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THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) took the chair at 12.00 noon, acknowledged country and read prayers. 

ASBESTOS AWARENESS MONTH — BLUE LAMINGTON DRIVE 
Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) [12.01 pm]: A reminder, members, that it is the Blue Lamington Drive today, 
so when you have afternoon tea today, there will be blue lamingtons and you can donate a gold coin or some 
folding money. It is for the Asbestos Diseases Society of Australia, so it is a very good cause. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE — COUNCIL MESSAGES 
Standing Orders Suspension — Notice of Motion 

Mr D.A. Templeman (Leader of the House) gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 
That for the remainder of 2019 so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable 
messages from the Legislative Council to be taken into consideration on the day on which they are received. 

PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES 
Membership Change — Notice of Motion 

Mr D.A. Templeman (Leader of the House) gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 
(1) That the member for Nedlands be discharged from the Education and Health Standing Committee 

and the member for Dawesville be appointed in his place. 
(2) That the member for Dawesville be discharged from the Community Development and Justice 

Standing Committee and the member for Churchlands be appointed in his place. 
(3) That the member for Churchlands be discharged from the Economics and Industry Standing 

Committee and the member for Cottesloe be appointed in his place. 
(4) That the member for Churchlands be co-opted to participate in the Economics and Industry 

Standing Committee’s inquiry into microgrids and associated technologies in WA. 
(5) That the member for Vasse be co-opted to participate in the Community Development and Justice 

Standing Committee’s inquiry into the Magistrates Court of Western Australia’s management 
of matters involving family and domestic violence. 

PAY-ROLL TAX ASSESSMENT AMENDMENT (THRESHOLDS) BILL 2019 
Notice of Motion to Introduce 

Notice of motion given by Mr B.S. Wyatt (Minister for Finance). 
CHILDREN AND COMMUNITY SERVICES AMENDMENT BILL 2019 

Notice of Motion to Introduce 
Notice of motion given by Ms S.F. McGurk (Minister for Child Protection). 

STATE LIBRARY — 16 DAYS IN WA TO STOP VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN CAMPAIGN 
Statement by Minister for Culture and the Arts 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Minister for Culture and the Arts) [12.04 pm]: Our cultural 
institutions can play a very important role in educating and engaging Western Australians on important issues. 
The State Library of Western Australia is currently working with the Department of Communities to better 
promote the important 16 Days in WA to Stop Violence against Women campaign. The State Library has worked 
on two initiatives. Firstly, it has commissioned the Centre for Stories to record oral histories of women who have 
been the victims of violence—some of which are harrowing but at the same time inspirational, in that most of these 
women are now working to help others. These stories will be used to bring human faces and voices to the campaign. 
Indeed, some of these voices have featured on the ABC Focus program. These faces, voices and stories will also 
be kept forever in the library as a record of what life is or was like for some women here at this time. Not all history 
is pleasant, and not all stories are comfortable, but it is the role of institutions like the library to reflect the truth 
and to preserve that truth for future generations. 
Secondly, the library has been working with the 233 public libraries to promote a list of books that touch on the 
subject of domestic violence. The idea being that these books will be read and discussed by book clubs throughout 
the state. This is a great way for this difficult issue to be raised in safe places that encourage civilised discussion of 
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difficult topics and new ideas. The wide geographic and community reach of these 233 public libraries is particularly 
valuable in this context because an important underlying message of the 16 Days campaign is that violence against 
women is an issue that knows no socioeconomic or cultural boundaries. I commend both the State Library and the 
Department of Communities for providing a great example of departments perhaps going beyond their brief and 
working together for the public of Western Australia. 

CAT ACT 2011 AND DOG AMENDMENT ACT 2013 — REVIEW 
Statement by Minister for Local Government 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Minister for Local Government) [12.06 pm]: It is my pleasure today to 
lay before the Parliament the report into the statutory review of the Cat Act 2011 and the Dog Amendment Act 2013. 
[See paper 3050.] 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Over 1 250 written submissions and 5 822 online survey responses were received in 
response to the consultation paper “Pause for Paws—Feedback on Dog and Cat Laws in WA”, showing the 
huge public interest in matters relating to domestic animals. Workshops were also held in the metropolitan area 
and in regional centres to gather feedback from rangers and other local government staff. Stakeholders such as the 
Cat Haven and the Dogs’ Refuge Home were consulted. Feedback indicated that the cat laws and new provisions 
introduced by the Dog Amendment Act 2013 have been generally effective. The Cat Act introduced sterilisation 
of cats. The feedback indicated that it will be an effective way of reducing cat numbers in the longer term, with 
the Cat Haven saying that the number of kittens surrendered to them has decreased since 2013. Members of the 
community and rangers have said that that microchipping of dogs and cats has been a step forward in reuniting 
pets with their owners, and this is a positive outcome from the new laws. 
Although there was strong support for the legislation, suggestions were made for improvements, such as greyhounds 
not to be muzzled when in public places; consistency of the laws across the state; review of penalties, enforcement 
and the powers of rangers to enter premises, seize animals et cetera; and to combine the Cat and Dog Acts into 
one act. The feedback from the review requires further consideration before any legislative changes can be 
contemplated. However, taking into account the numerous petitions to Parliament calling for the de-muzzling of 
greyhounds, the government has made a decision to remove the requirement on greyhounds to be muzzled when 
in public places. This will be progressed in legislation in the new year. 
The McGowan government is committed to supporting responsible pet ownership. In the lead-up to Christmas, 
many people look to purchase dogs or cats for their families. Choosing the right pet can be fun but it takes time, 
planning and patience, and should not be an impulsive purchase. I therefore encourage prospective pet owners to 
consider the many unwanted animals in our shelters and homes and “adopt don’t shop” when acquiring their new dog 
or cat. I thank all stakeholders and community members who contributed to the review and provided their views 
and shared their experiences. 

WA SENIORS AWARDS 2019 
Statement by Minister for Seniors and Ageing 

MR M.P. MURRAY (Collie–Preston — Minister for Seniors and Ageing) [12.09 pm]: With WA Seniors 
Week now done and dusted, I would like to take the time to congratulate the winners of the 2019 WA Seniors 
Awards and to highlight the growth in the uptake of the WA Seniors Card and the copious benefits it gives to 
Western Australian seniors. 
This year’s Seniors Awards winners are nothing short of outstanding. The WA Seniors Award 2019 Metropolitan 
was awarded to Angela McCluskey, who was recognised for establishing the Forget-Me-Not Memory Cafe community 
group, which she founded after leaving her job as a librarian to become a full-time carer for her husband, who had 
been diagnosed with early onset Alzheimer’s disease. The community now includes a network of seven cafes that 
support people living with dementia and their carers. 
The 2019 regional award went to Rae Endersby, who, at the age of 78, has volunteered with the Friends of the 
Murray District Hospital for 30 years, including 20 years as president. She is also president of the Murray Health 
Group. Both of these groups have been instrumental in a number of initiatives that keep seniors fit and healthy. 
The City of Bayswater was crowned the WA age-friendly local government of the year in recognition of its excellent 
work in promoting age-friendly communities and its extensive catalogue of programs keeping seniors engaged and 
connected with the community. 
WA Age Friendly Business Award–winner Hawaiian’s Melville works with the City of Melville to support the 
Melville Age Friendly Accessible Business Network, and its work to support the access requirements of older 
shoppers was recognised. 
In addition to providing formal recognition of our notable Seniors Awards winners, the McGowan government 
recognises the remarkable contribution that older people make to our communities and our state and reflects 
this recognition with the WA Seniors Card. I am pleased to announce that more and more seniors are accessing 
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the benefits of the WA Seniors Card. Currently, over 395 000 WA seniors are able to access the discounts and 
concessions that come with holding a WA Seniors Card, with this number set to rise to an estimated 415 000 by 
2022–23. The WA Seniors Card is considered the most generous of its kind in Australia and, when introduced in 
1988, it was the first program of its kind in Australia. The Seniors Card is an important part of how the McGowan 
government assists seniors with the cost of living. The program provides seniors with access to an average value of 
$650 annually in state government concessions and rebates, as well as discounts for over 850 businesses across the state. 
The WA Seniors Awards and the WA Seniors Card are two important mechanisms by which the McGowan 
government continues to acknowledge and celebrate the contributions of our seniors. 

GOVERNOR’S SCHOOL STEM AWARDS 
Statement by Minister for Science 

MR D.J. KELLY (Bassendean — Minister for Science) [12.12 pm]: I rise to inform the house that yesterday 
the Governor’s School STEM Award winners were announced, and awards were taken home by regional and city 
Western Australian schools. The awards support the state government’s STEM skills strategy “Future jobs, future 
skills”, which aims to build a globally competitive and innovative workforce. The McGowan government is 
committed to increasing STEM participation to ensure that our state and Western Australian kids have the skills 
they need for the job opportunities of the future. 
Now in their fifth year, the Governor’s School STEM Awards recognise excellence in delivering an innovative, 
engaging and whole-of-school approach to science, technology, engineering and maths education. This year, 
four schools, including one from the Pilbara, were celebrated at the 2019 Governor’s School STEM Awards for 
their leadership and achievements in creating a positive school culture in science, technology, engineering and 
maths. Brookman Primary School and Melville Senior High School won Leadership Excellence awards, while 
Pannawonica Primary School and Hale School took home Meritorious Leadership awards—the runner-up prize. 
Brookman Primary was recognised for integrating STEM into school planning and classroom practice, as well 
as providing mentorship to other schools to do the same. Brookman Primary School was a winner last year and 
a runner-up in 2017. Melville Senior High School’s achievements include engaging industry and the local 
community to develop innovative programs that increase student participation in and enthusiasm for STEM. 
Now in their fifth year, the awards recognise high-quality school leadership and teaching in STEM disciplines, 
which help students to develop critical thinking and problem-solving skills. Congratulations to all the winners, 
runners-up and finalists in this year’s awards. 

OYSTER HARBOUR, ALBANY — RESTORATION 
Statement by Minister for Fisheries 

MR D.J. KELLY (Bassendean — Minister for Fisheries) [12.14 pm]: I rise to inform the house of the work 
beginning on yet another McGowan government election commitment—the restoration of Albany’s Oyster Harbour. 
Work has begun on the $1 million restoration of the reef, with the first barge of locally sourced limestone rubble 
unloaded to form the base of the new reefs. The limestone is to be placed over a total area of 800 square metres to 
create a series of reef segments and to restore habitat for Australian flat oysters in the harbour. The use of locally 
sourced limestone to build the base of the reefs, stocked with locally produced oyster spat, provides opportunities 
for local jobs while also allowing a native aquatic species to recover within this beautiful harbour. Once abundant 
throughout the bays and estuaries of Southern Australia from Perth to Sydney, 99 per cent of Australian flat oyster 
reefs have been wiped out. With the reef construction now underway, we are a major step closer to restoring 
a habitat for the threatened Australian flat oysters, which were previously abundant in Oyster Harbour. This exciting 
project is hoping to deliver on all fronts, with the reefs expected to improve overall biodiversity and water quality 
in Oyster Harbour and boost recreational fishing opportunities in the area. 
The McGowan government is committed to bringing back the reef habitat and biodiversity values of Oyster Harbour 
and, with the wonderful work of the Nature Conservancy, we are on our way to doing that. 

BUSHFIRES — FUEL MANAGEMENT 
Statement by Minister for Emergency Services 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn — Minister for Emergency Services) [12.16 pm]: I would like to take this 
opportunity to inform the house about the release of the report “Summary of 2017–18 Fuel Reduction Activities 
in Western Australia”. This report is prepared annually by the Department of Fire and Emergency Services and 
provides the state’s most comprehensive summary of the planned burning and mechanical fuel reduction activities 
conducted by federal, state and local governments as well as private sector land managers to protect against damaging 
bushfires. The report contains data from 115 organisations, including 99 local governments, who performed in 
total 9.1 million hectares of planned burning and 65 000 hectares of mechanical fuel treatments. This is a 54 per cent 
increase in planned burning from 2016–17. 
Mitigation activities are integral to preventing bushfires and improving the safety of the Western Australian 
community. The McGowan government has introduced historic reforms to the bushfire management sector. Bringing 
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stakeholders together, strengthening volunteer relations and investing record funding in mitigation is at the heart 
of this government’s reforms. The reform package, which was announced in April 2018, included $50 million to 
facilitate on-the-ground bushfire mitigation activities to be undertaken across Western Australia. 
Importantly, the report found that 62 per cent of organisations relied on volunteer brigades, groups and units to 
some extent to undertake planned burning, signalling that volunteers are playing a greater role in undertaking 
mitigation works to improve the safety of our state. 
Importantly, the report shows that responsibility for bushfire prevention is being shared, with approximately 75 per cent 
of organisations undertaking external engagement when planning and conducting their fuel management program; 
however, the report identified that seasonal and climatic conditions such as lower rainfall and a longer fire season 
in the south west will continue to challenge planned burning activities. 
I would like to finish by acknowledging all those who have taken a proactive stance on preventing bushfires by 
managing their fuels. On the eve of what threatens to be a challenging bushfire season, this work is crucial to 
ensuring the safety of those living in bushfire-prone areas and the firefighters who will inevitably find themselves 
on the front line.  

WORK HEALTH AND SAFETY BILL 2019 
Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr W.J. Johnston (Minister for Industrial Relations), and read a first time. 
Explanatory memorandum presented by the minister. 

Second Reading 
MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington — Minister for Industrial Relations) [12.19 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 
The bill before the house today represents the long overdue modernisation of Western Australia’s work health and 
safety laws. It brings work health and safety of all workplaces, including mines and petroleum, under the same 
laws to provide for more effective administration and greater consistency. It meets Western Australia’s obligations 
under the Inter-governmental Agreement for Regulatory and Operational Reform in Occupational Health and Safety. 
Most importantly, it seeks to improve health and safety outcomes for Western Australian workers by the introduction 
of additional reforms. 
In introducing this bill, I want to acknowledge the loss and suffering of many families who have lost loved ones 
in workplace accidents. The community has high expectations that every worker has the right to come home safely 
after each shift. Having a strong deterrence in this legislation completely accords with these expectations. I am 
pleased that the families of some of those tragically lost are here today to see these new laws introduced. Their 
powerful advocacy has played a key role in the introduction of this bill, which includes industrial manslaughter laws. 
The new laws will also make it illegal for insurance companies to indemnify entities against monetary penalties 
imposed under workplace health and safety laws. I think it is appropriate to honour the loved ones of all the families 
who have had to deal with workplace fatalities. I specifically want to recognise the families with us today and 
their loved ones: Mr Des Kelsh, who died on 18 September 2002; Mr Luke Murrie, who died on 9 October 2007; 
Mr Chris Patrick, who died on 4 October 2014; Mr Jayden Zapelli, who died on 17 March 2016; Mr Lee Buzzard, 
who died on 19 June 2016; Mr Wesley Ballantine, who died on 5 January 2017; and Mr Robert Cunico, who died 
on 20 April 2018. Thank you to the families for being here today. 
I am proud to say that we can commit to these laws. The Occupational Safety and Health Act 1984 and the 
Mines Safety and Inspection Act 1994 have served Western Australia well in the decades since they were first 
introduced, but they are now outdated and overdue for renewal and reform. 
Members of this house with an interest in health and safety will be familiar with many aspects of the bill. These 
include the primary duty of care, requirements for consultation at the workplace, health and safety representatives 
and committees, and the inclusion of the work health and safety commission as Western Australia’s tripartite 
consultative body for these matters. These are broadly accepted features of the work health and safety landscape, 
and their inclusion should be familiar to all workplace participants. This familiarity is by design. The vehicle for this 
reform is the model Work Health and Safety Act, developed by workplace participants and their representatives, 
regulators, and Safe Work Australia in response to recommendations of the Productivity Commission and the 
Council of Australian Governments. 
With the exception of Victoria and Western Australia, every other state, the territories and the commonwealth 
adopted the model work health and safety laws between 2011 and 2012. New Zealand also adopted new laws in 
2015 based on the model Work Health and Safety Act as part of its response to the Pike River Mine disaster. Yet 
these key reforms have languished in Western Australia until today. The bill seeks to not only introduce updated 
laws, reflecting a contemporary approach to work health and safety, but also enhance the model work health and 
safety laws. After eight years of operation in other Australian jurisdictions, workplace participants have developed 
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a great deal of practical experience operating in the harmonised environment using the model work health and 
safety laws. A range of reviews have been conducted on the way the model bill operates, in particular by Queensland 
and New South Wales. At the national level, the federal Senate Standing Committee on Education and Employment 
published a report in 2018, titled “They Never Came Home—the Framework Surrounding the Prevention, Investigation 
and Prosecution of Industrial Deaths in Australia”. 
In November 2017, former executive director of SafeWork South Australia, Marie Boland, was appointed by 
Safe Work Australia to conduct the first independent review of the model work health and safety laws. The review, 
which was published in 2018, was very informative. Although it is unfortunate that Western Australia is the 
laggard in this reform process, as a consequence of the failure of the previous government to bring forward reform, 
we have been able to take advantage of the experience of others, and those reviews, to update and refine the bill. 
I am pleased to announce that the bill includes key reforms recommended by Ms Boland, such as the requirement 
for an inspector to make a swift decision to resolve a work health and safety issue and a prohibition of insurance 
against fines imposed for a work health and safety offence. We want to ensure the highest of standards in consultation 
between a person conducting a business or undertaking, and workers. 
While recognising that there are circumstances in which practical considerations may make consultation difficult, 
we want to ensure all reasonable steps are taken to ensure that affected workers are consulted about workplace health 
and safety matters. We will enshrine the right of unions to represent their members in workplace health and safety 
disputes. We will make clear the right of health and safety representatives to be able to determine who provides 
their training. The new Work Health and Safety Bill intends to serve as a reminder that risks to psychological health 
must be considered alongside risks to physical health. 
Two new offences of industrial manslaughter are included in the bill. As I indicated earlier, I know this is of great 
concern to a great number of the families of those who have died in the workplace, and I will address these new 
offences in more detail shortly. The model work health and safety laws have been subject to substantial consultation 
since 2008 and, as I have previously mentioned, have been the subject of statutory reviews. In 2017, the government 
announced the formation of a Ministerial Advisory Panel on Work Health and Safety Reform. The recommendations 
of the MAP were made available for public consultation in 2018. A total of 66 submissions were provided by 
interested parties, consisting of more than 600 pages of substantive comment. 
The other reforms I mentioned have been included as a consequence of this public comment process, or due to 
recommendations made by reviews of other work health and safety laws. To bring work health and safety under a single 
piece of legislation requires substantial and complex amendments to existing laws. Most of the Mines Safety and 
Inspection Act will be repealed and a number of petroleum laws must be amended to remove matters relating to work 
health and safety. Elements of these laws that raise safety levies will be retained, with no changes to liability or the 
amounts raised. The Work Health and Safety Bill 2019 makes provision for a smooth transition of the administration 
of these levies. The Safety Levies Amendment Bill 2019 provides for these levies to be correctly imposed. 
I will now turn to one of the key reforms previously announced by the government relating to new offences for 
industrial manslaughter. Before Lord Robens completed his report into health and safety at the workplace, the phrase 
“industrial accident” was in common use. The problem with that phrase is that it implies no causality and no 
culpability. An accident is simply something terrible that occurs, resulting in significant injury or loss of life but with 
no error or responsibility to be assigned. Work health and safety professionals no longer refer to “industrial accidents” 
because, decades after Robens, they know that systems of work are subject to catastrophic failures due to poor 
system design, bad behaviour, improper choice of tools or a combination of factors. Workplace injuries and deaths 
are caused by choices. If somebody makes a choice or decision that inevitably leads to the death of a worker, it 
is appropriate to call that behaviour “industrial manslaughter”. If something is foreseeable, it is preventable. If 
something is preventable, if it occurs, it is not merely an accident. If some human agency can take action to prevent 
harm at the workplace, that human agency is responsible to the extent of their influence or control should that 
harm occur. Often I hear the phrase “the cost of a human life”, and I acknowledge the urge to soften the truth and 
to bury the blood in the comfort of numbers and statistics in dollars and cents. The truth is that every human life 
is unique and priceless and the cost of their loss is borne most by their family and our community. For want of an 
emergency beacon, for want of a fall protection harness, and for want of proper supervision and training, deaths have 
occurred at Western Australian workplaces. If I might paraphrase Ashlea Cunico, the daughter of Mr Robert Cunico, 
in her testimony regarding the death of her father to this Parliament’s inquiry into WorkSafe, the families of the 
bereaved have become “lifelong members of a club you never want to join”. Each and every one of them has been 
devastated by the loss of a loved one who had the right to come home safely from work. 
Despite our existing laws, and the work health and safety laws adopted throughout most of Australia and New Zealand, 
workplace deaths continue to occur at a rate higher than 10 per million workers every year. This persistently high 
rate of workplace deaths suggests the business-as-usual approach to workplace safety is not as effective as it should 
be. The death of one worker is one too many. Western Australia is not the only state to accept that stronger penalties 
are required to encourage better workplace choices. Industrial manslaughter laws have already been adopted in 
Queensland and the Australian Capital Territory. Victoria’s industrial manslaughter laws have passed its lower 
house and, indeed, passed the Victorian Legislative Council just this morning. I do not shy away from the fact 
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that penalties imposed by the new industrial manslaughter offences are significant and are intended to provide 
a substantial deterrent. We have serious penalties for drivers who cause death on our roads and for those who are 
guilty of manslaughter in the wider community; now it is time for the workplace to be treated in a similar way. 
It is my hope that the introduction of industrial manslaughter offences will serve to sharpen the attention of people 
who exercise the most control over workplaces to their health and safety responsibilities. No person conducting 
a business or undertaking or an officer has anything to fear from these laws if they do the right thing for their 
workers and comply with the duties conferred upon them. These laws will make it very clear that those who fail 
to comply with a duty, which then causes a death, will be affected. For work health and safety to be effective, we 
must be alert to the hazards and risks and make conscious, intelligent choices to deal with them. Pausing to think, 
pausing to plan, and pausing to observe and review and make conscious choices to remove hazards and control 
risks are not onerous requirements. I encourage business owners, company directors and their officers to think 
about the need for a locator beacon in a remote area, or fall protection devices, or updated training and appropriate 
supervision, particularly of younger workers—think and implement. If we can encourage a culture in which the 
newest apprentice has no fear of approaching his CEO and telling him or her to wear a hardhat, it is my fervent 
hope that nobody will ever need to be charged with an industrial manslaughter offence. 
Workplace health and safety will be improved by taking a series of interlocking steps, through education and 
community understanding and through a new direction for WorkSafe with a new independent commissioner. Our 
government has found the resources that were for too long lacking for WorkSafe. We have brought in 21 new 
inspectors, on top of the six additional inspectors employed since we came to office, along with increased resources 
for educational work and communicating with the broader community about the importance of work health and 
safety. These changes complement the new legislative framework. The bill I have introduced today meets 
Western Australia’s commitment to harmonisation and the government’s commitment to more effective workplace 
health and safety laws. I commend the bill to the house. 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mrs A.K. Hayden. 

SAFETY LEVIES AMENDMENT BILL 2019 
Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr W.J. Johnston (Minister for Industrial Relations), and read a first time. 
Explanatory memorandum presented by the minister. 

Second Reading 
MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington — Minister for Industrial Relations) [12.35 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 
The Safety Levies Amendment Bill 2019 is intended to be debated cognately with the Work Health and Safety 
Bill 2019. The government’s commitment to bringing work health and safety matters under a single act requires 
amendments to be made to a range of existing legislation, and includes amendments to the Mines Safety and 
Inspection Act 1994 and petroleum legislation such as the Petroleum and Geothermal Energy Resources Act 1967. 
It is the intention of the government that none of the amendments will in any way alter the liability of parties to 
the existing safety levies in the mining and petroleum and geothermal industries. This bill makes provision for 
a smooth transition of the administration of these levies. Under the Constitution Acts Amendment Act 1899, bills 
imposing taxation must deal with only the imposition of the tax. As the safety levies are in the nature of a tax, it is 
necessary to have a bill to continue the authority to impose the safety levies and that is what the Safety Levies 
Amendment Bill seeks to achieve. I commend the bill to the house. 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mrs A.K. Hayden. 

ELECTRICITY INDUSTRY AMENDMENT BILL 2019 
Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr W.J. Johnston (Minister for Energy), and read a first time. 
Explanatory memorandum presented by the minister. 

Second Reading 
MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington — Minister for Energy) [12.37 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 
The Electricity Industry Amendment Bill 2019 before us today represents the culmination of reforms first discussed 
during the Carpenter Labor government. As members are aware, the Pilbara region is critical to Western Australia’s 
economy, accounting for over one-third of Australia’s primary exports by value. Despite this, the region labours 
under an electricity system that is fragmented, high cost and uncompetitive. It has evolved in an ad hoc manner, 
with multiple owners and operators of generation assets and loosely connected electricity networks. 



9426 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 27 November 2019] 

 

The purpose of this bill is to deliver on the government’s commitment to establish a fit-for-purpose regulatory 
framework for the Pilbara region. The bill does this by creating a head of power to implement a light-handed third 
party network access regime and establish an independent system operator. The reforms are intended to improve 
the efficiency and effectiveness of electricity services in the Pilbara and support regional economic growth and 
development. The bill recognises that the reforms are being implemented within the Pilbara’s established commercial 
and operational environment. To this end, there has been a strong focus on consultation to ensure minimal impact 
on existing arrangements. Consistent with the current structure of the Electricity Industry Act 2004, the bill sets 
high-level principles and empowers the making of subordinate instruments, most notably the Pilbara networks 
access code for the light-handed access regime; the Pilbara networks rules for system arrangements; and the 
regulations, which will provide for a range of detailed subsidiary matters. The bill also includes provisions to 
facilitate the use of new technologies in Western Power’s network, specifically standalone power systems and 
energy storage devices. 

Light-handed regulation is designed to avoid the time and costs associated with full regulation by deferring various 
issues from up-front determination by the regulator to negotiation and, if necessary, arbitration between an access 
seeker and the network provider. This bill establishes a light-handed regulation option for networks in the Pilbara. 
It does not seek to make changes to the existing process for determining whether an electricity network should be 
covered and therefore subject to regulation. It will not change either the risk of coverage or whether a coverage 
application will be successful. The regime will be available to all networks in the Pilbara region. Either network 
service providers can opt in to avoid the risk of full regulation or, if an application to the minister seeking access 
to a network is successful, the minister will have the ability to select the light-handed access regime to apply. 
However, the light-handed regime will not be mandatory and will not be imposed on a network against their 
wishes. The new regime will apply to Horizon Power’s network in the north west interconnected system on 
commencement, following a decision by the former Minister for Energy to cover the network and open it up for 
third party access. Under these reforms, coverage will also be extended to the Alinta DEWAP network. This will, 
for the first time, enable competition for contestable customers in the Pilbara supplied through these networks. 
The light-handed regime will be codified in the Pilbara networks access code, which will include the principles by 
which prices will be determined, the information that a network owner must make available, the negotiation and 
dispute resolution framework, ring-fencing requirements and cost-recovery provisions. 

The bill also establishes the system operations arrangements for the Pilbara network and empowers the making of 
the Pilbara networks rules. The rules will codify the ISO arrangements and functions, which will be primarily 
based around improving system security, managing essential system services and facilitating whole-of-system 
planning. In the Pilbara, all ISO functions will apply to interconnected networks. However, for non-interconnected 
and non-covered Pilbara networks, the role of the ISO will be limited to the collection and reporting of information 
to support whole-of-system planning. After extensive industry consultation, an administrative ISO model has been 
identified as the preferred approach for the Pilbara as it is the least cost and has the least intervention. Under this 
model, the Pilbara ISO will be limited to providing oversight, without taking control or operation of the system on 
a real-time or day-to-day basis. In keeping with the light-touch approach of the new framework, the Pilbara networks 
rules will recognise current arrangements for existing connected facilities and set a time frame and process by which 
new technical rules will need to be adopted by network service providers. As with system operation functions in the 
south west interconnected system, the Pilbara ISO will have immunity from civil monetary penalties when a function 
is performed in good faith. Other parties will also be provided with immunity when performing functions delegated 
by the Pilbara ISO. This immunity may be rolled back in certain circumstances when a party to an existing contract 
demonstrates that the immunity provision unduly affects their existing negotiated position. 

Once Horizon Power’s network is opened to third party access, it is likely that large industrial customers will move 
from existing contracts and tariffs to a lower market price, either with Horizon Power or a third party. This will 
restrict Horizon Power’s ability to recover the fixed generation costs it has incurred to supply its customer base, 
particularly those associated with high-cost take-or-pay contracts entered into by the previous government. To 
limit the financial impact on Horizon Power, and ultimately the cost to consumers, it has been necessary to 
implement a temporary access contribution to recover a portion of these fixed generation costs. The TAC will 
initially be set at the equivalent of 10¢ per kilowatt hour and will be determined annually by the Treasurer. The 
TAC will not increase the existing cost of electricity, because the generation costs to be recovered by the TAC are 
already factored into Horizon Power’s cost-reflective tariffs and market contracts. Rather, the TAC is a mechanism 
to ensure that a portion of these costs continue to be recovered, regardless of which retailer supplies the customer. 
The TAC will not recover costs from Alinta’s existing customers or customers with dedicated connection points. 

Separate to the Pilbara reforms, and also included in this bill, are amendments to facilitate the use of standalone 
power systems and energy storage devices in Western Power’s network. As the current regulatory framework for 
electricity supply is based on a traditional supply chain of large-scale generators connected to a network of 
transmission and distribution lines, it does not adequately support these new technologies. Standalone power systems 
are not connected to the electricity network and have proven to be more cost effective, safer and more reliable than 
traditional network infrastructure in the correct circumstances. Storage devices such as batteries are becoming an 
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increasingly important tool to manage the system risks associated with the continued uptake of rooftop solar panels 
in Western Power’s network. These devices can act as a sponge to soak up excess energy generated by rooftop 
solar panels during the day and release this energy when it is needed, which will assist in supporting the uptake of 
solar panels by customers in the south west. The amendments in the bill will facilitate the use of standalone power 
systems and storage devices and allow for subsequent amendments to be made to the Electricity Networks Access 
Code 2004 to ensure that the cost of these technologies can be recovered through regulated tariffs. These 
amendments will ultimately provide substantial benefits to energy consumers in both the south west interconnected 
system and regional areas.  

Energy Policy WA has undertaken extensive stakeholder engagement throughout the detailed design of the bill 
and will continue to engage closely with stakeholders on the drafting of the subsidiary instruments to ensure 
a smooth transition to the new framework. I commend the bill to the house. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mrs A.K. Hayden. 

FAMILY VIOLENCE LEGISLATION REFORM BILL 2019 
Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr J.R. Quigley (Attorney General), and read a first time. 

Explanatory memorandum presented by the Attorney General. 

Second Reading 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Attorney General) [12.47 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

Today the McGowan government reaffirms its stand against family violence with the introduction of the Family 
Violence Legislation Reform Bill. Family and domestic violence is a scourge in the community. The statistics are 
alarming. The Australian Institute of Health and Welfare states that one in six women, or 1.6 million women, 
across Australia have experienced physical or sexual violence by a current or previous partner since the age of 15. 
One in four women have experienced emotional abuse by a current or previous partner. All of us know someone, 
or are someone, who has experienced this violence. Our family relationships and homes should be our safe places, 
free from psychological and physical violence and abuse. Every night across Western Australia, children are exposed 
to violence that would not be tolerated in any public location—not on the street, not in a pub, and not on a sporting 
field. There is a sense of community outrage when we observe an intentionally violent act, and this outrage needs 
to extend to those acts that we do not see. 

The McGowan government is committed to stopping the violence and to changing the story for victims. We went 
to the last election with a series of family violence promises and this bill delivers on a number of them. We promised 
to strengthen legislation by addressing the outstanding recommendations of the Law Reform Commission of 
Western Australia’s “Enhancing Family and Domestic Violence Laws: Final Report” from 2014. I am pleased to 
confirm that we have done that in this bill. In amending nine separate pieces of legislation across six separate ministerial 
portfolios, the bill demonstrates a cross-government commitment to tackling family and domestic violence. It is 
the most comprehensive family violence legislation reform package ever introduced in Western Australia. I turn 
now to the detail of the bill. 

The Criminal Code: This bill introduces two new criminal offences—a specific offence for suffocation and 
strangulation, and an offence of persistent family violence. 

Strangulation and suffocation: This bill proposes new section 298, a dedicated offence for the serious and violent 
acts of suffocation and strangulation. Suffocation and strangulation is a perversely intimate and callous form of 
violence. In committing this act, a perpetrator conveys to the victim that they have the power to take their life 
away. Acts of strangulation or suffocation represent a distinct risk when committed in circumstances of family 
violence. Research shows that suffocation and strangulation committed against an intimate partner is one of the 
strongest indicators of an increased risk of homicide. Women who experience an episode of non-fatal strangulation 
by their intimate partner are over seven times more likely to be killed than other women. 

Although the act of strangulation or suffocation represents a particular risk in circumstances of family violence, 
the general application of the offence recognises that the act of strangulation or suffocation can cause serious 
adverse health outcomes for a victim, regardless of whether they are in a family relationship with the offender. As 
it currently stands, a person who commits an act of strangulation or suffocation might be charged with a range of 
offences under the Criminal Code, including common assault. The new section 298 creates the offence committed 
if a person unlawfully impedes another person’s normal breathing, blood circulation, or both, by manually, or 
using any aid (a) blocking, completely or partially, another person’s nose, mouth or both; or (b) applying pressure 
on, or to, another person’s neck. The reference to impeding a person’s normal breathing or circulation, read 
together with the acts outlined in limbs (a) and (b), has been drafted to overcome the difficulties in other Australian 
jurisdictions in which strangulation offences have been interpreted by the courts as requiring the complete stopping 
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of a person’s breathing. The very clear intent is that the offence does not require the complete stopping of the 
victim’s breath or blood circulation. Impeding normal breathing or blood circulation will include any interference 
with those normal processes by the offender carrying out an act outlined in limb (a) or (b) of the offence. This 
offence also differs from that in other Australian jurisdictions in that it does not include as an element that the 
offence occurred without the consent of the victim. Including lack of consent as an element would require victims 
to give evidence in every trial, even when the offence was witnessed. 
Persistent family violence: This bill introduces the offence of persistent family violence to the Criminal Code. This 
offence recognises that physical and psychological abuse against a partner often forms a pattern of offending. The 
traumatic and ongoing nature of persistent acts of family violence means that victims may find it difficult to recall 
the specific details of each individual act of violence perpetrated against them. 
In its 2014 report “Family Violence—A National Legal Response”, the Australian Law Reform Commission 
observed the difficulties in proving specific incidents to the requisite standard of proof in circumstances in which 
a victim has been subject to ongoing family violence. The community, and we as a government, cannot accept that 
a perpetrator of continued abuse against their partner is able to face fewer charges or a lesser sentence due to 
a victim being unable to detail the individual acts of abuse against them. Perpetrators of repeated criminal acts 
against their current or former partner need to be held to account for that persistent abuse. The persistent family 
violence offence applies when an offender commits three or more acts of family violence against a person with 
whom they are in a designated family relationship over a period not exceeding 10 years. A “designated family 
relationship” includes current and former partners, whether married, de facto or other intimate personal relationship. 
The offence applies only when the offending is against a single victim. An “act of family violence” is defined to 
be an act that would constitute one of the defined “prescribed offences” that fall within the scope of the persistent 
family violence offence, being offences that are most commonly committed in circumstances of family violence. 
Serious offences that can be charged only on indictment have been excluded from the scope of the offence, as those 
offences are of such a serious nature that they ought to be charged, prosecuted and punished in their own right. 
The offence captures acts of family violence that were committed before, on or after the commencement of the 
provision. However, the provision is not truly retrospective as the acts must have been unlawful at the time they were 
committed. The offence captures a wide range of conduct and, accordingly, it is an either-way offence that can be 
heard on indictment, with a maximum penalty of 14 years’ imprisonment; or summarily, with a maximum penalty 
of three years’ imprisonment and a fine of $36 000. 
Proposed section 300(2) provides that a charge for the offence must specify the period during which it is alleged 
that the acts of family violence occurred; however, it need not specify the dates, or in any other way particularise 
the circumstances of the acts of family violence that are alleged to constitute the offence. This means that if a victim 
cannot remember the exact date on which an act of family violence occurred, or, for example, in what room of the 
house it occurred, the offence can still be charged and prosecuted. Proposed section 300(5) makes it clear that any 
particulars of the dates and circumstances of the alleged acts of family violence cannot be supplemented by a court 
order for subsequent provision of further particulars. Although this provision is unique, it is not novel law. It adopts 
much of the framework of existing section 321A of the Criminal Code, concerning persistent sexual conduct with 
a child, regarding particularisation of acts comprising child sexual abuse. I also note that nothing in the proposed 
offence absolves the prosecution of its statutory duty to disclose evidence to the accused person and to the court 
during a prosecution. 
The provision ensures, by the operation of proposed section 300(4) and (8), that in the event that the persistent 
charge is unsuccessful, the accused may still be convicted and punished for prescribed offences committed over 
the same period in respect of which there is sufficient evidence for a conviction. The offence provides in proposed 
section 300(6) that the court or jury need be satisfied only of the general nature and character of the acts of family 
violence that constitute the offence, and not the particulars of those acts, as it would otherwise need to be if the 
acts were charged as separate offences. This provides a link between the reduced requirement for particularisation 
and the matters the court or jury must be satisfied of to find that an act of family violence occurred. Proposed 
section 300(7) provides that when the trier of fact is a jury, each juror is to be satisfied beyond reasonable doubt 
that the accused person committed an act of family violence on at least three separate occasions within the alleged 
period. However, the members of the jury need not all be satisfied that the same acts occurred on the same 
occasions in order to return a guilty verdict. This is intended to overcome any common law requirement for jury 
unanimity. The offence also contains protections for the accused against double jeopardy and double punishment 
in proposed section 300(9) and (10). 
Aggravated penalties: This bill also addresses the Law Reform Commission of Western Australia’s recommendations 
regarding aggravated penalties for offences that commonly occur in circumstances of family violence, including 
deprivation of liberty, threats and criminal damage. These amendments create consistency in the penalty regime 
for offences that commonly occur in a family violence context. Section 221 of the Criminal Code will be amended 
to exclude child offenders from the operation of aggravated penalties when the aggravating circumstances are 
the family relationship between the child offender and the victim or the presence of a child at the time of the 
commission of the offence. This amendment recognises the dynamics of child offending against family members. 
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It acknowledges that this kind of offending is different from an adult intimate partner situation, that the dynamics 
in which children offend in the home are typically very different from the dynamics in which an adult offends and 
that “acting out” by children is often a response to exposure to abuse and trauma, including family violence. 
Sentencing Act 1995 and Sentence Administration Act 2003: I turn now to amendments to the Sentencing Act 1995 
and Sentence Administration Act 2003. 
Serial family violence offender declaration: This bill amends the Sentencing Act 1995 to enable a court to declare 
a person a “serial family violence offender”. This declaration is the first of its kind in Australia and will identify 
high-risk repeat family violence offenders. New section 124E empowers a court convicting a person to declare the 
offender to be a serial family violence offender if they have committed at least three prescribed offences, or at least 
two prescribed indictable-only offences if those offences were committed on different days. The offences must have 
been committed within a 10-year time period, unless the court considers that exceptional circumstances exist. The 
declaration applies to offences perpetrated against a single partner or multiple or successive partners. Consistent 
with the scope of the new offence of persistent family violence in the Criminal Code, the declaration applies to 
prescribed offences committed against a victim with whom the offender is in a designated family relationship. 
The bill inserts a definition of “prescribed offences” in section 124D for the purpose of identifying those offences 
that can lead to a declaration being made. The definition includes a “family violence offence” as defined in 
section 4 as amended by the bill. The definition of prescribed offence includes corresponding offences committed 
in other jurisdictions. It also includes any attempt to commit a family violence offence or a corresponding offence. 
This definition ensures that the entirety of an offender’s known family violence criminal history is able to be put 
before a court considering a declaration. A court’s decision to make a declaration will be informed by the risk of 
the offender committing another family violence offence, the offender’s criminal record, the nature of the offences 
for which the offender has been convicted, and any other matter the court considers relevant. 
When assessing an offender’s risk of re-offending, the court, at its discretion, is empowered to take into account an 
assessment of the offender by an approved expert. This approved expert will be a person or group of persons approved 
by the CEO of corrections to carry out risk assessments in this context. A declaration is to be made prior to the court 
sentencing the offender for the offence for which they came before the court. The type of sentence is to be made in 
the normal manner under section 39 of the Sentencing Act 1995. If the court determines that the appropriate sentence 
for an offence committed by a declared offender is community based, the court will be required to consider the 
application of an electronic monitoring requirement. In this circumstance, the court will receive a report from the 
CEO of corrections that will address the suitability or otherwise of the offender for electronic monitoring. If a declared 
offender is imprisoned for a family violence offence, the Prisoners Review Board will be required to consider an order 
for electronic monitoring as part of a parole order, re-entry release order or post-sentence supervision order made in 
respect of a family violence offence. This is effected by an amendment to section 97A of the Sentencing Act 1995. 
A declared offender will also be disqualified from holding a licence for firearms and explosives. 
Finally, a declaration will have the effect that upon arrest for a future family violence offence, a declared offender 
will be subject to a presumption against bail and, if bail is granted, consideration must be given to imposing a home 
detention condition with electronic monitoring. The declaration will have an effect for an indefinite period; 
however, the person subject to the declaration may apply to have it cancelled after 10 years. At this time the court 
will re-assess the offender’s level of risk and consider whether the declaration ought to be cancelled. 
Improved electronic monitoring of high-risk offenders: The bill also introduces amendments to the Sentencing Act 1995 
and Bail Act 1982 to allow for locational tracking and monitoring of offenders. Currently, electronic monitoring 
under the Sentencing Act 1995 is limited to static location monitoring for the purposes of compliance with a curfew 
condition, but does not provide for tracking a person’s movements. The amendments in this bill will enable locational 
tracking of offenders sentenced to an intensive supervision order or a conditional suspended imprisonment order. 
The Bail Act 1982 is amended by the bill to enable location tracking under a home detention bail condition imposed 
by a judicial officer. These amendments are not intended to provide an alternative to a sentence of imprisonment; 
rather, the initiative will increase community safety by providing an additional tool in protecting the safety of victims. 
The bill introduces a consistent definition of “approved electronic monitoring device” across the Sentencing Act 1995, 
Bail Act 1982 and Sentence Administration Act 2003 to incorporate current and future electronic monitoring devices 
and all ancillary equipment associated with those devices. New sections 33HA and 67A of the Sentencing Act 1995 
are inserted to require the court to consider application of an electronic monitoring requirement if making 
a pre-sentence order or a community-based order in respect of a declared serial family violence offender who is 
being sentenced for a family violence offence. 
New sections 76A and 84CA are inserted by the bill to enable the court to include an electronic monitoring 
requirement to monitor the location of an offender sentenced to an intensive supervision order or a conditional 
suspended imprisonment order. In each of these cases, before the court makes an order inclusive of an electronic 
monitoring requirement, the court must have received a report on the suitability of electronic monitoring in the 
particular case. The bill inserts section 147A and enables the administration of an electronic monitoring requirement 
by a community corrections officer, consistent with the approach in existing legislation. 
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The bill amends section 118 of the Sentence Administration Act 2003 to provide that it is an offence for anyone 
to interfere with, damage or destroy, hinder access to, or contravene a direction in relation to the monitoring 
equipment that is installed either at a place or worn by a person. The penalty for these offences is $12 000 or 
12 months’ imprisonment. 

Bail Act 1982: The bill makes a range of amendments to the Bail Act 1982 to enhance community and victim 
safety and ensure judicial officers and other persons authorised to consider bail give proper consideration to the 
effects of family violence. Section 9 is amended to make it clear that a judicial officer or authorised officer called 
upon to consider a case for bail for an offence committed against a family member can defer consideration of bail 
for up to 30 days for the express purpose of considering what, if any, bail conditions should be imposed to enhance 
the protection of that family member. The bill deletes section 16A(3) to allow police to grant bail for breaches 
of family violence restraining orders and violence restraining orders in urban areas. The bill amends section 38 
to disqualify victims and alleged victims of family violence from acting as surety for an accused who is the 
perpetrator or alleged perpetrator of that violence. Clause 2 of part D of schedule 1 is amended to require a judicial 
officer or authorised officer to consider whether on a grant of bail the safety of a victim would be better served by 
protective bail conditions or a restraining order under the Restraining Orders Act 1997, or both. Further, a judicial 
officer or authorised officer will be required to ensure, when setting or amending protective bail conditions, that 
bail conditions are not inconsistent with any existing restraining order, unless that inconsistency is necessary to 
protect the safety of an alleged victim or child protected by a restraining order. 

The bill also introduces an amendment to clause 3 of part D of schedule 1 to enable electronic monitoring of an accused 
while subject to a home detention condition. The bill amends the reporting requirements for a community corrections 
officer under section 24A to ensure that any report recommending home detention also includes a recommendation 
as to the suitability of electronic monitoring. Finally, only a judicial officer, other than a justice, can consider bail for 
a declared serial family violence offender. This is effected by new clause 3F of part C of schedule 1.  

Restraining Orders Act 1997: This bill introduces a range of amendments to the Restraining Orders Act 1997 to 
make it easier and less traumatic for victims to obtain protection from violence. 

Conferencing for family violence restraining orders: A major reform to the restraining order regime introduced by 
this bill is the introduction of a registrar–facilitated conferencing model for family violence restraining orders. 
This will implement the McGowan government’s election commitment to make it easier and less traumatic for 
victims to obtain violence restraining orders and will address the Law Reform Commission’s recommendation to 
improve respondents’ understanding of and subsequent compliance with family violence restraining orders. The 
shuttle conferencing model will be available when a respondent to a family violence restraining order objects to an 
interim order becoming final, and in applications to vary or cancel existing orders. This will reduce the likelihood 
of the victim being required to attend a disputed final order hearing and undergo cross-examination, a process 
which is known to be traumatic for victims. The autonomy and safety of victims in this model are paramount. 
A conference can occur only with the agreement of the protected person, and parties will be located in separate 
rooms of the court. This model removes the need for victims to face perpetrators of family violence in court. It 
provides an opportunity for the applicant to tailor the terms of restraining orders, with the assistance of independent 
legal advice, to ensure their safety concerns are addressed. This model will also enable perpetrators to enter into 
an unenforceable undertaking to attend a behaviour change program as part of an agreed outcome to a family 
violence restraining order application. 

Dowry abuse: The bill amends the definition of “family violence” in section 5A to include dowry abuse as a specific 
example of family violence. In 2018, the commonwealth Parliament’s Senate Legal and Constitutional Affairs 
References Committee concluded that dowry abuse ought to be recognised as an example of family violence across 
all Australian jurisdictions because of its nature as a specific and unique form of abuse. Western Australia will 
now join Victoria in explicitly recognising this form of family violence. 

Less traumatic to obtain restraining orders: The bill inserts part 4, division 4, in the Restraining Orders Act 1997 
to introduce new provisions to make the process less traumatic for victims. New section 44D enables an applicant 
to have a support person nearby during any restraining order proceedings, and section 44E elevates existing 
regulations to draw attention to the court’s power to use closed-circuit television and other screening arrangements 
during the giving of evidence in restraining order proceedings. New section 44F will provide the court with greater 
discretion to conduct family violence restraining order proceedings in a manner that will ensure that a person who 
has or may have experienced family violence feels safe during proceedings, including by actively directing, 
controlling and managing the conduct of the proceedings, and by limiting cross-examination when appropriate. 

Easier and more efficient to obtain restraining orders: New section 13A will make it easier for victims of specified 
criminal offences to obtain a family violence restraining order or violence restraining order. It provides an avenue 
for victims of a specified offence who did not obtain an order at the time of conviction to more easily obtain an order. 
The provision recognises that the existence of a conviction for specified criminal offences is a sufficient ground 
for a court to make a restraining order, and victims of serious offences should not be subject to re-traumatisation 
when seeking protection from a perpetrator. 
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Section 13A retains the distinction between existing sections 63 and 63A and provides victims of specified criminal 
offences with an assurance that, in the absence of exceptional circumstances, a restraining order will be made by 
the court. I also note here an amendment to section 63A, which will remove the distinction between general victims 
and family violence victims. The violent personal offences specified in existing section 63A are of such a serious 
kind that there is no justification for this distinction. It is only appropriate that a child victim of a sexual offence 
perpetrated by a neighbour has access to a mandatory lifetime restraining order against the perpetrator in the same 
way that a victim of that same offence committed by a family member currently does. The bill also ensures an 
order made against a child offender is not made for the life of that child. 
Amendments to section 45 will allow a criminal court to vary or cancel a restraining order without the need for 
the parties to submit an application under the civil jurisdiction. Amendments will also enable conversion of an 
existing violence restraining order to a family violence restraining order in the course of criminal proceedings. 
New section 49C will permit a court to convert an application for a family violence restraining order to an 
application for a violence restraining order, and vice versa. New section 66 will require a court to inquire whether 
any Family Court orders are in place before making a restraining order. If there are, the court must consider any 
inconsistencies between the Family Court order and the restraining order. Currently, an applicant is required to 
notify the court of the existence of any Family Court orders. 
Improvements in service arrangements: Amendments to section 59 will allow the court to notify a person protected 
by a restraining order and, when relevant, the person who made the application on their behalf that the order has 
been served using electronic means, such as by SMS or email. The bill also amends section 60 to allow substituted 
service without application to the court if a person attempting to serve the order has failed to achieve personal 
service following reasonable attempts to affect service. The bill also amends a number of provisions in the 
Restraining Orders Act 1997 to ensure that if a person does not readily understand English or does not understand 
the explanation of the order, the explanation must be given by someone over the age of 18 years in a way the 
person understands. This amendment recognises that a child is not an appropriate person to provide an explanation 
of an order. 
Explosives: New section 14A will require the court to consider in every family violence restraining order or violence 
restraining order application whether a restraint on the respondent accessing explosives is required. Consequential 
amendments are made to the Dangerous Goods Safety Act 2004 to ensure that when a person bound by 
a restraining order is prohibited from possessing explosives or holding an explosives licence, the chief dangerous 
goods officer is required to refuse new applications that would enable access to explosives and cancel or suspend 
any existing approvals that would allow the person to access explosives. 
Holding perpetrators to account: Section 61 is amended to increase the maximum fine for breach of a family violence 
restraining order, violence restraining order or police order to $10 000 while preserving the maximum term of 
imprisonment at two years. Further, the limitation period for prosecution of breach of a family violence restraining 
order, violence restraining order or police order is increased from one year to two years. An amendment to 
section 61A provides that an offence of aggravated stalking under section 338E of the Criminal Code is included 
as a conviction for the purposes of triggering the existing presumption of imprisonment. This amendment means 
that if an offender is convicted of aggravated stalking involving a breach of a family violence restraining order, 
violence restraining order or police order, the offence will count as a conviction for the purpose of section 61A. 
Police Act 1892: This bill will insert new section 135 into the Police Act 1892, which relates to the reporting of family 
violence to police. This amendment will require police officers and other police staff to make a written record of every 
alleged incident of family violence reported to or observed by them. It will also require them in cases when a report is 
made by or with the consent of the alleged victim of the violence to provide the alleged victim with a report number. 
Road Traffic (Administration) Act 2008: Amendments to the Road Traffic (Administration) Act 2008 will address 
circumstances in which a family violence perpetrator commits a road traffic offence or incurs an infringement 
while driving a car registered in the victim’s name. These amendments will ensure that a victim cannot be 
prosecuted for an offence, and is not subject to a presumption that they incurred an infringement if they are 
concerned that providing the information would expose them to a risk or apprehended risk of family violence. 
Section 4 of the Road Traffic (Administration) Act 2008 is amended to introduce a number of definitions. 
“Family violence evidentiary document” is defined for the purpose of prescribing a list of documents that may 
be provided by a victim to prove they are in fact a victim of family violence and to ensure the provisions are not 
used fraudulently to avoid the payment of infringements or to avoid complying with important road traffic 
obligations. Sections 34, 35, 94 and 103 are all amended in a similar manner to provide that a victim will be 
absolved from the relevant statutory obligation if the victim provides a statutory declaration that they were not the 
driver of the vehicle at the time of the offending and they are concerned about providing the information due to 
a risk or apprehended risk of family violence. A declaration must be accompanied by a family violence evidentiary 
document to verify the person is a victim of family violence. 
The amendments also provide that provision of information relating to the existence of family violence under 
the provisions does not give rise to a requirement for a police officer to carry out an investigation under 
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section 62A of the Restraining Orders Act 1997. This provides police with discretion as to the response to 
potential evidence of family violence, particularly in circumstances in which the victim is making the request 
to avoid alerting the perpetrator. 

This bill will introduce amendments to the Evidence Act 1906 to ensure that when family violence is at issue in 
criminal proceedings, evidence of family violence is admissible. Amendments to the Evidence Act 1906 will make 
it easier for evidence, including expert evidence, of family violence to be introduced in a criminal proceeding when 
relevant to issues before the court, including, but not limited to, when self-defence is at issue, and will introduce jury 
directions that will address the stereotypes, myths and misconceptions about family violence. Admissible evidence 
will include information about the nature and dynamics of relationships affected by family violence, including the 
dangerous consequences that often flow from attempting to separate from an abuser. The new provisions will state 
that evidence of this nature may be relevant when determining, in circumstances in which an accused has claimed 
that they had acted in self-defence, whether the person believed their actions to be necessary, whether the conduct 
was reasonable, and whether there were reasonable grounds for those beliefs. Importantly, these provisions will 
also provide that this evidence can be given by those with expertise in the area, for example, researchers or family 
violence sector workers. 

The bill also introduces jury directions about family violence, including: that family violence is not limited to 
physical abuse; that it may include a complex range of behaviours that keep a person subordinate, isolated, controlled, 
monitored, deprived of freedom, frightened, humiliated and powerless to resist violence; that it is not uncommon 
to stay with an abusive partner; and that it is not uncommon not to tell anyone of the abuse, including the police, 
and that, in fact, doing these things may lead to an increased risk of violence. 

This bill is comprehensive. It puts victims of family violence first. It introduces measures to improve the safety of 
victims of family violence, hold perpetrators of family violence to account, and makes it easier and less traumatic 
for victims to obtain protection from violence. This bill will ensure that Western Australia is at the forefront of the 
fight against family violence in Australia. I commend the bill to the house. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mrs A.K. Hayden. 

ROAD TRAFFIC AMENDMENT (IMPAIRED DRIVING AND PENALTIES) BILL 2019 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 26 November. 
MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland — Minister for Road Safety) [1.23 pm] — in reply: I will briefly continue 
my remarks from yesterday and respond to some of the contributions made by members opposite. This is important 
new legislation. Although it might be considered a relatively minor bill in the scheme of things, it will hopefully 
have important consequences in terms of road user behaviour. It is very important that the bill for the first time 
will introduce an increased penalty for polydrug offences because, as the member for Belmont and a range of other 
members commented during the second reading debate, when a person has both drugs and alcohol present, the 
level of impairment of their driving is significantly increased. Some members, too, have remarked on the fact that 
it is pretty astounding that this had not been done before now. I agree with that. Road safety authorities around 
Australia and potentially around the world have over time grappled with demonstrating the level of impairment. 
With alcohol, there are established protocols to determine the level of impairment. With drugs, determining the 
level of impairment is much more difficult, particularly when we are looking at a range of different drugs. We also 
need to take into account how long the impairment from a certain amount of alcohol or a certain amount of 
a particular drug lasts. How long is a person’s ability to drive impaired? They are the more complex factors that 
I think made people hesitant about putting a regime in place previously. 

As a number of members have commented during this debate, a committee chaired by the member for Girrawheen 
in 2015 commissioned the report titled, “Are we there yet? How WA Police determines whether traffic law 
enforcement is effective”. The member for Armadale also commented on that report. The members for Girrawheen 
and Armadale were both members of that committee, as was, I think, the member for Hillarys; I am not 100 per cent 
sure there. Was the member for Hillarys a member of that committee? 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis: Which committee? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The committee with the members for Armadale and Girrawheen that produced the report, 
“Are we there yet?” 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis: No. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: No. It was a bipartisan committee of the Parliament. The committee recommended that 
we proceed forthwith to putting in place increased penalties for polydrug use. Unfortunately, that 2015 report fell 
on deaf ears and nothing occurred in that space over the coming years. I am really pleased that we have been 
able to pick up on that and put in place a regime. I am delighted that the Liberal Party has now given its support 
for this bill. 
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The member for Hillarys made the point that he sent me a letter saying that perhaps we could do just one element 
of the bill and get that done rather quickly before the end of the year. I sent the member for Hillarys a response on 
that. I first heard about it through the media, not from his letter. His letter arrived after it was raised in the media. 
I do not question the member’s bone fides on that, but I do question why the Liberal Party, when in government, 
did not respond after that report came down and the issue of someone driving under the impairment of drugs or testing 
positive for drugs being able to continue on the road, which is an issue that has been out there for years, was raised. 
It is a little rich that the former government did not respond to this issue in the last three or four years it was in 
office and then suddenly, after I have raised the issue—our government brought the initiative before Parliament—
asks why we cannot do it straightaway.  

The member for Hillarys had considerable faith in the upper house being able to perhaps deal with the bill promptly 
if we moved it promptly through this house. I do not have the same level of faith in the upper house, and it is 
always a bit vexed. Oftentimes the upper house wants to send bills to committees and so forth and examine things 
very thoroughly. I think that this is important, but I understand that processes take place in the upper house. What 
it sees as important and what I see as important is not always exactly the same. I think it is important that we get 
this legislation through our house before the end of the year. That was my ambition when I introduced the bill. 
I thank the member for Hillarys and the Liberal Party for their cooperation in that. I look forward to this bill being 
a priority when the upper house convenes early in the new year so that we can have this legislation in place as 
promptly as possible. 

I need to address a couple of matters raised by members. Hopefully if I address them now in the second reading 
response, that may alleviate some of the need for further questioning during the consideration in detail stage, 
although I welcome moving to that consideration in detail stage in a short while. The member for Hillarys indicated 
that his primary concern is the new regulation power that will be added, and I do think that requires explanation. 
Firstly, in a colloquial sense, I say this to the member for Hillarys: this was not my idea or something initiated by me. 
It is not some great power grab so that I can hide things in regulations or inflict things on people. This legislation 
was suggested by the State Solicitor as a sensible thing to do. Its view was that other states have the power to make 
these minor changes by way of regulation. I note that regulations are always capable of being disallowed, especially 
given the composition of the upper house; regulations can be disallowed in the upper house relatively easily if 
there is not broad agreement on them. It would mean that we could save a lot of time. I think everyone here knows 
that the standard gestation period for a bill probably exceeds a year; that is a reality no matter which party is in 
government. There can be a long time from when a bill is conceptualised to putting in a cabinet submission, getting 
approval to draft, getting the bill drafted, getting approval to print and introducing it into Parliament. The period 
between a bill being introduced in one house and passing the other house can be considerable as well. Some bills 
end up taking two or three years—I have seen that happen. I suspect the average bill takes about a year. When there 
is an advance or a change in technology, or a loophole that needs to be fixed, and when there is broad agreement 
on both sides of the house, if there is a regulation-making power, that can be fixed rather promptly; it does not 
involve a long process. There is some sense in things being available in regulation. 

Specifically, the member for Hillarys talked about the change to regulation-making power in section 111 of the 
Road Traffic Act. I note that the member for Kalgoorlie also raised this issue. As outlined in the explanatory 
memorandum, the change is to allow the regulation of the use of devices in vehicles in both positive and negative 
terms; for example, regulations could be made to prohibit the driving of a vehicle fitted with certain devices. In 
this context, the response to question 4090 asked by the member for Hillarys in November last year stated that the 
Road Safety Commission intended to introduce measures to ban radar detectors. This was to give effect to 
Australian Road Rules regulation 225. Since 2000, Western Australia has been the only jurisdiction to allow the 
use of radar detectors in vehicles. I note as an aside that, subsequently, we have banned laser jammers—a different 
kind of device  that effectively jams the police radar—and similar devices to that. 

The banning of radar detectors in Western Australia has been an issue since I was first in Parliament. People were 
talking about it back in 1994, 1995 and 1996. There was a lot of opposition to it back then, particularly by country 
members, and a walk through the members’ car park, which I did in about 1995 or 1996, demonstrated that just 
about every country member of Parliament’s vehicle had a radar detector fitted. I make it quite clear: this is not 
a safety device. People say that if a radar detector detects a speed camera on the side of the road and a driver slows 
down, surely that is a good thing. All of us know that, in effect, the driver slows down until they pass the radar, 
and then they put their foot down again. It is based on the same premise of people believing that they are safe drivers. 
A couple of the country members were my colleagues; most of them were National and Liberal Party members. 
When I spoke to a couple of my colleagues way back then, they considered themselves to be excellent drivers. They 
drove certain country roads all the time and they felt they were competent to drive at 120 or 130 kilometres per hour 
on a road with a 110-kay speed limit because they were experienced and competent drivers. I want to dispel that 
theory. The roads have a speed limit for a reason. No-one can safely continuously drive above those speed limits. 

I think Eric Charlton put forward the argument that the quicker a driver gets from A to B, the shorter the time they 
are on the road and the less vulnerable they are. That is a pretty strange argument; it does not hold true. The argument 
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that a driver who drives fast is only exposed to a road crash for two hours instead of two and a half hours is 
complete nonsense. Just because someone has done something 10 or 20 times does not mean that at some time in 
the future an accident will not happen. 

Whilst dispelling myths, can I just say this: the people who are killed on our country roads—we have a horrendous 
country road toll—are not city people or tourists driving on country roads. That is not to say that no city people or 
tourists are killed on country roads, but what I will say loudly and clearly is that the majority of people killed on 
country roads are country people. Most people killed or seriously injured on any road are in their home or 
a neighbouring postcode zone. When I have spoken to the families of road trauma victims, many times they say to 
me that their son, daughter, husband or wife had driven that road many times before—they knew the road well. 

For those who think that they are safe to drive and deserve to have a device so that they know where the radar 
detectors are so they do not accumulate the points — 

[Quorum formed.] 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: People who think that they are superior drivers because they have driven a road many 
times before and have done so safely and have always come home, always come home until the time that they do 
not. Someone who is travelling at 110 kilometres per hour, let alone a higher speed, and is involved in a crash, quite 
bluntly, is highly likely to die if their car rolls over or hits a tree or an oncoming car. The driver of the oncoming 
car may have done nothing wrong at all; the consequences are tragic. At 110 kays per hour or more, the seatbelts 
and airbags stand little chance of saving them. 

I have diverted a little with radar detectors, but I want to explain the logistics of it a little further. It is a shame and 
a scandal that we are the only state not compliant with Australian Road Rules regulation 225 and that, since 2000, 
Western Australia is the only jurisdiction to allow the use of radar detectors. However, I fully understand that 
over the last 20 years, time has moved on and there are a range of other devices that people can and do use to 
detect where there are speed-checking devices. 

In the Australian Capital Territory, New South Wales and Victoria, the prohibition on radar detectors is contained in 
primary legislation. In the Northern Territory, Queensland, South Australia and Tasmania, the radar detector reforms 
are enacted under subsidiary legislation. In Western Australia, the enactment of any Australian Road Rules reform 
usually takes place by subsidiary legislation—something that the member for Hillarys noted. It takes place under 
the Road Traffic Code. 

The member for Hillarys commented on the prohibition of the use of mobile phones and said that there is no current 
impediment to that, so why the change to this regulation. That is a very legitimate question. Although there are 
similarities between mobile phones and other items such as radar detectors, there are also some important differences. 
Regulating the use of mobile phones falls under the regulation-making provisions contained in section 111(2)(b) 
of the Road Traffic Act, which deals with regulating the conduct and behaviour of drivers of vehicles. That is 
important to note. The State Solicitor’s advice was that a regulation to prohibit devices such as radar detectors is 
less clearly within the current regulation-making powers in the Road Traffic Act. As I am sure the member for 
Hillarys is aware, the State Solicitor’s advice was given with an abundance of caution because it is not 100 per cent 
clear whether it would legitimately be made using those powers. That is why he has suggested this reform. 

The proposed reforms in the bill do not specifically refer to radar detectors but to devices more generally. It is 
drafted in this way to futureproof the regulation-making ability of the Road Traffic Act and bring it more into line 
with legislation in other states. We do not know what future devices might come onto the market that might present 
challenges for the enforcement of road laws. The proposed provisions in the bill, once enacted, will enable the 
Road Traffic Act, and, in particular, the Road Traffic Code, to keep pace with emerging technologies and effectively, 
as I have pointed out, close loopholes as they occur, with the sole motivation of keeping people safe on the roads. 
It must also be remembered that any regulations made under the Road Traffic Act would be subject to the usual 
disallowance process that can take place in either house of Parliament. 

The member for Kalgoorlie commented on proposed new section 110A of the Road Traffic Act. Currently, under 
section 67(3a)(a) of the Road Traffic Act, a person can be charged and prosecuted for a failure to comply with 
a requirement placed on them by a police officer when the person was the driver of a vehicle that caused grievous 
bodily harm, death and so forth to another person. Large provisions of section 67 of the act are being recast in 
clause 17 of the bill, and the existing provisions of subsection (3a) are now contained in a new subsection (3). 

In consultation with the Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions during drafting, an issue was raised regarding 
prosecutions under the current section 67(3a) of the Road Traffic Act in which circumstances might change 
after the enactment of the new provisions contained in the bill. Specifically, if an incident occurs that occasions 
grievous bodily harm or bodily harm prior to the commencement of proposed new section 67(3), the driver will 
be charged under current section 67(3a). If, however, that incident ultimately results in the death of a victim after 
the commencement of proposed new section 67(3), the driver will not be able to be prosecuted under the old 
section 67(3a). 
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Proposed new section 110A overcomes this difficulty so that if the requirement under section 67(3a) had been made 
by the police officer before the new provisions took effect but the victim in question died after commencement, 
the offender can still be charged, prosecuted and convicted under the new provisions. It should be noted that the 
penalty provisions under new subsection (3) are the same as those under current subsection (3a), so the person would 
not be liable to a higher penalty. That was a very good question raised by the member for Kalgoorlie. Hopefully, 
that explanation shows that this is something that was considered during the drafting of the bill, and it will not create 
an anomaly. Section 11 of the Criminal Code, which deals with the effect of changes to the law concerning offences, 
would probably be sufficient to address this matter. However, in order to put aside any uncertainty in this area, 
proposed new section 110A has been drafted. 
The member also queried the use of the term “second person” in proposed new section 110A. Under proposed 
section 110A(2)(a), “second person” refers to a person, other than the driver, who has suffered grievous bodily harm 
or bodily harm. If more than one person has suffered such harm, the offender would still be separately prosecuted, 
as is currently the case. Under the Interpretation Act 1984, words in the singular include the plural, and vice versa. 
I thank every member who participated for their very worthwhile contributions to this debate. Again, I thank all 
members for their support of this bill and I look forward to progressing to the consideration in detail stage. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 
Leave denied to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Consideration in Detail 
Clauses 1 to 40 put and passed. 
Clause 41: Section 111 amended — 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: We had some discussion in the second reading debate about clause 41. I thank the 
minister for her quite comprehensive response to the issues that I raised. I think that will truncate the debate on this 
clause substantially. Right at the outset, can I get the minister to confirm, so that we are all on the same page, that 
the amendment in clause 41 does not alter the existing section 111’s regulation-making power in any substantive 
way, other than by the change contained in new proposed section 111(1)(b), and that all the other changes made 
within the clause are required because of the numerical changes that proposed new paragraph (b) introduces? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Yes, that is correct. The member for Hillarys has accurately outlined that. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Great. It is important to get that on the record. The minister gave an explanation of 
both the genesis of this proposed addition to the regulation-making power and the process by which it came about. 
The minister indicated in her explanation that she had considered the issue around radar detectors. I think her intention 
to ban the use of radar detectors in Western Australia has been quite clear for some time. The minister also referred 
to the longstanding debate in some circles around the efficacy or otherwise of using these devices. In my second 
reading contribution, I said very clearly that I genuinely do not have a concluded position. If I were forced to 
choose one, without knowing the range of arguments that are around, I would probably fall closer to the minister’s 
view, as she outlined, than the opposing view on it. However, it is not a matter for active consideration in this 
legislation so I will curtail my comments on it. What prompted a further question in my mind following the 
minister’s comprehensive summing up was the issue that she raised around the banning of the use of laser jammers 
in Western Australia. The minister indicated she had done that by regulation in the recent past. I seek from the 
minister an explanation about which regulation-making power under section 111 that change was made. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: That was done under regulation 18A. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: It was regulation 18A, but under which head of power for regulations in section 111 
of the Road Traffic Act? The minister mentioned earlier the consideration of section 111(2)(b). Was it under that 
head of regulation-making authority that the laser jammers were prohibited in Western Australia? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I will provide some clarity here. The prohibition of evasive action for speed cameras 
through the use of jammers or breaches of other road rules for the purpose of avoiding detection is more arguably 
a regulation that is “necessary or convenient for giving full effect to the provisions of and for the administration 
of the Road Traffic Act”. It is because, firstly, the regulation of speed falls within regulation of traffic; and, secondly, 
the use of speed cameras is necessary to enforce the speed provisions of the Road Traffic Act, and the prohibition 
of speed jammers and evasive action is necessary to protect the operation of those speed cameras. It is a regulation 
under section 18A of the Road Traffic Act and that is how that was put in place. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Why could that same reasoning and those provisions not be used to effectively regulate 
radar detectors that essentially do almost the identical thing to a different device, such as a laser jammer does to 
a fixed speed camera or a mobile speed camera for that matter? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: That is a good point, and I can see the similarity that the member can see. However, the 
essential difference is that a laser jammer renders the device, the speed camera, useless; that is, it stops that device 
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from working. Police place a speed-protection camera on the side of the road or use a handheld radar and aim it at 
a vehicle. A laser jammer actually jams or blocks that device. That is a different action from that of a radar detector. 
A radar detector in a car, usually on the dashboard, serves as a warning to the driver that a device is there. It does 
not impede the action of the radar gun or mobile speed device that is placed on the side of the road. Under their 
brand name, they have been called Multanovas in the past. People understand them to be the usual tripod camera or 
a camera in a box, or a handheld device. That is the key difference, and the advice we had from the State Solicitor 
was along those lines. Those devices block our devices or impede the functionality of our devices. A radar detector 
is not blocking the functionality of speed-detection equipment; it is merely providing a warning to the driver that 
there is a device there. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I take the distinction. I think the minister expressed a little scepticism about whether 
that is a material difference. If she did express that scepticism, I share it. 
Mrs M.H. Roberts: You are a lawyer. You should understand state solicitors! 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I do, and I think we are splitting hairs on this issue to the point that there is no hair left! 
Given the minister’s stated intention of what she wants to achieve, I think that has probably been a real bugbear 
for her in arriving at the point she wants to arrive at—I think completely and utterly unnecessarily. I heard the 
explanation the minister gave in the summing up and the explanation she gave today. She has attempted to make 
sense of something that makes no sense. If the minister is seeking my opinion, as considered or otherwise as it 
may be, I think it is bunkum. Existing section 111(1) reads — 

The Governor may make regulations for any purpose for which regulations are contemplated or required 
by this Act and may make all such other regulations as may, in his opinion, be necessary or convenient 
for giving full effect to the provisions of, and for the due administration of, this Act, for the equipment 
and use of vehicles and for the regulation of traffic, generally. 

That provision gives all the power that is needed to deal with the equipment and use of vehicles, specifically including 
equipment around radar detectors. I wonder whether the minister has given consideration to that and what legal 
advice she has received from the State Solicitor or others about using that basic regulation power that to me, as 
a layman and as a member of Parliament and as someone who is legally trained, appears to give all the power needed 
in relation to radar detectors. We will get to the points around new subsection (1)(b) more generally in a minute. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The member has raised some very valid points. I certainly do not disagree with the points 
he has made. However, the State Solicitor makes it clear that there is a clear head of power to deal with laser 
jammers by regulation as we did, so that is good; that is done. The State Solicitor says there is a clear head of 
power there. The State Solicitor’s Office view on this is that it is “less clearly within power”. That is a phrase that the 
State Solicitor and lawyers use. Although the member and I could say that we think it is within power, they say it 
is “less clearly within power”. Especially since the member and I have this discussion about it on the public record, 
my concern now would be that if we did not have a fresh head of power for that, someone who was prosecuted 
would look at this debate and see that loophole that they could home in on and challenge whether we had the head 
of power to do that. I do not want to open it up to that. I would prefer to go along with the cautious advice given 
by the State Solicitor. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Excuse me, members, could you please keep the chatter down? We are conducting 
a debate here. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: New section 111(1)(b) is couched in very broad terms. It states — 

to regulate or prohibit, or anything that is necessary or convenient to be prescribed to regulate or prohibit — 
(i) using a vehicle with a device attached to, or removed from, the vehicle; and 
(ii) using or possessing a device while a person is within or on a vehicle. 

Other than radar detectors, what other devices are currently being considered to be included in this sort of 
regulation-making power? Is the Road Safety Commission contemplating any other devices? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: No other devices are being considered. I can say quite unequivocally that nothing else is 
under consideration, certainly that I am considering or that I am aware of. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: The intention is that as soon as practicable after this regulation comes into force, 
a regulation will be made to ban the use of radar detectors in Western Australia. Is that a fair summation? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I would like to do that. I would love to do that with the Liberal Party’s support. I would 
rather get some consensus about it before I bring it in, and I look forward to having a further discussion with the 
Liberal Party about that. Ultimately, yes, that is my desire. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: If it is regulation, under what sort of protocols would we have that proposed discussion? 
Mrs M.H. Roberts: I can write you a letter, if you like. I can write the Leader of the Opposition a letter and you can 
consider it in your party room. 
Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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DISTINGUISHED VISITOR — DAVID WOLF 
Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) [2.00 pm]: I would like to welcome to the Assembly chamber Mr David Wolf, 
the Chief Judge for the Kern County Superior Court in California. He has been praised as the inspiration for video 
sentencing in Kern County Courts. This technology is especially designed for prison hearings and aims to prevent 
prisoners from travelling very long distances for potentially a very brief court appearance. Welcome to you and your 
family and friends: Ms Lori Wolf, Mr David Knight, Mr Denis Knight, Mr Matthew Knight, Ms Connie Saffioti—
that name rings a bell!—Ms Lauren Knight and Mr Daniel Knight. Welcome to our chamber. 
[Applause.] 
VISITORS —KEWDALE PRIMARY SCHOOL AND ST EMILIE’S CATHOLIC PRIMARY SCHOOL 

Statement by Speaker 
THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) [2.02 pm]: I would also like to welcome some special students we have in 
the chamber today—the student leaders from Kewdale Primary School. Also a warm welcome to the principal, 
Mr Simpson. I also welcome students from St Emilie’s Catholic Primary School from Canning Vale, in the member 
for Southern River’s electorate. We have a full house today! 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
COLLINS-CLASS SUBMARINE MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 

1083. Mrs L.M. HARVEY to the Premier: 
I refer to Western Australia’s bid to attract the full-cycle docking maintenance program for the Collins-class 
submarines. How much state funding has the Minister for Defence Issues secured for critical infrastructure at the 
Australian Marine Complex, including a dry dock — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: — an additional channel and upgrades to utilities? 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Or, is the government hoping to attract this critically important job-creating project by 
doing absolutely nothing except a $500 000 spin campaign? 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister! 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
I thank the Leader of the Opposition for the question. In the Minister for Defence Issues, we have someone who 
is a former naval officer, commanded a warship, commanded a clearance diving team and served in two wars 
representing the Australian Navy and the Australian Defence Force, and we have the Leader of the Opposition 
prepared to attack him over an issue about which he is an expert. That is where the Liberal Party is at. I see people 
such as the soon-to-depart member for Riverton shaking his head. The Minister for Defence Issues is an expert on 
these issues. He has served with people who make the decisions in Canberra about these issues. The Leader of the 
Opposition, of all people, knows nothing about defence. She knows absolutely zero about defence—less than zero 
about defence, if that is possible. She knows nothing about these issues and she comes in here with this half-baked 
argument about these issues. It was this government that took up the case for full-cycle docking. It was this government. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: There is another one who knows nothing about defence! 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, the question has been asked. I am sure you want to hear the answer, because I do. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: It was this government that took up the case for full-cycle docking, it was this government 
that established Defence West, it was this government that established the Defence Advocate, it was this government 
that put the business case to the federal government on behalf of Western Australia and launched a public campaign, 
and it was this government that got the reports done about the suitability of this work being done in Western Australia 
and submitted it to the commonwealth government. We have put a significant amount of money behind this issue—
a very significant amount of money. We do not want to get into a financial bidding contest with South Australia. We 
want to ensure that Western Australia’s case is put forcefully and significantly to the commonwealth government, 
which we have done. 
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I have met with the defence minister about these matters, I have discussed the matter with the Prime Minister, 
I have met with the senior naval officers and senior public servants responsible for making these decisions, and 
the minister behind me has done even more than that. The Leader of the Opposition’s record on these issues when 
it comes to defence skills is to put up the cost of TAFE fees by 500 per cent. That is the Leader of the Opposition’s 
record on these issues. She put up the TAFE fees by up to 500 per cent, including in some of these courses that are 
directly related to this work, and then she has the chutzpah to come in here and ask questions on something about 
which she knows nothing. I doubt the Leader of the Opposition has even seen a submarine. I doubt she has even 
been on a submarine. I doubt she has even been to a naval base. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I doubt the Leader of the Opposition knows anything whatsoever about these issues, and 
I am so looking forward to her contribution in the matter of public interest later on today. I am so looking forward 
to hearing what she is going to say, because we will have something to say in response that will, once again, make 
it obvious that she does not know anything about these issues and she does not know anything about many issues. 

COLLINS-CLASS SUBMARINE MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 
1084. Mrs L.M. HARVEY to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Has the Premier’s do-nothing government compromised Western Australia’s — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! Members to my right, I want to hear it. 
Mr M.P. Murray: I am sure that was a Christmas joke! 
The SPEAKER: Yes, you might be 70 years of age, but I call you to order for the first time, Minister for Sport 
and Recreation. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Has the Premier’s do-nothing government compromised Western Australia’s chances of 
getting the entire full-cycle docking maintenance program through its complete inaction, just as when it lost — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! When you ask questions in question time, they are heard in silence. Start again, 
Leader of the Opposition. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Thank you, Mr Speaker. What an extraordinary display. 
Has the Premier’s do-nothing government compromised Western Australia’s chances of getting the entire full-cycle 
docking maintenance program because of its inaction — 
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: — just like it lost the space agency? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
Mr Speaker — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, your Premier is on his feet. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, your Premier is on his feet. You might think you are funny, but you are not. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: This government has done more to secure defence work than any government in recent 
Western Australian history—probably any government in Western Australian history. When all the major contracts 
were being handed out for the submarine builds—for 12 Barracuda-class submarines and nine new Hunter-class 
frigates—they were going to South Australia, and the former Liberal–National government did nothing. It did not 
establish Defence West, as we have done, and it did not organise the Defence Advocate. It just let South Australia 
run riot. That is what the former government did when it was in office. It was sloth-like, it was indolent and it was 
amateurish. It was absolutely and completely useless. We have established Defence West and we have created 
a Minister for Defence Issues. 
Several members interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We have appointed a former naval officer ship captain to head up the issue as a minister in 
the government, which is something that no-one in the opposition is even capable of. For us then to be accused of 
doing nothing—I suppose the Leader of the Opposition sometimes does things. For instance, last Friday, she went 
to the Flashpoint program, when she was not even on it. I am sure they were thrilled to see her there. When she was 
not even scheduled to go on, she showed up raring to go!  

Point of Order 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Point of order, Mr Speaker. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I do not know whether you will ever get on to Q&A, member for Armadale, but I will call you 
to order for the first time. Members, I will hear points of order in order. Anyone who interjects, I will call to order. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Aside from the Premier’s continual attacks on the Leader of the Opposition, I question the 
relevancy of what he is doing and trying to achieve here. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: So you are all experts on points of order, are you? I agree with the point of order. I am sure the 
Premier will get back to the original question. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Just so members opposite understand, we presented a full business case to the federal Minister 
for Defence. 

Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Leader of the Opposition should table the report that Mr Whyte stopped. Why does she 
not table that? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: What is the Leader of the Opposition trying to hide? I think it is very interesting that the 
Liberal Party has not asked me any questions about that matter. Why do they not ask me some questions? Maybe 
the Liberal Party has something to hide. Maybe the National Party has something to hide. For eight and a half years 
alleged corruption was allowed to flourish under the Liberals and the Nationals, and they do not come in here and 
ask me a single question about it. Please do. Bring on the submarine matter of public importance! Bring on 
questions about Mr Whyte, because we have a few things to say about members opposite in relation to that matter. 

Ms M.J. Davies interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Nationals! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I urge the Liberal Party to understand that we put in a full business case to the commonwealth. 
We got various reports, in particular one done by PricewaterhouseCoopers, to work out the case for Western Australia 
to secure the full-cycle docking work here in Western Australia. All I ask the state opposition to do is join us in 
trying to secure this work for Western Australia rather than coming up with these ridiculous criticisms that only 
give encouragement to the federal government to give the work to South Australia, which does not deserve it. 

RESOURCE SECTOR — ENVIRONMENTAL APPROVALS BILATERAL AGREEMENT 

1085. Ms J. FARRER to the Premier: 

I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s commitment to giving the resource sector the certainty it needs to create 
jobs and help drive the Western Australian economy. Can the Premier outline to the house how the environmental 
approvals bilateral agreement he has proposed to the Prime Minister would help get major job-creating projects 
underway sooner and ensure that billions of dollars’ worth of investment is not held up by unnecessary bureaucracy? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 

I thank member for Kimberley for the question. Yesterday and today, I attended the Resources Technology 
Showcase at the Perth Convention and Exhibition Centre and saw some of the displays and activities being undertaken 
there. I would like to congratulate the organisers of that event. It is a great showcase for Western Australian 
industry. Over the next few years, we are potentially going to see tens of billions of dollars of additional investment 
in resources projects in Western Australia. We are working hard with the relevant players on the Scarborough and 
Browse projects to bring them to fruition and onshore at the Burrup Hub. Between them, they are worth around 
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$45 billion. Our major iron ore producers, such as Rio Tinto, FMG and BHP, have significant expansions either 
underway or planned that will create thousands of jobs. We are doing everything we can to ensure that that work 
occurs here and as much manufacturing work related to those projects as possible occurs here in Western Australia. 
One of the things I wrote to the Prime Minister about was trying to ensure that we remove redundant and replicated 
approval processes between the commonwealth and the state. We are very strong supporters, and I am personally 
a very strong supporter, of high environmental standards, but I would like to see that if approval processes are fit 
to be undertaken, the same approval processes not be undertaken at the federal and state level that result in 
additional costs and delays for major resources projects in Western Australia. I have written to the Prime Minister 
urging that processes be undertaken by the state Environmental Protection Authority that we expect would reduce 
time frames on project approvals or otherwise by six months. That would not involve any additional legislative 
change, but would ensure a speed-up of job opportunities and projects here in Western Australia. As I said, I do 
not want to see any reduction in environmental protections or standards. I just want to see a removal of duplication 
at the state and federal level. I hope to receive a positive outcome on that from the Prime Minister. 
On top of that, last year we provided an additional $3 million to the EPA to fund additional staff because of the 
increasing workload with new opportunities coming onstream. We just announced today an additional $1.7 million 
for additional staff at the EPA to deal with the backlog of work. We are very keen, particularly in light of the 
Resources Technology Showcase that was on yesterday and today. My ministers and I were very happy to attend 
an event last night. I saw the member for Dawesville wandering around unable to find his seat. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: It was like musical chairs. He did not have a seat. I wonder why that was. 
We expect that the bilateral agreement we are proposing with the commonwealth would ensure high environmental 
standards, but slash approval times and result in thousands of jobs for our state. 

PAUL WHYTE–CRAIG DALE — WARMUN COMMUNITY PROJECT — 
MEMBER FOR VICTORIA PARK’S COMMENTS 

Mrs L.M. O’MALLEY: Mr Speaker. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Mr Speaker. 
The SPEAKER: Oh—you were a bit slow, member for Dawesville. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I was thrown by the Premier, Mr Speaker. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Dawesville. 
1086. Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP to the Treasurer: 
Thank you, Mr Speaker. I refer to recent corruption allegations against senior public servant Paul Whyte — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I do not know who said that, but if I catch them next time, they will get two. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I am sure it was the member for Bunbury. 
I refer to recent corruption allegations against senior public servant Paul Whyte and others. 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Water, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I refer to recent corruption allegations against senior public servant Paul Whyte and others, 
and note that the Treasurer raised issues of concern in 2016 against Mr Whyte and Mr Dale about services being 
delivered to the Warmun Community, known as the Warmun project. What steps did the government take upon 
winning government in March 2017 to address those concerns? 
Mr B.S. WYATT replied: 
I thank the member for Dawesville for finally raising this issue in Parliament. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr B.S. WYATT: It is striking that it has taken all this time for this issue to be raised. I will deal with some comments 
made by the Leader of the Opposition complaining about her frustration about this issue being raised in light of 
the fact that she will not raise it herself in this chamber. Member for Dawesville—good question. I will raise 
a couple of points. I will deal with the back end of the question first, and then deal with the front end. Essentially, we 
had significant machinery-of-government change. A couple of things happened within that: obviously, there was our 
commitment to reduce the number of government departments, but also to respond to some of the recommendations 
from the Langoulant inquiry on governance. We made those changes, and in my view it is fundamental as to why 
we had a different management structure in the Housing Authority and Mr Whyte’s activities were uncovered. 
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Indeed, it is exactly the same scenario as Mr Peacock in Japan and the North Metropolitan Health Service 
corruption scandal. When I caught up with the Auditor General recently, she made the point that changing lines of 
management and inquiry are fundamental to exposing corruption. That is certainly what that did. 
Now, going back a step, I note the former member for Belmont Glenys Godfrey. I was on the Public Accounts 
Committee with her. I think it was chaired at the time by Kim Hames, but it may have been the member for 
Churchlands. I cannot remember who was chairing at the time. In an annual report inquiry, it became very clear 
very quickly for all members of the committee that the response from Mr Whyte at the Housing Authority was not 
sufficient. At the time, we were inquiring into the contract one of the seven Ministers for Housing in the former 
government—I think it may have been Mr Buswell—made with the Transfield Services contract. Invoices under 
$500 did not require anything for them to be paid. Trying to get to the bottom of that was very, very difficult. 
Mrs Godfrey, to her credit, wanted to get Mr Whyte back in, and we got him back in. Mr Whyte and Mr Dale had 
been on my radar due to the rebuild of Turkey Creek—the Warmun Aboriginal community that we had to rebuild 
after the flood. From memory, most of that was funded by the commonwealth, but, of course, it is up to the state 
to do it. Many a report was made to me about moneys not hitting the ground. That is where he came onto my radar. 
We saw in this place a fairly robust critique of Mr Whyte and Mr Dale by both myself and the then member for 
Belmont, Glenys Godfrey. I would have thought that in light of the fact that the Housing Authority had two qualified 
audits between 2011 and that Public Accounts Committee, the then government might have had a look at that. 
Who did the then government get to respond, because the government of the day has to respond to Public Accounts 
Committee reports? It got Mr Whyte to respond. Is it any surprise it has been so difficult to find this guy? We 
came into government, we made the changes that we committed to and he was discovered. I dare say that as more 
evidence is presented to the court, this will go back some way—I suspect as late as 2008. But if it were not for the 
reforms announced by the Premier and the Langoulant inquiry that changed governance structures, he would probably 
still be there doing what he had been doing.  

PAUL WHYTE–CRAIG DALE — WARMUN COMMUNITY PROJECT — 
MEMBER FOR VICTORIA PARK’S COMMENTS 

1087. Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP to the Treasurer: 
I thank the Treasurer for his response. I have a supplementary question. Given that Mr Whyte came on to the 
Treasurer’s radar in 2016, upon coming into cabinet, did the Treasurer raise any concerns with the Premier, the 
Minister for Community Services or anybody else; and, if so, what were those concerns?  
Mr B.S. WYATT replied: 
Yes, they were the same concerns I raised with the former government. The former government got Mr Whyte to 
respond. This is the problem we had, in which both I and a member of the member’s party, Glenys Godfrey, raised 
the issues around this guy, and it got that guy to respond. What did we do? We found out and sacked him, because 
that is exactly what governments should be doing.  
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members!  
Mr B.S. WYATT: I wonder why. Actually, I do not wonder why the former government was not asking questions. 
I went through the transcript of the police prosecutor, and I dare say that once the evidence has been presented, 
I suspect the complicit negligence of the former government will be there for all to see.  

COLLINS-CLASS SUBMARINE MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 
1088. Mrs L.M. O’MALLEY to the Minister for Defence Issues: 
On behalf of the member for Mount Lawley, I would first like to acknowledge representatives of the Mount Lawley 
Primary School Parents and Citizens Association in the gallery today.  
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s fight to secure more defence maintenance and manufacturing jobs 
for Western Australians and its commitment to continue to grow our skilled workforce. Can the minister advise 
the house whether he is aware of anyone who does not have confidence in Western Australia’s capability to 
undertake this work and is seeking to undermine this government’s efforts?  
Mr P. PAPALIA replied: 
I thank the member for the question. Sadly, I can confirm that someone is very obviously engaged in undermining 
the efforts of Western Australia to bring full-cycle docking to Western Australia. It is sad to reflect on the fact that 
on Monday, the Leader of the Opposition went on air on 6PR and, on an unrelated matter, chose to raise full-cycle 
docking. She suggested that somehow Western Australia is incapable of doing the task, that our workers are unskilled 
and incapable of meeting the demands of that task and that South Australia is and therefore should retain the task. 
That is the implication when the member makes such ridiculous observations in the public domain. Today she will 
double-down by moving this outrageous and laughable matter of public interest suggesting that the house condemns 
the current government for not doing enough to get full-cycle docking, “which threatens Western Australia’s chance 
of being awarded the entire program, compromising economic activity and jobs”. That, on its own, represents the 
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most reckless and irresponsible act by a Leader of the Opposition that I have witnessed in my almost 13 years in 
Parliament. It is extraordinary that someone who purports to represent the interests of the Western Australian 
public through her role as the leader of the Western Australian opposition would actively engage in a campaign in 
support of the federal government deciding to allow South Australia to retain a task that should come to WA, 
obviously in Western Australia’s interest and also in the national interest. It is not as though we have just arrived 
at this at this moment in time. This is a critical point in time, and perhaps the Leader of the Opposition might want 
to stop tapping on her phone for a moment and consider this.  
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members!  
Mr P. PAPALIA: Right now, the federal government is determining, based on advice from the Australian Defence 
Force, whether full-cycle docking will move to Western Australia. That process is underway. It is a live consideration 
by the federal government as we speak and the Leader of the Opposition has engaged in an effort to undermine 
Western Australia’s campaign. She is the only one doing so, with the ignorant, ill-informed observations that she has 
made on radio and will repeat in Parliament today through her matter of public interest. I can tell members that this 
is not something we have just arrived at. We commenced the effort to bring full-cycle docking to Western Australia 
in October last year, when the Premier launched the “Western Australian Defence and Defence Industries Strategic 
Plan”. It is a public document. It was drafted by Major General Jeff Sengelman, former Special Operations Commander 
to Australia. It was written in full consultation and collaboration with former defence minister Christopher Pyne, 
who, in my observation, was probably the second best defence minister Australia has ever had after Kim Beazley. 
We made six strategies to promote the defence industry in Western Australia, and the premier action of one of 
them states — 

Develop and promote a comprehensive case for Western Australia to be the principal location for all 
submarine maintenance and sustainment. 

That is on page 3 of the document that I hope the Leader of the Opposition would have read. I know she is not very 
good at finding documents, because she could not find one that was given to her office on Friday, but this one is 
publicly available and I will give her a copy later, if she wants it. Since that time, we have been working with the 
new defence minister—we saw her in the week after she took office—and we drew to her attention that action. 
We said that we would be making the case for full-cycle docking in accordance with that strategic plan and we 
commenced our task. PricewaterhouseCoopers and ACIL Allen Consulting were commissioned to do strategic and 
economic arguments for why the task should come to WA. Later in the year, Advisian and Oropesa compiled a list 
of infrastructure necessary for bringing full-cycle docking to Western Australia. We gave the Minister for Defence 
a business case, committing Western Australia to all the training costs associated with building the blue-collar 
workforce, and we have undertaken to fund the apprentices who will need to be trained. That is in our business case. 
If we get the task, we will fund infrastructure identified as being necessary by the Defence Force for full-cycle 
docking and we have undertaken to commit all necessary planning changes to establish a defence precinct. All 
those things are underway with the support of the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia, the 
Australian Industry and Defence Network of Western Australia, the Henderson Alliance, every public university, 
major defence businesses and small and medium-sized enterprises and all the state government agencies. 
The SPEAKER: Minister. 
Mr P. PAPALIA: This is an important matter, Mr Speaker. It is important that we bring to the attention of the 
Leader of the Opposition that she is jeopardising the interests of Western Australia’s defence industry and the 
Western Australian public, and it is incredible that she would choose to do so in a field of endeavour that she has 
no experience in, no skill in and no knowledge of. She has not even bothered to apprise herself of our strategy, unlike 
the shadow minister who sits right next to her, who said that he is fully supportive of the full-cycle docking case.  
Mr W.R. Marmion: We all are.  
Mr P. PAPALIA: Why could he not tell his leader to keep her mouth closed at this critical time? It is critical that 
everyone in Western Australia support this effort. It is extraordinary that the Leader of the Opposition should 
choose to undermine it. I cannot understand why she would do it.  

ROADWORK SIGNAGE — REGIONAL WA 
1089. Mr V.A. CATANIA to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to concerns of experienced truck drivers that disused and seemingly forgotten roadwork signage poses 
a major risk to all regional road users.  
(1) Will the Minister for Transport support a joint select committee to conduct a review of roadwork signage 

policies, regulations and current practices and standards?  
(2) If no to (1), why not?  
(3) When did the minister or her department last undertake a review of road safety signage relating to 

roadworks in regional areas?  
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied: 
I thank the member for that question.  
(1)–(3) Post–the accident the member referred to, a review was undertaken of the cause and what happened in 

relation to that accident. As a result, the guidelines for signage for roadworks has been strengthened and, 
in particular, looking at issues in relation to the permanency of signs and how those signs are stabilised 
in windy conditions. There has been a strengthening of guidelines in relation to the level of tie down and 
permanency of the signs. Also, there has been a review of road speeds in relation to where roadworks are. 
Since that accident, Main Roads has reviewed the situation and I think a review has also been passed on 
to the police and, I think, to the State Coroner. As a result, an audit and review has been undertaken and 
the relevant guidelines have been strengthened.  

ROADWORK SIGNAGE — REGIONAL WA 
1090. Mr V.A. CATANIA to the Minister for Transport: 
I have a supplementary question.  
Since the review by the Department of Transport, what are the outcomes of that review and have any changes been 
made to the way in which Main Roads or contractors or subcontractors operate during roadworks in regional 
Western Australia?  
Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied: 
Yes, as I outlined, as a result of the audit and review of the accident that occurred, there has been a change to the 
guidelines about how roadwork signs are fixed and the strength of how they are tied down. Basically, as a result 
of that, we have reviewed and strengthened the guidelines in relation to how the signs are tied down to try to 
prevent them from being blown over. This has always been an issue, particularly in regional WA, where there are 
strong winds and also where roadworks are undertaken across a wide area. There were audits of, or visits to, the 
signs, and inspections were undertaken by Main Roads in relation to that incident too, but, of course, they cannot 
be checked every 15 minutes. As a result, we have strengthened the guidelines so that signs are far more permanent 
in those situations.  

PUBLIC SECTOR — CORRUPTION 
1091. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Treasurer: 
This question is about an issue that is dear to my heart. I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s commitment 
to ensure that there is confidence in our public sector by implementing stronger financial accountability measures 
across government. Can the Treasurer advise the house of any attempts to hinder or obstruct this government’s 
strong and rapid response to corruption within the public sector?  
Mr B.S. WYATT replied: 
I thank the member for Girrawheen, as somebody who is certainly very interested in this topic, for that question.  
I think it is fair to say that all members support good government; all members, despite our disagreements from 
time to time, want to see corruption in the public sector ferreted out, disclosed, prosecuted and appropriately 
punished. The activities of Mr Whyte, and potentially others, that we have heard about recently, are ones that 
I think would have shocked us all. We are determined to not only deal with those, but also get to the bottom of the 
environment in which corruption may thrive. There are a range of reasons that is the case, and the Auditor General 
has highlighted some of them.  
Back in 2012, the former government commissioned PricewaterhouseCoopers, with the Department of Treasury, 
to undertake what is termed a “value for money audit” into the Housing Authority. These things cost hundreds of 
thousands of dollars, but they generally give a fairly good series of recommendations to government; they also 
highlight weaknesses, in particular, around governance and other reasons within that agency. So I wrote, it being 
a document that was prepared by the previous government, last Tuesday to the Leader of the Opposition requesting 
her permission to have that document released, to which the Leader of the Opposition replied on Wednesday. 
I want to quote this — 

… I firmly believe that high levels of integrity should be maintained across the public sector at all times, 
and that policies and procedures should be consistently evolving to appropriately manage risk and deal 
with reports of corruption or other forms of misconduct. 
I therefore request that the Director General, DPC officially provide to my office copies of the requested 
documents, in line with long standing convention, so that appropriate consideration can be given to their 
release.  

I thought that was reasonable enough. I wrote back on Thursday to the Leader of the Opposition and said, “Fine. That 
is what we will do.” On Thursday afternoon, a copy of that document was dropped off at the Leader of the Opposition’s 
office, 40 metres from where I now stand.  
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That was on Thursday. Friday, Saturday, Sunday, Monday, Tuesday—all that time I am assuming the Leader of 
the Opposition is giving, and I quote, “appropriate consideration” to that document. Members cannot imagine my 
surprise when on radio this morning, when the Leader of the Opposition, after saying she was not going to release 
this document for the broader consumption of the public of WA who funded this report, was asked, “Why is it you 
won’t do that? Have you read it?”, five days after she was given it, and I quote again, “appropriate consideration”. 
She said, “No, I have not.” Then when she was asked why not, she replied, “Well, because it is gathering dust in 
a vault from seven years ago.” That vault was the Leader of the Opposition’s executive assistant’s out the front of 
her office. Apparently in those five days, the Leader of the Opposition could not bring it upon herself to read the 
document and make a decision about whether that should be released. Every day that we, the Premier or myself, 
have made a response or tried to make a response to this issue, the Leader of the Opposition has critiqued it: It is 
not good enough; more needs to be done—more inquiries, more reviews. The Leader of the Opposition was given 
the opportunity to read a report, commissioned by her government, and she says, “I’m not going to read it. Why 
do I care what’s in it?” What is the point of the royal commission that the Leader of the Opposition is demanding 
if she is not going to read anything? 
The Leader of the Opposition then went on to say this in her response—it was an extraordinary interview. For 
someone who is not good on detail, it was highlighted. The Attorney General was quoted in making the point that 
he believes that 90 per cent of the funds that were misused are likely to have been misused during the lifetime of 
the previous government, to which the Leader of the Opposition responded — 

He has provided no proof of that … he has provided no proof of it ... 
Again, I suspect if the Leader of the Opposition read the odd document or two she might also have read the 
transcript of the police prosecutor. I quote, according to my notes — 

There is further investigation that is being undertaken. The commencement of this operation was a covert 
police investigation, and that investigation, of limited span, is what has resulted in the charges currently 
before the court. The operation now moves to an overt evidence-gathering stage, and there’s evidence to 
indicate a further 20 to 25 million dollars between the period of 2008 and the present date, facilitated by the 
false invoicing of the Department of Communities, so that’s in addition to what’s currently before the court. 

It is not the Attorney General; it is what has gone in the transcript in open court. I suggest that if the Leader of the 
Opposition read the odd document, she might find these things.  
This is the final point she made, again, because the interview was a train wreck—when you are under pressure it 
is amazing what you say. When the question was asked: “Well, you haven’t read it”—I think those journalists who 
asked the Leader of the Opposition this were stunned by the answer to the questions: How come you know there 
is corruption? Why have you given it to the CCC, but in those five days of appropriate consideration why have 
you not read the document?—this is what the Leader of the Opposition said — 

But, but well Nadia, I’ve been given an understanding by people in my office, who have read that report 
and were part of it …  

Part of the report? Part of the Housing Authority? Part of the corruption? I do not understand what that means, but 
I suggest that that alone might even warrant the fact that the Leader of the Opposition might want to pick it up and 
read it herself.  
The final point the Leader of the Opposition made, again to highlight the problem that the Leader of the Opposition 
has with detail, is this — 

Well, I’ll tell you what … the way to fix this problem is to actually give the Auditor-General more funding 
to perform more audits and the Government isn’t doing that.  

Wrong again. Since 2007–08, the Auditor General’s budget has been cut only three times; that is, in 2012–13, 
2015–16 and 2016–17. On average, the Auditor General’s budget under this government has risen by about 
10.8 per cent, and due to the decision made by the Premier just recently, I suspect it is probably going to increase 
a bit to do some forensic audits.  
I say to the Leader of the Opposition: it is easy to go out there and run a cheap line—it easy to do that—but if she 
is going to have some substance to what she is and who she is, read documents, get involved and contribute, 
because at the moment the cheap line and the lack of substance is there for all to see. The members for Dawesville, 
Riverton and Kalgoorlie would have read that report; any MP who is doing their job would have read that report 
before simply saying, “We’re not going to release it.” Release that document and let the people of WA make their 
own decision on it and help the government respond to what has clearly been a substantial case of corruption.  

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITIES — PAUL WHYTE 
1092. Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP to the Premier: 
Given the Treasurer’s comments in this place regarding corruption plaguing his government — 
Several members interjected.  
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The SPEAKER: Members! Start again.  

Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Water, you do not have to comment on everything.  
Several members interjected.  
The SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Given the Treasurer’s comments in this place regarding corruption plaguing the 
government, can the Premier explain to the house why the Treasurer, as deputy chair of the investigating 
parliamentary committee, who had grave issues about Mr Whyte back in 2016, did absolutely nothing to prevent 
corruption in the past three years?  

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
A few things we have done. We uncovered the alleged corruption. We sacked the individual involved. We stopped his 
pay. We put in place measures that allowed for his alleged corruption to be uncovered. The machinery-of-government 
changes actually meant that his alleged corruption was uncovered. The Australian Transaction Reports and 
Analysis Centre laws we passed actually meant that his transactions were uncovered. The changes we made to the 
Corruption and Crime Commission Act actually meant that his assets could be frozen. We did all those things. 
Meanwhile, for eight and a half years, when the former government was in office, the alleged corruption was 
flourishing! Week in, week out, it was all flourishing when the former government was in office. It got a report 
back in 2011 called the “value for money” report that may well have meant, had it been implemented, that his 
actions would have been uncovered and what he did would not have taken place at least from 2011 onwards. What 
did the former government do? It buried the report, and the current opposition refuses to release it now. From 
beyond the political grave, the opposition is still allowing Mr Whyte’s activities not to be fully revealed. That is 
what is going on. 
The fact that members opposite would even come in here and ask us a question about this shows what a weak and 
useless opposition it is. We heard just now from the Treasurer that the Leader of the Opposition has not even read 
the review that she received last week—the value for money review that the opposition should be releasing. The 
value for money review examined the commercial activities of the then Department of Housing and made further 
recommendations, we are advised, about changing that. What did the former government do? I am advised that, 
on the advice of Mr Whyte, members of the last government decided not to implement it. I am advised that 
ministers of the last government wanted to promote Mr Whyte to head up, for instance, the Department of Regional 
Development. I am advised that members of the last government were very close to Mr Whyte. So, rather than 
come in here and raise these allegations, members of the last government should be hanging their heads in shame. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITIES — PAUL WHYTE 

1093. Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. If the Treasurer knew of this problem with Mr Whyte back in 2016, why was he 
promoted — 
Ms S. Winton interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo, I call you to order for the first time. Start again. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Thank you very much, Mr Speaker. 
Given the Treasurer knew of this problem with Mr Whyte back in 2016, why was he promoted under the Premier’s 
government and only charged in 2019? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
When the former government was in office, it made him acting director general of Housing for at least a year. It 
made him acting director general of Regional Development for at least four months. 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member, you have had your question. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: We were in opposition. I do not know whether the member understands the system. The 
opposition does not make these decisions. I do not know whether the member gets that. That is what occurred 
when the Liberal and National Parties were in government, and the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party was the 
Minister for Housing. The member for Warren–Blackwood was also the Minister for Housing. In fact, Mr Speaker, 
there was seven Ministers for Housing over that term—seven Ministers for Housing over the term of the last 
government, which lasted eight and a half years. There were a full seven. That really must be some sort of record! 
It is impressive. 
Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Treasurer! Members, your own Premier is on his feet. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: When we put in place the machinery-of-government changes on 1 July, he was subsumed 
below someone else. That is what happened. His position was subsumed below someone else. Members opposite 
have a strange definition of promotion. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Dawesville! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is a strange definition of promotion when he was placed below someone else and therefore 
allowed the alleged corruption to be exposed. 

Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Carine! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I will explain it to members opposite again. 

Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Carine, I heard you the first two times. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Other people in the department then had the confidence to report him to someone above him. 

Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 

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

Mr M. McGOWAN: When the Liberal and National Parties were in office, they did not have that confidence 
because he was in charge. Corruption flourished under the Liberals and Nationals. We have uncovered it, we will 
continue to uncover it, and it is because of the changes we have made that it is being uncovered. 

TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS — FEDERAL FUNDING 

1094. Mrs J.M.C. STOJKOVSKI to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s unrelenting fight for a greater share of commonwealth funding for its 
job-creating, economic-boosting transport infrastructure projects. 

(1) Can the minister update the house on how this government’s approach to securing federal funding is 
delivering more investments and more jobs for Western Australians, including those in my electorate of 
Kingsley? 

(2) Can the minister advise the house how this compares with the approach taken by the previous Liberal–National 
government? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied: 
I thank the member for that question. Of course, the member for Kingsley has been fighting for the road project 
from Hodges Drive to Hepburn Avenue. The member for Kingsley has been a strong advocate and fighting for 
this project. 

(1)–(2) Last week, the state government unveiled its latest range of new commitments to Western Australia—
joint funding arrangements between the state and the commonwealth for new road and rail projects in 
WA. One of the most significant, of course, is the Mitchell Freeway widening from Hodges Drive to 
Hepburn Avenue. The cost of the project is $76 million, with over 500 jobs to be created. This is as 
a result of negotiations between the state and the commonwealth. There is the Great Northern Highway 
project; projects to try to reduce some of the congestion at the Wanneroo Road–Morley Drive intersection. 
We have projects on Great Eastern Highway and some planning around the Reid Highway–Erindale Road 
intersection. Of course, another train station is to be added to the network. 

We go in and we try to secure the best funds we can for Western Australia. Together, with the new 
projects, we have been able to negotiate a bringing forward of funds to ensure that the time frame that we 
put forward can be delivered for a range of other road projects, such as the Bunbury Outer Ring Road and 
the Albany ring-road, Mr Speaker. 

The SPEAKER: Hear, hear! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: To be honest, we were going at 100 kilometres an hour trying to secure the planning and 
the environmental processes, and, as a result, we now have the full funding to be able to deliver those projects to 
the time that we set out. There is Karratha–Tom Price stage 4, the Newman to Katherine corridor upgrade, the 
Port Augusta to Perth corridor and, of course, the Tonkin Highway gap—another key project. This is yet another 
example of the state government getting on with the job. We are out there delivering projects, creating jobs and 
making sure that WA is at the table getting as much money as we can to create jobs and reduce congestion in WA. 
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PUBLIC SCHOOLS — PERFORMANCE BENCHMARKS 

1095. Mr R.S. LOVE to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training: 

My question is to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training, of which some notice has 
been given. I refer to the recent article “Schools Flunk Tests” in The Sunday Times that lists 43 Western Australian 
public schools that do not meet Department of Education performance benchmarks. Given that 30 of the 43 schools 
identified, or 70 per cent, were schools in regional WA, what measures will the minister put in place to ensure that 
students from regional areas do not continue to be disproportionately disadvantaged compared with those from 
metropolitan areas? 

Mr P. PAPALIA replied: 

I thank the member for his question of which some notice was given. I have an answer from the Minister for 
Education and Training. The government is committed to ensuring that all Western Australian children have access 
to the best possible learning opportunities. The new system of public school review, which commenced in term 3 
last year, provides a stronger quality assurance than was previously in place. Under the previous government, 
independent public schools were reviewed every three years. Only public schools of considerable concern were 
reviewed by the department’s internal expert review group. That meant a large number of schools—those that were 
not independent public schools and those that were not of considerable concern—were not subject to a formal and 
independent review process. As a result, some schools were not reviewed for up to 10 years under the previous 
government. I think parents would absolutely expect their schools always to be striving towards improvement by 
making adjustments and improvements to strengthen what they do. I think that is expected of everyone, regardless 
of the work they are in, and that is exactly what is happening here. The Minister for Education and Training expects 
all our schools to strive towards constant improvement, and I am sure that parents would share that expectation. 
We want families to feel confident that their children are in the best possible learning environments, and most are. 
Although 43 schools were reported as needing improvement, 143 were reported as being effective. Under the new 
review process, “needs improvement” means exactly that. However, it does not mean that the school is unsatisfactory 
or ineffective. 

This government is committed to supporting regional schools. Since this government was elected, the following 
additional investment has been made to support schools in regional Western Australia: the provision of 159 FTE 
additional education assistants to support kindergarten to year 2 in 141 country schools; 50 additional FTE Aboriginal 
and Torres Strait Islander education officers to support Aboriginal students across 74 country schools and 
four residential colleges; 10 new independent learning coordinator teachers for year 11 and 12 students enrolled 
in 10 country senior high schools and studying courses through the School of Isolated and Distance Education; 
eight new regional learning specialist teachers to visit country schools to provide specialist classes for year 11 and 
12 students; and 17.5 FTE additional teachers to support students and mentor teachers in 100 country schools. 
From 2020, an additional $1.8 million for the locality allowance under the student-centred funding model will be 
provided to assist schools located more than 200 kilometres from Perth, and in 2019 an additional $4.324 million 
has been allocated to small secondary schools—61 per cent of the total allocation to small secondary schools in 
the regions. 

Tabling of Paper 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The minister appeared to be reading from a document, which is against standing orders 
anyway. In any case, it appears to be an official document, which I ask him to table. 

The SPEAKER: Member, he is reading out an answer from a minister in the upper house. He is allowed to do 
that. They are just notes, are they? 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Yes. I just read them all. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Can the minister table them? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo, I am on my feet! I call you to order for the second time. 

Minister, can you confirm that is an official document, which includes briefings made by department — 

Mr P. PAPALIA: It is not an official document. 

The SPEAKER: Excuse me! I am asking you a question. Can you just sit down so I can ask you the question. 
Official documents do not include a cabinet document, personal notes made by a minister or speaking notes 
prepared by ministerial staff to assist a minister. No, you do not have to. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: They are speaking notes prepared by the Minister for Education and Training. 

The SPEAKER: I just said that you are okay. It is okay. 
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ELDER ABUSE 
1096. Ms C.M. ROWE to the Minister for Seniors and Ageing: 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s commitment to protecting vulnerable, older Western Australians by 
tackling and preventing the insidious issue of elder abuse. 
Can the minister update the house on how the delivery of the state’s first long-term plan to prevent elder abuse 
will ensure that we have measures in place to tackle this growing issue? 
Mr M.P. MURRAY replied: 
Can I thank the member for the question, and also for the very good seniors’ forum we had the other day on this 
issue, which was attended by 70-odd people, showing that there is concern in the community about elder abuse. 
The question and answer time afterwards, which was facilitated by myself, Advocare and the Northern Suburbs 
Community Legal Centre, was very enlightening and helpful for the people in the room. It was with great pleasure 
that in that meeting we announced our 10-year plan to help combat elder abuse in the community. It is something 
that we know has become more prevalent in today’s society and we know where the work needs to be done. We 
are now looking at how we can do that and we are now funding organisations such as Advocare to the tune of an 
extra $150 000 to help this 10-year plan. Further, we also funded an extra $50 000 to help Advocare to go into the 
regions and explain where people can go for this help. 
As we know, elder abuse is very, very personal at times. For most people in this room, the issue would have crossed 
their front counter, and they would have heard from time to time some of the horror stories of people, particularly 
in the financial area. I think we have got across now that elder abuse is not about physical abuse as much, but a lot 
of it is in financial areas, such as using mum’s bank card and ripping her off in that way and thinking that is okay 
because she will not mind and will not complain. 
Now we have a program that we are using that involves educational awareness, keeping people socially connected, 
supporting advocacy agencies, and better research and understanding of the issue. That means we need organisations 
such as the police department, banks and others to feed back to us what we can do to prevent this issue. It is great to 
see that the big four banks certainly attended some of the forums that we had and are getting up to speed on that. In 
some cases, the banks themselves will not do a transaction if they think it is a bit shifty. They will take it to a group 
and the tellers themselves, who have been educated in this area, will take action and not allow the transaction to go 
ahead if they think it may be shonky. We are getting there, but, for the first time, we have a program that will go for 
10 years that will help seniors. I think I might have just joined that demographic in recent days! But it is something 
that is out there, and it is heartbreaking to see families split up because of abuse. It is heartbreaking to see the type of 
situation that I have seen on several occasions whereby senior parents have moved into a granny flat in the backyard 
but because they do not have the title for the property they are left out in the cold when the kids want to sell the house. 
Those sorts of things are happening on a regular basis. We want to get on top of that. It is not acceptable for this to 
happen in our society today. We are educating people around the place. The Advocare phone line is confidential, so 
we can help people out without them necessarily going to the police, which they are shy of doing because it generally 
involves family members. We are working extremely hard to make sure that people can retire in comfort. 

METRONET — YANCHEP LINE 
1097. Mrs L.M. HARVEY to the Premier: 
Given the Premier’s political grandstanding yesterday on the progress of Metronet, could he outline to the house 
at the end of his third parliamentary year exactly how many kilometres of the Yanchep line have been constructed, 
and how many jobs have been created? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
The pathetic questions that the Liberal Party asks in this place know no bounds. There is no limit. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! I want to hear this. We are running out of time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: There is no boundary to how bad their questions can be. It is extraordinary. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Just so that members understand about building a railway, I want to take them through it. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo, I call you to order for the third time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Considering that in eight and a half years of government, the last government opened 
seven kilometres of rail, the previous Labor government opened 70 kilometres or thereabouts of rail, and the 
Liberal government before that did none. 
Several members interjected. 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: No, you are missing a government. The Liberal government before that did none. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The Labor government before that built the Joondalup line and reopened the Fremantle line. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The Liberal government before that closed the Fremantle line. There is a little bit of history 
for members. 
In relation to this one, I will explain to members what it takes to build a railway. Firstly, we have to get the funding 
together, which we have done. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: We have secured $350 million from the commonwealth. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: We secured that. Then we have to do all the planning, business case and pre-engineering 
work. Then we have to put a tender out to the private sector for it to build it. Before that, we actually have to pass 
legislation. It is a strange anomaly that in Western Australia we have to pass an act of Parliament to build a railway. 
We have to do all those things, and we have done them all over the course of the last two and a half years. We started 
work on the Yanchep railway on Sunday, with Christian Porter and members of Parliament from the northern 
suburbs. That is what we did. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, I call you to order for the second time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: It is extraordinary that the Leader of the Opposition would ask me this question in light of 
the fact that when those members were in government, they did not build the Ellenbrook railway, despite promising 
it in two elections. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: They promised the Metro Area Express light rail and then revoked that promise after the 
election—that is what they did. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I find it interesting that the Leader of the Opposition would ask me any question about 
a contracting matter or a building matter in light of what has occurred with John Holland today, which I would put 
totally at the foot of the last Liberal–National government, which, I note, some members are nodding about. How 
those members handled that contract was the most incompetent example of public administration, I think, in recent 
political history. What we have done is ensure that that hospital is open and we have taken up the case for the 
people of Western Australia. I look forward to the Leader of the Opposition’s supplementary. 

METRONET — YANCHEP LINE 
1098. Mrs L.M. HARVEY to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. 
The SPEAKER: Can we make it quick, please; we are getting into the member’s matter of public interest time. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Yes, I will be very quick. Premier, can you please outline to the house how much rail on 
any Metronet project has been laid given the Forrestfield–Airport Link project was started three years ago by your 
government? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
The Leader of the Opposition does not listen to any answers. Before we build a railway, we actually have to plan 
them, fund them, tender them and pass acts of Parliament. It is embarrassing that you do not understand the basics, 
Leader of the Opposition. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, I call you to order for the third time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The Leader of the Opposition does not understand the basics of public administration. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, I just called you to order for the third time! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: What is more, the Leader of the Opposition is on record already for opposing the Yanchep rail. 
The people of the northern suburbs, under us—we are extending the freeway to Romeo Road; we are rebuilding 
Joondalup Health Campus; we are putting in place the Ocean Reef marina; we are building the railway to Yanchep; 
we are duelling Marmion Road—that is what is happening under the Labor government. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: But the Leader of the Opposition would not even know because she does not retain detail. 
She does not understand the most basic of public administration, and she opposed the actual railway itself. We are 
building five additional rail lines. It has never been done before in Western Australia and I doubt it has ever been 
done before in Australia. That is what this government is doing. People can see work all over the suburbs in 
addition to the work we are doing on the Australind rail to Bunbury. Plus we will build, starting shortly, the rail 
carriages in Western Australia for the first time since a Liberal government closed down rail manufacturing in 1994. 
The SPEAKER: That is the end of question time. 

COLLINS-CLASS SUBMARINE MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 
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 Leader of the Opposition seeking to debate a matter of public interest. 
[In compliance with standing orders, at least five members rose in their places.] 
MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough — Leader of the Opposition) [3.03 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the do-nothing McGowan Labor government for failing to properly prepare 
Western Australia for full-cycle docking maintenance of the Collins-class submarines, which threatens 
Western Australia’s chances of being awarded the entire program, compromising economic activity and jobs. 

The reason that the opposition brings this to the Parliament today is that if we do not receive the entire full-cycle 
docking program, it will be entirely due to the inaction of this do-nothing McGowan Labor government. The 
complete inaction of this government has compromised the chances of us getting the entire full-cycle docking 
program, just like it did — 
Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 
Mr W.R. MARMION: I cannot hear, Mr Speaker. 
The SPEAKER: For a start, you have one of your members speaking. Member for Jandakot, I am on my feet. 
Members, please, just relax and listen to what the Leader of the Opposition has to say. 

Debate Resumed 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Thank you, Mr Speaker. 
Just as this government lost its bid for the $44 million space agency, what we on the side of the house fear is the 
inaction of this government to prepare Western Australia for the full-cycle docking maintenance program will 
result in — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: — the very strong likelihood that we will not get the entire program here in Western Australia, 
if we get it at all. The only action that this government has taken is to pull together a couple of reports and spend 
half a million dollars on a spin campaign, which will achieve absolutely nothing. Premier McGowan and 
Minister Papalia have compromised Western Australia’s opportunity to be part of this program. 
When I look at the report “The Economic Impact of Collins Class Full Cycle Docking in Western Australia” — 
Several members interjected. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Oh, for goodness sake, Mr Speaker, could I seek your protection? 
The SPEAKER: Members, this is an MPI; we hear it in silence—you made enough noise in question time. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Thank you, Mr Speaker. 
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It is evident that the government does not want to hear this argument because it knows that it has had to spend 
half a million dollars on a spin campaign to try to make it look to the people of Western Australia like it has 
actually been doing something to try to achieve this project. That is what the spin campaign is about because it 
knows it has not done enough to actually put a full case to the commonwealth government to get this project here. 
The economic impact — 
Mr M. McGowan interjected. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I am not taking your interjections, you nasty little man! Why do you not get up and say 
something later? 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I think the member should withdraw. 
The SPEAKER: Actually, I used to use it on the previous Premier, so I think it is quite okay to say, I am sorry. 

Debate Resumed 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Mr Speaker — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Enough is enough! Anyone who interjects from now on while the Leader of the Opposition is 
on her feet, I will call them to order. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Thank you, Mr Speaker. 
The reason there are so many interjections is that the report commissioned by the government by Acil Allen 
Consulting outlines the economic impact of this project and this program to Western Australia. We were all for it 
over here. We have been campaigning with our Liberal colleagues in the commonwealth as well. The report states — 

Annual average jobs: 2,278 FTE jobs 
Employment multiplier: 2.57 
Peak employment (FY36): 3,084 FTE jobs 
For every 100 direct ASC jobs there are 157 additional jobs for Western Australians 

This is a significant program of future employment for Western Australians. This state desperately needs a long-term 
program like this to support our youth and our workforce into the future. The government has not done enough to 
secure the work. A range of things are missing from the strategy of this government and we will outline that 
over the next 30 minutes. We will then sit back and listen to the government try to defend its incredible level of 
inaction in trying to get this contract. We know that Western Australia is well placed to receive the full-cycle 
docking maintenance program. We know that Adelaide will struggle to meet the requirement for workers. We have 
experience, we have capacity and we have amazing individuals working down in the Henderson AMC precinct 
who have the skillsets that can be transferrable to a program like this. We know that we have experienced 
shipbuilders down there who receive shipbuilding contracts for the US defence force. That is the capability there. 
Let us look at the issues at Henderson. The government has not done a strategic plan for the Henderson precinct; 
we are still waiting for that. What is missing from the government’s bid is that we know that there is substantial 
infrastructure, land and training deficiencies at Henderson. We know that because industry is telling us that. People 
in the industry are saying that it is too little, too late for the full-cycle docking program to come to Western Australia 
because a range of things have not been considered, and a range of measures that need to be in place in order to 
facilitate the full-cycle docking have not been put in place. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: One of the issues highlighted by industry to us is that we need a second channel for both 
the Australian Submarine Corporation and HMAS Stirling. This is needed for security purposes so that vessels 
have a contingency if one channel becomes blocked. I am sure that the minister is familiar with this. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Defence Issues, do you want to be in a position to answer these things? I call you 
to order for the second time. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: We need additional waterfront infrastructure, including a dry dock. Not only is this 
important for submarines and other naval vessels, but it allows for the maintenance of the larger LNG carriers and 
cargo vessels. This is basic infrastructure. There is woefully inadequate infrastructure down at the AMC precinct. 
What the businesses located there are doing is outstanding. However, when we drive through that precinct and 
look at how that precinct works, we can see that the road infrastructure is lacking. 
Mr P. Papalia: When were you last there? 
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Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I was there a couple of weeks ago, and I have been there several times. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Defence Issues, I call you to order for the third time. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I will give some examples of the basic infrastructure that is missing. One is major arterial 
roads, and there are car park problems. Public transport is lacking for workers. Upgrades to power and other 
utilities need to occur to facilitate this new program. The whole precinct, including access to the surrounding land, 
needs a clear structured precinct plan. That is what everyone in industry—all the businesses that want to see this 
work come to WA—have told us. We need a structure plan for Henderson so we know what needs to be funded to 
facilitate this new body of work. I am sure industry is telling the minister this, too. The government has put at risk 
our chances of winning this full-cycle docking maintenance program. 
The workforce is another issue that has been raised with us. Industry there says the requirement for a large skilled 
workforce needs preparation, and this government has not prepared in advance to provide for that skilled 
workforce. We want that skilled workforce here. We want those opportunities. We want a highly skilled labour 
workforce that can be employed. What has been sadly lacking is the planning for that skilled workforce; it has not 
been done. There is no training plan in place to provide for that skilled workforce. That is a problem. The number of 
apprenticeships and traineeships has gone backwards over the past two months under this government. In 2017–18, 
there were 19 391 commencements of apprentices and trainees and 12 169 completions. The data does not lie. In 
2018–19, the number of commencements fell to 18 500 and there were only 11 271 completions. There was a 4.3 per 
cent decline in commencements, and a 7.4 per cent decline in completions. Why is that significant, members? At 
a time of high unemployment in Western Australia, we are seeing the take-up of apprenticeships and traineeships fall 
under this government’s watch. We know it is panicked about it because it has come out with a 50 per cent reduction 
in TAFE fees to try to stimulate people to get into training and into the apprenticeship and pre-apprenticeship 
programs so that we can start to skill the workforce so it is ready, if we manage to get this full-cycle docking. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: According to ACIL Allen Consulting, the total capital expenditure associated with the 
expansion of the ASC is $220 million. That is $220 million that is required. However, that $220 million will return 
to the state over $8 billion worth of investment—$8 billion worth of economic activity will come from a $220 million 
investment in infrastructure. This state government has made no commitment whatsoever to make that investment. 
That is a pretty good return on investment. From $220 million, the state gets $8 billion worth of economic activity 
back. That is what the program is worth—thousands of jobs, billions of dollars’ worth of economic activity. The 
industry is telling us that because there has been no strategic plan for Henderson, because no provision has been made 
by this government to provide for the skilled workforce required for this program, and because the government 
has been caught napping, the state is unlikely to get the full-cycle docking program. It is unlikely to get even a part 
of it. That is because this government has been missing in action. 
MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.15 pm]: I rise also to speak in support 
of this motion. 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Water, I call you to order for the second time. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: We on this side of the house fully support full-cycle — 
Mr P. Papalia: No, you don’t. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Defence Issues, you are on three calls. That is your last warning. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: We on this side of the house fully support full-cycle docking—in fact, 100 per cent of it—
being in Western Australia. A lot of the work the minister has done supports that direction. I have read more than 
once some of the reports. The first report—a very good report by ACIL Allen Consulting—refers to the economic 
benefits. The fourth dot point in the executive summary states — 

Overall the economic impacts of FCD and Life of Type Extension — 
That is the upgrading after full-cycle docking so that they are the same class as the attack submarines—stuff we 
cannot talk about in terms of the defence attributes. If that is added to the full-cycle docking, it will have considerable 
benefits to Western Australia. It continues — 

However, they do rely on ASC moving a significant operational workforce from South Australia to 
Western Australia. 

That has not been said by anyone opposite. That is quoted in this very good report by ACIL Allen. This report shows 
that however we want to consider the benefits to Western Australia in terms of cost, it is an amazingly fantastic 
project. It is a project that we must have. The economic benefits to Western Australia, and the number of jobs it 
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will create, is unbelievable. Using the figures ACIL Allen has put together, I have worked out the net present 
value, based on a capital cost of $220 million—I think this is such a good deal for WA that we should not be stuck 
on $220 million; this is worth putting in more money—is a very good $8 billion return to the year 2036. We should 
be going all out to get this. We did not go all out for the headquarters of the aerospace industry. A terrific report was 
done by the Chief Scientist explaining all the benefits of why it should come to Western Australia, and everyone 
agreed that it was the best place, but we did not get it. We did not put any money on the table; other states did. 
We have learnt from that. I appreciate that the minister has learnt from that and has done the work. He has worked 
out the benefit of Western Australia winning this project. It is significant. It is a colossal project. About 2 300 jobs 
would be created. It is a new high-skilled industry, that will go forever. The net present value that I worked out—
assuming the $220 million is a cost, because it is taken out as a negative—is $5.7 billion. An investment of 
$220 million would give a return of $5.7 billion with a cost–benefit ratio of 24.5:1. That means a return for the project 
of $24.50 for every dollar invested. That is just sensational. These figures are just unbelievable. This is such a terrific 
project for diversifying the economy, creating jobs and getting the Australian Marine Complex really pushing 
along, and we have to go all out for this. On this side of house, we are fully supportive. I do not know where the 
government gets the idea that we do not support it and that we are trying to sabotage it. We think this is such a good 
project for which we should be going all out and pulling out all the stops.  
The other report I have read more than once is the position paper from PricewaterhouseCoopers. I have not seen 
the business case and, hopefully, when government members speak, they will tell us a bit more about capital costs 
and some of the infrastructure required to make sure we sell Western Australia. We have to sell Western Australia, 
but not to Western Australians by spending $500 000 to sell it to mums and dads in Western Australia. We need 
to make sure that the Department of Defence puts up the right recommendations, does all the analysis and gets 
lobbied properly by the minister over there. He has done a pretty good job. He has been talking to the right people 
and done the right thing by getting the right people in Defence West. They probably have a good insight about 
where this might go. Maybe the people in Defence West have suggested to the government that there is a possibility 
Western Australia will not get this project. What would the government do then? If the government thinks that 
maybe it has not put enough effort into getting it, it might say, “Let’s make sure that we advertise to all the 
Western Australian mums and dads, just in case we do not get hundred per cent of the project.” Who could the 
government blame then?  
Dr M.D. Nahan: Themselves! 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes, good call! The government will blame itself! That is unlikely, member for Riverton—
good try, but that is a zero! I think it will blame the federal government.  
I am looking at the time, and there are a couple of other speakers who will outline some of the infrastructure that 
has not been provided and the fact that we do not have a master plan for the area. It is really important to sell the 
long-term viability of the area. I have to say that the executive summary of the “Collins Class Full Cycle Docking 
Transition: Positioning Paper” done by PricewaterhouseCoopers is not totally compelling. I will read some of the 
words used. It states — 

Relocating FCD to Western Australia is in the National Interest — 
Yes — 

—From a national interest perspective, relocating FCD to Western Australia is favourable.  
That is really compelling—“favourable”! I think it has to be essential. This has to be explained not to mums and 
dads in Western Australia, but to the Department of Defence. It might be a bit hard to explain it to the Department 
of Defence, because that is what it is in; that is its business. It is a bit more than favourable; it is actually essential. 
That is the task of the minister over there. He has to get 100 per cent of the full-cycle docking. I guess that would 
mean moving the workforce from South Australia to Western Australia, or a substantial part of it. The state 
government has to sell that to the Department of Defence, which will be making a recommendation to the minister. 
I expect that the minister would take the recommendation from the department ahead of the recommendation from 
Western Australia. I think there is more to be done and other speakers will probably sell the case better than me. 
MR I.C. BLAYNEY (Geraldton) [3.23 pm]: Mr Speaker — 
Mr M. McGowan interjected. 
Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: Something is giving a great deal of amusement to the Premier, which says more about him. 
I want to talk on this issue. The Nationals WA 100 per cent support Western Australia getting this project. I have 
been doing some study lately and I have been reading a book by Hugh White. In fact, I have finished reading it. It 
is his current book. For those who have not heard of him, Hugh White is the emeritus professor of strategic studies 
at the Australian National University, and was previously a ministerial adviser to Kim Beazley and Bob Hawke as 
the Deputy Secretary for Strategy and Intelligence in the Department of Defence. He was the principal author of 
the 2000 Defence white paper and he recently wrote another book called The China Choice, which is an interesting 
book if anyone wants to read about Chinese strategy. Towards the end of my contribution, members will see the 
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point of why I am talking about this stuff. The point that Hugh White makes is that in the struggle for strategic 
leadership in Asia, China will win and America will lose. That is quite a controversial thing to say. Flowing on 
from that, Hugh White goes on to say that if China ever threatened Australia with force, we would be on our 
own. What are the practical implications of that judgement? We would need to lift defence spending to at least 
3.5 per cent of gross domestic product, quadruple the size of the submarine fleet, double the size of our fighter 
aircraft force, sell three air warfare destroyers that we have just built, cancel the $35 billion contract for nine new 
frigates and turn the Army into a light constabulary. In that changed scenario, Hugh White is obviously seeing 
a vast difference in the infrastructure of our — 
Mr M. McGowan interjected. 
Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: Premier, he is quite well respected in this field. I do not know whether the Premier has read 
the book. 
Mr P. Papalia: He is only one guy with one opinion, mate. 
Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: That is true, but as I have pointed out, he has had quite a few important positions in previous 
governments. According to White, we are now locking in a defence force for a generation that will be unsuited to the 
world we are entering. In the future, Hugh White sees war at sea being dominated by submarines, aircraft, drones, 
missiles and satellites, not aircraft carriers, major warships or amphibious assault ships. Obviously, within that our 
submarines are very, very important. As most people would be aware, we have decided to buy the French-built 
Barracuda-class submarine, turning an existing nuclear submarine into a conventional one. The Barracuda-class is 
very big submarine, at 5 300 tonnes compared with our Collins-class at 3 400 tonnes. What Hugh White suggests, 
and I think it is a proposal that on reflection the government would support, is to instead develop and evolve the 
Collins-class submarines and have a great many more of them. He says that to have six boats on station, there needs 
to be a fleet of 24, and to have eight on station, there needs to be a fleet of 32. He underlines the importance of 
doing this quickly, because the time line for the Barracuda-class submarines is gradually slipping back and we are 
going to have a quite big gap in our capability between when the Collins-class are basically obsolete and when the 
Barracuda-class come in.  
The other point that Hugh White makes is that Japan is in a similar position. Japan is building fairly large conventional 
submarines. It has two shipyards to build the submarines. It takes about two years to build one, so Japan has 
one coming online every year. We could make a very good case with that scenario of building 32 submarines of 
having one place building them in South Australia and another building them here in Western Australia. Logically, 
one of those sites would be in Western Australia. The location of the site obviously requires skills and a large 
workforce, which I think Western Australia has. It is logical to put maintenance where the submarines are built. 
There is probably a carryover of skills there. The Western Australian north west coast is still largely unprotected. 
The figures for defence force personnel in Western Australia have been in a gradual decline for the last 10 years. 
Our economic importance deserves more resources, as does the length of our coastline and increasing importance 
of the Indian Ocean region in the world. 
Is the government being effective in its lobbying? Of course, at the moment it is hard to say. The result will come 
in. I know from a previous life that it is hard to get east coast politicians to take Western Australia seriously. We 
just do not have the numbers here. But more than anything it is about quality long-term jobs, and I sincerely hope 
to see that the government gets this facility here. 
DR D.J. HONEY (Cottesloe) [3.28 pm]: The opportunity for the full-cycle docking maintenance and the life-of-type 
extension maintenance work is not just some idle muse. This is not just some exercise in politics. The economy in 
Western Australia is in crisis. We have seen the panic in government. It has been fascinating coming to this 
chamber in the last session and this session. We see a government in crisis making panicked decisions and not doing 
its work. We have an unemployment crisis, with 82 000 Western Australians unemployed. State final demand is 
decreasing. The $850 family tax has belted families. There are small business failures, with an 18 per cent reduction 
in small businesses and 30 000 closed since 2017. Perth dwelling values continue to fall and seasonally adjusted 
building approvals have decreased. There have been 21 705 residential electricity customers disconnected and so on. 
The economy is suffering. We see that every time we walk down the main street of our own capital city. People are 
unemployed. They do not have jobs. They have given up and are living on the streets. We have a golden opportunity 
to participate in the over $200 billion increase in defence spending over 10 years that the federal government has 
announced. The government knows that it has a considerable opportunity to improve our economy by gaining the 
contract for full-cycle docking maintenance for Collins-class submarines. 
What has the government’s response been? One would have thought that it would be a considered response—that 
it would work collegiately with the federal government, send its most able minister to negotiate the deal, develop 
a crack team to pursue the opportunity, develop an outline of critical enablers and commit to implement them, 
create a full infrastructure plan and have work underway to achieve it. I could go on, but what did the McGowan 
Labor government do? It embarked on a $500 000 advertising campaign in Western Australia! I am not sure 
whether the minister or the Premier have worked out who will make the decision, but I will let them in on a secret: 
it will not be the greater public of Western Australia. It will not be the people sitting in their homes in Girrawheen 
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or other areas who will be making that decision. That decision will be made by the federal government on the 
recommendation of the Minister for Defence, who will rely on various advisers. The Premier should pick up the 
phone and talk to them. The government could have saved $500 000. The government has put a lot of focus into 
saying that it will balance the budget and do the right thing by Western Australia and $500 000 could have gone 
into a lot of other portfolios. The Premier should pick up the phone and do the hard work. 
What is behind the government’s strategy? It is pretty straightforward. Rather than negotiate, it thinks that it can 
somehow bully the federal government into submission on this issue. Why does it do that? This government has 
a record of bullying. This is a bullying government, with a Premier and a minister who bully. It thinks it is going 
to bully the federal government into making this decision for Western Australia. It is not seriously trying to make 
an effort to convince it; it is trying to bully it. We saw that right from the start of this government’s term when it 
threatened industry representative groups and said that if they were not behind the government, they would be 
done and would not get any support from the government. We saw it with the crayfish industry and we have even 
seen it within this Parliament, with the bullying of the President of the Legislative Council, which has been absolutely 
disgraceful. It is politically naive for the state government to think that it can bully the federal government. Which 
government will be going to the next election? It will be this incompetent Labor government, not the federal 
government. The state government has filled itself with some hope and optimism because of the outstanding work 
done by Senator Dean Smith and Ben Morton, the member for Tangney, who have delivered money and projects 
for the state—projects that this government has not funded. We have seen that here. 
I recognise what the Premier said earlier. I rate the Minister for Defence Issues. He has given good service to this 
country and I respect that service, but that does not qualify him as someone who can sell this project or as someone 
who understands submarine maintenance issues. If the Premier thinks that is the case, he understands nothing about 
maintenance. That is quite clear. I am sure they talked about it a lot in the legal office when they were putting 
someone in the brig for being absent without leave! 
What about addressing the key issues for the Australian Marine Complex and common-user facility, which the 
Leader of the Opposition has been through, including suitable road and rail corridors; a second shipping channel 
to HMAS Stirling and the AMC; suitable parking facilities for employees—something as simple as that; adequate 
public transport, because we know the current plans are completely inadequate to deliver people to that site; 
designated housing for key staff; suitable dry-dock facilities; an expanded floating dock; and simple planning 
approvals? The Western Trade Coast is a debacle. This government is obsessed with supporting its mates to build 
houses cheek by jowl in the industrial area, but is incapable of developing a planning framework for the whole 
industrial area, the whole marine complex, and the Kwinana and Rockingham area. 
Mr M. McGowan: What are you talking about? 
Dr D.J. HONEY: That is the establishment of the Western Trade Coast. If the Premier does not know what I am 
talking about, shame on him. The reality is that this McGowan Labor government is all about spin. It is about 
wasting taxpayers’ money, member for Kalamunda, where it is not needed. It does not do the hard work that needs 
to be done or take account of the hardship it has caused the community. It thinks it can bully its way through every 
issue. It is playing foolish political games instead of doing the hard work required to gain federal government 
support for full-cycle docking and life-extension maintenance. 
MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Premier) [3.34 pm]: Contrary to what the Liberal member just said, I do 
not think anyone in the history of this Parliament has been more qualified than the Minister for Defence Issues to 
take up the case for Navy maintenance work in Western Australia—no-one! He served in the Navy for more than 
20 years. He commanded naval clearance divers in wartime—in harm’s way. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: He commanded a warship and served with some of the decision-makers in Canberra who 
are currently making recommendations about this matter. Members opposite are buffoons when they say he does 
not know anything about it. What a preposterous argument! They should be embarrassed to diminish and demean 
the service of the Minister for Defence Issues in the way they have. 
Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Carine, I call you to order for the second time. You were heard in silence. I want 
this to be heard in silence. I called them to order and I will call you to order. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The Collins-class full-cycle docking should clearly come to Western Australia. We have 
known for some months that it was potentially up for renewal. Upon learning about it, the government took up the 
case. The reasons it should come to Western Australia are clear. The submarines are based in Western Australia—at 
HMAS Stirling in my electorate—and have operated from there for the last 20 or so years. It is clear that if there are 
maintenance facilities five to six kilometres away across the sound, it is a far more sensible option to do the work in 
Western Australia, in the interest of having sustainment activities in proximity to the home port of the submarines. 
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As I said at a major submarine conference last week, to the best of my knowledge, countries around the world do 
exactly that. They sustain the submarines in close proximity to where the submarines are based. It is a no-brainer. 
To send submarines 3 000 kilometres away to do their full-cycle docking is very hard, on not only the submarines, 
but also the crews. For crews to have that debilitating change in lifestyle when it occurs is bad for morale and bad 
for the retention of submariners in the Navy. I know a little bit about submariners. I served with submariners and 
knew them well. Some of the best friends in my life have been submariners. It is a difficult process for them to go 
through if they are married, have a partner or have children. Western Australian industry already does what is 
called the mid-cycle maintenance and the remainder of the maintenance. A submarine is essentially a weapon of 
war that goes under the ocean, so a lot of maintenance and work is required to be carried out on a constant basis. 
Apart from the full-cycle docking, this work is already undertaken on the Collins-class submarines at Henderson 
right here in Western Australia. In Western Australia we have a very highly trained workforce working in the subsea 
environment. Frankly, its size is multiples of Adelaide’s. We have capabilities here that Adelaide could not dream 
of. The ex-submariner population largely resides in the southern suburbs of Perth. Because the submarines have 
been based almost exclusively in Western Australia for the last 30 years, submariners retire, get jobs in industry and 
stay in Western Australia. Ex-serving members often populate the defence industries. Major companies that do 
defence work are often headed up by a former military officer, and many of their staff are often former tradespeople, 
officers or sailors or equivalents from the Defence Force. The whole basis of our claim for full-cycle docking to 
take place in Western Australia is sound. We have seen people such as former Rear Admiral Moffitt and a whole 
bunch of other former senior naval officers say that it makes sense for this work to come to Western Australia. 
Clearly, we have a very strong claim. 

This government is obviously far better equipped than any government before to take up the case. We have a Minister 
for Defence Issues; we created Defence West, which has some capable staff within it; and we created a defence 
advocate in Canberra, former senior naval officer Rear Admiral Raydon Gates. We have the capability to put the case 
for the state. That capability was not there before. When all the contracts, as I said during question time, for the 
Attack-class and Barracuda-class submarines and the Hunter-class frigates were being decided, Western Australia, 
under the last government, had no capability and no lobbying effort. There was nothing; it did not do anything. 
Obviously, $90 billion worth of work went to Adelaide, and Western Australia ended up with $3 billion worth of 
work. Clearly, we have created the capacity for Western Australia to take up the case for these matters. What have 
we done? If we listen to members opposite, we hear a bizarre argument. They are saying that we have done nothing, 
but in presenting their case they quoted from documents that we released to the federal government. Members 
opposite quoted from the ACIL Allen report, which is one of the three major documents we had prepared to put 
Western Australia’s case. In saying we have done nothing, they have quoted from a report we created to put our 
case to Canberra. Do they not see a little irony in saying we have done nothing when the Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition quoted from our document? Does he not find it a little paradoxical that his argument is based upon 
material we have provided to put the case for Western Australia? Members opposite ran the argument and quoted 
figures that are all contained within a document we prepared to put Western Australia’s case. Honestly, it is beyond 
ludicrous the way the opposition behaves.  

Then the Leader of the Opposition attacked our $500 million advertising campaign, as she said. It is not 
a $500 million advertising campaign, just so the Leader of the Opposition knows—again, detail is not her strong 
suit. We presented an advertising campaign, and I tell members why. I watched for years while South Australia 
won contract after contract. When we came to office, I said to everyone within government that we are going to 
learn from a state that has frankly received far more than it should have. I said to people within government that 
we will do what is required to do our best to win the work. What did South Australia do? Over the years it had 
Defence South Australia, it had a defence advocate and it ran advertising campaigns to pressure the federal 
government about these issues. Why do members think they are talking about it? It is because the advertising 
campaign is creating pressure on behalf of Western Australia. As members said, it is a minuscule investment 
considering the benefits that may well be secured if we are successful with full-cycle docking. It is infinitesimally 
small compared with the benefits that could potentially be accrued to Western Australia if we are successful in 
receiving the contract. 

I was very disappointed and concerned by some of the stuff that members opposite were saying, in particular, the 
Leader of the Opposition. The Leader of the Opposition does not know what full-cycle docking is. She does not 
know what it is. What is it? She does not know what it is. 

Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: She does not know anything about submarines or defence. She knows nothing about the 
issues. The one member of the opposition who knows something about the issues, the member for Churchlands, is 
not allowed to speak. 

Mrs A.K. Hayden: Oh, please. 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: What do you mean, “Oh, please”? He is sitting over there. He is an army officer—a colonel 
or thereabouts—and he is not allowed to speak on the issue. That speaks volumes. It is disrespectful to the member 
for Churchlands and it is disrespectful for the opposition to do that to him. Perhaps it indicates that he does not 
agree with its argument. 
Mrs A.K. Hayden interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Darling Range, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I was concerned about two things the Leader of the Opposition said. Firstly, she said that 
we have woeful infrastructure in Western Australia. She said that. That undermines Western Australia’s case. The 
fact that she would say that about Henderson provides an excuse to the commonwealth government if it wants to 
give the work to South Australia. If the Leader of the Opposition actually went to the Australian Marine Complex 
and had a look, she would see that it is a fantastic example of infrastructure design to secure manufacturing work 
for Western Australia. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey: You were not listening to me. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes, “woeful infrastructure” are the words she said. She is a defender and supporter of 
South Australia. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: That is what she has shown. She has shown treacherous behaviour to the people of 
Western Australia by saying that. Then she said, “It is unlikely we will get it—that is, the work.” She said that. 
I am wondering whether she has been briefed up to run these arguments to somehow blame the Western Australian 
government if the commonwealth decides to give it to South Australia. She is very transparent. The fact is that the 
Australian Marine Complex is a wonderful example, probably unique in Australia, of the infrastructure that can 
be used for these sorts of manufacturing projects, and I might add that mid-cycle docking, refits on frigates and all 
sorts of defence maritime work is currently undertaken there with a highly skilled workforce and a range of 
international and national defence companies that undertake the work quite happily and quite well. She then failed 
to acknowledge that the work would not come here until 2024. I do not know whether she understands that. 
Mrs A.K. Hayden interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Darling Range! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: We have put a full business case to the commonwealth with a significant amount of money 
attached to it to do training and work at the Australian Marine Complex, if we are successful. That is what we have 
done. We have provided that to the commonwealth. We have done all this work, including the reports the opposition 
is quoting from. We have put a full business case to the commonwealth so that Western Australia can receive the 
work. That is what the Western Australian government has done. I am concerned that the Leader of the Opposition 
has so little understanding. She said that we need a second channel through Cockburn Sound to do full-cycle docking. 
No, we do not. The submarines and the ships currently transit through there and come from Stirling across to 
Henderson. It is totally irrelevant. She then said that we need a dry dock. No, we do not. She knows nothing about 
defence. She knows nothing about defence work. She knows nothing about our defence forces or submarines. The 
only person who does in the opposition is not allowed to speak. 
Mrs A.K. Hayden interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Darling Range, I call you to order for the second time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Therein is the problem. I am very concerned that the Liberal Party is somehow now making 
excuses for a commonwealth government decision that may not go in Western Australia’s favour. 
As I said at the outset, this state is the right place for this work to take place; ask the submarine community. This 
place has the right industry. We are the only place in Australia that has internationally competitive shipbuilding. 
We are the only place in Australia that has the capacity to do the work to provide maritime craft and the like 
that is internationally competitive. All Adelaide relies upon is the drip for commonwealth work. It just sits there 
with its hand out to the commonwealth government, saying, “Please, sir, give me some more”. That seems to have 
been the modus operandi of the government of South Australia for decades: “Please, sir, give me some more”. 
That is all it does. Western Australia gets on with it—it gets out there and sells maritime craft, ships and the like 
internationally. We do work on subsea technology—we win it in the private sector—but all I see the Liberal Party 
of Western Australia do is defend South Australia and support its case. It is a disgrace that it has even raised this 
issue in the way that it has. All members opposite have done is to damage their own state.  
MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro — Minister for Defence Issues) [3.49 pm]: The Premier has very succinctly and 
clearly stated the reasons why Western Australia should be the home of full-cycle docking for the Collins-class 
submarines. That case was made in papers by PricewaterhouseCoopers and ACIL Allen, which were commissioned 
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by the state government. Both of those papers were presented to the federal Minister for Defence, the Minister for 
Defence Industry, the Prime Minister and Senator Cormann, and published. That is why members are able to read 
about the benefits of full-cycle docking. As the Premier indicated, the only reason the state Liberal Party knows 
about the benefits of full-cycle docking, apart from the fact that my office briefed the shadow minister in advance 
of releasing the papers, is that we have prepared those papers and made the case. 

Can I tell members this: there is a time frame for the task to be transferred and there is a reason for that time frame 
being critical. The cycle occurs every two years. They are comprehensive; members have heard about them and 
the Premier has talked about them. The submarine is ripped apart because of a design constraint, whereby large 
equipment has to be taken out. The things have to be cut apart and completely gutted. The submarines are rebuilt 
entirely. In the future, they will also be doing a life-of-type extension. In advance of the new submarines, the 
capability of these submarines will be extended, with an operational capability for at least the next 25 years. All 
of that means that it is a significant task to bring to WA. We are not taking anyone from Western Australia; we are 
replicating a capability here. We have the skill sets and the trained individuals. We need to create some blue-collar 
worker apprentices in new bodies. 

The PwC and ACIL Allen papers were done some months ago. The Leader of the Opposition suggested that we 
would have to do things like stump up commitments from the state to fund infrastructure such as car parks, access 
for workers, public transport and planning to ensure that there is a defence precinct. We did all that in the business 
case. We listed the infrastructure improvements that will be required for full-cycle docking. We were able to do 
that because we commissioned specialist consultants Advisian with the support of another specialist consultant, 
Oropesa, to work with the Defence Force to identify short, medium and long-term requirements for Defence at 
Henderson. We asked, in advance of them releasing that work, which is still ongoing, to provide the list of 
infrastructure that will be required for full-cycle docking. We then listed the infrastructure and gave, in the business 
case, a commitment to the federal government that the state would fund that infrastructure, with the exception of 
one thing. The Leader of the Opposition referred to this; I think the Deputy Leader of the Opposition spoke several 
times about a shed worth $220 million. That is true. We did not say that the state would pay for Defence infrastructure, 
which is rightly the province of Defence and the federal government. We did not say that we would do that, but 
we did indicate in the business case that there is interest from private enterprise to fund that infrastructure for the 
Defence Force, for the federal government. That means the federal government conceivably could get out of this 
transfer with no infrastructure cost at all—that is, the infrastructure cost of car parks, access for the submarines, 
transfer from the current site to the new facility, and all other planning requirements would be met by the state. 
That would also include a finger wharf and additional upgrades to the current wharfage. We undertook to fund all 
of that. There is indication from more than one private enterprise that it would commit to funding the entire shed 
requirements for the task. The federal government could get out of it absolutely scot-free and the only cost that it 
would confront—not the training of the blue-collar workforce, because we have undertaken to fund that—would 
be the retention of the blue-collar workforce as it is built in advance of the transfer. 

We argued that the transfer should happen for the cycle in 2024, and there is a reason for that. As members heard 
from the Premier, South Australia has been granted around $98 billion worth of ship and submarine builds. The 
frigate builds are commencing very shortly. South Australia is doing offshore patrol vessel hulls at the moment, 
but the remaining 10 will come to WA. South Australia is about to start building frigates. The PwC paper, which 
I am not sure members have read—they quoted from the ACIL Allen report a lot, but did not quote from the 
PwC report—made the case for why it should happen in 2024. It is because in 2024, South Australia will be not 
only building the Hunter-class frigates, but also commencing to build the Attack-class submarines. Notionally, 
were nothing to change, South Australia would also be conducting full-cycle docking. That would require 
South Australia to have a workforce of 50 000 skilled labourers in this particular field of endeavour. It is a tiny 
state. There are a million fewer people in South Australia than in WA and its manufacturing sector is half the size 
of that in WA. SA has demonstrated an inability to grow the industry because it cannot attract the additional 
workers that will be required. It will be too late in 2024. If we wait and do not make a decision now to transfer 
full-cycle docking of submarines, in 2024, we will jeopardise not only the full-cycle docking, but also the operational 
capability of the submarines. The Navy has told the federal defence minister and me that the number one priority 
is the operational capability of our only operational submarine—that is sacrosanct. That will be jeopardised in 
2024 because people will be cannibalised from that task and sent over to the shipbuilding task or the submarine 
building task because there will not be enough qualified people in South Australia. We will also jeopardise the new 
submarine and frigate build. That is why, above all else, it is in the national interest to bring the task to WA and start 
preparing immediately. 

It will take us four years to train and skill-up the workforce, not because the skills are not resident in WA but because 
we have to train people with the experience. They have got the qualifications; we have lots of people qualified in 
the fabrication sector, which is a far bigger sector than in South Australia. We have far more people in that sector 
and, as we all know, there are quite a few underemployed people with those sorts of qualifications who could be 
applied to this task. But we have to achieve that in accordance with our business case. The Leader of the Opposition 
said one thing that was correct, although she said more than one thing that was wrong. I point out one thing in 
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particular that the Leader of the Opposition said that was wrong: she suggested that we have not provided a training 
regime for the new workforce. That was part of the business case. We did not release the entire business case, as 
the Premier indicated, because we did not want to get into some faux bidding war with the South Australians. We 
wanted to be absolutely specific with the federal government about funding all the necessary infrastructure for 
full-cycle docking, as identified by the Defence Force, in conjunction with Advisian and Oropesa. We also said 
that we wanted to fund the training of necessary apprentices to enable the transfer of the blue-collar workforce to WA 
from South Australia. We gave an undertaking that we would support the retention of the white-collar workforce 
in South Australia because they have a very particular skill set that takes some time to duplicate. We also undertook 
to do all necessary planning adjustments to create a Defence precinct to meet all the obligations that the Leader of 
the Opposition suggested in her contribution we have not done. There was not one thing the Leader of the Opposition 
suggested that we have not done. I share the Premier’s concern about what the Leader of the Opposition said in her 
contribution. Above all else, I am worried about the message that the Leader of the Opposition has just conveyed. 
Is she so desperate and ill-informed that she thinks that it is okay to tell the federal government that Western Australia 
is incapable of doing this task? Is that what the Leader of the Opposition is doing? Is it just incompetence, a lack 
of leadership or ineptitude? Is it just that? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr P. PAPALIA: This is the question that is forming in my mind. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Mr Speaker, I have been called three times, I remind you. 

The SPEAKER: And so you should have, member. Members, please. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Alternatively, is it the case, as the Premier suggested may be the situation, that we have 
apologists for the federal government on the other side of the chamber? Is it Ben Morton? I note that of the very 
few federal Liberal members who were asked in The West Australian last week whether they support submarine 
full-cycle docking coming to WA, Ben Morton was not one of them. The purported “Prime Minister whisperer” 
was not asked that question. I want to know what he is whispering in the shell-like of the Prime Minister with regard 
to Collins-class full-cycle docking. Is he saying, “Yes, Prime Minister; WA should get this work because it’s in 
the national interest”? 

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, pursuant to standing orders. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE — MATTER OF PUBLIC INTEREST — VOTE 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Leader of the House) [4.00 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable any time remaining and the 
vote on the matter of public interest to be taken forthwith. 

MR Z.R.F. KIRKUP (Dawesville) [4.00 pm]: We obviously support the motion. As much as we would like to 
be back here at 7.00 pm to vote on it, I appreciate we can do this now. 

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 

COLLINS-CLASS SUBMARINE MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 
Matter of Public Interest 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro — Minister for Defence Issues) [4.01 pm]: I am very interested to know whether 
the Leader of the Opposition has asked Ben Morton if he supports bringing Collins-class full-cycle docking to 
Western Australia. I understand that the Leader of the Opposition cannot necessarily ask the Minister for Defence, 
the Minister for Defence Industry or the Minister for Finance, Senator Cormann, because he is a shareholder for 
AFC. That aside, the Leader of the Opposition could ask all the backbenchers. I saw only three names. I am glad 
to see that Andrew Hastie has a view on something other than voluntary assisted dying and China with respect to 
Western Australia, and he stood up for Western Australia getting the full-cycle docking. At least he did. But where 
is Ben Morton? Where is the man who can talk to the Prime Minister and is able to get him to do things on behalf 
of the state? Is it true or not? Does he really have any power or influence with the Prime Minister? If so, what 
is he saying? Is he saying to keep it in South Australia because the Liberal Party takes Western Australia for 
granted? Is it that the Liberal Party takes Western Australia so much for granted at the federal level that it thinks 
it can get away with keeping this in South Australia even though the Navy wants it to come here, even though 
it is in the national interest for it to come here and it is so patently in the state’s interest for it to come here? Is 
that the case? 
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I cannot believe the Leader of the Opposition stood in this chamber and raised this issue and has gone on radio and 
suggested that South Australia has a capability that we are not able to reproduce here, and, by inference, that that 
task should remain in South Australia. The Leader of the Opposition sounds like an apologist for a Prime Minister 
who is about to do what South Australia wants him to do. That is what it sounds like to me. 

Mrs A.K. Hayden: Don’t make stuff up. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Darling Range. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I may be wrong. I hope I am wrong, because I know that we have done every single thing that 
could possibly have been done to make the case for Western Australia to have full-cycle docking. We identified it 
in the first place in the “Western Australian Defence and Defence Industries Strategic Plan”. We then pursued our 
plan. I met with the former and current ministers. We told the current minister during her first week in office that we 
were going to do this and make the case. She told us to go ahead and make the case. When she asked for additional 
information, we provided her with the ACIL Allen Consulting paper on the economics, the PricewaterhouseCoopers 
paper on the strategic reasoning and the Advisian paper supported by Oropesa on the infrastructure commitments 
by the state. Every single bit of infrastructure required to be funded by the state has been committed to by the state. 
Every single bit of training required by the state has been committed to by the state. Every single obligation around 
planning has been committed to by the state. There is zero reason, other than political interest in South Australia, 
why this work should not to come to Western Australia. There is no reason at all. The South Australians have not 
made any of those cases. Its only case seems to be that Rex Patrick wants to keep it there, and the federal 
government needs his vote in the Senate, and that is why it is doing it. There is no reasoning. 

There is great risk to the nation in retaining full-cycle docking in South Australia, particularly when it comes to 
2024, when all those tasks will be loaded onto a state with a very small population that is incapable of growing the 
workforce to the scale necessary. At that time, we will be confronted with losing our operational capability for the 
Collins-class and jeopardising and slipping the builds on both the submarines and the frigates. It is a clear case of 
being in the national interest. It is even clearer and more powerfully the case that this work should come to 
Western Australia in Western Australia’s interest. Members opposite should not be saying anything to suggest that 
they support South Australia in this competition—it is not really a competition; this is a debate in the national interest. 
The Leader of the Opposition should not suggest in any way that she supports South Australia retaining this task, 
because that is a failure of leadership. You are the Leader of the Opposition for Western Australia—not for 
South Australia or the Liberal Party, but for Western Australia. The Leader of the Opposition should be acting in our 
state’s interest, as all members should. Some contributions made by members opposite were embarrassing. They were 
ill informed, but, more importantly, they were damaging to our case. I hope that people have just ignored members 
opposite in the way they do so often, but I am fearful that they may have damaged our case. I hope it is not that the 
Leader of the Opposition is an apologist in advance for a political decision, because that would be disgraceful. 

Division 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
Ayes (15) 

Mr I.C. Blayney Dr D.J. Honey Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr K.M. O’Donnell 
Mr V.A. Catania Mr P.A. Katsambanis Mr W.R. Marmion Mr P.J. Rundle 
Ms M.J. Davies Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup Ms L. Mettam Mrs A.K. Hayden (Teller) 
Mrs L.M. Harvey Mr A. Krsticevic Dr M.D. Nahan  

 

Noes (35) 

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

            
Pairs 

Mr D.C. Nalder Mr J.R. Quigley 
Mr D.T. Redman Ms J.M. Freeman 
Mr R.S. Love Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Mr J.E. McGrath Mr K.J.J. Michel 

Question thus negatived. 
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McGOWAN GOVERNMENT — JOB CREATION 
Motion 

MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough — Leader of the Opposition) [4.10 pm]: I move — 
That this house condemns the do-nothing McGowan Labor government for failing to start any major 
job-creating projects by the end of three years in government, leading to lost jobs and ongoing domestic 
recession. 

The opposition is moving this motion today because we have watched this hapless administration lurch from crisis 
to crisis over the past three years. We have seen grandiose promises made and an inability of this government to 
deliver on those commitments, so we bring this motion to the house. Everybody knows that the Premier, who has 
made himself the minister responsible for jobs, was elected on the basis of and came to government promising 
a jobs bonanza. We have seen the exact opposite. More than 32 000 Western Australians are looking for a job and 
more than 143 000 Western Australians are underemployed—that is 143 000 Western Australians who want more 
work. Those people are underemployed in either part-time or casual jobs, and they cannot get a loan, even if they did 
want to buy into the housing market. There are 225 000 Western Australians looking for a job or wanting more work. 
To put that into context, 15 per cent of the Western Australian workforce is either out of work or wants more work. 
It is little wonder that Western Australians are struggling. They are feeling worse off under this McGowan Labor 
government. If we ask people in the community whether they are better off now than they were in March 2017, 
resoundingly, they are saying, “No, we’re not.” This data reflects the sentiment that the opposition hears in 
the community as we get out and about in the suburbs of Western Australia. Since November last year, over 
21 500 full-time jobs have been lost. The decisions and economic management of this McGowan Labor government 
have caused this problem. 
The latest data from the Australian Bureau of Statistics shows that the state’s domestic economy is in recession. Last 
year, the state’s domestic economy declined by 1.2 per cent. Gross domestic product in 2018–19 recorded the slowest 
growth of any state in the nation. The number of apprenticeships and traineeships has gone backwards over the 
last 12 months under this government. I will read these figures out: in 2017–18, there were 19 391 apprenticeship 
and trainee commencements, with 12 169 completions. In 2018–19, that number fell to 18 554 commencements 
and 11 271 completions. That represents a four per cent decline in commencements and a 7.4 per cent decline 
in completions. As at June 2018, 31 783 Western Australians were in training. In June 2019, that figure had 
fallen to 29 571. That represents a seven per cent decline in the number of Western Australians availing themselves 
of training in this state. In 2017–18, there were 124 145 course enrolments; in 2018–19, that was down to 
120 702 enrolments. That represents a 2.75 per cent decline in the number of Western Australians enrolling in 
training. It is no wonder we saw the McGowan Labor government respond by halving the cost of TAFE fees—it 
needs to resurrect the training system. TAFEs will have to start laying people off if they do not get a boost to these 
enrolment figures. It is hard to countenance that we could have such a rapid decline at a time when we have high 
unemployment and underemployment and would ordinarily expect people to avail themselves of training. 
We know the issue with apprentices is that businesses cannot afford to take them on. I have nephews who are 
looking for work and want to get a job as an apprentice. A couple of them were quite excited about the McGowan 
Labor government’s promise to employ, I think, 100 apprentices at Western Power every year. I cannot remember 
what the commitment was, but I know it has not been delivered, and Western Power has taken on only 52 apprentices. 
The state government has control over these opportunities for apprentices to find employment within the government, 
and it has not delivered. 
The biggest issue for this government is the mismanagement of its infrastructure program. The government came 
in on the promise of a massive infrastructure investment. We heard it ad nauseam—Metronet this; Metronet that; 
Metronet the other. We are going to have the Byford line; the Yanchep rail line; the Thornlie–Cockburn line; and 
the Forrestfield–Airport Link, which was started under the former government but rebadged by this government 
as Metronet. None of these rail projects have had an inch of rail laid—none of them. We keep getting media 
releases ad nauseam about the staging of the Metronet program. We get an announcement about the naming of the 
tunnel boring machines, a sign going up and a sod turning, but no real work is occurring and no jobs are being created. 
We will have a problem in this state. As it has taken so long to get even one Metronet project started, the skilled 
workforce and labour force have all gone to the east coast, where the governments of Queensland, New South Wales 
and Victoria are getting their acts together and getting projects started. When the Metronet projects come online, 
whenever that happens—at the rate the Byford rail is going, we will not see a train until sometime in 2030, when 
perhaps the workforce on the east coast may become available—if the government actually commences any of 
these rail projects within the next 12 months, it will be in a labour hire pricing war with the east coast because the 
skilled workforce has disappeared from Western Australia. 
The government promised to extend Tonkin Highway from Thomas Road to the South Western Highway. Despite 
receiving funding of $253 million from the federal Liberal government, this government has not committed any 
money to that project, so nothing has happened. After three years, as I have said, not one single inch of track has 
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been laid on the Cockburn–Thornlie, Yanchep or Ellenbrook rail lines, and there are no contracts for their 
construction. The government has not even submitted a business case to Infrastructure Australia for the Ellenbrook 
rail line. The list of projects that this government has failed to deliver goes on: the Albany ring-road, no construction 
contract awarded; the Bunbury Outer Ring Road, no construction contract awarded; the Mandurah train station car 
park, no construction contract awarded; the Midland train station, no business case; Karnup train station, no business 
case; Claremont station, no construction contract awarded; railcar manufacturing, no construction contract awarded; 
the Denny Avenue level crossing removal, no construction awarded; and Caledonian Avenue, no construction 
contract awarded. 
Dr A.D. Buti: Watch this space!  
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Thank you for the interjection, member for Armadale. We have been watching this space for 
three years. We were watching it for three years and nothing happened. There was no construction contract awarded. 
Several members interjected. 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Armadale! Member for Armadale, I call you to order for the first time. 

Point of Order 
Dr D.J. HONEY: The member continued to interject even when I raised a point of order and he continued to 
interject even when you had already spoken, Madam Acting Speaker. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms S.E. Winton): Thank you. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mrs A.K. HAYDEN: The member for Armadale referred to the member for Cottesloe as a goon and I would like 
him to withdraw that, please. 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms S.E. Winton): Thank you, member for Armadale. I did not hear that. Did you make 
that comment? 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: No! Did you make that comment? 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: No! I ask you to withdraw. 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Armadale! 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, sit down! I ask you, please, to withdraw. 
Dr A.D. Buti: Withdraw what? 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, could I ask you, please, to withdraw the term that you used. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: I withdraw that term. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you. I appreciate it. 

Debate Resumed 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: It is a little bit tetchy over there today—a little bit hyped up. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I realise this is difficult for members to hear because they are getting feedback from their 
constituencies that nothing has happened. The federal government has given the government all this money. 
Scott Morrison is bankrolling the state for construction projects, for job-creating major infrastructure projects. The 
government is sitting on a pot of gold. The money is being banked and it is helping the bottom line, but it is not 
helping the economy. It is not creating jobs in the state. It is not creating economic activity while it is sitting in 
the bank account. That is the problem that the government has. Again, I am going to read out that list of projects 
for which no construction contract has been awarded: the Albany ring-road; the Bunbury Outer Ring Road; the 
Mandurah train station car park; Claremont station; railcar manufacturing; the Denny Avenue level crossing 
removal; and Caledonian Avenue, Oak Street and Wharf Street. There have been no business cases yet for the 
Midland or Karnup train stations. 
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This state is moving at a glacial pace at a time when we need a government that has some get-up-and-go to get 
these projects out of the ground and get the jobs flowing into the economy. The economic mismanagement of this 
government is causing the hurt out there. Its fiscal policy is okay but its management of the economy is appalling. 
We are in our seventh quarter of domestic recession. The government should go out into the community and tell 
those 120 000 households that are in — 
Mr S.A. Millman: I think “negative equity” is the term. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: — negative equity that it is doing a good job in economic management. It should tell the 
141 000 households out there in mortgage stress that it is doing a good job of running this economy. It should go 
out and tell the 82 000 Western Australians who are out of work and looking for work—they have no job—that it is 
doing a good job managing this economy. It should go out and tell the 225 000 Western Australians who are looking 
for a job and want more work that it is doing a good job managing this economy. Does the government know that 
that message is not resonating with people? When people hear the government bragging about all the federal funding 
it is getting for the infrastructure projects and they cannot see those projects getting started, it makes them white with 
fury. The government then jacks up household fees and charges by $850 a household at a time when they are already 
hurting and they already have problems. It should go and tell them that it is doing a good job managing the economy. 
I dare the government to tell them it is doing a good job when people cannot even pay their mortgage. 
I dare the government to tell people that it is doing a good job when they are fronting up to food banks in record 
numbers because they cannot feed their families. The government should tell that to the St Vincent de Paul Society 
that for the first time in its history is getting calls for help from small business owners who cannot put food on the table 
or sell their houses because they are worth nothing, because they are backing up the investment in their businesses. 
They do not want to sack any more people because there are none left to sack and they cannot put food on the table. 
The government should go and defend its economic decisions and its management of this economy. It should go out 
there and tell people it is doing a good job. I can tell the government now that those people are white with fury. They 
know there is money sitting in the bank and they know that the government cannot get these projects started. 
In every portfolio, we see problems with this government. It is a litany of broken promises. Whatever happened to 
medihotels? One was supposed to be at St John of God Murdoch Hospital, one at Joondalup Health Campus and 
one at Royal Perth Hospital, but not one single bed is going to be available in this term of government. In fact, 
after three years, construction on the medihotels has not even started. Surely it is a small and simple job to get one 
medihotel started. How hard can it be? The private sector seems to be able to construct medical centres without any 
problem. How hard is it to build just one medihotel? The government should deliver just one election commitment, 
one promise out of three, and build a medihotel at Joondalup Health Campus, which is desperately under-resourced. 
Joondalup Health Campus is a whopping big broken election commitment. It is another broken promise. The only 
contribution made to this project is $158 million that was provided by the federal coalition government. There was 
a $158 million commitment to extend Joondalup hospital and provide much-needed services to the people in the 
northern corridor. I care about that because many of my relatives live in that northern corridor and they rely on 
Joondalup Health Campus for their emergency calls. Many of our constituents up there rely on Joondalup Health 
Campus for mental health treatment and services. The emergency department is under the pump. People want the 
medihotel built to take some pressure off the ED, but what they want most is the promised commitment. The 
citizens of Joondalup and the northern suburbs voted for this McGowan Labor government because it promised to 
put money on the table to expand Joondalup Health Campus. The citizens of the districts of Moore and Pearce also 
voted for a federal coalition government because of a promise to expand Joondalup Health Campus. The federal 
government has put its money on the table, but who is not coming to the party? I can tell members that it is this 
McGowan Labor government. It has not adequately explained why that commitment appears to now be off the table. 
An investment needs to be made in Peel Health Campus and I know that my good friend the member for Dawesville 
will talk at length about this. We need to upgrade that facility. There is a growing population down there, and the 
demands of that region are particularly acute because of the demographics. A lot of older Australians and seniors 
live in that Dawesville–Mandurah catchment, and they have moved down there in droves because of the lifestyle. 
As people get older, their health needs become more complex and demanding. That is why we need to have better 
services that grow with the increasing population and the ageing population, but Peel Health Campus gets nothing 
at all from this government. 
The failure to deliver on infrastructure projects is costing tens of thousands of jobs at a time when everybody in this 
chamber agrees that jobs are desperately needed. The Premier made himself the minister directly responsible for 
jobs—that is how important it is—yet the jobs are going begging because the government will not start the 
infrastructure projects. Some of the government’s policies have hurt the economy and cost jobs. The government has 
backflipped on some of these policies, thankfully. The first act this Premier made when he came to government, at 
the midnight hour on 17 March 2017, was to write to the Prime Minister and say, “Remove Western Australia from 
the regional migration status.” What did that do? It immediately sent a message to international students that 
Western Australia was no longer competitive with the other states. International students have paid good money to 
Western Australian institutions for their educational qualifications. We all know that when they get to the end of their 
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degree, diploma or certificate IV, or whatever it might be, they want to work for a couple of years to embed the skills 
that they have been taught. When the government removed Perth from the regional migration scheme, it shut the door 
in their face. Thankfully, the government backflipped on that decision. However, that has caused damage to not only 
our international student sector, but also the creation of jobs in this state. We know that for every international student, 
four jobs are created. We know also that international students are important for tourism. For every international 
student, this state gets 1.5 visits a year. We only need to look at the tourism figures for this state. Had it not been for 
the investment of the former Barnett government in infrastructure like the Perth Stadium, the tourism figures would 
have fallen off the cliff. Every single member on the government benches opposed that stadium when in opposition. 
They said it was a poor investment, and in the wrong place. They complained bitterly during the entire construction 
of that stadium, notwithstanding the jobs that were created. It was, and still is, a job-creating project. The football 
matches and other events that are held at the stadium have helped generate tourism activity. 
I digress. The second nail in the coffin of the international student sector was the introduction of the foreign investor 
tax into our property market. This is a time of falling property prices, when a record number of household are in 
negative equity and a record number of households are in mortgage stress. Why on earth would the government 
want to introduce a new tax at a time when the property market is in freefall? The government is saying to prospective 
property purchasers for international students, first of all, “Don’t come here. We want to take your money for your 
educational qualification, but we don’t want to let you work here. No, that’s not for us in WA.” It is also saying 
that if they want to buy a property in Western Australia, just a modest home in the suburbs, at the median house 
price, they will have to pay $50 000 more for that privilege. At a time when the property market is short on demand, 
the government is sending away prospective customers. We have talked to people who work in the international 
property market sector and deal with international students. One business owner told me that his business went 
from a turnover of $66 million a year to zero. What could $66 million do in our property market to help rescue 
some of the people who are hanging on by their fingernails because of the circumstances in which they find 
themselves due to the decisions of this government? 
I turn now to the construction sector. The government cut the first home owner grant boost. That took away money 
from people who want to enter the housing market, at a time when the housing market was desperate to get any 
sort of activity. Under this government, there has been a $850 a year cost-of-living increase. The government made 
two failed attempts to introduce a gold tax. We know from modelling in the gold sector that when a new tax is 
introduced, the first thing that goes is the opportunity for exploration. That amounts to job losses. We knew that 
would happen. We knew that some of the more marginal mines would have to close if that tax was brought in. That 
is why we opposed the government’s two failed attempts to introduce a gold tax. The government has increased 
payroll tax. This state lost the space agency. The list goes on. 
I now want to go to some of the decisions that this government has made to try to provide some stimulus to the 
housing sector. My colleague the member for Bateman, who is unfortunately not well today, has been explaining 
in a very clear and concise fashion the issues with our domestic economy. He laid out a plan. He suggested some 
ideas, in fact, for what could be done to stimulate the economy and try to get out of this seven-quarter domestic 
recession. One of those ideas was stamp duty relief. The government’s response on stamp duty relief has caused 
considerable disruption in the construction sector. It was an ill thought out and hastily put together plan. The 
government may have done some polling—or it may not—and it found out how desperate people are. This is the 
problem when we do policy on the run. I remember that the Treasurer said that the midyear review was supposed 
to be just a tweaking and updating of the budget to basically adjust for changing conditions, or words to that effect. 
We are now seeing with the midyear review that the government is on an absolute spending spree, desperately 
trying to stop the cycle of recession that we are in. However, the government has done that in an ill-conceived 
way. It has not thought through the consequences. 
I want to read from a letter from the Property Council of Australia, the Master Builders Association of 
Western Australia, the Urban Development Institute of Australia, the Housing Industry Association, and the 
Real Estate Institute of Western Australia. The letter is headed “WA State Government Off the Plan Duty Rebate 
Scheme”. The letter states in part — 

… we write to you to draw attention to some possible unintended consequences where jobs may be 
compromised due to the application of the 75% rebate to apartments that are sold off-the-plan only. 

The reason this government came up with the 75 per cent rebate for apartments sold off the plan is that it was 
trying to get, by stealth, a reversal of its foreign investor tax. We know that. However, the government has fallen 
flat on this face. I will read from the letter — 

… in Western Australia there are approximately 121 active apartment developments, in a sample of 105 of 
these developments (87%) there are: 
Existing stock: 1,377 apartments in WA that are built but not yet sold 
Pipeline stock: 1,265 apartments under construction and not yet sold 

The source of those figures was Urbis. 
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The letter continues — 
As a combined industry group, we have heard the concerns of members who are holding stock in the 
abovementioned categories. The level of concern varies between our membership groups, and therefore 
the aim of this joint letter is to respectfully inform the Government of this situation and advise on what 
we have jointly identified to be effective amendments. 
The first unintended consequence of the rebate scheme is that rather than bringing housing demand 
forward, thereby stimulating development and jobs at this current time, it will cause significant delay. 

Those industry bodies are saying that it will cost jobs in the construction sector. The Treasurer said on radio that 
the sector has got it wrong when it talks about his policy for a 75 per cent stamp duty rebate for apartments sold off 
the plan. I mean, who was the architect of that policy? Who should take responsibility? The reason the government 
released that policy was to try to bring construction forward, et cetera. The government said it did that in response 
to the industry. What kind of modelling did Treasury do on that? The Treasurer has now accused the industry, 
which put together the policy that he funded, of not knowing its business, not knowing what it is doing and not 
knowing what it is asking. Who signs the cheques? The Treasurer and the Premier are responsible for introducing 
a policy that will delay construction, prevent the creation of jobs, and cause even more chaos in the apartment 
sector. That is because all the existing stock, and all the stock currently under construction—all those apartments 
that have not yet been sold—will now not be sold because they are not price competitive when it comes to stamp 
duty. It is ridiculous. We identified that at the time. What did the government say? It said that the opposition was 
always negative and was always whinging and whining. No; we were right! We said that it would introduce 
a distortion into the market and create these problems. Industry has now said, “Actually, the opposition was right; 
the behaviour of consumers in the apartment market exactly reflects what it said was going to happen. Could you 
please change the policy?” Who is steering the ship? Who is making the decisions? Who is running this economy? 
Who is trying to manage this economy? It is pretty clear that it is not the government! 
In concluding my remarks, I want to go back to the beginning. The Premier came to government having made enormous 
promises to the people of Western Australia. A week or maybe even just a couple of days before we went to the polls, 
I said in a radio interview that the one thing for which the Labor Party had not been held to account was how it would 
fund all its election commitments. That was pretty apparent. There were thousands of commitments, with a very heavy 
focus on the Metronet rail construction program. The federal government came to Labor’s aid and bailed it out. Good 
on it. I applaud Scott Morrison and the Western Australian federal Liberals, who lobbied very hard and managed to 
bring funding for these infrastructure programs into the bank that the Treasurer now controls. However, that money is 
just sitting there. Industry is telling us that there is around a nine-month lag before any construction will commence. 
Because of that gap, skilled workers have fled to the east coast or other countries. They cannot wait nine months. They 
have nine months’ worth of providing for their families to deal with. They need employment, but they are not getting it 
here because of the economic decisions and mismanagement of this government and its inability to get these projects 
off the ground. We are going to celebrate—I might even crack open a bottle of champagne—on the very first day that 
some rail is actually laid in this state. I am pretty confident that it is highly likely that that will be after March 2021. 
If the performance of this government continues in this way, with negative equity, mortgage stress, its failure to 
get projects off the ground, and its failure to listen to the community about the cost-of-living hurt it has caused it 
or to the St Vincent de Paul Society and Foodbank Western Australia about the number of families that cannot put 
food on the table every week, it will be good news for us, but do we really want the Western Australian community 
to go through so much pain before the March 2021 election? No, we do not. The government should bring the 
projects forward. It should get in some expertise. It should get in somebody who can actually get these projects 
started. Maybe it should separate out a couple of projects. If I were running the Metronet program, I would want 
to prove to the community that I could achieve something. Why not construct the Yanchep line? All that is needed 
is some simple legislation. The corridor is already there. It is a very simple project that would cause no disruption. 
The government should prove that it can start a project and actually put down some rail in this state. That is what 
we are asking the government to do for the sake of our community. It needs to create jobs. It should give my nieces 
and nephews an opportunity for employment so that I do not lose them to the east coast or London. I have one niece 
who is a nurse and who is probably going to go to the United Kingdom to work. That is a great opportunity for 
her, but what a shame that when she is first establishing her skills in nursing, there is no opportunity for her to do 
so in Western Australia. Had the government delivered its commitment to expand the Joondalup Health Campus, 
she could probably have gotten a job there. Had any of the medihotels got off the ground, she might have been 
able to get a job in one of them, but those opportunities are lost to our nursing graduates because this government 
cannot get its act together and will not fulfil its commitments. 
With those concluding remarks, I say that the government should get something started for the sake of the state. It 
needs to get the money flowing through the economy. It needs to stop making disastrous decisions, such as its 
decisions on the regional migration scheme and to introduce new taxes when the economy was in recession. It needs 
to stop making these disastrous decisions. It needs to take its foot off the infrastructure hose and get the state moving. 
That is what Labor promised to do for the community of Western Australia, but that is what this government has 
utterly failed to deliver. 
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MS L. METTAM (Vasse) [4.45 pm]: I rise to support this motion, which reads — 
That this house condemns the do-nothing McGowan Labor government for failing to start any major 
job-creating projects by the end of three years in government, leading to lost jobs and ongoing domestic 
recession. 

Although members on this side of the house are very keen to support the motion moved by the Leader of the 
Opposition, we do so with a heavy heart and with sadness that we are in this position in the first place. As the 
Leader of the Opposition pointed out, since coming to office, the state Labor government has received significant 
funding from the federal government for its transport infrastructure spend. A media statement sent out by the 
Premier of this state and Christian Porter, the federal member for Pearce, referred to the almost $14 billion in 
federal funding that has been invested in transport infrastructure in this state. The issues with the transport 
infrastructure projects and their slow delivery have nothing to do with a lack of funding or support from the 
Morrison federal government. 
In supporting this motion, I note that I received an email just today from somebody about Labor’s promise to 
deliver new railcars for the Australind train service and to maintain that service. I will read from the email that 
I received from a local in Harvey. I think the member for Bunbury may have also received a copy of this email 
a couple of days ago. It reads — 

The Australind was due in Harvey at 6.31am this morning, it didn’t arrive until 6.55am with approximately 
12 people waiting in Harvey. 
Apparently the cause was mechanical failure in Brunswick Junction. 
The train will be out of service from Perth to Bunbury this morning and presumably Bunbury to Perth 
this afternoon and will be replaced by buses. 
Could someone please pass this information on to Mark and Rita. 

I am doing that here today, Joe. I had a follow-up email from Joe, who said that he had been — 
… disappointed to learn of the ongoing mechanical issues with the Australind service. 
Many people rely on the service to commute to work and attend medical appointments, especially the 
elderly and disabled and those who are unable to drive. 
The elderly and disabled are the people who are most inconvenienced. 
I have observed first hand the discomfort they experience in having to use the replacement bus service 
which is cramped and not suitable for them to travel for up to 3 hours. 
It is totally unacceptable to have to wait 3 years for a reliable service between Perth and Bunbury. 

Of course, I am pointing to the election commitment that was made in 2017 by the McGowan Labor opposition 
that the existing Australind service would be maintained and enhanced. That was stated by the incoming member 
for Bunbury. The commitment included new railcars and $30 million for a revitalised train service. The people of 
Bunbury and the south west region did not expect what the slow delivery of this commitment would mean. The 
Australind service has now been out of service for 88 days since Labor came to government in 2017, and 77 of 
those days were over the past 12 months. It is just not good enough that the people of the south west will have to 
wait another three years to see the Australind replaced, given that they rely on this service. As my constituent from 
Bunbury pointed out, so many vulnerable people in the region have — 
Mr D.T. Punch interjected. 
Ms L. METTAM: I look forward to the member for Bunbury’s contribution afterwards. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr M.P. Murray: What did you promise before the election? 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! 
Ms L. METTAM: What have you delivered? 

Point of Order 
Mrs A.K. HAYDEN: The member for Vasse has said she does not want interjections. We have been listening to 
this debate in silence. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms S.E. Winton): That is not a point of order. The member did not say that. I was 
waiting to get that indication from the member. 

Debate Resumed 
Ms L. METTAM: I will continue without interjections, but it is fair to point out that we were talking about what was 
promised and what has been delivered. What this government has delivered has been nothing short of disappointing, 
particularly for the people of Bunbury and the south west. How extraordinary to think that after we have seen this 
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train service break down 77 times in 12 months, there is an expectation for the people to wait a little—in fact, a lot—
longer, three years longer. Labor was very comfortable in opposition—possibly too comfortable in opposition—
because it is still looking backwards and acting like it is in opposition. We are seeking for this government to deliver 
on its promises and support the people of Western Australia, which includes the people of regional WA, who rely 
heavily on this service. We know that there is always a challenge in delivering public transport for regional areas. We 
do not get the same number of people on the rail network as we do in the city. The challenges are very different. 
Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 
Ms L. METTAM: We are seeing very vulnerable people — 
Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 
Ms L. METTAM: There is a gaggle over there. I am not accepting interjections. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister, the member is not taking interjections, please. 
Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister for Sport and Recreation, please. 
Ms L. METTAM: I would like to quote from an article in the South Western Times appropriately titled “I think 
I can, I think I can”, of Thursday, 21 November. It states — 

The Australind train is the little engine that can’t. 
Passengers on the 31-year-old Bunbury to Perth service experienced yet another mechanical fault earlier 
this month. 
… 
In the past year the train has spent 77 days out of operation—more than a fifth of its time. 

I think the point I am making is a pretty fair one. When an election commitment was made to the people of Bunbury 
and the south west that a service would be maintained and enhanced and that there would be new railcars, it was 
a fair expectation that that would happen within a timely time frame. I think that is a fair expectation. There is 
plenty more content to cover in this debate, so I will move on. 
Earlier this week, the Minister for Transport and the Premier released a statement on Yanchep rail, announcing that 
NEWest Alliance was named as the preferred proponent. What is quite clear about this announcement is that there 
is no contract for the works, which are now set to start in 2020. It highlights once again that the Metronet project 
is failing to meet the time line that was promised when WA Labor was in opposition. It follows a range of other 
delays to Metronet time lines. The expected deadline for completion of the Forrestfield–Airport Link was 2020. 
We have seen secrecy and safety issues, and now we are looking at a late completion date of 2021. As I stated, 
work on the Yanchep rail extension is not starting this year, quite clearly, but contracts are yet to be awarded in 
2020 and the same applies to the Thornlie–Cockburn Link. The Ellenbrook railway line has federal funding sitting 
there. We have had three budgets and we are yet to see a state government commitment to the Ellenbrook railway 
line, although it is a signature project of the McGowan government. Instead of seeing construction start this year, 
contracts are yet to be awarded and we are looking at 2021 or 2022. 
A commitment was made to deliver the railcars in 2020, but it is quite clear that that commitment has changed. 
I refer to a Metronet project WA railcar program. In November 2018, we were told that the delivery of the first new 
trains, known as the C-series, was due to begin in 2021, and the additional 24 trains are expected to be delivered 
afterwards. A media statement only several months later updated that announcement. A year later, the time line 
has now blown out to 2022. Why is this important? The Leader of the Opposition has spoken about why this is 
important. It is important not only because of the expectation that the government would meet its election promises, 
but also for job creation. The government promised that Metronet would deliver about 10 000 jobs in this state. If 
we add up the jobs for the Thornlie–Cockburn, Yanchep, Morley–Ellenbrook and Byford lines, it is 10 000 jobs. 
If we add to that the Roe 8 and Roe 9 project, a project that was cancelled when this government came to office, 
20 000 jobs are on hold in this state. The Roe 8 and 9 project had a federal funding contingency commitment of 
$1.2 billion sitting there, which would address the congestion issues in the south metro area and provide some 
important road safety outcomes for those communities, which have been largely ignored by this government. 
I go back to what Labor had promised, which is in contrast with the delays that I have highlighted. Again, concerns 
were obviously raised about what track of rail would be delivered under this government. I point to where it all 
began—that is, WA Labor’s policy document on local jobs and local content, which states — 

• A McGowan Labor Government will drive job creation through a continuous infrastructure 
development such as METRONET 

… 
The certainty provided by METRONET will ensure businesses have the confidence to make 
investments, create jobs and employ trainees and apprentices.  
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Given what we have highlighted so far, most projects are late. It creates some contrast with what was promised. As 
opposed to continuous infrastructure, we are three years into this government and we are still quite a way off seeing 
a track of rail laid. 
Another point that is worthy of highlighting in this document is what it states about local jobs and local content. 
It commences — 

A McGowan Labor Government is committed to ensuring that the money spent by the WA Government 
wherever possible is used to support local businesses and create new jobs for Western Australians. 

It also stated — 
Introducing a process supported by legislation, all government agencies will be required to include local 
content as a key criterion … 
Known as the Western Australian Industry Participation Plan … 

There is reference to the jobs bill, which was introduced into Parliament. 
The people of Western Australia are not silly. The Liberal opposition joined with the Nationals in raising concerns 
about that gap between what was promised and what was delivered. Concerns were raised about this so-called 
jobs bill, but we do not need to spell out the inadequacies of what was delivered. It is for everyone to see in the 
Busselton–Dunsborough Mail; it was possibly in the Bunbury Herald as well. An article by Jesinta Burton dated 
13 November titled “Calls for local content goal” about the Bunbury Outer Ring Road project stated — 

The concerns were voiced during an employment forum for the project in Bunbury, led by project director 
Mark Hazebroek. 

Concerns were raised by the Bunbury Geographe Chamber of Commerce and Industry and the Apprentice and 
Traineeship Company. It continued — 

Bunbury–Geographe Chamber of Commerce and Industry president Rob Skipsey echoed Mr Liaros’ 
sentiments and insisted the region had the capacity to support the project. 
Under the WA Jobs Act 2017, ‘local industry’ is defined as “suppliers of goods produced, or services 
provided, in WA, another state, a territory or New Zealand”—a definition consistent with the national 
procurement agreement. 

Those organisations went on to raise concerns and state that it is absolutely crucial that genuine local content is 
delivered for this project. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Ms L. METTAM: Although there is much talk about local jobs and local content, this side of the house looks 
forward to seeing that in motion. There are genuine concerns about these local content promises, given that 
community groups such as the Bunbury Geographe Chamber of Commerce and Industry and the Apprentice and 
Traineeship Company are also raising concerns about what those pre-2017 election commitments were. 
When talking about some of the delays we have seen under this government, I think it is fair to talk about one of 
the only rail projects that is taking place in this state at the moment—the Forrestfield–Airport Link. When it comes 
to rail, the only rail project that is progressing in this state is a project initiated by the former Liberal–National 
government, with support and funding from a federal Liberal government. Although that project was initiated in 
2016 and was on track to be completed by 2020, this is another example of a project that has been bungled in its 
delivery through the mismanagement of the McGowan Labor government. 
A number of safety issues with this project have already been well documented in the media. I will read through 
a few of them. In November 2017, WorkSafe Western Australia issued an improvement notice to confirm all pipe 
brackets and frames were fit for purpose. In July 2018, a 26-year-old New Zealand man was left in a critical 
condition after being struck by a flailing hose. In September 2018, the Public Transport Authority identified 
multiple safety breaches and a failure to take action. On 27 November 2018, the Construction, Forestry, Maritime, 
Mining and Energy Union led a protest outside the Redcliffe office of Salini Impregilo. Under this Labor government 
in December 2018, the completion date was pushed back from 2020 to 2021 due to flooding and a sinkhole. The 
government says the budget will remain unchanged. That raises other questions, of course. In March 2019, 
contaminated sand was discovered. The cost estimate is $300 million as a result of that. In April 2019, a former 
tunnel worker claimed that he and two colleagues suffered the bends while in hyperbaric mode beneath the ground. 
A second former worker confirmed those allegations. In May 2019, 500 metres of heavy piping in the airport 
tunnel collapsed. This had been predicted and the union had demanded the replacement of all brackets in the tunnel. 
It is fair to say there have been significant issues associated with this project under this government’s watch. 
I quote from a PerthNow article from last September. A PTA officer stated — 

The lives of tunnel workers on the Forrestfield Airport Link have been put in danger by repeated safety 
breaches. 
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Documents obtained under Freedom of Information laws reveal pipes being worked on were not tagged 
or locked, posing electrocution and other potentially fatal hazards … 

“All breaches were reported to the (head contractor’s) relevant staff including safety officers (but) no 
adequate corrective and preventative actions have been implemented by personnel,” … 

That was a pretty damning comment from a PTA officer regarding that particular project. 
Given the significant number of concerns that have been raised about the Forrestfield–Airport Link project, it is only 
reasonable and fair that the opposition has asked a great number of questions about it. We have asked questions 
on notice in this house and the upper house. I will quote from a question without notice asked on 22 March 2018 
in the other place. The Leader of the Opposition, Hon Peter Collier, MLC, asked — 

I refer to the Metronet task force chaired by the Minister for Transport … 

(1) Was the issue of tunnel borer Grace ceasing boring discussed at that meeting? 

(2) Were minutes of the meeting taken? 
(3) If yes to (2), will the minister table those minutes; and, if not, why not? 

The Minister for Transport refused to answer questions about the minutes of the Metronet meeting related to the 
Forrestfield–Airport Link and all of those safety issues, which are not just of concern to us as opposition members 
but obviously to a great number of families and the community of WA, given the level of concern and the level 
of hold-up on this project. Although a non-response was given, we have since pursued a copy of those minutes. 
The question was actually referred to the Office of the Auditor General. The Auditor General ended up making 
a decision on the lack of transparency by the minister in relation to this issue. I will read from that decision of the 
Auditor General — 

The decision by the Minister for Transport, the Hon Rita Saffioti MLA, not to provide Parliament with 
minutes of the METRONET Taskforce meeting held on 27 February 2018 was not reasonable and 
therefore not appropriate as parts of the minutes were not Cabinet-in-confidence and could have been 
provided. 

The ruling by the Auditor General is quite clear that there is no reason for such a level of secrecy as we are seeing 
from this government. There is clearly something to hide on this issue. That those safety issues have obviously 
been of concern to people working on the project and their families is of state interest, and it is concerning that 
even though there has been a ruling by the Auditor General that the minutes were not cabinet-in-confidence and 
could have been provided, there has been no transparency on the part of the minister since then to provide that 
information, even though we have pursued this issue and tried to get that information by asking numerous questions 
through the parliamentary process. We have also pursued this important matter through freedom of information 
processes, and it is somewhat pleasing that the Information Commissioner is now investigating this matter of the 
Minister for Transport’s reluctance to be transparent and provide documentation that, as the Auditor General has 
ruled, is not cabinet-in-confidence and, therefore, could be provided. 

What an unprecedented effort this is to cover up information, and what a contrast this is with the findings of the 
Langoulant report and the commitment of this government to gold standard transparency. I will read from the 
Langoulant report. Recommendation 6, which has since been ignored, states — 

Information about Government programs and projects should be open for scrutiny. Based on shared 
principles, the Government should develop a transparency framework for reporting details of major 
projects. The framework must require continuous disclosure. 

It is quite clear that this government and this minister have gone in the opposite direction, because when we have 
asked further questions about the minutes of those meetings, the response has been that the Metronet task force is 
now a subcommittee of the Expenditure Review Committee of cabinet. It is quite extraordinary that the 
government has now established a new subcommittee to hide all the information on these Metronet projects such 
as the Forrestfield–Airport Link, which has been dogged by safety issues and secrecy. We know that the Huawei 
$206 million contract did not go through cabinet. The fact that the government is now creating a subcommittee of 
cabinet to hide information behind is in great contrast with the Langoulant report and the Premier’s commitment to 
gold standard transparency—something that we have not seen much of. It is dearly missing from this government. 

That is just another example of the efforts made by this government to delay and fail to deliver. It illustrates the 
massive concerns that members on this side have, and also the concerns in the community. It also raises a concern 
that the government is investing heavily not only in cover-ups, but also in spin. We know that starting next year 
there will be a propaganda campaign to explain why so little progress has been made on these signature Metronet 
projects, with so many delays. The Forrestfield–Airport Link construction that was meant to start in 2020 is now 
late. The Thornlie–Cockburn link, the Yanchep extension, the Ellenbrook rail line and the new railcars are all late 
in delivery. They have been well supported by the federal Liberal government, which has invested over $13 billion 
in infrastructure. There are no more excuses. 
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DR D.J. HONEY (Cottesloe) [5.15 pm]: I rise to support the motion that this house condemns the do-nothing 
McGowan Labor government for failing to start any major job-creating projects by the end of three years in 
government, leading to lost jobs and ongoing domestic recession. I heard a quote the other day that resonated 
with me. The former Premier apparently said that the Labor Party was very good at opposition but very poor in 
government. He no doubt had plenty of opportunity to observe that in his 27 years in this Parliament. If the 
government continues down its current trajectory, it will shortly be returning to what it is good at. Given the panic 
we have seen in the faces of government members over the past few weeks, I think members opposite have done 
their polling. The members for Kalamunda and Burns Beach are gone. They are not even here; they are not turning 
up, are they? Members should look at the electoral pendulum and go down that red list. 

Point of Order 
Mr D.T. PUNCH: There is nothing of relevance in the contribution of the member for Cottesloe. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): That is not a point of order, but the member will refer back to the motion. 

Debate Resumed 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you very much, Mr Acting Speaker. I am spot on the motion. As I said, this government is 
certainly good at opposition, but not so good in government. It was an interesting exercise coming into Parliament. 
It was clear to me that the government had only one idea in its head. 
Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I will tell you what, member for Collie–Preston; your government has no idea about Collie. 
Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister, I call you to order for the second time. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: The government has no idea about Collie, because it is going to kill Collie. I know that the 
member is highly regarded and respected in Collie, and by many members in this place, but what a tragedy it is 
that the government is undermining his great legacy for the Labor Party in that seat. I reckon there will be pretty 
stiff competition in the Liberal Party from members putting their hands up for that seat at the next election. If the 
member for Collie–Preston is still there, it may be different, but the government is killing his chances of seeing 
a Labor colleague fill that seat after him. 
When I came into this Parliament one year ago, it was one year into the government’s term, and it was clear that it 
had only one policy objective, and that was Metronet. I am not going to reiterate the comments of the member for 
Vasse, but I think she did an outstanding job articulating the complete failure of the Labor government to deliver 
on anything. I can see that in the next election campaign we will have bush with maybe a patch of land cleared 
and a great big sign with glossy pictures that look like something out of The Jetsons with a futuristic station. 
However, as far as we can see, there will be just bush, members. I will tell members what: there will be a conga 
line of Labor members. They love the hard hats and the fluoro vests. All the hopeful members will be lined up in 
front of this big, flash sign. However, we will not see railway stations, railway lines or any tracks. 
Mrs A.K. Hayden interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Do not look. If we see cleared land, I think we will be doing well. 
Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: We will not see any of that. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister! 
Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: As the member for Vasse outlined in excellent and detailed fashion—what a pleasure it is to 
have the member for Vasse as a colleague on this side of the house—not one project has been started; none. All 
we hear about is delays. My Lord, those rail carriages are taking a long time to get here are they not? They are 
taking an enormous amount of time. I tell members what — 
Mr D.T. Punch interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bunbury, I have warned you. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I think it might be the third term before we see them come through because they keep getting 
delayed and delayed. There are lots of plans, lots of press releases and lots of turning up to Liberal-initiated projects 
in their fluoro vests and hard hats. They must get them on special from Aldi. But, boy, there are lots of them around. 
There is a lot of turning up and claiming them as Labor Party achievements but not a lot of delivering Labor projects. 
It has been interesting coming into this place. Even three years into the term of this government, I hear all this 
backward-looking talk. This is a serious matter. There is the horrendous issue of the embezzlement of public funds 
by Paul Whyte, the man who was promoted by the Treasurer even though the Treasurer had said the person was 
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not doing his job properly and the government’s answer was to say, “Oh, well, nine years ago a study was done.” 
It was nine years ago. The government is great at looking back. That would have made a difference but no, the 
Treasurer promoted that person and he carried out the most egregious embezzlement of public funds we have probably 
seen in the history of this state. Members opposite love to look back and talk about the previous government doing 
this and not doing that. I think it is worthwhile looking back. 

One thing I can say since coming into this place is that I am immensely proud of the achievements of the last 
government. Almost 500 000 people migrated to this state in the two terms of the last government—equal to the 
population of Tasmania. Every single kid who came into this state had a classroom to go to. They had a seat at the 
desk and a teacher in their classroom. Every single person in this state could go to a hospital bed and we saw the 
transformation of hospitals in this state. There are 61 new and upgraded health facilities and hospitals, including 
Fiona Stanley Hospital and Midland Public Hospital. What a triumph Midland hospital is as a public–private 
partnership. It is an outstanding achievement of the previous government. Seventy-seven new schools were built. 
Members opposite can dream because their government will not get close to building a fraction of that number in 
any term it has in office. There are 1 050 more police, 10 new emergency service facilities and 96 new train 
carriages. That is something for members opposite to dream about because their government has delivered none, 
and it does not look as though it will. 

The previous government started work on the Forrestfield–Airport Link, built the train line to Butler, put in 
342 kilometres of bike paths and 1 342 kilometres of state roads. I could go on and on. There is a book of the 
achievements of the previous government. 

Mr M.P. Murray: Is that over nine years? 

Dr D.J. HONEY: The book of this government’s achievements will be the thinnest book in the history of the state. 

As I said, members opposite love looking back and going back over history. They love saying what it was like then, 
but they should start to reflect on their own history. If we had gone back to three-year terms, members opposite 
would be facing an election. What could we say this Labor government has done? It has talked big, moaned and 
complained a lot about the past but delivered nothing for this state. In fact, its record is worse than delivering 
nothing for this state because this Labor government has destroyed the state’s domestic economy. It has sat back, 
happy and said, “We’ve got into in government; we’re finally here. Look, the iron ore price is taking off and other 
mineral prices are taking off; we are sweet. The economy will take off. There is nothing we will have to do. In 
fact, do you know what? This is the time we will smash the economy and belt households with increased fees and 
charges. This is a time we will belt overseas buyers who are coming in and underwriting the apartment industry in 
the state. It is when we will slow everything down in the state economy because it will just happen for us; we can 
kick back and be happy.” Over its first three budgets, this government increased fees and charges by $850. 

I refer to the enormous hard work done by Dean Smith to resolve the GST issue along with his federal Liberal 
colleagues, the people who have done the hard work. The Labor Party was sitting there saying, “Oh, yes, we did 
this; the Premier did it.” What an absolute joke. What a farce. He made no contribution. It was through the hard 
yards done in particular by Dean Smith and the other federal Liberal colleagues from Western Australia. They were 
rewarded and recognised because at the last state election, the number of votes in every seat went up despite the 
dishonest campaign run by the Labor Party. The people of Western Australia can see through the rubbish and spin 
that this government puts out. As I said a little earlier today—it is worth repeating because I do not think members 
opposite take this to heart, I really do not; otherwise, members opposite would be holding their frontbench and 
ministers to account for their lack of performance in this state—there are 82 200 Western Australians unemployed, 
a 15.6 per cent underutilisation rate and 14 per cent youth unemployment. This is an absolute crisis that the 
government is ignoring just as it is ignoring the homeless issue in Perth and the tragedy and heartbreak of people 
doing it tough on the streets, just as it is ignoring the problem with people who are convicted paedophiles taking 
care of children. The government says that a report will be delivered next year. The government is ignoring the 
state of our economy. There are small business failures with an 18 per cent reduction in small businesses. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 

Dr D.J. HONEY: Maybe the Minister for Mines and Petroleum should take note. I know he is doing his bit, but 
he should give some advice to the Minister for Small Business. There has been an 18 per cent reduction in the 
number of small businesses, with 30 000 businesses having closed since 2017. It is heartbreaking for those families. 
Dwelling values are down and the number of seasonally adjusted building approvals has decreased. Construction 
in Western Australia has trended down for six quarters. Here is a government “getting on with the job and 
committing to projects”! More than one in six WA mortgage holders owe more than the value of their home, 
approximately 125 000 homes are in negative equity and approximately one in five home owners are suffering 
mortgage stress. Of the 20 top suburbs in Australia for mortgage defaults, 12 are in Western Australia and personal 
insolvencies have risen to 13 per cent and are rising. I could go on. That is a direct result of what this government 
has not done but, more shamefully, what this government has done. 
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The state government has increased charges by $850 when house prices are going down and people are losing their 
jobs. The Minister for Mines and Petroleum will know that all the major miners are downsizing. BHP does not 
intend to have any substantial growth. It intends only to have replacement projects for its mines. Its focus is on 
reducing costs. 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: That is absolutely true, minister. It is a quote in The West Australian from the new CEO. The 
minister should have a look at it and he will see it there in black and white. I am happy to send him a copy. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: Ask the member for Kalgoorlie. Nickel West is currently exploring in his electorate for new 
nickel projects. He knows that. Nickel West is exploring in his electorate. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I am happy to send the minister a copy of the press release from BHP’s new CEO. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: You’re an oxygen thief. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Can I say that this is another skill the government is good at: personal abuse, as the Minister for 
Mines and Petroleum has just shown. That is disappointing; I know the minister is better than that, but it is a sign 
of a panicked government. The other day we saw — 
Several members interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: The other day when the shadow Treasurer was explaining in forensic detail why the government’s 
75 per cent rebate on stamp duty and its effectively complete rebate on the foreign buyers duty were disasters that 
would harm the industry, instead of listening and taking note, the Treasurer was screaming out “Buffoon!” across 
the chamber. This is a government in crisis and a government that is panicking and does not actually know what 
to do. The Leader of the Opposition has gone through the folly and absolute stupidity of removing Perth from the 
regional migration scheme and, more particularly, restricting the skilled migration occupation list, purely to appease 
some union mates. That is all it was done for, and what has it done? It has harmed the economy and students 
coming into the state. 
We have seen important projects being delayed and stopped. The member for Vasse was certainly hot on this 
issue. I refer to a WAtoday article by Hannah Barry from October 2018 headed “Failure to launch: How a major 
WA infrastructure project was grounded”. It states — 

If it was on track, the Busselton Margaret River Regional Airport would have launched new flights to the 
eastern states last month. 

What has happened? The do-nothing government has cancelled the project. There was money in the budget for 
this job-creating project, but this government killed it. 
Several members interjected.  
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bunbury! Member for Darling Range! 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I turn now to the seven per cent foreign investor surcharge. Again, it was pointed out in 
considerable detail at the time that this would harm the industry. Anyone who has any idea about the WA property 
industry, particularly the apartment industry, knew that. New starts were underwritten mostly by foreign buyers 
buying off the plan. Local buyers are less inclined to buy off the plan; they can go and look at something and buy 
it. The government was told what would happen but denied it. Even when we pressed the government and said, 
“For goodness sake, please reverse this”, and the Leader of the Opposition pleaded with the government to reverse 
it, the government stuck its chin out. The Treasurer sat there saying, “Nothing to see here; no problem.”  
The government did some polling about five weeks ago. When it got the results back, it realised that if things were 
to continue the way they were going, it was going to go back to the Tonkin era of being a one-term government, so 
it panicked and introduced the 75 per cent rebate. What did we see on that? A foreign buyer buying a $700 000 unit 
is going to get a $50 000 rebate, while a local couple buying a unit will get, I think, $23 000; I will stand corrected, 
but it is about half the rebate amount. 
What did that really do? It smashed proposed construction projects that had actually been approved. I was talking 
to one of the major builders in this state who had a contractor who is one of the contractors who builds these 
apartments, and he has had three projects cancelled under him. This is someone who is actually out there, 
employing people. He had actually put people on the books because they were going to start. Do members know 
what has happened? Those three projects have all been stopped. That builder is now in major difficulties because 
he had tooled up, spent his money and engaged in those projects, but now he has had to sack people and is fighting 
for survival. 
The shadow Treasurer pointed out in very clear detail how foolhardy that move was. It is an absolute disgrace. 
Why? It is because it takes at least three years, if not four, to get a project up. In fact, it is possibly longer, depending 
on approval delays. Those projects were approved and going ahead. They had been given the green light for 
construction, but the builders realised that nobody was going to buy any of the additional units past the ones that 
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people had already bought off the plan because they could not get the rebate. They could not start building so that 
more people could buy off the plan. They effectively wanted to get 100 per cent buying off the plan before they 
started. It has actually caused unemployment. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I can say that there is trouble in paradise. We have heard so many times in this place about 
the Urban Development Institute of Australia; it is there, standing arm in arm with the government. We saw 
Paul Blackburne standing there with his arm around the shoulders of the Treasurer, saying what a wonderful job 
the government had done. Paul Blackburne is a pretty smart cookie, and he has figured that he is going to do pretty 
well out of this. The only trouble is that he has bashed the rest of his colleagues who had projects already approved. 
As I said, there is trouble in paradise. The government may find it a bit hard to fill the seats for the $2 000 and 
$3 000-a-head dinners with ministers that it has advertised. It may find that if property people attend, they are not 
going to cheer the government on and say what a good job it is doing; they are going to give it an earful from the 
start to the end, because the government has destroyed their industry with this utterly stupid rebate scheme. In the 
first place, the government put a seven per cent levy on the buyers, and in the second place, it has come in with 
this panicked reaction of a 75 per cent rebate, including the rebate on the seven per cent foreign buyers levy. 
I refer now to an excellent WAtoday article by Nathan Hondros from 26 November 2019. He is a journalist who 
actually digs in and does some real reporting work in this state. The article states — 

The property industry has warned the state government’s plan to kickstart WA’s construction sector by 
paying stamp duty rebates to investors buying off-the-plan apartments might “compromise jobs”. 

I can tell members that it has not just compromised jobs; it has cost jobs. It has already cost jobs in the sector because 
people have already been sacked from projects that they were staffing up for. Those people have already been sacked, 
so it has cost jobs. There is trouble in paradise; suddenly the love affair is not quite there. The article continues — 

But in an interview with Gareth Parker on 6PR this morning, the treasurer said the property industry 
expected the government … “to react to every demand that comes across their desk”. 
“But I have to say, it’s a never ending supply of demands from these guys,” Mr Wyatt said. 

It sounds like things are not going too well. If members opposite want to understand how an economy really works 
and how these projects really work, I am happy to tell them, but there is only so much time in the day. I recommend 
they go and read Nathan Hondros’ article, because it is a good explanation of the government’s absolute stupidity. 
As I have said in this place before, I rate the Treasurer; I think he typically makes a fair effort to try to do things 
right, but he is hamstrung by a heap of his colleagues. This is what happens when governments panic. This is what 
happens when the government looks at the polling and goes, “Hang on; the seat of Armadale’s starting to look 
a bit marginal!” 
Several members interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: It is not too late to come over to this side, member! 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: We would respect the member’s extreme talent and qualifications, unlike the members on his 
own side. 
Let us look at the government’s decision on Roe 8. We have a fantastic project that the federal government has money 
in a bucket for—$1.2 billion—and we know there is more money available. We know that that project is critical for 
the state. Let us ignore freight through the port for a little while; that project is critical for the state because we will 
see a 50 per cent increase in general traffic on southern suburban roads over the next 10 years. That project was mostly 
going to take that traffic off Leach Highway and South Street. It was going to take trucks off those roads and make the 
life of truck drivers a bit more liveable. However, because the government is not going ahead with that project, we will 
have traffic chaos. That was an absolutely ridiculous decision by this government, for a bit of virtue signalling, and 
with a desperate hope—we have seen this a bit from this government—to reprise the last election campaign, which 
worked so well, so let us do it again. The government is setting up all its little things around the place — 
Mrs A.K. Hayden: A groundhog day! 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Yes, it had a groundhog day, so it will run that same campaign again. The public of 
Western Australia is awake to the government. It is awake to the fact that the government is not delivering what it 
promised to the people of Western Australia. 
As I said, we told the government what would happen in this state with the stamp duty reduction. We warned 
it. We implored it not to do it. But the government went ahead with that, and it has had a predictable outcome 
for this state. 
We are told that this is the can-do government. I have covered this a bit, but I think this is really worth talking 
about. One of the cornerstones of this economy is major projects, particularly major mining projects. Those projects 
need environmental and water approvals to occur in a reasonable time. However, what do we see with those 
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approval times? Let us look at water approvals for high and medium-risk projects. In 2016–17, it took 75 days for 
a medium-risk approval. It now takes 133 days. That is a 58 per cent increase. Under the previous government, it 
took 57 days for a high-risk approval. It now takes 213 days. This is a critical approval that needs to go ahead 
before any major mining project can take place. The approval time just to get a water licence has quadrupled, and 
I am not talking about all the other approvals. Tell me, members—I am all ears—how an approval time blowout 
of almost 400 per cent to get a water approval licence will help this economy. 
I turn to the efficiency indicators for the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation. The average cost 
per plan, report or guidance document to support water planning, allocation and optimisation has increased from 
$256 000 to $358 000. That is a $101 000 increase. Tell me, members, how that will help more projects to get 
started in Western Australia. The average cost per hour of scientific support for water planning has increased from 
$197 an hour in 2016–17 to $218 an hour in 2018–19. That is a $21 an hour increase. This government has made 
the machinery-of-government changes. It says that it is a lean and mean government. But there has been a more 
than 10 per cent increase in the hourly cost of those approvals. 
I can go through so much, and there are only so many hours in the day to go through it. The average cost of native 
vegetation clearing permits has increased from $7 600 in 2016–17 to $40 000 in 2018–19. Tell me, members, how 
that will help projects to get going in this state. There has been a massive blowout. I have spent a far bit of time 
talking to different people in the resource industry about these issues. They are extremely disturbed about the 
government’s lack of performance and the time it takes to get approvals. The Chamber of Minerals and Energy of 
Western Australia is quite happy to put pen to paper and be quoted on this. It talks about delays and increased level 
of assessment for Environmental Protection Act part IV assessments, and delays and issues with conditions, and 
over-assessment, for Environmental Protection Act part V works approvals. We have talked about water. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: The member for Churchlands. 
MR S.K. L’ESTRANGE (Churchlands) [5.44 pm]: I would like add to the member for Cottesloe’s comments 
in this debate. I think what we have here is a — 

Point of Order 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Mr Acting Speaker, I am not quite sure. You gave the call to the member for Churchlands 
while the member for Cottesloe was still on his feet. I am not quite sure what the basis of that decision was, and 
I would appreciate a clear understanding, because clearly I am confused. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: What is the point of order? 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): The point of order is about the decision. The member for Churchlands 
got up whilst the member for Cottesloe was on his feet and still speaking; he had not finished his remarks. I thought 
that the member for Churchlands was going to raise a point of order, possibly around a quorum or something. 
Therefore, the member for Cottesloe still has the call, unless the member for Churchlands reiterates a point of 
order. The member for Cottesloe. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I have got the call. I appreciate that. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Mr Acting Speaker, on a point of order, because, clearly, your ruling must be correct — 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I thought that was the rule. I am more than happy to defer to the member for Churchlands. The 
clock is showing two minutes. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: That is correct, yes. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: If I can just seek some clarification, Mr Acting Speaker. The member for Cottesloe was 
finishing and sitting down. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: He wasn’t sitting down. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Can I have my point of order heard in silence? 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! The point of order will be heard in silence. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I appreciate that the member for Cannington was looking down at his papers, as he is doing 
now, so he cannot comment on what the member for Cottesloe was doing. I note that the member for Cottesloe 
was sitting down and the member for Churchlands stood up. What is the basis for the decision? 
The ACTING SPEAKER: I will explain it again. I may have misspoken previously. The member for Cottesloe 
had two minutes left on his time allocated for this debate. The member for Churchlands stood up whilst the member 
for Cottesloe was still speaking. Normally when that happens, it is to raise a point of order, so I said, “The member 
for Churchlands”, expecting him to raise a point of order, not to conclude the member for Cottesloe’s time. If the 
member for Churchlands is not going to raise a point of order — 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I am, thank you. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: He is going to raise a point of order. 
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Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Thank you. It is on what you are saying, Mr Acting Speaker. I thought the member for 
Cottesloe was sitting down, so I sought the call. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Yes. Thank you. It is not a point of order. The member for Churchlands has the call—
sorry, the member for Cottesloe. 

Debate Resumed 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you. Can I say the redistribution almost gave me Churchlands, but I just missed out. 
I would like to use these two minutes, because there is a lot to go through. Talk about killing the economy in this 
state! In January, the Minister for Water announced, to great fanfare, that he was going to do a 10 per cent reduction 
in groundwater allocations. 

Point of Order 
Mrs A.K. HAYDEN: Mr Acting Speaker, when a member is on their feet, are other members meant to take their 
seat and not remain standing? 
The ACTING SPEAKER: It is not a point of order. Members are allowed to stand. The member is actually 
standing to the side of his seat. Members are just not allowed to congregate in the alleyways. 

Debate Resumed 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 
Dr D.J. HONEY: It does make me feel special. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you, everyone! I am standing. You sit. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: As I said, I have so much material to go through. Can I say it is disappointing. I had hoped 
that I would not have only 30 minutes to speak on this topic, because I passionately care about Western Australia 
and I passionately care about the good citizens of this state. It breaks my heart when I go into the city and other 
built-up areas and I see people who do not have jobs and have lost hope. I congratulate the member for Carine, 
who has done an outstanding job of raising this issue and bringing it to the attention of the government, which is 
clearly oblivious to it. The Minister for Water — 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Sit, when I stand. Thank you. 

Point of Order 
Mr D.T. PUNCH: Mr Acting Speaker, I have a diagnosed knee condition, and I need to stand for a few minutes. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): If that is the case, go for a wander if you would like to move out of 
the chamber. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: The member for Bunbury is out of his seat. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: Mr Speaker, I have a back problem! 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, if you want to carry on in this way, we can waste all the time in the world 
that you want. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: The member for Bunbury is obviously playing silly buggers now. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I ask him to withdraw that last statement about him having an illness. He is obviously 
misleading the house about his ability to stand. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Carine, there is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr D.T. PUNCH: I have a point of order, Mr Acting Speaker. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: No more points of order. Member for Cottesloe. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Ms M.M. QUIRK: The member for Carine used unparliamentary language. I ask him to withdraw the word “bugger”; 
I think it is unparliamentary. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): Sorry, member for Girrawheen; I did not hear that. Can you say it again? 
Mr S.A. Millman: He said that he was playing silly buggers. Ask him to withdraw. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: Is the word “bugger” unparliamentary or not? 
The ACTING SPEAKER: There is no point of order. 
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Debate Resumed 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. This do-nothing McGowan government has destroyed 
horticulture — 

Point of Order 
Mr D.T. PUNCH: I have a point of order in relation to an unparliamentary remark about my status. If required, 
I can hobble out to my car and provide the Parliament with a copy of my MRI. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): Thank you, member for Bunbury. However, the advice I have been 
given is that it is not unparliamentary. That is why I made the remarks that I made. Member for Cottesloe. 

Debate Resumed 
Dr D.J. HONEY: This do-nothing McGowan government has absolutely destroyed the horticultural industry in 
north Wanneroo. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: Mr Acting Speaker! You can’t beat that! 
The ACTING SPEAKER: I give the call to the member for Churchlands. 
MR S.K. L’ESTRANGE (Churchlands) [5.51 pm]: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. The opposition is grateful 
to the Acting Speaker for giving us an opportunity to continue to talk about this do-nothing, no-projects, no-jobs, 
useless government! 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: That is what we are here to debate today. The member for Kalgoorlie knows that the 
government is useless. In fact, the only people on the other side of the chamber who are worthy of a seat on the 
front bench are the members for Kimberley and Armadale. 
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The member for Girrawheen tried hard during the recent debate, so we could probably 
look at promoting her as well. Those members fight for their communities. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members to my right! 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: But they get frustrated all the time by the fact that this is a do-nothing, no-projects, 
no-jobs government. In fact, that should be the slogan for this government going into the 2021 election. What is 
the Labor Party going to do for you? It will do nothing. That is what the government is all about—nothing! 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: For those members who are new to this place, the last time Labor was in government—
the member for Collie–Preston will know this—there was a massive project by the Inpex Corporation that was 
worth billions and billions of dollars to the economy of Western Australia. It was a massive project. What did 
Inpex do? 
Mr W.J. Johnston: In 2011! 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: It decided to build a 900-kilometre pipeline to Darwin. 
Mr S.A. Millman: When? 
Mr W.J. Johnston: In 2011. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Cannington! Member for Mount Lawley! 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The member for Mount Lawley and the Minister for Mines and Petroleum chirp on and 
on and say that it was in 2011. 
Mr S.A. Millman interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Mount Lawley! 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The member for Cottesloe and I sat down with the vice-president of Inpex in Tokyo, 
who was the president of the project in Western Australia at the time, and he clarified for us, to our faces, in person, 
that “the reason that project was lost to Western Australia and went to Darwin was because of the Labor government.” 
Is that true, member for Cottesloe? 
Dr D.J. Honey: Absolutely; face to face. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: It is a true story. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: That’s rubbish! 
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Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Is the Minister for Mines and Petroleum saying that we are lying? 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Yes. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Is he saying that he did not tell us that? 

Mr W.J. Johnston: I’m saying that you’re lying, yes. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I ask the Minister for Mines and Petroleum to withdraw. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Mr Acting Speaker, that is unparliamentary language, and I also ask him to withdraw it. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): Member for Cannington, it is unparliamentary. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: If it is unparliamentary language, I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: That is the calibre of the member for Cannington—when he is wrong, he calls us liars. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: I’m not wrong! 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: That is what he just did. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The member for Balcatta is getting involved now! I remind the member for Balcatta 
that in around 2007 or 2008, the Labor government could not grip onto the Inpex project and could not nail it or 
land it for the people of Western Australia. When I was a new backbencher sitting in about the position that the 
member for Armadale sits today, I said to members, “Do you know what the Labor government was like in that 
period?” The member for Kimberley will know of the little geckoes that stick onto walls up in the Kimberley. They 
are beautiful little creatures with big googly eyes. They are cute. They stick to walls. Members opposite are like 
that. They are paralysed. They are stuck to the wall. If we turn on the light, they all just freeze and their eyes goggle 
up. They go, “What do we do now?” It reminds me of some advice I was given by a former Premier, who said, 
“The thing with Labor is that it is very, very effective in opposition, but it’s useless in government.” True to form, 
that is Labor’s performance to date in three years of government—it is absolutely useless! 

The key aspect of the motion that I want to focus on today is the last bit, where it says “leading to lost jobs and 
ongoing domestic recession”. That is happening on this government’s watch. Labor promised the people of 
Western Australia that it would grow jobs. It promised them that it would turn around the domestic economy 
because it said that the former Liberal–National government had failed. That is the promise that Labor took to the 
election. It also promised that to help that happen, it would implement its own fiscal policy objectives, one of 
which was to reduce taxes so that Western Australians would have more money in their pockets to spend in local 
towns in the Kimberley or in areas such as Armadale and Girrawheen. The idea was that this would generate jobs 
in small businesses like small sandwich bars and small fishing tackle shops, one of which the Leader of the 
Opposition has. But what did Labor do? Within weeks of getting into government and taking on the front benches, 
it turned back that fiscal tax-reduction policy and decided to increase taxes. It did not do it once; it did it five or 
six times in its first year to 18 months in government. It kept increasing taxes. Every time the commentariat out 
there would say, “Hang on a second; didn’t you say there’d be no new taxes and no increases to taxes when you 
win government?”, the answer that came back was, “Well, look at the state of the books. It’s worse than we thought.” 
Do members remember the government saying in its first year that the situation was worse than the Great Depression? 
That was a good way of getting a domestic recession back on foot! Telling people that they were in a worse 
situation than the Great Depression encouraged people to invest in small businesses and grow jobs! Labor accused 
us of talking down the economy when the Premier himself, in his first year in office, kept on banging on that we 
were in the greatest recession of all time, caused somewhat by the former Liberal–National government. What 
a load of rubbish! 

Labor spent the next three years pretty much opening or running projects that were put in place and established by 
the Liberal–National government. The only project it went to the election saying that it would build was Metronet. 
Have we seen one piece of rail line laid? I am not talking about previous projects; I am talking about in the time 
that Labor has been in government. Have we seen any? We have seen none. 

Do members remember the Premier’s jobs bill? That was the cornerstone economic-policy bill of the new Labor 
government in Western Australia. Do members remember the night that we sat here and scrutinised the bill with 
the Premier? He had no idea what was in that bill. It was his cornerstone bill. He fumbled around on that table in 
the middle. He had no idea what was in his own bill. We said to the Premier, “Do you realise that when you say 
that it must be local content and local jobs, under the definition in the agreement between all the states, the 
commonwealth and New Zealand, “local content” means any of the states and New Zealand?” 

Mr D.T. Punch: Local content for you is Malaysia! 



9478 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 27 November 2019] 

 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: We did not go in to that 2017 election saying that we were going to build a second-rate 
bridge; we went into that election saying were going to build an outstanding bridge. The Labor government took 
it over. By the way, its cost blowouts on that were astronomical. The Labor government did not even follow through 
with the architecture and design of the bridge properly. The government thinks it is a great bridge; good on it, but 
it could have been a lot better. 
Mr D.T. Punch interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bunbury! 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Can I just say — 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Member for Bicton, member for Mount Lawley and member for Bunbury, 
thank you. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Can I just say that the government did not do a good enough job on that bridge. We all 
know that. It had cost blowouts left right and centre. I would like to see the breakdown of that bridge. I would love 
the government to find it and show me where that steel came from, where it was manufactured and where any 
prefab work was done. I would love the government to give me the breakdown on that, because I reckon a fair bit 
of it was not from Western Australia. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I am happy to be proven wrong by the member for Bunbury and the member for Bicton. 
They can get the information for me and table it in Parliament, and we will go through it in detail and look at just 
how much local content there was. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Hang on, member for Bunbury! You are calling people, Mr Acting Speaker. I am sitting 
because you are calling. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bunbury, I call you for the first time. Member for Bicton! 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Thank you very much, Acting Speaker. Can I say, for someone with a dodgy knee, the 
member for Bunbury sprang up pretty quickly just then. I tell members what, he must be on steroids sitting in the 
chamber right now, the way he jumped to his feet. He was faster than a three-year-old’s jack-in-the-box right then. 
He was very fast indeed. 
I will go to some statistics of the domestic recession that the government has not been able to turn around or 
correct. They are pretty damning of the Labor Party’s term in government so far—very damning indeed. In fact, 
there is a 5.7 per cent unemployment trend, which has been higher than the national rate for 52 months in a row. 
This is a Premier, Treasurer and a government that say they are growing jobs. Yes, but for 52 months in a row our 
unemployment rate has been above the national average, so the government has not turned it around. Not only 
has the government not turned it around, in all its time in government, it has hovered between 5.7 per cent and 
6.3 per cent. In fact, I think the month after the Labor Party won office it was sitting at 5.8 per cent. The only pat 
on the back that the government can really give itself is for a reduction of 0.1 per cent, but the unemployment rate 
got as high as 6.3 per cent during that time. The government is claiming a victory of reducing the unemployment 
rate from 6.3 per cent during its term to what it is today at around 5.7 per cent. That is what the government is 
doing. It is all about spin, and the spin simply does not wash. 
Mr D.T. Punch interjected. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Yes, member for Bunbury. This government is all about spin. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I thank you for getting some decorum back in the chamber, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
because the member for Girrawheen was starting to get a bit untidy just then. It was most uncharacteristic of the 
member for Girrawheen, who normally holds a fair degree of decorum when sitting in the chair as an Acting Speaker. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Perhaps it is best not to bait them. Just continue on with your debate, member. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I was quite disappointed with her performance just then. 
We have 82 162 people unemployed. The trend has been up one per cent since April 2017, and yet the Premier said 
he has created jobs. How has the government created all these jobs when the trend is up since it took office? I do 
not get the maths on that. Clearly, the Premier does not either. He is creating a new maths; it is McGowan maths, 
which is a new sort of maths that the government creates and preaches. We have 141 766 underemployed, and the 
trend is up 5.1 per cent on the last year. That is a situation we are dealing with. We are dealing with unemployment 
as a serious issue in Western Australia, and this government has done everything in its power to make it worse, 
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not to make it better. When it comes to reflecting on the former government, the former government had large 
projects underway. When that mining construction boom wound itself down and went from construction into 
production, thankfully we had some major infrastructure projects going on in the Perth metropolitan area and 
through the royalties for region scheme in the regions that helped the tradies in Western Australia stay and work 
in Western Australia. When the Labor Party came to government, what did it do? 
Mr D.T. Punch interjected. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: What did the member for Bunbury do? The member for Bunbury was like one of those 
little geckos stuck on the walls of the tropical Kimberley or the Northern Territory saying, “We have won 
government, what do we do now?” We could see the little thought bubble coming out of the little gecko’s face 
going, “Will anybody see me? What am I doing?” They had no idea. As a result of that, what have we seen? We have 
seen net interstate migration fall for Western Australia. In fact, our statistics for the March quarter were 1 142; and 
in December 2018, 2 542; in September 2018, 1 744; in June 2018, 2 597; and in March 2018, 2 620. That is the 
pattern of this government. We are losing people. Do members know who those people are? Those people are our 
tradies. Those people are our young professionals coming out of university with professional qualifications who 
are leaving this state in droves because they have lost faith in the Labor government. That is what they are doing. 
I just compare us, what is going on in the state of Western Australia, with what is going on some of the other states. 
Let us look at Queensland. Queensland’s interstate migration figure is positive 5 175. For the December 2018 quarter, 
it was positive 7 213; for the September 2018 quarter, it was positive 5 020; and for the June 2018 quarter, it was 
positive 5 861. What about Victoria? In March 2019, it was positive 3 518; in December 2018, it was positive 3 645; 
in September 2018, it was positive 2 599; and in June 2018, it was positive 3 018. What does that tell us? It tells us 
that this government is doing something wrong and those states are doing something right. That is what it tells us.  
If the government wants to get the economy back on track, its fiscal policy is one thing, but it mucked it up because 
it said it was going to reduce taxes to increase aggregate demand in the economy and it did not. The government has 
raised taxes, which contracted aggregate demand in the economy and sent all these people east. The government’s 
fiscal policy is damaged and its jobs policy is damaged because the Jobs Bill it wrote does not work and there is no 
evidence from three years in power to demonstrate that the government has the economy on any semblance of an 
upper trajectory. It is on a downward trajectory because of the government’s policies. The member for Cottesloe and 
the Leader of the Opposition have outlined those things, as has the member for Vasse. They have outlined a number 
of those issues that the government has failed on and continues to fail on. As long as the government stays in denial, 
all the Labor Party is really demonstrating is that it is holding true to that old saying that it is good in opposition, but 
useless in government, because in government it comes under paralysis. It just freezes and decides that the way it 
will get out of the paralysis is to spin nonsense and hope that the people of Western Australia will believe it. 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Excuse me, member, are you taking interjections? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: No, not from the member for Cannington, because he is quite rude. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I thank the minister. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: At least I’m not an idiot like you. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: There we go again. Point taken. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Minister, you will withdraw that. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I appreciate your protection, Deputy Speaker. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: This man has half the brain of a donkey. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Minister, I call you for the first time, but, I suspect, probably not the last. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Thank you, Deputy Speaker, because it is really becoming a rabble over there; it really is. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I seek your counsel, Deputy Speaker. Would the minister be required to withdraw? 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Yes, please withdraw the other comment. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I withdraw. He does not have half the brain of a donkey. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Minister, you are getting very close to a second call. Please, enough. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I withdraw. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Let us just get on with this. There are five minutes. 
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Debate Resumed 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I am absolutely happy to get on with this, I am trying to get on with this, but with these 
rude interjections all the time it is difficult. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Go ahead, member, or I will sit you down. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Donkeys are actually quite useful, they can carry things, but sucking geckos stuck to 
walls in paralysis do not achieve much at all, I can tell members now. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr M.P. MURRAY: I think you just made a ruling about naming people or calling people names that relate to 
insects, animals or any other thing around here, and it always has been unparliamentary in this house to be comparing 
people with animals. I have listened to it, but when it goes one way, I think it should go back the other. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you, member. Your point is taken, but it is not a point of order. I do not think that 
reference to a gecko is particularly rude, but we were running close to the mark with some of the other comments. 
Please continue, member, you do not have long to go. Speak quickly. 

Debate Resumed  
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I seek an extension. 

Mr M.P. Murray: You’re a lizard! 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Minister, I call you for the third time. Do you want to go home? 

Mr M.P. Murray: No—U2. 

Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Minister, you are on three calls and you will be going shortly. Please. 

Point of Order 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Acting Speaker, I am not trying to canvass your ruling, but I want to understand: as 
I understand it, a gecko is a lizard and we are being called geckos. Until the minister raised an objection, no-one had 
raised any objection to that. You said that calling somebody a gecko was not inconsistent with the standing orders. 
I am just trying to clarify — 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Would you like me to explain? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes. I would appreciate it. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I was not objecting to the use of a small reptile in this place. I was objecting to the 
interjection and telling the member that it is not appropriate. Please continue. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: It is wonderful to have a Deputy Speaker who is sensible in this place and who can hold — 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Sorry, member, did you want an extension? 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I already asked for one. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I have not granted it yet. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Sorry. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Granted. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: So that I can continue to hold this government to account for its failings over the last 
three years, let us move on after that interesting conversation about animals and fauna. We found that although 
Western Australia is achieving a one per cent population growth in this state, it is only natural—it is a natural 
population growth. It is not from skilled people choosing to come to this state and grow the state. Not only will 
we have a skills shortage if the government does manage to turn around this economy, but we are giving all our 
skills away. That trade shortage will hurt the economy of Western Australia if, by some miracle, that side of the 
chamber is able to get aggregate demand back on the right track in Perth and regional Western Australia. 
Another aspect of the economy in which the government has failed is the housing sector. Government members 
all know that. They all know that the way people value their homes is that the equity that they have built up in 
their home is their wealth. For the majority of Western Australians, the basis of their wealth is the equity in their 
home. As has been pointed out by the Leader of the Opposition, the member for Cottesloe and the member for 
Vasse, if people end up with negative equity in their homes, it means they have no net wealth. All they have is 
debt. They will be running scared. They will not go out and buy an investment property or have that restaurant 
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meal once a week that they would like to take. They will not take that holiday in the south west that they would 
like to take. They will be worried, because if they have negative equity in their home and the economy continues 
to go down under this government, there is a chance that they might not have a job. Over the three years of this 
government, the unemployment rate has gone from 5.7 per cent to 6.3 per cent and back to 5.8 per cent to whatever 
it is—so that has not gone anywhere. We have over 100 000 people underemployed and over 80 000 people 
unemployed. People are worried about their jobs. Will those people feel confident to spend in the economy? Of 
course not. If the government does not tackle the demand side economics of the economy of Western Australia 
and get people spending again, nothing will start moving again. 

One thing in the government’s kitbag that the government has promised is Metronet. The Minister for Transport 
goes on about the Yanchep line that has been paid for by the commonwealth, and the Ellenbrook line, which is all 
great—but not one bit of rail has been laid yet. There is not one job yet. It is not happening. It has been promised, 
but until those jobs start to happen, the money is not going to start flowing, the multiplier is not going to take an 
effect through the economy, and it will not improve the demand side. 

When we compare what is happening in Western Australia with what is going on in the other states, it is no wonder 
that we have net migration going in the wrong direction. The other states have huge projects underway. These 
guys like liquid-papering out “Victoria” on a number of policies and bringing them to this place and throwing 
them on the table and saying they are the government’s new wonderful policies. It has just liquid-papered out 
“Victoria” and called it WA, and away it goes. The one thing that this government has not focused on is how to 
get genuine infrastructure projects off the ground with private sector and commonwealth support that can genuinely 
stop the flow of our skilled workforce going east. The government has not been able to turn it around. The member 
for Warnbro is shaking his head. He is not in his chair, so he cannot comment. If he was in his chair, he probably 
could. The member for Warnbro made the point today that the government is trying to get all these shipbuilding 
projects for Henderson, and I hope he lands them. That is why the federal Liberals in Western Australia are 
working so hard to try to get those projects to Western Australia, because they get it. They get that if we can get 
more contract work to Western Australia, it means more tradies in work and fewer of them going east. They get it. 
But the government has to deliver as well. It has to stop being a one-trick pony. It cannot just be all about Metronet. 
I know those guys opposite quoted a tweet I did some time ago that said they need more in their kitbag than 
Metronet if they are going to try to turn this economy around. 

Mrs A.K. Hayden: We haven’t even got that yet. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The member for Darling Range is quite right. These are big issues. In the housing market 
in Western Australia, the median house values in Perth are less than they are in Hobart, Tasmania. The median 
cost of a house in Perth is less than the median cost of a house in Hobart. A former Premier once quipped that 
Tasmania is a national park. We have this massive industry and the mining and oil and gas sector going on, which 
is the only thing, by the way, propping up our economy. If we did not have that, we would be in real trouble. We 
know that this mob is kind of almost being arm-twisted by the Environmental Protection Authority and whatever. 
The fact is we need good infrastructure projects brought forward to help generate jobs, which will help generate 
income flow in our economy, which will help generate income for the government. Once the economy starts 
moving, the government’s stamp duty receipts will start going up. The government has demonstrated time and 
again that its efforts in those types of policies are going in the other direction. 

There are no better examples than the examples already presented, such as the regional migration scheme backed 
up by a seven per cent surcharge tax on foreign investors. What does that do to foreign investors? They all go east 
because there is no net benefit for them to buy an off-the-plan apartment or existing apartment here. There is no 
point. We held an advantage over the apartment market in Australia before the government introduced that tax. 
Once that tax came in, foreign buyers said that there was no advantage anymore and that they would go and buy 
in the east. That is what they did. We know that was a recent backflip. It was a flawed policy in itself, but it was 
a backflip on the impact that the government’s tax policy was having on foreign investment, so it did that stamp 
duty change for off-the-plan projects. Of course, that helped turn around the foreign investor side but it offended 
and upset many in the housing and unit construction sector because it, basically, picked a winner and meant the 
others were losers. Those people who were already constructing those apartments or had excess supply of 
completed apartments were not picked up in that stamp duty concession, so they lost. The government stalled that 
whole market. Sure, it achieved an outcome with a “behind-the-scenes, sneaky-sneaky; let’s try to turn around this 
seven per cent surcharge” mistake, which it was. “Let’s create another mistake while we do it.” That is consistent 
with the government’s policy development over the last three years. It consistently makes calls, often on the 
run and without proper consultation, that come under enormous scrutiny from the sectors that are impacted and 
involved, and then the government tries to do a backflip. It seems like a lifetime ago, but we saw it with the 
Perth Modern School debacle, when the government rushed to get the Subiaco school afoot. Basically, that entire 
policy was drafted up over a weekend when the government started getting massive backlash from the Perth Modern 
School community. 

Ms R. Saffioti: The new school in the western suburbs? 
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Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I am referring to the backflip that the government had to do under pressure at the time, 
because the new school that the government was going to do was a high-rise building in Northbridge. That went 
down like a lead balloon. That was the government’s plan, if I remember rightly. The government was going to 
turn Perth Modern into a normal general intake school, so that community got really upset. The government had 
the City Beach high school site ready to go, with classrooms already there, “But, no; we can’t do that as that was 
a Liberal policy. We couldn’t be seen to be doing that. That would be flying the white flag, wouldn’t it?” The 
government has gone ahead. Good on you! The government has built that school and we know it, and the community 
is grateful that it is at least building something. In 2025, that school will be at capacity, and the government will 
be back at square one anyway. That is what it is doing so, hopefully, all those kids will be able to get public transport 
there and get off the bus, but we will wait and see. Let us wait and see how that goes; time will tell. One of the 
really interesting things about infrastructure spending is that I think the Victorian Treasurer said sometime this 
year that Victoria had $107.3 billion in existing and planned infrastructure spending. I know that quote came under 
some scrutiny in the papers in Victoria, but it was $107.3 billion over there. I think Queensland has a $49.5 billion 
infrastructure program for the next four years. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The member for Girrawheen has piped up about debt. I would like to know how much 
debt the government has paid off. The shadow Treasurer has highlighted in this place on several occasions that the 
income coming into the government coffers is substantially more than it was for the former Liberal–National 
government. How much of that is the government actually using to pay down debt? It would be well worth having 
a look at those figures to see how that is going. If that is what the member for Girrawheen is saying the government 
is doing, that is great, but let us see it—let us see the debt coming down. At the same time, the government still needs 
to implement policies that will attract tradespeople—or stem the flow of tradespeople from Western Australia to 
the east coast—so that they can get over here and get involved in projects and building that will keep them here so 
that they can spend on the local economy and help the economy get out of the mire; otherwise, the domestic 
recession will deepen. 

What is the government’s plan for getting us out of this situation? I have not heard it yet. Other than Metronet, what 
is the government’s plan? Median house prices are now below those of Hobart. I know of no massive infrastructure 
projects. If the government is saying that it does not want the state to go into more debt, what is its plan to get the 
commonwealth or the private sector involved? Does it have a plan there? Does the government have any policies 
about encouraging private investment to grow tourism projects in particular? Does it have any ideas? No. I am not 
calling members of the government individually little sucking geckos, but the analogy is the gecko on the wall. 
Members will remember that analogy—they just freeze when you turn the light on and do nothing. It is like 
paralysis. That was the analogy. We are not hearing a plan and we are the people who are focused on trying to 
hear and understand it. How are the people of Western Australia going to know what the plan is if we do not know? 
The government does not tell anyone. I do not think it has one. It is a reactive government that reacts to problems. 
It creates problems, reacts to the problems, and then spins some yarns and puts out some ads and media releases 
when it has a meeting. That is all it seems to do. It does not have a grand plan that communicates to the people 
of Western Australia what they can expect from the government over its four-year term or building towards 
a 10-year plan. We have not seen any of it. 

One of the issues for the Western Australia economy is the lack of diversification. Prior to the last election, Labor 
members talked about diversification as being a major issue prior, but they have done nothing about it in government. 
If we look at economies such as Victoria, we will see that its gross state product grew three per cent faster than the 
gross domestic product of 1.9 per cent. Healthcare and social assistance spending was up 11.3 per cent. Construction 
was up by 4.7 per cent. Financial and insurance services were up by 3.3 per cent. What has the government been 
doing in that space? Nothing! It has not been doing anything. But we are in a time zone which could really do 
something with some of those services for people in our neighbouring nations, who could probably jump on a plane 
and benefit from some tourism aspects linked to those services. Queensland is a big mining state like us but its 
growth in education as gross value added was 2.6 per cent, whereas we know that international students coming 
to Perth left and went east. They were not welcome and that is how they felt. These are the big issues. If the 
government does not start demonstrating that it has a vision for the state and for jobs for Western Australia that is 
tangible and will stem the flow of the skilled workforce of Western Australia going east, and does not focus on paying 
down debt, as the member for Girrawheen said, so we can see it, whilst it attracts investment to grow our state, we 
will not see a plan, and the people of Western Australia will not see that plan. That is the problem and why this 
motion has been brought forward. It is a reminder. We are condemning the government for being a do-nothing 
McGowan Labor government. It has failed to act on getting things done. It is that simple. 

MR D.T. PUNCH (Bunbury) [6.24 pm]: I was really looking forward to following the member for Cottesloe. 
Last time I followed him we talked about his favourite restaurant and its lack of ability to get a chef. I pointed out 
that that was a consequence of the training cutbacks that the previous government put in. Clearly, his favourite 
dish must be a soufflé, because there was absolutely nothing in his contribution. I was glad that the member for 
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Churchlands stood up because once we read the member for Churchlands’ contribution in Hansard I think we will 
find that it was nothing but allegory and a wild expose of the living habits of the gecko. There was not a lot of 
substance in there either. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Certainly no facts! 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: Yes, certainly no facts. I will come to the member for Vasse and the Leader of the Opposition 
shortly as well. This is a motion that really detracts from the role of an opposition, which is to constructively 
criticise and attack the government’s policies. 

Point of Order 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The member does not have the correct allocation of time. He is the lead speaker. He should 
have 60 minutes. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: He didn’t indicate that. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am making the point that as the lead speaker he should have 60 minutes. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you very much. Are you the lead speaker, member? 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: Yes. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: We will adjust things. Go ahead. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: I hope you’ve got a few notes. 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: I do not need notes when I follow the member for Churchlands. 

I have looked at this motion and it mentions the government failing to start any major job-creating projects. We have 
heard a lot about spin, but I can tell members opposite that I got up very early this morning to attend Parliament. As 
I drove up Kwinana Freeway, what did I see? I saw heaps of people out there working. I saw trucks moving and 
infrastructure being built. When I drive back to Bunbury tomorrow night, I will drive past the Kemerton Industrial 
Park, which has attracted major private sector investment with a major infrastructure component from this state 
government. It is built and operating. When I drive into Bunbury, I will see cranes. I do not think I saw a crane from 
2008 to 2017, but there are cranes and activity in Bunbury. This is one of those motions that singularly fails to pass 
the pub test, because anywhere in Perth people can see evidence of infrastructure projects from this government that 
are underway, employing people and doing things to take this state forward. It is a ridiculous motion. It comes from 
an opposition that did not create a single job in its last term of government—not only that, it left us with a legacy of debt. 

I know that the member for Cottesloe does not like history—in fact, no members opposite like history. When we 
came into government we had a forward estimates position that was rapidly tracking up to forty thousand million 
dollars of debt. The first thing we had to do as a government was to bring the state’s finances under control and, 
at the same time, ramp up our major agenda of creating jobs for everyday Western Australians here in WA. 
“Here in WA” is the missing link. I know the number of contracts that went overseas and to the eastern states 
under the previous government. I think the member for Vasse made reference to the railcars that the previous 
government provided. Where did they come from, members? 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Brisbane! 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: It was Brisbane in Queensland! There was no commitment to jobs here. The member for 
Cottesloe might laugh on his way out, but this is serious business, because we have people who are doing it tough 
and need jobs here in WA, people who are changing careers and need access to training, and young people who 
need jobs based on quality training. What did the previous government do? Nothing. It ripped the guts out of 
training. I remind members that it put up training fees at a time when state final demand was in negative territory. 
It ripped the guts out of training, but in 2013–14 state final demand was minus 1.3 per cent. In 2014–15 it was 
minus 2.2 per cent, in 2015–16 it was minus 4.7 per cent, and in 2016–17 it was minus 7.1 per cent, and the 
member for Churchlands talks to us about economic management! 

Ms M.M. Quirk: He usually talks a lot about lizards! 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: He did talk a lot about lizards. He might be up for an ecology award at some point! 

I was listening with care to the Leader of the Opposition. A Leader of the Opposition has to be out there driving 
the agenda forward. They have to impassion the members who are sitting behind them. They all looked bored stiff, 
unfortunately, throughout the Leader of the Opposition’s presentation. A lot of members were looking at their 
iPhones or reading their notes. For a fundamentally important motion that the Leader of the Opposition was 
supposed to put forward today, not a skerrick of interest was shown by opposition members sitting behind her. It 
really came home to me today how the Leader of the Opposition does not really have an eye for detail. She is 
pretty good on generalities, but I think her interview this morning on ABC radio really pinpointed this issue about 
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the detail. I picked up on the medihotel. I know our health minister is very keen on medihotels. The Leader of the 
Opposition made reference to medihotels taking the pressure off our emergency departments. They do not have 
anything to do with emergency departments; they are post-discharge care. Our urgent care clinics are about taking 
pressure off emergency departments, and that is what we are doing. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: The shadow spokesperson for Health needs to brief the Leader of the Opposition more 
effectively because she was clearly not briefed on that! 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Dawesville, I call you for the — 

Mr P. Papalia: Third time. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: No—first time. That was surprising; but go ahead, member for Bunbury. 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: All that talk of geckos and the green tie just set him off! 

There was a really important and significant gap in the Leader of the Opposition’s contribution — 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Just one? 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: There were quite a few, but this is something that is particularly close to my heart. I am surprised 
that members of the National Party were represented by only one member on this. I could be corrected—I will 
read Hansard carefully—but I do not think regional WA was mentioned once in the Leader of the Opposition’s 
contribution. Regional WA is a beneficiary from this government of a major expansion of infrastructure development. 
Not one mention of that was made by the Leader of the Opposition. I think the Leader of the Opposition is firmly 
focused on the metropolitan area and has just delegated any thoughts of regional Western Australia to the 
National Party. No National Party members were here. The Leader of the Opposition’s contribution did not include 
regional WA. 

Then we went on to the member for Vasse’s contribution. As soon as the member for Vasse stood up, the Leader of 
the Opposition disappeared. I am not sure what was behind that. Quite a few other members seemed to drop off 
and we were rapidly down to about half of the opposition’s numbers—there were about five members here. The 
member for Vasse raised a number of issues about local content, and referred to the outer ring-road. This was 
an interesting one because, member for Vasse, I recently attended the launch of the pre-works for the dualling of 
Bussell Highway. These are important foundation works, funded by the state government ahead of any contribution 
by the federal government at this stage, to get the project moving, to get people working and to show that we are 
committed to doing that work. Guess where the labour comes from? It comes from the member for Vasse’s 
electorate. A local company is running that project. That highlights their ability to do local jobs. 

At the same time as that is happening, our incredibly hardworking Minister for Transport is fast-tracking the 
outer ring-road. She has called for expressions of interest from lead contractors. She has started the process of getting 
those lead contractors engaged with local contractors and subcontractors to see who can provide a contribution 
to that project with landscaping, concreting, bridgework, foundations and electrical work—the list goes on. It is 
a major project. I can tell members opposite that people are very excited about that project not only in my 
electorate, but also in the electorates of the member for Murray–Wellington and the member for Collie–Preston. 
Those two examples, together with the examples given by the Leader of the Opposition, highlight how little 
substance there was in the contributions of members opposite on this motion. They skimmed over the facts and 
skimmed over the detail. In fact, as I was watching, I formed a view that every time there was a serious policy 
analysis to be contributed, members opposite reached for a newspaper article. Nathan Hondros is a pretty good 
contributor. It seemed to me that all the policy advice that went into the opposition’s comments to support this 
motion was simply a reproduction of what might be printed as opinion pieces in various newspapers or whatever. 
The contributions were pretty disappointing. 

I actually did not get anything out of the member for Cottesloe’s contribution. There seemed to be a lot of waffling 
about polls and about what we should and should not be doing, but in terms of a singular analysis of the infrastructure 
that is rolling out across the whole of Western Australia, there was not a lot from the member for Cottesloe. 

I want to give a few examples of some of the projects that this government has underway, which are directly 
supporting local content. Before I do that, the Minister for Tourism is sitting in here. I want to congratulate the 
Minister for Tourism, who has absolutely turned around the state’s tourism prospects. Direct flights from overseas 
are coming into Perth, bringing happy holiday-makers, who are distributing throughout Perth and into the regions. 
We are seeing them in my electorate, Minister for Tourism. There has been an 18 per cent increase in visitation 
numbers in the Bunbury area. I am sure that a lot of visitors are also going into the Vasse area. I must say that 
I was in Busselton on Sunday. 

Mr P. Papalia: Twenty-six per cent. 
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Mr D.T. PUNCH: Twenty-six per cent. I was in Busselton on Sunday. A lot of comparisons are made between 
Bunbury and Busselton. Busselton’s main street was absolutely dead on its feet. Bunbury’s main street was thriving, 
and that is the benefit of having active local members! 
That takes me back to another point I wanted to make about the Bunbury Outer Ring Road. Does the member for 
Vasse support the Bunbury Outer Ring Road? 
Ms L. Mettam: Of course I do. 
Mr D.T. PUNCH: Does the member support the route and the alignment? Was that a yes? 
Ms L. Mettam: About the alignment? 
Mr D.T. PUNCH: Yes—the route; the plan. Does she want it to move forward? 
Ms L. Mettam: I certainly want to get it moving. A lot of concern has been raised about it in the community. 
Mr D.T. PUNCH: But she still wants to get it moving. 
Ms L. Mettam: Of course. 
Mr D.T. PUNCH: Does the member think it should just go through the Environmental Protection Authority 
process and then get on with it? 
Ms L. Mettam: What is the member struggling with locally? What does the member for Bunbury need help with? 
Mr D.T. PUNCH: No; I do not need any help. I just want to point out that the opposition is very quick to have a go 
at that project but is — 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Bunbury and member for Vasse, I appreciate that you are not responding; 
you should not respond. This is not a debate, member, unless you are asking — 
Mr D.T. PUNCH: I stand corrected, Deputy Speaker. 
I recall the Leader of the National Party coming down and criticising our hardworking Minister for Transport over 
the outer ring-road and about alignment issues, but she failed to mention that the National Party had lobbed a petition 
into this place calling for the original alignment through the southern corridor to be retained. All this duplicity 
goes on over these projects. On the one hand, the opposition really wants to get them going and see them happen, 
but, on the other hand, if there is an opportunity to stir up the community, it will. 
I now want to talk about Bunbury prison. That was a $24 million build. When Labor came to office, there was 
gross overcrowding in prisons and a hazy notion that a new prison would be built, but not a single dollar could be 
found to fund it. This government got on with the job. It planned it and built it, based on an expansion of our 
existing prison estate and not having to develop new prison estates. We looked for the value-for-money option 
and arrived at an intelligent solution. That prison was built with 90 per cent local content, member for Vasse. 
More importantly, it has led to 61 new permanent jobs in the south west. That is one example of a very good 
accomplishment by this government that is achieving value for money. 
I can go on. A new step-up, step-down facility is being built in Bunbury. I remember that was promised in 2013 
by the former Liberal–National government. In 2017, just before the state election, the same promise was recycled. 
It had not been built; it had not moved an inch! We got into government, the tenders were let and that project is 
now well on its way to completion. Part of the argument coming from members opposite is that they expected us 
to start laying railway lines on 12 March 2017. That is the basis of their argument. There is no recognition of the 
fundamental principles for rolling out a project, such as financing, business case development, detailed planning, 
approvals, tendering, making sure we are getting value for money and, importantly, making sure that we maximise 
local content. Then we come back to the micro levels. We know that tradespeople are doing it tough and we know 
that there needs to be a stream of work going out, so what did this responsive McGowan Labor government do? It 
put money directly into schools to fund school maintenance, and directly into hospitals to fund hospital 
maintenance to get the money into the hands of subcontractors or contractors and directly support our traders.  
I want to talk a little about the Australind because I know that it is close to the member for Vasse’s heart. Has the 
member for Vasse travelled on the Australind recently at all? Sorry, Deputy Speaker. I did travel on the Australind, 
and it was a very enjoyable trip. The interesting thing with the member for Vasse’s contribution is that she 
mentioned that it had been out of service for 77 days so far this year. Interestingly, 74 of those days were entirely 
attributable to the severe corrosion that was present in every single railcar.  
Mr P. Papalia: It does not happen overnight.  
Mr D.T. PUNCH: Yes. That corrosion was discovered under this government’s watch. Those trains were built in 
Bassendean; I am sure members would be interested in that. Good Western Australian workmanship had carried 
them all the way through, but the previous government did not give a stiff about the Australind; it was not even on 
its radar. In fact, at the last election it had no commitment in relation to the Australind or rail travel. Corrosion 
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does not happen in an instant, and because this corrosion was quite severe, it was clear that the motor carriages 
and the compartments were at risk of falling apart and letting the engines drop. The couplings at the end of the 
carriages were severely corroded, with the potential to pull the carriage through. The government, the Minister for 
Transport and the Public Transport Authority made the decision that it was a public safety risk and those trains 
needed to go off the line and be repaired properly. They have been practically rebuilt. Since they have been rebuilt, 
when we take out the corrosion issues and look at our maintenance of those trains, compared with what the previous 
government did, our record is incredibly good. The member for Vasse was very selective in what she said. Our 
election commitment was that we would improve the Australind service. We started with improving the train 
stations, and that work is underway. I was at North Dandalup train station a few months ago when that work 
started. We also said quite clearly that our election commitment was about building a new rail industry and building 
trains in Western Australia. We were not going to try to find cheap off-the-shelf options out of China, Indonesia, 
India or any other overseas country. I am sure they are very good trains for those areas, but we wanted to make 
sure that we built them here and provided jobs and traineeships for people in WA . We wanted the work done right 
so that when the trains are built they will last for another 30 years. During the next 30 years of a Labor government, 
we will make sure that they are fully maintained.  

I want to speak very briefly about the potential for regional arts in our regions.  

MR S.A. MILLMAN (Mount Lawley) [6.43 pm]: The member for Bunbury raised the issue of regional and 
cultural arts, and I would like to take him up on that point, because there is nothing we have seen quite so good as the 
investment of the McGowan Labor government in creative and cultural industries. Before I get to that, I commend 
the member for Bunbury for his excellent contribution. One of the things about the member’s contribution that 
I was impressed with is that having listened to all the contributions from members opposite, he was able to discern 
some narrative of an argument. As I sat here and listened, it occurred to me that this was the most turgid, incoherent 
and paradoxical argument that has ever been presented in this Parliament. These people opposite are completely 
ill-prepared for government. They have no idea what they stand for, they have no idea what they are talking about, 
they have no idea how to manage the economy and there are barely any of them left to participate in this debate.  

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: Allow us to participate then, member.  

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Member for Dawesville, in 473 days it will all be over for you, so you do not have to worry.  

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: Because we will be in government. With your margin, I am not sure you should be speaking.  

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Mate, it is better than yours.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! Please, it is not a yelling match across at each other. If you wish to take 
interjections, just let me know.  

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: We will see how we go, Deputy Speaker. The member for Vasse’s motion was — 

That this house condemns the do-nothing McGowan Labor government for failing to start any major 
job-creating projects …  

Yet, she went off on a folly of her own wandering through the long grass about freedom of information applications. 
She barely mentioned jobs in her contribution, whatsoever. The only conclusion that I could draw from the member’s 
inability to prosecute an argument about jobs is that there is no substance to this argument, or alternatively, that 
the Liberals do not know how to prosecute this argument properly. I suspect that the Liberal Party cannot prosecute 
its argument properly because it has such a shocking record on jobs. Look at the thousands and thousands of jobs 
that have been created in just the first term, not even the first three-quarters, of the McGowan Labor government. 
Compare that with no net new jobs created during the last term of the Barnett government; it has no credibility on 
this issue. It has zero credibility. Then we have this inconsistent, incoherent philosophical approach and on one hand, 
members opposite say that they should not pay down debt, they should spend all the money as quickly as they can, 
and then they say, “But we’re the responsible fiscal managers. We’re the responsible financial managers”.  

The contribution from the member for Cottesloe was insane in its temerity. All he did in his contribution to this 
place is talk down Western Australia. He criticised the activist McGowan Labor government for getting on with the 
job of trying to create jobs and stimulate economic activity, and at the same time, he stands there as a representative 
of the people of Western Australia, as a person with a sacred obligation to try to contribute to the betterment of 
this state, and told this whole chamber just how bad it is. Shame on the member for Cottesloe. That was entirely 
the wrong thing to do, and somebody of his experience should know better than to do that. There was no meaningful 
contribution from any of the members opposite.  

The next problem I have is the blatant hypocrisy of the Liberal Party these days. It criticises our revenue raising 
measures and says that we are a hard taxing government.  

Mr I.C. Blayney: Privatising.  

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: The member for Geraldton, I will take that interjection. Is the privatisation of Western Power 
still Nationals WA policy? If he is not prepared to answer the question, that is weak, but that is fine.  
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Point of Order 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The member for Mount Lawley continues to encourage members of the opposition to engage 
with him in a debate, which, as you know, we are not able to do, and then he decides to chastise us and call members 
weak when they cannot, and they abide by the standing orders. I ask you to pull him into line.  

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Pull me into line?  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Would you just wait for me to respond, please. 

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: I beg your pardon, Deputy Speaker. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: That was not a point of order. The member said he would take the interjection from 
the member for Geraldton, and the member for Geraldton responded accordingly. I am sorry. Continue, member 
for Mount Lawley.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: No Labor government will commit to the privatisation of Western Power. We were so 
proud to take that policy to the 2017 election. It is such a fundamental part of what we stood for, because we knew 
that with responsible fiscal management we would be able to restore the finances of Western Australia without 
having to resort to the privatisation of crucial, critical public utility infrastructure. What about other revenue raising 
measures? This is what the Liberal Party had to say on land tax. Gareth Parker wrote a fantastic article on 
19 February 2016, titled “Liberals in revolt on land tax”. It states — 

WA Liberal MPs in blue-ribbon seats are being hit by complaints from angry supporters who vow they 
will never again vote for the party because of the impact of land tax hikes handed down in last year’s 
State Budget. 

That was February 2016. The member for Riverton, in the article from Gareth Parker, promised to ameliorate it. 
The former member for Mount Lawley, Mr Sutherland, was clear in his condemnation of the Liberal government 
for not doing anything about land tax. He wrote to the Treasurer about land tax, saying that it was a major problem. 
Having been mollified by the former Treasurer, the former member for Mount Lawley was then dismayed when, 
in May 2016, the member for Riverton handed down the budget. It was designed to collect an extra $836 million 
over the forward estimates. It was reported — 

… Mt Lawley Liberal MLA Michael Sutherland said land tax hikes had been “too sudden and too much”. 

“I’m disappointed … 

“I don’t believe that it’s the catalyst for a spill, but there are a lot of backbenchers and ministers (who are 
unhappy).” 

Unfortunately, some of those backbenchers and ministers who were unhappy are no longer with us because in 
March 2017 the community of Western Australia voted overwhelmingly to reject the highest taxing, high spending, 
high debt-driving Barnett–Harvey–Nalder government and send it into opposition, including Rasputin in the back 
room pulling the strings. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member, if you are going to refer to members in the house, you should refer to them 
by their name and title. 

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: I was not referring to any member. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Okay. Just someone. 

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: I would not want it to be suggested that an imputation is contained in what I was saying. 
Far be it for me to cast aspersions. 

A member interjected. 

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: The member for Rasputin. 

Mr I.C. Blayney: Who is Rasputin? 

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: That is another pointless interjection from the member for Geraldton. I invited an interjection 
from the member for Geraldton previously and, once again, he has demonstrated that perhaps it was not worth 
the effort. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: You are very aggressive today, member for Mount Lawley. 

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: I was astounded. The only contribution that made any sense was made by the member for 
Churchlands. I was astounded to sit here and listen to each of the opposition members stand up and give the most 
incoherent and inconsistent contributions to this debate. They were completely unfounded on any philosophical 
basis. I always thought that the Liberal Party had a solid philosophical identity. I sat here and listened to their 
contributions, and I was infuriated by the fact that the Liberal Party has abandoned all of that and it does not know 
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what it stands for anymore. The only conclusion I can draw from that is that unless and until it knows what it 
stands for, it will not be ready for government. It does not know what it stands for, it is irresponsible, it talks down 
the economy, it talks down our state, it has jeopardised our full-cycle docking of submarines and it has no idea 
how the economy works. 

The Leader of the Opposition stood up and said that the McGowan government is not doing anything and we 
do not have any plans in order to create jobs or stimulate the economy. That was her statement, or words to that 
effect. In the next breath, she listed seriatim the Albany ring-road, the Bunbury Outer Ring Road, the Mandurah 
train station car park, railcar manufacturing, the removal of the level crossing at Caledonian Avenue in 
Maylands, close to my electorate, Midland train station, Karnup train station, the Yanchep extension, the Byford 
train line and the Ellenbrook train line. If that is not a plan, I do not know what is. That was a comprehensive 
list of significant infrastructure projects that the McGowan Labor government is spending money on. Then the 
Liberal Party had the audacity to lecture us on hospitals. I was astounded by the fact that it would even dare go 
there on a day when John Holland is suing the state government for $300 million for its shockingly botched 
Perth Children’s Hospital project. There was asbestos in the roof and lead in the water. What does the Liberal Party 
want to do? It wants to tell us to rush all our projects. Do members opposite know what happens when we 
rush projects? 

Ms L. Mettam interjected. 

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: It is exactly what happened in the Perth Children’s Hospital, member for Vasse. We know 
very well, exactly as the member for Bunbury eloquently articulated and spelt out for all members in this chamber, 
that if those projects are rushed, we end up making mistakes. We will not make the same mistakes made by the 
Liberal government. We will learn from the lessons of history and we will make sure that a sober, responsible, 
professional government delivers for all people in Western Australia. Furthermore, we will not stand by and talk 
down the economy. 

In fact, I look at what is going on in Mount Lawley right now. I look at the work that has been put into our small 
businesses by the Minister for Small Business. The member for Churchlands said that the tourism minister had 
done nothing. I do not know how many times I have sat here and listened to the Minister for Tourism say that he 
has been to one place to talk about direct flights, he has been to another place to talk about direct flights and to yet 
another place to talk about direct flights. All I can see is the corollary of all that hard work and effort now starting 
to drive tourism numbers. I am here to talk up Western Australia because I am sick of listening to those opposite 
talking it down. It is a disgrace. I do not know why they do it. I always thought that they would be proud of the 
achievements of Western Australia. 

One of the areas where we are starting to see vibrancy return as a result of the excellent efforts of the McGowan 
Labor government is due in no small part to the calm, responsible environment of stability that we now bring and 
responsible economic management, which has been reflected by the international ratings agencies restoring our 
credit rating. There is always more work to do. If there is more work to be done, the only government I would trust 
to do that work is the McGowan Labor government, because it is the only government with the runs on the board 
and the demonstrated commitment to fiscal responsibility and economic planning to ensure that Western Australia 
benefits. The legacy of debt and deficit, job destruction and economic and state recession that was left to us by the 
directionless wreckers of the Liberal Party is an absolute disgrace. 

I turn to Beaufort Street. I will tell members why I am confident that the financial management of the McGowan 
Labor government is creating an environment in which the broader economy can now start to flourish. In today’s 
WAtoday, David Prestipino wrote an article headed “Beaufort’s back alright: Signs of life on Mount Lawley retail 
strip”. As the member for Mount Lawley, nothing could give me greater pride. It states — 

The retail malaise that crippled business on Beaufort Street appears to be lifting, as an old favourite 
returns and new offerings open on the strip. 

Clarence’s restaurant … will reopen on Monday at its old premises … 

Two doors down … Five Bar has been brought back to life, now that Mack Daddy’s New York Slice has 
been granted a liquor licence and expanded their operation. 

General manager Charlotte Boon … said the decision to stay in Mount Lawley was easy as Beaufort Street 
was a hotspot for foodies. 

“We’ve always loved the atmosphere here, the great selection of bars and restaurants and how close it is 
to the city. It was never really even a question of us looking anywhere else,” she said. 

The pizzeria will now seat 100, hire 10 new staff … 

That is new local jobs being created in my neighbourhood — 

… providing top-quality cocktails, with eight beers also now on tap as well as gluten-free and vegan pizzas. 
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But wait, there is more. It continues — 

Mack Daddy’s old lease has already been snapped up too, with Medellin Cafe to open soon with a focus 
on Colombian food, drinks and coffee. 

… 

The vacancy next to the perennially thriving Must Wine Bar has also been filled, with Huxtaburger set to 
open this weekend … 

Mayor Emma Cole from the City of Vincent was reported as saying — 

“The Alexander Building on the corner of Walcott Street is undergoing a redevelopment and early next 
year construction will start on the very green Baltinas mixed-use development, which will bring more 
residents and opportunities to the area,” … 

It is not confined to just the City of Vincent. If we move north of Walcott Street into the City of Stirling, we find that — 

New Fashion boutique Weekends, across the road from Hemisphere, has thrived since opening in August, 
while the plaudits continue to be served at cute French bistro Le Rebelle. 

Members can see the environment in which small businesses start to flourish, so they have the confidence to invest, 
with their entrepreneurialism and the courage to get out there and make a difference. That environment is now 
coming to the fore thanks to the sensible stewardship of the WA economy by the McGowan Labor government. 
In addition to the fantastic infrastructure projects that are coming down the pipeline, we have all the great initiatives 
in our creative industries. As members would know — 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: Take your time, member. 

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: The opposition has no more speakers. It is running out of speakers. 

The McGowan government is committed to creating jobs growth and economic diversification in the state, 
promoting new technologies and the knowledge economy. WA’s creative workforce is integral to the knowledge 
economy and drives growth in other industries, such as tourism and information communication technologies, and 
it leverages our creative talent to create more job opportunities in these related sectors. When we look at Beaufort 
Street in the seat of Mount Lawley, and the wonderful institutions that we have, such as the Astor Theatre, the 
Western Australian Academy of Performing Arts and the Edith Cowan University campus in Mt Lawley, we can 
see that it is a hub of creative activity. Just outside Mt Lawley, we have the new Museum project. It is another example 
of how this government is delivering on local jobs and content. About 3 300 jobs are being created, and local 
contractors are already on site contributing to and stimulating the economy. 

Mr A. Krsticevic: What did you have to do with that? 

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: I do not understand why the member for Carine persists in talking down Western Australia. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

House adjourned at 7.00 pm 
__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

ROAD SAFETY — TRAFFIC CRASHES 

5598. Mr P.A. Katsambanis to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
I refer to vehicles crashes, and ask: 

(a) For each of the years since 2008 how many crashes were there in a 50km zone; 

(b) How many of those crashes in (a) resulted in serious injury; 

(c) How many of those crashes in (b) resulted in death; 

(d) In relation to each of (a), (b) and (c), in how many of these crashes was it found that the speed limit had 
been exceeded; and 

(e) What percentage of crashes in a 50km zone make up the overall number of vehicle crashes in all speed 
zones? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
The Road Safety Commission advise: 

(a) Crashes in 50km/h zones 2008 – 2018 

2008: 7311 

2009: 6745 

2010: 6940 

2011: 6940 

2012: 6910 

2013: 6896 

2014: 5573 

2015: 5411 

2016: 5173 

2017: 4803 

2018: 4790 

(b) Crashes resulting in serious injuries in 50km/h zones 2008 – 2018 

2008: 450 

2009: 456 

2010: 434 

2011: 395 

2012: 422 

2013: 401 

2014: 241 

2015: 238 

2016: 214 

2017: 242 

2018: 215 

(c) Crashes resulting in fatalities in 50km/h zones 2008 – 2018 

2008: 23 

2009: 26 

2010:16 

2011: 23 
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2012: 22 

2013: 21 

2014: 20 

2015: 11 

2016: 17 

2017: 24 

2018: 19 

(d) KSI (Killed and Seriously Injured) Crashes in 50km/h zones where speed was a contributing factor 
2008 – 2018 

Year Killed Seriously Injured All Crashes 

2008 9 113 990 

2009 13 91 902 

2010 6 93 729 

2011 7 94 791 

2012 4 79 786 

2013 3 72 650 

2014 2 37 387 

2015 1 34 351 

2016 7 27 316 

2017 12 63 336 

2018 5 38 301 

(e) Crashes in 50km/h zones compared to all speed zones 2008 – 2018 

2008: 18.7% 

2009: 18.3% 

2010: 18.0% 

2011:18.2% 

2012: 17.9% 

2013: 18.8% 

2014: 17.3% 

2015: 16.9% 

2016: 16.5% 

2017: 16.7% 

2018: 16.9% 

Note: these statistics are provisional and subject to change. 

LOTTERYWEST — POWERBALL 

5634. Mr A. Krsticevic to the Premier: 

I refer to the Lotterywest Annual Report and the 75% (or $121 million) increase in expenditure on Powerball 
in 2018–19, and ask: 

(a) Can the Premier provide a breakdown of revenue from Powerball for each week of the 2018–19 financial 
year; 

(b) How much was returned to Western Australians in Powerball prizes during 2018–19; and 

(c) How much of Powerball revenue in Western Australia during 2018–19 was paid to Australian Lotto 
Bloc? 
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Mr M. McGowan replied:  
(a) 

Draw.Date Draw.Number Sales for week $M 
27/06/2019 1206 6.410 
20/06/2019 1205 4.639 
13/06/2019 1204 3.701 
6/06/2019 1203 2.823 
30/05/2019 1202 2.353 
23/05/2019 1201 1.851 
16/05/2019 1200 2.489 
9/05/2019 1199 1.809 
2/05/2019 1198 5.255 
25/04/2019 1197 3.224 
18/04/2019 1196 3.336 
11/04/2019 1195 2.716 
4/04/2019 1194 2.044 
28/03/2019 1193 4.351 
21/03/2019 1192 3.055 
14/03/2019 1191 2.556 
7/03/2019 1190 2.04 
28/02/2019 1189 7.106 
21/02/2019 1188 5.899 
14/02/2019 1187 4.756 
7/02/2019 1186 3.721 
31/01/2019 1185 2.739 
24/01/2019 1184 2.061 
17/01/2019 1183 26.086 
10/01/2019 1182 17.35 
3/01/2019 1181 10.112 
27/12/2018 1180 5.198 
20/12/2018 1179 4.99 
13/12/2018 1178 4.762 
6/12/2018 1177 3.674 
29/11/2018 1176 2.977 
22/11/2018 1175 2.022 
15/11/2018 1174 1.991 
8/11/2018 1173 11.256 
1/11/2018 1172 6.737 
25/10/2018 1171 4.948 
18/10/2018 1170 4.416 
11/10/2018 1169 3.485 
4/10/2018 1168 2.689 
27/09/2018 1167 1.917 
20/09/2018 1166 5.516 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 27 November 2019] 9493 

 

13/09/2018 1165 4.167 
6/09/2018 1164 3.189 
30/08/2018 1163 2.492 
23/08/2018 1162 2.097 
16/08/2018 1161 25.295 
9/08/2018 1160 14.926 
2/08/2018 1159 8.467 
26/07/2018 1158 6.652 
19/07/2018 1157 5.495 
12/07/2018 1156 4.625 
5/07/2018 1155 3.403 

Total PB sales 18/19 281.868 
(b) The prize payout to Western Australians for Powerball in 2018–19 was $95.785m 
(c) In 2018/19 a total of $155.078m was contributed to the Australian Lotto PowerBall Bloc Prize Pool 

LOTTERYWEST — PROBLEM GAMBLING 
5635. Mr A. Krsticevic to the Premier: 
(1) How much did Lotterywest provide to problem gambling support services in: 

(a) 2016–17; 
(b) 2017–18; and 
(c) 2018–19? 

(2) For each year above: 
(a) how many organisations received funding; 
(b) which organisations received funding; 
(c) how much funding did each organisation receive; and 
(d) how was the allocation of funding determined? 

(3) How much is budgeted for providing to problem gambling support services in 2019–20, 2020–21 
and 2021–22? 

(4) What research is being undertaken to determine the propensity for problem gambling occurring as a result of 
product changes aimed at delivering significant increases in jackpot totals for particular Lotterywest products? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  
(1) Lotterywest has a commitment to responsible play of its games and contributed the following to problem 

gambling support services: 
(a) $308,500 
(b) $341,000 
(c) NIL. The Problem Gambling Support Services Committee, chaired by the Department of Local 

Government, Sport and Cultural Industries determined to draw down on reserves to support 
problem gambling support services in 2018–19. Lotterywest’s contribution resumes in 2019–20 
with a funding commitment greater than in previous years. 

(2) 
  16/17 17/18 18/19 
(a) 3 3 N/A – see 1(c) 
(b) (i) Gambling Help Online 

(ii) Centrecare – Gambling 
Help WA 
(iii) Medibank Health 
Solutions – Problem 
Gambling Helpline 

(i) Gambling Help Online 
(ii) Centrecare – Gambling 
Help WA 
(iii) Medibank Health 
Solutions – Problem 
Gambling Helpline 

N/A – see 1(c) 
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(c) (i) $16,780 
(ii) $151,383 
(iii) $37,351 – base contract 
price 

(i) $16,780 
(ii) $152,640 
(iii) $37,351 base contract 
price 

N/A – see 1(c) 

(d) The allocation of funding to 
the various service 
providers is determined by the 
Problem Gambling Support 
Services Committee. 
The contracts with the various 
service providers are managed 
by DLGSC. 

The allocation of funding to 
the various service 
providers is determined by the 
Problem Gambling Support 
Services Committee. 
The contracts with the various 
service providers are managed 
by DLGSC. 

The allocation of funding to 
the various service 
providers is determined by the 
Problem Gambling Support 
Services Committee. 
The contracts with the various 
service providers are managed 
by DLGSC. 

(3) (i) 19/20 – $371,000 
(ii) Currently under review through the Problem Gambling Support Services Committee. 
(iii) As per (3)(ii). 

(4) Lotterywest is undertaking responsible gambling research to improve understanding of potential problematic 
player behaviour associated with lotto games. A range of factors is being considered, including the impact 
of major jackpotting events.  

LOTTERYWEST — SALES 
5636. Mr A. Krsticevic to the Premier: 
I refer to Lotterywest’s 2018–19 Annual Report, and ask: 
(a) What reasons do Lotterywest provide for an increase in OzLotto sales of 22%, an increase of Powerball 

sales of 75.5%, but a reduction in Saturday Lotto sales of 9.5%? 
Mr M. McGowan replied: 
The increase in OzLotto and Powerball sales in 2018–19 was attributable to several factors including: 
There was a game change to Powerball in April 2018.  
The jackpots for OzLotto and Powerball during 2018–19 were higher than in previous years leading to sales growth 
High jackpots can impact on sales in other products, such as Saturday Lotto  

LOTTERYWEST — SALES 
5637. Mr A. Krsticevic to the Premier: 
I refer to the Lotterywest Annual Report and note the increase in sales of more than 15%, and ask: 
(a) Why did the allocation to beneficiaries only increase by 8.46%; and 
(b) Why did the grants operations expenses increase by 17.61%? 
Mr M. McGowan replied:  
(a) The total allocation to beneficiaries includes statutory and direct grants. Statutory grants allocation 

increased in line with sales. Direct grants were allocated consistent with an approved set budget. The 
additional surplus will be allocated for direct grant beneficiaries in future years.  

(b) Grant operations for 2018–19 includes the incorporation of the administrative costs for Healthway’s 
grants program. It does not reflect an increase in the administration in Lotterywest grants and is not linked 
to sales performance.  

LOTTERYWEST — POWERBALL 
5638. Mr A. Krsticevic to the Premier: 
I refer to Lotterywest Powerball sales for the years 2016–17 and 2017–18, and I ask: 
(a) What was Lotterywest’s revenue from Powerball sales; 
(b) How much Powerball revenue for each year was paid to Australian Lotto Bloc; and 
(c) How much was paid to Western Australians in Powerball prizes? 
Mr M. McGowan replied:  
(a) 2016/17 – $155.256m 

2017/18 – $160.614m 
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(b) 2016/17 – $85.475m 
2017/18 – $88.407m 

(c) 2016/17 – $ 52.932m 
2017/18 – $ 75.443m 

WA COUNTRY HEALTH SERVICE — 2018–19 ANNUAL REPORT 
5670. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 
I refer to page 56 of the WA Country Health Service 2018–19 Annual Report, and ask: 
(a) Why is there such a significant re-admission rate of patients receiving: 

(i) Knee replacement; 
(ii) Tonsillectomy and adenoidectomy surgery; 
(iii) Hysterectomy; and 
(iv) Prostatectomy; 

(b) For (a)(i)–(iv) what are the overall numbers of patients who received this surgery; 
(c) What is the estimated cost associated with patient re-admission; and 
(d) What work is being undertaken to reduce re-admission rates for patients? 
Mr R.H. Cook replied: 
I am advised: 
(a) (i)–(iv) In comparison with metropolitan based Health Service Providers, the number of surgical cases 

performed within WACHS is significantly lower thereby impacting the statistical information 
provided against Key Performance Indicators. 
WACHS readmission rates are indicative of the issues associated with providing clinical care 
within rural and remote sites. Patients often live considerable distances from local health sites 
or community based medical practitioners and WACHS is conservative in its management of 
patients who are at risk of ongoing complications related to a surgical procedure. WACHS will 
often readmit patients as a precaution in lieu of community based general practitioners. 

(b) (i) 345 procedures. 
(ii) 335 procedures. 
(iii) 183 procedures. 
(iv) 113 procedures. 

(c) The average readmission cost is $5,892 per patient. 
(d) All unplanned readmissions are identified and reviewed at a local level so as to ascertain a local solution. 

Regional clinical managers will review cases and escalate via safety and quality processes. Any identified 
trends are managed via local initiatives. 
As an organisation unplanned readmission rates are identified and monitored as part of the Health Service 
Performance Reporting. Any trends are evaluated and acted upon at a regional level. 

WA COUNTRY HEALTH SERVICE — 2018–19 ANNUAL REPORT 
5672. Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Mental Health: 
I refer to page 118 of the WA Country Health Service 2018–19 Annual Report, and ask: 
(a) Why is there such a significant re-admission rate of patients receiving: 

(i) Knee replacement; 
(ii) Tonsillectomy and adenoidectomy surgery; 
(iii) Hysterectomy; 
(iv) Prostatectomy; and 
(v) Appendicetomy; 

(b) For (a)(i)–(v) what are the overall numbers of patients who received this surgery; 
(c) What is the estimated cost associated with patient re-admission; and 
(d) What work is being undertaken to reduce re-admission rates for patients? 
Mr R.H. Cook replied: 
(a)–(d) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 5670. 
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POLICE — ASSAULTS AGAINST SENIORS 
5679. Mr P.A. Katsambanis to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
I refer to statistics on assaults against seniors, and ask: 
(a) In 2019 how many cases of assaults against seniors have been recorded; 
(b) In 2019 what is the breakdown of these statistics between metropolitan Perth and regional 

Western Australia; 
(c) For each year since 2017 how many people have been charged with assaults against seniors; and 
(d) For each year since 2017 how many people have been convicted of assaults against seniors? 
Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
Assaults against seniors are reprehensible acts. The Western Australian Police Force advise: 
(a) In 2019 (up to September 30 2019) there have been 519 assault offences against seniors, representing 2% 

of all assaults in WA. 
(b) In 2019 (up to September 30 2019) there have been 391 assaults against seniors in metropolitan WA and 

128 in regional WA. 
(c) The number of unique persons arrested or summonsed for assault offences committed against seniors by 

year the offender was process was 185 in 2017, 213 in 2018, and 135 in 2019 (to September 30).  
Statistics are provisional and subject to revision. Statistics are of offences reported to or becoming known 
to police within the stated time period that have not been recorded with an outcome of Entered in Error, 
Falsely Reported, Mistakenly Reported, No Criminal Offence, or Offence Substituted. Victim information 
with relation to charges is not readily available from the data holdings for the Western Australian Police 
Force Prosecution application. Therefore to determine the number of charges, the count provided is for 
assault offences against seniors where the proceeding type is equal to ‘Arrest’ or ‘Summonsed.’ Counting 
Rules have been applied which exclude facilitation and duplication offences in specific circumstances. 
These rules are applied to certain reporting categories in order to provide a more accurate picture of crime 
volumes and trends. Counting Rules are applied historically to ensure comparability. For the purposes of 
this response ‘Seniors’ has been defined as persons aged 66 years and over at the time of the offence. 
Where the date the offence occurred is unknown the victim’s age at the time the offence was reported has 
been used instead. Offences are not included if the victim’s age is unknown.  

(d) The question should be referred to the Attorney General. 
TOURISM — DIRECT FLIGHTS — BUSSELTON–MELBOURNE 

5682. Mrs A.K. Hayden to the Minister representing the Minister for Regional Development: 
I refer to an article titled ‘Fly Busso-Melb for $89’ which appeared in The West Australian on 5 October 2019, 
and I ask: 
(a) What are the contract details regarding the subsidised Melbourne to Busselton flights; 
(b) How much did the State Government contribute; 
(c) What is the State Government’s marketing plan for this connection: 

(i) What is the budget for this marketing plan; 
(d) What are the projected visitor numbers into Busselton resulting from this connection; and 
(e) When will the Busselton airport expansion commence: 

(i) What is the expected completion date; and 
(ii) Where has the reported $3.26m in funding for the terminal upgrade come from? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  
(a) The Government is not a party to the agreement. The contract details remain a confidential 

commercial agreement between the City of Busselton and Jetstar.  
(b) The State Government’s project budget for the airport expansion includes an allocation for airline 

attraction and marketing of up to $1.5 million.  
(c) The South West Development Commission has worked closely with the City of Busselton to secure an 

airline service. Tourism WA will continue to support the new flights to Busselton with marketing on the 
East coast to be undertaken cooperatively with Jetstar and the City of Busselton. This is in addition to the 
ongoing marketing and promotional activity that Tourism WA undertakes around the Margaret River 
Region as one of the State’s most recognisable tourism destinations with a global reputation for excellence.  
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(d) Around 20,000 visitors from Melbourne are expected in the first year of flight operations and more 
than 60,000 over three years.  

(e) The State has already invested $43.25 million towards the development of the airport and airline 
attraction. Airside works to runways and taxiways are complete. Landside civil works are complete. 
A further to $3.265 million will be invested to upgrade terminal infrastructure to allow Jetstar’s air service 
to commence in March 2020.  

The funding consists of $1.74 million previously allocated to support Busselton’s bid for the Qantas Pilot 
Academy with the remainder coming from the existing budget allocated to the airport expansion project. 

SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION — ANNUAL REPORT 2018–19 

5688. Mrs A.K. Hayden to the Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Small Business; Defence 
Issues; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests: 

(1) I refer to the variation of total cost of services outlined in the table on page 13 of the Small Business 
Development Corporation 2018–19 Annual Report, and I ask: 

(a) How many positions were vacant during this time period; 

(b) How long did it take to fill each vacancy; and 

(c) What were the reasons for the delay in these vacancies? 

(2) I refer to the variation of net cost service, outlined in the table on page 13 of the Small Business 
Development Corporation 2018–19 Annual Report, and I ask: 

(a) How much of the variation was due to unspent funds under the Business Local service and grants 
from the Office of Multicultural Interests; 

(b) How many grants were not fully utilised, ending the year with unspent funds; please name; list 
and provide the dollar balance of unspent funds for each grant; and 

(c) Why were the funds not spent from these grants? 

(3) I refer to the variation in net increase/(decrease) in cash held in the table on page 13 of the Small Business 
Development Corporation 2018–19 Annual Report, and I ask: 

(a) How much was underspent in the Business Local service due to delays in program implementation; 

(b) What programs were delayed; 

(c) How long were the delays; and 

(d) Have these programs now been implemented: 

(i) If not, why not; and 

(ii) When are they planned to be implemented? 

(4) I refer to the unit being created to support subcontractors, on page 98 of the Small Business Development 
Corporation 2018–19 Annual Report, and I ask: 

(a) When will this unit be established and commence its role; 

(b) How many staff members will form part of this unit; 

(c) What is the budget that has been allocated to support the costs associated with this unit in 2019–20: 

(i) If existing funding, from which budget has this come from, if new funding, when and 
where has this come from; and 

(d) What specifically are the roles and responsibilities of this unit? 

(5) I refer to the employee termination benefits of $230,107 in 2018 on page 64 of the Small Business 
Development Corporation 2018–19 Annual Report and I ask: 

(a) How many employees were terminated and received the above benefits; 

(b) What were the reasons for those terminations; and 

(c) What benefit did each employee receive and how was it calculated? 

(6) I refer to the Cost of Business Local service discussed on pages 23 and 57 of the Small Business 
Development Corporation 2018–19 Annual Report, and I ask: 

(a) As part of the new delivery model, there are now six providers in 10 regional areas, and 
15 providers across metropolitan areas. What needs were identified that led to these changes; 
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(b) Will the Minister provide a list of the 15 providers across the metropolitan areas; 

(c) What was the reason for the reduction in the number of client sessions delivered across the 
program under the new delivery model, given the new service delivery model seems to indicate 
an expansion of the service; 

(d) Are webinars included as part of the client contacts statistics; 

(e) What is meant by ‘client engagements through website visits’; and 

(f) How has an increase in client engagement through website visits translated to a reduction in the 
cost of direct client contacts in 2018–19 compared to 2017–18? 

(7) I refer to the Small Business Friendly Local Government initiative on page 34 of the Small Business 
Development Corporation 2018–19 Annual Report, and I ask: 

(a) How are the minimum commitments of the local governments participating in the Small 
Business Friendly Local Government initiative measured on an ongoing basis; 

(b) Does the Small Business Development Corporation oversee and monitor how the participating 
local governments are meeting their commitments under the Small Business Friendly Local 
Government charter to support their local small business community, including how they pay 
their small business suppliers, consultation with small business stakeholders/representatives: 

(i) If yes, how are the outcomes of this initiative measured; and 

(ii) If no, by whom and how are the outcomes of this initiative measured; and 

(c) Is there a dispute resolution process in place: 

(i) If yes, what is that process; and 

(ii) If not, why not? 

(8) I refer to the Small Business Friendly Projects discussed on pages 34 and 35 of the Small Business 
Development Corporation 2018–19 Annual Report and I ask: 

(a) What were the insights and feedback from agencies on the guidelines; 

(b) In addition to a ‘number of agencies,’ did the Small Business Development Corporation seek or 
obtain feedback on the guidelines from the small business sector: 

(i) If yes, what was that feedback; and 

(ii) If not, why not; 

(c) How did the guidance material produced to support local governments and small business 
owners tangibly assist in reducing or avoiding the financial or non-financial impact of state/local 
government works to small businesses; 

(d) Did the guidance material minimise or avoid loss in turnover, reduction in custom, or disruption 
to deliveries; and 

(e) Overall, how is this initiative measured.? 

(9) I refer to the WA Business Migration program on page 28 of the Small Business Development Corporation 
2018–19 Annual Report, and I ask: 

(a) What is the plan to market WA overseas; 

(b) How much was spent on that marketing plan: 

(i) What are the sources for that funding; and 

(ii) How much of the funding comes from the State Government; and 

(c) How much did the Small Business Development Corporation earn in Business Migration fees? 

(10) I refer to the expenses summary on page 59 of the Small Business Development Corporation 2018–19 
Annual Report and I ask: 

(a) From what source did the $105,273 in grants and contributions to stage the 2019 China Business 
Forum come from: 

(i) What benefit was there for the Small Business Development Corporation in staging the 
2019 China Business Forum; and 

(ii) What benefit was there for the state in the Small Business Development Corporation 
staging the 2019 China Business Forum? 
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Mr P. Papalia replied: 
(1) (a) 3 

(b) 8 months, 7 months and 5 months 
(c) (i) 8 months – This position relates to an officer that continues to be on extended sick leave. 

The position remained vacant pending the officers’ return but given the extended nature 
of the absence has since been filled via a fixed term contract. 

(ii) 7 months – This new position was vacant for an extended period pending a suitable 
appointment. 

(iii) 5 months – The substantive occupants of 2 full time positions currently work on a part 
time basis. The spare FTE has been utilised to fill a fixed term contract to manage 
workload. 

(2) (a) Unspent funds from the 2017/18 Business Local program was $45,342 and from the grant from 
the Office of Multicultural Interests (OMI) was $26,378 (ex GST). 

(b) One. The OMI grant was for the China Business Forum. The funding was not fully utilised and 
the balance of funds ($26,378 Ex GST) was returned to OMI prior to yearend. 

(c) Actual costs for the China Business Forum were less than originally budgeted.  
(3) (a) $420,540. This was attributed to staggered commencement of some new providers into the 

program; and the achievement of better value through a change to contract structure that 
provides payment to providers based upon actual services delivered rather than grant 
arrangements. 

(b) The staggered commencement of some new providers into the Business Local service occurred 
in the metropolitan area, Esperance, South West and Peel regions.  

(c) In the metropolitan region the new service model was launched in late July 2018 and become 
fully operational in August. 
In regional WA, the service providers were operational at the commencement of the contract 
on 2 July 2018, some took a few months to fully establish themselves within their communities 
and attract small business clients. 
The Small Business Development Corporation’s existing advisory service was available to small 
business owners throughout the transition period and the delay did not have any significant impact. 

(d) The Business Local service is operational in all regions 
(4) (a) The Investigation and Inquiry Unit (IIU) was established on 5 August, 2019 with the 

appointment of the new Director IIU. 
(b) Initial staffing will consist of 4 employees growing to 6 employees as demand increases. 
(c) $1.954 million has been allocated in 2019–20. 

(i) The program and associated funding was transferred from the Department of Mines, 
Industry Regulation and Safety in February 2019. 

(d) The Investigation and Inquiry Unit provides investigative functions directed at improving 
business behaviour and removing unfair practices that affect small businesses, particularly 
within the construction industry. It supports the Small Business Commissioner and interacts with 
other agencies in the referral of cases and sharing of intelligence. The initial focus of the unit is 
the investigation of complaints, including from sub-contractors concerning breaches of contract 
and payment terms. 

(5) (a) 3 
(b) Voluntary Targeted Separation Scheme (VTSS) 
(c) Each employee received a termination payment in accordance with the Public Sector 

Commission’s approved VTSS policy and conditions. 
(6) (a) The six regional providers were identified and awarded contracts for the 10 regions following 

a competitive tender process. This was prompted by the expiry of the previous contracts. Prior 
to issuing the tender a decision was made to split the Kimberley region into two service areas and 
split the Goldfields Esperance region into two service areas. All other regions remained the same. 
Changes to the service delivery model in the metropolitan area were a result of an internal review 
of the past performance of the service. 
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(b) In the financial year 2018/19, the following panel providers delivered Business Local services 
across the metropolitan region: 

Edith Cowan University 

Indigenous Management Group 

Business Foundations 

Business Station 

Mawer Consulting 

Frimoss Consulting 

Stirling Business Association 

Belmont Business Enterprise Centre 

Bookwiz Bookkeeping 

Shine Consulting 

ATI Mirage 

Ichiban Commercial Solutions 

Blow Your Own Mind 

Nexia Perth 

ABS Institute of Management 

(c) The reduction in client sessions delivered was the result of reduced client demand in some areas 
of regional WA, specifically the Wheatbelt and Kimberley regions. 

(d) In the metropolitan region, some service providers deliver content via webinar. These 
engagements are included in the client contact statistics. 

(e) This is not a metric that applies to Business Local. 

(f) This is not applicable to Business Local. 

(7) (a)–(c) Small Business Friendly Local Governments are required to use a template to provide 
six-monthly reports to the Small Business Development Corporation detailing: 

their on-time payments, dispute resolution process and engagements with small 
businesses; and 

progress against the additional commitments and programs which benefit small 
business, which the local government nominated at the commencement of the initiative. 

(8) (a)–(e) The Small Business Development Corporation has invited and received feedback on its Small 
Business Friendly Projects initiative from government agencies, trading enterprises and small 
business owners. A pilot workshop was held for small businesses titled, “Getting your business 
ready for construction projects”. 

Insight obtained resulted in minor amendments to better align the agency guidelines with 
practical aspects of project planning during the planning phase of infrastructure projects. 

The SBDC also received positive feedback from Small Business Commissioners around Australia, 
including the Australian Small Business and Family Enterprise Ombudsman. Small Business 
Commissioners in NSW, Victoria and South Australia have used the SBDC’s model and its 
guidelines as a basis for their own initiatives. 

The Small Business Friendly Projects initiative has only recently been adopted into project plans 
for major works, including by DevelopmentWA, METRONET, Water Corporation, Shire of 
Broome and City of Canning. The Small Business Development Corporation is capturing contact 
details from agencies and small businesses as projects commence, to enable ongoing feedback 
on the guidelines and, when sensible, survey participants about benefits accruing from this 
collaborative initiative.  

(9) (a) In 2018–19 representatives from the Small Business Development Corporation (SBDC) made 
seven international visits to participate in marketing activities in the State’s key markets of 
China, Malaysia and Singapore; the growing market of Vietnam; and the emerging markets of 
Indonesia and Cambodia. 
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(b) $27,956 

(i) Consolidated fund 

(ii) The total amount 

(c) $320,250 

(10) (a) Office of Multicultural Interests 

(i) Benefits for SBDC 

The China Business Forum 2019 was an initiative of the Western Australian 
Government, through a collaboration between the Small Business Development 
Corporation, the Department of Jobs, Tourism, Science and Innovation, The Australia 
China Business Council Western Australia, and the Western Australian Chinese 
Chamber of Commerce. The Forum provided an opportunity for small and medium 
enterprises (SMEs), start-ups, industry associations and policymakers to discuss 
opportunities and strategies for business development with China. 

New trade arrangements – including e-commerce, digital supply chains and cross-border 
services – have greatly lowered the barriers for SMEs to participate in China’s emerging 
services markets. The forum focussed on how SMEs in WA can prepare to enter the 
Chinese market. 

(ii) Benefits for the State 

The Chinese market presently accounts for almost half of the State’s $133 billion of 
exports, reflecting the importance of the trade relationship to both Western Australia 
and China. WA’s business relationship with China is built upon the State’s resource 
sector and other economic ties that have expanded to include the agro-food, tourism, 
education and service industries. The Forum explored strategies for Western Australian 
businesses to engage with the broader opportunities offered by the Chinese economy. 

DOMESTIC GAS RESERVATION POLICY — COMPLIANCE REVIEW 

5691. Dr D.J. Honey to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, Jobs 
and Trade; Federal–State Relations: 

I refer to consideration in detail for the North West Gas Development (Woodside) Agreement Amendment Bill 2019, 
where the Premier indicated that there had been a review of compliance with the supply of gas to the domestic gas 
market under the Domestic Gas Reservation policy, and I ask: 

(a) What was the outcome of that review; and 

(b) How can a copy of the review be obtained? 

Mr M. McGowan replied:  

The Department of Jobs, Tourism, Science and Innovation advises: 

(a)–(b) LNG exporters with domestic gas commitments report to the Government annually on domestic gas 
supply and their gas reservation, supply infrastructure and marketing activities. 

The Department reviews these reports and publishes a summary of progress on how the commitments are 
being giving effect, on its website. 

Each domestic gas commitment has dispute resolution provisions. Some provide for independent expert 
review of domestic gas commitment activities, if required. 

ROAD SAFETY — DOWERIN 

5693. Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 

I refer to the Dowerin–Northam Road and Dowerin–Kalannie Road, and ask: 

(a) Can you provide crash statistics, for each of the aforementioned roads, for each of the last four years to date; 

(b) Can you provide the number of incidents involving trucks or heavy vehicles, for each of the aforementioned 
roads, for each of the last four years to date; 

(c) Please summarise any planned developments or treatments to address road safety concerns associated 
with increased heavy vehicle traffic on these two roads; and 

(d) What funding has been allocated in the 2019–20 State Budget to address these concerns? 
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Mrs M.H. Roberts replied: 
The Western Australian Police Force advise: 

(a) In 2015/16 there was one serious or fatal crash on the Northam–Pithara Road in the suburb of Jennapullin; 
in 2016/17 there was one serious or fatal crash on the Northam–Pithara Road in the suburb of Jennapullin. 
There were no serious or fatal crashes recorded on the relevant roads in 2017/18, 2018/19 or in 2019 to 
date (ie: 1 July 2019 to 30 September 2019). 

(b) There were no serious or fatal crashes involving trucks or heavy vehicles recorded. There may have been 
crashes involving trucks or heavy vehicles that do not meet the requirements of WA Police Force 
reporting.  

Notes: The Western Australia Police Force records serious and fatal crashes, and crashes believed to be 
serious or fatal at the time of reporting, in the Traffic Enforcement and Crash Executive Information 
System (TEACEIS). In the context of road crashes, the WA Police Force defines a ‘serious’ crash to be 
one where a person obtains a bodily injury of such a nature as to endanger life, cause permanent injury to 
health, or be likely to do so; and a ‘fatal’ crash to be one where a person dies within 30 days as a result 
of injuries sustained in the crash. Statistics are provisional and subject to revision. The WA Police Force 
does not report on crashes which did not result in a fatality or serious injury, or where the crash occurred 
on private property or a closed road; where no moving vehicle was involved (such as a pedestrian makes 
contact with a parked car); where the impact was caused by an ‘act of nature’ (such as a falling tree 
branch), an act of deliberate intent (such as murder), or where the injuries were not primarily caused by 
the impact of a vehicle (such as a heart attack). All statistics are provisional and subject to revision. 

(c)–(d) These questions should be referred to the Minister for Transport. 

__________ 
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