was the Minister for Housing and Works 
for most of the process, the member for Midland, who went on radio this morning. She blamed the former 
minister. She said it had nothing to do with her. She said she was not there when the project started; that was the 
member for Cockburn. She said it was his fault. She said that the $160 million was just a speculative amount. 
That is how they budgeted—a speculative amount. The funny thing was that the member for Cockburn got on 
the radio a couple of hours later and said that the person responsible, the minister of the day, was Michelle 
Roberts. They are handballing the poisoned chalice around. Is it her? Is it him? Is it her? 

I was then reading through the transcript of the member for Midland’s radio interview, which we happen to get 
from time to time. This concerned me. She said that they were getting costings wrong on most major projects. I 
thought I would look at some of the other major projects. I will quickly share this with the house. I looked at 17 
major projects commenced by the former government. We should not forget that Perth Arena is about 200 per 
cent over budget. That is not bad. The gold medal winner is the entertainment centre, which was 400 per cent 
over budget. Fiona Stanley Hospital is 320 per cent over budget. The new performing arts centre is only 120 per 
cent over budget. That is a gold medal winner. On average, seven of the projects—41 per cent of them—had cost 
blow-outs of over 100 per cent. This was how the former government did business. That is why we have 
reformed the delivery of public works in Western Australia. 

I want to close with one other observation. 

Mr F.M. Logan: If you’re building in a boom, that’s what’s going to happen. This is going to happen to you.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: When we take out the fit-out, that is what is going to happen. When we move the car park 
and only give half the money for it, that is what is going to happen.  

I close by quoting what the member for Midland said this morning. She said — 

Well I certainly hope that at the opening I might get some credit for what will be a magnificent 
facility, — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Len Buckeridge will thank her.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Len Buckeridge, from his holiday villa in Majorca, will thank her! She continued — 

— one where we did take choices along the way not to deliver a $160million or a $200million shed … 

So she wants credit! I will tell members what we will do at the opening. I think we will unveil a statue. We will 
have the member for Midland, we will have the member for Cockburn, and we will have the then Treasurer—
one can have his hands over his eyes, one can have his hands over his ears, and one can have his hands over his 
mouth!  
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COLIN EDWARDES — POTENTIAL CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

75. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 

I refer to the continued employment of the environment adviser, Mr Colin Edwardes, in the Premier’s office, and 
to the Premier’s admission that Colin Edwardes has advised him on climate change, one of Australia’s most 
significant, complex and important policy issues. 

(1) Is there not a clear conflict of interest because of the Premier’s admission that he has spoken with Mrs 
Edwardes regarding climate change? 

(2) Does not Mrs Edwardes’s extensive lobbying of the Premier’s office on a wide range of issues illustrate 
that lawyers cum lobbyists, like Mrs Edwardes, should be covered by the Premier’s long-awaited 
lobbyist legislation; and, if not, why not?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

(1)–(2) I said to the member for Rockingham earlier this week—yesterday—that if he has a specific allegation 
of a conflict of interest involving Colin Edwardes and Cheryl Edwardes, please tell me, and I will deal 
with it. Now, does the member for Rockingham have — 

Mr M. McGowan: I have just given you one! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Does the member for Rockingham have a specific allegation of a conflict of interest? 

Mr M. McGowan: He advises you on the issue, and you speak to her about it! That is a policy that your 
government is dealing with.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Okay. So that is the allegation? Has anyone heard of climate change? Has anyone in 
Australia not talked about climate change at some time in the past 12 months? Climate change. Yes, Colin 
Edwardes, that is notionally his responsibility. I cannot remember off the top of my head having a detailed 
conversation with him about it. But in terms of climate change and policy and responsibilities, I want to relay to 
members my conversations. This is the core of the issue, presumably, for the member for Rockingham. Cheryl 
Edwardes spoke to me and said that she was going to Copenhagen to report on the Copenhagen conference for 
the clients, notionally, of the law firm that she works with; and did I have anything particularly that I was 
interested in? I said no, but I would be interested in her reflections when she got back. When she got back, she 
gave me a copy of her, basically, client summary, for anyone who wanted it—Minter Ellison or anyone—of her 
observations of climate change. That was much the same as anyone could have read in any worthy or scientific 
publication about an assessment of the legal aspects that were discussed and the sorts of issues that were raised 
and some of the politics between nations.  

Mr M. McGowan: Does that influence your government’s policy? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Oh, absolutely! I chastised my entire cabinet for not being at Copenhagen for 
“Copenflop”! What a silly point the member has raised! What a silly, silly point this is! 

Mr J.N. Hyde: What about container deposit legislation? Why are you not implementing it? Are you doing all 
the Minister for Environment’s work now? 

The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Perth, you have formally been called once today, and I formally call you 
for the second time. 

Mr J.N. Hyde interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Perth, you want to stay in this place—I know you do. I formally call you 
for the third time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: As I understand it, Cheryl Edwardes’s role is broadly to assess the politics and the 
economics and the environmental side of climate change, and to provide the information. She does not work for 
the state government. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Do you know who her clients are? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I do not know who her clients are. There will be thousands of clients of Minter Ellison.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Armadale, you have been here for a while. I formally call you for the first 
time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: This is important. It is likely that during the time of any government, and during the career 
of any Premier, any minister and, indeed, often any member of Parliament, a situation will arise in which there 
could be a perception of a conflict of interest. It is the nature of the world and the duties that we perform.  
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Again, I say to the member for Rockingham that if he has a specific allegation or concern about a particular 
conflict of interest, please could he tell me. He has asked three questions about this. He has not produced one bit 
of substance. I have asked my staff whether there is any conflict or any potential conflict in any way relating to 
Cheryl Edwardes and my office—no. I do not have meetings or discussions with Cheryl Edwardes. The only 
time I ever see her is socially, basically. Please, what is the member’s point? I ask the member to stand, ask a 
supplementary question and tell me what his point is. If he cannot produce a substantive claim of a conflict of 
interest, he should stop wasting Parliament’s time. If he has a substantive claim, please tell me and I will deal 
with it.  

GRAIN GROWERS — BRIDGING THE YIELD GAP 

76. Mr I.C. BLAYNEY to the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 

As there are many grain growers in my electorate, I welcome the minister’s recent announcement of the Bridging 
the Yield Gap initiative to boost the productivity of grain growers. Can the minister please explain to the house 
how this initiative will lead to broader social benefits for regional communities?  

Mr D.T. REDMAN replied: 

I thank the member for Geraldton again for his ongoing interest in the agricultural sector. I also really appreciate 
his supportive discussions in the debate last evening on this wonderful decision we have made to further the 
industry in Western Australia.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I have been talking for some time about redefining and reforming the Department of 
Agriculture and Food to deliver to the sector that it serves. I have talked about centring the agency as an 
economic development agency. A number of people have asked me what that means. It simply means that every 
decision we make, every direction of resources that we take and the deployment of those resources is targeted to 
make a difference to the bottom line of the farming community. It is targeted to put money in the pockets of our 
farmers. As the member for Geraldton quite rightly highlights, that clearly makes a big difference to regional 
communities in the very broad sense. 

One such initiative I launched a number of weeks ago was the Bridging the Yield Gap initiative. Members may 
recall that I tabled a number of documents in the chamber that walked through the engagement that we are 
having with the farming community to ensure that decisions we make fall in step with industry. Part of that was 
to put in strategies and target some outcomes that we are chasing. One initiative that came from that is this 
Bridging the Yield Gap initiative. It will target the greater-than-350-millimetre rainfall zone to try to increase the 
grain yields in that zone.  

If we look at the rainfall across the state, the farmers who are in our low rainfall areas are getting a high 
percentage of the potential yield they should get from rainfall. Clearly, in the high rainfall areas, we are not 
getting the sort of potential we should be getting from rainfall. In fact, those farmers have had averages of 
something like 2.5 tonnes a hectare for the past 15 years.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: As always, there is very little interest from the opposition in this significant industry in 
Western Australia. The industry is worth $8 billion to us. The only thing the opposition can do is target shots 
across the floor without taking some interest in what this government is doing for a very important sector.  

There is a huge shift in thinking and resources. We will target $3 million to this initiative in the first year to 
highlight and identify the barriers to the yields in those regions, as well as profitability. We will work with the 
farming community to ensure that it has the knowledge and skills to make that difference. There is potential 
there for an extra two million tonnes of grain in the high rainfall areas of Western Australia. This is an initiative 
that we are targeting to make a difference. We will put money into the pockets of Western Australian farmers. Of 
course, the flow-on effects from that are significant. We know that when farmers are doing well the local shops 
are doing well—the dress shops, the grocery stores, the fuel stations and so on. The flow-on effects are 
significant. We are clearly targeting farmers in Western Australia by putting money into their pockets by making 
a difference. We are not trying to be all things to everybody but to target the resources where we can to make 
that difference. Of course it is good for rural communities and it is good for the state. That is why we are doing 
it.  

KARRATHA WATER SUPPLY 

77. Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE to the Minister for Water:  

I refer to the water supply in Karratha. 
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(1) Is the minister aware of claims that a LandCorp representative told the Karratha community at a 
meeting in December that the town would run out of water in three years? 

(2) Can the minister confirm that Karratha has a requirement for an additional five gigalitres of water per 
annum in coming years? 

(3) Does the minister agree that it would not be wise to rely on either the Harding Dam or the Millstream 
groundwater supply to provide this additional water? 

(4) How will the minister provide the additional five gigalitres of water for Karratha? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS replied: 

(1)–(4) I thank the member for his question. This is a very important issue because this government has a plan 
for the Pilbara. There are some significant demands for water in the Pilbara, particularly in Karratha, to 
develop and revitalise the Pilbara. The main sources of water in the west Pilbara, which includes 
Karratha and Port Hedland, are the Harding Dam and the Millstream bore fields. My department, the 
Department of Water, has a water plan for the Pilbara. Our plan designates the consumptive pool and 
what is available in the region. The source of that water is about 10 gigalitres, give or take. It is 
important to expand that resource along with the development of the region and to implement projects 
that provide extra water. There is a plan in the interim to expand the allocation of water from the 
Millstream bore field and Harding Dam without prejudicing the groundwater source. It is important for 
this to be sustainable.  

Mr E.S. Ripper interjected. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: The Leader of the Opposition should listen. There are plans in the Pilbara to expand that 
resource. Rio Tinto is expanding its bore fields, which has the potential to supply an increased resource. There 
are also plans to treat the water from the Harding Dam and the bore field to expand the potable source and also 
to treat the wastewater so that it can be used to water public open spaces and make the area green so that it is an 
attractive place where people want to live. We must attract people to live and work in the area. Obviously, these 
plans must sit together. We are working on the expansion of the City Pacific project to build a desalination plant. 
I was speaking with the Department of Water this morning. There are potential plans for City Pacific to provide 
some water to Karratha from the desalination plant it uses for its major project in the area. These are some of the 
options and we are working through them. We will choose the responsible option to provide a sustainable supply 
of water to the Pilbara in the future. 

KARRATHA WATER SUPPLY 

78. Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE to the Minister for Water: 

As a supplementary question, has the minister asked for and secured a budget allocation to provide water for the 
town of Karratha?  

Dr G.G. JACOBS replied: 

That is part of the future budget process. I will keep the member informed of this process as we work towards 
the best option for a sustainable water source for the west Pilbara. Watch this space. 

TREASURER’S ADVANCE AUTHORISATION BILL 2010 

Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [2.54 pm]: I will resume my comments on the Treasurer’s Advance 
Authorisation Bill introduced yesterday. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Members may have other conversations they want to have in this place, but I am sure 
Hansard would like to hear what the member is saying. I would like to hear what the member is saying and other 
people here would like to hear it. If you have a conversation that is not relevant to this place, please take it 
outside.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Thank you, Mr Speaker. We heard during question time the Treasurer attack the previous 
government’s handling of capital projects. But it is important to put on the record just where this government is 
at with its capital projects. As we have heard, Oakajee is in the budget. The state contribution is $339 million, 
but the feasibility study, the business case, has not been undertaken yet. The state contribution will be 
$339 million and an equal amount is to be funded by the commonwealth, yet no feasibility study or business case 
has been done on the cost of the project. The Northbridge Link, or now the Hub, project has been allocated about 
$497 million in the budget and, again, no figures have been prepared to show the true cost of this project. We 
will be watching very carefully to see whether the costs and time frame for the Hub project increases.  
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Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: It will be probably a bit like the canal funding arrangements.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The office of canal development will fix it all! The Perth waterfront is also a project that has 
been committed to and is to start within a year, yet I have seen no accurate figures on the true cost of that project.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Do you oppose that, too?  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: What is the cost of it?  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Show us your numbers. You have been pontificating today; get out and show us your 
numbers.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: At least I’ve been here.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: What is the cost of the project?  

Mr C.J. Barnett: I’ll tell you when we know.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Premier has committed to it; it will start within a year and he does not know the cost of 
the project.  

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: At least we tried to put an estimate on our projects.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: You were 200 per cent out.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: If we do not put estimates on them, we will never be out. The Premier starts projects without 
any idea of how much they will cost. How can he do that? What is in the budget for it? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: My goodness me! No wonder you are absolutely useless. 

Several members interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: How boring trying to include estimates in the budget. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: What a poor performer you are.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Premier should not personally attack people.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Oh, personally attack you! Give us a break. You’re not a good performer, are you?  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: For the Oakajee project, no feasibility study has been undertaken, but a costing is provided 
in the budget with no certainty of whether those figures will be in the ballpark. Again, there are no details to 
show whether the figures for the Hub will be correct. Of course, there is the Perth waterfront, which is to 
commence next year with absolutely no estimate of the total cost. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: It will begin serious construction in 2012.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I thought the Premier said on TV the other night that it would commence in 12 months.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Preliminary work will commence on the main waste water pipeline.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: So will the utilities be moved in 2011? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: They may.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: You are going to move them before you know the cost of the project.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: He is committed to it before he knows the cost of the project. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Yes; we’re going to do it. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: He is going to build it. We built the Perth Arena; it is a great project which thousands of 
Western Australians will enjoy. It is the same philosophy. 

Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Treasurer claimed that it is our project. It is our project. Is it now the Liberal Party’s 
project? Whose project is it?  

Mr T.G. Stephens: They’ll be our statues. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As we have been told.  

Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Perth Arena will be a great project for all Western Australians. It is our project. The 
Treasurer said it is our project, therefore it is our project.  
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The financial mismanagement of the state’s finances means a number of projects in my electorate and 
throughout Western Australia will not be funded. The incompetence of this government in handling its finances 
means that key priorities across Western Australia, including in my electorate of West Swan, will not go ahead. 
Key election commitments—for example, the construction of the Ellenbrook rail line—will not happen because 
of this government’s incompetent handling of the state’s finances. Key priority projects in other areas of public 
transport, as well as the construction and upgrading of roads throughout Western Australia, will not go ahead 
simply because this government is running out of money.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Did you support the 650 new buses announced last weekend?  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: They are new buses; not additional buses. I understand that was listed in the midyear review. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: There will be 650 new buses.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That will be over 10 years. It was announced in the midyear review and was to commence in 
2010–11. They are just new buses replacing the existing buses. It is the continuation of the bus program and 
there is no provision for additional buses.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: No additional buses?  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No. 

Several members interjected.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: We have contracted 65 to 80 buses a year according to demand. That is the contract.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It was described in the midyear review and press release that it is a continuation of the 
existing program.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: You didn’t do your homework again. The contract was for 65 to 80 buses a year with a 
minimum of 650.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is the continuation of the existing program. All governments buy new buses.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: You didn’t. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, we did.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: The existing contract was entered into by the Richard Court government.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Honestly, the Premier can say whatever he wants.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: I will just point out that the member for West Swan is, again, inaccurate.  

The SPEAKER: I gave the call to the member for West Swan and I am sure she does not need the assistance of 
members on either side of this place.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Key projects in my electorate will not be funded. I repeat that the Ellenbrook rail line is one 
of them. Given that the Premier is interjecting all the time, I ask him whether that was an election commitment.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: I noted that you quoted one of your local newspapers the other day. You didn’t quote me.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: So, there was not an election commitment? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You need to look at what I said in the election campaign.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Are the words in the pamphlet that I have in my hand, which was distributed by the Liberal 
Party’s candidate, the now member for Swan Hills, that the Liberals will build a rail line to Ellenbrook not the 
Liberal Party’s words?  

Mr C.J. Barnett: I said two things: I said that was the next logical major extension of the metropolitan rail 
network and, if we were elected, it would be our second-term project.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, the Premier did not say that.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Yes, I did. That is exactly what I said in the campaign. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The then shadow Minister for Transport committed to a time frame, commencing 2012 and 
to be completed by 2015.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: I know exactly what I said in the campaign. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The then shadow Minister for Transport and the now Premier said on television that the 
Liberal Party was matching the Labor Party commitment for the Ellenbrook rail line to commence in 2012. The 
then shadow Minister for Transport clearly committed to a time frame and the now member for Swan Hills 
distributed pamphlets throughout the electorate of Swan Hills —  
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Mr C.J. Barnett: All you had was a sign on a star picket that fell over in the election campaign, as your whole 
campaign did. That was the level of your preparation for the line. 

Mr F.A. Alban: Can you show me the pamphlet I distributed?  

Several members interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Mr Acting Speaker, I ask for an extension. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Order, member for Swan Hills! For those members who missed 
the member’s request for an extension of time, I advise that the extension has been granted. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There are other roads in the area that need urgent attention and that are a high priority. Last 
week we saw the opening of a Reid Highway extension, between West Swan Road and Great Northern Highway. 
It was a great project committed to and funded and commenced by the previous government. That is now open, 
but it is necessary for the Reid Highway duplication to be completed, particularly between Beechboro Road and 
West Swan Road. It is a key priority. A number of crashes occur in that vicinity, and funding for that project is 
urgently needed.  

Point of Order 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: This debate is on the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill.  

Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, member for Cannington! 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Excuse me, but I am speaking to a point of order. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: This is not a general debate. The debate should focus on the bill at hand and whether the 
appropriation should be accepted.  

Ruling by Acting Speaker 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): The debate on the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill 2010 
is not a general, public affairs debate. Rather, the bill seeks to increase the Treasurer’s advance account limit for 
the current financial year from the amount authorised. Hence, this bill is about to change the limit to which the 
Treasurer can advance funds for extraordinary or unforeseen matters. I ask the member to continue but to keep 
on topic.  

Debate Resumed 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Didn’t you work for Treasury at one stage? You don’t know the difference between the 
Treasury bills.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I worked for Treasury. Did the Premier?  

Mr C.J. Barnett: No. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It shows. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: At least I know the difference between an appropriation bill and the Treasurer’s Advance 
Authorisation Bill.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am talking about the extra $1.15 billion that has been requested under this bill. What I have 
been saying is that this bill does not include key projects in my area, such as the extension of Reid Highway. The 
Reid Highway – Malaga Drive intersection also needs to be improved to help commercial and residential traffic 
in that area. Other key projects include the Lord Street - Reid Highway intersection, the duplication of Gnangara 
Road and the improvement of the Gnangara Road - Beechboro Road intersection. Under the Treasurer’s 
Advance Authorisation Bill 2010, the government is requesting an extra $1.1 — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Do you think we should be spending more?  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am saying that the government is bankrupting the state. There will be no money to fund the 
priorities in my electorate or other suburbs.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: They are all the projects not done in the Labor years.  
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: By the way, Treasurer, how much will Oakajee cost? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Well, so far, the Premier and his good friend Kevin have put in around $778 million from the 
state’s point of view. Is that about right, Premier?  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: How much will the project cost? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: That is still being worked through.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is still to be worked through! I ask the Treasurer how much the Perth waterfront 
development will cost. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: We’ll show you ours if you’ll show us yours! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I ask again: how much will the Perth waterfront development cost? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Oh, how ridiculous you are. What a ridiculous question.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: A ridiculous question?  

Several members interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The government is demonstrating its absolute disregard for the state’s finances. This will 
result in budget deficits. Debt will increase. Expense growth will be out of control. It will mean increased taxes 
and charges for everyone in Western Australia. We are already seeing that. It will also lead to the non-delivery of 
key projects in all electorates and suburbs across Western Australia. Those projects are priorities for the people. 
The Premier has today demonstrated that he has no regard for the state’s finances; he makes it up as he goes 
along. All that this bill will mean for Western Australians is larger bills and no projects in their areas.  

MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [3.08 pm]: When I say the figure “$1.15 billion”, I feel like I need to do a 
Dr Evil impersonation. But it is not the highest figure we have heard in this place, and I am sure it will not be the 
highest figure that will be discussed in coming years. It is a large amount of money. The question on the tip of 
the tongue of all Western Australians would be: what value do we get for $1.15 billion? If we were to ask that 
question of the people in my electorate, the answer would be zero. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Do you have any first home buyers in your electorate?  

Mr A.J. WADDELL: I have some. There are a lot of new things happening in my electorate.  

Mr T.R. Buswell interjected. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: The Treasurer knows about small businesses in my electorate; I believe he recently 
visited some.  

One thing I noted was the increased allocation for the police of $19.243 million. That is an interesting topic. I 
would like some additional expenditure out of those savings on some more closed-circuit television cameras. 
The reason that we need closed-circuit television cameras is highlighted by what happened to one of my 
constituents, Mr Alan Russell. Perhaps he is known to this chamber. Mr Alan Russell recently highlighted the 
inadequacies and injustices that are inherent in the government’s proposed stop-and-search laws and the 
mandatory sentencing law that applies when a person assaults a police officer. Mr Russell is the gentleman who, 
had it not been for CCTV footage, would be facing a jail term for assaulting a police officer. The assault charge 
was completely and utterly fabricated by the police officer concerned. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: What happened to the police officer?  

Mr A.J. WADDELL: He got a small fine, I believe. He was not given a mandatory sentence. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Was he charged?  

Mr A.J. WADDELL: I am not sure what has happened to him since. That incident highlights the problems of 
putting blind faith in our police force and trusting that officers will always do the right thing. It should serve as a 
warning to the public that their interests are not always served by more policing and greater powers. It is 
frightening to think how many similar cases there are to Mr Russell’s case. How many people are rotting away in 
our ever-increasing prison population simply because it was their word against the word of a police officer?  

Mr C.C. Porter: That is ridiculous!  

Mr A.J. WADDELL: It happened here, and without CCTV footage it would not have been proven that Mr 
Russell did not assault the police officer. The member is kidding himself if he thinks that that does not happen. 
Throughout the world there are countless examples of people who have rotted away in prison for years only to 
have been determined innocent years later when new evidence came to light. We should consider that. Who 
watches the watchers? Who is guarding the guards? 
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Point of Order 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We are debating the Treasurer’s advance bill. It is a not a wide-ranging bill like the 
appropriation bills. It is a very specific bill. The subject that the member for Forrestfield is speaking about is way 
off beam. I ask the Acting Speaker to draw the member’s attention to the bill we are debating.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Clearly the member was addressing the bill. He was making it clear what should have 
been included in the bill. He is arguing that what has been left out of the government’s $1.15 billion 
extravaganza is CCTV to protect Western Australian citizens. It is clearly relevant to the debate.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is very easy for members to make points of order about relevance to the bill. We could 
do it all day. However, it is easy for members to refer to any matter because the bill refers to many departments 
and budgets. If the government wants to take points of order, members can refer to what is in the bill. I suggest 
the government go with the flow.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): There is no point of order. Debate should be confined to whether 
the authorisation should be approved. It is not an opportunity for general debate on public affairs.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: Labor will support the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill 2010; we have made that 
perfectly clear. We do not block budgetary bills. What we are questioning is how it is that we came to the 
extraordinary figure of $1.15 billion. It is difficult to demonstrate what the Western Australian public will get 
from that money. They have received nothing, particularly those in the eastern suburbs, which is where my seat 
is located. We barely get thrown scraps from the table.  

I note an $818 000 item for the Office of Energy that relates to a Gas Supply and Emergency Management 
Committee recommendation. I am not certain what the management committee recommended for the Office of 
Energy. I would like to think that the Office of Energy is concerned about the accountability of energy suppliers 
within Western Australia. I hope it is on top of the poor service and misinformation that was given by Synergy to 
people in my electorate. 

A couple of weeks ago I had a number of meetings with some residents from my electorate about their concerns. 
These people were, quite literally, fed up that they had not been billed by Synergy and that they were getting the 
run-around, which relates to this Treasurer’s advance. The government will be relying on moneys coming from 
Synergy, yet we find that Synergy, because of its billing practices, has not been billing people. Synergy will 
eventually bill these people; it will eventually bill the pensioners in my electorate, in some cases, up to 
six months worth of bills. It will have very little chance of receiving payment for that six-month bill simply 
because those people will not have the capacity to meet six months of backlogged power payments, added to the 
ever-increasing power bills they are facing right now. I was informed by a representative of Synergy that the 
bills had not been sent out due to a failure in its computer system. It introduced a new computer system in 
August 2009, and the problems will take some time to be rectified. Synergy signed off on this computer system; 
I understand it is a similar computer system to one used in the United Kingdom, and now the company involved 
is being sued for failing to deliver properly there as well. 

What was even more disturbing about the whole Synergy mess was that these people were often receiving bills 
that were categorised as second notices—not the first notice, because they had never received the first notice. 
Synergy was trying to bill these people an additional administration charge for the collection of moneys not paid 
due to the fact that Synergy had not sent out a bill. Synergy went out of its way to try to explain this and 
promised to rectify it and waive all the payments for the late fees and so forth, but I cannot help but come to the 
conclusion that it was a little bit of too little too late, which reminds me a little bit of the Treasurer’s Advance 
Authorisation Bill 2010 before us today; it is too big too early for what we are receiving.  

There have also been a lot of complaints from people who tried to do their bit for the environment by installing 
photovoltaic solar units on their roofs. These people were trying to offset the ever-increasing power bills they 
faced, trying to offset greenhouse gas emissions, and trying to do their bit for the environment. The complaints 
related to the equipment being improperly installed; the billing system being manipulated, meaning that they had 
no way of determining their input into it; and a lack of clarity on future tariffs they would be paid. There was 
confusion around government policy on that.  

The area I wish to focus on most today is that of the budget for education. That has risen by $66 764 000, which 
is only exceeded—in a massive, massive, massive amount—by the budget for the Department of Treasury and 
Finance. In travelling through my electorate, education is one of the elements that I interact with people about a 
great deal; in fact, the majority of people probably interact with government services through the education 
system more than just about anything, other than, say, the health system. I have been contacted recently by a 
number of parents who were immensely excited by all of the work going on in schools. The National School 
Pride money has seen schools spiffed up a little bit, which shows how schools have been left to deteriorate. 
Probably not enough money has been put into our budgets over the years for school maintenance.  
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One of the things parents are excited about, of course, is the construction of new buildings through the Building 
the Education Revolution fund, but a concern has been raised about the lack of air conditioning. Any member 
who has been outside today realises that it is a little bit unseasonably warm for this time of year—I think it is 
39 degrees today. It will be similarly hot tomorrow, I understand, and it was over 40 degrees a couple of weeks 
ago. I did not come into this place to read a weather report, but the point is that we are now building school 
buildings without air conditioning. In this day and age we are not air conditioning these building simply because 
they do not fall within a certain boundary; they do not fall within a policy. This has been a long-standing policy. 
I believe the Premier himself commented on this matter in 2001 when he was the then education minister. He 
promised that if a coalition government were re-elected then anything that was partly air-cooled or not air-cooled 
at all would be air-cooled over the next four years. Of course, since then a Labor government has come and 
gone, and the Premier is, of course, in charge of a government that is more than capable of doing it. It seems a 
shame that we are constructing these buildings in a way that children will be subjected to heat fatigue and 
situations in which they will not be able to learn properly because they are simply uncomfortable. I think our 
children deserve better than that. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: That is fair enough, and the member would agree that we should, as most governments have 
done, do the areas where it is hottest, which has primarily been country areas and, increasingly, the eastern 
suburbs of Perth. I happen to think schools in the member’s electorate should get priority over schools in my 
electorate. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: I thank the Premier and I probably will quote him on that! 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I do and I have always followed that. They should; it is hottest. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: Exactly, it is very hot out there and often we do not get the benefit of the sea breeze and it 
becomes quite difficult. 

I have been approached by a number of constituents who are concerned about the amount of money that the 
government is spending. I have a constituent, Ms Maureen Moore, who cares for her mentally ill daughter who 
unfortunately escapes from her house from time to time and we are required to call out the police and so forth to 
track her down. Ms Moore asked why we cannot institute some sort of program whereby she can have 
technology or some other means to help her find where her daughter is running to, rather than having to mobilise 
large numbers of police and search parties to find her. It is one of those things that get us thinking: it seems a bit 
of an absurd claim until we start to think about what it actually costs us not to do the so-called absurd thing. In 
this instance we would have to say that for a relatively small amount of money—I mean, people can buy pet 
trackers these days—we could in fact identify children who are at risk and provide a program that would allow 
parents to enable a system whereby they could track their children if they do in fact manage to get out of their 
care. Sometimes we have to wait for the disaster to occur before we act, and the police get involved and it drags 
them away from other important work—we are not thinking proactively about this. I think a lot of these 
problems occur when mental illness is involved. A large number of problems that come before me in my 
electorate these days are to do with mental illness; people are being attacked or have to deal with very unusual 
behaviour and there is nowhere to turn. We are really not dealing very well with, or being proactive in, assisting 
people with mental illnesses. 

Back to the issue of power, Donna and Rex Morrison contacted me about Western Power, which plans to put a 
330 kilovolt powerline through their orchard in Maida Vale as part of the Guildford terminal to southern terminal 
route to pre-empt demand for power usage in 2017 when we will need additional power given population growth 
and so forth. Western Power is calling on easements that were put on the property in 1974. That is forward 
thinking: 1974 was more than 30 years ago—it would have been the State Energy Commission back then—and 
now Western Power says that it needs to put in these powerlines. This makes me ponder how thinking that 
occurred in 1974 is relevant to 2010, 2011, 2012 or 2017. How did the SEC get what we need now, when, as we 
have been debating today, we are dealing with cost blow-outs for all sorts of projects and things like that? 
Governments do think long term, but there is a danger in that. There is a danger in the fact that we can be locked 
into long-term thinking and long-term processes. It is a failure in the current budget to begin thinking like that. 
This is the twenty-first century; this is the time when we need to be thinking a little more parallel. We need to be 
thinking about ways that we can try to do things differently. In a lot of places around the world we see examples 
of governments implementing alternative, renewable and sustainable power generation directly to their 
communities. There is no reason we could not be using fuel-cell technology in outlying communities, even 
within the metropolitan area, and starting to reduce the need to spend this kind of money on that kind of 
infrastructure to deliver power. It would be greener; it would be more sustainable; it would not be a blight; and it 
certainly would prevent people such as Donna and Rex from being robbed of their future livelihood in running 
the orchard they wish to run. 

A number of other issues have come up, such as Anne Godfree who wanted to take her son to the local primary 
school. Her local primary school said that it did not have the money to support her son because he constantly 
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requires an oxygen tank. It was suggested that she take her son to a special school at Maddington. It is a school 
that is designed for children with severe intellectual disability and has the capacity to deal with special needs 
children like that who require special equipment. It was a staggering thought to me that we would treat 
somebody in that way. Can members imagine what it would be like to be told to send their child to a school 
where in every single way the child would exceed the capacity of everyone else in the school? The child’s social 
life would be destroyed. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: The child does not have an intellectual disability? 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: The child has no intellectual disability, just a physical disability. It was just mind-
blowing. Imagine what a living nightmare the child would be condemned to by not being able to have friends 
that he could play with normally or friends that he could talk to. The child’s academic development would be 
stunted simply because the school is not geared up to deal with him. I managed to advocate on his and his 
mother’s behalf and I have been talking with the Department of Education. I think a satisfactory solution will be 
found and he will be hosted within the local school. However, that drew to mind another problem.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: Since Parliament rose last year, I was given the opportunity to be appointed patron of the 
Gifted and Talented Children’s Association of Western Australia. I beg a bit of indulgence here; this is key to the 
education portfolio. I wish the Minister for Education was in the chamber, as this is a topic that I understand is 
fairly dear to her as well and flows into what we heard earlier today about the needs of children in early 
childhood. 

The gifted association deals with gifted children. Giftedness is a very poorly understood concept. It is easy to 
regard it as a gift—something that we are lucky to receive and can politely refuse and get on with life as normal. 
But a gifted child is a very different child; a gifted child has very specific needs. They are needs which, I am 
afraid, we are not meeting very well. More often than not gifted children become problem children, and problem 
children cost us money in the system later on. We need to actually start thinking about how investing a small 
amount of money now can save us a great deal in the future. The reason they become problem children is that the 
system fails them. It fails to consider their differences; it fails to understand their needs; and it squanders their 
talents. Like the constituent I spoke of earlier who was told that her son would be condemned to a school that did 
not cater for his needs, the parents of gifted children and the children themselves are often put in this very same 
situation. They are caught up in institutions that simply do not understand nor cater for their learning 
circumstances. They often refuse to recognise the fact that they are different. Parents of gifted children are often 
dismissed with phrases such as “All children are gifted.” Of course all children are gifted. All children are 
precious, but it does not mean that there are not some who have special needs. They are fobbed off with 
promises that they will be kept busy with some entertaining work, or something like that. That is a great way to 
squander a resource. There is a fundamental belief in our society that if a child is gifted or talented, those gifts or 
talents will shine through and they will be okay. That is not so. If this was a sporting situation, we would not take 
that attitude. We understand that we need to encourage and craft elite sportspeople. Governments spend large 
amounts of money on programs for elite sportspeople. Members will see it in this budget. There is money for 
sports. We understand that the needs of these people have to be nourished. We do not assume that their talent 
will shine through; we see it is a seed that we have to nurture so that it will grow to full blossoming. Giftedness 
requires the same nutrition, with carefully constructed education plans. Gifted students need support, they need 
understanding, they need challenging, they need compression, they need extension and they need acceleration. 
They need opportunities for these things, and they need recognition of who they are and what their capabilities 
are. 

Before I go too far, I do not want to be too critical. I do not want to suggest that the education system, as it 
stands now, does not do anything in this area, because it does. It does understand the problem. It has an 
awareness of the issue, and there are policies and programs in place. There is the Gifted and Talented Education 
program and the Primary Extension and Challenge program. Perth Modern School is an academically select 
school, and there are other select schools, and there are specialist programs at some of the other schools. There is 
a system, and for those lucky few who are identified and get into such a school, the system works. The essential 
point I am trying to make is that although there are a lucky few who get through and who are looked after, for a 
large number of others the system fails. The system works when a child is identified and has the fortune to be at 
a school where the principal and the teachers have the necessary gifted professional development and understand 
it, and they have the resources to enact it. This often comes down to psychologists. We need more psychologists 
in the schools to be able to identify these different children. Most gifted children are not that lucky. 

Children are not gifted when they enter grade 5, which is when PEAC starts; they are gifted right from the 
beginning. By the time students enter grade 5, they have been in our school system for five to seven years. It is 
much too late to identify a gifted child at that time. A new program called Junior PEAC started this year, and that 
is a start, but even then, it only goes back to grade 4. We need gifted programs under which we can begin to 
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accelerate grade 1 and grade 2 children. We do not need to have children spending two years learning their 
ABCs if they grasped reading before they entered school. We need early identification of support. It is the late 
recognition that is the problem. It is often too late, and that is when poor habits are formed. That is why we need 
the psychologists in the schools and that is why we need to fund them. If it is left too late, by that time the 
students have begun to hate school because it is not a nice place to be. They are forced to do things that they do 
not like to do. They do not understand it; they do not get it. Then they begin to misbehave, and that misbehaviour 
deteriorates. The children are then identified not as gifted, but as problem children, and they are put into 
programs that do not suit them. We need to recognise that, and today we need specialist gifted primary schools. 
It is too late to leave it to Perth Modern School and like schools; we need to do it right from the beginning. 

Giftedness is not a one-size-fits-all approach. Everyone is different and will need to be handled as such. Some 
students respond well to compression; others need to have advancement or extension. We need to recognise that 
when somebody has been identified as a problem child, it might be because that child has an underlying 
giftedness. We should not respond with punishment; we should respond with challenges for the child. 

We should not be blinded by emotional and social factors. Imagine an alien planet on which, for some strange 
reason, we decided to group our children by their height. Imagine if a child happened to be a short seven-year-
old or a short nine-year-old. Suddenly, that child is going to be listed with the six-year-olds. That child would be 
a fish out of water the whole time. Those other kids would not play in the same way as that child, they would not 
be able to answer questions in the same way as that child, and they would not think the same way as that child. It 
would seem to us to be an absurd system, yet that is what we do with age grouping today. At seven years of age, 
a gifted child could have the same emotional and intellectual abilities as a nine-year-old or a 10-year-old. Being 
forced to play the dress-up games and all those things that happen with other seven-year-olds is just torture for 
that poor kid. Age is no more a predictor of appropriate placement than height is. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Member for Forrestfield — 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: I am getting off the point. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Very much so, yes. Interesting though it is, I am going to direct you to come back to 
the issue at hand.  

Mr A.J. WADDELL: I will come back to this matter in the future, because it is an area that we need to invest 
in. It is also an issue we need to look at in this appropriation bill. We are spending $1.15 billion on top of what 
we already agreed to spend last year. It is a significant sum of money, and we have to ask ourselves what value 
we are getting for it. As consumers, what value are the electors of this state getting from this government? At the 
moment, there is not a lot to show for it. What does a consumer do when he does not get value from the things he 
purchases? He changes brands. I suppose when a government puts forward a bill asking for $1.15 billion without 
offering significant value to consumers, it needs to ask itself whether consumers are going to switch brands. The 
warning that I lay out today is that consumers will change brands at the first opportunity, because this one 
provides very poor value. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [3.35 pm]: I am pleased to rise to address the Treasurer’s Advance 
Authorisation Bill 2010. The Liberal Party came to government on the basis that it was going to provide fiscal 
discipline for the state. Over the two years of this government, it has got a gold medal and a silver medal for the 
Treasurer’s advance authorisation. We were all shocked last year when we saw more than $1 billion in extra 
expenditure by the Liberal–National government, and we were even more shocked this year to see it come back 
again for more than $1 billion. According to The West Australian, the Treasurer warned the Liberal party room 
that there was no money for additional activity in Western Australia. The political editor of The West Australian 
reported that ashen-faced backbenchers realised that they would not be able to deliver their pet projects in the 
suburbs.  

It is interesting to compare the revenue estimates in the Pre-election Financial Projections Statements for the 
four years from 2008–09 through to 2011–12 with the midyear reviews for the same period. The revenue 
estimate in the PFPS, as it is called, was $83 274 million over the four years. If we put the 2008–09 annual report 
on finances together with the first three years of the midyear review forward estimates—the same four years as 
appeared in the PFPS—the revenue estimate is $83 405 million, which is $131 million more than was expected 
at the time of the PFPS. The PFPS, of course, was delivered at the height of the boom, so when the government 
says that it has no money, it is in fact expecting $131 million extra from the boom period. Even though the boom 
arguably paused last year and is now reactivating, despite that pause, the government is going to actually have 
more money than was projected in the PFPS, not less. The real problem is that expenditure for the four years 
covered by the PFPS was $76 448 million. Again, if we look at the same four years from the 2008–09 annual 
report on finances plus the midyear reviews, we see that expenditure is now expected to be $83 498 million—an 
increase of $7 billion. No wonder the surplus has disappeared. This is a reduction in the surplus of more than 
$6 billion over that period. The very good finances that were left to the Liberal–National government have been 
wasted, and the bill that we are debating today is just one piece of evidence of that waste and lack of discipline.  
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The Treasurer used to rail against expenditure growth during the boom when we had to deal with the problem of 
a huge labour demand and a huge wage demand of eight per cent. The Treasurer has exceeded that figure in both 
years of his stewardship of Western Australian finances. It was no surprise to look back and see that the Liberal 
government in Western Australia delivered five budget deficits in eight years during the last time it was the 
steward of this state’s finances. Looking at the Government Mid-year Financial Projections Statement, we can 
see that the government expects to go back into deficit so that the Liberal Party habit of running deficits in this 
state will continue. 

It has not been tabled in Parliament, but members of Parliament have been given a document from the Treasurer 
entitled “Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill 2010: Details of Excesses and New Items for the 2010 
Financial Year”. There is a lot more detail in the document that was handed out this year compared with the 
document that was handed out last year. That is very interesting because when we look at the document that was 
handed out last year and compare it with the information that was provided to members on the Appropriation 
(Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2007–08 and 2008–09 (Supplementary) Bill 2009 that we dealt with earlier 
this week, there was no relationship at all between the information that we were given during last year’s debate 
on the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill and the subsequent appropriation bill—the appropriation bill that 
authorises the expenditure that is made under the Treasurer’s advance authorisation. We really have to question 
what will be in next year’s appropriation bill. Will it bear any relationship to what we are told the Treasurer 
wants to spend the money on? Last year it did not. It leads us to suspect that the government does not know.  

I will go through a couple of the items that struck me out of the information that was provided to us under the 
appropriation bill and look at what sort of things the government was doing with the state’s finances last year. 
That will give us an idea of what it will do with the state’s finances next year. The first issue that I draw to the 
attention of the house is the WA state suicide prevention strategy. In the information that the government has 
provided for the appropriation bill, we see that $4 million was allocated to the state suicide prevention strategy. 
This is very important when we consider that on 1 September 2008 the leader of the Liberal Party, the now 
Premier, and Hon Helen Morton put out a media release headed “WA’s first suicide prevention plan, minister 
and commissioner for mental health under Liberals”. That press release said that an incoming government 
will — 

Spend $13 million in the first two years of government to develop and test a comprehensive WA State 
Suicide Prevention Strategy. 

When that was announced in the community, people would have used that when considering whether they were 
going to vote Liberal. The information provided shows that $4 million was allocated. However, the then 
government also told us under an item called “Cash flow of election commitment: WA state suicide prevention 
strategy,” that $3.5 million of that $4 million was reversed out. This goes to the heart of the honesty and 
credibility of the government. It promised one thing in a media release on 1 September 2008 during the election 
campaign to trick people into thinking that they were going to do something about suicide prevention. They got 
into government and they simply dumped their election commitment. That is not right. It is not fair to the people 
of Western Australia. It demonstrates the lack of compassion that this government has.  

On 22 August 2008 the then shadow Minister for Health, now the Minister for Health, put out a media release 
headed “A Liberal health plan to turn around eight years of neglect”. It listed a range of things that the 
government said it would do. I will highlight one of those things. The media release said, under the heading 
“Valuing our nurses” —  

• Establish a Hospital Nurse Support Fund to help fund workplace facilities and improvements for 
nurses and related staff in public hospitals 

Indeed, on 12 May 2009, when in government, the Minister for Health put out a media release headed “New 
$28million fund gives nurses a say on improving work environments”. The media release said in part — 

Health Minister Kim Hames today announced the fund, saying it would help attract and retain nurses by 
allowing hospital nursing staff to have their say in improving their workforce environment.  

The government told us that it had allocated $6.1 million to that project in 2008–09. However, it then reversed 
out 100 per cent of that—it reversed out the whole $6.1 million. This is another example of a government that is 
all spin and no delivery. I cannot find that $6.1 million anywhere in the government’s documentation. Even 
though the government has said that that amount has been re-cashflowed, which would suggest that it will come 
up again in a future year, it has not come up in a future year. It is not there. It has disappeared. It is a broken 
election promise. It is a trick. It is a con. It is another Liberal lie.  

In that same media release dated 22 August 2008, the then shadow and now Minister for Health said that a 
Liberal government would provide the following — 

• Additional $10 million over two years for chemotherapy services in public hospitals, to be 
allocated with expert advice.  
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• Establish a Palliative Services Support Fund to improve the capacity of existing palliative services, 
and innovative projects to deliver palliative care services to Western Australians. 

If we look at the information the government has provided, these projects have been cancelled. That is another 
broken election commitment, with no apology, no care and no compassion for this community. This is another 
example of how the government is long on rhetoric and happy to put out a media release, but is not interested in 
delivery.  

As I have said already to this chamber, this government is spending more money than has ever been spent by any 
government in the history of this state. This is not a question of a lack of resources. This government has more 
resources than any government in the history of this state has ever had. The revenue that this government expects 
to receive over the four-year period that I have described is higher than it was when Labor lost office—not 
lower.  

I turn now to education. A very important issue during the election campaign was behaviour management. On 
25 August 2008, the then Leader of the Opposition and now Premier, Hon Colin Barnett, and the then shadow 
Minister for Education and Training and now minister, Hon Peter Collier, put out a media release headed 
“Liberals to ensure better behaviour in public schools”. That media release said that a Liberal government 
will — 

Provide an additional $18million in our first term directly to public schools to fund behaviour 
management programs …  

Again, this program was allocated $6.292 million. However, $5 million of that money was then reversed out. I 
cannot see anywhere in the budget papers or the midyear review where that money has been re-expensed. It has 
just been cancelled. That is a dishonest way of behaving. It is another Liberal lie.  

No-one can think about the election campaign and not remember the teachers’ enterprise bargaining agreement. 
The Labor Party took a very responsible position in respect of the teachers’ EBA. We negotiated in good faith 
and made an exceptional offer to the State School Teachers’ Union of WA, but it chose to reject that offer. We 
were not prepared to negotiate with the teachers’ union during the election campaign, because we did not want 
the financial position of the state to be held to ransom by the political necessities of an election campaign. 
However, despite our responsible position, our opponents were very happy to play politics with that issue. On 
24 August 2008, the now Premier, Hon Colin Barnett, and the now minister, Hon Peter Collier, put out a media 
release headed, “Liberals to increase teachers’ pay”. The first paragraph of that media release stated — 

A Liberal Government will allocate an additional $120 million in its first Budget to improve teacher 
salaries over the current three year agreement.  

The promise was $120 million. Actually, it is slightly worse than that because in government spin—no 
substance—on 2 November 2008 the Premier and the Minister for Education put out a joint media release in 
which they stated — 

The agreement, which is subject to acceptance by union members, includes the Liberal Party’s pre-
election commitment to spend an extra $120million on teacher salaries. 

We can see from the information the government has provided us that in the first year there is an election 
commitment to teachers’ pay of $35 million. Then there is a reversing decision valued at $33.954 million. In 
other words, of that $35 million promise, $1 million and the change was actually spent on that election 
commitment. Again, I have examined the budget papers and I have examined the midyear review, but nowhere is 
that $33.954 million returned to the budget.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Aren’t there any teachers in the member’s electorate?  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is a dishonest approach. If the government intended to spend that money, it has an 
obligation to spend it. If the Liberal Party was telling us the truth, the money would not be reversed out of the 
budget; it would be spent. The fact that it has not been spent demonstrates a dishonest campaign promise. There 
was no additional money delivered to teachers. This is a very important issue because, at the time of the 
Treasurer’s authorisation last year, this matter was raised in detail. We went through the information that was 
provided to us at that time. The Premier participated in that debate. The Premier gave us a lecture in mathematics 
on the night, even though, of course, his sums were wrong and he had to correct himself later. They were the 
facts. It is even worse than what happened last year. The truth now, when it comes out at the end of this period of 
time, is that less than $2 million—only $1.046 million—was spent on the enterprise bargaining agreement by the 
incoming Liberal government and not the $35 million promised. That was the difference between the offer made 
and budgeted for in the Pre-election Financial Projections Statement by the Labor Party and the incoming 
Liberal government’s position. That is the truth; it cannot be denied.  

A very important area of activity, of course, is providing additional services to people with disabilities. Again, 
the Liberal Party put out a media release on 21 August 2008 from Hon Donna Faragher headed “Building a 
future for people with disabilities”. I quote, in part — 
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Provide $11.75 million through the Community Disability Housing Programme to build five out-of-
home respite facilities in both metropolitan and rural Western Australia. 

I go further on that topic and refer to a media release put out by the Minister for Disability Services, Hon Simon 
O’Brien, on 2 November 2009.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: He put out a press release headed “Minister announces respite care facilities for 
Joondalup and Rockingham”. He lists the $12 million promise and other things about those two facilities—one 
in the northern suburbs and one in the south. Interestingly, again, there is spin—no delivery. The media 
statement reads — 

“Work on the two facilities will start once suitable land is sourced,” he said. 

That is not what the promise was but that is what he is now saying. There is no commitment in this media release 
to do anything. The government is happy to have the headline and happy to have the media release put out, but 
what do we find when we examine the budget? We find there was a $5 million commitment but $4.588 million 
of that $5 million was reversed out. Again, it was not brought forward into the future years. It has disappeared 
off the agenda. That is a broken election promise and it is up to the Liberal Party to fix it. If the government fixes 
its series of broken election promises that I have highlighted, that would be welcomed by me. It is not honest; it 
is typical of a government that is interested in having a headline, having a quick focus group line, but not 
interested in governing the state. It is not interested in doing the hard work to keep control over costs. It is happy 
to spend billions of dollars more than the level of expenditure under the former government. This is a 
government that, when in opposition, said the Labor Party was spending too much money. Now it has come into 
government, it spends more than we did. When we were in government, they said that it was fiscal weakness to 
have high levels of expenditure growth, yet this government has increased our expenditure growth and is not 
prepared to be accountable for that. 

I also bring to the attention of members a media release by the then Leader of the Opposition on 2 September 
2008 titled “Mobile speed humps, tougher penalties for hoons and education for P-platers”. The media release 
states, in part —   

The Liberals want to empower local communities to take the fight up to hoons in local trouble spots and 
we will help at that grass roots level with mobile speed humps …  

It is interesting that in the list of re-cashflow items there is $500 000 for speed humps. The government has 
reversed that decision and taken away the promise it made. It is happy to announce a media release and get a 
headline — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: There is one in the marginal seat of Kingsley. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Very good. The then opposition promised to do it and its members were happy to talk 
about it in front of a television camera, but when it comes to the hard work of delivering on its commitments, it 
is has not delivered. Despite $2.3 billion of additional expenditure, the government cannot find $500 000 to meet 
its own election commitment. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: We are 17 months into a four-and-a-half-year term. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It has been two years, Premier. The Premier is sitting in the chamber with no work to 
do. That is very impressive. We are always very interested to see how hard the Premier works. At least he has 
come in here sober. I am very pleased that the Premier is sober in the chamber. The last time we had this 
conversation, I was not quite sure what his sobriety was. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Order! I do not need a member to raise a point of order to ask 
the member to withdraw that imputation. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I made no imputation against the Premier. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I heard it very clearly and I ask you to withdraw the 
imputation. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I made no imputation. I cannot withdraw what I have not said. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I instruct you to withdraw what you said. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: If you can tell me the words that I need to withdraw, I will withdraw them. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: You implied that the Premier comes in here in a non-sober state. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I did not. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER: It was black and white, member for Cannington, and I am instructing you to 
withdraw your comment. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: If the Premier — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: No ifs or buts, member for Cannington! I am instructing you to withdraw the 
comment. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I cannot withdraw what I have not said, but I am happy to withdraw any statement that I 
made that the Premier was drunk. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Well, do it. Withdraw. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I have done it. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Continue. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am very pleased that the Premier is here sober today. It is very good that he did that. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I call you for the first time for repeating that comment. That is your second time 
today. Do you want to continue down this line? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am happy to continue to make my remarks if the Premier wants to be disorderly. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I have just called you for the second time. I ask you to continue and to not make that 
implication again. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I would appreciate it if you would direct the Premier to be orderly in the chamber, Mr 
Acting Speaker. I am not prepared to have the Premier come in here and bully me in the same way he bullies the 
member for West Swan. It is not fair of the Premier to bully the member for West Swan. We know that every 
time the member for West Swan gets on her feet, the Premier drops his work, comes into the chamber and abuses 
her because he cannot stand successful women. That is why there is not a single female Liberal on his front 
bench in this chamber. If he was not intimidated by successful women, he would have more women in his party, 
he would have an affirmative action rule in his party and he would have women on his front bench representing 
this state. The fact that he chooses not to do that is a reflection on him. The fact that he comes in here every time 
the member for West Swan gets on her feet and tries to intimidate her and bully her is a reflection on him and 
no-one else. I will not accept him bullying me because I will not put up with that. The Premier can do what he 
likes, but I will not put up with that.  

I am happy that these are clear breaches of election commitments. These were solemn promises made by the 
Liberal Party to the people of this state and they have been breached. They are broken promises. The Liberal 
Party has clearly not kept faith with the people of this state, and it is not for lack of resources. This government 
has had more income than any government in the history of this state. The global financial crisis has affected 
everyone in the world, including Australia. At the time, we were very fortunate that we had a federal government 
that was prepared to intervene and provide additional resources to ensure the economy kept working. The state 
government has benefited from that; its revenues are at record levels. The coming boom that the member for 
Riverton spoke about the other day will put even more money back into the resources of this state. However, the 
government will not be able to balance its budgets if it is not prepared to do the fiscal hard work of keeping 
control of expenditure rather than coming in here and saying, “I don’t know whose fault it is, but it ain’t mine”, 
which is the usual chant in question time. Members opposite are happy to receive their salary and get their title 
but they are not interested in doing any work. That is what is causing the blow-outs in these budgets. This is not 
an acceptable situation. We do not need to quote the Treasurer, but I am happy to quote what he said when the 
former government sought a Treasurer’s advance authorisation of half the value of that being sought today. I can 
quote the personal abuse the then Treasurer used to cop, and over half the amount of money. When the Treasurer 
and ministers tell the backbench members of the Liberal Party that a rail line to Swan Hills or to Southern River 
will not be built, they should remember that more money will be spent in this financial year and the next three 
than has ever been spent in the history of this state. This is not a question of lack of resources; it is a question of 
discipline, of hard work and of being honest with the people of Western Australia.  

I have outlined a series of very significant breaches of faith by the Liberal government whereby it has clearly not 
adhered to the solemn promises it made at election time. We must understand some of these promises. Many of 
them were made to fill in the holes that  Liberal Party members found in their focus groups, such as the use of 
the term “compassion” by the Premier in the Premier’s Statement. Members of the Liberal Party know they are 
not seen in that light; they find out what the negative is and make a promise to fill it in. That is why the disability 
services promises were so important to the Liberal Party. The government has reneged on those promises and the 
minister responsible cannot do the work that is required. I am not even getting to what it did about Redress WA, 
which was the most disgraceful behaviour exercised by any government in the state’s history. Another example 
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is the breach of promise to the older Australians, the great generation who fought World War II, whom the 
government has deceived by breaching its promise to provide the cost-of-living rebate. The cost-of-living rebate 
for the current financial year has been cancelled and will never be paid. That is a disgrace; it is a breach; it is a 
lie; it is dishonest and should not be acceptable. This government needs to be accountable for this dishonest 
behaviour. The people of this state need an opposition that is prepared to stand up. We are the richest state in the 
country; we deserve better. We should not be hearing excuses from the government; we should be seeing 
delivery.  

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [4.03 pm]: I am very pleased to make a contribution to this afternoon’s 
debate on the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill 2010. I listened intently to a number of speeches this 
afternoon. It is very interesting to make comparisons. The state of Western Australia, of course, has been 
described in the past as a frontier state. We know that in our great north west we are producing some amazing 
wealth for this country, as we are in a number of other regions, and we have a growing population. I look now, 
of course, at the present government that is in charge of seeing this through.  

I was watching one of my favourite shows the other night—F Troop—and I started to realise that there were 
very clear similarities between the characters of the government of Western Australia, 2010, and the caricatures 
who made that show such a wonderful show in the 1960s and 1970s. Of course, the interesting thing is that one 
of the critics of F Troop said it was a show that started off with a lot colour but abruptly faded after two seasons. 
I believe that this government is the epitome of F Troop and that this Premier, his ministers and his 
backbenchers could all be described individually in that way. 

Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: The member for Swan Hills should not be worried because I have him down as 
somebody from F Troop. I have him down as Trooper Duffy, who was an elderly cavalryman with a limp. Duffy 
was the loan survivor of the Battle of the Alamo and he used to recount all the wonderful things that he used to 
do when he was in the Alamo mission. Captain Parmenter discovered very, very quickly that he was listed as 
being killed in action; in fact, he was an absolute fake. I have got the member for Swan Hills down as Duffy. He 
would play the part beautifully. He may go by the name of “Little Frankie”, but — 

Several members interjected.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): I hate to spoil everybody’s fun but this debate is about the 
Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill 2010. I urge the member for Mandurah to keep to the debate at hand.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Absolutely. Let us get to the Treasurer. The Treasurer’s role is a very important role, 
particularly when the government is presenting legislation to this Parliament seeking our support for more 
money. That reminds me of a very interesting character in F Troop known as Sergeant O’Rourke. Sergeant 
O’Rourke, of course, was involved in interesting business dealings. He was illegally running the local saloon and 
was in cahoots with the local Indian Hekawi tribe, which is clearly demonstrated by the National Party, with the 
Leader of the National Party playing the part of Chief Wild Eagle. Chief Wild Eagle was a shrewd man. We 
know that the Leader of the National Party is shrewd, because he is in cahoots with the Treasurer. We know that 
these two parties that call themselves an alliance are, just like the Hekawi tribe and the members of F Troop, in 
each other’s pockets. However the smart man known as Chief Wild Eagle has, of course, the Treasurer by the 
goolies, just as Chief Wild Eagle did.  

When we are talking about the Treasurer’s advance, we know that it is up to the Treasurer to ensure that all his 
team is behind him.  

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I find a lot of the comments from the member for Mandurah very amusing, but amongst 
the amusement he used a term that is totally unparliamentary. He knows that and he should withdraw it.  

Mr T.G. Stephens interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I would keep quiet if I were the member for Pilbara. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Members cannot interject on a point of order. Would the Leader of 
the House like to continue with his point of order? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We obviously find the member’s comments very amusing, but there is some work for the 
house to get through. If all the opposition wants to do is turn the debate into a pantomime, that will not help. The 
member is not speaking to the bill.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): I have warned the member for Mandurah once already. I ask the 
member to please stick to the bill we are debating this afternoon; otherwise, I will have to call him to order 
again.  

Debate Resumed 
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Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I will. It is interesting that the member for Hillarys attacked me in that way. He 
reminds me, of course, of Vanderbilt, who stood on the lookout and had no idea what he was doing. He shot 
himself in the foot every time.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: He did; he had a rifle. 

Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I am trying to draw a clear analogy between this bill and the competency of the 
government. I could go on but the Acting Speaker has warned me, and I know I am very close to being sat down. 
I know; I could go on and tell members that the member for Jandakot was given that role! He was always 
jumping up and down. He had the ideas, but, as described by him, he was the dimwitted sidekick and business 
partner of O’Rourke. But I would of course not reflect on the member for Jandakot by using that description.  

I want to move on.   

Point of Order 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I enjoy good humour in this place, but when we are sitting here at 1.00 am next 
Wednesday to go through this bill, as we will be, I do not think we will reflect on this contribution to the debate 
as being a useful use of Parliament’s time. The member has had his fun. His comments were good and very 
humorous. I am sure Madam Acting Speaker will direct him to move on. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I have already warned the member for Mandurah and have called him to order once 
before. If the member is to again get to his feet in this debate, I ask him to restrict his comments to the 
authorisation bill. I will sit him down if he continues with this line.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I ask members opposite to stop taunting me, because that is what draws me to remind 
them of whom they might be linked to.  

The Treasurer highlighted the provisions of this bill and asked us to support the bill. He outlined in his second 
reading speech a range of measures towards which this money will go. I have considered some of the things that 
have been promised in my electorate. I am very concerned, because I asked some questions of the Minister for 
Mental Health back on Wednesday, 18 November 2009 about spending on mental health facilities in Mandurah. 
I received a response to those questions in late February this year. The questions related to the very important 
proposed community supported residential units for the Peel region. Members are well aware of the importance 
of resources and facilities for people with mental health illnesses or conditions and their families. When the 
government came to power, it made statements about how mental health would be a focus of the government and 
about how services would be delivered. We have been waiting and waiting for some real change to occur but 
none has occurred. The Acting Mental Health Commissioner has been appointed, but nothing else has happened. 
The answers the Minister for Mental Health gave to the questions I asked in November are of real concern. My 
first question concerned the recurrent budget for Mandurah’s community supported residential units, the second 
asked about the capital budget for construction of this facility, the third asked about the commencement of the 
construction, the fourth was about the service model under which the Mandurah community supported 
residential units would operate, and the fifth asked about the staffing provision for the units. Bear in mind, the 
hundreds of people in Mandurah with a mental health condition have been expecting that these residential units 
would be built and that they would become available. The residential units would have addressed the important 
issue of those who are sent to Perth for treatment and then sent back to Mandurah with reduced support for their 
recurring condition. I was aghast when I read an answer about the model. It reads — 

The planned service model for the Mandurah CSRU is an in-home visiting support model for 
individuals and their families living in independent dwellings. There will not be a standalone facility for 
this service.  

The government has struck off the stand-alone service. I am absolutely appalled by that, especially given that for 
a long time that is what the people of Mandurah and Peel have expected. Despite having written to the minister 
on a number of occasions asking him what is happening, and despite having approached him in the chamber and 
telling him that I needed to know what was happening, I learnt the answer through a question on notice that was 
lodged in November 2009. The answer is that we are not going to get it at all. Instead, it will be a different 
model. The answer to the last part of the question reads —  

The staffing provision will not be known until the service is tendered.  

There is still no indication when the service will be tendered and operational. All this time there is still no 
delivery of services to these people. The answer continues —  



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 11 March 2010] 659 

 

It is estimated that staffing levels will be 1 full time equivalent (FTE) community inreach support staff 
for 10 clients.  

There is no mention of where these people are being housed. Rather, there is an assumption that the service will 
be for those who are already living in independent dwellings. People in Mandurah, the Peel and many other 
communities are asking for supported accommodation units. Some people will need 24-hour support at certain 
periods to heal and to address their particular health needs. That will not be available. My assumption is that 
because there will not be a stand-alone facility, there will be a botched arrangement that will involve someone 
going out to those who already have their own accommodation. One of the primary concerns of many of those 
with a mental health condition—apart from their condition—is the stability of their accommodation. Many 
people who are at the high end of mental health services need are released into the community with nowhere to 
go. They do not live independently, nor do they have supported accommodation, which is what we are after. 
However, that possibility has been absolutely destroyed by the minister’s sleight of hand, even though he and his 
government have claimed that mental health would be a priority.  

When I visited the Minister for Health in November last year, I took with me a client from the June O’Connor 
Centre. I prompted the minister about the meeting and he obliged. I thanked the minister for the meeting. I also 
took the coordinator of the Mandurah June O’Connor Centre, which would have closed in December last year 
had we not been able to find ongoing funding for it. The centre started in January 2008, because so many clients 
and their families were travelling to the Rockingham June O’Connor Centre. There was a need to have in 
Mandurah a centre that delivered the type of support and services that June O’Connor Centres are famous for. 
Such a centre would also service the wider Peel region; namely, Dwellingup, Pinjarra, Waroona and the Murray 
shires. Off their own bat, admittedly, and with the help of the local community, including corporate citizens such 
as Alcoa and local community organisations such as the City of Mandurah and Rotary et cetera, they all came 
together and said that they could understand why the service was needed and that they would give support, and 
they did. A bit of funding was obtained from that which was allocated to the June O’Connor Centres, which are 
mostly metropolitan based; Mandurah is the only one, I think, outside the metropolitan area. They got the centre 
up and running and it was an absolute overnight success. Over 200 clients now attend the centre weekly.  

The Mandurah June O’Connor Centre is due to close in December, so I said that we needed to see the minister to 
tell him why it is so important that this centre continue, which brings me to an interesting point. The 
government, through the minister, told us there was no money; however, his answer to my first question about 
recurrent budget allocation for the Mandurah community supported residential units, which we know will not 
now happen, shows that $650 000 was allocated in the 2009–10 budget, which will be an underspend; it will not 
be spent. We were asking for some money to keep this centre going, and there is some money, but we have not 
been told that that money is available. The minister would not even entertain that idea of making that money 
available.  

Luckily, and thankfully, Lotterywest—that great Western Australian institution, unique from all other lottery 
organisations around the country—came to the party, and tomorrow I will go to the Minister for Health’s 
announcement, where he will, of course, make a fanfare about the fact that they are getting some money. That is 
money from the community of Western Australia via Lotterywest. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Did you ever do that when you were in government? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: No; that is not money from the government of Western Australia, which already has 
$650 000 unspent and recurrent in the budget. That $650 000 that should have been spent this year on the 
Mandurah community supported residential units would have allowed the June O’Connor Centre in Mandurah to 
run for the next six years, probably. Tomorrow, Lotterywest will present a cheque that will enable the centre to 
continue for this year, but the problem is that there is absolutely no surety that there will be any forthcoming 
funding from this government; therefore, there is no surety that that operation will continue after December of 
this year.  

I will not need an extension; I am sure members are pleased to hear that.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: This is a very serious issue for us in Mandurah, and I hope the Minister for Mental 
Health is listening, because that underspend from this year’s budget—or actually that non-spend from this year’s 
budget—would fund the June O’Connor Centre in Mandurah for the next six years and allow that very important 
community facility that supports people with mental health conditions and their families in their own locality to 
continue into the future. I am appealing once again to the Treasurer, through the Treasurer’s Advance 
Authorisation Bill, to reconsider that appeal to the Minister for Mental Health for funding for the June O’Connor 
Centre. Why has the Minister for Mental Health not been able to give the community of Mandurah and the Peel 
region a clear indication of how the so-called in-home visiting support model for individuals and their families 
living in independent dwellings is going to work? How will it be set up, how will it address the needs of men and 
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women in Mandurah and the Peel region who suffer from mental health conditions, and why will that service 
deliver better outcomes than the proposed community supported residential units planned by the previous 
government, which now seem to have disappeared into the wilderness? I am very interested in looking at that. I 
believe that mental health continues to be a concern in my community and that the provision of appropriate 
services continues to be of utmost priority. If this government is to nail its colours to mental health as its leading 
policy, it has not got much to show for it. Like F Troop, it started well and faded into obscurity. 

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro) [4.25 pm]: I intend addressing the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill 2010 
by taking the opportunity to reflect on the incredibly large amount of that incredibly large advance that is 
dedicated to corrective services—some $72 million. I know that comparatively it might be considered a small 
amount; in the overall picture of $1.15 billion, $72 million might just disappear. However, I want to address that 
and I will do so in a more reflective fashion than I might otherwise have in the past in regard to speeches on this 
subject, because I want to provide a response to some of the criticism the Treasurer made of me when we were 
discussing previous advances for corrective services. I will not do so in a defensive way because, fair enough, as 
the Treasurer and the minister, he had been on his feet for a long time and had to rebut a number of questions 
from the opposition. I understand that over time that must get tiring, particularly during the earlier debates this 
week. However, I want to address the Treasurer’s questioning of why I continue to raise this issue of apparently 
ever-growing expenditure in corrective services. I do not want to do this in a confrontational manner, if it is at all 
possible to avoid it; I know the Treasurer and I enjoy it, but if we try to avoid it, I think, it might be more 
worthwhile. 

The reason I am concerned is that the Treasurer did not appear to focus much attention on the nature of the rise 
in expenditure within corrective services. This is not because of the process or the structure of how we budget 
for rises in demand. The Treasurer gave the example of a number of children showing up at a school that the 
government had not anticipated, but the government does not close the school’s doors and not fund it. That is not 
the issue. I was trying to garner from the Treasurer an indication of how much interest he and the Department of 
Treasury and Finance have in how robust a fashion the Department of Corrective Services is approaching its task 
of analysing the future growth of the prison muster. Beyond that, has the Treasurer considered that the actions 
the department takes to deal with that challenge through not only capital expenditure in the form of growing 
prisons, work camps and other sites to put the bodies, but also whether an innovative approach with an open 
mind, perhaps a questioning mind, is being taken to suggest that what is being done now does not appear to be 
working. Despite all the rhetoric from both sides of politics over more than the past decade, perhaps the path that 
we have all been moving down may not be appropriate for the wellbeing of the state from not only a financial 
perspective, but also a social perspective. That is why I hoped that the Treasurer would be a potential ally in the 
cause of assessing the value of what we are doing now. I am not pretending that I have a solution necessarily, 
and I am not criticising the people involved as not being devoted enough to the cause of trying to reduce 
reoffending. I am saying, though, that we constrain people in the Department of Corrective Services by a 
political environment that dictates that they are risk averse. They are very much focused on a path that is similar 
to the one we have been on for the past decade or more, whereby the party that happens to be in government at 
the time responds to populist demands from the community. I am not denying that. I do not deny the member for 
Hillarys’ claims that the measure he proposes is popular. I question whether it is the right thing and whether 
we—and you as Treasurer—should accept it just because it is popular. The prison population is continuing to 
climb and there is no evidence that the growth is under control. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Can I just make a point about that? I am not sure of the exact statistics or the graphs on the 
prison population, but there have been a series of spikes that have been found historically. My advice is that the 
main damage is around the historical changes to, for example, where paroled people go. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I appreciate that and I know that the Treasurer is responding to advice. However, the advice 
that the Treasurer is receiving is from the same people who advised the Minister for Corrective Services at the 
estimates hearings last year that the prison population would be about 4 700 by June next year. We all know that 
that is not the case; it was 4 871 last week! What I am saying is that we need to question these figures. I am not 
criticising those individuals for in any way trying to deceive us or for not acting in what they perceive to be the 
best interests of the state. However, ultimately they are constrained by the nature of the public debate in Western 
Australia, as are we, and unless we analyse whether that presents the best outcome for the state or whether we 
should shift the debate to a more mature level, we cannot determine whether the Treasurer is doing the right 
thing by the state and insisting that the Department of Corrective Services must enact best practice of anywhere 
in the world. 

I know that the Minister for Corrective Services and Attorney General means well, but he said that he hoped the 
figure would plateau midway through last year; it did not. I understand that throughout the Labor government’s 
term the growth rate fluctuated; my colleague the member for Girrawheen will confirm that. If we drew a line 
across the general growth, which was in the region of 100 to 150 a year, we would see that it was not a straight 
line; it went up and down. But if we look at the figures at the start and end of our period in office, we see that is 
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what it was. The Inspector of Custodial Services in an unpublished report—I am waiting for him to publish it—
advises that we need to build another major medium to maximum–security prison facility in the metropolitan 
area very soon. Prisons cannot be built straightaway, as the Treasurer knows, but in the out years there is already 
a huge amount of money allocated to capital works—$656 million. Even if normal growth is resumed, that will 
not be enough. That advice came from an independent body, Neil Morgan, not from me. 

I am not trying to score a political point; that would be stupid. The Treasurer knows that popular opinion lies 
over there with the member for Hillarys. I think he is on to something when he says that this is popular. But is 
that the right thing to do? Is it right for the Treasurer to concede that it is populist so we will continue to empty 
out the Treasury bucket into the never-ending hole that calls for us to spend more on prison buildings, in light of 
the fact that we know that around the world other jurisdictions that make us look like petals and soft fluffy toys 
in relation to being tough on crime are changing? 

Texas has been the biggest killer of its own citizens of any state in the United States. Since 1972 when it was 
allowed to reintroduce capital punishment, Texas has killed more people than has any other state in the United 
States. The authorities in Texas do not pretend to be generous to their prison population, but they determined in 
2007 that it was unsustainable to continue expending funds on just building prisons and focusing on a punitive 
response. What drove Texas to that decision was an impending cost of $500 million for building the next 
prisons. We have $656 million in the out years allocated to that task. Under the United States political system, it 
is probably a little more possible to achieve some sort of bipartisanship on any issue, but that was particularly so 
on this issue. The way Texas actually — 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: At this level, this is what they did. 

Dr M.D. Nahan: Not in Texas. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: No, this is what happened on this particular subject. A bipartisan committee was formed and 
it got the Council of State Governments Justice Center to provide specialists to do a geographical analysis of 
where the costs in the prison system were coming from. It was determined that right across the state there were 
hot spots. High-density areas were generating the costs in the system. The areas from which these people were 
coming and to which they were going back were clustered in locations disproportionately. For instance, in 
Houston, 50 per cent of the costs in the prison system were being generated by 15 neighbourhoods. Then the 
joint state committee, which was bipartisan, went to those communities, and together with all levels of 
government, non-government organisations, educators, any number of specialist advisers, plus the community, 
they worked on determining what actions they could take to interrupt that flow to the prison system, and also try 
to stop people going back into prison. They came up with a whole list of potential interventions and potential 
responses, which obviously had an associated cost to it, and so then they costed those. They went back to the 
other end, to the prison system, and costed the consequence of not doing them. Not surprisingly, because it is 
invariably the case, the things in the community, plus some activities in prison prior to release, were much 
cheaper than paying for new prisons and people occupying a space, and just racking and stacking them. 

That is why I was concerned about some of the discussion across the chamber in the course of question time, 
when the Attorney General indicated—I think he was being flippant to dismiss me—that he saw people sitting 
around in prison doing nothing as being okay. I am absolutely appalled by any suggestion of that nature. I think 
it should be an affront to all of us in this place to suggest that a prison is nothing more than a warehouse for 
people, to lock them up, throw away the key and leave there, because they will come out eventually; the vast 
majority of them are going to come out. It is an undeniable fact that if we do not do things to try to change their 
behaviour while they are in there, they will reoffend at a higher rate when they come out. Currently, there is an 
exponential growth in the prison muster. We may be crossing our fingers at the moment and hoping that in the 
past two weeks it has plateaued and may return to historical growth rates. But, even then, it is going to cost us 
another whole prison. Therefore, the question to be asked is: does this critical situation in our prisons at the 
moment represent an opportunity? 

I would like to think that I could reach the police minister, but I do not think I am going to be able to do that. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Reach out, my son! 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I had thought that I might also be able to reach the Attorney General because he is a few 
decades younger and might be open to ideas; perhaps he is not so set in his ways yet. However, I am beginning 
to despair of that occurring. So the Treasurer is my last hope, because I know that he, as the individual 
responsible in Western Australia for managing expenditure, managing the taxpayers’ dollars and trying to extract 
the most efficient use of those taxpayer dollars, is interested. I hope that he is interested. That is why I was not 
trying to be a smart alec when I was interjecting on the Treasurer. I was trying to draw his attention to the 
potential for an alternative view. I was trying to seek out an ally across the chamber in the government, because I 
know that other people in the Treasurer’s party on that side of the chamber — 
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Mr T.R. Buswell: I’m the soft heart of the government. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: No, the Treasurer is not soft at all. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I am. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Here is the problem. The Treasurer just fell back into it automatically. He has been here for 
three years longer than I, so he just fell back automatically into the old role-play in which he says, “I’m on this 
side so you call me soft, and on that side you say you’re tougher.”  

Mr T.R. Buswell: No, I’m soft! The Premier’s told me I have to soften up! I’m soft! 

Mr P. PAPALIA: In that case, I hold hope for the Treasurer! 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I was talking to the Chief Justice and a magistrate in the Kimberley about incarceration in 
some of the prisons up there in Roebourne, and I am staggered that so many people are in prison for driving 
offences. When I look at the total corrective services budget, because I am soft, I wonder how much lower it 
would be if people were not incarcerated for driving offences. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: The member for Victoria Park has done an excellent report on that. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Maybe he could write an opinion piece about it. Are he and you having some sort of opinion 
piece competition? The problem is, you don’t get to be leader through opinion pieces. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Let us not descend into old habits! I would like to keep this on a level where I am having a 
discussion with my potentially soft ally on the other side of the chamber! 

I am glad that the Treasurer is talking to the Chief Justice because he has some very interesting things to say. If I 
were to recommend any document on this subject to members opposite, particularly backbenchers, it would be a 
speech that the Chief Justice gave on 23 November 2009 to the Australian and New Zealand Society of 
Criminology conference. It is entitled, “Popular Punitivism – The Role of the Courts in the Development of 
Criminal Justice Policies”. I mention this speech because it contains messages to all of us from the Chief Justice, 
whom we all respect. It is often difficult for us to gain access to some of these observations. What he said 
resonates for both sides of politics, because we engaged in it in government, and those opposite are making an 
art form of incarceration arguments. He said — 

The impression one gets from public debate is that there is also a perception that increasing the rate at 
which people are sent to prison, and the length of imprisonment, will reduce criminal behaviour. 

I have had that assertion thrown at me from across the chamber; members opposite would all acknowledge that. 
The speech continues — 

The data does not support that proposition. 

He is saying that some people believe that pure punitivism is the way to go, and that if we are tougher and 
harder, it will result in the message getting through to individuals, who therefore will not want to go back to 
prison. The assumption is that we are soft and that we need to get harder. The fact is that over the past decade, 
prison sentences in Western Australia have been constantly lengthening—under the current government, the 
previous government and the government before that. The consequence of that is that someone who commits a 
crime now will go to jail for a longer period than he would if he had committed the same crime 10 years ago. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr P. PAPALIA: If it were the case that making punishments harder got the message through, or that the reason 
for crime is that we are not tough enough on criminals, one would expect that there would be a diminishing 
prison population, and that once a person had been to prison he would be less likely to reoffend; the reoffending 
rate would go down because we have extended punishments and have consistently got tougher over that time. 
The fact is that that has not happened. The fact is that in Western Australia, our reoffending rates are appalling. 
The saddest part is the disproportionate Indigenous representation in our prison system. Even the non–
Indigenous reoffending rate is 40 per cent, but it is 60 per cent for Aboriginal prisoners. 

The Chief Justice identified that fact. He said — 

These are very broad indicators of lack of success. 

If it worked, they would not want to go back to prison; returning to prison would be such a disincentive to 
reoffending that they would not do it.  

I concede, as does everyone, that we have to jail bad people. I am sure that the Attorney General will extract 
some of what I have said today and run out there with a media release to say that the member for Warnbro is 
stupid, lazy or living on a different planet because he does not want to lock people up. I did not say that, and I 
have never said that. I actually agree with the UK House of Commons Justice Committee report that was handed 
down in January. It analysed the situation and came to the conclusion that justice reinvestment is the way to go. 
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Members should bear in mind that this was a normal committee inquiry; all members have been on them and 
they know what they involve. The committee stated — 

Our evidence suggests that prison is a relatively ineffective way of reducing crime for other than serious 
offenders who need to be physically contained for the protection of the public.  

I agree with that. I have always said that bad people need to go to prison. It is an undeniable fact that a lot of 
people are being caught in our prison system right now, particularly since the government took office. I am not 
pointing the finger at the government; it was the same when we were in office, but the figures have spiked. The 
Chief Justice acknowledged that too. A lot of people going into our jails at the moment are not threatening or 
dangerous. Many of them are mentally ill. Many of them are in jail because of an inability to pay fines. Many of 
them are there for the same reason that the Treasurer identified. I have been to Roebourne Regional Prison, too, 
and I totally agree with him. They are there for an accumulation of driving-related offences. Yes, there might be 
a drink-driving charge thrown in there, too. We have to be careful when police commissioners make statements 
such as, “If you have a multiple drink-driving offender, he should be banned for life.” That will condemn people 
to jail for the rest of their lives. One-third of the continent is in Western Australia. We are different from 
everybody else. We have a very high proportion of Indigenous people living in remote communities. They have 
no public transport. They have no option but to drive. That is the only way to travel the hundreds of kilometres 
of roads around the member for Geraldton’s electorate or around the electorates of Pilbara or Kimberley, or even 
on the other side of Perth in the hills area. It does not take long to get out of the net of public transport. 

What are we saying to people? We are going out and giving a Sunday morning or Sunday afternoon grab about 
how tough we are, and the consequences might not be seen for years. I know that the Minister for Police has 
experienced the consequences of doing that in another area but it is related. I am not trying to criticise him for 
that because I know that both sides of politics have engaged in this process whereby the media tries to get a very 
short grab and we are trying to grasp it and be tough, which gets us time on television. It is no-one’s fault but we 
all have the opportunity to consider whether we continue down this path. I do see the Treasurer as an ally 
because his job is to extract the most efficient use out of the taxpayer dollar. If those in Texas are able to save 
$200 million in their corrective services budget from redesigning how they operate in the short time frame of 
two years, we have to ask whether we are doing the right thing. That is all I am asking. I will give the Minister 
for Corrective Services plenty of opportunities; he will be able to extract all manner of quotes from me now, and 
so will the police minister. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Soft on crime; soft on criminals. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: It is about the only thing I have ever been soft on.  

Mr P. Abetz interjected. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Texas is the location where the Sycamore Tree Project was established. The member for 
Southern River would be interested in that. He would be familiar with it. I do not have the document to confirm 
this, but the organisers of the project claim that they reduced recidivist rates—reoffending rates—by 17 per cent. 
Of those reoffenders, as few as one per cent reoffended in a violent fashion. We are the only jurisdiction in 
Australia to have the Sycamore Tree Project in our prisons. It empowers victims of crime to go into our jails. 
Michael Cockram put together a business plan and submitted it to the government more than a year ago asking 
for $500 000 to roll out something like 29 programs across the state. They are mostly done voluntarily but all he 
wanted to do was retire because he is 72. He wanted to get someone to carry out the operation and manage it. 
This project brings together victims of crime and selected prisoners. I have talked to the victims who have gone 
to prisons, victims whose children were killed. They have said to me that it is the most empowering thing that 
they have done since they suffered that loss.  

It is not much money. I implore members on the back bench to pressure the Attorney General. That is one little 
step they could be taking. If members want to do more, if they want to shift the debate, then get involved—get 
out there and talk about it. It would be very easy to just come back and say, “We are doing all that stuff.” I know 
that we in government did a lot of things like that, and members opposite in government are doing a lot of things 
like that. But what we are not doing is taking a consolidated and focused approach to justice reinvestment. 
Justice reinvestment is across governments at all levels, across non-government organisations, and across 
educators. It is across all manner of individuals who might be able to help, particularly located at the community 
level and engaging with the communities that are being impacted upon the most. I encourage all members to 
consider that, particularly the Treasurer.  

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr R.F. Johnson (Leader of the House).  

ABORIGINAL HOUSING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2009 

Third Reading 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Minister for Housing and Works) [4.51 pm]: I move —  
That the bill be now read a third time. 
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MR T.G. STEPHENS (Pilbara) [4.51 pm]: Minister for Housing and Treasurer, I mentioned during the second 
reading debate on this bill that my support for this bill is based on a desire for some transparency about the 
figures. The Treasurer gave an undertaking during the second reading debate, and also during consideration in 
detail, that I would get those figures. I am still keen to get those figures. I am hoping that the minister will tell 
me that his promise was not just simply an attempt to put me off. I am hoping that the minister will provide me 
with that information. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Member, I will get that information for you. I just need time to collate and review the data 
that the department provides, which I will do, and I will provide that information to you. You did not point out at 
the time that this was of such significance that you would not be voting for the bill if that information was not 
provided—and I am not assuming that you are saying that. I will do it. Unfortunately, the nature of this week has 
been such that I have been stuck here all week.  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Minister for Housing and Treasurer, when ministers rise and say what the minister has 
said in this house, historically officers have done their duty by that minister and have produced those figures for 
that minister, and those figures have then become available to the house. I want to take the opportunity of 
pointing out to the minister the fact that his officers heard that assurance that he gave, and those officers are 
responsible to this house, through the minister, for delivering the information that the minister undertook to give. 
The minister has been busy. But those officers should have seen that as an instruction from the minister. I am 
expressing my disappointment that they have not delivered to this house, through the minister, the answers to 
those questions—answers to which the community of Western Australia is entitled. I note again that the minister 
has given an assurance that he will provide that information. I note also that we will be dealing with the 
Treasurer’s advance legislation next week. So perhaps another opportunity will emerge before the minister wraps 
up on the Treasurer’s advance to perhaps put on the record those figures. Is that a yes? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: No. I will deal with things in the Treasurer’s advance when they come up. But I have told you 
that I will get the data, and I will. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: All right. I am simply registering my disappointment in the systems that have prevented 
the tabling of information that I think is reasonably tabled in a debate such as this. But I will not delay the house 
any further.  

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [4.54 pm]: I thank members on this side of the house for their passion for 
and concern about this issue. I appreciate the contributions that have been made in this debate by members who 
know a lot more than me about housing in Aboriginal communities and Indigenous culture. As I said in the 
second reading debate, the opposition supports this legislation and opposition members believe it will provide a 
mechanism by which more assistance can be funnelled into Aboriginal communities for additional housing and 
to improve existing housing, which is the main point of the legislation. I have some doubts about how the 
legislation will work in practice and whether it will be as successful in practice as one would hope. There are 
some practicalities concerning the climate, location and conditions of people living in communities throughout 
Western Australia. That could mean that despite all the best intentions, the legislation will not work as desired. I 
appreciate that the commonwealth government has made available a very significant amount of money. It is 
probably the greatest sum of money ever made available for Indigenous housing for the states and territories. If a 
commonwealth government is to receive acknowledgement for taking serious action on this issue—certainly 
over the past 30 years or so—this must be it. I appreciate the efforts Jenny Macklin and her colleagues in 
Canberra have made to ensure that a significant amount of money is spent on this issue in Western Australia. 
This legislation is a condition of receiving that money and making sure that it is spent, which is a good thing. 
Again, the opposition supports this legislation. It is part of a national agreement and we are happy to see it 
passed in this house. 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Minister for Housing and Works) [4.56 pm] — in reply: I thank all members 
who have participated in this debate and the opposition for its support for this small but important reform in the 
way we manage tenancies in remote Aboriginal communities. The objective of the bill is to provide a framework 
by which those tenancy arrangements can be normalised. The bill places obligations on the state, as the landlord, 
and on the tenants. It is a small but important step for delivering better housing outcomes in remote Aboriginal 
communities, and I am pleased that the house has seen fit to support it in the way that it has. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

House adjourned at 4.57 pm 

__________ 

 
 


