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The SPEAKER took the chair at 12.00 noon, acknowledged country and read prayers. 

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR — DANTU CHARANDASI 

Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) [12.01 pm]: I have a late note that the Indian Consul General is in Perth. 
I think it is Mr Charandasi. 

Mr P. Papalia: Dantu Charandasi, and she is a woman. 

The SPEAKER: Sorry, Ms Charandasi. We welcome you, and I thank Yaz for his well-written note! 

HEALTH SERVICES AMENDMENT BILL 2019 

Appropriations 

Message from the Governor received and read recommending appropriations for the bill. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN LEGISLATION WEBSITE — COPYRIGHT 

Statement by Attorney General 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Attorney General) [12.03 pm]: I rise to inform the house of a change to the way 
that copyright applies to WA legislation and the WA legislation website. In June last year, while second reading 
the Legislation Bill 2018, I flagged my intention to consider relaxing the current approach, which is quite conservative 
and restrictive compared with other jurisdictions, such as the commonwealth, Queensland, South Australia and the 
United Kingdom. These jurisdictions take a more open approach to the re-use of legislative data. Their legislation 
websites are covered by what is known as creative commons, or equivalent licences, which enable users to share 
and adapt content for any purpose. 

The copyright notice on the WA legislation website currently warns that users can download and reproduce material 
from the website only for personal non-commercial use or non-commercial use within the user’s organisation. The 
scope of the permission is quite limited and, arguably, would not extend to a law firm printing material from 
a website as part of work undertaken for a client. Under the current policy, publishers can reproduce hardcopy 
only under certain circumstances and are required to give written notice to the state of their intention to reproduce 
a piece of legislation in published material. For electronic republication, individual publishers must negotiate 
separate licence arrangements with the state. 

I advise the house that I have approved the granting of creative commons licences for the WA legislation website 
and hardcopies of WA legislation. The adoption of the creative commons approach will reduce red tape because 
users will no longer need to obtain permission or a licence from the state to reproduce legislation. They will be 
able to copy and redistribute WA legislative material in any medium or format, and remix, transform and build 
upon the material for any purpose, including commercial. Users will still have to acknowledge the state of WA as 
the source of the material. The approach is also consistent with the WA “Whole of Government Open Data 
Policy”, which seeks to ensure that the state’s data and information resources are shared widely across government 
and the community. 

SENIORS WEEK 

Statement by Minister for Seniors and Ageing 

MR M.P. MURRAY (Collie–Preston — Minister for Seniors and Ageing) [12.06 pm]: I rise today to inform 
the house that this week is WA Seniors Week and acknowledge and celebrate the older people in our communities. 
Running from 10 to 17 November, WA Seniors Week is a time for people of all ages to celebrate the contributions 
of older Western Australians. Whether it is volunteering, teaching, playing sport or baby-sitting grandkids, seniors 
do so much to make Western Australia the place that it is and they contribute so much to our society. 

The state government is proud to have provided more than $80 000 through the Seniors Week community grants 
program to over 90 community groups and local governments to hold events this week. Seniors Week events 
encourage greater social inclusion for seniors and promote intergenerational relationships and activities, with 
activities as diverse as an African drumming session in Toodyay and a Buddy Holly tribute event in Carnarvon, which 
are all taking place this week. Of course, the jewel in the crown of Seniors Week celebrations is Have a Go Day, 
which is taking place today at Burswood Park, where I was pleased to announce additional funding of $40 000 to 
the event organisation, the Seniors Recreation Council, to provide greater support for healthy ageing through 
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activities as part of today’s festivities. The week will finish with the WA Seniors Awards ceremony this weekend, 
at which the WA metropolitan and regional senior of the year, as well as the WA age-friendly local government and 
business of the year, will be recognised. 
I encourage everyone to take time this week to acknowledge and appreciate the seniors in their lives and to get along 
to one of the exciting intergenerational Seniors Week events in their community. 

DIWALI 
Statement by Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests 

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro — Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests) [12.08 pm]: I rise to 
congratulate the Indian communities of Western Australia on the occasion of Diwali or Deepavali celebrations. 
Celebrated by Western Australians of Indian heritage and Hindu communities, the annual Festival of Lights started 
on Sunday, 27 October, and will continue until 16 November, with the Bunbury Diwali Festival of Lights event 
hosted by the South West Indian Group. 
We Western Australians are embracing Diwali with enthusiasm, as is shown by growing attendances at large 
festivals and the increase in the number and size of smaller celebrations. Western Australian Indian communities, 
as well as members of the wider community, enjoyed the Diwali Mela 2019, organised by the Indian Society of 
Western Australia, the peak body for the Indian communities, with its fireworks, spectacular cultural entertainment, 
delicious food stalls and cheerful family atmosphere. I thank ISWA President, Mr Surya Ambati, his committee 
and volunteers for organising the three-day celebrations. 
The Geraldton foreshore came alive on 9 November with the Festival of Lights, organised by the Midwest Multicultural 
Association. The McGowan government is proud to have provided a total of $110 000 for several large celebrations 
taking place across the state. As always, Parliament House joined the celebrations by being lit up in orange from 
29 October to 3 November, and, of course, many members of Parliament were able to participate in a special event 
here on 15 October. The Diwali and Hindu new year celebration at Parliament House was organised by the 
worldwide Indian community association, BAPS, and was a great success. Thanks are due to Shri Hasmukh Wadia, 
national trustee of BAPS, and his team of hardworking volunteers for bringing the Diwali celebrations and leaders 
and representatives of the Indian communities to Parliament. 
Western Australia is fortunate to be home to large and thriving Indian communities, as well as considerable numbers 
of visiting students, tourists and business people from India. As many members of the house will be aware, I am 
working to establish direct flights between India and Perth, with the aim of growing the number of visitors 
travelling to Western Australia from India. Diwali is a good time to be celebrating these advances, and I envisage 
future festivals when our Indian neighbours will be keen to fly direct to Perth to celebrate Diwali with us. 
I wish all Western Australian Indian communities and everyone here today happiness, peace and prosperity for Diwali. 
The SPEAKER: We welcome some members of the Indian community who are in the public gallery today. 

SENIORS HOUSING — FUTURE DIRECTIONS PAPER 
Statement by Minister for Housing 

MR P.C. TINLEY (Willagee — Minister for Housing) [12.10 pm]: I rise to inform the house that my good 
colleague the Minister for Seniors and Ageing and I formally announced the McGowan government’s “Ageing with 
Choice: Future directions for seniors housing, 2019–2024” paper. As you are aware, Mr Speaker, the proportion 
of Western Australia’s ageing population is rising; in fact, research indicates that the number of people aged over 
65 years living in WA will hit the half a million mark by 2026. This is a challenging situation when we consider 
the long-term housing needs of this demographic, particularly those on low to moderate incomes. We know that 
people’s housing needs change with age. With more people living longer, many will require a greater level of care 
and support. Although housing affordability affects everyone, older people can be especially affected due to their 
reduced earning and borrowing capacity and their specific housing needs. There has long been a need to address 
this issue, and I am pleased to say that the McGowan government has risen to the challenge. Led by the Department 
of Communities, “Ageing with Choice” was developed after extensive consultation with older people, all levels of 
government, industry and the community sector. This consultation resulted in the conclusion—not unexpected—that 
everyone ages differently and that housing needs are driven by changes in health, financial or family circumstances 
rather than numerical age. 
“Ageing with Choice” provides a framework and sets the direction for government, industry and the community 
sector to help older Western Australians, especially those I mentioned earlier on low to moderate incomes, to 
access affordable, manageable and stable homes in their community of choice. It focuses a collective effort across 
government on an integrated approach to housing and service responses for older people while also building rich, 
diverse, age-friendly communities designed to reduce social isolation and keep people connected to transport, 
services and their community. I encourage all members to read this document that I now table, which has been 
warmly received by the seniors and aged service provider sector, and support its vision and intent to help our aged 
people live with greater security and dignity. 
[See paper 3027.] 
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HOMELESS CONNECT 
Statement by Minister for Community Services 

MS S.F. McGURK (Fremantle — Minister for Community Services) [12.13 pm]: I rise to inform the house 
about the Homeless Connect event that I attended at Russell Square in Northbridge this morning, at which I also 
represented the Minister for Volunteering. Homeless Connect is a one-day event held on the second Wednesday 
in November each year that brings together government, the community services sector, local businesses and 
volunteers to provide free services to people experiencing, or at risk of, homelessness. Today those who need 
immediate assistance with their health and wellbeing can get dental and medical support, counselling, a haircut or 
even a massage. A hot meal is also being provided in the Hellenic Centre. The Department of Communities is 
a longstanding sponsor of Homeless Connect Perth and is providing $15 000 towards this year’s event. 
To help break the cycle of homelessness, the McGowan government is set to release its 10-year strategy on 
homelessness by the end of this year. The strategy will set the direction for all levels of government, business and 
the community services sector for responding to, and preventing, homelessness in Western Australia. The strategy 
will guide activity and investment in the sector and we will see some new initiatives, and already established 
initiatives that are working well, expanded, such as Housing First. The first thing we will be doing as part of the 
strategy is to get people in critical situations immediate assistance and we will focus on rough sleeping. The 
Department of Communities and the City of Perth are currently working together to improve the coordination and 
delivery of homelessness services in the Perth area. As we progress with implementing the strategy, we will shift 
our focus to early intervention and prevention in order to meet our long-term goals of significantly reducing the 
incidence of homelessness or, if it does occur, reducing the time that someone spends homeless. 
I would like to once again thank everyone involved in today’s Homeless Connect event, particularly the 450 volunteers, 
for bringing Western Australia one step closer to an environment that is safe, respectful and inclusive for all. 

WOMEN’S INTERESTS — ZONTA INTERNATIONAL — CENTENARY 
Statement by Minister for Women’s Interests 

MS S.F. McGURK (Fremantle — Minister for Women’s Interests) [12.15 pm]: I rise today to inform the house 
of Zonta International’s centenary. Zonta has an incredible history of supporting vulnerable women all over the 
world. This year Zonta marks 100 years since a small group of pioneering women gathered in Buffalo, New York, 
with a vision to help all women realise greater equality by using their individual and collective expertise to serve 
their community. The word “Zonta” is derived from the Lakota language of the native American Sioux people 
and means honest and trustworthy. In 1923, Zonta’s first international project was to care for 115 000 orphan 
children and women in Turkey. In 1930, Amelia Earhart joined Zonta with a vision of economic independence 
for women, and went on to expand the opportunities for women in science. Today the organisation has over 
1 200 clubs comprising 30 000 members across 67 countries. With the ethos of “think global, act local”, Zontians 
have provided more that $41 million to give women access to education, health care and safe living conditions. 
The first Zonta clubs were established in New Zealand in 1965 and in Australia in 1966. We have six very 
active clubs here in WA, including Perth, Perth northern suburbs, Bunbury, Dunsborough, Peel and Swan hills. 
WA’s district 23 provides much-needed products and services for women in need all over the world, and its important 
work cannot be underestimated. It makes and distributes breast care cushions for women and men recovering from 
breast surgery in Australia. Zonta Australia’s birthing kits project has contributed to more than two million kits 
being sent to developing countries. In addition, district 23 supports a number of education awards, including the 
Amelia Earhart fellowships; Jane M. Klausman women in business scholarships, and the Young Women in Public 
Affairs Awards. In WA since 1982, the Zonta House Refuge Association has provided support services to women 
who have experienced family and domestic violence, homelessness and other crises. I was honoured to host Zonta 
members from across Western Australia at Parliament House last week to celebrate this occasion. I know that the 
next century will benefit from Zonta’s efforts to work towards an equal future for women and girls. 

GOVERNMENT RAILWAYS AMENDMENT BILL 2019 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 26 September. 
MS L. METTAM (Vasse) [12.18 pm]: I am pleased to be the lead speaker on behalf of the opposition on the 
Government Railways Amendment Bill 2019. From the outset, we will certainly be supporting this legislation, which 
increases the penalties associated with trespass and aims to discourage premeditated and deliberate acts of trespass. 
We will be moving an amendment during consideration in detail. I understand that it is already on the notice 
paper. Obviously, this legislation is quite timely. Its introduction coincides with the release of the Public Transport 
Authority’s annual report, which highlighted some concerning figures about our rail network and also the public 
transport network. It does not paint a very good picture of what we have seen under the McGowan government’s 
watch. Specifically, category B offences or notifiable occurrences are incidents that have the potential to cause 
a serious accident. Since 2016–17, there has been a 71 per cent increase in category B occurrences, which is 
concerning. Over the last financial year there has been a 74 per cent increase in incidents of trespass, which is also of 
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great concern. Notifiable occurrences of trespass increased from 328 in 2016–17 to 510 in 2017–18. In 2018–19 there 
were 885 notifiable occurrences of trespass. Over the first two years of the McGowan government, transit guards 
have endured an unacceptable rise in incidents of antisocial behaviour. In fact, assaults on transit guards have 
increased by 30 per cent over the last financial year. An answer to a question on notice revealed that between 
2017–18 and 2018–19, the number of such incidents increased from 113 to 147. When we talk about physical assaults 
on the public transport network, and particularly on our trains, we are talking about spitting and assaults with weapons. 
The Government Railways Amendment Bill 2019 was read in just before a scathing article appeared on the front 
page of The West Australian, headed “Train War Zone”. A former Public Transport Authority officer talked about 
working in the public transport system. To quote from the article by journalist Josh Zimmerman, he said — 

“Having spent my time in the Army and having deployed overseas, to be honest I feel safer carrying my 
rifle and kit (bag) in Afghanistan, having insurgents shoot at me than having to come back to the unit,” … 
The violence the officer was exposed to was headlined by a vicious stabbing attack at Welshpool train 
station last October, which left him with wounds to his head. 
He was also punched and kicked to the back of the head and face during the same assault. 
In a separate incident, the man had his head slammed against the door of a train during an arrest. 
He also had his “face used as a punching bag by an offender” in a third assault … 

As I understand it, this transit officer had raised these issues with the PTA. I have already mentioned the fact that 
we have seen an increase in notifiable category B offences under this government’s watch. Although it is pleasing to 
see some response to incidents of trespass in the rail network, it is of concern that these very serious assaults on our 
transit officers are not being dealt with in any meaningful way in response to the concerns that have been raised. 
There has also been an increase in category B offences of vandalism in our rail network over the last financial year—
from 85 to 101, according to the PTA annual report. When we put these figures together, they are deeply concerning 
and paint a pretty bleak picture of what our transit officers have to endure in the public transport network. This comes 
at a time when we have basically seen a flatlining of the number of passengers using the public transport network. 
I turn now to the Government Railways Amendment Bill 2019 and quote from the second reading speech — 

The purpose of this bill is to increase the maximum fine for trespass on the rail network from $200 to $5 000. 
… 
An increase in the penalty for the offence of trespass reflects the seriousness of that offence. The increase 
in penalty is intended to discourage premeditated and deliberate acts of trespass and to reduce the risk of 
serious injury. 

That is certainly an endeavour that the opposition supports. A range of other concerns were highlighted in the annual 
report, including offences against transit officers and the levels of violence we are talking about. The opposition 
certainly supports the government’s move to increase the penalties for trespass, but we believe there is an 
opportunity to make them even harsher. It is acknowledged that until 2017, prosecutors relied on the Criminal Code 
for many trespass offences. The Criminal Code currently provides a maximum penalty of $12 000 and 12 months’ 
imprisonment. I will later read from the section of the Criminal Code that provides those penalties for general acts 
of trespass. The concern the opposition has is that if there are such hefty and significant maximum penalties for 
general trespass—$12 000 and 12 months’ imprisonment, which is obviously at the discretion of the court—why 
can the government not simply translate those penalties to this bill? The government is moving to increase the 
penalties under the Government Railways Act because it is understood that that legislation contains a simpler 
mechanism for charging trespassers. However, the question remains: why does the government not just transfer 
the penalties under the Criminal Code straight across to that act? 
There are already trespass provisions under the Criminal Code, including trespass on crown land, which covers 
railway property. Section 70A states, in part — 

(1) In this section — 
 person in authority, in relation to a place, means — 

 (a) in the case of a place owned by the Crown, or an agency or instrumentality of the Crown—
the occupier or person having control or management of the place or a police officer; or 

 (b) in any other case — 
 (i) the owner, occupier or person having control or management of the place; or 
 (ii) a police officer acting on a request by a person referred to in subparagraph (i); 

 trespass on a place, means — 
(a) to enter or be in the place without the consent or licence of the owner, occupier or person 

having control or management of the place; 
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We had a briefing, which was of great value, from representatives of the Public Transport Authority on how the 
Criminal Code has been used and some of the challenges associated with that. I understand that the Criminal Code 
provisions for trespass are designed for retailers and small business operators to provide a warning. Before someone 
is actually charged with trespass, they are given a warning to move off a property. The explanation that was 
provided to us is that it is much more difficult to prosecute individuals under the Government Railways Act 1904 
as it stands, which is why there is this move to increase the penalty in that act. The opposition is asking the question: 
if the general penalty for trespass is a fine of up to $12 000, why would the government not just transfer that 
penalty across? 

Dr A.D. Buti: Member, can I just ask a question, because I am going to speak on it. Under your amendment, are you 
still wanting to prosecute under the specific act or do you want all prosecutions to occur under the Criminal Code? 

Ms L. METTAM: We will move an amendment so that the penalties in the Government Railways Act mimic the 
penalties in the Criminal Code. 

Dr A.D. Buti: But to still stay under the act? 

Ms L. METTAM: Yes. 

We have some questions, such as: How many offences have been successfully prosecuted under the Government 
Railways Act and how many offences have been successfully prosecuted under the Criminal Code? How many 
offenders have paid the fine associated with the court costs or received a community order? Why have more 
prosecutions not happened under the Criminal Code? During the briefing, I was given an understanding that  
70 per cent of offences are prosecuted under the Criminal Code. We are interested in understanding why there has 
been that shift. I talked about an understanding that was provided during the briefing that the Criminal Code, as it 
relates to trespass, refers to some sort of warning. 

Dr A.D. Buti: Are you referring to moving on notices? 

Ms L. METTAM: No; I am referring to section 70A in the Criminal Code, which refers to a person in authority 
requesting that a person leave the place. During the briefing, Public Transport Authority representatives explained 
to us that because the Criminal Code provides for a warning, it makes it much simpler in every other instance to 
prosecute under the Criminal Code, whereas that opportunity does not exist for trespass on railways. As I stated, 
we were told that until 2017, 70 per cent of cases were prosecuted under the Criminal Code. We are keen to 
understand why that is the case. Certainly, we want to give courts and judges as much discretion as possible. The 
Criminal Code acknowledges that the penalty for trespass should be as much as 12 months’ imprisonment, and it 
also carries a maximum fine of $12 000. Why would the government not mimic those sorts of penalties in this 
legislation, understanding that a court has discretion and that those penalties are a maximum and that these sorts 
of incidents are of great concern in the community? Given what the government is setting out to achieve by 
increasing this penalty, the increased penalty will obviously serve as a deterrent and will send a strong message to 
those in the community who undertake antisocial and high-risk behaviour, behaviour that we certainly do not want 
mimicked on our railways. 

I refer to an article dated 25 October 2017 about a train surfing accident. It states — 

A 23-year-old man has been fined $1000 for a “high-risk” trespass after he was caught train-surfing last month. 

The man pleaded guilty in Perth Magistrate’s Court yesterday over an incident on September 23 when he 
was filmed clinging to the back of a north-bound train between Leederville and Glendalough stations. 

The Public Transport Authority said the magistrate told the man he had engaged in “high risk-taking 
behaviour” and ordered him to pay a $1000 fine and … court costs. 

The second reading speech highlights the obvious costs associated with prosecutions. I understand that for the PTA 
alone, the costs associated with dealing with prosecutions of trespass in the court system are between $2 000 and 
$3 000. Apart from serving as strong deterrent and sending a strong message about what penalty such an offence 
attracts, there is obviously a public interest in being able to recover some of those costs when there is a prosecution. 

An outstanding question about this legislation is whether it will have a lasting impact, given that other legislation 
imposes heftier fines. If we increase the penalty for trespass to $5 000, what impact will that have if the Criminal Code 
provides a maximum penalty of $12 000? At the end of the day, the opposition will support this bill but we will 
move some amendments, as I have explained. The bill highlights the fact that if this is such a serious issue that is 
of great concern, why is the government not taking the opportunity to do this properly? Why is it tinkering around 
the edges? Why is it not giving the issue the credibility it deserves? Why is trespass on railways a lesser offence 
than the general offence of trespass? That is the key question, particularly when we consider that a court has the 
discretion to determine a considered and appropriate penalty. The penalties for trespass should be serious and that 
is why the Liberal opposition will move an amendment to bring the penalties in the Government Railways Act in 
line with those in the Criminal Code. A $12 000 fine—in addition to the threat of imprisonment—would serve as 
more of a deterrent. 
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As I stated earlier, the introduction of this bill raises not only questions about what is happening on our transit 
network in relation to trespass, but also concerns about what we are seeing on our public transport system at a time 
when there is slow growth in patronage. The 15 per cent hike in public transport fares on the train network that 
have occurred since the Labor Party came to government has probably not helped. 

I will leave my comments there. In conclusion, what we have seen on the public transport network so far is of great 
concern. The PTA’s annual report raises a lot of issues. Since this government has come to office, there has been 
a 71 per cent increase in category B offences. That is at a time when patronage has increased by only four per cent. 
As I have said, the 15 per cent fare hike since 2017 has probably put a lot of people off using public transport. In 
the last financial year, the number of trespass incidents has increased by 74 per cent, and there has been a shocking 
30 per cent increase in assaults on PTA officers. 

There are many issues and concerns about our rail network, of which the Minister for Transport has oversight. 
Those concerns include antisocial behaviour and violence, as highlighted by the front-page article to which I referred. 
This bill deals with one particular concern, and that is the increase in the number of trespass incidents. The Liberal 
opposition is asking the government to take trespass on the rail network as seriously as general trespass by increasing 
the penalty to make it a strong deterrent for would-be offenders. 

That concludes my comments. I look forward to consideration in detail. 

DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale) [12.40 pm]: I also rise to talk on the Government Railways Amendment Bill 2019. 
Obviously, as the member for Armadale, trains play a very important role in my community. We are glad to have 
the opposition’s support for this bill. However, I want to address some of the comments made by the member for 
Vasse, and also her proposed amendment. 

I want to give members bit of context and talk about the importance of trains in the metropolitan area, and particularly 
for my community. The Armadale line is one of the heritage lines in the metropolitan area. My electorate has 
four train stations. Trains are a very important form of transport for people in my electorate who live along the 
Armadale line. I have used trains for a long time. I used to travel from Armadale in the days when the trains were 
diesel and had open windows and doors. We would go across the Swan River, near where the stadium is now, on 
a rickety, tickety single bridge, and we would be standing next to an open door. Things have very much changed 
since those days. 

It is not stretching the realms of reality, or shall I say I am not exaggerating, when I say that it has always been 
a Labor government that has been a friend of trains. The member for Dawesville can shake his head. However, as 
we well know, a Liberal government created one of the greatest disasters — 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: How long ago was this, member for Armadale? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: It is in your DNA. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr R.S. Love): Member for Dawesville! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: It may not be in the member for Dawesville’s DNA, because he probably had not been born at 
that time. But, for a lot of us, it is in our DNA. We remember the decision by the Sir Charles Court government to 
close the Fremantle line, and, even worse, to sell off that land to private developers. Thank goodness that did not 
happen and we were able to reopen that line. 

Mr D.R. Michael: I remember that there was a football game in the early 1980s, a massive game, Claremont 
versus South Fremantle, and they had to bring the train back just for that game to get people up from Fremantle. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes, I know, member for Balcatta. The member for Dawesville is shaking his head. Which 
government brought us the Mandurah line? It was a Labor government. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: Legislated by the Court government. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: The Court government’s proposed route to Mandurah would have added a considerable amount 
of time to the journey. The member knows that. The member also knows that one of the determining factors in 
whether people take a train, particularly if they live in outlying areas, is how long it will take to get to the city. 
That is why the tension for any government will always be how many stations there should be on the Mandurah 
line, because obviously the more stations there are on the Mandurah line, the longer it will take people to get to 
the city. The fact is that because of the increase in population, there will always be a demand for more train stations; 
therefore, there will always be that tension. The Liberal government proposed a route to Mandurah via Kenwick. 
How absurd that people from Perth would go to Mandurah via Kenwick! That would make it really enticing for 
people to get on the train. If people wanted to go to the member for Thornlie’s electorate, that would be fine—
people get to Thornlie via the Kenwick route. However, people would not want to go to Mandurah via that route. 
Would the member for Dawesville find that appealing? 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: All I know is that we legislated for it. 
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Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes, for that route. 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: You say that we are not for trains and rail systems. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: In the metropolitan area, how much rail has a Liberal government ever built? 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: I’m sure we’ve built many kilometres. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: How many? I think it is probably not very much. 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: I don’t know. I’m not the Minister for Transport. 
Mr C.J. Tallentire: How many kilometres have you closed down? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: That is exactly right. How much rail has a Liberal government closed down? That is a very good 
point, member for Thornlie. 
Mr D.R. Michael: Cyril Rushton was the Minister for Transport at the time. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: He was my local member at the time. How dare he! He would have understood. 
Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes, Rushton Park. 
Several members interjected. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: He may have retired to Mandurah, but he was a member for the Armadale region before the seat was 
called Armadale. He would have known the importance of rail to our community. He did not think about the residents 
of the western suburbs—the struggling people in Cottesloe, as we keep being told by the member for Cottesloe. 
Let us move to this particular piece of legislation before the house. It is interesting that the member for Vasse said 
that we are not taking the issue seriously enough because we have not increased the penalty enough. The penalty will 
be increased from $200 to $5 000. I think anyone would consider that to be quite a significant increase. It is very easy 
for opposition members to say that whatever penalty the government puts in is never enough; they will go even higher. 
Ms R. Saffioti: Use the dartboard! 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes, the dartboard—they will go even higher. 
Before I address the member for Vasse’s proposed amendment and her criticism of the bill and other matters, 
I want to go through the points of the bill. We are seeking through the Government Railways Amendment Bill to 
increase the current maximum fine for trespass under the Government Railways Act 1904 from $200 to $5 000. In 
anyone’s language, that is incredibly significant. That shows that this minister and the government are taking this 
matter very seriously. It is also a signal to the public that we are taking this matter very seriously. We are increasing 
the penalty from $200 to $5 000. When the member for Vasse’s predecessor in that seat, Hon Troy Buswell, was 
Minister for Transport, did he ever talk about increasing the maximum penalty from $200 to $5 000? 
Ms L. Mettam: He used the Criminal Code. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: No, he did not. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Member for Armadale, through me, please. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: I will continue, but I do need to address some of the points mentioned by the member for Vasse.  
As I said, the bill will increase the maximum fine for trespass from $200 to $5 000. The increase is intended to 
discourage premeditated, deliberate acts of trespass, including offences such as train surfing and the incident in 
2018 when a man jumped from the top of a train that was going across Fremantle Bridge. 
Under the Rail Safety National Law (WA) Act 2015, specific railway incidents must be reported to the Office of 
the National Rail Safety Regulator. The notable occurrences are defined in the Rail Safety National Law (WA) 
Regulations 2015 as either category A, which is death, serious injury or significant property damage, or category B, 
which are incidents that have the potential to cause a serious accident. 
On a different matter, an incredibly serious matter is the attempted suicides or the successful suicides that occur 
on rail lines, which is terrible. Unfortunately, it does not matter what the penalty is, that would never ever deter 
someone who is seeking to end their life. It is a very sad occurrence that takes place. 
The Public Transport Authority has implemented a number of initiatives to discourage trespass. There are fines, 
but this incredible increase in the maximum penalty will act as a signal of how seriously the government takes this 
matter and will hopefully be a deterrent. Some people would not be deterred if it were a $50 000 fine, but it will 
be a deterrent for some people. It also will be a consequence that they will have to pay for a trespass. The minister 
and the Public Transport Authority do not see this as the panacea for everything in trying to ensure trespass 
numbers are reduced. As members would be well aware, the PTA has implemented a number of initiatives to 
discourage trespassing, including a targeted social media campaign highlighting to the public the dangers of 
trespassing and a media campaign to stop photographers taking pictures of wedding parties on the tracks. I never 
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knew that took place; it is amazing. The PTA has also deployed transit officers to build valuable relationships with 
high-risk youth through social activities to promote rail safety and the dangers of trespassing, and is providing 
ongoing support and delivery of the Right Track education program to encourage young people to become more 
responsible for their own safety while using the rail network and to alert them to the dangers and consequences of 
trespassing in the rail corridor. Transperth train operations are also working with the Western Australia Police 
Force to prevent graffiti-related trespass incidents at railcar depots, stations and sidings on the PTA rail network. 
This minister, this government and the PTA have undertaken an umbrella of initiatives to try to reduce the incidence 
of trespass and antisocial behaviour. Antisocial behaviour takes place on trains. It takes place in many parts of our 
society. At times, it can be quite unpleasant. I must say, the Armadale line is well served by the presence of transit 
guards. I imagine that we have more transit officers on the Armadale line and maybe the Guildford line than on 
the Mandurah, northern and Fremantle rail lines. Anyone who wanted to do a sociological study of Perth could 
start by spending time on the trains—they could take a train on the various lines and see the difference. It is quite 
interesting. The Fremantle line is very different from the line that goes to Mandurah or Armadale. I have been 
travelling on the Armadale trains for a long, long time and I have never personally felt unsafe but, obviously, other 
people have experienced unsafe incidents. Sometimes it is unsafe at the stations more so than on the trains. 
The member for Vasse mentioned looking at the Criminal Code. When I mentioned Troy Buswell, the member 
mentioned that prosecutions were taken under the Criminal Code—is that right? 
Ms L. Mettam: That is what the adviser said. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: How many? 
Ms L. Mettam: I do not know. This is what we are going to ask. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 
Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister for Transport! 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, enough! Member for Armadale, could you continue without 
engaging directly with the member for Vasse. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: I have a couple of things to say about the member’s reference to the Criminal Code. That is why 
I asked the member the question. I am still not 100 per cent sure what the member said. I understand the member said 
that the maximum penalty should be increased to about $12 000, which is what is in the Criminal Code. I get that 
part of what the member for Vasse said, but I am still not quite clear about this: is the member saying that it should 
be prosecuted as an offence under the Criminal Code or under this amending bill? 
Mr W.R. Marmion: Just debate it on either side. She does not have to respond. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: But I am asking a question to try to help clarify it for me. 
Several members interjected. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Member for Nedlands, I am not asking you. I am just asking a question. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: She does not have to respond. 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: This is not question time, member. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Member for Dawesville! 
Dr A.D. BUTI: I do not think the member for Vasse actually knows. 
Ms L. Mettam: I do. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Why not give me the answer, then, if you know? Is the member asking for it to be prosecuted under 
the Criminal Code? 

Point of Order 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: If I can just seek clarification from the Acting Speaker: the opposition has been told it 
cannot respond to the member for Armadale’s questions. 
Dr A.D. Buti: When? No, you haven’t. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: If he is soliciting a response, is the opposition able to respond or will we get called to order by 
the Acting Speaker? Are we unable to respond, in which case we are complying with the Acting Speaker’s previous 
direction to the opposition? 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr R.S. Love): I am sure the member for Armadale is quite capable of debating this 
without engaging directly with the member for Vasse, which I have asked him not to do. 
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Debate Resumed 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I think I was engaging in a quite civil manner just to try to get the information. I am trying to 
understand what the member for Vasse is seeking with her amendment. Is the member for Vasse seeking for the 
prosecution to take place under the Criminal Code? 

Dr D.J. Honey: No. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, you can pose the question but you cannot badger the member into giving 
you an answer. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I do not think I badgered her; I just asked the question. 

Dr D.J. Honey: Under this bill. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Oh, under this bill—right. The member for Vasse is not seeking prosecution to take place under the 
Criminal Code; she therefore was not agreeing with a former minister, her predecessor in the seat of Vasse, that it 
should be prosecuted under the Criminal Code. 

Member, in 2016, only 18 prosecutions took place under the Criminal Code. The member’s response to me was 
to prosecute it under the Criminal Code. There were only 18 prosecutions in 2016 under the Criminal Code, and 
there were more than 16 trespassers. In 2016, on the member for Vasse’s own figures, there were more than 
16 trespassers on the rail network. Only 16 people were prosecuted under the Criminal Code. The member for 
Vasse mentioned simplicity. It is very simple to say, “We should just take the penalty under the Criminal Code 
and transport that into this bill.” The prosecution that takes place under the Criminal Code is different from the 
prosecution that will take place under this bill. The PTA has its own prosecuting officers who will prosecute under 
this bill. I think the member for Vasse is getting into dangerous territory. 

I would also like the member to tell me where, in other legislation, we have just grabbed what is in the Criminal Code 
and transported it into another act but do not also have the Director of Public Prosecutions, or the police prosecutors, 
prosecuting. The PTA basically prosecute up to about 90 per cent, I think, of offences under the principal act. 
About 10 per cent go to the State Solicitor’s Office as a quality assurance mechanism. The member for Vasse 
needs to think through her simplistic amendment a little more. She grabbed the headline by saying that it is a very 
significant increase from $200 to $5 000, which her minister never even contemplated. The member’s response to 
me was that he prosecuted under the Criminal Code. There were 18 prosecutions in 2016, so that was a really great 
response—18 prosecutions! But he did not think about increasing the penalties under the act. This minister is 
seeking to increase the penalties from $200 to $5 000 and the member does not think that is significant—incredible! 
If it were prosecuted under the Criminal Code, who is going to do the prosecution? Is the member saying that 
PTA officers should use the Criminal Code to prosecute? I think the member is going down a dangerous road if 
she wants to ask the Public Transport Authority to use the Criminal Code to prosecute. If the Director of Public 
Prosecutions or the police prosecutor prosecutes, that will deflect a lot of resources into prosecuting trespass 
offences on trains and prevent the DPP and the police prosecutor from prosecuting other offences. 

Once again, the member for Vasse has sought simplistic headlines with this proposed amendment. She has not 
even explained properly whether an offence would be prosecuted under the Criminal Code or the act that this 
Government Railways Amendment Bill is seeking to amend. As I stated to her, the PTA prosecutes up to 90 per cent 
of trespass offences on PTA land under the Government Railways Act, which gives the powers to prosecute. That is 
very sensible, as is the response to increase the penalty for the offence from $200 to $5 000. It is also a very sensible 
measure economically, because it costs $2 000 to $3 000 in lost time for the PTA to prosecute a trespass offence. We 
are seeking to increase the fine to $5 000. That will provide cost recovery plus, obviously, a deterrent to the offender 
if they are found guilty. If prosecution of the offence were transferred to the DPP or the police prosecutor, the 
amount of lost time to those officers would be significant and would prevent them from dealing with other work. 

It would have been really nice—I was probably expecting too much—if the member for Vasse had come in here 
and supported this bill. Just support it. It is a great measure. Troy Buswell never did it, and the member for Vasse’s 
response was that he prosecuted under the Criminal Code. However, under the Criminal Code, in 2016 there were 
18 prosecutions. Therefore, I do not think Troy Buswell used the Criminal Code very often to prosecute. The member 
for Vasse should have come into this house and said that this is a significant change in the maximum penalty for 
trespass offences, from $200 to $5 000. That is a significant increase. The minister and the government should be 
applauded. We take this matter seriously but, as usual, with this minister, we do not look in isolation. We do not 
see this bill as the only thing we need to do. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr W.R. Marmion interjected. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Thank you. You should have just asked for it. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): No; hang on! Member for Nedlands, on expiry of your time, you can 
actually request an extension. 
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Dr A.D. BUTI: Calm down. Why does the member for Nedlands not make a contribution? There are a lot of trains 
in Nedlands! 
It is good that the member for Vasse has said that she supports the bill before the house, but it would have been 
great if she had just come in and supported it without the need to be negative. She always does that. She does it in 
all her tweets. She feels that she has to congratulate the government, but she always has a negative aspect to it. 
She would have more force if she did not always oppose us. 
Mr R.R. Whitby: Exactly. Correct. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Exactly. Otherwise people will say, “There’s the member for Vasse again, opposing for the sake 
of opposing.” Getting back to this bill and the very important issue of — 
Ms R. Saffioti: There used to be a shark in every corner! 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes. 
In light of the measures the minister has taken with the PTA, it would be a mistake for the member for Vasse or 
anyone to think this is the only measure we will use to deal with trespassing. It is a very important issue. The 
member for Thornlie knows it is an important issue because his electorate is also serviced by the railway line. As 
I mentioned, we are looking at many ways to try to educate the population not to engage in trespass and dangerous 
activities that will put their lives and others’ lives in danger. We are also seeking to reduce antisocial behaviour. 
Our transport network is incredibly important for our communities. Whatever we can do to make the transport 
network safer and more appealing to people to utilise will be better for all. I commend the bill to the house. For 
the life of me, I cannot understand how increasing a penalty from $200 to $5 000 is not significant and does not show 
that the government is taking the matter seriously. I honestly cannot understand how that cannot be considered 
significant, in conjunction with all the other measures I mentioned. In comparison, Troy Buswell did nothing. The 
member for Vasse said that he prosecuted under the Criminal Code. Yes, there were 18 prosecutions in 2016 under 
the Criminal Code. 
I commend the bill to the house. 
MR Z.R.F. KIRKUP (Dawesville) [1.04 pm]: I was not initially intending to speak on the Government Railways 
Amendment Bill 2019, but I cannot help but respond to the baiting by the member for Armadale, who had the 
temerity to suggest that somehow rail was not in the DNA of the Liberal Party. How wrong you are, member for 
Armadale; how wrong you are! 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I find it fascinating that not a single rail project in Western Australia is underway at the 
moment without money from the federal Liberals. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Member for Armadale! Member for Dawesville! Thank you, members. 
Member for Armadale, you have had your say, thank you very much. Member for Dawesville, make your second 
reading contribution about the bill. That would be greatly appreciated, thank you. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Thank you very much, Acting Speaker. It is an important reflection of the fact that the 
Labor Party uses spin to try to cast the Liberal Party — 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Acting Speaker. 
Several members interjected. 
THE ACTING SPEAKER (Mr T.J. Healy) Members, thank you. Please allow the member for Dawesville to 
continue his remarks. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Thank you very much, Acting Speaker. The bill is about government railways. We are 
obviously talking about railways. 
Dr A.D. Buti: No, it’s not actually; it’s about amending an act. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Member for Armadale — 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Please allow the member for Dawesville to make his comments in silence. 
Member for Dawesville, please also direct your comments to the Chair, thank you. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I have been addressing only you, Acting Speaker, in responding to the remarks of the 
member for Armadale and once again pointing out how futile they were when he suggested that somehow the 
Liberal Party does not have rail or public transport in its DNA. 
Several members interjected. 
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Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is baked into us. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is baked into how we feel, because every single rail project underway in Western Australia 
at the moment has money attached to it from the federal Liberal Party. Thanks very much to the Liberal Party! 
I hear time and again in this place that somehow because of a rail closure — 

Dr A.D. Buti: You closed a rail line. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, I am sure you made many contributions in your previous 
speech. Please allow the member to make his comments or I will have to call you to order. Thank you, member. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Somehow, when the Labor Party throws back time and again, as the member for Armadale 
just did—I do not know whether it was in the 1960s or 1970s — 

Dr D.J. Honey: It was the 1600s, I think! 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is right; the 1600s, member for Cottesloe! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: When the Labor Party again throws at us its reflections on events of decades past that are 
somehow reflective of our perspective on public transport, it is absolutely absurd. 

Ms C.M. Rowe interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I hope that when the member for Belmont sends out her correspondence to her community over 
Christmas she will thank the federal Liberal Party and the former Liberal–National government for undertaking such 
an important rail project that will positively impact her district and, indeed, other districts across Western Australia! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: When the member for Armadale — 

Dr A.D. Buti: You closed the third-tier rail line. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is a very controversial subject. Members of the Labor Party light up and try to throw 
everything they can at us because they know that they are misleading this place when they suggest that the 
Liberal Party does not somehow care about public transport. We deeply care about public transport and about rail. 
Of course, as it is worth pointing out once again, member for Armadale, the former Court government legislated 
for the Mandurah line to be built in the first place. It is important — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: — and yet — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! This is a very important bill and this is a very important debate. People are 
very excited about the topics. Please listen to other members as they make their contributions. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Thank you very much, Acting Speaker; you might have your work cut out for you here, 
because members opposite do not like it when they hear the truth. 

Dr A.D. Buti: Do you want to talk about the bill? 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: We are talking about the bill. The member for Armadale spent the better part of 10 minutes 
of his contribution attacking the member for Vasse and suggesting that somehow the Liberal Party was not concerned 
about rail. We are deeply concerned about rail. We believe that rail has a vibrant future in Western Australia, which 
is why the Liberal Party is contributing to rail projects that are underway. The member for Belmont has a great benefit 
in her district now thanks to the Forrestfield–Airport Link, which was started by the former Liberal–National 
government. As the member for Darling Range pointed out to me a moment ago, I would hate to think what that 
project would have looked like under the Labor Party’s plan; its train station was a kilometre away from the airport 
and people would not have known how to get there. Obviously, when we are talking about this bill, we are talking 
about the importance of public transport. 

Dr A.D. Buti: What about Ellenbrook? 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: What about it? 

Dr A.D. Buti: You didn’t support the Ellenbrook project. Talk about the bill. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: We are absolutely talking about the importance of the bill. 

Mr D.R. Michael: Why did you close down the Main Street tram in Osborne Park? 
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Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Member for Balcatta, when was that tram closed? 

Mr D.R. Michael: In the 1950s. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: In the 1950s—right! Member for Balcatta, does it not betray the Labor Party’s perspective on 
this when it says that the Liberal Party is anti-rail yet it has to reach for examples from the 1950s, 1960s and 1970s? 
It is an absurd suggestion from members opposite that somehow we do not care for rail, when of course we do. 

The member for Vasse will move a very important amendment that will increase the penalty for trespass. 

Dr A.D. Buti: She doesn’t even understand it. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I look forward to the member for Armadale’s contribution. 

Dr A.D. Buti: I just gave it to you! 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Perhaps in consideration in detail then! I hope the member votes for the amendment that 
the opposition will move to strengthen the penalty. 

Mrs L.M. Harvey: The member for Vasse should be a minister. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Absolutely, she should be a minister. I look forward to the member for Armadale strengthening 
those provisions by voting for the member for Vasse’s amendment to increase the penalty for trespass. It is an 
important amendment that will be moved. 

Ms R. Saffioti: So you’re opposing the bill? 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: We want to strengthen it, minister. We want to go even further and make sure that those who — 

Dr A.D. Buti: Which clause are you amending? 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: If the member for Armadale needs me to point him to the notice paper, I will walk him 
through it right now if he would like. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, just for your assistance so that you do not keep interjecting, it is on the notice 
paper. It is to clause 4. Please allow the member to continue his remarks. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is to clause 4, at line 8 on page 3 of the bill. 

Ms R. Saffioti: So you oppose our bill? 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Not at all. We have already showed that we are in support of this bill. All we want to do is 
make it stronger. We want to go further than the government has gone to make it stronger. 

Ms R. Saffioti: You’re very opposing. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: We are not opposed at all. If anything, we want to improve the work, because that is what 
the Liberal Party does with rail—we make things better. I will not sit here and get this barrage of mistruths from 
those opposite when they suggest that the Liberal Party does not support rail. It is in our DNA. It is the backbone 
of what our party believes in at every single turn. 

Dr A.D. Buti: You closed our rail. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: We will not continue to refer to things that happened in the 1960s and 1970s, member for 
Armadale, as if they were a reflection of the current view. 

Point of Order 
Mrs A.K. HAYDEN: Mr Acting Speaker, you have asked time and again that members opposite not interject. 
I would like to hear my fantastic member for Dawesville on his feet. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr T.J. Healy): Members, the point of order will be heard in silence. Member, I think 
the point of order you are making is that the member be heard in silence during the debate. Thank you, members. 
Member for Dawesville, please continue. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I said at the start that I would not make a lengthy contribution, because I am looking forward 
to the contributions of — 

Mr D.T. Punch: It’s been carrying on for a while. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It has been six minutes, member for Bunbury. It might feel like an eternity, but I assure the 
member that it has not been that long. 

My point is that we cannot continue to point to these examples. Member for Armadale, I think it is absurd to point to 
these examples as somehow showing that the Liberal Party does not believe in rail. Members opposite have reached 
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back to historic examples. If the member for Armadale wants to go back in history, the Labor Party has a much more 
tarnished reputation on a range of policies and social imperatives. We can talk about the closure of railway lines; 
that is fine, and I will talk about the White Australia policy. Shall we talk about that? That is a great reflection. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bunbury, member for Belmont and member for Wanneroo, I was on my 
feet. I call each of you to order for the first time. 
Member, I know you have a large contribution to make, but can you confine it to the bill before us, not the 
White Australia policy. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: You’re very abrasive today! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I just had a rough sleep, member for Mandurah! 
Ms R. Saffioti: That tie has not been done well either! 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is the only thing that is going to throw me, Minister for Transport! 
I appreciate the member for Armadale’s contribution to this place, as always but in this case, he is wrong. I urge 
all government members to consider not being drones to their party’s view and to stand with us in support of this 
very important amendment that will be moved to clause 4 at line 8 on page 3 of the bill. 
MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Thornlie — Parliamentary Secretary) [1.15 pm]: I am very pleased to speak to the 
Government Railways Amendment Bill 2019. It strikes me that ensuring the safety of our rail network is one of 
the most important things we can do with public transport to give people a sense of assurance that they are very 
safe on the trains. I heard the member for Armadale earlier and I recall the time when he was on the train and was 
mistaken for a very famous person. That example shows that there is often light banter and social discourse on the 
train. If my recollection is correct, he was mistaken for former President Obama. 
Dr A.D. Buti: That’s right, but without the beard. 
Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: It was prior to his beard days, but with that hint of greyness. 
The trains are much safer than those opposite would have us believe. There are, of course, times when people are 
concerned, and that is why the transit guards are in place. I personally feel quite safe when I catch a train at 
7.00 pm, but some constituents, especially older constituents, are inclined to tell me that they have heard all these 
terrible stories about how dangerous the trains are and how they are war torn or they are a battlefield. This sort of 
stuff undermines public confidence in the rail network and in the quality of our service. It scares people off. In 
fact, my experience is that the service between Perth and Thornlie is very well frequented and safe, even well into 
the evening. I want to reassure members at the outset that we have a good-quality network that is safe to travel 
on. When there are occasionally problems and when people’s fears may be justified is when they get off the 
train and have to make the journey from the train station to their home, especially at night. If they have to do that 
unaccompanied, it can sometimes be a fearful thing, especially for women. I am sure there are ways that we can 
address that problem into the future. Giving transit guards the capacity to accompany people to their car in the 
train station car park is one idea, but, ideally, people could be met by a family member or a friend at the train station 
so that they can get home safely, even after nightfall. 
The issue here is with trespassing on the network itself. The problem in the Thornlie electorate is the use of trail 
bikes on the rail network. In the easement that runs from Thornlie station to Cockburn station, there is a freight 
line that is managed by Arc Infrastructure, formerly Brookfield Rail. I know that that company does its very best 
to make sure that there is no illegal use of that space, but there is an ongoing problem with trail bikes getting into 
the corridor. It is a very dangerous thing for those people to do, even when no trains are around. They know they 
are acting illegally. They often try to do it in an undercover way; they wear balaclavas or full-face helmets so that 
they cannot be recognised. They certainly take a risk, because that rail corridor is simply not designed for trail bike 
usage. The chance of a relatively inexperienced trail bike rider hitting a sleeper at a difficult angle and coming off 
is very high. If we add to that the possibility of them running into a freight train, it really could be a scary scenario. 
I know that whenever the reports go through to Arc Infrastructure, it is very concerned about this, but we have to 
look more broadly at how we deal with illegal trail bike usage in the community. I know that I am not the only 
member with that concern. Just in the last week in my electorate, a couple of trail bike riders on the principal shared 
path hit a 60-year-old cyclist. That person did not receive life-threatening injuries but did end up in hospital. The 
issue of trespass and the lack of respect for public property exists, and I think that is why these increased penalties 
are totally justified and are very, very timely. 
I am not sure whether the opposition’s intent is simply to try to enter into some sort of law and order bidding war 
with its amendment on the notice paper, but perhaps 12 months’ imprisonment for illegal trail bike usage on the 
rail network in the area of the train lines is justified. I would be interested to hear the member for Vasse comment 
on that when she moves the amendment later. A term of 12 months’ imprisonment for illegal trail bike usage is 
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a new development. It is certainly a problem. My hope is that we will eventually have a technological solution and 
a system whereby every trail bike that is sold is registered and installed with some sort of technical device that 
slows down the trail bike rider. I totally understand that police have great reservations about chasing after trail 
bikes at the moment. All too often, it can lead to a very serious mishap. We have seen trail bike riders who, when 
chased, have fallen off their bikes and lost their lives. It is a serious matter, but we need to find a solution more 
broadly to illegal trail bike usage. 

This legislation was also inspired by the concern about people doing stupid things such as trying to surf on the top 
of trains going over the Fremantle railway bridge and getting that little bit of YouTube footage that they can then 
put up on social media and hope that it goes viral and get various hits and become a renowned YouTuber as a result 
of that sort of action. That kind of approach to YouTubing, if that is what it is called, is a very dangerous one. It is 
dangerous for the individual involved and it is unfair on the community as a whole, because it puts everyone at 
risk when we have to face the possibility of trying to apprehend the person and deal with the copycats who might 
come along. A whole spate of problems can be triggered just because someone is trying to gain some level of notoriety 
and promote themselves as a YouTuber and have advertising come through. I gather that a way of generating 
money if someone becomes a well-known YouTuber is by doing crazy things. We do not want that to happen on 
the Public Transport Authority network. It is not the place for it at all, so I certainly do welcome these increased 
penalties from that point of view alone. 

Other members touched on how we have the two categories of seriousness of offence. The Category A type of offence 
is when there is death, serious injury or significant property damage and category B is when there are incidents 
that may have the potential to cause a serious accident. We have seen an increase in category B incidents when 
there is a potential to cause a serious accident. The number of category B offences went from 328 in 2016–17 to 
510 in 2017–18. It further increased to 885 incidents in 2018–19. The offences are definitely there. Again, I think 
the increase in the penalties is an example of how needed this legislation is. We hope that it is enough to act as 
a dissuasive factor, but the smart thing about this legislation and the policy work around it is that we are not doing 
the penalty on its own. We are also doing good social media work to explain to people the risks, how dangerous it 
is to put oneself in grave danger by getting into the PTA area and that dashing across the train tracks when those 
bells start ringing and the gates come across is just not worth it. The risk of really serious injury, quite often 
resulting in death, is just too high. People are risking their life trying to quickly cross the train tracks. 

The social media work has certainly been very effective. It is often fairly graphic and uses some very frightening 
but catchy—if I can put those two thoughts together—ideas around how dangerous the issue is for people. We need 
to use other avenues to educate people about the risks and not rely only on the punitive measures. The seriousness 
of trespass laws can then be communicated to the public. We also have to deal with this issue of a temptation that 
people have to take photos, even wedding photos. I can understand that it perhaps has some appeal. A view down 
a long straight stretch of train track, standing in the middle of the railroad with a sort of sense of looking into 
eternity, perhaps that is a form of symbolism for people’s life plans. It is an idea that has to be tempered because 
there is the risk that a train could be coming from the opposite direction. What might be a romantic idea could be 
a fatal one. That is not what we want at all. Ensuring that people are aware of the dangers and are able to weigh 
up things and take the better step and make the better decision of avoiding putting themselves at risk in the first 
place is definitely the best thing to do. 

Getting back to the role of the transit guards on the network, I know that there is always some confusion about 
who is a PTA transit guard and who is a revenue protection officer. Just that presence of guards on the trains is 
very reassuring for people. It makes a big difference and it is almost like bringing back the old-style ticket collector 
and conductor. Just that presence of someone who we can refer to if there is some level of antisocial behaviour 
going on in the train is very helpful. Perhaps we could encourage those various transit guards to be a bit more 
engaged with the passengers on the train and to see their role as more of a customer service role than a figure of 
authority, but we recognise that they need to step into that authority role, too.  

That is just an idea of how we can evolve and go about this task of reassuring people that the train networks are much 
safer than some fearmongers in the community might have us believe. When I tested this out, my suspicions were 
confirmed. People tell us that the train network is incredibly dangerous, but when we ask them whether they have 
used it, invariably the answer is no. I would really like to put to the test those members opposite who make claims 
about how unsafe they feel on the train network. I would like to know how often they use it. All that information 
is readily available because it is all logged on a SmartRider. If the media wanted to, it could simply ask a member 
to produce their SmartRider record, and that information would be available. I think the SmartRider might have to 
be registered. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: The member for Dawesville is a bit quizzical about this system. SmartRider? What would that be? 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: It is very old school. It should be an app. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Yes, it would be great if it was available as an app. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: Like Hong Kong, where you can swipe through on your phone now. 
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Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Yes. The point is that there is a SmartRider account that sets out the log of various 
journeys. I want to stress that I think the system is unfairly maligned at times, and that is not helpful. Whenever 
I catch the train, I am always struck by how many people using the train at night are probably those more recently 
arrived in Australia. They are often students or shiftworkers. They are very strong users of the public transport 
system, particularly the train network, later in the evening. That is a good thing. It is unfortunate that we have seen 
lewd, aggressive behaviour, and people with mental illnesses occasionally on the trains. Their behaviour needs to 
be tempered. The presence of various transit guards is particularly useful in this case. 
One of the main points is our attitude towards public property in general. If people are respectful of public property, 
that would make a big difference. Unfortunately, we live in a world where sometimes the public domain is not 
respected, and that can lead to some of the problems that we see. 
The legislation before us will make a very big difference. An increase in the penalty from $200 to $5 000 will make 
a difference, and it is realistic. I look forward to hearing from the member for Vasse when she moves her amendment 
about what sort of circumstances she thinks would justify 12 months’ imprisonment for a trespass offence and how 
that fits in with comparable cases of trespass. She will no doubt make some arguments that justify her putting this 
amendment on the notice paper. I look forward to hearing those arguments. 
I think we have this legislation right. The increase in the penalty is welcome. I am sure that we will have to deal 
further with the issue of how transit guards tackle antisocial behaviour on the trains, and ensure that people do not 
trespass on the rail reserve, which causes problems for drivers. It must be horrendous for train drivers in a freight 
train or a passenger train—it is a huge mass that is moving along—to suddenly worry about a trail bike user or 
somebody else walking along the tracks and how they would hope to stop the train. It would be very difficult. It is 
not fair on those people who are simply trying to do their job of driving the train. 
This amendment to our government railways legislation is welcomed by all of us, and I am sure it is especially 
welcomed by those people who drive the trains. They will be very thankful to realise that we have changed the 
penalty so that we can dissuade people even more from contemplating trespassing on the rail reserve. 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.R. Michael. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FUTURE FUND AMENDMENT 
(FUTURE HEALTH RESEARCH AND INNOVATION FUND) BILL 2019 

Third Reading 
MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Minister for Health) [1.35 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 
MR Z.R.F. KIRKUP (Dawesville) [1.35 pm]: I appreciate the opportunity to speak on the third reading of the 
WA Future Fund Amendment (Future Health Research and Innovation Fund) Bill 2019. My contribution will 
be relatively brief this afternoon. The member for Darling Range and I were talking about the title. Throughout 
my contributions, I have been talking about the fund being called the health research fund. The word “medical” 
does not appear in the title at all. We looked at the short title and the long title of the bill. Given the size of the bill, it 
is interesting that the word “medical” does not appear in the title at all. It is an interesting reflection when we talk 
about the bill. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr T.J. Healy): Members! Member, do you seek to take interjections during your 
third reading speech? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I was hoping to keep it short. 
Mr R.H. Cook: Short is good, members. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, keep it parliamentary. Member, I will interpret that as you are not going to 
take interjections. I will ask other members not to interject. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I always like to keep the door open, just in case. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Please continue with your comments. Members, there is no need to reply. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is very important as we reflect on this bill to talk about a couple of things that were raised 
by the opposition during consideration in detail. I appreciate the fact that the Minister for Health and the advisers 
from Health and Treasury provided very substantive answers. To the credit of the minister, every time we asked 
questions, and certainly when we asked questions to which the minister had to come back to us with more information, 
he provided that information to us, and I appreciate that. I am always heartened to see bipartisan support, particularly 
from the Liberal Party, the major party in opposition, with the government supporting an important bill and taking 
a collaborative approach. I wish more people would see such collaboration in this place from time to time. I think 
that is what they expect their parliamentarians to do. 
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Medical research is a very important part of the future health needs of Western Australia and, indeed, the world, 
generally speaking. I am always very impressed that in the Parliament and in talk across the kitchen table, we exalt 
the names of those medical researchers who have contributed a great deal to Western Australia. People such as 
Fiona Stanley and Fiona Wood are household names. They are heroes of modern Western Australia because they 
have made what I think has been an important contribution to the advancement of our health needs in WA. A bill that 
supports such important research and innovation in our state is well worth supporting. The reality is that no matter 
where the innovation has taken place or what has occurred, the impact has been quite significant. I have had 
discussions with Fiona Wood and talked about the spray-on skin innovation. A burn that occurred from an incident 
in Bali, for example, was treated from an innovative idea and research project here in Western Australia—indeed, 
in this city. The global implications for that treatment have been immense. 
The idea that we can seek to ensure that we foster such an important entrepreneurial heart of our health sector, 
encouraging more medical research through this legislation, and then the ability for us to capitalise on the 
commercialisation of that is eminently sensible. The Liberal Party in opposition supports that concept. I like the 
idea that we have a future industry. Wherever we might be in decades’ time, I hope that we will look back on this 
bill, which builds on an important initiative of the Liberal–National government, which established the future fund 
in the first place, and we can see that some important contributions have been made in this space, in particular in 
medical health research and innovation.  
We flagged throughout consideration in detail some of our concerns with regard to governance. We have had that 
as part of active consideration and discussion. The transparency and accountability of the board still remain of 
concern, as do, indeed, the recommendations that may come to this minister or any future health ministers about 
projects and arrangements that may be supported. I think it is important to have maximum transparency and 
accountability. Although we would not seek to amend governance framework documents through legislation, we 
of course need to have flexible rigour around the more contemporary issues of the near future, and I encourage the 
minister and the government to ensure that as much disclosure as possible be made available to the people of 
Western Australia about the advisory group and any pecuniary interests or conflicts of interest its members might 
have, so we are not in a situation in which this minister or future ministers, regardless of their party, are obliged 
to defend a decision made by the research advisory group, only to later find that there was a conflict of interest. 
That is not something that I think the government should have to respond to. The best way to avert that is to ensure 
maximum accountability and transparency of advisory group members and the decisions they arrive at. That is 
reflected in the conduct and governance arrangements of the National Health and Medical Research Council, 
Infrastructure Western Australia and Infrastructure Australia. If the opposition were in office, we would certainly 
be looking to ensure that maximum level of transparency and accountability going forward. 
I reiterate the opposition’s support. This is an important contribution to the future economy of Western Australia 
and to our ongoing economic diversification as health needs and our reliance on medical research here and 
across the world become more acute and important in the provision of individualised medicine. Indeed, perhaps 
we can avert what we might now consider to be debilitating or fatal illnesses and diseases, so that they become 
manageable in the future. We might no longer see people dying of something that we might now think of as 
relatively commonplace and obviously very disheartening. With that, I reiterate the Liberal Party’s support for this 
bill. If it comes to a division, we will indeed be voting for it because we think it is an important piece of legislation 
that will continue to enhance Western Australia’s leadership in this sector, here and globally. 
MS M.J. DAVIES (Central Wheatbelt — Leader of the Nationals WA) [1.42 pm]: I, too, rise briefly to reiterate 
what I said yesterday during consideration in detail, when we were discussing some of the amendments. 
I appreciate the consideration that the government and the minister undertook when we were debating the merits 
of quarantining 25 per cent of the funds that would be invested in the repurposing of the Western Australian Future 
Fund. We understand that the government has no appetite for supporting those amendments and, as a result, the 
Nationals WA will be unable to support the Western Australian Future Fund Amendment (Future Health Research 
and Innovation Fund) Bill 2019 when it comes to the final vote. 
From the outset, the Nationals disagreed with the repurposing of the future fund. As we went through the process, 
we sought to deal with some of the disparities and inequities in health service outcomes that we are confronted 
with on a daily basis in regional Western Australia. Those disparities and inequities might have been improved by 
us shining a light on and directing some of our best and brightest to thinking particularly about innovation and 
research into improving health outcomes in regional areas. Unfortunately, we could not come to an agreement on 
that and we are very disappointed. I have said on a number of occasions that I do not disagree with the shadow 
spokesperson for health that investment in health research is imperative. As a state, we should be very proud of the 
investment we have undertaken. We believe there was another way to fund the government’s election commitment 
and proposal. It is not that we are opposed to increasing certainty for the sector and continuing to invest in the very 
important area of health research; it is simply that we do not agree with the repurposing of the future fund. We 
tried, from our perspective, to improve it. 
The debate has been respectful; I think we have proved that we can agree to disagree on some things. The 
Nationals WA, as a party, has agreed to not support the bill. We will see whether there are some changes we can 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 13 November 2019] 8845 

 

make by way of amendment in the Legislative Council when the bill progresses there, and see whether there is an 
appetite to pursue any such amendments. Perhaps there will be some support in the next stage of the debate. But 
as it stands at the moment, unfortunately, the Nationals do not feel that we can support this legislation. We thank 
the minister and his advisers for the briefings they have provided to us as we have considered this legislation. 
I wish them well as they progress the bill to the next stage. 
MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Minister for Health) [1.45 pm] — in reply: Thank you very much for the 
opportunity to close the debate on this important piece of legislation, the Western Australian Future Fund Amendment 
(Future Health Research and Innovation Fund) Bill 2019. It was an election commitment, and this is an important 
day for medical research in Western Australia. I think it will be a potential game-changer in ensuring that we take 
our place as a world leader in medical research, innovation and technology. 
The member for Central Wheatbelt said that she was very proud of the investment we have made in medical research 
in Western Australia, and we should be, but we need to do more. We are falling behind other states and we are at 
a point at which we really need to make a decision as a community about what sort of future we want, and how we 
are going to secure that future and make sure that we bring to bear the medical research, innovation and technology 
that we need. This is an important piece of legislation because it will secure funding into the future. A number of 
members opposite made comments that there are other ways of funding this, but the unique way in which we are 
funding this will secure funding into the future. Many of our medical researchers essentially become good at applying 
for grants and at lobbying successive governments to top up the finances for further research efforts. This legislation 
will provide a secure stream of funding into the future so that we can make long-term commitments—not only as 
a government, but also as a community of medical researchers—to creating a centre of excellence in medical 
research and innovation here in Western Australia. That is why this legislation is important; it is about our future. 
I commend the previous Liberal–National government for bringing the Western Australian Future Fund into being; 
it was an important piece of legislation. It was to mature by 2032, but there are important opportunities to be taken 
now as a community through this legislation. 
I know the Nationals WA wanted 25 per cent of funds set aside for regional residents, but I just do not think we 
can do that in the context of medical research. A small Aboriginal child at the Telethon Kids Institute, whether 
they live in metropolitan Perth or in the regions, will benefit from these resources, and that is a really important 
issue to bear in mind. This is not about us and them; this is about us as a community. The work that will get done 
under this legislation will ensure that everyone in the community will benefit, particularly those who are, at the 
moment, facing disadvantage in their health experiences. 
I want to thank a few people for their support for this legislation. Professor Ian Puddey, who is now retired, was 
the former dean of the medical school at the University of Western Australia. He originally came to me and said 
that we had to significantly improve our medical research funding efforts. It was from his conversations that 
I initially started this journey. I also acknowledge Professor Bruce Robinson and Mr Frank Cooper, who were 
important influences on the approach we took. Professor Robinson impressed upon me the importance of going 
to Canada to look at the Alberta Heritage Savings Trust Fund and the important role it has played in ensuring 
that Alberta is a centre of excellence in cancer research and services. The whole medical research community 
has been supportive of this process. I also acknowledge Professor Peter Klinken; Professor Fiona Stanley; 
Professor Jonathan Carapetis; Ashley Reid from the Cancer Council; Professor Gary Geelhoed, head of the 
Western Australian Health Translation Network; and Professor John Challis, who was an academic at the 
University of Toronto and provided a lot of guidance in the early days. In particular, I thank the Treasurer,  
Hon Ben Wyatt, for his insight and assistance in crafting the policies that have now led us to the point of being in 
a position to pass this legislation today. I also thank the advisers from the Departments of Treasury and Finance who 
have assisted in this process: Ms Melissa Lui Yuen, Mr Michael Banazis, Ms Lita Geros and Ms Leanne Follows. 
Their support and advice throughout this process has been invaluable as we pulled this legislation together. 
Finally, I will touch upon a point made by the member for Dawesville. I thank him and his colleagues for their support 
of this legislation. The member for Dawesville referred to the importance of governance, and that has been uppermost 
in our minds all the way along. This is not about a future health minister picking winners. This is not about future 
health communities making sure that they feed each other’s projects to the exception of great up-and-coming 
medical researchers. This is about setting up Western Australia as a centre of medical research and innovation 
excellence. We should all seize upon the opportunity that this legislation represents. I commend the Liberal 
opposition for its support and seeing the opportunities that we now have before us. These opportunities will not 
accrue to this government necessarily, nor will they accrue to a government of a different colour into the future. 
These opportunities will accrue to the public of Western Australia, whether they be sick kids in Perth Children’s 
Hospital, the chronically ill in other hospitals or members of the community living in regional Western Australia. 
We will all benefit from the advances in medical research. I reflect on a comment made by the member for Bunbury 
in his second reading contribution; that is, this is a gift from one generation to another. It is the knowledge that we 
will give to future generations through medical research, innovation and technology that will see us go forward as 
a community and as a society. Members, this legislation will save lives. We should be proud of the step we have 
taken today. I understand that the Nationals WA members are disappointed that we have not agreed to their 
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amendments, but I must say, member for Central Wheatbelt, that 25 per cent of nothing, given that the Nationals are 
not going to vote for the legislation, is zero. We will all benefit from it. The Nationals’ communities will benefit 
from it, regional communities will benefit from it and Western Australia as a whole will benefit from it. This is 
important legislation, of which I am very proud. I commend the bill to the house. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr T.J. Healy): Members, before I put this to the vote, the third reading of this bill 
requires an absolute majority. If there is a dissenting voice when I put the question on the third reading, I will 
divide the house. If there is no dissenting voice, I will count the members present and declare the question to be 
carried by an absolute majority if that is indeed the case. 

Question put. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: There is a dissentient voice, so a division is required. 

Division 

Question put and a division taken, the Acting Speaker (Mr T.J. Healy) casting his vote with the ayes, with the 
following result — 

Ayes (42) 

Dr A.D. Buti Mr D.J. Kelly Dr M.D. Nahan Ms J.J. Shaw 
Mrs R.M.J. Clarke Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup Mr K.M. O’Donnell Mrs J.M.C. Stojkovski 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr A. Krsticevic Mrs L.M. O’Malley Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Mr M.J. Folkard Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr P. Papalia Mr D.A. Templeman 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr F.M. Logan Mr S.J. Price Mr P.C. Tinley 
Ms E.L. Hamilton Mr W.R. Marmion Mr D.T. Punch Mr R.R. Whitby 
Mrs L.M. Harvey Ms S.F. McGurk Mr J.R. Quigley Ms S.E. Winton 
Mr T.J. Healy Ms L. Mettam Ms M.M. Quirk Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr M. Hughes Mr S.A. Millman Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr D.R. Michael (Teller) 
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr Y. Mubarakai Ms C.M. Rowe  
Mr P.A. Katsambanis Mr M.P. Murray Ms A. Sanderson  

 

Noes (4) 

Mr I.C. Blayney Mr D.T. Redman Mr P.J. Rundle Ms M.J. Davies (Teller) 

            
Pair 

Ms R. Saffioti Mr V.A. Catania 

Question thus passed with an absolute majority. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

FINES, PENALTIES AND INFRINGEMENT NOTICES 
ENFORCEMENT AMENDMENT BILL 2019 

Second Reading 
Resumed from 12 November. 

MR S.A. MILLMAN (Mount Lawley) [1.57 pm]: I rise to add my voice to the chorus of members speaking in 
favour of this legislation. Now and again, we have the opportunity to lend our public support and endorsement to 
good legislation. I commend the Attorney General for bringing this legislation before the house. I will cover 
a number of things in the time allotted to me to contribute to this second reading debate, some of which relates to 
the long and storied history of the development of the policies that will be implemented by this legislation, some 
of which relates to the philosophical basis that underpins the legislation, and some of my contribution will be about 
the ways in which this legislation will give effect to policy imperatives—that is, the way that this legislation will 
work in practice. 

Before I conclude my comments, I will pick up on a couple of the points that the member for Hillarys, the lead 
speaker for the opposition in this chamber, made during his contribution yesterday. I was most interested in the 
member for Hillarys’ contribution and very pleased to hear him commence his contribution by saying that the 
Liberal Party would not oppose this bill. What was particularly interesting was that the member for Hillarys continued 
to repeat the fact that he was offering his personal views. The member for Hillarys, as a practitioner himself, knows 
that the ancient writ of habeas corpus and the role that it plays in making sure that people are not imprisoned 
inappropriately is a fundamental feature of our criminal justice system. I look at the member and I see that he is 
smiling. That is because he knows that. I know that as a Liberal, he is a person who purportedly is for freedom. He 
knows that imprisoning people without due and proper cause is something that we should not do. That is what our 
history tells us going back 800 years. I am pleased to see that he is nodding. 
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The member for Hillarys even said that perhaps the Attorney General should have been bolder. These were great 
sentiments. However, I was confused by the member for Hillarys’ scepticism about whether this legislation will pass 
the upper house. I wonder what it is about the upper house in particular that may prevent the passage of this legislation. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
PERTH — HOMELESSNESS, VIOLENCE AND DRUG ABUSE 

1032. Mr A. KRSTICEVIC to the Premier: 
I refer to the Premier’s failure to deliver a comprehensive response to the out-of-control violence, meth crisis and 
homelessness crisis in Perth, and to his attempt to address these issues with bandaid solutions. 

(1) Can the Premier confirm that the Tranby Centre for the homeless was forced to close for two days last 
week because of out-of-control violence and meth dealers preying on the homeless? 

(2) Can the Premier confirm that his failure to provide and fund a comprehensive homelessness strategy 
means his government is the problem, not the solution? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
Just prior to answering that question, on behalf of the government, and following on from the Minister for 
Emergency Services yesterday, can I pass on the thoughts of the government, the Parliament and the people of 
Western Australia to those people in the eastern states who are dealing with a serious bushfire crisis, particularly 
New South Wales and Queensland. I thank all the volunteers, especially those from Western Australia, and the 
permanent staff of the Western Australian government, who are assisting in fighting the fires in the eastern states. 
I also acknowledge all the firefighters in the eastern states who are dealing with this extraordinarily difficult situation. 

Can I also, on behalf of the member for Cannington, acknowledge the students from St Norbert College in 
Queens Park who are in the public gallery today. 

(1)–(2) The government has implemented a comprehensive response to deal with methamphetamine, which deals 
with both supply and education, and to interdict and reduce the amount of drugs in our community, and also 
to try to assist people who are addicted to deal with their addiction. As we know, addictions are difficult 
issues to deal with. But we do have a comprehensive response, and we are investing over $200 million. 

The government is also investing around $100 million to deal with homelessness. As we know, homelessness 
is a complex issue as well, and it does relate often to mental health, drug addiction issues, family break-up 
and family violence. It is complex. But we have a $90 million to $100 million homelessness strategy. We 
did invest additional money in supporting both the Tranby Centre and some Fremantle facilities to deal 
with homelessness. The government recognises that those services do it tough. That is why we gave 
additional support to Tranby house. Clearly, there have been some issues around Tranby house. Naturally, 
having additional opening hours may well mean that more people are attending, and that has caused some 
social issues in the area. I know that UnitingCare West is working with the police to improve the police 
attendance and the police levels around Tranby house in light of the additional hours there. I also know 
that additional CCTV cameras are being installed so that the situation can be better monitored. 

I am advised that Tranby house had a planning session, which was for a day or two days, in which they 
voluntarily decided to have their staff assemble and not deal with people coming in so that they could 
work out strategies to deal with the additional hours and the additional funding from the government. 
That is the reason behind it. The member can scaremonger all he likes. That is exactly what he does. But 
they are the facts of the matter. 

Ms S.F. McGurk interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Minister! 

Ms S.F. McGurk interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Minister! I call you to order for the first time. 

PERTH — HOMELESSNESS, VIOLENCE AND DRUG ABUSE 

1033. Mr A. KRSTICEVIC to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. Will the Premier immediately commit to emergency resourcing for the Tranby Centre, 
associated wraparound services, and the police, to properly manage the out-of-control violence and homelessness 
crisis in our city, or does he just not care? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 
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Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
The member for Carine is an embarrassment to the Liberal Party and to the Parliament. 

Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Carine, you have had your go. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: As I said to the member in my answer, additional resources were provided to the Tranby Centre—
additional resources. The member did not listen, and he is incapable of comprehending what I said. 

Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Carine, I call you to order for the second time. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Additional resources were provided. Additional hours of opening are therefore available. 
That is resulting in more people attending at different hours. Therefore, we could argue it has resulted in a social 
outcome that is undesirable. UnitingCare West, which runs Tranby house, has been liaising with the WA Police 
Force to increase the police attendance. I am advised that is what is occurring. Additional CCTV cameras are being 
installed, as I advised the member in answer to his first question, before he asked his silly supplementary. 

I also note this is the MP who said we should set aside Princess Margaret Hospital and put in a bunch of homeless 
people, over the road from Perth Modern, and over the road from the new Bob Hawke College. Is that still the 
policy of Liberal Party members? Is that still their policy? They are mute, understandably so—better to be mute 
than embarrassed. What has occurred is that we have better funded and better supported homelessness facilities 
around the state, and that has resulted in some adverse consequences. But we are working through those issues. 

STATE ECONOMY 

1034. Ms A. SANDERSON to the Premier: 
Can the Premier update the house on how the McGowan Labor government’s investment in creating Western Australian 
jobs and supporting local business is leading to growing confidence in the Western Australian economy? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
I thank the member for Morley for the question. We are seeing more and more positive signs about the 
Western Australian economy. Since we have been in office, more than 50 000 new jobs have been created in 
Western Australia over the course of the last two and a half years. According to the Australian Bureau of Statistics — 

Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I know the member for Bateman is out there looking for a job, but no-one will give him one, 
unsurprisingly. 

Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Bateman! You will be part-time soon. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The number of people in Western Australia who are unemployed has fallen from the record 
high, the nationwide high, that we inherited from the Liberals and Nationals when we came to office. According 
to the Australian Bureau of Statistics, in September, retail growth in Western Australia was amongst the highest 
in the country, growing by 0.7 per cent—higher than New South Wales, Victoria, Queensland and South Australia. 
Spending on clothing and personal accessories is up 2.4 per cent, amongst the highest in the country. Spending on 
recreational goods is up 11 per cent, the highest single growth in six years, and the highest in the country. Annual 
growth in spending at cafes and restaurants and on takeaway is 2.4 per cent, again amongst the highest in the country. 

In lending to home buyers, we have just seen the highest monthly growth in a decade at 6.1 per cent, higher than 
that in New South Wales, Queensland, Victoria and South Australia. 
Yesterday, I was able to outline business confidence. NAB has indicated that this state has the highest business 
confidence levels of any state in Australia. 

We are determined to reinforce this economic good news. That is why we recently cut payroll tax. For the first 
time in a long time, payroll tax has been cut. Twelve thousand small and medium-sized businesses will benefit as 
a consequence of that, and 1 000 businesses that were paying payroll tax will not pay any payroll tax as a consequence 
of that. We have brought in stamp duty rebates of up to $50 000 for off-the-plan apartments — 

Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Bateman! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Members opposite hate tax cuts. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members on both sides, please! 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: He is so wild; he is so unhappy! 
The SPEAKER: The Premier is on his feet. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: If he is so unhappy, he should leave and get a job in the private sector, if anyone would give 
him one! 
We have slashed TAFE fees by 50 per cent on 34 important courses. We recently launched a $280 million school 
maintenance and hospital maintenance stimulus package as a consequence of our good financial management, 
which has the state back in surplus, our credit rating lifted and debt tracking down—the only state in Australia to 
achieve that. On top of that, we secured billions out of the commonwealth for road and rail packages all over 
Western Australia, with roads from the regions to the city, rail lines shortly to commence work—all of these projects 
under this government. This government has been able to balance good financial management and good economic 
management with securing a better share from the commonwealth, all designed to get jobs and activity back into 
Western Australia. 
The SPEAKER: The young lady who is sitting second from the right in the back of the Speaker’s gallery, you have 
just taken a photo. You cannot take photos in the chamber, so could you please delete that for me? I do not want 
to see my face on Facebook! Thank you. 
Ms J.J. Shaw: Neither do we! 
Mr D.A. Templeman: We won’t get too many “likes”! 
The SPEAKER: Members, it will only be the back of your heads, which is probably your best side! 

STATE ECONOMY — WAGES GROWTH 

1035. Mr D.C. NALDER to the Premier: 
Given the Premier’s recent interest in the Australian Bureau of Statistics, I would like to refer the Premier to its release 
about wage growth today. Can the Premier confirm that under his economic mismanagement, Western Australia 
has the lowest wage growth in the nation for both the quarter and for the year? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
Obviously, the shadow Treasurer is too afraid to ask the Treasurer a question. We have here Australia’s outstanding 
Treasurer and he is too afraid to ask him a question, which is understandable. 
Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Bateman, you have asked the question; wait for the answer. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The advice the Treasurer has given me, which I will pass on to the member, is that wages are 
growing at double the rate they were when we were elected. If it is so bad now, what was it when the member was 
in office? He cannot answer the question. 
Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! Member for Bateman! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: When the member was in office the government had the state in the first recession in history. 
In the last year of the member’s time in office, we had the first recession in history. When the member was in 
office, the former government lifted the state’s debt by $40 billion—the worst debt ever on record. 
Mr D.C. Nalder: That is untrue. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The member’s argument is it was $32 billion. That is his argument. I say it was $40 billion. 
Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Bateman, please. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The member says $32 billion; I say $40 billion. We have had that argument for two and 
a half years, but if the member wants to settle on $32 billion, he can settle on $32 billion. All of that happened 
during the member’s term in office. 
Obviously as a government there are some things we can control. We do know that we have had a fairly tight 
wages policy. That, I think, is regrettable. It is not exactly something we wanted to do, but we had to have a tight 
wages policy because of the debt and deficit we were left. There were limited other options. I think across the 
Western Australian government workforce, I appreciate that there has been broad acceptance that that is what had 
to happen. We did set the example in our first year in office, as members will recall, by bringing in the wage freeze 
for politicians, judges and senior public servants. We did that to set an example for the Western Australian 
government workforce. It is regrettable, but unfortunately that is what had to happen. That is a four-year policy we 
brought in that we had control of, but I am advised again by the Treasurer that wages growth is double what it was 
when the member was in office. 
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STATE ECONOMY — WAGES GROWTH 
1036. Mr D.C. NALDER to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. I note the Premier’s inability to answer the question. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr D.C. NALDER: Wages growth is the lowest in the nation. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr D.C. NALDER: Given that the government is currently rolling in billions of dollars of extra funds from the 
GST fix, when will the Premier — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Start again. 
Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I do not know who it is, but some child up there—I have not picked it up but I think it might be 
the Attorney General. I call you to order for the first time. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr J.R. Quigley: I appeal! 
The SPEAKER: And you should! 
Mr J.R. Quigley: I did not say a thing. 
The SPEAKER: I withdraw that and I give that back to the Treasurer. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: I note the Premier’s inability to answer the question. Given that — 

Point of Order 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The standing orders make it clear that there be no preambles to a question. 
The SPEAKER: No, that is not preamble; it is part of the question. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 
Mr D.C. NALDER: Given the billions of dollars that are coming in from the fix of the GST — 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Point of order—he is misleading the house. 
The SPEAKER: I call you to order, minister, for the first time. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: Given the billions of dollars from the fix of the GST and the increased iron ore royalties, when 
is the Premier going to take the foot off the hose of major job-creating infrastructure projects so that Western Australia 
can get out of its domestic recession and support underlying — 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I will make that decision. If you keep disputing it, I will send you home. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: I was not disputing anything. 
The SPEAKER: I beg your pardon? Be very careful or I will go further than that. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: When is the Premier going to take the foot off the hose of major job-creating infrastructure 
projects so that Western Australia can get out of its domestic recession and support underlying wages growth? 

Point of Order 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The question from the member related to wages growth and the supplementary relates to 
projects. That is clearly a separate issue. I would ask the Speaker to rule whether that is a supplementary — 
The SPEAKER: I already have ruled, minister, and I call you to order now for the second time. As I say, if you 
keep doing that you will not be here. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
In order to resolve everything, I am going to let the shadow Treasurer know about some of our important infrastructure 
projects across Western Australia. They include $310 million on the Karratha–Tom Price Road; $145 million on 
widening Armadale Road; $40 million on widening Mitchell Freeway between Cedric and Vincent Streets;  
$65 million on upgrading the Wanneroo Road–Ocean Reef Road intersection; $50 million on upgrading the 
Wanneroo Road–Joondalup Drive intersection; $70 million on widening Reid Highway between Altone Road and 
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West Swan Road; $49 million on widening Kwinana Freeway between Russell Road and Roe Highway; 
$47 million on the Kwinana Freeway smart freeway project; $112 million on the Murdoch Drive extension; 
$15 million on upgrading Karel Avenue; $30 million on upgrading South Coast Highway between Albany and 
Jerramungup; $35 million on the Manning Road on-ramp—the member for South Perth is down there celebrating 
as we speak!—and $15 million on widening Mitchell Freeway between Hutton and Cedric Streets. We are building 
72 kilometres of rail lines. We are manufacturing railcars in Western Australia for the first time in 30 years. We are 
building the new Newman hospital. We are building the Bunbury Outer Ring Road. Bob Hawke College is nearing 
completion as we speak. I mentioned the Albany ring-road before, and we have set aside the revenue we secured from 
BHP—$250 million—and 65 per cent of the proceeds from the TAB sale for the new women’s and babies’ hospital. 
But there is more that we are doing all over Western Australia in terms of infrastructure. The great thing about it is 
we are doing it while still driving down debt. New South Wales, Queensland and Victoria have large infrastructure 
programs and debt is going up very heavily, particularly in New South Wales. In Western Australia, there is a large 
infrastructure program and debt is going down. How do you do that? You do it by doing two things: good financial 
management and we get the commonwealth to pay for lots of it. They are the two things. If only the Liberals and 
Nationals, in office, had learnt those two amazing tactics: good financial management combined with working 
with the commonwealth to get money to Western Australia. That is what we did. There is no magic to it, except to 
have a cabinet that is serious, a Treasurer who is effective, a government that works effectively through the cabinet 
process to ensure money is spent wisely, and a Premier who actually works with whoever the Prime Minister may 
be to get good outcomes for Western Australia.  

BUSHFIRE MITIGATION 
1037. Mrs R.M.J. CLARKE to the Minister for Emergency Services: 
Before I ask my question, I want to thank all volunteers and community members fighting the catastrophic fires in 
New South Wales and Queensland, and also send my best wishes to the Waroona volunteers who are getting ready 
for deployment from my electorate of Murray–Wellington. 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s commitment to doing everything it possibly can to make bushfire-prone 
communities safer ahead of what is expected to be a warmer and drier bushfire season. Can the minister update 
the house on the significant investment this government has made in preparing for this bushfire season? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 
I thank the member for Murray–Wellington for that question. She is someone who knows all too well about the dangers 
of bushfires, given her electorate. I also acknowledge the unwavering support the member has for volunteers in 
her electorate. 
In preparing for this year’s bushfire season, of course, one of the critical things, in fact, one of the most critical 
things, is mitigation—preparing well before the bushfire season. As members well know—I have spoken of this 
in this house before—the McGowan government has committed $35 million to perform mitigation on unallocated 
crown land and $15 million for a mitigation activity fund to support local governments. That is unheard of across 
Australia. That is the largest investment made in mitigation anywhere in Australia. I can inform the house that 
26 local governments have got their bushfire risk mitigation plans up and running, and they will receive 
$6.81 million for 856 treatment activities over the next few weeks. They include mechanical, chemical, fire tracks 
and a whole series of other mitigation activities. I inform the house that all of the funding that has been made 
available to both the Department of Fire and Emergency Services and local governments has led to more than 
1 000 mitigation activities and treatments being undertaken already. 
I just inform the house about the volunteer briefings, and support as well, in preparation for the bushfire season. 
On Saturday, I attended the preseason bushfire briefing at Optus Stadium for all the volunteer captains and brigade 
unit managers. That included the season outlook from the Bureau of Meteorology, an update on the air fleet and 
also the resources available. It gave us an opportunity to thank them before the bushfire season and wish them all 
the very best. 
I turn to technology. This year, the aerial fleet will have 38 aircraft across the two government agencies. Just recently, 
I was down at Jandakot to look at the technology we have available. That includes a new line scanner on a new 
King Air aircraft. We have infrared on helicopters, so we have forward-looking infrared technology. We have 
line-scanning technology. That line-scanning technology feeds straight into a geospatial information system, 
mapping systems, that is virtually instantly available to firefighters on the ground. We have absolutely up-to-date 
technology available. 
I turn to community engagement and advertising. We will be spending $1 million on preseason advertising and then 
right the way through the bushfire season on advertising about keeping people safe. That will be the “I Am Fire” 
campaign, which we ran last year. I have already the spoken to the house about how successful it has been. We are going 
to tweak it a little bit so we keep the theme the same as last year but try to get the message home to people about taking 
responsibility for their own safety. Of course, that is what it is all about. At the end of the day, we can do the mitigation, 
we can have the technology, we can have the equipment, we can have the volunteers and the firefighters on the ground, 
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but, ultimately, at the end of the day, we have to have people who live in bushfire-prone areas taking responsibility for 
their own safety. We have seen that in New South Wales and Queensland very, very clearly over the last few days. We 
have to get people to understand the message. People should have a fire chat with their family and their friends. They 
should download the bushfire plan from the Department of Fire and Emergency Services website. People living in a high 
bushfire–prone area should continue to monitor the danger. They should go to the Emergency WA website, go to the 
Facebook site of the Department of Fire and Emergency Services and listen to the radio if there is a fire in their area. 
Those are the things that we are pleading for people to do to keep themselves and their family safe this bushfire season. 

MARRON FISHERY 
1038. Mr D.T. REDMAN to the Minister for Fisheries: 
Before I ask my question, I would like to acknowledge in the Speaker’s gallery Western Australia’s latest Rhodes 
scholar, Natasha Lutz. Now she has put her hand up! 
[Applause.]  
Mr D.T. REDMAN: She is here with her massively proud family. Mr Speaker, with your indulgence — 
The SPEAKER: I will sign you a photo after! 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: — members will remember that one of the Rhodes scholars in this place was Dr Geoff Gallop, 
who was awarded in 1972. He came from Geraldton Senior High School. I think it significant that we have a regional 
Rhodes scholar and one who went through a regional government school. When Natasha becomes Premier, I think 
she is going to change the rules on photography in this place! 
[Applause.] 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I refer to a recent letter from the minister’s department’s director of aquatic resource 
management to some commercial marron growers alerting them to an exemption issued under the Fish Resources 
Management Regulations 1995 that, in effect, lowers the bar of accountability for anyone transporting marron. 
(1) Is the minister aware of this change affecting licensed marron growers whereby consignment notes will 

be replaced by receipts for the transport of marron? 
(2) Does the minister agree with growers that the new receipt process opens the potential for movement of 

illegal marron, putting the commercial industry and prized native fishery at risk? 
Mr D.J. KELLY replied: 
I have a brief answer to the member’s question. No, I am not aware of that letter. I will get some details and I will 
get back to the member. 

MARRON FISHERY 
1039. Mr D.T. REDMAN to the Minister for Fisheries: 
I have a supplementary question. Given the minister’s lack of knowledge in his portfolio, there is a view — 
The SPEAKER: Preamble! 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: — that this is cost cutting. Could the minister confirm to the house, when he gets a chance, 
that this is not cost cutting and, in fact, has a reason for being done? 
Mr D.J. KELLY replied: 
As I said, I am not aware of the letter. I am happy to get some details and I will get back to the member out of session. 

POLICE — DRONES 
1040. Ms C.M. ROWE to the Minister for Police: 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s significant investment in resources and equipment that our dedicated 
police officers need to keep our communities safe. Can the minister update the house on how this government’s 
investment in establishing a fleet of remotely piloted aircraft will support police operations, and can the minister 
advise the house how this investment builds on this government’s record of equipping WA police officers with 
much-needed modern resources? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
I thank the member for Belmont for that question and for her ongoing support of our police. I know she has an 
excellent working relationship with police in her electorate. 
In addition to the McGowan government’s commitment to purchasing another helicopter for the Western Australia 
Police Force, today we have announced the establishment of a fleet of remotely piloted aircraft, colloquially known 
as drones by most people. Up until now, police have had access to fewer than a handful of drones, which they have 
trialled and used for a variety of purposes, and they have seen their effectiveness. I am well aware that other states 
are vastly more advanced in this area than the Western Australia Police Force has been. I am delighted to announce, 
though, that we have just put out a tender for the supply of some 35 drones for the Western Australia Police Force, 
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and as part of that tender we are anticipating that some 60 police officers will be trained to deploy those drones. 
Up until now, the only drones we have had have been based at Jandakot and they have been deployed from Jandakot. 
This will mean, Mr Speaker—your district will be one of the beneficiaries—that every regional policing district 
will have access to at least one drone and two officers qualified to be able to deploy them. 
These drones can be equipped with high-resolution digital video, also floodlights, potentially speakers, and infrared 
capacity. They can be deployed at daytime or night. They are useful in a huge range of activities. I think people 
see the very obvious benefit of a grid search, for example, for a missing person in a remote community. They can 
be deployed in the metropolitan area. They are very useful over the vast regions of our state, perhaps searching for 
a missing tourist or someone of that nature. They can also be deployed to crime scenes to do crime scene mapping; 
they can be deployed in a variety of ways. Rather than have fewer than a handful of drones at Jandakot, this will 
be a fleet of some 35 drones or more with trained officers. Drones will be deployed in every regional area and 
a number of our specialist squads will be looking forward to having their own drone to deploy; for example, the 
tactical response group and the water police. The range of activities the drones will be able to assist police with 
are phenomenal. I saw a demonstration this morning. Drone footage can be projected onto a screen, a tablet or 
a mobile phone and can be directly fed back to the police operation command centre, so it can be seen on the big 
screen and senior officers can have a bird’s-eye view of a situation that might be unfolding. This will provide an 
additional level of safety for our officers and the community as well, because with those eyes above, much more 
can be seen, particularly if there are hazardous situations where police are deployed. This is a fantastic initiative 
that takes our police into the modern era of policing. 

LITHIUM INDUSTRY — ROYALTY CONCESSION 
1041. Mr W.R. MARMION to the Premier: 
I refer to the recent collapse of global lithium prices and approaches from the lithium sector to the government 
seeking similar concessions to those given to junior iron ore miners. Can the Premier confirm that he has ruled out 
any relief for lithium miners; and, if so, why is he not prepared to provide any support, given that hundreds of jobs 
have already been lost? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
Prior to answering the question, can I also acknowledge Natasha Lutz, the Rhodes scholar at the back of the chamber. 
The member for Warren–Blackwood introduced me to Natasha before question time. She was selected recently and 
is off to Oxford, as Rhodes scholars do. I asked Natasha what her grade point average at university was. She probably 
will not mind me saying that it was seven. I think that means she got a high distinction in every single subject. That 
is extraordinary. I am not sure she will ever be the Premier here, members; she is way too smart for that! 
Several members interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Good luck, Natasha, with your further studies and to your family. 
The Minister for Mines and Petroleum advises me that none of the lithium producers has requested royalty relief 
or royalty reduction. The fact is that we recently announced a royalty for lithium that is broadly in line with what 
the lithium producers asked for and was welcomed by the industry. I think it will be seen as a very fair royalty on 
the industry. As members know, or may not know, there are complexities involved in setting a royalty for lithium. 
Therefore, the royalty we set, which is five per cent on the inputs, which is essentially the spodumene rate, is the 
same rate that was set on hydroxide. It was largely regarded as a win for the industry and they are broadly very 
happy with what we came up with. We consulted with the Association of Mining and Exploration Companies, the 
Chamber of Minerals and Energy and the like to come up with that rate. 
I suspect there has been a fairly temporary issue with international lithium prices. When I was in India last week, I learnt 
of India’s policy that by 2023 all two-wheeler and three-wheeler vehicles—there are a lot of three-wheeler vehicles 
over there—will be electric powered. Countries around the world, particularly those with significant smog issues, 
are heading in that direction. I can tell members that when I was in Delhi, there was a significant smog issue. That 
is the direction countries are going. I suspect Western Australian lithium will be hotly sought after in coming years. 

LITHIUM INDUSTRY — ROYALTY CONCESSION 
1042. Mr W.R. MARMION to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. Given the Premier has not been approached by the lithium industry, if he is 
approached by the lithium industry, will he consider providing concessions similar to what Mineral Resources 
Limited got—a range of concessions worth $200 million—to support jobs in their sector? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
Obviously, we will consider anything put to us. I do not know whether the member listened to what I said, but the 
royalty that has been struck, which has to deal with the complexity around spodumene and hydroxide — 
Mr W.R. Marmion: I was talking about concessions. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Nedlands! 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: The royalty struck was broadly welcomed by the industry and they accept that it is a very fair 
rate. Whether there is a concession or otherwise probably does not resolve some of the issues with the international 
lithium market. I suspect the international lithium market will come back as batteries take greater hold, particularly 
in countries like India, China, Korea and Japan. Western Australia is in the box seat to capitalise on that. There 
are thousands more jobs in the lithium industry in Western Australia now than there were a few years ago. The 
advice I have is that there are 5 000 more jobs in lithium in Western Australia just over the last two years. The 
member for Nedlands might not know, but I went to the United States last year to meet with Albemarle to 
encourage it to set up in Kemerton and it has. We now have a range of major projects around the state, whether it 
be Tianqi Lithium, Albemarle, SQM or Mineral Resources, that have proven to be very successful. I expect they 
will continue to be successful, and as demand picks up internationally, the industry will continue to prosper. 

GWOONWARDU MIA ABORIGINAL CULTURAL CENTRE 
1043. Mr D.T. PUNCH to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s investment in cultural facilities across regional Western Australia. 
Can the minister update the house on how the reopening of the Gwoonwardu Mia Aboriginal cultural centre will 
provide new tourism experiences in the region and support local business? 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN replied: 
I thank the member for Bunbury for his question. 
This is a very important and wonderful opportunity for the people in the Gascoyne, particularly those in Carnarvon. 
Last Thursday, I was in Carnarvon with the Minister for Regional Development, Hon Alannah MacTiernan, to 
celebrate with the community there, particularly the Aboriginal community, the reopening of this important facility 
known as the Gwoonwardu Mia Aboriginal cultural centre. 
As you may be aware, Mr Speaker, the previous Labor government built that cultural centre in the early 2000s. 
Unfortunately, it closed in 2015. Essentially, it lay almost derelict throughout the period of the previous government. 
It was sad that the previous government did not see the importance of this centre and work towards reopening it, 
because it is a magnificent facility that sits along the entrance road into the Carnarvon town site. It has huge potential. 
But it took a Labor government, through the tenacity of the Minister for Regional Development, to ensure that 
this facility was reopened. Unlike the local member there, she worked closely with the people of Carnarvon, 
particularly Indigenous groups, to make sure the reopening of this centre was realised. Hon Alannah MacTiernan 
approached me, as Minister for Culture and the Arts, seeking support from the Western Australian Museum. That 
is an important step, because the Western Australian Museum will now manage the centre in close consultation with 
the Indigenous traditional owners of the area. The museum will work towards ensuring it not only delivers a quality 
tourism product but also celebrates the rich Indigenous history of the area and creates training and job opportunities. 
This is a very, very big investment in a regional cultural centre of this nature. We look forward now, through the 
investment by the McGowan government, to ensuring that the broader community is embraced in this re-established, 
reopened centre. We will see training opportunities. The cafe will begin catering for events within the cultural 
centre and outside opportunities as well. We will see some training opportunities for young people, particularly 
through tourism opportunities now that the centre has reopened. It has huge potential also for Indigenous arts. We 
know the Gascoyne region has some magnificent Indigenous artists. This will be a gravitational place for many of 
those artists to ensure that they have their works celebrated and exhibited. It will also, of course, enable people 
visiting the region, from within the state, interstate and overseas, to see the wonderful, wonderful rich cultural 
history within the Gascoyne region celebrated through this centre.  
I applaud the Indigenous community there; the Shire of Carnarvon; the other key stakeholders, including local 
businesses; and the schoolchildren. There were several hundred people at the opening on Thursday. They were 
very positive about the future of this magnificent centre. It will deliver a high-quality tourism product and 
tourism and job opportunities for people in that region, particularly the Indigenous people. It is another example 
of this government delivering high-quality infrastructure and opportunities to the people of Western Australia in 
a consultative way by working with the broader community, unlike and contrasting starkly with the lack of effort 
by anybody on that side when they were in power when they let that centre remain closed. We have reopened it. 
It is a great thing for Carnarvon and a great thing for the Gascoyne region. 

ANIMAL ACTIVISM — LEGISLATION 
1044. Mr P.J. RUNDLE to the Attorney General: 
I refer to the Attorney General’s comments on ABC radio yesterday regarding drafting changes to his animal 
activist trespass laws that will give welfare inspectors extra powers of property entry. 
(1) Has the Attorney General taken into account the findings of the Standing Committee on Legislation’s 

inquiry into the Animal Welfare Amendment Bill 2017, which found that unfettered powers of entry for 
designated general inspectors are unnecessary? 

(2) When will the Parliament see laws responding to activism introduced? 
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(3) Is the Attorney General trying to deliver his agriculture minister’s failed animal welfare amendments 
regarding entry powers by stealth? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY replied: 

(1)–(3) Of course not. Stealth? I have told the whole public of Western Australia and this Parliament previously 
what the government intends to do. What the government intends to do transparently and openly is introduce 
balance into the system—that is, to pass new and stiff anti-trespass laws for those who trespass upon 
farmland to interfere with food production and, at the same time, to balance this with enhanced rights of 
entry for inspectors to abattoirs, knackeries and intensive farming. 

Mr P.J. Rundle interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member, you have a supplementary coming up. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: All of Australia was appalled after watching the 7.30 report “The Final Race”. That caused the 
government to pause and say, “Let us be careful that we have balance here.” We are going to really make it harsh on 
those trespassers who interfere with food production on farming land and protect farmers in remote areas and we are 
going to protect the welfare of the animals in slaughterhouses, knackeries and elsewhere by enhancing the powers of 
inspection. I know the member does not like it and I know that the Nationals WA does not like it, but we say stiff. 

ANIMAL ACTIVISM — LEGISLATION 

1045. Mr P.J. RUNDLE to the Attorney General: 
I have a supplementary question. Is the Minister for Agriculture and Food exerting her influence in the new direction — 

Mr P. Papalia: No; the racing minister is. 

The SPEAKER: I call the racing minister to order for the first time. Start again, member. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Is the Minister for Agriculture and Food exerting her influence in the new direction that the 
Attorney General’s bill seems to have taken? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY replied: 
No. 

ELLENBROOK RAIL LINE — HOUSING PACKAGE 

1046. Ms J.J. SHAW to the Minister for Housing: 
I refer to the work of the McGowan Labor government in creating jobs and driving the housing construction 
industry by encouraging responsible infill and new residential developments close to key transport links. 

(1) Can the minister outline to the house how the planning underway for Metronet is leading to new housing 
construction along the route of the Morley–Ellenbrook rail line? 

(2) Can the minister update the house on other measures that this government is taking to support the housing 
industry? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY replied: 
I thank the member for the question and for her enduring interest in not only her own seat, but also the whole 
north-eastern corridor, which, in real estate and property terms, is the fastest growing segment of the metropolitan 
area. 

(1)–(2) I was recently privileged to join with Peet, the chosen partner for the Brabham project, and turn the 
first sod. For those who are not necessarily familiar with it, Brabham is a significant greenfield site that 
will take significant opportunities from the Ellenbrook rail line. There will be about 3 000 homes over 
220 hectares. There will be a very significant approach to it. Most importantly, though, it will take into 
account the Metronet project and use part of the $394 million that we have allocated for the Metronet 
housing–jobs package. This particular development will deliver 1 900 direct jobs and $2.3 billion worth 
of direct economic activity and significantly assist the residential housing construction industry to achieve 
the sorts of outcomes that it needs. 

It is very important that we understand that this would not necessarily be possible without the $4.5 billion 
of urban rail investment. As we heard the Premier say, over 70 kilometres of rail has been planned and 
is under construction by the McGowan government. This is a way to unlock it. The value of and 
opportunities from this housing estate will be significantly enhanced by the Whiteman Park station and 
the development around it. It not only allows us to create the sort of thoughtful density that is needed up 
against a transit-oriented development in a walkable catchment of 450 metres, but also allows the wider 
area that will take in the 3 000-plus homes that are envisaged in this development over the coming years 
to have access to appropriate public transport. 
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It is really important that we understand this, because under the previous government, this line would not 
have happened. Not one inch of this line would have happened under the previous government. In fact, 
under the previous government, all we would have got at Whiteman Park was a cemetery. Members 
opposite really are quite hypocritical. They want to come in here and tell us how to spend, but they do 
not want to admit to their own errors and understand that the unique balance between fiscal management 
and operating with the sector to create these sorts of outcomes is what a responsible government does. As 
the Treasurer has said so many times, when there is sub–two per cent expenses growth, the government 
has the capacity to create these sorts of outcomes. An amount of $394 million has been freed up — 

Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member! 
Mr P.C. TINLEY: Under the previous government, it was over eight per cent. It hit 10 per cent expenses growth. 
The member cannot add up. He has a significant problem with numbers. He says $32 billion. He will not look at 
the actual numbers. 
Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Bateman! 
Mr P.C. TINLEY: He put this state into $40 billion worth of debt. He can never be excused for that. 
The Ellenbrook rail line will deliver the north-eastern corridor the sort of amenity it deserves. It will allow the final 
phases of the Ellenbrook town centre to be absolutely activated and it will allow us to move on to other developments 
to assist in the development and leveraging the opportunities from this rail line. 

LIFE JACKETS 
1047. Ms L. METTAM to the Premier: 
I refer to the Premier’s ill-informed comments yesterday in the house suggesting that the Minister for Transport — 
Mr T. Healy interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Southern River, I call you to order for the first time. 
Ms L. METTAM: I refer to the Premier’s ill-informed comments yesterday in the house suggesting that the 
Minister for Transport was toughening the requirements for life jackets and boat safety. 
(1) Can the Premier confirm proposal 2 on page 7 of the position statement, which states — 

There will be no mandated safety equipment for any vessel in protected waters or within 400 metres 
of any shore in unprotected waters. 

(2) Can the Premier explain how this is toughening legislation, given that powered vessels currently are 
required to carry a full complement of safety equipment? 

(3) How does this enhance safety for boat users? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
(1)–(3) It is a consultation paper. 
Ms L. Mettam: It’s a position statement. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: It is a position paper? 
Ms L. Mettam: It’s a position statement. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: It is a position statement that is out for consultation. It is out for consultation until 22 November 
this year. It is not the government’s policy. It is out for consultation. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: There have been 1 700 surveys as part of the consultation. The consultation closes on 
22 November. I think the boating sector is actually putting in a great many submissions because it is a matter of 
some considerable — 
Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Sorry? The Leader of the Opposition does not ask a question. She never has the courage to 
ask a question. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey: Yes, I do! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: You do not. Ask one! Ask me a question. Up you get. 
Several members interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Members! We have a matter of public interest coming up; we have to get on. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I was the Leader of the Opposition for five and a half years. I know about asking questions. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: There we go. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I call you to order for the first time. Premier, continue. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Ask a question. It is out there for consultation. I am advised that some of the suggestions 
actually toughen the rules. Apparently, life jackets are a contentious issue among some of the boating community, 
because if someone is close to shore or in the canals of Mandurah, for instance, running their boat across the canal, 
do they have to wear a life jacket at that point? Those sorts of things are up for consultation. If someone is in 
a small dinghy going out to their boat that is anchored 40 metres off the shore, do they need to wear a life jacket? 
They are the sorts of things that are being consulted as part of this, and I think it is far more reasonable to actually 
have consultation and listen to people rather than scaremonger like the Liberal Party is doing. I will probably take 
some advice, and I will be corrected if I am wrong, but apparently there is currently no requirement for wearing 
a life jacket within a certain distance of the shore. There is currently no requirement in respect of that. The member 
is looking confused and angry, but let me just explain. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Let me explain to the member about Palm Beach. At Palm Beach a whole bunch of boats 
are anchored about 100 metres out. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: They are either anchored or tied up to a mooring. Little dinghies come in with people who 
come down for a coffee or something on a Saturday morning. I am advised that they currently do not need to wear 
a life jacket because it is a short distance between the two destinations. Is the member saying that they should have 
to wear a life jacket in those circumstances? Is that the member’s position? 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Is the member saying that someone who gets in their boat in the Mandurah estuary and 
moves it from one jetty to another should have to wear a life jacket? They are the sorts of things the boating 
community is being consulted on. I think that is a fair thing to do. Hundreds of thousands of Western Australians 
own boats, and we are asking them what should happen. I think the scaremongering should stop. 

LIFE JACKETS 
1048. Ms L. METTAM to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. Can the Premier confirm that the basis for not requiring the carriage of life jackets 
is because the average person can swim 400 metres to shore; and, if so, does the government expect a young child 
or the infirm to swim that distance, as outlined in the government’s position statement? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
You do not listen to — 
Ms L. Mettam: You don’t read. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, I call you to order for the second time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: That is very nasty—very, very nasty. 
Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Seniors and Ageing, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I will explain it to the member again. In 2015, the coroner made a range of recommendations. 
No action took place between 2015 and 2017. This government is currently running a consultation process on these 
matters—that is the process that is currently going on. I repeat to the member: if someone’s boat is tied up to 
a mooring 50 or 100 metres off the coast and they come in to the Rottnest pub, the Palm Beach Cafe or down in 
Dunsborough—wherever it might be—there are arguments about whether people are required to wear a life jacket 
in those circumstances because of the closeness to the shore. I am advised that currently, up to 400 metres, there 
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is no requirement. We are consulting about whether there should be a requirement. As I outlined to the house 
yesterday, when my children go on a boat with the next-door neighbour sometimes on a Saturday or Sunday 
morning, I insist that they wear a life jacket. I certainly think, in the case of children, it should be more stringent 
than for adults. But I repeat: some people say that people should have to wear a life jacket when they are 
crabbing in the Mandurah estuary. I personally do not agree with that. There are all sorts of arguments and all 
sorts of things that are involved in sorting this issue out, and that is why we are consulting the public. But when 
it comes to safety on the ocean, I remind members that we are the government that has made it a requirement, 
for instance, to wear life jackets down at Salmon Holes, because people are drowning there. No action was ever 
taken before in relation to that. We have taken action on that. We are trialling it there and looking at where else 
that may be rolled out in order to save lives. Let us not scaremonger; let us just listen to the community and come 
up with the best outcome. 

The SPEAKER: That is the end of question time. 

INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) informed the Assembly that he was in receipt within the prescribed time of 
a letter from the member for Bateman seeking to debate a matter of public interest. 

[In compliance with standing orders, at least five members rose in their places.] 

MR D.C. NALDER (Bateman) [2.55 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the McGowan Labor government for failing to deliver major job-creating 
infrastructure projects after three parliamentary years in government. 

Right at the start, I would like to lift the lid on the comments that have been made by the Premier. Today, one might 
have heard the Premier list a raft of projects that are occurring in Western Australia, and they might mistakenly 
think, “Far out! The state government is doing lots.” That is where they would be mistaken. I would like to take 
members through some of the elements that go with that. 

In its first budget, this government committed $1.38 billion to infrastructure spending within the Department of 
Education over the forward estimates. In the most recent budget, that is down to $360 million. Then we get an 
announcement from the government that it is increasing investment in maintenance for schools by $200 million, 
but that is actually still $160 million lower than what was in the budget and forward estimates two years ago. We 
are seeing the government manipulate the numbers when it comes to infrastructure spend and a transparent and 
open budget system, because there are other elements that this flows through to. 

I draw people’s attention to a paper released by Infrastructure Partnerships Australia titled “Australian Infrastructure 
Budget Monitor 2019–20”. It is a fascinating read because it highlights that Western Australia is ranked eighth of 
all Australian states on its infrastructure spend. The paper states that Western Australia’s share of 7.24 per cent 
of its budget is the lowest in the country and that WA is the only state in Australia with a spend below 10 per cent. 
If we look at this on another level, the report goes on to state that across the country, the average spend of 
infrastructure by all state governments and the commonwealth is $7 347 per capita. In Western Australia, the 
average spend is the lowest in the country, at roughly half the national average. This government has prided 
itself on and promoted its infrastructure spend, yet infrastructure spending has reduced year on year, despite 
billions of unplanned and unbudgeted dollars coming in that have pushed the budget way into surplus. I reiterate 
that a budget surplus is important—I have no qualms about that—but balancing the state domestic economy is 
equally important. 

Ms S. Winton interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo, I call you to order for the second time. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: That is what this government has not been doing while it has been out there promoting jobs. 
I have heard the Premier and the Minister for Transport get up on their feet to say that jobs are being created, 
infrastructure projects are being invested in and that is creating this many jobs. What is fascinating about this 
report is that it shares the infrastructure funding since 2006–07—the last 13 years—and what is planned in the 
next two years is the lowest on record in that 13-year period. We have seen a continual decline of infrastructure 
funding in Western Australia at a time when we have a struggling domestic economy and the government is 
spruiking the jobs that it is creating through infrastructure spending, yet it is the lowest on record.  

As infrastructure projects wind up, this government is not creating new infrastructure projects to maintain jobs in 
Western Australia. The government needs to have a good look at this report because it has several billions of 
dollars in funding. Let us look at the government’s budget at the moment and the funding that is coming in. It has 
$4.35 billion extra in the budget just from the GST fix and iron ore royalties over 2015–16, but we already know 
that the figure was $500 million above that in the first quarter of this year. The budget is approaching $5 billion. 
On top of that, the government has received $1.4 billion from the sale of Landgate. 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 13 November 2019] 8859 

 

This report goes on to state that the government has more money coming in from additional funding sources like 
the sale of the TAB. In the next minute we will hear that the government has more additional funding; I am sure 
that it will come up with a few extra sources. Perhaps we will hear that Bell Resources has finally been resolved 
and several hundred million dollars is coming in from that—I do not know. This government seems to have access 
to a lot of funding while the domestic economy is hurting, households are hurting and small businesses are hurting. 
We have record levels of mortgage stress and an increase in the number of written warnings to, and disconnections 
of, utilities to small businesses—21 per cent over the last 12 months. Members of the government tell us that small 
businesses are not hurting in Western Australia but I do not know where they are looking. They can spruik the low 
debt level as much as they like but small business owners are telling us that they are in trouble and that they are 
hurting. This government is not doing enough to support the infrastructure spend in Western Australia.  
If we take that another step further—I do not want to go too far into my colleague the shadow Minister for Transport’s 
area—this report says that there is potentially good news on the horizon. It states — 

… with funding beginning to flow for the $4.1 billion METRONET project, Western Australian 
infrastructure funding levels may rise in the coming years.  

This report highlights that Metronet funding has not been fully accounted for within the budget, which is what 
we have been saying. This government is talking about a budgetary outcome but it has not put the operating 
expenses for Metronet into the budget. It has not been honest with the community at all about budget outcomes. 
The Premier has again been spruiking about debt. He tries to allocate a debt that was never in place under the 
former government. He tries to use that $40 billion figure, but today he acknowledged that it was $32 billion. He 
has acknowledged that he has been fudging the system. We know from the Treasurer’s own words that he uses the 
Pre-election Financial Projections Statement. That statement did not contain the GST fix or the rebounding iron 
ore prices, yet the government is claiming the credit for those whilst still growing debt. In the last budget this 
government spruiked that Western Australia is the only state in Australia in which debt is going down, yet how 
can debt be going down if all the projects promised by the government were not put into the budget? This report 
highlights that not all Metronet projects are in the budget. This government has not been transparent with the 
community. We know that the budget numbers are fudged to get a particular outcome and support a particular 
narrative. We know that this government has not understood the ramifications of its policy decisions. We witnessed 
that over the last couple of weeks when we saw some kneejerk reactions to an op-ed that I wrote. For heaven’s 
sake, I put up some recommendations that the state should follow and within a week it had responded to four of 
them. In fact, the only one that it has not responded to deals with infrastructure spend. We are raising this matter 
today because the government needs to have a serious look at it. It is making errors in this space and it needs to 
fix it up. The government’s kneejerk reactions to the policies it brought in included a rebate policy for apartments. 
We know that this Premier likes to surround himself with “yes” people who tell him how good he is. He is listening 
to certain people. I can tell members now that industry bodies tell us that they have to be positive around the 
government because it is so vindictive. If they are not positive, they run the risk of not getting anything in the 
future. They will go out and say, “That’s great, Premier. That’s great government. Thank you so much for doing 
that.” Behind the scenes they are going, “Oh, my goodness, this will kill the apartment market. Oh, my goodness, 
this will devalue existing apartments. Oh, my goodness, we have 2 500 apartments that are under construction or 
just completed and have not been sold that now cannot be sold unless they are sold at a big discount.” We have 
people with existing apartments who might want to sell, but they cannot unless they sell at a big discount because 
of the government’s rebate scheme. What the government had not thought about with this rebate scheme is that 
there were projects ready to go that all of a sudden would not qualify or would need to sell off more apartments. 
We are now getting deferment of construction while those developments sell apartments into the marketplace. 
A deferral is flowing through the system. It has really damaged that construction side. I look forward to another 
backflip from this government when it deals with that. 
This has been one mistake after another whereby the government has not understood the policy consequences of 
what it has been implementing and what damage it has done to the domestic economy. We are raising that today 
and talking about what we have seen. This report shows that the infrastructure funding for the general government 
sector over the next two years is lower than what it was in 2006–07, which makes it the lowest in the 13 years 
shown in this report. This is at a time when the government is out there spruiking how it is creating jobs. 
This Premier did not acknowledge that of the 50 000 jobs, 75 per cent are part-time. The Premier did not acknowledge 
that of the 50 000 jobs, 59 per cent are in the public service. They are not real jobs that are being created. The 
government spruiks that it is maintaining a tight wages regime. I give it credit for that. Why has payroll gone up 
over $1 billion? It is because the government has employed a lot more people. The government promised to save 
$1.1 billion over the forward estimates through its $300 million redundancy program, by taking out 3 000 employees 
from the general public sector. Why has the public sector gone up by 3 800? If the government has taken out 
3 000 people, it has replaced them with 6 800 people and we have seen a climb in the payroll of over a billion dollars. 
This government clearly does not have its priorities right. It needs to take a good look at what is happening in the 
domestic economy and to understand that small businesses out there are really hurting. Their payroll tax is not 
deep enough. It is less than one per cent of the payroll spend. It is less than seven per cent of the increased payroll 
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tax that the government is forecasting over the next four years. The government is forecasting $2.5 billion of 
additional payroll tax over the next four years and will give $170 million of it back. Does the government reckon 
that small businesses are coming to me celebrating? I can tell members that they are not. 

As I said, we are seeing that utility disconnections in small business and written warnings combined are up 
21 per cent in 12 months. Small businesses are out there hurting. We need this government to get its foot off the hose. 
It needs to quarantine some of these windfall gains that it has been receiving and ensure that it puts them into good 
infrastructure in Western Australia that leads to productivity gain. We need to make sure that the government gets 
its foot off the hose so that Western Australians can get a job and get on with helping the domestic economy. 

MS L. METTAM (Vasse) [3.08 pm]: I join the shadow Treasurer in supporting this motion that this house 
condemns the McGowan Labor government for failing to deliver major job-creating infrastructure projects after 
three parliamentary years in government. There is a lot of concern out there in the community about this 
government’s failure to deliver, particularly in the transport sector. This concern is being acknowledged not only 
in the community; it is obviously being felt by the government. After all, why would it invest in promoting 
a multimillion-dollar spin campaign? We have seen promoted on the Tenders WA website that a campaign will be 
launched to sell what this government will do in transport. I quote from the Tenders WA site. It states — 

The WA Government’s Transport Portfolio is about to embark on an unprecedented level of activity …  

We on this side of the house are asking: why, after three years of government, is that activity not already happening? 
There are no more excuses. This government has received $13.6 billion from the federal government for key 
transport projects, including $2.3 billion for the Metronet project, which is anticipated to create 10 000 jobs. The 
concern on this side of the house is how the government is delivering on what has been promised. Consultants 
who have worked on Metronet projects have signed non-disclosure agreements in relation to time lines. We know 
that the government is sensitive about that and a fortress of secrecy surrounds the Minister for Transport when it 
comes to the provision of information. On occasion, the Auditor General has ruled on the Minister for Transport’s 
decisions to not provide information. I also point to a Standard and Poor’s report, which was released recently, on 
infrastructure investment. It states — 

In addition, Western Australia’s budgeted infrastructure program is relatively flat during the next few 
years, and smaller than it was in the first half of the decade. Expenditure on roads and public transport 
represents about 40% of the capital budget. This includes the government’s signature Metronet rail 
extension program. In fiscal 2019, Western Australia delivered A$5 billion of capital spending, about 
20% lower than it had planned for in its 2018–2019 budget. Our forecasts for the next few years assume 
capital underspends of about 10%. 

That not only endorses what the shadow Treasurer was saying, but also underlines the fact that this government is 
not delivering what it promised. A 20 per cent underspend in the important transport portfolio; no wonder this 
government is investing in a propaganda campaign to try to tell the people of WA that there is activity and 
something going on in the transport portfolio!  

It is hard to spin it. As I stated, the Liberal federal government has significantly invested in transport projects, such 
as $2.3 billion in Metronet. We saw the Morley–Ellenbrook line legislation come into Parliament only about 
a month ago. The federal government invested $500 million. We have seen three big budgets from this government 
and still no funding committed for the Morley–Ellenbrook line. We have also seen significant investment in roads. 
In the lead-up to the election in 2017, we saw a commitment that the then McGowan opposition would commence 
construction of the Morley–Ellenbrook line in 2019. Again, there is a big gap between what was promised in terms 
of delivery and what we are going to see from this government. More recently, a front-page Joe Spagnolo article 
in The Sunday Times announced that the tender for construction of that project would not be awarded until 2020, 
which is a year later. 

I talk about the secrecy. I also refer to these so-called fact sheets that have since been removed from the Metronet 
website that provide a time line for the Metronet targets and refer to the construction of the Morley–Ellenbrook 
line in late 2021 or 2022. It is clear that whatever the McGowan government says, the truth is that construction 
is at least a year late. Apparently, the delivery of the Metronet railcar trains, known as the C-series, is due to 
begin in 2021. That is another broken promise and a failure of the government to deliver in the transport portfolio. 
In a media statement of August 2019, we saw that the first delivery of railcars will not take place in 2021; we 
are looking at 2022. That is another failure of the McGowan government in its delivery of transport. No wonder 
the Standard and Poor’s report said that there would be a 20 per cent underinvestment in 2018–19. The 
Forrestfield–Airport Link project has become a disaster under this government. This project started in 2016. It was 
proposed to be completed by 2020, as stated in November 2016 and referred to in the media statement. 

What have we seen under this government’s watch? We have seen a series of disasters, failures in safety issues, 
setbacks and a great deal of secrecy. The Huawei project, which I understand was worth $136 million, did not even 
go through a cabinet process. We heard of the 26-year-old New Zealand man left in a critical condition after being 
struck by a hose. We heard of tunnel workers suffering the bends. We heard about a great number of safety issues, 
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including contaminated soil, which will lead to this project not being delivered as promised in 2020 but in the 
second half of 2021. Again, that is another delay, another setback and another broken promise for delivery by this 
government, as it will not be delivered until after the next election. 

I understand that the Leader of the Opposition will talk about the Roe 8 and Roe 9 projects, but it is worth pointing 
out that $1.2 billion worth of federal funding was committed to a project that would create 10 000 jobs. If we add 
those 10 000 jobs for Roe 8 and Roe 9 to the Metronet project, jobs that are not being delivered by this government—
they are being delayed by this government—we are talking about 20 000 jobs for Western Australians that are on 
hold because this government has put its foot on the hose of this job-creating infrastructure. 

The railcars are late. They will not be delivered in 2021, but in 2022. The construction of the Ellenbrook rail is 
late as well. It will not be completed by 2019 but by 2022. The completion of the Forrestfield project is late as 
well. We were meant to see the commencement of the Thornlie–Cockburn Link this year but contracts are yet to 
be awarded. I will leave my comments there. I know that other members wish to speak. 

MS M.J. DAVIES (Central Wheatbelt — Leader of the Nationals WA) [3.17 pm]: Very briefly, I rise on behalf 
of the Nationals WA to support the motion. We heard about “jobs, jobs, jobs” ad nauseam before the last election 
no matter where we were. When I drove through my electorate on the Great Eastern Highway onto the Roe Highway, 
I saw a big billboard every time I came back to Perth. The Labor Party said that it would create jobs. I think it had 
the philosophy that if it said it enough, everyone would believe it. Three years on, I do not think anyone does, and 
certainly the numbers bear that out. We have seen a mirage, an illusion, and smoke and mirrors. The Premier has 
a grab bag of projects in his trusty back pocket that he goes to every time he stands up to talk about how brilliantly 
this government is doing. The fact is that the raft of evidence that has been provided today shows that this is not 
the case. When we look at regional Western Australia, specifically royalties for regions, we see the same smoke 
and mirrors and illusion being created in that program. It is only three per cent of the budget but after analysis of 
where that money is going, we have ascertained that the government is doing the same thing to royalties for regions 
that it has done to the broader budget. It is underspending. The government does not have a pipeline of projects 
that allows it to spend the entire $1 billion a year, so that underspend is short-changing regional Western Australia. 
That money could be spent on initiating projects and creating jobs in regional Western Australia. 

We saw a $320 million underspend in royalties for regions last financial year. It is not good enough. If we add that 
to the $1.6 billion over the forward estimates that the government has cost shifted into royalties for regions, again 
short-changing regional Western Australians, we see that these are things that governments should be spending 
money on—things like orange school bus services and Water Corporation subsidies. We have no qualms about 
that. That is ordinary government spending and it should not be coming from royalties for regions. The government 
is short-changing regional Western Australians who have good project ideas and good initiatives. They would like 
to leverage dollars from state, federal and local governments to create those projects that will deliver the jobs that 
this government continues to tell us it will be delivering but is unable to because of the smoke and mirrors. Let us 
never forget and go back to the first year that the Labor Party was in government when we saw a whole raft of 
projects cut. I have a list of those projects, and they never came back into the budget. These projects could have 
done something to kick the domestic economy on. The government is desperately trying to repair it because of the 
changes it made with its stingy approach, making sure that it could say it was delivering a budget surplus. We have 
seen and heard today that that is absolutely not the case. The government is short-changing Western Australians 
in regional Western Australia. We see that every day, so we are very happy to stand and support this opposition 
motion. We think that the government needs to be doing more to come good on the promises that it made to the 
Western Australian electorate at the last election. 

MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough — Leader of the Opposition) [3.20 pm]: I, too, rise to speak to this matter 
of public interest that the opposition has raised. For some time we have been calling for the government to bring 
forward infrastructure projects. What we continue to get from the government are promises and more promises 
about projects that it is going to deliver, but delivering projects seems to be a bit of a problem for this government. 
The member for Bateman highlighted the “Australian Infrastructure Budget Monitor 2019–20” report, which was 
pretty damning on this state government. It states — 

Western Australia increased its infrastructure funding over the forward estimates by $1.1 billion compared 
to the previous budget. However, it remains in last position in our Budget Monitor analysis for the third 
time in a row and is the only state with an infrastructure funding commitment below 10 per cent of total 
expenditure. 

What it goes on to say is telling, because this is exactly what the opposition has been saying for quite some time — 

But with funding beginning to flow for the $4.1 billion METRONET project, Western Australian 
infrastructure funding levels may rise in the coming years. 

People in our community have been led by the nose, taking the word of this government, living on a hope and 
a prayer that it will start the infrastructure projects that were promised at the last election. Not one inch of rail has 
been laid of Metronet, the key infrastructure project of the government. What we and Western Australian companies 
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are hoping, along with the infrastructure monitoring group, is that at some point in the future we might see this 
$4.1 billion worth of commonwealth Metronet funding expended in Western Australia, we might see some projects 
started, and we might see some contracts awarded to commence these roadworks. I will go through a list of projects 
the government has failed to deliver on: the Albany ring-road, with no contract awarded; the Bunbury Outer Ring 
Road, with no construction contract awarded — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, you will have your chance to have a say! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The government has failed to deliver on the Mandurah train station car park, with no 
construction contract awarded; Midland train station has no business case; Karnup train station has no business 
case; Claremont station has no construction contract awarded; and the Denny Avenue, Caledonian Avenue,  
Oats Street and Wharf Street level crossing removals have no contracts awarded. Since November last year, 
21 500 full-time jobs have been lost in Western Australia. We know with the Roe 8–Roe 9 project alone, with 
the contingent liability sitting in the federal budget, 10 000 direct and indirect jobs are going begging because 
this government refuses to commence a congestion-busting road that has been on the books for over 50 years. 
The people in the south metropolitan area need it and Main Roads acknowledges that it will be required, with 
an outer harbour or without an outer harbour. Roe 8–Roe 9 is needed. It is a construction and infrastructure 
project that the government refuses to even contemplate. When we are out in the community, the construction 
sector comes to us saying that the government’s inability to commence substantial infrastructure projects has 
now hurt our industry to the point at which we do not have tradies in Western Australia. When contracts are 
awarded, there is no-one in Western Australia with the requisite skills to actually deliver on them. What is that 
going to do? The delays in bringing these projects forward mean that by the time the contracts are awarded and 
the companies start looking for workers, they end up having to pay goodness knows how much for labour 
because all the workers are employed in projects on the east coast, where proactive state governments have been 
going hell for leather to bring their infrastructure projects online. They are getting those jobs started and kicking 
their economies along. 
We have had seven quarters of domestic recession, and companies are going belly up every day of the week. There 
are small business owners in the construction sector who are going to Foodbank to put food on the table. That is 
the situation we find ourselves in, because this government cannot get its act together, cannot get a business case 
up, cannot award a contract, and cannot get these infrastructure projects started. The reason that the opposition has 
raised this matter of public interest is crystal clear. 
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Transport) [3.25 pm]: To quote the former member for Bunbury, 
“Dear, oh dear, oh dear”. What sort of economic argument was that from the opposition? I grant the shadow Treasurer 
tried to put some economic thought into what he was saying, but the member for Vasse and the Leader of the 
Opposition again showed that they should not stand up and talk economics in this place. 
Let us go through some of the crazy stuff that has been said today on this motion. I do not know what planet members 
opposite are living on—maybe Planet Roe 8—because anyone driving around the suburbs and around regional 
Western Australia will see roadworks everywhere. When I catch up with people who have not seen me for a long 
time, do members know what they say? They say, “Jeez, there’s a lot of roadworks happening out there, Rita”. 
That is what they say. There are roadworks everywhere. The member for Vasse stood up and made misleading 
claims again; we just cannot trust anything she says. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Minister for Tourism, you are not on your feet! The Minister for Transport is on her feet. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Under the previous government there was a shark on every corner. Now the member for Vasse 
stands and says, “You promised this and you’re doing something else”. Well, we are not. I have stood here about 
10 times to explain the Ellenbrook rail line contracts, and then explained them a further dozen times. If the member 
does not understand them, it is not the government’s problem. If she does not want to do any research and read 
some basic facts, that is not our problem. I say to the member for Vasse: do some research and actually get it right. 
Come and argue the facts—I am willing to argue the facts—but do not come in here and quote a few newspaper 
articles and some unnamed consultants. Who were they? The member says that I am full of secrecy; who told her 
that there was not enough work out there? I am telling her that that is not what the construction industry is telling 
me. People in the construction industry have said that they have never experienced anything like this pipeline of 
work. All they do is give us credit, at lunches and at dinners. The Leader of the Opposition was not at the dinner 
where they had “Surfing the Wave of Construction” on an overhead. 
Members opposite come in here and try to claim that nothing is happening, but all they have to do is drive around 
and see it. 
Ms J.J. Shaw: Maybe that’s the problem. Maybe they don’t. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Maybe they do not. I do not know where they are driving. 
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Let us go through the projects. We obviously need an information campaign, because members opposite are not 
absorbing the information. Maybe we do need an information and communication campaign, because even though 
opposition members drive the streets, they obviously are not absorbing all the infrastructure that is out there. There 
has been record expenditure on roads and rail. The opposition glosses over everything we are doing and says that we 
have not done Oats Street. No, we have not, because we cannot do everything on day one, and we never promised 
to do everything on day one. 
The member for Vasse referred to the Forrestfield–Airport Link. During the 2013 election campaign, when did the 
member for Vasse say that the then Liberal government was going to finish that project? She does not even know. 
She refers to FAL; when did the previous government commit to finishing that project? 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, it did not. The member for Vasse says 2020; no, it did not. Members opposite come in here 
with no recollection of what they did, because they do not do research. They come in here and say that the project is 
delayed, but the previous government delayed it for two years. It made the election promise in 2013, after four years 
in government, but did not commence the project. We started it. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I was there when the tunnel boring machines were started; I remember it well. There is also 
a plaque with my name on it. In 2013, the previous government promised it, after four years in office. Members 
opposite are shaking their heads, because they hate the facts. In four years, the previous government did no 
planning. It made a commitment at the 2013 election and did not start it in the next four years. Now, we are building 
it. It is a challenging project, but I am glad that we are building it. It will be a great project. We have redesigned 
some of the stations, and it is a fantastic project. Members opposite come in here as if they did anything. We have 
gone through the history of the first three years of the previous government. We cannot recall a single project started 
in the first three years under the transport ministers in the previous government. I will go through all the projects 
that we have started. Members opposite do not deal with facts. 
I think there is a good economic argument to be had. We are doing things such as the maintenance expenditure 
boost, because we want to make sure that tradies have jobs. We know that maintenance expenditure in our schools 
and hospitals is a way to get people jobs quickly. There is about $300 million in those two packages, out there 
now, getting jobs for tradespeople in the suburbs. If the federal government did a little bit more—for example, 
increased the Newstart allowance—that would also be good for the state economy. We understand the challenges, 
and we are there meeting those challenges. That is a good thing, and we can do it because we manage the finances 
well. Unlike the previous government, which basically spent everything it had and everything it thought it was 
going to have, we do not do that. As a result, our finances are in better shape than what we inherited. We can make 
those decisions for economic stimulus, such as the maintenance spending, and that is what we are doing. 
I respect the arguments of the shadow Treasurer in this place. I think he tries to create some sort of narrative, but he 
cannot stand up and just lament the fact that the finances are better. He just cannot do that. It is just like complaining 
that the present government has surpluses and debt lower than it would have been had the previous government 
remained in office. Members cannot argue that the finances have not improved. Make an argument, but base it on 
facts; that is what the opposition is not doing. To be honest, I think the shadow Treasurer should acknowledge the 
work done by this government to get the finances into a good state. The Premier and the Treasurer, in particular, have 
been very steady on this, and concentrating on it day by day. Sometimes we say that they are a little bit too tough. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: That’s what a spending minister would say. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, that is what a spending minister would say, but if that was not the case, we would not be 
a good government. The finances are in better shape. We understand the economic challenges, and that is why we 
have done things such as the boost in education and health spending. I wanted to address that financial narrative 
first up. 
The member for Vasse says she has been speaking to consultants, but they should not have any time to speak, 
because they are doing all the work for our projects. More consultants than ever before are being employed designing 
our projects and putting them through the business case process. Then there is this idea that all the tradespeople 
have left. They were leaving under the watch of the Leader of the Opposition, because the previous government 
had no pipeline of work. We have created a pipeline of work. Again, members opposite can sit there and deny the 
truth. The member for Vasse is good at that. She just shoots from the hip and has no understanding of the facts. 
She can say whatever she likes, but out there are roadworks on every corner, and construction companies are 
excited that they have so many projects that are either currently being constructed or going through the tender 
process. There is so much work coming and in the system at the moment. Let us go through some of those projects, 
because there are lot of them. I will start in the member for Jandakot’s area. There is the Armadale Road duplication, 
a project that the former government could not do in eight and a half years. There has been massive growth in 
Piara Waters and Harrisdale. The Armadale growth corridor is significant. 
Mr P. Papalia: Byford feeds into it. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, Byford, but in particular the connection between Cockburn and Armadale—the member 
for Armadale understands—has seen unbelievable growth. The former government could not get that project off 
the ground. We committed to bring it forward, and do you know what? We did it. It is happening now. Have any 
members seen it? The member for Jandakot has seen it. The member for Roe and the member for Armadale have 
seen it. That work is happening now. I am not sure whether some members opposite have seen it. Perhaps we need 
the information program to spell out that project. 

Construction of the Armadale Road to North Lake Road bridge, which is a massive project, is commencing very 
soon, and, again, it was never committed to by the previous government. Upgrades to Karel Avenue have started. 
This is just in the member for Jandakot’s area. I will go through the entire state very soon. In the member for 
Jandakot’s electorate, there is the near completion of the Armadale Road duplication, the Armadale Road to 
North Lake Road bridge is about to commence construction, and the Karel Avenue upgrades are underway. Has 
anyone ever seen such progress in two and a half years of a new government? That is just in Jandakot! 

Also in the area of the southern suburbs is Kwinana Freeway. There has been no substantial spending on the freeway 
for decades, frankly. The biggest expenditure ever on the freeway system is happening now, members. Everyone 
who drives on the freeway can see it. As I said, the feedback that I get from everybody, including people who do not 
vote Labor, is “Jeez, Rita—I can’t believe how many works are on the freeway!” There are roadworks everywhere. 
The people of the southern suburbs are seeing a wider freeway from Russell Road to Roe Highway, which has been 
the biggest congestion spot across the network for many years. The widening of that freeway and better connections 
are underway. I will make further announcements on that very soon, which may interest the member for Jandakot. 

Mr Y. Mubarakai: Give me more! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There is always more! This member for Jandakot is a good member for Jandakot, unlike the 
previous member, which is why we are able to deliver roadworks everywhere. I apologise for the disruption on the 
roads, but that is what happens when a government has to catch up on infrastructure. The northbound widening of 
Kwinana Freeway from Russell Road to Roe Highway is underway. Has any member not seen the Kwinana Freeway 
northbound works? They are there and visible. The Murdoch Drive connection is again something that we negotiated. 
It is well advanced and will be completed soon. Have no members opposite seen the works for the smart freeway 
project? I have and, again, it is a project that we started. Let us think about it. In two and a half years, they are just 
a few of the projects that we have started. The smart freeways project was always on the books for previous ministers, 
who would have liked to have started it, because it is about better utilising existing infrastructure and it ticks all 
the boxes when it comes — 

Mr D.C. Nalder: You used to give me a hard time about my one per cent. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This is more than one per cent. I would say this is a bigger percentage. I will tell the member how 
much later. There will be a substantial increase, because in a sense we will be adding an extra lane. It is probably 
30 per cent or 25 per cent. 

The smart freeway project is happening now. If only my good friend the member for South Perth was here because 
the Manning Road on-ramp is happening, too. Let us think about the Manning Road on-ramp. We are considering 
whether to call it the “Johnny McGrath” on-ramp, if he makes the move to the other side — 

The SPEAKER: Make it the off-ramp. 

Ms S.E. Winton: Make it the Kirkup off-ramp. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Maybe, as he is circling South Perth, member for Wanneroo. That on-ramp will be good because 
prospective members will get to circle the seat of South Perth a bit more. 

The Manning Road on-ramp project has been talked about for as long as I have been alive. What will the Manning Road 
on-ramp do? It will take a lot of pressure off Manning Road because people will not be turning right and right 
again to come back onto the freeway. Canning Highway will benefit significantly, too, because fewer people will 
be entering from the east of Canning Highway to go south. 

Mr D.C. Nalder: The loop. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It will stop people doing the loop, reduce congestion from people coming from the east and of 
course people coming from the west will not encounter all those people doing the loop. It will be across the entire 
network. The member for Cannington is not here; however, Leach Highway will also benefit because a lot of 
people use the Leach Highway on-ramp to go south. That project is underway. I was there with the federal member 
for Swan, Steve Irons, and the member for South Perth. The member for South Perth took the poster of the project 
provided by Main Roads as a commemoration of the Labor government delivering a project he has wanted for 
decades. I think the picture is sitting in his office. If anyone drives down Canning Highway, they can stop by the 
member for South Perth’s office and see the picture of the project we are delivering that the former government 
failed to deliver over decades. That is the Canning Road on-ramp. 
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The widening of Mitchell Freeway from Cedric Street to Vincent Street is, again, another great project, member 
for Balcatta. The project has been called for; it is a major hotspot across the network. Member for Balcatta, is it 
happening now? Can you see it? Did we sign the contract? Did it happen under this government? 

Mr D.R. Michael: It’s a big bridge. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Of course, we cannot forget that beautiful bridge. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: It’s an extraordinary bridge. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is an extraordinary bridge. Again, did that happen under this government? The answer is yes. 
Did we sign the contract? Yes. Are those people being employed under a Labor government? Yes. 

More recently, with the members for Balcatta and Kingsley, I announced the widening of Mitchell Freeway northbound 
from Hutton Street to Cedric Street. It is another great project that was entered into contract and delivered under 
this government. The NorthLink project started under the previous government — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: You said it’s a great project. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I acknowledge that it is a great project and that it has had bipartisan support from federal and 
state Liberal and Labor Parties. I do not think one can get from Toodyay to Scarborough in 25 minutes, but apart 
from that, it is a very, very good project. 

Mr R.S. Love: It might be from Muchea. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is not what you said, member. 

The Reid Highway dual carriageway project is in the eastern corridor. We have signed the contract on that project 
and it is being delivered right now. The duplication between Altone Road and West Swan Road is a major project 
we were very keen to get underway. We signed the contract and got underway the Roe Highway–Kalamunda Road 
intersection upgrade project, and works are happening now at that major congestion point. 

I am just now getting to the member for Wanneroo. This has been such a great tour through the suburbs of Perth 
and we are now up in Wanneroo! What is happening in Wanneroo, members? A lot is happening in Wanneroo. 
What do people see when they go to Wanneroo? They see the duplication that is already finished. Again, it is 
something that was promised for 20 years but not delivered. We delivered that project within two years. The building 
of two interchanges is underway now. It will improve connections throughout the entire area. The former government 
opposed one of those projects. It said that it would stop the project. That is what the former government said, but 
we have gone ahead with the project to reduce congestion and improve safety in the whole area. The High Street 
project will be underway very soon. I forgot to mention the new Lord Street project. It is another project that we 
have already delivered in our first 2.5 years. 

If members go through regional Western Australia, they will see project upon project. The Great Eastern Highway 
dualling project, which was an election commitment, is underway. It will provide drivers entering Kalgoorlie with 
a safe road. We have upgraded Indian Ocean Drive, and will continue to undertake those upgrades. We have 
delivered the Maggie’s Jump Up, Wyndham spur, Chester Pass Road and Amelup curves projects. The Onslow Road 
upgrade is underway. Again, we are delivering the Broome Cape Leveque Road project that we inherited. We are 
delivering a lot of projects on South Coast Highway as a result of our election commitments. 

The SPEAKER: Hear, hear! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Karratha–Tom Price road is underway. We will see some activity very soon on the Albany 
ring-road. We started from scratch, so we basically had to go through the entire process, get the funding, get the 
planning, and get the environmental approvals. Bunbury Outer Ring Road is another project and another priority. 
We got the funding and got the design, and we are now going through the approvals. 

We are doing road upgrades throughout regional WA. I heard the member for Central Wheatbelt talk about how she 
was upset when she drove along Great Eastern Highway and saw some Labor government signs promoting jobs. 
Maybe she should have been a bit more upset about the condition in which she left Great Eastern Highway in the first 
place. We are out there, fixing Great Eastern Highway, because that member, too worried about the Labor Party 
advertising, did not care about the condition in which Great Eastern Highway was left under the previous government. 

Members can come into this place and argue about a lot of things. But they cannot argue that we are not building 
things. Wherever we go throughout regional WA — 

Mrs R.M.J. Clarke: Pinjarra heavy haulage! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. That started with nothing—no plans; nothing. We committed $250 000 in the first six months, 
got the design and got the funding, and we will now be able to — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members, please! I am enjoying what the minister is saying. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Members opposite can say these things. But I know who is out there, doing all the hard work, 
and dealing with the community reference groups. It is members like the member for Wanneroo. The state Labor 
government is out there, on the ground, getting environmental approvals, engaging with local communities on all 
issues—the style of overpasses and interchanges, noise walls, you name it. We are involved in every part of that 
project. People know that. People know that they have a government that is willing to create jobs and spend on 
infrastructure throughout Western Australia. 

Of course, I am not going to pre-empt what will be happening with Metronet over the next few months, but a lot 
is happening with Metronet. 

Several members interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: A lot is happening. Yes, we will communicate to the public the record spending. We will 
communicate to the public the jobs we are creating. We will communicate the fact that there will be disruption, 
because so many works are underway. We will be making more announcements over the next few months. Just 
wait and see. Jobs are our number one priority. We are out there, with the construction industry, which has never 
seen a better government to deliver infrastructure in Western Australia. 

MS S.E. WINTON (Wanneroo) [3.47 pm]: I enjoyed very much listening to our Minister for Transport as she 
explained the massive and unprecedented infrastructure spend that is happening throughout the state. That is nowhere 
more so than in the northern suburbs of our great state. It is a shame that the current shadow Minister for Transport 
was not here to listen so that she could get a lot of the things that she has been saying in this place corrected. 
Opposition members are clearly not driving around the northern suburbs and noticing the infrastructure that is being 
built at this very moment. I am very happy to speak on this matter of public interest. However, of course, I am very 
tempted to move an amendment, because the motion should say that this house applauds the McGowan Labor 
government for delivering major job-creating infrastructure projects in less than three years of being in government. 

I think opposition members have forgotten the last election. I certainly remember the last election very well, and 
all my northern suburbs colleagues also remember it very well. It was an absolute massacre of Liberal-held seats 
in the northern suburbs. That was due to the fact that for over eight years, the Liberal government delivered nothing 
by way of infrastructure in the northern suburbs. 

Several members interjected. 

Ms S.E. WINTON: Members opposite can laugh all they like. But the members who were booted out of this place 
are not laughing. They are regretting the fact that they took the people of the northern suburbs and the lack of 
infrastructure spending in the northern suburbs for granted, and they paid with their careers. Opposition members 
might sit in here, cushy in their chairs, but I can tell members that those former members are not laughing. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! You had a chance to talk on it; you did not. 

Ms S.E. WINTON: We made a significant election commitment to invest in the northern suburbs. Before the election 
we said what we would be doing and we are, by golly gee, doing it. We said we would divert funds from Roe 8 
into the northern suburbs and we have done it. We have delivered the $31 million dualling of Wanneroo Road. I drive 
on it every single day. It is done; it is delivered; it is there. It is not propaganda. Come and join me one time. It is 
a really safe piece of road that the Wanneroo area has long wanted. Right now, we are building the $65 million 
Wanneroo Road–Ocean Reef Road overpass. It exists. The community is being consulted on it, and construction 
is going really well. The $50 million Wanneroo Road–Joondalup Drive overpass is being constructed right now. 
Shadow transport minister, come out, have a look and see what is going on. The important thing about these 
projects for the northern suburbs, as the minister said, is that they are making our network safer, they are creating 
much-needed jobs and they are also futureproofing the northern suburbs. We want to do it once, and right the first 
time, so we have a great transport network in the northern suburbs for the next 30 to 50 years.  

There is a whole heap more happening in the northern suburbs of course. The dualling of Marmion Avenue is 
happening under a McGowan Labor government. The Metronet rail line to Yanchep is happening under a McGowan 
Labor government. Of course, most recently, the Minister for Transport has announced that we are extending the 
Mitchell Freeway further to Romeo Road—under a McGowan Labor government. That is a fact. What people have 
said about the shadow transport minister previously is right. She just grabs these tiny bits and pieces, flitters here 
and there, and the best she can contribute to us announcing the Mitchell Freeway extension to Romeo Road is to 
say that we should cut halfway through the national park and create a road off Lukin Drive. She is clueless. She is 
trying to create a headline, but she has no idea what is going on in the northern suburbs. I am absolutely delighted 
with the investment that this Mark McGowan Labor government has made in the northern suburbs. Before the election 
we said what we would do and, by jolly, we are now doing it. I remember the member for Vasse said earlier that 
the Minister of Transport should take her foot off the hose. I can tell members that not only has she taken her foot 
off the hose, she has something bigger than a hose in the northern suburbs and she is spurting concrete everywhere, 
and I thank her for it. 
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MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park — Treasurer) [3.52 pm]: I make just a couple of points to conclude this 
debate. I want to pick up from where the member for Wanneroo left off. She is quite correct. Every time I turn on 
the TV, Minister Saffioti is standing next to a road somewhere with a shovel in her hand. It has been quite an 
extraordinary period of time. I agree with what the Minister for Transport said in her critique of the economic 
argument raised. The member for Bateman, to his credit, tries to construct an argument around data. I am not sure 
what the contributions of the member for Vasse and the Leader of the Opposition were, but I want to confirm one 
thing. The crux of the argument raised by the opposition was about the report by Infrastructure Partnerships 
Australia. The opposition got that report and said to look at how little the government is spending on infrastructure. 
I want to draw the Parliament’s attention to a key thing that the opposition often misses—in particular, I note, 
the member for Vasse—and that is a thing called a footnote. I am going to read the footnote about the basis of 
the entire report. The chart on infrastructure shows total general government sector infrastructure spending by 
jurisdiction—general government. General government infrastructure spending over four years is just under 
$9 billion, but it is interesting that the opposition would deliberately exclude from its argument the other 
$13 billion that we are spending through the entire total public sector. The shadow transport minister said that the 
Minister of Transport should get her foot off the hose, but in her argument she decided to miss every red cent being 
spent through Metronet. Why is that? It is because money for Metronet is not being spent through the general 
government sector. That is a fundamental problem that the opposition has had with understanding, firstly, the 
finances and, secondly, the economy. If it wants to talk in here about asset investment by the government, why not 
talk about the $23 billion we are actually spending across the forward estimates as opposed to the $8.8 billion we 
are spending through the general government sector? Why is that? I actually do not think the Leader of the 
Opposition or the member for Vasse understand that. I know the shadow Treasurer understands that, but I do not 
think the Leader of the Opposition has the slightest idea about the difference between total public sector and 
general government sector. It is not unusual. It has historically been the case that the vast majority of asset 
investment is spent through the total public sector component; that is, the Public Transport Authority, the ports, 
and the hundreds of millions of dollars we are spending through energy utilities. The opposition chose to ignore 
all that asset spend. 

The member for Vasse has been exposed this week. She cannot just get a report or document, pick something 
out, get that wrong and then go out and do a Chicken Little, “The whole world is falling down!” That is simply 
an unacceptable way to construct the debate. If the opposition wants a debate, it should bring it on. As the 
Minister for Transport said, I think the member for Bateman is certainly trying to construct the argument; 
unfortunately, he is undermined by the fact there are not many people on his side who understand how the state 
budget works. 

Division 
Question put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (17) 

Mr I.C. Blayney Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup Ms L. Mettam Mr P.J. Rundle 
Ms M.J. Davies Mr A. Krsticevic Dr M.D. Nahan Mrs A.K. Hayden (Teller) 
Mrs L.M. Harvey Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr D.C. Nalder  
Dr D.J. Honey Mr R.S. Love Mr K.M. O’Donnell  
Mr P.A. Katsambanis Mr W.R. Marmion Mr D.T. Redman  

 

Noes (32) 

Dr A.D. Buti Mr W.J. Johnston Mrs L.M. O’Malley Ms J.J. Shaw 
Mrs R.M.J. Clarke Mr D.J. Kelly Mr P. Papalia Mrs J.M.C. Stojkovski 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr F.M. Logan Mr S.J. Price Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Mr M.J. Folkard Mr M. McGowan Mr D.T. Punch Mr D.A. Templeman 
Ms J.M. Freeman Ms S.F. McGurk Ms M.M. Quirk Mr P.C. Tinley 
Ms E.L. Hamilton Mr S.A. Millman Ms C.M. Rowe Ms S.E. Winton 
Mr T.J. Healy Mr Y. Mubarakai Ms R. Saffioti Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr M. Hughes Mr M.P. Murray Ms A. Sanderson Mr D.R. Michael (Teller) 

            
Pairs 

Mr J.E. McGrath Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr V.A. Catania Ms L.L. Baker 

Question thus negatived.  

The SPEAKER: There is a pregnant pause as we wait for the clock to tick. It is a lovely day in Albany today. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: Every day when Mr Speaker is not there is lovely! 

The SPEAKER: You are very close to a point of order! 
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BUSSELTON MARGARET RIVER AIRPORT EXPANSION 
Motion 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Warren–Blackwood) [4.00 pm]: I move — 
That this house condemns the McGowan government for risking job opportunities in the south west 
tourism and small business sectors by actively opposing the development of a new terminal building at 
the Busselton Margaret River Airport. 

In the next 15 or 20 minutes, I want to outline that not only is the government absent in the space of supporting 
the Busselton Margaret River Airport, but also there is enough evidence in the information that I have received 
under the Freedom of Information Act to demonstrate that it actually has its foot on the hose and is making every 
endeavour to put barriers in the way of progressing tourism opportunities and, by extension, jobs in the south west. 
We know that when the government commits to projects, particularly royalties for regions projects in regional 
Western Australia, there is a financial assistance agreement. Essentially, that financial assistance agreement is 
a contract between the state and the various project providers who are party to delivering particular projects funded 
by the government in Western Australia. In this case, I have the financial assistance agreement between the state of 
Western Australia and the City of Busselton that was signed on 23 June 2015. It has a whole range of deliverables—
little time frames of when government funds will be paid, when milestones should be reached and the like. Clearly, 
this was a commitment from the previous government that we would fund the entire Busselton Margaret River Airport 
project—not only the tarmac upgrade to be able to take the planes from the eastern states, but also the upgrade to 
the terminal to make sure that we match the facility and vision that the south west has for extending tourism to bring 
in people from the eastern states on those planes. I want members to park that. We have that financial assistance 
agreement in place. 
I know that financial assistance agreements have a range of clauses that give “outs” to the government. We know 
that the government has utilised those in this case. It did not do it for the Carnegie project down in Albany; that is 
a discussion for another day. But there is a range of clauses that sit largely in favour of the provider of the funding—
in this case, the state government. 
When the Labor Party first came to government, it had a funding review of all the royalties for regions projects around 
the state. That funding review cast across everything, including the Busselton Margaret River Airport project, and 
I can understand why. It makes sense to put a bit of rigour over what is happening. The minister held a review and 
made the decision that the government would support the project to its end, with the exception of funding the 
terminal upgrade. However, there are some real mixed messages. When the next financial assistance agreement 
was put in place as recently as 22 January 2018, there was a change. There was a request for approval to vary the 
financial assistance agreement that was already in place. That variation was in January 2018. It still included the 
terminal; in fact, it set a deadline—a milestone—of 13 April 2019 for the completion of the terminal and the car park 
construction. As recently as the start of 2018, there is a commitment in the agreement that the government requested 
to change with the City of Busselton to complete the terminal. The City of Busselton is saying, “Beauty—that’s still 
in the mix; we can progress and keep doing our business.” We know what happened after that: the City of Busselton 
let the contract to Pindan to build the terminal, but three days later the minister sent a letter saying, “We’d like 
you to pull it.” They are mixed messages. That is not supporting the construction of a terminal or the government’s 
messages it gave, particularly in the variations to the financial assistance agreement that it laid out. We know what 
happened then. The minister pulled the contract and changes had to be made. A cancellation fee is attached to that 
that may be realised at some stage. The amount of $120 000 or $130 000 could be lost due to the minister’s call, 
irrespective of the messages the minister was sending. 
On 20 February 2018, a letter was sent to the City of Busselton saying, basically, that the government would be 
happy to fund the upgrade of the terminal provided the city could commit an airline to sign up. I will quote from 
a briefing note of 22 May from the South West Development Commission to the minister, which I got from the 
minister’s office. At page 2 of the briefing note, it states — 

The Minister, in her letter to the City of 20 February 2018, committed to fund the terminal if the City was 
successful in securing a sufficient number of scheduled interstate services. Should a written commitment 
from Jetstar confirming — 

There is a bit blanked out, given it was received through FOI. It continues — 
be forthcoming, it is reasonable for the City to expect the funding for the terminal would be released. 

The briefing note says that if the City of Busselton gets the airline, the terminal will be committed. Then there was 
some commentary from the respective ministers who were interested in this outcome. I will quote a couple of those 
from a WAtoday article of October 2018. The first one is from Minister Papalia, the Minister for Tourism, who is 
in the house at the moment, and I quote — 

“Facilitating improved regional aviation access across all parts of Western Australia is a key part of the 
two-year action plan, and we continue to work extensively in this space,” Mr Papalia told WAtoday. 
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The exception is that the only project not in the two-year plan was the Busselton Margaret River Airport. Once again, 
this initiative, driven and supported in the changes to the financial assistance agreement, did not show up in the 
minister’s two-year plan. It is absent. We know there were a few awkward moments during a couple of launches, 
particularly the Taste Great Southern launch when someone called out, “What about the Busselton airport?” The 
minister did not know where to go with that comment. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: It is not a part of the government’s rhetoric to support this project for whatever reason. In 
the same article are a couple of quotes from Hon Alannah MacTiernan — 

“Funding of around $12 million for the new terminal component is pending until we have an agreement 
with an airline to provide a service to the airport. 

That is again on the public record. The minister goes on in the same article to say — 

“Our government is working hard to secure an airline through the South West Development Commission 
and Tourism WA, however we will not apologise for holding off on spending taxpayer dollars on the new 
terminal without an airline secured.” 

Again, we are working hard through the South West Development Commission and Tourism WA. I want members 
to park that point: working hard through the South West Development Commission to secure that outcome. Then 
another change was layered into the financial assistance agreement. Let us pull the agreement, which the City of 
Busselton thought at the start of 2018 had allowed it to move through to build a terminal provided certain milestones 
were met. That change happened on 8 February 2019. Some special conditions were rolled into the financial 
assistance agreement. I quote from paragraph 5.16 headed “Construction of the terminal” — 

The Recipient shall not commence the construction of the terminal unless the Department is provided 
with evidence demonstrating either of the following: 

There are two points. One is about whether the city could secure the pilot training academy. That did not occur, so 
we know that is not one of the issues that could have been the driver. The second one, which is important, states — 

That the City has entered into an agreement with a commercial airline to provide interstate commercial 
RPT services to the Busselton Margaret River Airport, and that the construction of a new terminal is 
a requirement for the airline to operate from the Busselton Margaret River Airport. 

The government changed the original financial assistance agreement to include that this can be done. Less than 
a month later, it pulled the rug from under the City of Busselton. It has now said publicly that it will not upgrade 
the terminal unless an airline is secured. Now it has changed the financial assistance agreement again to roll in the 
fact that it is a requirement for the airline to operate. So is it going to be a requirement? I do not know. I would 
have thought that every airline would like a new terminal, and given that they do a lot of operations out of the city 
of Perth, it probably is not hard to convince them that maybe this terminal is not needed. Again, another change 
has occurred. That was at the start of February 2019. Not that long after that, on 7 May 2019, there was a letter 
from the City of Busselton to Alannah MacTiernan basically requesting funding to secure the project. The airline 
has been secured now, and there will be three flights a week for three years, which seems like a reasonable outcome. 
It basically requested that the government come to the party on that. It is interesting that the minister has now layered 
in some commentary that an airline needs to be secured. Clearly, it has done that, because a three-year contract has 
been signed. There may be some requirements about the nature of that service. Under the heading “Current Status” 
in the briefing note of 22 May 2019 from the South West Development Commission to the minister, which I got 
through FOI, it states — 

A three times weekly service is considered a reasonable commitment from Jetstar given it is for a new route 
to a new port. Jetstar’s proposed commitment for a three year period indicates the potential in the route 
over the medium term. 

The South West Development Commission considers a three-year commitment to be a medium-term commitment, 
not a short-term or fly-by-night commitment — 

Advice from Tourism WA’s aviation section supports this. 

Even the Minister for Tourism’s own agency has advised the South West Development Commission to say that this 
commitment is more than reasonable to secure an outcome. We still have the issue that the Minister for Regional 
Development is not prepared to fund the project. Under the heading “Risks/Sensitivities” in the briefing note of 
22 May 2019, one of the dot points states — 

The City of Busselton has advised that negotiations may go beyond 30 June 2019, however are confident 
that they will be able to meet the Minister’s requirements as per the letter … of 20 February … 

There is a letter from the minister saying that this is what she needs to have done before the city gets its terminal, 
and the City of Busselton is confident that it can do it—namely, because it got the response from the South West 
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Development Commission, endorsed by Tourism WA, that it is a reasonable step. The recommendation in that 
briefing note—this is significant—from the South West Development Commission to the minister is — 

Approves terminal funding subject to a commitment from Jetstar in writing for a minimum year round, 
three times weekly service for a period of three years. 

The Minister for Regional Development’s own agency, the South West Development Commission, recommended, 
on the back of commitments she gave in letters to the City of Busselton, that it is reasonable that this service meets 
the threshold that she set to secure funding for the upgrade of the terminal. That is what is laid out. We still do 
not have the funding for the terminal. What has happened? There are two things here. This is where I get to the 
foot-on-the-hose part of the argument. I have just made the point that every decision-making process has led to the 
South West Development Commission recommending that this should happen based on history and based on the 
threshold endorsed by the minister’s own agencies. We also have two changes to the financial assistance 
agreement, raising the bar every time there has been a change to the threshold that the City of Busselton is expected 
to meet to get the terminal. In two cases, the government is putting the foot on the hose to securing an upgrade to 
the terminal to secure a unique service flying from the east coast into the tourism mecca of Western Australia—
that is, the south west. 
That is not all. It is like the steak knives; there is more. What was interesting in all this material that I got was that 
there were some emails that flashed around between the South West Development Commission and the minister’s 
office, one of which was sent on 14 June 2019. It states — 

Hi Cole, 
That is Cole Thurley, the Minister for Regional Development’s chief of staff — 

See attached, as discussed. 
Cheers 

I do not know who that email was from. It says that there is an attachment to the email. I know that there was an 
attachment because on 16 June, two days later, there was an email from Cole Thurley, the chief of staff, to the 
minister with the subject line “Jetstar CoB” with an attachment dated 14 June. I know that the attachment that I am 
about to explain to members went from the South West Development Commission to the Minister for Regional 
Development’s chief of staff and then to the minister. I do not know who is the author of that, but I can guess, and 
I will have a guess in a moment. But I want to go to the point that that makes. This is a memo. We have to bear in 
mind that the South West Development Commission has just written a briefing note approving the building of the 
terminal based on what has happened and based on all the thresholds that the City of Busselton has been able to 
meet. The memo states — 

Hi Cole 
Then there is the heading “Busselton Margaret River Airport”. It does not have “briefing note” on it. It is document 19a 
in the FOI material that I got. It has a bunch of dot points and states — 

• The City of Busselton (the City) have an expectation that the Minister will approve the construction 
of a new terminal once they complete negotiations with Jetstar and a formal letter is received. 

• The deal is expected to be: 
Then something is blanked out — 

- Jetstar will evidently operate 3 services per week, year-round, for 3 years  
• We are yet to see if anything else is involved e.g. 

- If load factors are below a certain level, can Jetstar cancel the flight? 
- If passenger loads are low, can they modify the services etc? 

I understand that there are probably other things laid into this — 
• MEL–BSN is a new route to an untried WA port and there are inherent risks associated with this. 

There is a view that the City has brought the service and — 
Something has been blanked out — 

We need to be careful not to add to this by funding the terminal too early. 
The next dot point is the crux of this — 

• I am of the view that the service needs to operate as a trial, for at least 1 year, so that it’s performance 
can be properly assessed based on actual data. 

It goes on to refer to the funding stuff that sits there. The second last dot point says — 
• If the Minister adopted the position of supporting this as a trial — 
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We must bear in mind that the government now has the idea of a trial being laid into the discussion. This is no longer 
a project or an initiative to get planes to come in and do their bit; it is now being teased out as potentially a trial at 
the request of someone from the South West Development Commission. It continues — 

(not dissimilar to Kununurra) before committing to a terminal, it would be worth setting up a chat with — 

Someone’s name is blanked out, and I can only imagine that that someone is probably someone who sits in Jetstar — 

but I’m happy to sow the seeds ahead of that! 

Whoever this is is happy to sow the seeds for someone to call this a trial. The last dot point says — 

• I will let you know Jetstar’s latest position as soon as I can. 

This came from the development commission after the briefing note that said that the building of the terminal should 
be supported. What is significant about this? It came from the development commission. Who is in the development 
commission? I can only imagine it is someone from the board. The chair of the board has a history in the aviation 
sector. He is probably one of a few people who would be able to ring Jetstar and have a direct conversation with 
it. I know that the chair of the board has a history with the minister. It looks to me as though another blocker—
another foot on the hose—is being laid into the argument: “Let’s start calling it a trial.” Let us start securing a position 
whereby an airline is starting with a substandard terminal that has the risk of a whole heap of things going wrong, 
which I will go through in a moment, and therefore put in turmoil the opportunity to have significant flights going 
into the tourism mecca of this state—the south west. I find that incredible. 

We have a scenario in which there has been consistent change to the assistance agreement and the layering of 
the standards that the City of Busselton has to meet to get the terminal built. The minister is saying that if it gets 
an airline, she will fund the terminal. She has reneged on that because she has now lifted the bar again. An agency 
in her portfolio is saying that it thinks she should fund it, and it is supported by Tourism WA, which is in the 
Minister for Tourism’s portfolio. Someone else in that agency—they are unnamed in this material, but it is probably 
not hard to guess where it has come from—is suggesting that we should call it a trial and again stretch it out 
a little further. 

If I were a conspiracy theorist, I would suggest that the government does not want this project to succeed. It says that 
it backs it out there, but then layers all this stuff in the bureaucracy so that it does not proceed. I remember seeing 
something else in some of the other documents that have come through about other airlines considering the option 
of using or securing the service and they are concerned about it affecting or taking traffic away from Perth. I wonder 
whether that sits under it. I wonder whether the success of a regional-focused airline coming from the eastern states 
would have an impact on the city of Perth and, therefore, this government as city-centric as it is, does not want it 
to succeed because it would go against its constituency that sits here in metropolitan Perth. There is enough in 
these FOI applications for us to be a little concerned about the government putting barriers in the road of an 
opportunity that is second to none in the south west of the state. 

I am sure that the Minister for Tourism knows this. I know there were incentives for the first 10 days of sales with 
cheap flights, down to $90. That did not go on ad infinitum. That went to a particular level of funding. In the first 
10 days of sales, 5 700 tickets were sold. That is 30 planes filled in the first 10 days, both ways—half going from 
here to there and half coming back. It is getting the traffic to come from the east coast. There are 180 people on 
each plane. The terminal is not fit for purpose. Of course, we can get by. Of course, we can make it work. Let us 
put in $3 million worth of upgrades to make it work and have toilets on both side of the security gates and a bit of 
space to manage people coming in. If we hit a time when an airline comes in and a Rio Tinto flight is landing, we 
could have 470 people at that terminal. We will have a massive challenging issue and one that will detract from 
the tourism experience in Western Australia and, therefore, make what is a massive opportunity go by the wayside 
and potentially be lost. We have firefighting infrastructure. The apron is at the wrong end of the tarmac because 
that is not how it has been built. A heap of things do not fit. I think that there is more to this than meets the eye. 
I have got back enough from FOI requests to show that the government has changed its language, layering in more 
challenges and more requirements for the City of Busselton to meet to get its outcome. 

We can imagine how it started. The council received the brief and said, “Yes, government supports it because it 
has just signed the FAA to say that we can move on and build a terminal.” It started going nuts to find people to do 
all the work it has to do and get the incentives in place—and it has done it. What happens? The council cannot do 
it now because there is some other hoop for it to jump through. Then someone from the development commission 
actively undermined the very position of the development commission, which recommended that the terminal be 
built. Someone else said, “No, let us call it a trial. There is a bunch of risks. If the minister’s looking for an outcome 
like that, I’m happy to talk to Jetstar.” Something is going on here that this government needs to put on the table, 
because this massively smells. The government needs to say what is going on because this stuff just does not add 
up. The rhetoric of government does not match what is happening on the ground. The continual layering of barriers 
for the City of Busselton to try to land this flight, as significant as it is for the south west, for businesses, for jobs, 
the very mantra the government is trying to attach itself to, has a risk of going under. 
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I come back to the motion that this government is condemned for putting a foot on the hose to a project that will 
make a massive difference to not only tourism in the south west, but also businesses that are attached to that, at 
a time when they absolutely need it. 
MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro — Minister for Tourism) [4.24 pm]: I am happy to respond on behalf of the 
government to the motion. Of course, it is a ridiculous motion. The entire pretext of the motion is that the 
Nationals WA would like the current government to do something that it had committed to doing some years before 
the state election in 2017. The government is operating in a financially responsible fashion—thank goodness! The 
entire population of Western Australia appreciates that. It understands that a responsible government is managing 
the finances in a proper way to get the best outcomes for the population. We then ask what the National Party 
wants done. It wants a terminal built at the airport so that Jetstar can fly to the airport to which Jetstar is already 
flying. As far as I can tell, Jetstar, the airline, does not need a new terminal constructed at a price of tens of millions 
of dollars, or whatever it is, because it is already flying. If it were a prerequisite for the flight to occur, Jetstar 
would not be flying. 
In response to the National Party, I think it is quite reasonable to pose the question: what motivates it in pursuing 
this matter? I understand the concern initially from some in the Busselton council was that it would not be able to 
get an airline without a terminal. Clearly, that is not the case. We now have Jetstar flying. I think it is a correct, 
reasonable and fiscally responsible approach for the council and the ratepayers of Busselton to consider whether they 
are getting the return on their investment over this three-year period before they go pursuing any further investment. 
Right now, the responsible minister has supported the terminal. The state government spent $43.25 million on the 
development of the airport and that has facilitated Jetstar coming. An additional $3.265 million was spent on 
upgrading infrastructure to allow Jetstar’s service to commence. That $3.265 million was obviously necessary 
because now the airline is flying. The upgrades included the construction of a hangar and an arrivals terminal within 
the existing terminal to manage departures. That money also went to purchasing security and baggage handling 
equipment, the apron lighting and the fit-out of the new terminals. As a consequence of that spend, Jetstar chose to 
fly. That met the necessary requirements for an airline to fly from Melbourne to Busselton. A significant contribution 
from the ratepayers of Busselton is required for that airline to fly from Melbourne to Busselton. They do not know 
what that is. They will be the ones who determine whether that is a reasonable investment on their behalf. I hope 
it is. I hope that lots of people choose to fly with the airline directly from Melbourne to Busselton and we get some 
success out of it and the Busselton ratepayers get a return on their investment. 
I note, and I will place on the record very, very clearly again, that there is nothing wrong with tourism in the 
south west. We have fixed that problem that we inherited from the previous government. Tourism was confronting 
a significant challenge when we took office. It was operating under a strategy that was written at a different time. 
We did not have a leisure market in Western Australia during the boom. We had a business traveller market. People 
were coming to Western Australia to work in the boom, for work associated with the boom, or to visit friends and 
relatives in the boom. We did not have a leisure market because we had the most expensive and often not very 
good quality hotels in the country, and the most expensive coffee in the world. That is what we were known for. 
The previous government was quite happy to sit back, not invest in tourism, not take it seriously, have it as 
a secondary task for a minister who saw it as their opportunity to go fishing or camping or play golf, and not pursue 
making it a serious economic portfolio. That was the previous government’s approach. What happened when the 
boom ended? No effort was put into preparing the state for that different environment. When we took office, hotels 
that were being built for that boom demand arrived, exacerbating the challenge, so in Western Australia, there was 
a great deal of anxiety in the tourism sector in 2017. We inherited that. It was not our strategy. It was not due to 
our neglect. It was a challenge that we had to address because we took office in March 2017. We set about responding 
immediately. We devised a campaign in the latter part of 2017 to attract people from Singapore, Malaysia and the 
eastern states. Then we tasked Tourism WA to develop a new action plan, abandoning the failed strategy of the 
previous government and focusing on driving visitor numbers from outside the state to Western Australia as the 
absolute priority in the near term. That two-year action plan was launched in March 2018 and was immediately 
attacked by the opposition. It was denigrated and deemed to be lightweight and valueless. The manner in which 
the opposition responded to that plan that was developed in conjunction with industry was extraordinary. It reflects 
a consistent approach by the opposition that has been negative, carping and whining. It has a lack of imagination, 
innovation and ideas. That approach to tourism has been pursued consistently by the opposition ever since. 
That action plan was implemented in March 2018 and it began working immediately. The data shows that the weight 
we carried from 2017 as a consequence of the failures of the previous government was shifted and we moved 
forward, with the data and the statistics demonstrating that people visiting from outside Western Australia 
increasingly grew and improved until December 2018, when for the first time we hit a record high number of 
out-of-state visitors. In the subsequent three months, we saw a record high number of out-of-state visitors and 
a record spend. In the subsequent three months, we saw another record high number of out-of-state visitors and 
a record spend. That experience was reflected right across the state, not just in Perth, but in all the regions, 
particularly in Australia’s south west and particularly in Busselton, Margaret River and the southern forests. We 
now know that the plan drove visitation from outside Western Australia like never before into our tourism mecca 
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that the member for Warren–Blackwood referred to. In the year ending March 2018, Australia’s south west 
collectively saw 4 940 500 overnight visitors, and in the year ending March 2019, 5 425 000 overnight visitors. 
This is Tourism Research Australia data. I understand that the member for Vasse and others like to run around and 
say that we make up numbers. Apparently, when the numbers from Tourism Research Australia were bad, they 
were not made up, but now that Tourism Research Australia is confirming that Western Australia is leading the 
nation in growth of interstate travellers and international holidaymakers, that is not accurate any more. It is a fact 
that in the year ending March 2019, overnight stays by visitors to the south west increased by 9.8 per cent over 
that 12-month period; overnight stays in the City of Bunbury increased by 18.5 per cent in the 12 months to 
March 2019; in the Shire of Augusta–Margaret River they increased by 10.1 per cent; in the City of Busselton 
they increased by 26.4 per cent; and in the Margaret River region they increased by 17.8 per cent. 
I always want to grow tourism. Everyone in Western Australia knows that. There is no-one in the south west who 
does not think I am out there trying hard to grow tourist numbers for the whole of WA. I go to Margaret River, 
Busselton and Bunbury. They know that I am trying and that I am doing everything I possibly can. They know 
that if I thought we could grow additional numbers by building a terminal in Busselton, I would be doing it. Right 
now, we are seeing record numbers of people going to the south west and they are spending record amounts. That is 
great because the plan is working. We devised a plan to drive visitors from outside the state into Western Australia, 
and it is working at record levels, and they are spending more than ever before. The airline is flying. 
Mr D.T. Redman: Do you agree, minister, that you’ve changed the goalposts? 
Mr P. PAPALIA: The goalposts are to grow visitor numbers to Western Australia. I think the member is spiralling 
into minutiae around what was said on the grassy knoll with respect to some agreement or other and he is affronted 
by success. It is frustrating to see the anger with which growth in tourism numbers is received by the Nationals WA. 
It is unhappy. Its members are the only ones who are unhappy, apart from the member for Vasse. She is also very 
unhappy. If I were in Busselton, I would not listen to anything the member for Vasse says because it is always 
negative. The member for Warren–Blackwood, who is in the adjacent seat, has probably been hanging around her 
too frequently as he is adopting some of her approach. She is bringing the member down. 
Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 
Ms M.M. QUIRK: Mr Acting Speaker, I am riveted by the minister’s speech but I am having trouble hearing it 
because of the constant interjections. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr R.S. Love): Let the minister make his reply, thank you. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr P. PAPALIA: The member for Busselton is bringing down the member for Warren–Blackwood. Members 
opposite should not adopt the approach of complaining and whinging whenever good things happen. That is all 
I would say. 
Tourism is important. I have always said, and I do believe, that tourism is a sentiment-driven industry. It is very 
vulnerable to negativity. It requires optimism and positivity because it is quite tough for some of those small 
businesses out there. It is a challenging environment. When people tell those in the industry that it is going poorly 
when it is not going poorly, that is dangerous and negative. I have asked people who purport to represent the interests 
of tourism to not do that. I understand lobbying and advocacy and all that; that is fine. If it is always negative and 
if it fails to observe and recognise when things are improving and when things are so successful that we have never 
seen that success before, and instead of welcoming, recognising and acknowledging that, we are negative, what 
does that tell the people in the industry? When are they ever going to be optimistic? When are they ever going to 
feel that there is reason for optimism in their business and an opportunity for them to expand, to employ people 
and to grow their business? We are telling them it is terrible at the very time when we have seen numbers like we 
have never witnessed, and for the purpose of what—getting a grab on a radio show or a line in a newspaper? 
I know that the member for Warren–Blackwood is pursuing this matter; he is going after that one matter. Appended 
to that, we should bear in mind that the people of Busselton in particular have been told that they must get 
a terminal or they will not get a flight; they must get a terminal or people will not come; they must get a terminal 
because tourism is bad. They were told that for 18 months. They were told that they must get a terminal because 
tourism is terrible. Actually, it was not terrible; tourism was improving, and it is now better than it has ever been, and 
the terminal is not there. The flights were not a prerequisite for improvement. The prerequisite for improvement 
was our action plan. It focused on what would drive visitors from outside the state. For international visitors, it 
was absolutely crucial that we made the case for Western Australia to be the western gateway. In late 2017, we 
made the case to Tourism Australia to stop selling Australia as one market. No-one did that before we did. We 
made the case to Tourism Australia to change its attitude, language and marketing. We then pursued regional direct 
flights from markets such as Tokyo and Shanghai. We are still working on India, but we have put significant 
additional spend into all the other regional markets to drive visitor numbers. People come to Western Australia 
and they go to the south west. That is undeniably working. ANA is now flying here seven days a week. We used 
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to get 29 000 Japanese visitors annually to Western Australia; an additional 20 000, at least, will be coming here 
from Tokyo on those seven flights a week, and they know about the south west. They drive on the left-hand side 
of the road; they are comfortable with getting out there and they know the quality of wine and food in the south 
west. They know about that beautiful, spectacular region because we are spending millions in Japan that was 
not spent before. That is how we get flights here—by spending money on marketing the route to the source market. 
We do not pay the airline to fly it; we spend the money on marketing. We went from spending in the order of 
$350 000 a year in Japan, selling all of Western Australia, to spending many multiples of that amount. We are now 
spending millions, and every region of Western Australia is being promoted far more than they have ever been 
promoted before. I can guarantee that the south west is part of that, because I have seen the advertising. It is an 
extraordinary uplift, and there will be benefits in respect of visitors; there have already been benefits, but there 
will be many more. 

The drive to bring additional international visitors to Western Australia included a focus on trying to get a direct 
flight from Shanghai, and a trial will commence on 15 January. Again, the way we do it is about marketing in that 
city. It is a huge market of 25 million to 29 million people. 

Mr D.T. Redman: Will you take an interjection? 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Is the member going to talk about this or — 

Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: It is about tourism. That is my point. I know the member is focused on who said what and 
when, and why we are not spending taxpayers’ money on building a terminal to bring in an airline when we do not 
need to, because the airline is already flying now. That argument falls apart when we look back at the last time 
I addressed this subject, in an almost identical private member’s motion brought by the member for Vasse some 
time ago, when tourism numbers were down as a consequence of us carrying the baggage that we inherited from 
the previous government. That has changed. It is important, and I know what happened. Members opposite went 
down to the south west, plucked lines out of Hansard that they did not like, and used that as a way of talking down 
the tourism industry in the south west. I will not allow people to talk down the tourism industry anywhere in 
Western Australia. I will confront that. I remember that, at the time, the whole crux of the opposition’s argument 
was, “Tourism’s terrible. It’s all your fault. You’ve got to build a terminal, or tourism won’t improve.” That was 
the crux of the argument. I am sorry, member for Vasse, but that was the crux of the argument. 

Mr D.T. Redman: The issue here, to take your line about talking up the sector, is that we haven’t heard you backing 
the fact that we have a really unique flying experience coming into Western Australia. We haven’t heard you back 
that in. You talk about everything else, as you are now, but you’re not backing it in. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I think the member might have quoted a media release of mine in which I welcomed it. It is 
great, but here is the thing: a significant amount of money is being spent by the ratepayers of Busselton on securing 
that flight. I hope there is a return on investment inside that three-year period that will exceed the cost of getting 
that flight, because it is not going to marketing; we are marketing. The Tourism WA contribution to this deal is 
spending money in the market to tell people to get on the plane. 

Mr D.T. Redman: You know very well that bad experiences can turn this stuff around. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: The Tourism WA contribution to this deal is spending money in the market to get people on 
the plane. Other people have paid the airline in different ways to get the flight happening. I hope it works, because 
I welcome any new visitors to WA, but we have to have a return on investment that exceeds the cost; that is what 
I hope we will achieve. 

Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I am backing tourism in WA and the south west, like you would not believe! Maybe the member 
for Vasse was absent when I talked about how much her town has grown in respect of overnight visitor stays. In 
the 12 months to March 2019, overnight visitor stays in Busselton grew by 26.4 per cent. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Did they come on the plane? 

Mr P. PAPALIA: They did not come on the plane because that was before the flights started. That is the whole point. 
Visitor numbers to the south west had grown astronomically before these flights had started. No-one can say that 
tourism was really terrible in the south west before the flights started coming in. There has been enormous growth 
in the south west and right across the state, but overnight visitor stays in Busselton grew by 26.4 per cent in the 
12 months to March 2019. I expect the figures for the 12 months to June would be higher again; I do not know. I think 
they are, because that period would have covered some of these other enormous events that we have brought to the 
state in recent times and marketed very heavily on the east coast to get people to travel over here. We got them to 
travel, and we got them to stay in the state for longer than just the duration of the events, so that has happened. 

Other things that we as a government have done to grow tourism in the south west include, very notably, the 
Margaret River Pro. That event had been lost by the time we arrived in office. We got it back, but we had to 
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fight off a campaign by the opposition to undermine it. The opposition campaigned constantly to undermine the 
Margaret River Pro by suggesting that it should not happen because there were sharks everywhere. We overcame 
that, and we got a commitment from the World Surf League not only to come back but also to extend the event 
into the future. We saved the Margaret River Pro after the Barnett government lost it. 

Ms L. Mettam: Rubbish! 

Mr P. PAPALIA: It is absolute fact. Mark Lane said it was gone. Mark Lane, from Surfing WA, who created the 
event, said when I met him in my office in my first week as Minister for Tourism, “We’ve lost it”. I said, “Don’t give 
up. Go back and say that the state government is behind it.” I then went to the media and committed our government 
to getting it back, and we did. That is undeniable. The previous government lost the Margaret River Pro, and we 
got it back. 

We also in our first couple of weeks in office confronted the loss of cruise shipping in WA. It became apparent that 
the previous government had failed to invest in infrastructure and had failed to dredge Broome harbour to facilitate 
24/7 access for large cruise ships. It had spent no money on other infrastructure, like the Fremantle passenger 
terminal and the Esperance shore tensioning unit. Regardless of what the member for Geraldton later went out and 
claimed, no money was spent and all that happened — 

Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: It is impossible to hear the minister. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I did provoke him, Mr Acting Speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr R.S. Love): I think you should direct your comments through me, minister. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr P. PAPALIA: The McGowan government took office, and within the first couple of months of taking office 
we had spent $1 million on the shore tensioning unit. We subsequently spent more than $3 million on aesthetic 
upgrades to the Fremantle passenger terminal but, more importantly and most crucially, I met several times with 
executives from Carnival Cruise Line Australia and convinced them that we were a reliable government and would 
sort out the problem in Broome. As a direct consequence of that advocacy and the commitment by our government 
to dredge Broome harbour and make it accessible 24/7 to large cruise ships, Carnival reversed its decision. That 
meant that instead of going into the spiral of a 30 per cent reduction in port and passenger visits to regional ports 
in the coming year, we are confronting — 

Point of Order 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: Mr Acting Speaker, the motion clearly refers to tourism in the south west and the impact on 
the south west tourism and small business sectors and relates to the development of the terminal building at 
Busselton Margaret River Airport. The minister is clearly going way off the agenda. I ask you to bring him back 
to the agenda. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: On the point of order, as the member for Warren–Blackwood pointed out, the motion is 
about tourism in the south west. I have heard the Minister for Tourism talk about nothing other tourism in the south 
west. I am not quite sure how the member for member for Warren–Blackwood can make that claim. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr R.S. Love): I am sure the minister will stick to the point. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I will make the link. I understand that those members opposite who were in government failed 
to see the link between dredging Broome harbour and achieving the home porting of cruise ships in Fremantle. 
I fully understand that they were not capable of seeing that link then, despite the fact that the chief executive officer 
of Carnival wrote directly to the former Premier begging him, effectively, to do that so that it could keep home 
porting in Fremantle and therefore send ships to Busselton, Albany, Esperance and Denmark. I know that that was 
the case. I know that the Carnival CEO did that and I know that the former government failed to respond. I understand 
that it could not make the link. They think that something up there is disconnected entirely from an outcome down 
here. That is not the case. 

In the early days of government in 2017, when the McGowan government was confronted with the very challenging 
environment that it inherited, the government and I committed to doing that work and convinced Carnival Australia 
that it should return to home porting as consequence. Therefore, I can say that in 2019–20, there will be seven 
scheduled cruise ships visits to Busselton, including a maiden call by Cruise and Maritime Voyages’ Vasco da Gama, 
which will be home ported in Fremantle. The only reason that Vasco da Gama will home port in Fremantle is because 
the McGowan government dredged Broome harbour, invested in the Fremantle passenger terminal and saved cruising 
in Western Australia. Princess Cruises’ newest ship, Majestic Princess, with 3 560 guests, is scheduled to make 
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a maiden call to Busselton on 21 February 2020. There are 17 cruise ships visits scheduled for Busselton in 
2021. Cunard UK has selected the Margaret River region as the destination for a special famil to be co-hosted by 
Tourism WA for two nights in February 2020. The decision to visit Australia’s south west is on the back of successful 
calls to Busselton, with the president of Cunard UK hosting 18 VIP travel agents from the east coast to Perth and, of 
course, to include a visit to Busselton, and because the McGowan government saved cruising in Western Australia 
after acting when it took office. The cruise ship industry was dying. The ships were leaving. They were not going 
to home port in Fremantle. They were going to take their ships out and we would not get increased visitor numbers 
to any of those ports across the state, such as those in Broome, Dampier, Port Hedland, Exmouth—when they can get 
in there and anchor off—Geraldton, Busselton, Albany, Esperance and Denmark. All those places—they anchor 
off further up to the north as well—now receive significantly more visitors and port visits and will see even more 
growth in the future as a consequence of the actions of the McGowan government. 
That is what is driving visitor numbers down there, plus the “road trip” campaign, which was launched by the 
McGowan government to turn a perceived negative of vast distances and a sparse population into a positive. 
Intrastate travel is now at its highest level in history. Western Australians are holidaying at home like never before, 
and interstate travellers are arriving by vehicle to experience Western Australia, the road trip state. The entire 
south west benefits from that. That was all happening before the Jetstar flights. I welcome the Jetstar flights. I hope 
they work. We are spending money to market them in Melbourne and on the east coast. We are constantly 
promoting Australia’s south west on the east coast. It is a constant element in all the promotions that we do on the 
eastern side of Australia. It is also a key element of the doubling of the international marketing spend that we are 
doing over 12 months—a 100 per cent increase—in 10 countries where we are most likely to get a shift in numbers 
in the near term. I guarantee members that right at the centre of that is Australia’s south west. All that happened 
before this flight. The flight was not a precursor and it was not a fundamental necessary element for growing visitor 
numbers to the south west. It can be an addition and a positive contribution, I hope, to increase the numbers. The 
numbers are growing; indeed, in Busselton they have grown by over 26 per cent in the past 12 months to March. 
They would have continued to grow even further. 
Every one of the actions that we have announced as part of the two-year action plan has been successful and is 
working, but we will continue to monitor it. With an increased marketing spend, there will be milestones along the 
way and Tourism WA is being put under scrutiny like never before to deliver outcomes from taxpayer spend, 
which is how it should be. We should scrutinise every cent of taxpayer money that is spent because we inherited 
tens of billions of dollars of debt and huge deficits, and the only way to fix that is to have rigorous and good financial 
management to ensure that every cent counts and that every dollar that we spend on behalf of the taxpayer gets the 
most return regardless of what portfolio it is in; and, then, as we get the economy moving, there is an opportunity 
to spend more to assist more people. It is crucial that we drive debt down. We are the only jurisdiction in the 
country doing that. 
It is emblematic of the National Party’s failures in financial management that the moment that it becomes aware 
that we have a surplus—all that means is that we are spending less than we are getting, which is not exactly a huge 
boom time or an incredible change in fortunes but is just a hard grind of getting to the point at which we are not 
spending and we are not adding to the debt at the rate that the Nationals added to it; indeed, we are decreasing the 
debt over time in the forward estimates—it wants us to spend it all. It wants us to increase spending beyond what 
we are getting in revenue, and everyone across this state knows that that is not the right thing to do. I want to grow 
tourism numbers, which we are doing. I will do everything I can to improve visitor numbers right across the state. 
I will do everything I can to support flights into Busselton so there is an additional means of getting tourists to that 
region. It is a fantastic region. It is a great product. It is a flagship in many respects for some of our regional tourism 
offerings. But right now there is no demand from the airline for a terminal beyond the existing terminal facility. In 
fact, I know from discussions with Qantas that there is some sensitivity to the suggestion that in the event that we 
spend a lot of money on a new terminal, the cost of using those facilities will go up. That has been suggested to me 
by players in the airline sector. But, that aside, they do not need it right now to fly—they are already flying. I hope 
it works. We are marketing it and trying to get it to work. We are spending money on 20 regional events scheme 
events in the south west in 2019–20, more than any other region in the state, events such as the Margaret River 
Ultra Marathon, the Forest Rally, the Busselton Jetty Swim, the Margaret River Readers and Writers Festival, the 
Cabin Fever Festival, X-Adventure Dunsborough, the Margaret River Region Open Studios, Jazz by the Bay, the 
Tour of Margaret River and the South West Craft Beer Festival. They are all being funded from the regional event 
scheme. The big money disproportionately goes to the Australia’s south west. I refer to the Western Australia 
Gourmet Escape in Margaret River, which is on this weekend; Cape to Cape; the Margaret River Pro, which we 
saved; CinéfestOZ; the Busselton Festival of Triathlon; the Australian Tennis Seniors Championships; the 
Australian Men’s Masters Hockey Championships; Ironman Western Australia; and the Augusta Adventure Fest. 
All those regional events program activities in the south west have been funded. That funding is disproportionately 
high, but that is as it should be. It is a great region, and so are all the other regions. That will drive visitor numbers. 
Things are working well. I hope the direct flights into Busselton will work. I look forward to seeing the numbers 
grow even further now that we have turned them around and have unprecedented growth and unprecedented spend 
by out-of-state visitors. These are good times to be in tourism. Let us not talk the sector down. 
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MS L. METTAM (Vasse) [5.00 pm]: I have been given a couple of minutes to make a short contribution, 
appreciating that this is Nationals’ private members’ business. However, I could not miss the opportunity to 
counter some of the claims and make a couple of points about the Busselton Margaret River Airport project. This 
is a transformational project for the region, and it has potential. The Minister for Tourism talked much about the 
value of regional aviation. 

Point of Order 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Mr Acting Speaker, if the Minister for Tourism wants to continue to have a conversation 
and deliberately talk over the member for Vasse, I would ask you to ask him to take it out of the room. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr R.S. Love): Actually, the minister is moving out of the chamber on a pre-arranged 
schedule, and is leaving now. 

Debate Resumed 
Ms L. METTAM: It is very clear that Labor came into government promising to grow, build and support regional 
aviation. We know that regional aviation is a significant challenge. That is why the current government invested 
in a report on a regional aviation strategy. However, it requires support. It is unfortunate that since this government 
has come to office, it has done everything in its power to undermine this project, which had been very well supported 
under the previous government. The Minister for Regional Development, Alannah MacTiernan, put the expansion 
of Busselton airport for eastern states flights on hold over a six-month period for a so-called optimisation review. 
Unfortunately for the minister, she was unable to unpick that project. I am referring to an FOI document that I was 
able to obtain, which indicates that her agency was looking at ways in which it could unpick the Busselton airport 
expansion project. That is pretty damning. The Minister for Tourism has spoken about how the advocates for 
Busselton Margaret River Airport and the concept of receiving flights outside the regional town of Busselton have 
been sold a pup. That is an extraordinary comment from a Minister for Tourism who is meant to be advocating for 
the best interests of this tourism sector. The minister attacked me, as a member of the opposition and as the former 
shadow Minister for Tourism, for being negative. It is extraordinary that the minister would suggest that the 
stakeholders in this regional airport project have been sold a pup. 
When the Labor Party came into government, it removed Tourism WA from airline engagement. I have obtained 
FOI documents that have highlighted the fact that as early as December 2017, there was interest from other airlines. 
The government removed the Busselton airport project from the two-year tourism action plan. That highlighted 
the fact that this minister is not a minister for tourism in all of Western Australia, and this is not a government for 
all of Western Australia. It is shocking that the minister would change a draft document that had been provided by 
Tourism WA to grow tourism in this state and make a ministerial decision to take the Busselton Margaret River 
Airport project out of the two-year action plan. 
The member for Warren–Blackwood has articulated the fact that the City of Busselton has had to undertake much 
of the heavy lifting and engagement to try to sell and support this route to expand flights into the region. We have 
talked about how challenging these particular projects are. The government also recognises that. However, it is 
clear that the government has done everything it can to undermine the project. The member for Warren–Blackwood 
has certainly advocated and we have both supported the City of Busselton’s advocacy for the government to do 
good on its commitment for an expanded and new terminal. We know that if any of the additional Rio Tinto flights 
were to be delayed, 400 people might have to go through a terminal that was built for 100 people. That is not 
a good tourism experience. That is not putting forward the best interests of tourism in Western Australia. That is 
certainly undermining the interest in growing the tourism outcomes for the Busselton–Margaret River region and 
the greater south west region. Twelve local governments support this project. 
I back the member for Warren–Blackwood in calling on this government to do everything it can to assist this 
challenging but transformational project. It is difficult to grow regional aviation. But this government has done 
everything in its power to undermine this project from the start. We have a Jetstar agreement. Jetstar has said that 
it does not see this project as a trial. It is time to get on board and give this project the support that it truly deserves. 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.A. Templeman (Leader of the House). 

AGRICULTURE — GLYPHOSATE USE 
Motion 

MR P.J. RUNDLE (Roe) [5.07 pm]: I move — 
That this house calls on the state government to support Australian and global science backing the safe 
use of glyphosate for Western Australia’s agricultural sector. 

This is a very important motion, especially for our regional constituents. I understand that the member for 
Mandurah will be responding to us. Given his regional knowledge, and the fact that he is in a regional seat, apparently, 
in Mandurah — 
Mr D.A. Templeman: I have great agricultural knowledge! 
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Mr P.J. RUNDLE: — I very much look forward to his response. 
I have brought forward this motion today because of the massive response that I received to the grievance that was 
moved on 24 October by my good friend the member for Belmont about banning glyphosate or Roundup in 
Western Australia. I know that the members for Central Wheatbelt, Geraldton, Moore and Warren–Blackwood all 
have constituents who use glyphosate on a broadacre basis. I want to provide some clarity about the importance 
of glyphosate to our agricultural sector. I also want to provide some scientific information that confirms the 
incredible importance of glyphosate. As I have said, in a broadacre sense, this chemical is very important to my 
constituents and to the agricultural region. 
I would first like to go to the grievance from the member for Belmont. It contains a couple of little paragraphs that 
concern me. I quote from the grievance — 

Although regulators deny the evidence that glyphosate probably causes cancer, I believe our government 
should take the lead in Australia, and take the advice of the Cancer Council Australia — 

And the International Agency for Research on Cancer — 
and ban Roundup’s widespread use in WA … 

To the member’s credit, she did say “particularly in metropolitan areas”. I will say that was a bit of a rider there. 
It also mentions the banning of its use right throughout WA. That was the first statement that concerned me. 
The second statement is the one that I am really worried about. The member for Belmont said — 

My question … is: is Roundup the asbestos of our time? … should we as a government be taking a safer 
than sorry route by taking Roundup out of the system in WA … For the sake of human safety and to protect 
the local ecosystems and food production on which we rely so strongly to feed our growing population, 
should Western Australian follow the lead of European governments and phase-out the use of Roundup 
or glyphosate in our state as soon as possible? 

The comment about asbestos especially worried me. I think we are a far cry from asbestos. I guarantee that I will be 
backed up by just about every farmer in Western Australia when I say that glyphosate is the most important chemical 
in Western Australia. 
I will be refuting the statement about the value of glyphosate to the WA ag sector on several fronts, including the 
human safety element, the importance to food production, and the comment about European governments, because 
France is certainly taking a different approach. Also, what impact would a ban on glyphosate have? What is 
glyphosate and what is it used for? I want to give a definition of glyphosate. It is a herbicide. It is not a poison; it 
has no poison rating. It comes in many forms including an acid and several salts. It is almost the equivalent of 
vinegar and salt mixed together. It is non-selective. Pure glyphosate is very low in toxicity, but other chemicals or 
ingredients that are added to it can increase the toxicity, such as those chemicals that help it to be absorbed into 
the leaf of the plant. 
The active ingredient in Roundup and about 500 other herbicide products that are used around the world by farmers, 
gardeners and land managers is glyphosate. It prevents the target plant from making key amino acids. That is how 
it works. In a broadacre scenario, after breaking rains, the weeds germinate. It is a relatively cheap and very 
effective method of taking out those weeds. It allows minimum tillage. I will talk about that later. What is it used 
for and what is its importance to farmers? It is used by farmers and land managers worldwide to control weeds 
from above the ground, doing away with the need to till the soil. It retains moisture and soil nutrients. I think that 
is probably the key to the whole situation—reducing tillage and improving that scenario in which we do not have 
to plough the soil time after time, as was done back in the day, when the minister used to go down to Narrogin — 
Mr D.A. Templeman: The old plough. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: That is it. He used to go down to Narrogin. Some of the methods in those days probably included 
getting the scarifier out and digging it up three or four times. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: We worked the ground a couple of times. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Yes—work it back, work it up, work it back. The scarifier was used copiously. As a result, the 
soil was exposed to the elements and quite often blew away. I think it is such an important element in our modern 
farming methods. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: In terms of targeting weeds, the member mentioned timing earlier. When is the most 
effective “hit”? Is it when it first emerges or should a farmer wait a certain time? 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Generally, upon emergence. Farmers like most of the weeds to emerge and then basically from 
there use it as a knockdown. It is very effective. As far as that goes, that is very important. 
The other element is that the organic soil carbon is increased. That is a very important element of the climate 
change argument. Roundup/glyphosate is a very important argument as part of the whole climate change scenario 
as far as retaining carbon in our soil goes. The CSBP soil test on my farm showed 1.5 to 1.8 per cent organic 
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soil carbon. If that soil is worked year after year, that will drop to 0.7 or 0.8 per cent. It is really important that 
this fits into a system of low tillage. Without Roundup, there would be widespread use of more toxic chemicals 
throughout the world. 

When I went back to the farm in the early 1980s, I remember one of our neighbours using—I used it as well—
Spray.Seed, which was a mixture of paraquat and diquat. Spray.Seed was an S7 poison. He would go out and spray 
and come in about three hours later with a blood nose, that type of thing. You ask yourself: what is the effect on 
this person? It is really quite a worry. I am concerned that if Roundup, or glyphosate, is taken out of the system, we 
will have to resort to using those types of chemicals. I do not think the population quite understands that. It is easy 
to jump on the glyphosate bandwagon and connect it to cancer and say that it is no good, but I can assure members 
that when I look back to those days, those particular chemicals are not something that I want to revisit. I am sure 
all our farmers right throughout the wheatbelt would feel the same way. 

There is no alternative to Roundup that is as safe and effective. That is absolutely correct from my experience. 
It can be used as an important and effective component of weed control programs, as quoted by the Australian 
government’s Department of the Environment and Energy. It is also used to control aggressive and noxious weeds 
such as serrated tussock and African lovegrass, which are almost impossible to get rid of. The Department of 
Primary Industries and Regional Development website states that glyphosate is one of the only chemical options 
to combat bridal creeper, which is a declared weed. 

I want to go on to the science. As members know, as a result of the claims against Monsanto, the scrutiny of 
glyphosate has been extensive and probably more rigorous than any other chemical in the world. The member for 
Belmont talked about that in her grievance. When I look at the science from the Australian Pesticides and Veterinary 
Medicines Authority, I see that its final regulatory position when it considered the evidence in 2016 and 2017 was — 

Based on current risk assessment the label instructions on all glyphosate products—when followed—
provide adequate protection for users. 

There are no scientific grounds for placing glyphosate and products containing glyphosate under formal reconsideration. 
I have a couple of other quotes, but the APVMA is comfortable on a scientific basis that glyphosate is certainly 
well and truly safe on a broadacre basis. 

The 2019 position statement from the Australian Leukaemia Foundation states that it has been monitoring 
glyphosate for many years. It accepts the position of the APVMA but encourages further monitoring of potential 
risk. It supports a scientific approach to regulation that ensures that all agricultural chemical products are 
thoroughly and independently assessed. The National Cancer Institute stated that no association was apparent 
between glyphosate and any solid tumours or lymphoid malignancies overall. Many conflicting remarks have been 
made. The International Agency for Research on Cancer, of the World Health Organization, reported that glyphosate 
was probably carcinogenic. I think this term has been used by activists who are keen to ban the herbicide. However, 
on closer inspection, the term refers to a level of carcinogen equivalent to drinking hot beverages, frying food at 
high heat and working as a hairdresser. When activists latch on to that sort of information, this is the comparison 
they are using. Some of the comments of the Grains Research and Development Corporation, which is funded by 
the Australian government, indicate that it is obviously committed to ensuring that Australian grain growers have 
the tools, including chemical and non-chemical controls where appropriate, to produce high-quality grain for the 
domestic and export markets. 

Australia has one of the most robust regulatory chemical systems in the world. The Australian Pesticides and 
Veterinary Medicines Authority is our national regulator. It is certainly comfortable that we have done the thorough 
robust chemical risk assessment process. It suggests that the chemicals are safe to use provided they are used as 
per the label instructions. The label instructions is a very important element that I believe some of the American 
court cases have missed. I will talk about that shortly. 

The next thing I want to move on to is: what would be the result of a ban on glyphosate? As I said, no chemical is 
available or in the pipeline that is as safe and effective as glyphosate. It is concerning that Bayer Crop Science 
Australia says on its website that no new herbicide modes of action have been discovered in the past 30 years and 
none is expected to be discovered in the near future that has the same chemical effect as glyphosate. That is probably 
a concern for me and I guess it demonstrates how valuable glyphosate is because there is no other chemical with 
that genetic make-up. Some of BCSA’s other quotes include, as I just mentioned, potential higher use of pre-emergent 
chemicals like Gramoxone and paraquat. The no-till operation, which preserves moisture and soil nutrients would 
no longer be feasible. As I quoted before from the member for Belmont, whose concern was that European countries 
are trying to get away from glyphosate, French farmers are warning that losing glyphosate would kill conservation 
agriculture, an important part of France’s climate change strategy. That is certainly contrary to the member’s 
quotation. This quote is quite interesting — 

Something anti-agriculture activists seem to be oddly unaware of—that there are lots of other herbicides 
besides glyphosate and other weed control strategies besides herbicides. Nearly all of them come with greater 
environmental impacts than glyphosate, especially in crops where it is a linchpin of no-till agriculture. 
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I have a few details on no-till farming because it is important that we recognise the use of glyphosate with no-till 
farming is really what it is all about. No-till farming drastically increases water infiltration and, therefore, retention 
by the soil. There is less run-off of contaminated water. There is a reduction in the amount of water required to 
grow a crop. Some of the reports that have come in on WA Country Hour over the last week or two indicate that 
some of the farmers in the wheatbelt have had only 150 millilitres of rainfall in the growing season and they are 
growing crops in the order of one and a half tonnes per hectare. That is an incredible achievement with the use 
of glyphosate and no-till farming to retain the moisture and absolutely maximise the amount of, as I said, organic 
soil carbon. With the straw in the soil retaining everything we can, especially the moisture, crops can be grown on 
very low amounts of rainfall. Something we do not recognise is that although there has been a lot of focus on 
the drought over east, Western Australia has had a very low rainfall year through 80 to 90 per cent of the wheatbelt. 
Some areas such as Narrogin, Kojonup, Katanning and Cranbrook have had a bit of a better year in the rainfall 
department. I think we had about 300 millilitres on my farm. A lot of the farms around the state are looking at 
receiving 150 to 175 millilitres. That is when glyphosate fits into the program. It helps to reduce the need for labour 
because, as we know and as I spoke about, increased tillage and ploughing creates a scenario in which we need 
more employees and people on the tractor, burning diesel all day and all night. The other benefit is reduced carbon 
emissions through greater sequestration of carbon dioxide by the soil. That is another benefit that fits into the 
climate change strategy. 

In conclusion, I would like to make some particular comments. As I said, I think there has been hysteria around 
the court cases in the US. A couple of people who took Monsanto to court, gardeners Alva and Alberta Pilliod, 
used Roundup spray to keep weeds off their driveway for more than two decades, applying it while wearing thongs, 
shorts and tank tops. When I spray glyphosate, I use a respirator, overalls, an apron, gloves and glasses. That is 
what the label says we are meant to wear. Quite frankly, I cannot understand how a jury could even contemplate 
their claim. I saw another claimant say on 60 Minutes that his legs were soaked in it. Seriously, for anyone using 
glyphosate as per the label, as instructed, while wearing the right clothing and using the right equipment, it would not 
be a problem at all. If people swim in it, drink it or cover their legs in it as the school gardener did, potentially, 
there may be some consequences. I cannot believe a jury took that on board and did not look at the recommendations 
on the label. 

I wanted to make that comment because, as we all know, all chemicals should be treated with care, as scientific 
research into their uses and health impacts indicates. Glyphosate should be treated in the same way as all chemicals. 
I understand there are certain cases listed for the Australian court system. It is an issue that will come up and that 
is why it is important for me to, I guess, demonstrate to the Parliament and anyone else who may be interested 
how important glyphosate is to our broadacre farmers. 

In some of my closing argument I will quote from Dr Joshua Mylne, an Australian Research Council future fellow, 
appointed jointly to the school of chemistry and biochemistry in the ARC centre of excellence in plant energy 
biology at the University of Western Australia. He is clearly frustrated by these lawsuits. One of his quotes is — 

Frankly, I tire of this glyphosate mania, which I hoped would stay in the USA—the silence as scientists 
wait for people to be sensible seems not to be working, so I will try to say something. 

He went on to say — 

The overwhelming opinion of experts is that glyphosate is safe. People forget ‘the dose maketh the poison’. 

That is exactly right. It is about the dosage. When we consider the concentrate, which is 1 000 times stronger than 
what it is diluted down to for usage, obviously there will be greater effects. Dr Joshua Mylne believes that instead 
of worrying about the potential risks of glyphosate, people should focus their attention on known carcinogens. He 
is quoted as saying — 

Our exposure to toxins is a constant—some exposure is more noticeable than others. One of our favourite 
drugs, alcohol, is quite toxic and a KNOWN carcinogen yet we pour it down our throats with vigour every 
weekend. 

That is exactly right. There is obviously sufficient evidence that it causes cancer of the oral cavity, pharynx, larynx, 
bowel, colon, rectum, liver and breast. His final quote, which I think is an excellent one, is —  

I wish people would trust experts and keep some perspective. If you seriously want to lower your cancer 
risk, keep using Roundup and stop drinking. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: Can I ask a question and it may seem naive? In terms of weed species, obviously this is 
a broadacre chemical. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: And broad spectrum. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: Are the old weeds that I remember when I used to go out to the farm, like doublegee, bindi 
weed and that sort of thing, targeted by this? You can now go to Bunnings and buy bindi weed spray. Does that 
have the same chemical make-up as glyphosate? 
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Mr P.J. RUNDLE: No. It is a different make-up. Basically, when weeds first appear after the opening rains and 
they are growing rapidly, glyphosate will handle just about everything; it will knock down just about everything. 
The bindi spray that can be bought from Bunnings is selective. As the crop grows, selective herbicides are sprayed 
to take out bindi, doublegee, capeweed or whatever. As those plants get bigger, generally a selective herbicide 
is needed. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: Is doublegee still an issue? 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: It is in some parts of the wheatbelt. There are chemicals that will handle it, but it can take up to 
seven years of constant spraying to fix it. It is an issue in certain areas. It is not a weed that farmers would generally 
like on their farm—that is for sure. 

In summing up, I just want to say that this chemical is important to the agricultural sector of WA, as per my motion. 
Please do not underestimate that. As a farmer and having used it for 25 years, I can well and truly confirm that. 
That is important. I want to put it on the record for the broadacre farmers of WA. I want there to be an understanding 
out there of how important this chemical is to our constituents. I understand that the Wanneroo council and others 
are jumping on the bandwagon, but, as a broadacre farmer, I think that people should not underestimate the 
importance of glyphosate and its importance to our constituents. 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Leader of the House) [5.34 pm]: I am very pleased to respond on behalf 
of the government and particularly on behalf of the Minister for Agriculture and Food, Hon Alannah MacTiernan. 
These are important debates to have in this place. As the member knows, I have a deep interest in the agricultural 
industry, but no experience apart from what I have outlined previously. Indeed, it would be true to say that I have 
a great deal of empathy with farming folk because of my family background, particularly on my mother’s side. 

There are a couple of important issues to highlight. Parliament is the place where members should have the 
opportunity to raise issues of significance. Certainly, the week before last, the member for Belmont raised an issue 
that she feels very passionately about and has every right to feel passionately about. Indeed, it was put to this place 
through a grievance procedure to the Minister for Health.  

The member for Roe highlighted a couple of legal examples, and I am aware that the issue has attracted worldwide 
attention through high-profile media broadcasts such as 60 Minutes and others that focused on health concerns and 
the potential health impacts. It was good to hear from a broadacre farmer such as the member about his support of 
glyphosate. He also articulated the importance of that spray to the industry. 

I will use some notes that have been prepared for me because I do not want to say something that is misleading 
or inaccurate. As the member will be aware, the state government ultimately does not regulate the registration, 
labelling or conditions of use of pesticides, including banning, because that remains the role of the national 
regulator, which the member identified clearly as the Australian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines Authority. 
It is true that glyphosate has been for a significant period and continues to be central to much of the farming 
practice in Western Australia. The APVMA’s scientific advice is clearly that glyphosate can be used safely. That 
is acknowledged. It is acknowledged by government. Therefore, this is not ultimately a question about the science, 
because if we are focusing on the science and we are relying on an authoritative body, that is clear. That does not 
mean that we do not acknowledge that in some areas, including in the metropolitan area, there is a growing 
consciousness from a consumer perspective of concerns about its chemical composition. That, of course, needs to 
be looked at in context. 

The member referred to some countries in the world; I think he named Germany and France in the European Union. 
I think Vietnam has recently imposed bans, to be effective from next year, on not only the use of glyphosate there, 
but also imported products that may have been exposed to the product. I think Thailand is another country that has 
done so. In looking at the nations that may potentially import products, we need to be conscious that some countries 
have gone down the road of imposing a ban on glyphosate. We need to be mindful of that from a trade perspective 
in that context. It also does not mean that we should not look at farming systems and how we could adapt to changing 
requirements that might be more impacted by export markets and consumer sentiment. I think it is sensible that 
we do that. But the member highlighted, and the science shows, that at this point in time, no other mechanism 
delivers what glyphosate delivers for a broadacre farmer, for example. I think that is confirmed. I know that perhaps 
there is experimentation in some more urban settings. We perhaps need to look at things from a different perspective 
for the farming and agriculture broadacre spectrum as opposed to some of the issues that might affect an urban setting. 
Some councils in the metropolitan area—the member mentioned one in the northern suburbs—have highlighted 
to me that they have become concerned about glyphosate and their use of it in parks and gardens and road verge 
management et cetera and have made a conscious decision — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Minister, there was a real concern about groundwater in the City of Wanneroo. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: That is right. The City of Wanneroo has raised a number of issues, and my understanding 
is that it has sought to use alternative methods to control weeds and invasive non-indigenous species in its parks 
and areas over which it has control. I do not think we should say that it is a bad thing that a council might do that. 
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If a council believes that there is an alternative way, it is able to pursue that. Indeed if it finds alternative methods 
that deliver the same outcome—that is, the control of weeds and invasive non-indigenous species—I say good 
luck to them in many respects. Of course, a council would be no doubt sensitive to potential growing ratepayer or 
consumer sentiment about that. 

It is probably true to say that any good business will always look at not becoming reliant on a single product over 
time. If there is a change in the potential impacts and less expensive methods are developed, they certainly should 
not be discounted. They are worthy of exploration. Again, I say that the reality at this point in the modern world 
is that for broadacre farming and agricultural pursuits no other product delivers what a producer requires. I know 
from my experience when I was teaching in Three Springs that there was some experimentation. I think there is 
still a farmer there who is looking at alternative, more organic methods of crop production without high-end 
chemical usage. I am not sure whether that farmer is still around, but I remember having a few beers with him 
one night—quite a few beers—and talking about his approach to farming. It was very different from his father’s 
approach, who was a traditional farmer in the 1960s, 1970s and 1980s in the Three Springs area. His son 
inherited the farm but his approach was different. My advice is that at the moment there is no alternative that is 
as effective and as cost competitive. There is no reason that we would not focus on how we might encourage 
more alternatives in the future. I think the member would be open to that and anybody would be open to that if 
it meant it would reduce costs and increase effectiveness. I do not think anyone would blindly rule a line through 
that at all. 

I want to go very quickly through a bit of background. I am mindful that we want to conclude debate on this matter 
to go on to the next one. The member highlighted the importance of effective weed control to minimise production 
losses and maintain economic yields. The member for Roe mentioned the lower rainfall areas. Even in lower 
rainfall areas, because of more efficient cropping practices, there is the capacity to still deliver a crop. The member 
said it is 1.5 tonnes to a hectare in some fairly marginal country, given that it has had the rainfall much reduced 
from its average of 300 millimetres to — 

Mr R.S. Love: I do not know whether I would call Carnamah marginal. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I hope the member for Moore is taking this in good faith. 

Mr R.S. Love: I am. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: That is very interesting. The member is right. From the years that I remember on the 
family farm in Narrogin, it was that intensive working of the soil. I can remember sitting on a tractor with my 
grandfather when he ploughed it with a disc plough. Then we would go back through with the scarifier, I think it was 
called, and then we would seed a combination of wheat with a combine—he grew wheat and other grains, but wheat 
in particular I can remember—and superphosphate in the same dose, if you like. I can remember my grandfather 
walking across the back of a combine, topping it up with a bag of wheat over his shoulder. He would have a knife 
in his hand and he used a technique whereby he would swing his knife across, slit the bag and, of course, walk 
along. It is still vivid today. He would walk along and fill up the container at the back. The member’s highlight of 
that particular example was very interesting. 

We know that glyphosate is used widely in the Western Australian grain belt on a range of crops, including wheat, 
barley, oats, canola and lupins. We are also aware it is a critical tool in minimal tillage, which the member 
highlighted today. 

Agricultural and veterinary chemicals in Australia are regulated through a cooperative partnership between 
governments, the national registration scheme. Under the NRS, the commonwealth is responsible for the 
registration of chemicals and the states and territories are responsible for control and use after point of retail sale. 
I understand that the Australian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines Authority has regulatory responsibility for 
agvet chemicals. That authority determines whether a chemical is safe to use for consumers, the environment and 
trade before it is used in Australia. It is also responsible for determining labelling requirements. Once registered, the 
APVMA can review approval of products at any time. Again, as the member has highlighted, the APVMA’s advice 
is that glyphosate is safe when used as directed. I have used it at home, but like the member, I acknowledge that 
we protect ourselves. I have not protected myself as much as the member has. I use a mask and an eye cover, and I do 
cover myself. I always ensure I have long corduroy trousers on. I cover up. I understand it is what is required as 
part of the directions of use and I acknowledge that. 

In terms of health risks, in 2015, the World Health Organization’s International Agency for Research on Cancer 
reclassified glyphosate as “probably carcinogenic in humans”. The WHO subsequently convened an international 
expert scientific group to complete a risk assessment that looked at both hazard and exposure. The group concluded, 
and I highlight, that glyphosate is unlikely to pose a carcinogenic risk to humans from exposure through diet.  

Mr D.T. Redman: It’s a common problem that people call it gly-so-phate. It is not; it is pronounced gly-phos-ate. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Am I pronouncing it incorrectly? Actually, the member is right. I was pronouncing it 
phonetically. I have learnt something today. I will probably still call it gly-so-phate. 
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This is important. I want to highlight the conclusion that glyphosate is unlikely to pose a carcinogenic risk to humans 
from exposure through diet. This finding supported risk assessments by other international agencies, which concluded 
that exposure to glyphosate does not pose a cancer risk to humans when used according to the label directions. 
California has added glyphosate to the state’s Proposition 65 list of chemicals known to cause cancer. As the member 
highlighted, legal cases in the United States found that glyphosate was responsible for various serious illnesses in 
people who had worked with the product. I think the member highlighted a couple of those legal cases in his 
presentation. I understand that Bayer, which is now the producer/owner of the product, has reportedly taken steps 
to establish a compensation fund of up to $US8 billion. 
Mr P.J. Rundle: It is also appealing. 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I am sure it is. 
I mentioned that there are some changing views internationally. The member highlighted some of those European 
countries in his presentation. Given that those countries have decided to take a particular position, it is important 
that as producers we are mindful of the potential or existing countries to which we may export product. It is true 
that Vietnam, for example, has banned the use and import of glyphosate products. That will take effect from early 
next year. This ban, while not currently impacting on agricultural commodities imported in Vietnam, could raise 
a risk for Australia’s exports to that country in the future, depending on what might happen if further impositions 
are made by that country. 
Thailand’s government recently agreed to the ban of glyphosate, based on advice from Thai authorities that the 
chemical is widely regarded as dangerous to human health. Thailand is an important market for Australian cereal 
grains, so that is certainly something that we need to be mindful of. France and Germany, as I highlighted, are 
planning to phase out the use of glyphosate by 2023. There are some limited exceptions. In Germany, the ban is 
based on the effect of glyphosate on pollinators such as bees, which is another interest that I have. We should all 
be concerned about issues around bees, nationally and internationally. 
Mr I.C. Blayney: The reason they talk about insects is because more effective weed control means that you are 
taking out plants that those insects tend to rely on. I think it is a misnomer to suggest that glyphosate is the product 
that is damaging the insects. It is the fact that their favourite host plant has been taken away by more effective 
weed control. 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes, but clearly Germany has experienced issues associated with the collapse of bee 
populations. In Australia, we are much more fortunate with bees. 
Mr I.C. Blayney: We have some issues with the bee population. 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes, but we are much more fortunate than some of those countries in the northern 
hemisphere that have experienced catastrophic collapses of bee populations. I think we have the world’s largest 
number of bee species in the world because of the diversity of our flora and fauna. 
I will finish on this. Can I highlight that only late last month—I think this is important from a national perspective—
all federal and state agricultural ministers considered this issue at their ministerial meeting. Although they recognise 
that the Australian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines Authority’s advice is that glyphosate is safe if used as per 
the directions—this is what they have decided, so this applies across the nation—federal Minister Littleproud and 
the other state and territory ministers agreed that further advice should be sought from research and development 
corporations and other stakeholders on pathways that may lead to future constraints on the use of glyphosate in 
Australia. They made a resolution nationally, but that is in the context of the discussion that at this point in time 
glyphosate remains an important part of the agricultural sector’s operations. As I said, the advice of the APVMA 
is the advice on which the state government relies, so that is an important aspect of the member’s concern. 
I note that the member’s motion, interestingly enough, does not condemn the government. I welcome the 
non-condemnation. The motion calls on the state government to support Australian and global science backing the 
safe use of glyphosate for WA’s agricultural sector. I think that is where we are at this point in time. I do not think 
there is any disagreement in that respect. We are relying on the science and we are relying on the national authority. 
Will the debate stop here? I am sure that there will be consumer pressure from various places and parties that 
will highlight their concerns about this chemical compound’s use. However, as I have always said in this place, 
I am very mindful of the importance of the agricultural sector to the economy and to the livelihood of many 
Western Australians, and I respect that. That is why I quite enjoy representing the Minister for Agriculture and 
Food in this place. I have no experience but I will have a look at the issue for the member. I appreciate this motion 
being moved in the spirit in which I think it has been moved. It is the sort of motion that the chamber and 
Parliaments should be considering and debating closely because they are important. They are important for people 
such as the member, who are primary producers, and they are also important in educating more people more 
broadly about the importance of these matters in our agricultural system. I hope that I have been able to give the 
member some appropriate responses to his issue. 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.R. Michael. 
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HEALTH SERVICES — MIDWEST COMMUNITIES 
Motion 

MR R.S. LOVE (Moore) [5.58 pm]: I move — 
That this house calls on the McGowan government to deliver an acceptable standard of health services to 
midwest communities such as Leeman, Green Head, Mullewa and Dongara. 

I thank the Minister for Health for making himself available. I know that he would rather be somewhere else at the 
moment but he is here. I appreciate the fact that he has made himself available. As the minister may know, I wrote 
a letter to him earlier this week about the situation at the Leeman Health Centre. I will read a fair bit of that letter 
into Hansard because I think it explains the situation fairly well. There are other issues that I want to briefly touch 
on relating to Mullewa and Dongara as well. The letter states — 

Leeman’s Health Centre is a government owned site that services the townships of Leeman and Green Head 
with a combined population of 600 persons. During the holiday season however, the population of both 
towns swells considerably. 
Previously — 

For about the last five and a half years — 
Silver Chain recruited a Nurse Practitioner for this position which was ideal in the Leeman and Green Head 
communities that have an ageing population and a high incidence of chronic disease. In the absence of 
a visiting doctor, the community has become reliant on the service offered by a Nurse Practitioner. 

I might just note that in the last few years a pharmacist has established a business in Leeman and she has another 
outlet in Green Head. The two towns are about 10 minutes’ drive apart. She does the morning in one and the afternoon 
in the other to provide a service to people, so it is important that she is able to provide scripts et cetera to keep her 
business going. The letter continues — 

… the community has become reliant on the service offered by a Nurse Practitioner. With the departure of 
the Nurse Practitioner on 1 November, it is my understanding that Silver Chain are recruiting a part-time 
Registered Nurse for this role. 
I attended a community meeting in Leeman on 28 October where more than 110 anxious residents turned 
out to express their concern at the impending downgrade in their health service. Located 50km from 
Jurien Bay and 90km from Dongara, Leeman is isolated from other medical services. Some residents can 
not readily travel to access medical services in these surrounding towns and the Dongara medical practice — 

Which I will talk about later — 
is not taking on new patients. There is no regular public transport that allows patients to travel to other towns 
for medical services. The Nurse Practitioner in Leeman has previously written out prescriptions and with 
a Pharmacy service in both Leeman and Green Head, patients’ basic needs were, in the past met within 
their community. 

I have already outlined that. 
Back in 2014, I received access to a document that Silver Chain had prepared that was an overview of health needs 
in Leeman and Green Head. It showed that the median age of the population was considerably higher than the state 
average, with high incidences of chronic disease, high blood pressure, high cholesterol, arthritis and diabetes et 
cetera—all well above the state average. That points to a community that is at some considerable risk and it also 
means that St John Ambulance has a very large job to do if no service is available locally. 
Firstly, I ask the minister how the level of service that is sought to be provided through the contract that exists between 
Silver Chain and the Department of Health was arrived at. It is important to note that the existing contract with 
Silver Chain was, as I understand it, drawn up when a doctor was visiting the town at least once a week. That does not 
happen anymore. Silver Chain’s budget in various institutions across the state was the subject of parliamentary question 
on notice 2476, asked in the other place by my colleague Hon Martin Aldridge on 17 September. Some of the things 
that came out of that included that the budget for the Leeman and Green Head service is about $354 000 a year—that 
is the budget that the Department of Health provides to Silver Chain, which is the equivalent of that for places such 
as Brookton and Bencubbin. If we look at the number of presentations at the health centre in Leeman and compare 
them with those in Brookton and Bencubbin, we see that in Brookton there were 164 presentations throughout the 
year, and in Bencubbin, 356. In Leeman, the figure was 861. There is a considerable difference in the workload of 
those particular centres. In the absence of a GP servicing the area and in light of the ageing population, I really think 
it is necessary for the department to consider the continuation of that level of funding for the nurse practitioner, so 
they can work with Silver Chain to provide a level of service that meets the needs of the community. 
That is in line with the feeling at the community meeting. It was unanimously proposed that the Shire of Coorow 
write to the Minister for Health requesting that the level of service provided at Leeman Health Centre be 
maintained to the level of a nurse practitioner. The people at the meeting went on to express their disappointment 
that no representatives from the Department of Health or Silver Chain came to speak to the meeting. 
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I would be curious to know whether the minister could provide some advice down the track about the role of 
emergency telehealth services in Leeman at the Silver Chain centre. Going back a few years, the Lancelin centre, 
which was also a Silver Chain centre, was unable to provide ETS because it did not have a protocol in place with 
the Department of Health. I think we have worked through that issue. In fact, I know that that has been worked 
through, but I am wondering whether the services are operating in Leeman, and, if they are, at what level. I am 
wondering whether that also is able to be used for some of those telehealth services rather than emergency services—
for instance, repeat presentations to a specialist or updates on chronic disease et cetera—and, if not, maybe that 
needs to be looked at as soon as possible. Ideally, Leeman and Green Head should continue to be serviced by 
a visiting doctor. I also ask that the Department of Health look at what incentives it can offer to attract a doctor to 
go to Leeman on a regular basis. I understand that the Shire of Coorow has in the past budgeted an amount of 
money for that. In fact, there is still some budget money from this year for that purpose, which potentially could 
be used alongside state funding. Given the shortage of doctors in places like Jurien Bay, Dongara and Geraldton—
which I will talk about briefly in a moment—that might well be difficult to achieve in the short term. But it remains 
an outcome that I think is well worth pursuing. 
On Tuesday, I tabled a petition in the house with regard to the Green Head situation, in the following terms — 

We, the undersigned, say the communities of Leeman and Green Head will be severely disadvantaged 
following the recent decision by the Department of Health and Silver Chain to downgrade the current 
Nurse Practitioner role at Leeman Health Centre to that of a Community Nurse. This decision will have 
a profound effect on the communities of Leeman and Green Head through the severe disadvantage 
suffered by its 600 residents and follows the loss of a doctor who formerly visited weekly. Residents, 
many of them elderly and with chronic illnesses, will be forced to make a 100km round trip to Jurien Bay 
for simple medical matters such as the issuing of repeat prescriptions. 
Now we ask the Legislative Assembly to call on the Government of Western Australia and the Minister 
for Health to ensure the downgrading of services at Leeman Health Centre is reversed and funding be 
provided such that health services to Leeman and Greenhead do not decline. 

That was a petition signed by 81 people, but a further 332 people signed a petition that they drew up themselves, 
which said the same thing. That is just from Leeman; the Green Head petitions have not yet hit my desk, so I expect 
to be able to present some more at the next week’s sitting of Parliament. 
Following the meeting that was held, a number of citizens took time to write out their concerns, and with the 
indulgence of the house I will read a couple of those letters. The first one states — 

To whom it may Concern, 
I am writing this on behalf of this Community, who rely on the existing Silver Chain, for bloods, scripts, 
and one on one care. My husband has breathing problems and allergys and this service has saved him 
many a stressfull time. 
I also have a friend in town in town GH — 

Green Head — 
that is now 91, and is so pleased with this service that im not sure how he would cope otherwise. 
Thank you for your time 
Kind regards 
Deb O’Brien. 

Another person, Kay Hunt, wrote — 
As my husband and I are in our late 70’s this service is Vital — 

Again, they are talking about the nurse practitioner — 
to our metal and physical well being. 
Silver Chain at present provides us with an inportant and much needed service. The support Sandy — 

The particular nurse — 
has given to the ST John’s Ambulance and our communites has been amazing. 
To with draw the level of service you provide at present would be very disappointing; and heart breaking. 
To have to travel greater distances for simple medical treatments puts a great pressure on our ageing 
communite and our seniors. 
Please hear our voice. 
Thank you. 
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I have a whole stack of letters in similar terms. I will take the time to read them, because I think it is important that 
they are heard. The next letter is addressed to John Merrick, the acting chief executive officer of the Shire of 
Coorow, in the hope that he would pass on their concerns. It reads —  

Dear Mr Merrick,  

RE: Reduction of medical services: Silver Chain, Leeman  
I was extremely disappointed to hear the news that the position of Nurse Practitioner may be reduced to 
that of a Community Nurse on reduced hours. The current service is relied upon by the local community, 
many of whom is aging, and anything less would not meet community needs. Just one of the many 
needs that is currently satisfied by a having a Nurse Practitioner at Leeman, is writing of prescriptions 
for medications which can then be picked up at one of the new chemists, Green Head or Leeman. Having 
a nurse Practitioner provides us with peace of mind and confidence that many of our medical needs can 
be attended to thoroughly and locally and that for serious matters only, do we need to look at travelling 
further afield to Geraldton or Perth.  
Unfortunately, although there are both doctors and emergency services in Jurien Bay, these services have 
proved to be unsatisfactory on many occasions for many of our community members. This has left us relying 
on and being very thankful for the fantastic service that we have received to date from Silver Chain Leeman. 
To have these services reduced to that of a Community Nurse on reduced hours would be devastating and 
leave us feeling vulnerable that many of our medical needs will not be able to be attended to locally. If 
we were left to rely on medical services in Jurien bay, this would cause an additional stress to an already 
stretched and busy service, which already often does not provide a satisfactory service.  
I ask you to please re-consider this decision and instead secure a replacement at Silver Chain that is of equal 
standing to our current Nurse Practitioner, who has served our community so well for many years. 

I would say that 20 or 30 people have written letters in similar terms. This situation is obviously of great concern to 
the people of Leeman and Green Head. I again point out that this is a holiday area, but it does not have a large number 
of hotels. It has accommodation such as Airbnb, which is very important in those towns because a considerable 
number of the houses are owned for the purpose of either family holidays or renting them out to visitors. The 
number of people swells greatly throughout that period, which is also an important factor.  
Mr R.H. Cook: I wonder whether that explains the 861 presentations.  
Mr R.S. LOVE: It may well do, but there is also a significant aged population in the town.  
I will address another matter to do with Leeman. A number of years ago, Leeman was a residential centre for the 
Eneabba sand mine. When that mine closed and people left, there were a lot of empty houses in Leeman. A number 
of government and not-for-profit agencies that were seeking to assist people on low incomes, some with pretty 
intense needs, found accommodation for them in Leeman. They took up residence in Leeman and, consequently, 
it has residents who have particular health needs. I remember when I was doorknocking before the 2013 election, 
which was just after the mine had closed, I was confronted by a person who had just had their leg amputated. 
A not-for-profit agency had found them accommodation in Leeman because it was a cheap place to go, but there 
was no-one there to assist with his medical needs. These types of things happen up there quite a bit, and that leads to 
a greater demand on services. It is not just the holidaymakers; the population itself is relatively transient compared 
with that in a place such as Bencubbin. The people in those areas have different needs from those in the more 
settled parts of the state. 
Getting back to the situation at hand, we also know that many of these communities rely greatly on St John Ambulance 
volunteers. The St John Ambulance folk who were at the meeting spoke about the need to ensure that people get 
medical attention as soon as possible. They would much prefer to take someone to the Leeman Health Centre than 
drive them three-quarters of an hour to Jurien Bay. The Minister for Health and I have spoken before about the 
need to reinforce the services in Jurien Bay because sometimes the outcomes of people who have been attended to 
in Jurien Bay are not as good as they might have been had they been attended to in Leeman. I am not saying that. 
I am relaying what the St John Ambulance officers told me.  
Albert Walker, another Leeman local who was at the meeting, told how last year he collapsed after his heart and 
lungs stopped working. He was rushed to the local health centre and he believes—nobody doubts him—that the 
nurse practitioner’s ability to perform certain procedures saved his life. There is a real community safety aspect to 
this, which I hope the minister will take on board. The effect on communities such as this is insidious because 
if people lose confidence in a community’s health services, they move away from that community and that has 
a negative effect on the community and throws, I suppose, even more pressure on service providers to try to make 
services viable when they do not have the population. At the moment there is a significant population. There are 
enough people there; certainly there are enough people to sustain the pharmacist, who has been in business there 
for some years. 
Mr R.H. Cook: Is the population base growing?  
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Mr R.S. LOVE: The population declined following the closure of the mine but it increased when the houses were 
filled with people who moved there to retire or who moved there simply because it was somewhere they could 
afford to live. It stabilised and has risen again. The population is stable. I would not say that it is growing greatly 
but it certainly is not in decline.  
The loss of services has a ripple effect down and communities start to lose their older and less well members, 
which has an ongoing effect on the population of communities going forward. The dearth of health services 
throughout the region—again, I have spoken with the minister about this—has come to the fore in Leeman because 
it is probably the least serviced of any of the larger health centres in my electorate. The Leeman Health Centre is 
a lovely little health centre. Everything is there. It is a government facility but people believe that Silver Chain is 
the provider. As we know, it operates under a contract. Silver Chain goes beyond the call of duty many times and 
I think that that is what the nurse practitioner has been doing because of the budget. I ask that the budget be looked 
at so that it can provide a level of service that meets the needs of the community. I also want the government to 
again consider attracting a doctor to Leeman. As I said, doctors are in short supply.  
Dongara has what is called a primary health care demonstration site, a program under the Southern Inland Health 
Initiative. Redevelopment of the Dongara Medical Centre is taking place with a budget of about $6 million and 
there will be an increase in the level of aged care services at Blake House in Dongara at a cost of $1 million, 
another issue that we have previously spoken about in this house. I believe that the consultation and planning is 
well underway. I was advised that construction was due to start in mid-2018. Now, 15 months later, I am advised 
that construction is due to commence in mid-2020. The program seems to be pushed further and further into the 
never–never. That is worrying. The program was funded. It was one of the few things that was kept in the budget 
when the Labor government came into office. We would like that centre to be developed. One of the problems at 
Dongara is that for a person who is already on the books, there is a two-week wait to see a doctor. That puts a lot 
of pressure on the accident and emergency department at Geraldton Health Campus. 
I do not know whether the minister is aware, but last Christmas holidays, many of the doctors in Geraldton went on 
holiday and shut their door. As a microcosm of that, exactly the same thing happened in Dongara. The local doctors 
shut their service for several weeks over the Christmas break. That put a lot of pressure on the health centre, and the 
people who could not be seen at the centre then went to the Geraldton hospital emergency centre in the member for 
Geraldton’s district. That put an enormous amount of pressure on the emergency services in both Dongara and 
Geraldton. The doctor populations in Geraldton and Dongara are tied together very closely, because the doctors who 
service Dongara are drive in, drive out from Geraldton. The one local doctor practice has a base in Geraldton as well 
as in Dongara. As I have said, not only is there a two-week wait for existing patients to see a doctor, but those doctors 
have stopped taking new patients. Therefore, I am reduced to the point that the only thing I can offer my constituents 
is the sign on my office wall about the WA Primary Health Alliance’s call-a-doc service, in the hope that they will 
be able to phone a doctor, because they cannot get to see a doctor locally. That is a very worrying situation. 
At present, 1.6 doctors, so to speak, are working at the medical practice in Dongara. The population of Dongara is 
about 3 500. Given that the population of Dongara is one of the oldest in Western Australia, and probably outstrips 
some of the populations down south in the number of retirement-age people who go there, that service is struggling 
to meet demand. I think about 15 doctors left Geraldton in January. That is one-third of the workforce. That means 
that an enormous number of people in Geraldton are not able to see a doctor. It also means that people in Dongara 
who have grown accustomed to going to Geraldton to see a doctor because they cannot get a doctor in Dongara 
now cannot get a doctor in Geraldton either. That has thrown the pressure right back onto the medical centres. 
I know that the state government is not directly responsible for the provision of GPs. However, the state is bearing 
the consequence of the shortage of doctors, in the large number of people who are going to the medical centres and 
hospitals, and also in the community health outcomes that must surely be manifesting from that one-third reduction 
in the doctor workforce. This is a really urgent matter. The state government could have a role in discussing this issue 
at the federal level. I am told by doctors that the Medicare payment system works fine for an inner-city practice, 
but it is not sufficient to enable enough money to be paid to attract doctors to country areas. 
Mr R.H. Cook: That is right. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: We need the state to take up the cudgels with the feds to let them know that Western Australia is 
getting a rough deal out of Medicare. Our party has taken that on board. We discussed that at our recent convention 
in Exmouth as an important issue. I think all Western Australian regional members of Parliament would share that 
concern. I do not know the situation in the south west, but I assume that it is even worse in the midwest and the 
wheatbelt and further afield as people move out from Perth. 
Mr R.H. Cook: The rule of thumb is that unless you are close to the coast, it is a struggle. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: The last time I looked, Geraldton has a beautiful foreshore. It has many of the attractions of a small 
city. If Geraldton cannot get doctors, it would be pretty hard to expect Three Springs to successfully recruit a doctor 
when its doctor finally moves on for family reasons. This is a real issue. 
Mr R.H. Cook: I live on the coast as well, and we struggle in Kwinana, too. 
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Mr R.S. LOVE: The Medicare system needs to be addressed. 

We know that an incentive payment scheme was available under the Southern Inland Health Initiative. The minister 
may wish to look at why that was not successful in Geraldton and Dongara and other areas of the midwest. One of 
the problems is that the incentive payments for Dongara are not available for doctors who drive from Geraldton to 
Dongara, because they are classified as being drive in, drive out, but in fact they are regionally based. Although it 
would be ideal if they lived in Dongara, I would much rather have a doctor drive down Brand Highway every day 
than have no doctor there at all. We should be a bit blind about whether doctors live in Geraldton, Dongara or 
Mullewa, or wherever they want to live, provided they are providing a service in that area. I am also told that the 
arrangements between the WA Country Health Service to enable doctors in Dongara to work with the health centre, 
which provides a significant boost to the income of doctors, came to an end back in July and have not been able 
to be renegotiated. These issues need to be addressed. I am also told that because of the shortage of doctors, 
bulk-billing for disability pensioners and age pensioners et cetera is not occurring. Residents are coming to me to 
complain about that. A real estate agent has his office across the car park from mine, and he regularly pops his 
cheery head in the door and announces that another family has left town because they do not have adequate medical 
facilities. That is affecting his business. When I say “cheery”, I am obviously being facetious. He is very upset 
about it. It is affecting the community in a big way. The workforce shortage will put a lot of pressure on the state 
government if it is not addressed. In my humble opinion, it needs to be addressed by both levels of government. 

I now want to briefly move on to Mullewa. Mullewa is another town that was a primary healthcare demonstration 
site, along with Pingelly and Cunderdin. I will stand corrected, but I think the one at Pingelly ended up costing 
$9.2 million. That is the figure I have found, anyway. I could not find a figure for Cunderdin. I think the issue with 
Cunderdin was that the community was promised aged care and that did not happen. 

Ms M.J. Davies: It’s under discussion. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: Yes. I have spoken to the minister and his office about Mullewa and have had briefings. I have 
to say that nothing much seems to be happening with the Mullewa health centre. I am told that there were issues 
with titles at the site at which they wanted to put the new health centre. The hospital will be vacated. I am not sure 
whether it will be demolished, but it will certainly be vacated and a much smaller purpose-built health centre will 
be provided.  

When these primary health care demonstration sites were first being discussed, they were in fact, as I recall it, under 
the proviso that what would be provided would be to replace old-fashioned hospitals that cost a fortune to staff. 
Those staff and maintenance costs et cetera were not actually addressing the health needs of the community; they 
were simply keeping the facility open. The money being spent to keep open those hospitals and those older centres 
and older service deliveries would be better targeted to provide an increased range of services, for the same amount 
of money, that were more fitting to the needs of the community.  

In Mullewa’s case, it is a bit different from Pingelly and Cunderdin. Pingelly and Cunderdin happened under the 
watch of the previous government. The local member and others were able to play a critical role in ensuring that 
there was a great deal of community consultation. The whole idea was to ensure that the community was 
comfortable with this new model so that in other places, progressively less efficient old-fashioned hospitals could 
be replaced with more efficient health centres. That was the whole idea. In order to do that, it was needed to bring 
the community on board.  

In the case of Dongara and Mullewa, that has not happened. In the case of Dongara, I do not think it is quite the 
same issue because Dongara already had a health centre that more or less approximated what the primary health 
care sites are achieving. The existing centre will be upgraded and expanded, so I do not see that there is a great 
deal of concern in Dongara around the development of the centre. In terms of discussions about appropriate 
services, to my knowledge the local doctor for instance has not been consulted about what would be a good idea 
to go in there. The project design is now complete in terms of the physical building but what has not been discussed 
with the community are what services will be provided from these centres.  

In the case of Mullewa, a community reference group has been formed fairly recently. That was announced in 2016, 
so we are going back a while now. There has been a project reference group of some sort, a predecessor group, 
which was more about service providers, health professionals et cetera working with an architect and planner to 
design a centre that was fit for Mullewa’s purposes. But there has been no discussion with the community about 
what services will be provided. They only know that they are not getting aged-care services because that has 
already stopped. The old residential aged-care service that was provided in the hospital has finished and there is 
no residential aged care in Mullewa now.  

Mr R.H. Cook: That community reference group you talked about, did you say that was established in 2016 or 
the whole project started in 2016?  

Mr R.S. LOVE: Consultation started in 2016.  

Mr R.H. Cook: But it has not been meeting regularly? 
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Mr R.S. LOVE: No. A formal group had not started. I had a briefing, arranged through the minister, with the 
project developers who explained that they were not going to have a community reference group until they had 
developed the plan for the centre. It seemed to be putting the cart before the horse to design the centre before the 
service plan. They needed to know what to provide out of there, and the needs of the community. The community 
has not been consulted about their needs and what they want to see out of the centre. That is completely in contrast 
with what happened in Pingelly and Cunderdin. This predecessor group has now folded. A community reference 
group has been revived more recently. I have been told that it has not been taken up with great gusto by Mullewa 
residents because they now feel they are being sold a pup. They really do not want to be a part of it. They find that 
their opinions are not being listened to. They are feeling very aggrieved about the whole process. I would say, 
given the choice, they would go back to the situation they had before with the old hospital. They were much more 
comfortable with that than the uncertainty that has been going on for years and years. People have lost interest. 
The general population is now very cynical about the whole exercise. I believe the community reference group 
has been told that service levels will be maintained, but there has been no talk about any new services or changes 
to services. What was it all for, if all we get out of it is a small building—we previously had a big building—no 
aged-care services and no new services but a promise they will not get rid of any other services? There is a real 
concern about whether after-hours emergency services will be provided there. There are no staff to stay with 
patients overnight. Sooner or later, the mob in Geraldton will get sick of staffing the health centre when there are 
no people in there. These matters are really concerning the community of Mullewa. As I say, they have lost their 
aged-care services. They feel they will probably lose other services and still, several years down the track, there is 
not a shiny brand-new building there that suits their needs. They have become cynical. They really feel they are 
being sold a pup.  

I will just remind members that Mullewa is a fair haul from Geraldton. It is well over an hour out of Geraldton. 
The town has a high degree of Aboriginality. There are a good number of young children. It also has a good number 
of older citizens and some with chronic health problems. A lot of people who live out in the bush do not get to 
doctors all that often throughout their lives and they end up with skin cancers and other chronic diseases that plague 
them for the rest of their lives. They need care and they need reassurance that care will be provided. They are not 
getting that reassurance under the current regime.  

I think we have got about 25 minutes left. I do not know whether that is too much time for the minister.  

Mr R.H. Cook: I am happy to come back with other information if the member has more things he needs to put 
on Hansard. I am happy to provide information afterwards.  

Mr R.S. LOVE: I want to go back to workforce development and the workforce need in the midwest. I cannot 
speak for other regions, but I am sure that it is mirrored in other places. To lose 15 doctors in a month is a phenomenal 
loss. I do not see how that cannot cause issues for the health services, but more importantly for the health of the 
people of the region. There are many support mechanisms. Geraldton is the main base for Central Regional TAFE. 
There are facilities to train teachers. The centre there is the same as the one in Kalgoorlie.  

Mr R.H. Cook: The Universities Centre? 

Mr R.S. LOVE: RCSWA. What does it stand for, member for Roe? The member has a son there in Kalgoorlie. It 
is the Rural Clinical School of Western Australia. There is one of those in Geraldton. There are umpteen facilities 
in the town. There are two hospitals. On the face of it, one would not think there was a reason we cannot get people 
to come to Geraldton. But that has happened. That is having a knock-on effect to communities in outlying Geraldton. 
Places like Northampton have not been able to get a doctor there, for love nor money, and the pharmacy there is 
carrying a larger burden than other places because for several days of the week there is not a doctor available in 
Northampton either. We are talking about a town with a hospital, albeit a rather old, dilapidated hospital that is 
very much in need of upgrade.  

Mr R.H. Cook: At Northampton? 

Mr R.S. LOVE: Yes. However, that is the northern gateway. North of Northampton there is nothing. It is an 
important centre, especially for community safety, road accidents et cetera. That is a matter of considerable concern 
as well. It was raised with me the last couple of times I have been to Northampton just how many people find it 
difficult because they used to have to go to Geraldton. They are now finding it hard to go to Geraldton to get medical 
services. There are no, or very limited, medical services locally. Again, it is a town with a considerable aged 
population. In fact, Northampton has been quite successful in attracting a cohort of retirees. It is a lovely historic 
town—one of the oldest settlement communities in the state—and has a lot of attraction for people who feel they 
do not want to live in a place the size of Geraldton but have some access to the services of a larger centre. Those 
services have become something of a pipedream because they cannot get doctor services either. Throughout that 
region we have a real issue. 

I mentioned Three Springs, which provides the services to the towns of Carnamah, Coorow and Three Springs. 
I believe that for family reasons, in the not-too-distant future, the doctor will probably move on. There has not been 
an official announcement, but it is a commonly held understanding. That town will then be in the same predicament 
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of trying to attract a doctor. The member for Mandurah knows Three Springs, a lovely place. It does not have the 
same amenity as Geraldton. People are struggling to find a doctor in Geraldton, Dongara or even Jurien Bay for 
that matter; it is hard to get them. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: How long has the country doctor been at Three Springs? 

Mr R.S. LOVE: Quite a few years. It is not one of these 50-year jobs. She is a settled doctor, who has a young 
family and wants to move on for their opportunities. 

They are the types of issues we face and I would very much like the minister’s comments on it. A lot of the issues 
I have laid out will be in Hansard and I would very much appreciate it if I could get some follow-up on them. 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Minister for Health) [6.42 pm]: Thank you, member, for the opportunity to 
speak in this debate. 

It seems that between Mullewa, Northampton, Geraldton, Dongara, Leeman and Green Head are all the characteristics 
of the difficulties confronting our health system generally. Each of those towns has their own characteristics but 
each, I guess, confronts different issues. The member is right; the district workforce shortages are of grave concern. 
It is not a political issue as such; it is one in which the nature of the GP workforce is changing. The nature of the 
GP workload is also changing and it attracts a different cohort of people. In the medical schools today, the vast 
majority of people going to GP specialisation are women. 

Mr I.C. Blayney: I knew about the dozen who left Geraldton at Christmas last year—I accept the figure of 15. 
I think they were all recent immigrants who had served their five years in the regions and they wanted to move to 
the capital city. 

Mr R.H. COOK: At the first opportunity, they got out of there. 

Mr I.C. Blayney: Yes. It’s hardly a hardship posting. We bring those people into the country. We deliberately 
train those people who do not want to go into the regions. It costs us a fortune to train doctors. Why are we not 
training people who make a commitment to work in the regions? 

Mr R.H. COOK: It is one of the issues I remember because it was a spectacular foray into a discussion with the 
Australian Medical Association that Colin Barnett took on at one of the AMA president’s drinks. The member 
asked: how can we support a health system that cannot regenerate its own people and its own staff? Why do we 
have to strip countries—they probably need those GPs much more than we do, even though our situation is 
difficult—of their talented medical workforce just to backfill ours? It is an incredibly frustrating situation. 

The advice I have—this comes via Tim Shackleton—is that at the moment, Geraldton is about six GPs short. The 
member is right, the rural clinical schools are very important elements of providing medical students with a taste 
of what it is like to practice in these sorts of communities and give them an opportunity to go back and practice in 
those communities. The member might say that if we cannot attract GPs to thriving cities like Geraldton, with all 
the amenities that come with that, what chance do we have in further inland places such as Mullewa to get those sorts 
of consistent services? 

Mr P.J. Rundle: They need good quality local members! 

Mr R.H. COOK: They do. That is why I am sure they are only six short and not 15 short in Geraldton! I am not 
sure what is going on in Leeman, member! 

As many members will be aware, the Council of Australian Governments Health Council was held in Perth the 
week before last. This is something I raised with Greg Hunt in one of our side conversations. We need a bipartisan 
long-term approach to how we will provide a rural medical workforce to ensure that these communities continue 
to get the services they need. I note the observation the member made about the ageing nature of the population 
because they are not only the people left behind but also the people going to those communities for lifestyle reasons. 
From that perspective, it has to be a significant focus of what we do. 

I was very pleased that Greg Hunt, the federal health minister, said that in this term of government, rural medical 
workforce development would be one of his main focuses. I think it will require the full resources of the 
commonwealth to make that happen. As the member mentioned, it is technically the commonwealth’s responsibility 
but there is interaction. 

I was concerned to hear the member for Moore say that the GPs in Dongara do not get opportunities to pick up 
shifts in the medical centre. I will raise that, because it is an important way that young GPs can get opportunities 
to practice in towns such as Dongara. I confronted a similar issue in Kalgoorlie recently. Because the hospital is 
growing in size, there are opportunities for GPs living and working in Kalgoorlie to do visiting medical practitioner 
shifts in the hospital, which are reducing, and that is therefore reducing the capacity of Kalgoorlie to attract GPs. 
If we do not have the GPs in the community, people go to the emergency departments for their healthcare services, 
so we all lose. The member is right; it is a commonwealth government responsibility but it is something that impacts 
on all of us because, ultimately, we are all in the same boat. There is no reason people could not take advantage of 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 13 November 2019] 8891 

 

the incentive payment system, but if a doctor is to do that, they need to reside within the community for a minimum 
of four nights a week. As the member observed, that would be difficult in places like Leeman where there is not 
the need for a doctor. 

The member is quite right, Leeman has been the subject of a contract with Silver Chain since 2010. That contract 
is for a rural nurse, not for a nurse practitioner. I do not know who has been providing services there as a nurse 
practitioner, but, clearly, the community benefited from that person’s service. Consequently, their expectations 
have been raised. 

Mr R.S. Love: I think the level of service for the amount of presentations for that same sort of money as a — 

Mr R.H. COOK: I was going to say that the 861 presentations, I think the member said, for Leeman compared 
with similar-sized populations in places like Brookton and Bencubbin, indicates that the coastal corridor will 
become more active now that there is a big tourism participation along Indian Ocean Drive. It is attracting not only 
more visitors, but also more people, generally, because they feel more connected and that those communities 
potentially provide better opportunities to settle down for lifestyle or retirement reasons. As the member observed, 
once an area has retirees, it has a higher demand for medical services. 

Since mid-2016, Silver Chain has been providing the services of the nurse practitioner in Leeman due to issues 
with sourcing a remote area nurse to fill the post. The nurse practitioner has a higher authority level of training 
than an RAN and has been providing prescriptions for medications. A nurse practitioner does not have the same 
prescribing rights as a doctor. This nurse practitioner recently resigned and Silver Chain has commenced recruitment 
of a remote area nurse. As the member observed, in the interim, a temporary remote area nurse is in place. The 
provision of a nurse practitioner is outside the scope of that contract, but I will have a chat to the WA Country 
Health Service about the opportunities to lift that contract a bit, particularly, as the member has said, given the 
number of presentations. 

I am very attracted to the member’s suggestion that telehealth facilities should be made available to a nursing post 
such as that in Leeman. I have talked to the WA Country Health Service about this in the context of Aboriginal 
medical services. For instance, we want a community like Bidyadanga to be connected to telehealth services. 
I understand that it has the bandwidth to do it. It provides what is essentially both primary and hospital services, 
so I will certainly make inquiries to see whether we can extend that to Silver Chain nursing posts. Obviously, we 
cannot do it for all of them because it requires bandwidth, but as we all know, bandwidth does not get much broader 
between Geraldton and Perth, so there should be no reason why we cannot make that happen, other than just the 
installation issues. 

As the member will be aware, we are in the process of developing six new residential aged-care positions in Dongara. 
The Dongara health centre is currently in the planning stages of a redevelopment that includes six additional 
residential aged-care beds, new ambulatory care consultation spaces and the refurbishment of the current facility. 
Practical completion is anticipated in 2022. However, as with any capital project, the time plan will be confirmed 
at the end of the design period. That project has been going on for a while now. I am not quite sure why it is 2022, 
so I will make inquiries about that. 

I can appreciate the Mullewa community’s disappointment if the engagement with that community has not been 
robust or it feels that it has not had a level of integrity. Members of that community would feel disappointed and 
let down and therefore not be willing to engage again. I will dip into that and see what we can do to refresh that 
process and see whether people can have more faith in relation to that. Practical completion of the Mullewa health 
centre is currently expected at the end of 2021. We are making progress there. There will be remediation works 
on the old site and it will include a building defect period for the new site. To provide other details, the nurses’ 
quarters are still being utilised by some staff, but other more contemporary staff accommodation has recently 
been refurbished and the majority of staff are utilising those facilities. The member is quite right; the residential 
aged-care facilities in Mullewa were finished in December 2018. We must continue to look at the demand for these 
sorts of services to see what the needs are of the community as the demographics change over time. Commonwealth 
health support services should be available to people in Mullewa. It may be that those sorts of services are more 
appropriate for a town like Mullewa rather than residential aged care, but I will see what the demand for the 
commonwealth home support program has been and give the member some information about what that looks like. 

Mr R.S. Love: The numbers are growing. I am told that someone on the local scene is getting people assessed and 
getting packages, so that is one positive piece of feedback I had about the Mullewa health centre at the moment. 

Mr R.H. COOK: My information is that the number of CHSP clients getting home-based help in the Mullewa 
region has increased slightly. It has not decreased, but there has been a slightly higher uptake. The services include 
centre-based respite, meals on wheels, community nursing, personal care, group and individual social supports, 
transport, domestic assistance and flexible respite. 

I have just five minutes and I want to spend some of that time revisiting the issues around workforce development. 
We as a state need to settle on a position on workforce development and how we can get better engagement with 
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the commonwealth around this stuff. Any opportunity that the member has to lobby his colleagues on this point is 
important. I imagine that National Party members of Parliament in the eastern states are facing the same sorts of 
issues. They would represent small rural communities as well. I assume that they have the same changing workforce 
patterns. Ultimately, we will have to see greater integration of state-funded services such as community health, 
hospital services and ambulatory care with primary care services. That means that we will have to have a joined-up 
funding model, which means that we can have a much more nimble system. I did not check with the Treasurer, but 
I did say to the commonwealth minister that we are up for any trials or pilots that he wants to engage in to see what 
works in finding a new model for health funding in Western Australia. Whether it is joint commissioning or joint 
funding pools and then a commissioning process out of that, we have to find a new way through this, because 
clearly what we are doing at the moment does not work.  

Ms M.J. Davies: The MPS was designed essentially to try to resolve that for some of our very small centres, but 
it raises as many challenges as it solves in terms of flexibility of service delivery. It still comes back to, in particular, 
aged-care provision, which is another complicating factor in some of these communities where the hospitals are 
responsible for that, but it is not a state responsibility. You can see the fudging of the funding. 

Mr R.H. COOK: That is right. At the end of the day, when any commonwealth program fails, it is usually state 
health that picks up the pieces, whether it is around aged care, primary care or, in the future, disability services. People 
are going to be in these small towns with funding models that, quite frankly, often do not work west of Geelong. 
As a result of that, we end up having to basically provide the services as best we can. Of course, the people who 
lose out most are disability service recipients, ageing Western Australians or people who need better health care 
in their community through the services of a GP. 

There is going to be a lot more colour and movement in that space in the future. Places like Dongara, which is just 
on the edge of that critical mass of having a thriving medical clinic, are struggling because they simply do not have 
the workforce to fill in there. We are lucky in Western Australia that we have nurse practitioners in a much higher 
proportion than do places like Victoria. In Victoria, there are about five; we have in excess of 300. They have been 
of great assistance to our community because they have a wider scope of practice. If that nurse practitioner was 
still in Leeman and she had the backup of telehealth services, whether it is outpatient telehealth clinics, emergency 
telehealth or even telemental health, we can imagine the work that she could have done—I assume it was a she—
for that community. Sure, she was not a fully fledged doctor, but she could have provided a great service to the 
community and, from that perspective, a much wider scope of services than we would otherwise get. That is the 
great success of the telehealth service. 

I thank the member for raising these issues. They are important and they are emblematic of what we are confronting 
in our community at the moment. I will provide further information outside the chamber. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders.  

House adjourned at 7.00 pm 

__________ 
 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 13 November 2019] 8893 

 

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

HOSPITALS AND HEALTH CAMPUSES — INFRASTRUCTURE MAINTENANCE 

5482. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 
(1) For each hospital and service provider, what was the budgeted and actual spend in relation to infrastructure 

maintenance during: 

(a) 2017–2018; 

(b) 2018–2019; and 

(c) 2019 year to date? 

(2) For each hospital and service provider, how much is planned to be spent on infrastructure maintenance 
during: 

(a) 2019–2020; 

(b) 2020–2021; 

(c) 2021–2022; and 

(d) 2022–2023? 

Mr R.H. Cook replied: 
I am advised: 

(1) (a)–(c) Details provided refer to building alterations and upgrade works. Maintenance related costs are 
not captured within the capital entities as they form part of the day-to-day operational costs of 
the hospital. [See tabled paper no 3026.] 

(2) (a)–(d) For WA Country Health Service (WACHS), Repairs and Maintenance Budgets are provided 
for individual sites for 2019–20 but are not allocated to specific maintenance sub-categories. 
Budgets and maintenance plans for 2020–21 and beyond have not yet been determined and 
therefore WACHS is unable to provide these figures. 

Details provided refer to building alterations and upgrade works. Maintenance related costs are 
not captured within the capital entities as they form part of the day-to-day operational costs of 
the hospital. [See tabled paper no 3026.] 

LEGAL AFFAIRS — VIOLENT OFFENDER SENTENCING 

5646. Mr S.K. L’Estrange to the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
I refer to the sentencing of violent offenders, and ask: 

(a) For each of the following financial years, 1998–99, 2003–04, 2008–09, 2013–14, 2017–18, and  
2018–19, what percentage of violent offenders were sentenced to: 

(i) Custody in a correctional institution; 

(ii) Custody in the community; 

(iii) A suspended sentence of imprisonment; 

(iv) A community supervision/work order; 

(v) A monetary fine; and 

(vi) Other? 

Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 
(a) It is not possible to ascertain from the question which offences the violent offenders referred to by the 

Member may have received a sentence for. 

(i)–(vi) Not applicable. 

__________ 
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