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Second Reading — Cognate Debate 
Resumed from 18 May. 
MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen) [10.23 am]: Some would like us to believe that this budget is about 
a considered strategy and a deliberate approach on what are core government services; what services and 
infrastructure should government deliver and what functions should be divested; and what assets can be disposed 
of. Those considerations imply a rational plan and vision for our state—a plan for the next decade, not just 
until March 2017. But nothing could be further from the truth. This budget is driven by irresponsible levels of 
debt that the government has caused through its own making. This budget is driven by panic. The 
Western Australian public have had to cop deceit and spin. What is worse is that service delivery on what 
universally could be regarded as core and fundamental government services is seriously lacking. Much of the 
focus on this sorry state of affairs is on the Premier. After all, as I am wont to remind him, he is the guy running 
the show. To the extent that he picked his ministers, he bears some responsibility for that as well. But the 
suboptimal and callous disregard for our constituents, the slipshod adherence to any level of accountability and 
transparency, and the fabrication and spin are not restricted to the Premier; it is standard amongst most of his 
ministers. 
I will start by giving two concrete examples of ministers neglecting to do what they are paid to do, which 
directly impacts my constituents. The first seems to be a constant, as I am forced to mention in this speech every 
year. It is a saga in which successive ministers have failed to address with impunity. The latest is the Minister for 
Housing, Colin Holt. He clearly considers fascinators more fascinating than affordable housing. His focus is on 
his racing and gaming portfolio to the detriment of key housing issues. That is lamentable. A couple of weeks 
ago I was forced to resort to unconventional methods to make my point about affordable housing in the 
electorate. I posted notices on the vacant Hainsworth Primary School site depicting current housing minister, 
Colin Holt, at various race meetings. Shortly, I will lay on the table for the rest of today’s sitting a copy of that 
sign. Colin Holt is the latest in a long line of Barnett ministers not prepared to visit the site—which has been 
vacant since 2010—let alone progress its development. When I wrote to the minister late last year, I was advised 
that he was too busy to spare time to inspect the area for himself. A round trip of less than 90 minutes would 
have sufficed. As the sign depicts, the minister can attend every race meeting and even participate as a contestant 
in fashions on the field! If the minister came to the site he would see that it is not secure. Not only is the 
perimeter fence in disrepair, but also the site has become the location for all kinds of antisocial behaviour and 
criminal activity. Nearby residents have had to endure this neglect for far too long. This site could potentially 
yield up to 168 dwellings across more than 75 lots, delivering a combination of detached and semidetached 
houses, land for sale, and multi-unit apartments. The Barnett government says it is committed to affordable 
housing, yet it is in no hurry to get final planning approval on land that is 19 kilometres from the CBD. A picture 
tells a thousand words and nothing evidences the true intentions of the housing minister more than his focus on 
fascinators rather than addressing affordable housing. 
Last year I brought a number of my colleagues to inspect the site, including the Leader of the Opposition. They 
were appalled that prime land for affordable housing has been neglected for so long and for no good reason. 
After a recent inquiry to the City of Wanneroo by Councillor Domenic Zappa, the department’s response was — 

On the 25 January 2016 the Commission approved the subdivision over the site that created super lots 
and the road network in accordance with the adopted structure plan. At this stage, subdivision has not 
been cleared by the City and therefore these lots and roads have not been created at this stage. 

Further information needs to be provided by the Department of Housing, including the roads and the 
subdivisions, for it to be passed by the Western Australian Planning Commission. We can see that the relevant 
information that the government needs to provide is still some way off. 
In response to recent media inquiries, Housing Authority spokesperson Nigel Hindmarsh, general manager of 
commercial operations, said — 

The Housing Authority’s overall vision for the Hainsworth Primary School site is to deliver 
a medium-density development comprising up to 160 homes. 
It will provide affordable housing opportunities … 

Most importantly, he says — 
It is estimated that lots will be available for sale by December 2017.  

He further wrote that there has been no delay in the development, significant progress has been made and — 
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An Expression of Interest to find a private sector partner … to be released to market in October. The 
development is expected to commence in mid-2017 following the appointment of a private sector 
partner. 
The site has in the interim been fenced and is routinely maintained and inspected and a general clean-up 
of the site was done on 10 March. 

If the minister had bothered to go out there, he would have seen that the fence is in most places broken down and 
that prior to the clean-up on 10 March there was all sorts of paraphernalia—dumped furniture, old fridges and 
the like—and it was the site of lots of antisocial behaviour. 
The spokesman further wrote — 

The Housing Authority has received no complaints from neighbouring residents to warrant a meeting. 
That is because they are all coming to me! He further wrote — 

No complaints have been received this year from the public about the state of the site, nor has it 
received any recent complaints about anti-social behaviour. Past incidents have been dealt with by 
installing perimeter fencing — 

As I have said, most of it is no longer there — 
and removing rubbish. 

The assertion of there having not been a delay is simply wrong. The Housing Authority 2013-14 annual report 
provides in part that the structure plan was to go to the Western Australian Planning Commission in 2014-15; we 
are two years out from that happening. The 2014-15 annual report states that final planning approval will be 
obtained in 2015-16. Again, even the government’s official documents evidence the major delay and the time 
frame blowout. 
Even more incredibly, a response from the minister to a question on notice earlier this month states — 

This project will form part of the Liberal–National State Government’s commitment to deliver 
30,000 homes by 2020. 

At that stage I almost had a stroke! The minister then states — 
It is estimated that lots will start being available for sale by December 2017, which should enable the 
development to be completed by 2021. 

This saga clearly demonstrates that successive housing ministers have been derelict in their duty, and the failure 
to progress this project is a stark reminder that the commitment to affordable housing and supporting entry-level 
first home buyers is tepid at best. The denial of a delay is simply implausible and wrong. The other consideration 
is that in these times of unprecedented government debt, we would think the government would want to realise 
some of its assets by selling the site, most of which will go to private housing. 
They say a picture speaks a thousand words, so I will table the sign I referred to that I displayed in desperation 
outside the site last week. For the benefit of Hansard, the sign shows three pictures of the minister at various 
race meetings: Albany and Bunbury, I think, and I suspect one is at Kalgoorlie. One picture is in fact of the 
minister as a participant in the fashions on the field contest. 
[The sign was tabled for the information of members.] 
Ms M.M. QUIRK: Earlier this week I tabled a petition of 774 signatories that states — 

… that the residents of East Landsdale have been let down with the decision of the Public Transport 
Authority and the Minister of Transport to defer the promised extension of the 450 bus route. There has 
been substantial growth in East Landsdale and it is not currently serviced by regular public transport. In 
the absence of viable public transport options residents will continue to have to use cars thereby 
contributing to the already heavy traffic congestion. 

This saga has gone on for a year. The money for the extension of that bus route was included in last year’s 
budget, but I have since had notification from the minister’s office that the extension will not proceed. Imagine 
my dismay when, a few weeks ago, I saw on television the Minister for Transport’s plans for another heavy rail 
route in the northern suburbs. Given that the 2013 MAX light rail project has been abandoned by the 
Barnett government, given that it went only as far as Mirrabooka—it was never going to be an answer for the 
more outlying areas that are kilometres away from Mirrabooka—and given the dire situation of the debt of the 
state government, the notion of an additional heavy rail service in the northern suburbs is just fanciful. For the 
foreseeable future buses will have to service our rapidly growing suburbs, and the sooner Minister Nalder 
knuckles down to deliver, the better. Let us face it: if the minister cannot deliver on a small extension of a bus 
route, the more ambitious projects mooted should be met with scepticism, if not derision. In that context I want 
to also lay on the table a map of the promised route extension. Members will see that it is a matter of a few stops. 
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Some might say, of course, that the government is so focused on the bigger picture that it is incapable of dealing 
with the little details. But it is those very details that impact on the daily lives of ordinary Western Australians: 
get it right or give the job to someone who can. I would like to table the map of the extended bus route. Members 
can see that it is quite a small distance. I have taken the liberty of putting a skeleton on the bus seat at the end of 
the terminus because I suspect that will be how long we will have to wait. I will continue to fight for it. 
[The map was tabled for the information of members.] 
Ms M.M. QUIRK: Next in terms of infrastructure I want to talk about the inadequacy of communications, with 
the delay in delivering the suboptimal Turnbull national broadband network in many parts of my electorate. 
There have not been any firm indications as to when we might get to see a rollout for those areas. Too many 
people have simply waited for far too long. Those operating small businesses, particularly from home, 
experience delay and multiple frustrations that impede their capacity to expand or even deliver their business 
efficiently; it certainly impedes their capacity to earn a livelihood. The Catholic Social Services Australia 2015 
report, “Dropping off the Edge” noted that one of the indicia used to measure social disadvantage—along with 
housing stress, family income, overall education, young adults not engaged, literacy, numeracy and job skills—is 
internet access, and the proportion of households without access to the internet in the counting area. Overall, that 
report found — 

Western Australia’s disadvantaged areas placed more emphasis on NAPLAN deficiencies, internet 
access, unengaged young adults, overall education, prison and psychiatric admissions. 

According to the Smith Family, those lacking internet access are on low incomes, do not have a tertiary 
education, are living in rural and remote areas, are of Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander heritage, have 
disabilities, have a language background other than English and are aged over 55. The inclusion of access to the 
internet in that set of social indicators is warranted because the lack of that opportunity adds to the burden of 
disadvantage that besets those groups. 
I will next touch upon access to mental health services. I welcomed the recent budget announcement of 
10 observation beds in the accident and emergency department at Joondalup Health Campus. That accident and 
emergency department is one of the busiest in the country, so that addition will certainly assist with the huge 
number of mental health presentations being adequately and promptly dealt with. As an aside, I was recently told 
that practitioners are now grappling with the requirements of the new mental health legislation, with a choice of 
51 different forms mandated to be completed, depending on the particular circumstances. This is hardly 
consistent with the philosophy of removing or minimising red tape. 
Emergency psychiatric care alone is not sufficient. Unless there are decent step-down or transitional community 
health services, there will be a revolving door with readmissions to already scarce beds. It is not uncommon for 
patients to wait in excess of 12 hours for a mental health bed, which is why, although the accident and 
emergency solution certainly addresses the short-term pressing need, logjams will occur at the other end, with 
patients staying longer—for weeks or even months—because of this scarcity of community services or 
step-down transitional services. In this context, we should be mindful that about a third of admissions are 
attributable to drug-induced psychosis. Conversely, we cannot point to the scourge of methamphetamine 
catching us unawares, when two-thirds of the admissions are not related to drugs.  
[Member’s time extended.] 
Ms M.M. QUIRK: Hence, our current predicament is a symptom of failure to prudently fund the growth in 
demand. I am advised that if the Joondalup Health Campus were to more than double its mental health ward 
capacity from 42 to 100 beds, those beds would be filled immediately. 
That is a neat segue into the challenges to growth in the northern suburbs more generally. I stress 
“northern suburbs”, because a deceit is creeping into the government spin and announcements, trying to relocate 
projects and work occurring in the eastern suburbs as benefiting those in the north. It is often a stretch. In the 
context of the budget, those in the northern suburbs have every right to be disappointed. There was little or 
nothing to create more jobs locally, address the fetter on growth due to limited water supply, accommodate the 
local junior sport demands at a local rather than regional centre level, arrest the escalating incompatible interface 
of industry and residential areas, and reduce contamination of our wetlands by nutrients. Most disappointing was 
the lack of funding for road infrastructure, for grade separation flyovers for the intersection of Wanneroo and 
Ocean Reef Roads, and the realignment of Gnangara Road to Whitfords Avenue. I grieved to the minister about 
the second of these some weeks ago. Neither project scored a mention in either the federal or the state budget. 
These are projects that both the federal member and the member for Wanneroo said in March were vital, but 
clearly their advocacy fell on deaf ears. 
Normally, at this point I would also talk about some of the issues in my shadow portfolio of fire and emergency 
services. I note that the emergency services levy has gone up by four per cent. In the course of the 
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Barnett government, the ESL has gone up by 80 per cent, and the contribution of the government from 
consolidated revenue to emergency services has proportionately declined quite significantly. Much of the ESL is 
not spent on front-line services. I wanted to talk about these issues in the context of the Ferguson report. The 
Premier told the house yesterday that although the report is completed, it will not see the light of day for 
a number of weeks, so I will delay my comments in this area until we receive the report. 
The last issue I want to discuss in relation to both state and federal governments is our planning for the future 
increase in demand for aged care. The previous state health minister was apt to say that residential aged care is 
a federal issue and not his responsibility, but the problem is that tertiary hospitals are a state responsibility and 
failing to allow for a seamless transitional arrangement means that hundreds of beds in those hospitals are taken 
up by elderly patients awaiting residential care places. It is estimated that at present there is a shortage of over 
3 000 residential aged care beds and, with changing demographics, demand will become more acute. Even if 
a bed can be found, there is no guarantee that it will be close to the family, or consistent with the family budget. 
To address this, one of the things that the state government can actively do is look at its significant landholdings 
and consider releasing some land earmarked as aged care only. That way, aged care providers are not competing 
with residential developers who are paying top dollar. Sites of one to two hectares are viable on larger holdings 
where excisions of lots of this size could be made. It seems absurd that millions of dollars can be imprudently 
spent to create incentives for hotel rooms in this state, but not for aged care beds. 
At a federal level, the cuts to aged care have come thick and fast under both the Abbott and Turnbull budgets, 
with over $3 billion in cuts to aged care services over the past three budgets. Last year, payroll tax concessions 
and subsidies for the more complex needs of dementia patients were abolished. This year, it is even worse, and 
having a Western Australian minister, Ken Wyatt, at the helm to advocate for us has not assisted, as was hoped. 
This year, $1.2 billion was slashed from residential aged care subsidies for residents, without any idea of the 
impact these cuts would have on vulnerable older Western Australians. It is clear that federal 
Treasurer Scott Morrison considers aged care an unnecessary waste. Analysis provided by the peak body, 
Leading Age Services Australia, shows that the impact on someone receiving a higher level of complex care is 
that the subsidy could be reduced from over $60 a day to just $16. In effect, two residents of the same home with 
the same complex care needs could have a $50-a-day funding difference, depending on whether they were 
assessed before or after 1 July this year. The Turnbull government expects aged care providers to ensure that the 
same high quality of care is delivered regardless of the funding difference. Funding pays not for luxuries but 
things such as physiotherapy to manage chronic pain, and the oversight of specialist medication for cardiac 
conditions, dementia and Parkinson’s disease. 
Aged care is a people service, with salaries making up most of the expenditure. A massive $1.2 billion cut will 
directly impact on some of the nation’s lowest paid workers. As for so-called consumer directed care, the basic 
principles of economics say that choice is illusory unless the consumer has all relevant information and a good 
understanding of the implications of their decision. In such a complex environment, that is by no means a given. 
That so-called choice is also illusory when the million-dollar-plus places are the only ones that are readily 
available. Leading Age Services Australia produced a media release on the impact of the budget cuts, titled 
“Budget cuts to aged care $350 million more than Gov admitted”, revealing a further $350 million cut on top of 
the government’s projections, and that the detrimental impact of those changes would affect not only providers 
but also people whose high-care needs are being reclassified by a government that sees them as a financial 
burden. 
I want to emphasise that those aged care residents being treated so poorly by the federal government are 
Western Australians, and they deserve the attention of both state and federal governments, irrespective of the 
finer points of constitutional responsibility. In this context I will conclude that important issues such as the 
uncertain future of our elderly are simply not on the political agenda, but should be. This observation is much 
more cogently made in a recent article The Guardian titled “The invisible aged: the people politics forgot”, 
written by John Watkins, who is the CEO of Alzheimer’s Australia NSW, chair of Calvary Health Care and 
a former New South Wales Deputy Premier. 
I want to read extensively from this article because I think it is very important and every member needs to 
understand their duty to not only understand but act. It states — 

Today over 160,000 Australians will wake to another day in one of the nation’s 2,800 residential aged 
care facilities. We used to call them nursing homes and we used to call their residents by name. Today 
we hardly see them. 
More than 160,000 Australians … men and women who have lived and loved, brought up families, run 
businesses, held positions of authority. Women who were beautiful and clever and men who were 
unique and quirky. People who lived among us. 
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Today, in those nursing homes, many not confined to their beds will spend their hours in oversized 
armchairs perhaps watching birds from the lounge window or silently waiting for mealtimes. 
Most have dementia, most are in their late 80s and most will die where they now live. During this 
election campaign, no politician will come their way seeking their views or their vote. They have 
become invisible to our political system. 
A minority will have visitors who drop by occasionally, a former neighbour or distant relative, driven 
by the last bond of duty. A blessed few will have regular loving visitors. You see them sitting in the 
sun. Devoted octogenarian husbands who can still see the girl they fell in love with, faithful sons and 
daughters bringing their grandchildren and leaving the framed photo of four generations smiling out 
from the bedside table. 
But most will have no visitors from one month to the next. No children, no partners, no former 
neighbours or work mates. No one from that world where they used to live. They are surely the loneliest 
people in Australia. They simply have no one who can speak to them in old and familiar ways, no one 
who will caress their cheek or hold their hand as they sleep. 
For many, the only human connection left to them will be the uniformed, overworked, professional 
carers who staff the nursing homes. Undertrained, underpaid and unrepresented, this group of 
overwhelmingly middle aged, hardworking women—about a quarter of whom were born overseas—
bear that last sacred duty of caring for the lonely until they ease out of this life. 
Too many Australians in nursing homes will end their lives in the company of people who never knew 
them before they were residents, who have little knowledge of who they used to be, what their lives 
were like. 

And so these residents will spend their days being cared for by shifts of staff following the routine, 
being readied for the day, hair combed, medication given, breakfast provided and then set ready for the 
morning. 
Some will look out for the visitor that never comes; some will spend their day in a constant shuffle 
around the ward driven by what no one will now ever know. Many will simply sleep, too deeply 
immersed in their dementia to do much else. 
At day’s end all will be prepared for the night, tucked into a cot with side rails raised and farewelled by 
staff coming to the end of their shift, their only company, through the long hours, the winking of the 
movement detection monitor and the light under the door from the nurses’ station. 
If you ever needed confirmation as to how invisible this group has become you only needed to look at 
the 2016 federal budget and its attack on residents of aged care facilities. 
These most vulnerable and needy Australians rely almost totally on the nursing home provider for their 
safety, comfort and quality of life and, as is appropriate in our nation, on the taxpayer that provides 
support from the department of health. 
... 
This month’s budget delivered a brutal cut to this program ripping out $1.2bn over four years. That 
means an incredible $300m less each year to support services for the most frail and needy in aged care 
homes. ... 
The practical result of these cuts will include reductions in physiotherapy for residents in pain, lower 
staffing levels and longer waits for personal attention and less attention to residents who may 
demonstrate confronting behaviour. It’s hard to fathom a system that allows for tax cuts for the well-off 
to be paid for out of the misery of the aged living with dementia in the nation’s nursing homes. 
Perhaps the only justice in this sorry tale is that inevitably a few of the men and women … 

[Member’s time expired.] 
MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler) [10.54 am]: The Premier’s presentation of the Appropriation (Recurrent 2016–17) 
Bill 2016 and Appropriation (Capital 2016-17) Bill 2016 through his Treasurer has delivered a hard slap to the 
face of every voter in the electorate of Butler. He has slapped down every voter in Butler. The bottom line shows 
a budget covering expenses of just over $29 billion. I then look at what the hardworking people of Butler get out 
of that $29.5 billion. 
Mr J.H.D. Day: Schools, police stations, hospitals, for a start. 
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Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Not next year. No, Leader of the House, the government is playing a three-card trick. If we 
look at next year’s allocations for Butler in the budget, we see that what is committed—not what is promised for 
the out years, which are the broken promises after the election—is a measly $1.7 million, including $1.5 million 
to buy some land for a proposed north Butler high school. No money is allocated for the building of it yet. The 
government is saying, “In the out years promises, after the election, we promise we will build you a high 
school.” The people of Butler have been sucked in by this government before. Before the last election the 
government did the same the thing. It put in the budget $12.5 million to do up the Yanchep District High School 
and Yanchep Beach Primary School, and straight after the election cancelled it without telling anyone. We had to 
dig around to find out that the government had cancelled it. 
Out of the $29.5 billion spent by this state in the budget, the people of Butler get $1.5 million to buy a block of 
land in Butler and $200 000 for a shark-proof enclosure at Quinns Beach. That is it, ladies and gentlemen. It is 
a disgrace. The people of Butler certainly hope that the backbench of the Liberal Party do not vote down the 
Premier of Western Australia; they want to deal with him in March. They do not want to be robbed by a revolt 
and have the Premier pushed out the door. They want the opportunity to cast personal judgement on Mr Barnett 
for what he has done to the people of Butler. Look at what Butler does not get. It has a district high school; 
a new high school is already under construction, and we recognise that. But the decrepit building, which is built 
from fibro—people saw me on the news, putting my hand through its walls—will remain as a primary school. It 
was built in 1972 or 1973 and will remain as a primary school and the community has been demanding to know 
the government’s program to refurbish this school because it is catering for the influx of people into that area. 
There is not one dime in the budget for Butler. That is why the people of Butler want the Premier to stay on as 
Premier so that they can cast their judgement. They do not want to be robbed of that opportunity by the 
backbench and the rest of the Liberal Party displacing him. They want Premier Barnett there in March 2017 so 
that they can pass judgement on this miserable budget that gives them $1.7 million out of a $29.5 billion spend. 
The Premier, of course, has interjected on me in the past in ignorance and told me that the government is putting 
a freeway into my electorate. That is how little the Premier knows of the north. The government is extending the 
freeway to the end of the Liberal seat of Ocean Reef. It will terminate at Hester Avenue. The freeway will not 
enter the electorate of Butler. As I have said before, the electorate of Butler does not have a state road. The main 
road is Marmion Avenue, which is one lane each way except where there are entrances and exits to the estates of 
Eglinton and Shorehaven where the developers have made it dual carriageway, as they are required to do under 
the structure plan. 
I notice that the Deputy Premier; Minister for Road Safety, talks about how much money the government is 
pouring in to making roads safe and that it will be in the regions. Driving to Yanchep is like driving to the 
regions. There is one lane either way and it is dangerous. Further north, from Yanchep, it is 90 kilometres an 
hour up to Two Rocks. It is one lane each way with very hilly terrain and of course, on the weekend when we 
had 11 deaths, three of them were on the Two Rocks road. We need that money spent on the Two Rocks road to 
have passing lanes on the crests, because there is that much population up there that drivers get frustrated when 
they get stuck behind a slow car and attempt to pass. That is what happened, and there were three deaths. The 
police up there tell me it is a great concern for them because they cannot respond to emergencies. There are no 
funds in this budget for the extension of the freeway. There are no funds in this budget for the dualling of 
Marmion Avenue as a grant to the City of Wanneroo. There are no funds in this budget to do anything about 
Yanchep Beach Primary School—none at all. This will be a huge concern to the people of Butler. 
When we look at the spend of this government, no wonder we are going backwards. If we look, for example, at 
Corrective Services, we see that the government is increasing the Corrective Services’ prisons budget by 
$146.8 million. The budget states — 

… with recent growth being attributed to the number of unsentenced or remand prisoners — 
We are told that 1 200 remand prisoners are in Casuarina—1 200 of them! That works out at $120 000 a year to 
keep someone in the state’s most secure maximum security prison, and these people are not convicted. That 
comes to $144 million to keep people in prison who cannot get bail. Many of these people cannot get bail 
because they have not got a proper address; no fixed abode of address. There are a lot of ways that the 
government can save tens upon tens upon tens of millions of dollars, by having remand centres and supervising 
unconvicted people in the community with electronic bracelets and a whole host of things, but the government 
has increased the budget spend by $144 million to keep people who cannot get bail in prison before conviction. 
It cannot find $10 million, $5 million or even $1 million to do something about the decrepit assets at the 
Yanchep Beach Primary School. As business people, no wonder the budget is in so much trouble. Look at what 
the government has done. The state has a deficit of some $3.8 billion. Last night at the dinner table I was 
explaining to the chief financial officer of a public company that the deficit this year equals the whole of the 
state debt in 2008—the government has achieved it in one year. It is disgraceful. Look at what it is doing 
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business-wise in the Corrective Services area. It says that everyone has to be punished. The government is 
incarcerating fine defaulters at a cost of $120 000 a year, or $377 a day, whilst it cuts out fines at $200 a day. To 
punish these people it is costing the state $177 a day. The major fine defaulters are companies, but the state is not 
moving in to liquidate those companies. 
There is plenty of room in this budget for sensible decisions to be taken that could drive down the recurrent 
costs. It is the recurrent costs that are costing this community so much. I do not speak ill of Elizabeth Quay; 
I just go to ratepayers’ meetings out in the electorate of Butler, and when they say, “Why have we only got one 
lane in and out of Butler?” I just say two words, “Betty’s jetty”, and that just sends the meeting off; they just red 
line with anger at the Premier. They ask, “Why haven’t we got some work happening on the Yanchep primary 
school?” I just say, “Betty’s jetty”. That is enough. I do not have to be critical of the project or anything. I just 
say that out there and they are furious that in a budget that spends $29.5 billion on line items, there is 
$1.7 million—I tried to work that out as a percentage for you Madam Acting Speaker (Ms J.M. Freeman) of the 
total spend on the budget but the computer that comes in my iPhone did not go to $30 billion, so I have had to do 
it otherwise. Some members may like to correct me, but I worked out that the electorate of Butler, which is one 
fifty-ninth of the members in this chamber, gets 0.03 of one per cent. That is three hundredths of one per cent. 
That is pathetic, absolutely pathetic. The government cannot get proper roads out there. There is a traffic jam 
from Yanchep south from seven o’clock in the morning and people trying to get out of Eglinton and Shorehaven 
to turn right to get to the Butler district high school take their life into their own hands. There are no roundabouts 
at the exits of these estates, and there are certainly no traffic lights. As I said, when people ask why not, I just 
say, “Betty’s jetty”. 
Infrastructure spend in other areas is absolutely massive, with $1.9 billion going into the Perth Freight Link, and 
we are only looking for a couple of hundred million dollars at the most to get the freeway through—that is, 
$1.9 billion for the Perth Freight Link and $2.2 billion to do the airport line. When the Premier ordered 
a statewide reassessment of public transport needs on a dollar-for-dollar basis, what came up as the stand-out 
item was the extension of the line to Yanchep because of the infrastructure spend that the Tokyu Corporation is 
waiting to do by building a university, a hospital and a whole city at Yanchep, which will be bigger than 
Joondalup. In fact, there is no money of course, and nothing on the horizon for the last seven kilometres of rail 
into there, thus holding up the whole development of that corridor, which has the highest unemployment rate in 
the Perth metropolitan area. The answer to that is the development of employment at Yanchep, and that will 
never happen before the rail goes through. From time to time the Premier says, “I am talking about rail to the 
north; a northern rail line.” But what it boils down to is the northern rail line through to Mirrabooka, towards 
your electorate, Madam Acting Speaker (Ms J.M. Freeman). He is not talking about the extension of heavy rail 
up to Yanchep. 

People sort of say, “Oh, a northern rail line? They might be going to do something about it.” It was in this very 
chamber in 2012 that the then Treasurer; Minister for Transport, after receiving the independent report that 
I referred to before at length, named Yanchep as a dollar invested and a dollar back, absolutely, by far and away, 
the priority item. They had the airport listed down at number four or five. When this report was released, what 
did the then Treasurer; Minister for Transport, Mr Buswell, say? He said, “We accept this, and we are already 
spending money out of the 2011–12 budget on it.”  

I have read the Hansard out to the chamber on many occasions that indicates to everybody that the northern rail 
line would be finished by 2020. That was before the 2013 election and the then Treasurer’s words in this 
chamber were reported out at Yanchep. The people of Yanchep took the then Treasurer’s word that money was 
already being spent on this priority project as the truth and that it was happening. Of course, after the election, 
the people were told that first of all, the airport line would be constructed, then it would be the Metro Area 
Express, then further down the track, other projects would be looked at. There was a meeting at the 
City of Wanneroo the other evening that was attended by senior managers from the state government, 
developers, the Urban Development Institute of Australia, and the City of Wanneroo. The managers of the rail 
network said that a senior government manager told the meeting that the government had no plans to start rail 
construction before 2025 and it could be as late as 2035! This is the truth; the cat is out of the bag now—2035! 
Why? The Premier has already stated that the airport line will be finished first and, once that is done, then the 
government will start on the inner-city northern suburbs line, and after that, the government will look elsewhere. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Thank you. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You will recall, after the change in government in 2008, you pleaded with me to do the 
Butler line; I listened to you and we did it. 
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Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The government did it because we had started that but the Butler line stops at Butler. There 
is a huge expanse north of that and there was a problem. The Premier reminds me that I petitioned him, urged 
him, and begged him—I did everything to plead with the Premier to do the Butler line and he did the Butler line 
but, in doing so, there was a bit of a three-card trick. Butler station was cancelled and Brighton station was 
renamed Butler station. Brighton station had no parking, so the government leased some parking land for 
10 years from Satterley Property Group. People cannot get parking there because of all the development to the 
north. We also have a social problem out there. Young people are moving out there and having children, but the 
children cannot get to the theatre or sports grounds; a big social problem is happening out there. Everyone who 
lives out there knows that.  

I will tell members another dumb thing that the government has done. Yanchep National Park is in a terrible 
state of disrepair. To save money, the government cut down on the number of Department of Parks and Wildlife 
staff out there. There used to be nine staff and it has now gone down to three staff. It costs $11 to get into the 
park. Yanchep National Park is the local park for people out there; it is not some remote national park. Can 
members imagine what would happen if the government put a pillar box at Kings Park and started charging the 
western suburbs $11 to get in? Kings Park has a lot more facilities than Yanchep National Park, I can tell 
members. Yanchep National Park had nine workers and the government cut it down to three workers. I think 
I have said it before in the house: can members believe that of those three workers, one of them is taken out of 
the park because he is responsible for cutting the lawns around Crawley at the University of Western Australia? 
It is unbelievable! Not only has the government slashed staff numbers at Yanchep National Park, but one of them 
is responsible for fertilising and cutting the lawns down in Nedlands. Why can staff not be pulled out of 
Kings Park in Nedlands to give Yanchep National Park enough staff out there to properly look after it?  

Moreover, I will look at Yanchep Inn. When the inn was taken over in 1999 by current licensee Tony Villanova, 
he paid rent between $15 000 and $20 000. It was in a national park right out at the edge of Perth. Since then, the 
lease has been renegotiated to make the rent 3.5 per cent of gross turnover so now Tony’s rent has gone up to 
$100 000. The rent has gone up to $100 000 and the Yanchep National Park gate used to be manned until 
3.30 pm. The gate is now manned till 6.30 pm. Yanchep Inn is the only pub out there; there is no tavern in 
Yanchep. It is where the locals drop in for a drink or go out for a meal. Locals are being caught right up until 
6.30 pm and charged the entry fee. This was a dumb move by the government. This has seen the turnover of the 
premises drop by over $5 000 a week. Of course, the government was getting 3.5 per cent of that $5 000 a week; 
the government loses money because people are not going to the inn for an evening meal or a drink after work 
because of the fees. It is absolutely outrageous that the government has done this. People do not pay to go into 
Whiteman Park, so all the people of Ellenbrook have a local park to visit with facilities. In fact, Whiteman Park 
has more facilities: there is a railway, a railway museum, the old car museum, a shopping street and restaurants 
and the like. There are a lot more facilities than at Yanchep National Park where the government is scandalously 
charging people for just a few dollars. The government is not giving Yanchep National Park anything in the 
budget. As I said, the Premier has slapped the face of every voter in Butler. They do not want him to go — 

Mr D.A. Templeman: And on the other side of the face. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: One slap comes forward and then the backhand comes back. The government has really 
insulted every voter out there, and the people of Butler do not want to see this Premier go before March; they 
want to pass their own personal judgement on what he has done to their families, homes and suburbs. They want 
to pass personal judgement. They deserve better than the dangerous roads they have to commute on. They 
deserve better than the crumbling facility of Yanchep Beach Primary School. They deserve better than being told 
they are being built a high school when, in fact, the budget provides only for the purchase of a block of land. The 
rest is just promises. The people of Butler are sick to death of Barnett’s broken promises. Everything was 
a broken promise at the last election. In fact, after the last election the Premier fessed up and said they were only 
“election promises” not “real promises”. He said they were there to create a vibe.  

Let me now turn to law and order problems, which are rife in my community. Home burglaries are rife out there 
because Yanchep Police Station closes at about four o’clock. After that, police have to come from Clarkson and 
investigative teams have to come from Joondalup. The Butler community was told two lies: the first lie was 
when the Deputy Premier went out there and said that mandatory sentencing was being introduced and it would 
solve the burglary problem. What a joke. As we pointed out and as was exposed during the consideration in 
detail stage, and as the Commissioner of Police subsequently conceded, mandatory sentencing does not touch the 
high volume of home burglaries. Mandatory sentencing is for serious assaults committed during home burglaries 
and, fortunately, there are few. Most of the home burglaries are like the home burglary that my family was the 
victim of. Whilst we were asleep in our house, upstairs in our bedroom and our daughter was upstairs asleep in 
her bedroom, someone burgled the house downstairs and took phones, wallets, and the whole lot. It was probably 
enough to get their next hit of amphetamine.  
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There was no assault and no other danger presented, but it was an invasion of our home and we had the terrible 
feeling that goes with the knowledge that someone has been in your home while you have been asleep. There 
follows the terrible inconvenience of having to get a new driver’s licence, having to cancel all your credit cards 
and being off the air for a while because you do not have your phone et cetera. The volume of that sort of 
burglary in Butler is massive and residents there have been let down by the government because of the 
insufficient numbers of police out there. That is a known fact. The pact that they were given that home burglary 
was going to be solved by mandatory sentencing is nonsense. We have seen the home burglary figures climb, 
month-on-month, in double figures. 

The second lie we were told was that the Frontline 2020 policing model would fix it up. What a joke that was. 
That was more spin that eventually had to be abandoned by the Commissioner of Police. It was abandoned by 
the commissioner after the shadow police minister brought to this chamber the terrible deceit that was being 
practised on the community when the police stopped publishing the clearance rates. The rates were getting so 
bad, police just stopped publishing them. They did not want the public to know how few criminals were actually 
being brought to book. There was a total failure. It was not until there was a concession wrought from this 
government to republish those figures that it then had to abandon the Frontline 2020 policing model because it 
knew it had failed; it had failed and the people had been duped. 

Finally, I notice that the government has a new amphetamine plan. Look, the government wanted to talk tough 
on drugs and law and order so it set itself up for loss. It couches this in the language of war: “We’re at war!” It is 
not a war. The Premier said that we have lost the war. He was setting himself up for failure because it was not 
a war. It is an insidious problem; an insidious sickness in our community that must be treated as such. I read with 
some concern the comments of His Honour Judge McCann the other day—I do not know how well they were 
reported—when sentencing a Chinese national for an 80 kilogram importation of methamphetamine. He said that 
drugs were still coming in, that we would have to perhaps turn it, that we could not stop it, and that now we 
would have to turn our attention to street-level dealers. I do not know quite what he meant by that or what he 
means to do with the street-level dealers, but I do know this: we have had massive interdictions on the ports that 
get massive publicity, and what has happened during the time of these massive interdictions? The 
National Crime Authority tells us that the price of amphetamine a kilo has dropped by about 30 per cent. One 
would think that those massive interdictions would drive up the price because less amphetamine would be 
available, but that is not the case. Amphetamines are a commercial transaction and the government has to start at 
the user end and suppress the demand, as it did with tobacco. There is no-one richer than the tobacco companies, 
but we were able to beat them by suppressing demand. How do we suppress demand for amphetamines? We 
must have more mental health services, more detox centres, and more of the centres that will help the people off 
the poison. 

Mr P. Abetz: And prevent them from getting on. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: And prevent them from getting on. Attacking the supply side and calling it a war was futile 
in a way because, around the world, interdiction has not been successful in solving the problem. It is not about 
attacking the smoking houses like Benson and Hedges. 

MR V.A. CATANIA (North West Central — Parliamentary Secretary) [11.24 am]: Today I rise to talk 
about what has been labelled in the media as “non-essential” spending or labelled by some opposite as the need 
to redirect funds. I want to highlight some of the non-essential services that have been funded through royalties 
for regions in regional Western Australia. I want to know if members agree that these are non-essential services 
that have changed the lives of their comrades and colleagues—whatever they want to call them—and people 
who live in regional Western Australia through the non-essential funding of infrastructure, non-essential funding 
of services to regional Western Australia, and if they agree with some of the claims that it needs to be better 
spent. I want to list a few of those points and challenge those writing in the media about the non-essential 
services being provided to regional Western Australia; challenge the media to come and have a look for 
themselves, rather than make outrageous claims as they sit in their offices here in Perth, not seeing how it has 
changed the lives of many throughout Western Australia; and lay down the gauntlet to opposition members who 
talk about how royalties for regions has been misspent. 

I challenge members opposite to have a look for themselves as well. When there has been a 10-year battle to 
provide aged care in regional Western Australia, particularly in Carnarvon and the Gascoyne, and we finally get 
the funds needed—$16.6 million to build a 38-bed high-end, high-care facility—do members opposite not think 
that is essential? The federal government shirked its responsibility to provide aged care for regional 
Western Australia, and in Carnarvon a 10-year battle was waged to ensure that we could have a facility. Finally, 
royalties for regions has come to the party to fund a 38-bed facility, to the tune of $16.6 million, for the people of 
Carnarvon—for our senior citizens, who have paid their dues over the years to be able to live and spend the rest 
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of their days in their home town, or in their region, rather than having to go to Geraldton or Perth, away from 
their family and friends. Members, is that non-essential? I ask that question: is it non-essential? 

Is it non-essential to spend money on redeveloping health campuses across regional Western Australia or 
building new hospitals, such as Carnarvon, Exmouth and Karratha, or on providing new nursing posts around 
smaller towns such as Wiluna and Mt Magnet? Do members opposite think that working on providing essential 
services—“non-essential services”, as they have been labelled in the newspaper—is non-essential? I think 
everyone’s right is to be able to access good health care in a facility fit for today’s standards. People in Perth 
have been lucky to have new facilities built, such as Fiona Stanley Hospital and Midland Health Campus. 

Royalties for regions has invested around the $1 billion mark into health in regional WA. That is providing 
support to the much-needed Royal Flying Doctor Service, which is a lifeline for people who live in regional 
Western Australia. It is okay to get a taxi or ambulance or to drive to the nearest hospital here in Perth, but it is 
different when someone is hundreds of kilometres away from the nearest health service. It is the right of the 
people who live in regional WA to have the RFDS funded to provide them with the safety net of knowing that 
someone will be there if they get sick or injured. It is their right to be able to go into a new hospital with the 
services to provide for them if they are sick or their child is sick, or if an incident occurs. Is that non-essential, 
members? That is what I want to ask them. Is that money being well spent for people who deserve it? Regional 
people are no different from the people in Perth, but the challenges for them are far greater because of distance 
and population. The argument is put quite often that there is a smaller population in regional WA and a larger 
population in Perth; therefore, all the services should be in Perth and regional Western Australia should forgo 
those services. Is that right, members? The commentary over the past couple of weeks in the media seems to 
indicate that there are different classes—a different class of people who live in regional Western Australia to 
those who live in Perth.  

Therefore, people who live in regional Western Australia do not have the right to have new health services or to 
have money spent on infrastructure. That has been classed as non-essential. 

I urge members from both political parties—in particular, criticism has been levelled by the opposition and the 
media—to get in their cars or get on a plane and have a look around every regional town, because royalties for 
regions has made a difference. It shows that this government cares about regional people. When I look at the 
non-essential infrastructure, as some in the media have labelled it over the past couple of weeks, I think of the 
flood mitigation infrastructure in Carnarvon. I do not know whether members remember, but in 2010–11 we had 
the biggest flood ever that damaged the town and wrecked people’s lives. We now have levees around 
Carnarvon—something that had been promised for 60 years—to protect not only people’s property and the town, 
but also our farms and plantations that feed members opposite. Now we can combat any future floods that might 
occur. Flooding will occur in Carnarvon, but we can now mitigate any damage so that people like members 
opposite are not impacted by the damage caused to plantations and they can eat. I ask members whether flood 
mitigation infrastructure is non-essential. 

There are some challenges in the towns. The member for Butler spoke about drugs and the effects that drug use 
has on the community. The issues in regional WA are no different from those in their street or town; there are 
issues with drugs and alcohol. We have funded a drug and alcohol centre in Carnarvon. It cost $3.5 million to 
build the building and now $24 million has been allocated to fund the service for the next four years. Is it 
non-essential to provide drug and alcohol services to a town in a region? Members should have a look for 
themselves and talk to the community. I could go on and on about the essential services — 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Will you take a question? 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I would love to take a question from the member. Please, fire away. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: I thought the whole point of royalties for regions was that it was to fund over and above what 
would ordinarily be spent on things like health. Shouldn’t your government have already funded the health 
funding that has come from R for R anyway? Wasn’t that the whole point? Now you are saying that royalties for 
regions is being used for health, which you would have otherwise spent? There’s a contradiction in what you’re 
saying. I’m just asking. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I am glad that the member has said that. Royalties for regions is there to provide the 
infrastructure that the community needs and wants and that was not provided prior to 2008; hence, we have had 
to put it in. Royalties for regions has not funded the entire health program in regional WA, but it has made 
a contribution to allow it to occur. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: But you’re saying that it’s now being used for essential services. That’s the whole point of your 
speech. 
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Mr V.A. CATANIA: The claim that the Labor Party is making is that this is non-essential spending and that 
royalties for regions needs to be redirected to roads. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Into health and education. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: If the member looks at the spending, he will see that the amount of royalties for regions 
that has gone into spending on health — 

Mr D.J. Kelly: It’s just that the whole point of your speech doesn’t seem to make sense. You’re arguing our 
position. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I am not arguing the Labor Party’s position. We are doing it—actually, we have done it, 
member. I know the member was in Carnarvon recently and heard the commentary: “God, aren’t you lucky!” It 
is not lucky. Spending in regional WA is not lucky. Is it lucky to have money spent on health? Is it lucky to have 
money spent on aged care? Is it lucky to have money spent on providing childcare centres? Is it lucky to provide 
shade sails over children’s play areas? It is quite hot in regional WA and cover is needed sometimes because 
there is a lack of trees in my part of the world, so it is lucky to have that cover. That is the attitude, unfortunately, 
that some people in this house and some journalists bring to the debate. It is lucky that royalties for regions 
money is being spent in regional WA. It is a want. Regional WA is lucky because it has lots of wants and 
royalties for regions is funding them. It is a need. It is our duty as a government to invest in regional 
Western Australia. Why? Why was royalties for regions born? It was born to undo the wrongs of the past and the 
lack of investment in regional communities for 40 years, if not longer. That basic infrastructure should have been 
provided by previous governments. 

The member is right; it should be provided from general revenue from the government, but if the government is 
not doing it, the royalties for regions fund ensures that projects such as building the hospitals in Carnarvon, 
Exmouth and Karratha are delivered. The town where the wealth is produced had a third-rate hospital. Now 
Karratha will have a state-of-the-art hospital that will service not just Karratha, but also the inland towns of 
Paraburdoo and Tom Price. Onslow also will get a brand-new hospital. It had an asbestos-ridden hospital. Is it 
a non-essential service to provide a new hospital that is not Third World? I ask members that question. I hope 
that when a journo asks members whether they think that royalties for regions funding is being spent on 
non-essential projects, they have a look for themselves. 

It is our duty to defend spending in regional Western Australia. It is our duty to make sure that we can grow our 
communities in Western Australia. I do not think we can grow Western Australia by investing solely in Perth. 
We need to invest in the regions where the wealth is coming from to enable Perth to get the necessary funds. It is 
easy to make commitments for underground rail, Metronet and so forth. It is easy to spend $3 billion or 
$4 billion on one project. But we are talking about under $4 billion of royalties for regions funding for the next 
four years to cover regional Western Australia. That is a pretty large footprint that does not need a huge of 
amount of money, but it needs to access the basics that members opposite and journalists are calling 
non-essential. 

People in regional WA are offended. They are not second-class citizens. They deserve to have a program called 
royalties for regions to deliver the basics. Sometimes there will be a project that provides a good opportunity to 
rebuild a town and to make that community feel that the town is progressing, such as main street and fascine 
upgrades. Members get that in Perth, where streets are upgraded and lights are put along streets regularly. That is 
a major challenge. Members opposite believe that that money needs to be spent on roads. I think our road 
network is very good. Some parts will always need upgrading, and this government is doing that. 
Look at the road network in my part of the world—in the north west. Between Minilya and Barradale there were 
massive problems, but they have been resolved. Nearly $200 million was spent on roadworks there. The 
Bindi Bindi curves were a major problem, but that road has been absolutely realigned and is now safe. That very 
important work was needed for the communities in the north, for people who travel south and for transport 
companies that service the mining industry. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: What about the fishing industry? Have you won that battle or not? 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: I urge members, if they have not done so, to go to regional WA to take a look. Royalties 
for regions spending is always a challenge because of the attitude of the media and members opposite. I hope 
that they can come and have a look over time. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: I would have thought you’d have 30 seconds to talk about fisheries. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Member for Bassendean, there are some issues I will bring up. I am glad that the member 
is taking an interest in that area because it is his shadow portfolio, although he is a bit after the fact. I am happy 
to talk to him about the fish trapping campaign, but I think the member for Kimberley has an interjection. 
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Ms J. Farrer: As you know, the Kimberley is further north from the north west region, as you call it. Since 
I have been in this Parliament, I have asked about some of the issues that we face up there. We don’t have a drug 
and alcohol place where our young people can go, and I have stressed the issues regarding all our young people 
who have died through suicide because of those sorts of issues. Why have royalties for regions not been able to 
come up with some answers? 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Can I please have an extension? 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Ms J. Farrer: I am the member for Kimberley and I need to take some answers back. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: I understand that the member for Kimberley has raised quite a few of those issues in the 
house. I agree that they need to be addressed. She is right, but that will take her, as a member, to advocate for 
that, which she has done. That is our job. I know that she has made representations to the Minister for 
Regional Development on these issues and that they need to be funded. I urge the member to stand up and talk 
about that in the house and put it through the necessary processes. 
The Kimberley has received a huge amount of royalties for regions funding for building houses right across the 
region, from Kununurra to Broome to Derby. Derby, Kununurra, Halls Creek and Fitzroy Crossing have been 
great beneficiaries of royalties for regions funding, so it has played a part in the member for Kimberley’s neck of 
the woods. There is a lot more to do. But what hurts, member for Kimberley, is the royalties for regions program 
continually being attacked because it is considered to be non-essential. I hope that she is an advocate—I know 
that she is—for royalties for regions money to be spent in the areas that she has highlighted. 
Ms J. Farrer: It does, through health. Most of our patients come down to Perth. There are always complaints 
about too many people from the Kimberley being in Wellington Square. The thing is that we need to have 
upgrades on our hospitals up there also to accommodate the health issues. We’ve had many people with heart 
attacks; we’ve had people who need to be on dialysis—things like that. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: The member is right. Fortunately, Carnarvon Hospital is getting some dialysis services. 
That is an absolute game-changer, because now people will be able to stay in their town or region rather than 
travelling to Perth. I remember years ago fighting to try to get dialysis services in Carnarvon. They said no-one 
in Carnarvon or the Gascoyne was on dialysis. I asked, “Do you know why? They have all had to move to Perth 
so there is no-one left on the books in the region.” Now we are discovering because we are putting in those 
dialysis services that people are going to move back. That is a great thing. Those “non-essential” services are 
very essential to those people who need dialysis. 
I am going to move on to some federal issues. It is great to have a win on changing the federal government’s 
proposal for the northern Australia boundary to cover the Gascoyne. That will give the Gascoyne access to — 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! I am on my feet. 
Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah, I could call you for speaking when I am on my feet. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: The member for Geraldton just said an unparliamentary word. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Member for Mandurah, I call you. I did not hear the member 
for Geraldton, but you should stop canvassing my ruling. 

Mr P.T. Miles interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo, I call you. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Stop! 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: The member for Geraldton would like the member for North West Central to be 
heard so that he has an opportunity to also speak. No-one is going to get an opportunity while I am standing on 
my feet. Let us hear him out, in silence, so he can get finished. 
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Mr V.A. CATANIA: As I said, it is a great win for regional Western Australia, particularly the Gascoyne, for 
the federal government to accept the changes needed to include the Gascoyne in the northern Australian 
infrastructure fund. That is a huge win for the community because it will allow investment to occur in places like 
Carnarvon and Meekatharra, where we have the opportunity through Water for Food to attract those federal 
funds. 

One of the biggest fights we have, and it affects everyone in this chamber, is the backpacker tax. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: The backpacker tax? 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: It is the backpacker tax, member for Bassendean. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: You are screwing the agricultural region. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: If the member for Bassendean knows nothing about it, he should probably be quiet, 
because the Labor Party endorsed the backpacker tax. There is a problem with our federal government. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Member for Bassendean. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA:  In addition to no-one agreeing to the GST changes that are needed, including the side of 
the member for Bassendean,  the backpacker tax will impact on every community right across Australia, in Perth 
and particularly the regions. It is disgraceful. It will be hard to source labour to pick the fruit and vegetables that 
members eat. The backpacker tax is a disgraceful outcome and shows a lack of understanding of the tourism, 
horticulture and pastoral industries. The people who work in roadhouses, people who provide those essential 
services, are often backpackers. The proposed backpacker tax, although it has been delayed for six months—I do 
not think the people of Australia are that stupid to not realise that there is an election between now and that six 
months—has sent a clear message to the whole world that if backpackers come to Australia, they will be taxed. 
We need to change that. How do we do that? We have to say no to the backpacker tax. 

We need to also provide a way to go out to the world and say that there is no tax on backpackers. The damage, 
I believe, has already occurred, and we need to try to fix that so we do not suffer long-term damage. How do we 
do that? We need everyone in this chamber from all political parties to say no to the backpacker tax. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: How many backpackers do you reckon would be moving through the Gascoyne at peak 
season—hundreds? 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I would say easily hundreds, if not thousands, going all the way up to the Kimberley. But 
they work as they go up the coast or go inland. They pick fruit or work in service stations for one or more weeks 
to earn money, but as they go forward, they spend money in towns because they have got to live. It is all about 
earning and living on that wage as they travel north or across to the other side of Australia. 

I call members to, please, boycott federal members of Parliament, or candidates, who support the tax. We need to 
send a clear message and say, “Axe the backpacker tax”, because it is going to create huge problems for regional 
Western Australia. It affects members in Perth and it affects people over east. 

Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I am glad the member for Bassendean has suddenly become vocal on no fish traps for the 
Gascoyne! It was a big win by the community to have a turnout of 400 people to a hall in Carnarvon to say that 
they do not want fish traps in the Gascoyne. We won! 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Can you give a guarantee that it won’t come back after the election? 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I can give a guarantee that I will work with my community to make sure that we do not 
have fish trapping. What is the member going to do about it? Nothing! 
Mr D.J. Kelly: It is your minister who’s trying to do it. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Member, who led the campaign against fish trapping? 
Mr D.J. Kelly: Who led? You wrote a petition! Who implemented it? The Liberal–National government. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Who fought for no fish trapping, member? 
Mr D.J. Kelly: You led the way! 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: You have no credibility in fisheries or in the Gascoyne. 
Anyway, we had a win, members. It showed what people power can do. That people power was able to stop fish 
trapping, which would have had a huge effect on recreational fishing, which has an effect on tourism. That is 
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what people power can do. I urge all members to do the same with the “no backpacker tax”. I want members 
opposite, and members on this side of the house, to tell their federal parties to get rid of the backpacker tax. That 
is the challenge I put down to members. If members think that royalties for regions is not essential, I want them 
to come and look at regional Western Australia. I want them to talk to the people who are getting the new 
aged-care facility in Carnarvon. I want them to talk to the people in Exmouth who have a new health campus. 
I want them to talk to people in regional Western Australia and see what they have to say. Members opposite are 
creating a different class of people in regional Western Australia from the people they represent—the city people 
in Perth. 
MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [11.51 am]: I rise to speak on the Appropriation (Recurrent 2016–17) Bill 2016 
and the Appropriation (Capital 2016–17) Bill 2016. I note that at least one of my colleagues has referred to 
a speech I gave as shadow Treasurer some years ago when I predicted that the Liberal–National government was 
about to head to well over $20 billion in state debt. At that time I asked questions of the government about 
whether it would put a cap on debt and whether that cap would be $20 billion. At the time, the Premier said that 
he did not anticipate state debt would get anywhere near $20 billion. Of course, history now shows that state debt 
is heading to over $40 billion. As the Leader of the Opposition has already said in his reply to the budget speech, 
there has been a 1 000 per cent increase in debt in this state since the Liberal Party came to office. Back 
in June 2008, state debt stood at just $3.6 billion; it is now heading to over $40 billion. It is a 1 000 per cent 
increase in just two terms of government. It is a disgrace. We now find that the deficit for one year is exceeding 
what was the total state debt back in 2008—just eight years ago. People are asking where all the money has 
gone.  
I want to turn to what this means and what it has meant already for my electorate. As people know, money was 
set aside in the 2008 budget for some major projects in my electorate, principally the rebuilding of 
Governor Stirling Senior High School. The sum of $63 million was put in the budget for that. That process took 
much longer than it should have and the timetable blew out for the delivery of that school. Ultimately, the school 
was delivered for the start of the 2013 school year. That was a full year behind when it was originally planned to 
open. That $63 million was put in the budget by a Labor government, and the Liberals obviously continued that 
much-needed school project. Similarly with Midland hospital, we began planning what is now known as the 
St John of God Midland Public Hospital way back in about 2003. Labor proposed a fully public hospital along 
the same lines as Royal Perth Hospital and Swan District Hospital, which had served our community for 
60 years. 
People from the Liberal Party like to go out and say that I do not like St John of God Health Care. Of course 
I like St John of God; it is nothing to do with which private operator it is. I believe in a public hospital delivering 
public hospital services. Private hospitals of course do a great job in delivering private hospital services. The 
services available at Midland hospital are necessarily restricted because it is being run by a Catholic provider. 
That has caused a lot of concern for people within my community. But more importantly, it has caused a lot of 
disruption to the staff who previously worked at Swan District Hospital. But that is not what I want to turn my 
attention to today. 
In the context of the debt that Western Australia has incurred, we are seeing the sell-off of public assets. The 
government has blown state debt out by 1 000 per cent in eight years and it is now privatising and selling off 
assets. This is not good for Western Australia. It is particularly not good for the electorate of Midland. The level 
of debt incurred has meant that the government has not been able to go ahead with projects such as the 
rebuilding of Midland train station. For more than 10 years now it has been proposed that Midland needs a new 
train station. It is something that I have promoted at every opportunity. The former Midland Redevelopment 
Authority, which has now been subsumed into the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority, has had plans for 
some time to relocate Midland train station east of the Helena Street rail crossing. That would place it in greater 
proximity to the new Midland hospital. The current train station is dilapidated and not up to standard. It has not 
had much money spent on it in recent years, mainly because there has been the longer term plan to have a whole 
new train station. It was clearly not seen as a sensible investment of public funds to upgrade the existing station 
when the plan is to build a new one. Back in 2008, there was money in the budget for a new Midland train 
station. I had been arguing for that for a number of years leading up to 2008. Thanks to the former member for 
Armadale and former Minister for Planning and Infrastructure Alannah MacTiernan, in conjunction with the then 
Treasurer, Eric Ripper, money was put in the 2008 budget for a new Midland train station. 

There has been a complete hiatus during the term of this Liberal government. I thought it was hypocritical in 
the extreme for the Premier to visit Midland train station in the lead-up to the 2013 state election and 
comment that he agreed the station was not up to standard and that maybe something should be done about it, 
but in the four years since then, we have not seen a single dollar—not a single dollar—in the budget for the 
relocation or rebuild of Midland train station. Now we have this dire circumstance of the state’s budget and 
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the government is selling off assets and investing money in places other than Midland. It seems that tens of 
millions of dollars is available for the Scarborough beachfront. Considerable money has also been available 
for Cottesloe, but the eastern region has really missed out all the while. 

At a similar stage—that is the last time the Labor Party was in opposition, in the year 2000—I stood again and 
again in this house to call for the establishment of the Midland Redevelopment Authority. I did that because 
the old Midland railway workshops site had basically not been used for anything since the Court Liberal 
government closed it in 1994. I will repeat its history for the benefit of those who do not know it, and remind 
others who do. 

The Liberal Party, headed by Richard Court and his deputy, the current Premier, went to the 1993 election 
promising to expand Midland railway workshops; they were functioning railway workshops at that time. They 
also promised to create a centre of engineering excellence. Those press releases are on record. That is what 
the Liberal Party promised at the 1993 election. Within months of its election, the Court Liberal government 
announced the closure of Midland railway workshops. If it had done that without making any promises around 
it, I could have understood that because it seems to be a traditional for the Liberal Party to, after getting into 
office, want to privatise government services. That is its general philosophy. I think the Liberal Party could 
well claim that the public should know that if it elects a Liberal government, it will be likely to see more 
privatisation of government services. But the Liberal Party specifically went out there with a project to not 
only keep Midland railway workshops functioning as it was, but also expand it and create a centre of 
engineering excellence. By 1994 the workshops were closed down, and nothing happened there for the next 
six years. As the local member, I saw proposition after proposition for ventures that could take place on some 
part of the site of Midland railway workshops. There was a suggestion about a microbrewery in one of the 
buildings at the workshops. There was a proposal for a car racing track, to which some support was given by 
the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia. 

Mr P.T. Miles interjected. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I am not taking inane interjections, thank you. The member for Wanneroo knows 
nothing about the history of Midland, so I suggest he keeps his mouth shut. 

There were piecemeal, ad hoc propositions for a part of the site here and a part of the site there. It is a huge 
site. There was no coordination. The government agency responsible was, effectively, Westrail because it was 
still part of the government’s landholding. It seemed ridiculous that Westrail was potentially making decisions 
as to whether a microbrewery could go on part of the site or whether another part of the site could be used as 
a racetrack or for any one of a number of other miscellaneous purposes. Having served on the then East Perth 
Redevelopment Authority, I made a suggestion. That huge piece of government land pretty much mirrored the 
size of the commercial part of Midland as we knew it then, but on the other side of the railway line to Midland 
town centre. The opportunity to create the Midland Redevelopment Authority was eventually taken up. 
I probably raised it half a dozen times, raised grievances and raised issues with the government of the day, 
calling upon this proposal to occur. The Midland Redevelopment Authority was a good thing, and it really did 
take off and do some great things, particularly under the leadership of the former member for Armadale, 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan. We worked together over that time to develop some exciting projects. I was 
delighted, for example, when we were able to consolidate the police facilities there and turn the first sod for 
the traffic enforcement area to go to Midland. We now have a great complex in Midland on part of that site 
that houses police communications, police forensics and police traffic. It also meant that we could facilitate 
the transfer of Swan District Hospital to become Midland public hospital. We have managed to maintain the 
three big workshop sheds and some of the other historic buildings on site. Sections of site have been sold off 
for commercial purposes, and indeed the section near the coal dam is now a beautiful residential area. That 
kind of coordinated development really maximised the benefits for the Midland region. Having 
a redevelopment authority in charge of that process meant that we could get the best land uses, coordinate the 
planning, work out what was best for the community and also, at the same time as getting some real 
community benefits, get some income back to government as happened when the commercial land within the 
precinct was sold off. 

People might ask why I am giving a history lesson. The lesson in history is this: something very similar is 
happening at the moment in my electorate. The former Swan District Hospital site is currently vacant, and with 
the expansion of Midland and the metropolitan area it is a very strategic site. Unfortunately, because of the dire 
circumstances the government is in, it is part of a holus-bolus sell-off. That parcel of land has been given to 
LandCorp for sale. I say to the Premier that he has given it to the wrong agency. I am asking the Premier to 
change the agency now because expressions of interest do not close until 25 May. It is the wrong agency to 
dispose of this site. Many local people and organisations within the local community have petitioned me about 
future usage of that site. There is, just as there was in 2000, the opportunity for a win–win situation—to get some 
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great community outcomes and infrastructure; and, at the same time, get an as good, if not better, economic 
return for the state if it is done properly. I call on the Premier to take the site off LandCorp and give it to the 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority. The Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority could get some better 
outcomes for future community use. This is a major site. Lots of people are interested in it, but many are smaller 
entities that cannot effectively bid for the whole site but have put forward some great propositions. I will deal 
with a couple of those propositions. 
One group with a significant interest in this site is La Salle College. I recently had a meeting with the principal 
of La Salle College, Mr Wayne Bull, and president of its college board, Mr Joe Marino. They would like to 
acquire the portion of the former Swan District Hospital site that abuts La Salle College. La Salle College is 
a very big low-fee-paying independent school. A number of students board in the metropolitan area and attend 
La Salle College, and it would like to have its own boarding accommodation. At the moment I think there is in 
the order of about 50 or 60 students who board at Swanleigh, which is not very far away but is not part of the 
college’s campus. I understand the college has a year-to-year arrangement with Swanleigh, which I note is under 
the auspices of the Anglican Church Diocese of Perth. Premier, most of these children are Aboriginal kids from 
the Kimberley and the regions. People talk about Aboriginal disadvantage and education being key to people 
having a good future; when I go to La Salle and see these kids, many of them are really excelling and doing very 
well. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: It is a great opportunity for them. They board at Swanleigh under a temporary, 
year-to-year arrangement with the Anglican archdiocese, and they attend La Salle College. They are excelling 
academically and at sports and are doing very well. What would facilitate the next stage of this, and what would 
be much better for everyone involved, would be if La Salle could have an on-site boarding college. Virtually 
immediately abutting the La Salle College site is the old mental health facility of the former Swan District 
Hospital. That facility is not all that old; I think the main building is about 20 years old. It is actually built on 
a floodplain. A private developer would not have been allowed to build there, because the area is designated as 
a floodplain. I am not sure that a private developer would necessarily be able to demolish or redevelop this 
building. Effectively, this mental health wing—let us call the unit that—would serve the school exceedingly well 
as a boarding facility. La Salle College is not asking for access to this facility for free or for some peppercorn 
arrangement; it is prepared to pay a market rate for this site. The college is effectively eyeing off a section of the 
former Swan District Hospital site that abuts its land. It is the mental health facility, and some very low-lying 
floodplain that, in my understanding, cannot be built on in any event, but as a part of a school property it could 
be used for passive recreation and the like, and it would be very useful to the school. 
The school is on a large site, but there is no room on that site for it to construct its own boarding college. 
Immediately abutting the school is this facility that has been abandoned by the state government and is being 
sold off by LandCorp under an expression of interest process, as part of the government’s asset sales. My 
understanding is that LandCorp’s main brief is to get the highest price possible, but the hospital site is being 
offered as one big lot, rather than using the practice of the former Midland Redevelopment Authority—now the 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority—to parcel up the land and sell it off in smaller portions. I put it to the 
Treasurer that if this land was properly parcelled up and sold in smaller lots for specific purposes, the 
government would potentially get a lot more money from it. 
The way it stands at the moment, it would seem to me that only a huge property developer could put in a bid for 
this land. One of my colleagues recently had a meeting with the Hall and Prior Health and Aged Care Group and 
suggested that that firm could look at this site for providing aged residential care. I recently raised in Parliament 
the need in my electorate for more aged care of all different kinds—from independent living through to higher 
care. This facility would provide not only for people living in the area, but also people from neighbouring areas 
around York, Northam, Toodyay and out to the wheatbelt. A lot of people in those areas retire to Midland, where 
they can access metropolitan health and other facilities. Midland is a town that most people from those 
neighbouring country areas are very aware of and familiar with. People living in the wheatbelt and those 
neighbouring areas do not come into the City of Perth to see their doctors, accountants or lawyers or to do their 
major shopping; it is all done in Midland. Midland is an area that people are familiar with and, if they retire to 
the metropolitan area, somewhere around Midland is suitable to them. I raised a grievance recently in which 
I referred to Ron Carey and others who are promoting this site for aged care. 

I understand the answer from Hall and Pryor was that this site is too big for it to put in a bid on. The company 
would be interested in a smaller portion of the site; I am not sure what portion, but I imagine it would be maybe 
25 per cent of the site. That would be affordable for the company to put in a bid on. Likewise, I raised with 
La Salle College the issue of whether Catholic Homes Inc could go into some kind of joint bid with it so that the 
college could acquire the mental health part of the site for the school and for Catholic education, and 
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Catholic Homes could put in a bid for the rest of the site. Frankly, the site is so big that they are not in a position 
to put in a bid for the whole site. 

If this project proceeds the way in which it is going, I do not see that we will get the best outcome. I do not think 
it will be the best outcome for planning for my community, but, more importantly, I do not even think it is the 
best economic outcome for the state, because there will be only one or two big players able to put in a bid for the 
full site. A group like La Salle College would then be in a position of having to go cap-in-hand to the big 
developer and ask to buy the section that abuts the school, which is mainly floodplain and the like. The 
developer will set a price, which I expect would be higher per square metre than it paid to buy the land from the 
government. I do not think that is right and I do not think it is good. Likewise, the developer may want to carry 
out some residential development or might carve up the site itself. A big developer might come in, having paid 
the government a fairly low price per square metre—I am sure the member for Swan Hills, who is a canny 
businessman, is thinking along the same lines as I am—and then put in a proposal to carve it up potentially into 
four separate parcels. One parcel might be suitable for the school, and another for residential aged care, and the 
rest can be used for a housing development promoted by the developer, which will probably sell off the two 
smaller parcels for what it paid the government for the whole site. That will mean a profit to the private 
developer. 

If the state is crying out for money, it should do things properly—parcel up the land and maximise the profit by 
selling it off in smaller parcels. There is a government body that is absolutely designed to do this. It can get 
a great outcome for the community; a great outcome for Aboriginal kids who live in the Kimberley, who can 
board on site and go to La Salle College without having to bus in from Swanleigh, where the tenure is not 
guaranteed into the future; a great outcome for La Salle College and its students; and potentially a great outcome 
if a section is sold off for aged care either to Hall and Pryor, Catholic Homes or Anglican Homes. Aged care 
providers would be interested in an affordable section of the site. There may also be potential for other services. 

The way to proceed with this is to take the site out of the LandCorp process. The LandCorp process is the quick 
sale path—the government will get its money quickly but it will not get as much money, and it will not get the 
community outcomes, which is a crying shame. If the Premier does not listen, this will be a very bad outcome for 
Midland and the broader region. There is an opportunity here to get some brilliant outcomes, great synergies and 
community benefits, and also to get more money into government coffers. It might take a year or two longer if 
the project is handed over to the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority, which can make sensible decisions to 
subdivide the land and sell off smaller lots that will be sold for much more money than the government would 
receive through the expression of interest process. I understand the financial strain that the government is under, 
but this would be a huge loss. 

I make one final point. This site does not immediately abut other residential areas. The government is always 
looking for opportunities to develop drug rehabilitation facilities and other services of that nature, which people 
in residential areas do not want. There is a potential here to consider for this purpose a part of the site at the back, 
where there was previously a sobering-up shelter that, it was agreed, would be out of harm’s way and would not 
affect local residents. It is just crazy that, from time to time, ministers are looking for sites for group homes for 
people who are perhaps recovering from drug addiction and the like, and they try to put these places into 
residential areas. The government pays a premium price, and ties itself up for years in community consultation, 
protests and the like, when it owns land like this. 

Make the sensible decision. Make the decision to put it into the hands of the Metropolitan Redevelopment 
Authority and look at saving the government some money in the longer term. When we purchase sites for some 
of these purposes, as we occasionally do, we pay a premium for them and have a lot of community conflict. The 
whole benefit of a redevelopment authority, especially when we have a huge parcel of government land, is that 
we can effectively divide it into lots. We can get good outcomes for the community and for government purposes 
and we can also maximise dollars for government in this way. To maximise those dollars the process may take 
another year. It is a very sad situation when the government has to have this kind of fire sale of assets. It is not 
the sensible decision for maximising our dollars, but it is a real lost opportunity in our eastern region. It makes 
me cry when I see opportunities such as this go begging; the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority is not given 
a parcel of government land to do the right thing by the community and also potentially maximise financial 
return, but, at the same time, tens of millions of dollars can be wasted on other projects. 

My constituents look at Elizabeth Quay and the money that has been spent there. They look at the 
Scarborough Beach front and see more tens of millions of dollars going there and they wonder whether this 
government is really broke. Why is there money for some things and not others? How come areas such as 
Scarborough and other Liberal electorates can be drawn into the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority when 
prime government sites that could be used for the community’s benefit are not included in the Metropolitan 
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Redevelopment Authority? Those lots are being flogged off to the highest bidder in a fire sale for a quick return 
to pay off a very small bit of the interest on the huge financial bill that this government has racked up. 

MR I.C. BLAYNEY (Geraldton) [12.24 pm]: I am glad to finally get to my feet to speak on the Appropriation 
(Recurrent 2016–17) Bill 2016 and Appropriation (Capital 2016–17) Bill 2016. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: You’re about an hour late, aren’t you? Will you repeat the words you were saying about 
the member for North West Central earlier? 

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: No, they were unparliamentary so I will not repeat them. I have not used words like that 
since I last worked in the sheep yards. 

Firstly, I congratulate the Treasurer for making the best of a difficult situation. Western Australia has been 
simultaneously hit by a decline in income from not only iron ore royalties in particular, but also GST revenue, 
which is compounded by the fact that it is a lag payment and it is taking a while to work its way through the 
system. The thing I found particularly interesting in the Treasurer’s speech was the magnitude of the issues 
around how much Western Australia has changed over the last eight years. Our population has grown by 
450 000 people, which has resulted in another 42 500 students in the state’s schooling system and a similar 
increase in the private system. The number of cars registered has gone up by 23 per cent, which is an extra half 
a million vehicles on our roads; 156 000 more inpatients have been admitted to hospital; 232 000 presentations 
have been made to our emergency service departments; 3 000 more births have happened in our public hospitals; 
the number of children in care has gone up by 40 per cent; and the population of seniors, people aged over 60, 
has grown by 126 000 people. When we see those figures, we suddenly realise the magnitude of the change that 
has occurred in Western Australia. 

Across Western Australia, since 2008, we have opened 37 new primary schools, including the school at Wandina 
in my electorate; 11 new secondary schools; and three new metropolitan hospitals. The Perth Children’s Hospital 
is also soon to open. We have increased the road network by 627 kilometres. We have spent $9.3 billion on 
electricity infrastructure and $1.7 billion on improving the resilience of our water supply to climate change. We 
have delivered 34 000 affordable housing opportunities and a net increase of 183 mental health beds and, 
unfortunately, 2 668 prison beds. We are nearly through the process of delivering a further 550 police officers. 

Interestingly, in Western Australia we have had a swing back to the state education system from the private 
system. This is the only state where that is happening and it tends to underline the fact that our state schools are 
the best resourced in Australia and our teachers are the best paid in Australia. We have always said that if we pay 
teachers better, it will improve morale and attract better people to that job. After eight years we are starting to 
see the results of that. Likewise, our health system is more expensive to run than those in other states. 
Competition from the resources sector meant we had to pay more to people working in hospitals. Now we find 
ourselves well north of other states in terms of what it costs to do most practices in our hospitals, and that will be 
a difficult thing for the next few years. 

Western Australia finds itself squeezed by lower income, lagging GST revenues and a cost structure that shows 
the effect of growth in the resources sector. That makes the job that much harder again when providing the extra 
infrastructure to cope with the extra population. When we look at what it has done in the budget, we can see that 
the government has fought hard to maintain services, and I would like to highlight a number of them. We are 
holding fees and charges at 2.9 per cent for a representative household and we are subsidising electricity costs to 
the tune of $388 million. The establishment of the state meth strategy will receive $15 million over two years. 
I get the feeling that that is the start of many payments in that area, unfortunately. The sheer volume of this stuff 
coming across our borders is truly frightening. An amount of $144 million from the road trauma trust fund will 
be spent. I acknowledge a fantastic program: the 40-kilometre-an-hour flashing signs around schools have made 
a big difference and they are an example of where we can intelligently use a small amount of money to make 
a big difference. Money from the road trauma trust fund will be spent on more speed cameras and alcohol 
interlocks. An amount of $65 million will be spent on road safety works in the regions. 

The health budget has again increased by five per cent. I am glad to see an increase in funding for the patient 
assisted travel scheme, which is a big issue in my office, and for telehealth. A sign of a government that has 
a heart and is interested in things that affect people is the increase of 11 per cent in funding to disability services. 
We have increased the education budget by 70 per cent since 2008 and on a local level I am pleased to see that 
the budget reflects the funds to complete Wandina Primary School stage 2 and the $25 million required to 
separate our two government high schools to operate once again as two independent high schools. The police 
budget is up by 5.1 per cent and, as I said before, we are on track to increase our police numbers by 550. 
I welcome the $19 million subsidy for the Australian Marine Complex to get more shipbuilding in 
Western Australia and $20 million over four years for innovation. Most members know that I am leading an 
inquiry into innovation with the Economics and Industry Standing Committee, and that $20 million, spent 
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wisely, will make a big difference. The budget also has $50 million and additional funds for agriculture under 
the Seizing the Opportunity program. 
I refer to infrastructure in the midwest. I see that the highlight is the Kalbarri skywalk—$18.5 million. It will 
become another really valuable tourist attraction for Kalbarri. Half a million is allocated to the redevelopment of 
Batavia Marina stage 2 and $813 000 for a road realignment at Dongara. Funds are also coming that were not in 
the budget; under the royalties for regions program there is funding for a tourism strategy for the 
Abrolhos Islands and work on the Beresford foreshore, which I was working on yesterday. Some $50 million in 
funds have been put aside for Geraldton Regional Hospital. There are also funds in the budget for the further 
development of the midwest aquaculture zone, which will never be a huge industry, but I hope it will eventually 
reap 200 or 300 jobs. A further $12 million will go towards works at Geraldton port. 
I was one of the farmers who advocated deepening Geraldton port via the port levy. Like everyone who uses the 
port, I am glad to see the remaining debt forgiven. If we look at the figures, we can see that the amount had been 
repaid. However, the government had been taking tax equivalents and a dividend out of the payment, so that 
reduced the reduction in the principal. I acknowledge and thank the government for doing that. Farmers agreed 
to pay the levy, but at the time they did not realise they would be paying tax equivalents and dividends before the 
actual debt was reduced, so they have actually more than repaid it. I am also pleased to see the rebate continue 
for magnetite. We have also given a discount on port charges to Karara Mining. Karara is Western Australia’s 
first magnetite producer, and it has been struggling, or it has been losing money monthly, because of the 
obviously massive reduction in the price of iron ore. Karara processes it. It does not just break it and put it on 
a ship; it actually has to process it. Karara now provides about half the throughput of Geraldton port, so if Karara 
had been mothballed, 50 to 70 jobs—I cannot remember the exact figure—would have probably had to go out of 
Geraldton port. Karara is a strong employer and supporter of small business in the midwest; I have advocated 
strongly for Karara. I am really glad to see that the government is helping in this way. If the project had been 
mothballed, there would be a whole heap of other charges that the government would not have got, so it still has 
a better deal. The intention with Karara is to grow it in blocks of eight million tonnes. It is only doing eight 
million tonnes a year at the moment, but up to 16 million tonnes a year can be comfortably put through 
Geraldton port. Ideally, that is what we would do in the first place.  
It is also good to see increases for the government’s Country Age Pension Fuel Card, a continuation of the 
regional grants scheme, and telecommunications projects.  
This budget advocates for the privatisation of Western Power. I do not have a problem with that; in fact, 
I advocated for it in my response to the Treasurer’s budget speech last year. I will repeat what I said last year. 
I do not have a problem with accepting the sale of an asset. If the rules that underpin it, its pricing into the 
market and the systems that allow negotiations for those who wish it use it are fair and reasonable, I do not have 
a problem. This is at the core of the problems around the rail network now leased by Brookfield Rail. The code is 
poor, I am talking about Brookfield here, and we can see that by looking at the rules that exist on the east coast, 
which are much more open and fair. Thus, access to Fremantle port can be just as fair tomorrow under a private 
lease, so long as the rules are appropriate. A privatisation like this may make it easier to allow a second privately 
built port to be built to service the region.  
Another area that I suggest is worthy of consideration is the sale of the poles and wires of Western Power once 
we can examine how the sale of the New South Wales electricity infrastructure has gone. Again, the access and 
cost setting arrangements must be worked out properly and fairly. That is what I said last year, and of course, as 
things have happened, it has come to pass. The proposal on the table for the leasing of Fremantle port will result 
in a committed livestock export facility in the outer harbour and a program for the accumulation of funds for the 
construction of the next harbour. It is, purely and simply, a sensible long-term strategy. Likewise, leasing the 
poles and wires will enable quitting a large amount of government debt, and transfer of the maintenance 
expenses to the private sector. 
The other area of government spending that I would like to see examined is the allocation of funds from the 
royalties for regions program. I have always supported the program, but I think it is due for re-evaluation in 
a number of areas. Firstly, it has never been known how the decision was made to allocate funds across the nine 
regions. I think it would be reasonable to make this public, as part of the review. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: I have been saying that for a long time. 
Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: I am with you. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: Thank you, members. 
I think a stricter cost–benefit analysis of the royalties for regions programs is required. My local council has 
co-invested in a number of royalties for regions projects that are now financial millstones. If the federal 

 [19] 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 19 May 2016] 

 p3356b-3377a 
Ms Margaret Quirk; Mr John Quigley; Mr Vincent Catania; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr Ian Blayney; Dr Mike 

Nahan; Mr John Day; Acting Speaker 

government continues with its demands to return $9 million that was placed by the federal government into one 
of the City of Greater Geraldton’s projects, it will cause our ratepayers an enormous headache. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: Which Treasurer? 
Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: I will tell the member about it later, if he wants to know. 
A large sum of money, I understand to be $400 million, sits within the Pilbara Cities program in its out years. 
Given that the population of the Pilbara is growing very slowly, if at all, I think this needs to be reconsidered, 
especially given the amount of money spent there in the last eight years. Up to now, I think the southern regional 
cities of Geraldton, Bunbury, Busselton, Albany and Kalgoorlie and the towns of Esperance, Northam and 
Katanning have, to a degree, been neglected. 
Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 
Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: I think switching most of the money out of the Pilbara Cities program across to the 
southern cities and towns just mentioned makes sense. A program to establish a number of government 
departments in each of the regional cities is feasible, and it may be a sensible use of royalties for regions funds to 
pay for relocation of departments and staff to a chosen southern regional city.  
Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 
Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: I am glad the member for Mandurah is such an enthusiastic convert to my views. 
Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 
Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: This will take some of the population pressure off the metropolitan area.  
Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 
Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: Mr Acting Speaker, may I ask for some protection from the — 
Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.M. Britza): I nearly shouted “Amen”, but anyway, yes.  
Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: That will take some of the population pressure off the metropolitan area. Regionally, 
Geraldton has a list of industries that we see as having growth potential—a marine services hub, tourism, mining 
services, aquiculture and several others. I would nominate one of my main issues as coastal erosion, which is 
becoming a huge issue in Geraldton. Our first project is about to go underway when we can get the funding lined 
up for it—over $20 million to protect one stretch of coastline—but we have another four in the immediate city 
that need attention. In conclusion, I congratulate the Treasurer. I think he has presented a very fair budget for 
tough times.  
DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Treasurer) [12.36 pm] — in reply: I would like to finish off the debate. 
I thank everybody for their speeches on this and their contribution. I want to summarise it in the next 15 minutes 
or so. I will not respond in detail to everyone’s speech because some people went off budget on various issues 
and I will not share their trips.  
What I will say is that, clearly, this was a difficult budget. I heard the standard rhetoric. I think the people on the 
opposite side passed around a few words that everybody had to reiterate, for example, “This is the worst budget 
ever.” The quality of the budget is not determined by the outcome but by the difficulties in which it is framed. It 
is very easy to frame a budget that has large surpluses and pays down debt if we are rolling in money. The real 
benefits of this growth phase actually took place from about 2004–05 to about 2008 when the goods and services 
tax hit. That was when all the revenue was growing. The biggest source of new revenue was transfer fees. Local 
people, but particularly investors, saw what was happening in Western Australia and they flooded into 
Western Australia and bought land. They increased the value of that land some 350 per cent over a six to 
seven-year period.  
Mr G.M. Castrilli: Some houses, Treasurer, were bought sight unseen from the east coast.  
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes, I was coming back to WA and I was looking to buy a different house, a smaller one 
close to my son’s school, and I remember I went to look at Subiaco. A woman from Sydney bought ten houses, 
sight unseen, on that day, at more than the price the real estate agents were asking. This was about 2005–06.  
Every year—year after year—Hon Eric Ripper, who was a good Treasurer, experienced revenue growth and 
transfer fees beyond the estimates. For many years he would go out and Treasury would estimate it and be its 
conservative best, and in its view booked a 25 per cent increase. By the end of the year, it booked another 
25 per cent increase. Transfer fees went from $500 million from when the Labor government came in and were 
running at nearly $2.5 billion a year when it left office. Transfer fees are a bit volatile, but they were always up 
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for the previous Labor government. By the way, after the global financial crisis it just collapsed, so it was very 
high. We have never recovered to anywhere near the levels members opposite had. Most years, the previous 
Labor government was getting 100 per cent of GST; every year on average over the period, it had 12.2 per cent 
growth in payroll tax revenue; and land tax was buoyant, although it gave large land tax cuts at the end of the 
year. The previous Labor government was rolling in money. What did it do with it? It undertook some capital 
works programs, but not enough. Remember the government’s campaign when we put a flyer around and asked 
people to name three things that the Labor Party did? We had won not because the previous government did not 
do anything; it did not do enough. 
When we came in, the big issue was that we had to get on with building the infrastructure base for the rapidly 
growing population. It was not only rapidly growing, as the member for Geraldton indicated; it was the largest 
spurt in development—whether in population, demand for infrastructure, the private sector or the public sector—
experienced in this state or, I would argue, any other state, since Federation. We got on with it and developed the 
infrastructure. Again, can members imagine if we had not done that? Imagine if we had sat back and ran huge 
budget surpluses, did not undertake any debt, did not pay our public servants well, did not hire all those people 
and did not spend the money. Do members know what? We would not be in government right now because 
members opposite would have done to us last term what they did to the Carpenter government in 2008—tossed it 
out. That was not the task the government was hired for. That is what is behind most of these complaints. 
Looking through history, the issue is not the capital we spent. In the first term of government, almost all the 
capital was spent on basic infrastructure to accommodate the growth in population—Western Power, the 
Water Corporation, Main Roads, the Department of Lands and LandCorp. Hospitals were the only exception to 
that; we had a very large hospital spend, much of which we inherited from the Reid review and it was ongoing 
anyway. In the second term, we have finished off the hospitals, we are finishing off electricity and water, and we 
have gone into some wider expansion. The capital has been spent overwhelmingly to accommodate population 
growth and infrastructure growth, but the real growth has been in the salaries for public servants. I like this 
because members on the opposite side highlight the deal done with the nurses in the run-up to the last election. 
Just a bit of data that augments the budget report: under Labor from 2001 to 2008, the public sector in this 
state—general government—increased by 22 per cent. As a share of population, the public sector increased by 
25 per cent. Is that surprising? No, it is not. Nowadays, the Labor Party is primarily controlled by the unions and 
most of them are public sector unions; that is what they did. The public sector grew in our first term of 
government, but since 2012 the general government sector has been flat as a tack, with no growth whatsoever. In 
fact, we brought public sector growth as a share of population back to the level it was in 2001 when Labor came 
in. 
We have also done something very important: we have reorientated the allocation of human capital—of 
people—in the public sector to frontline services. There is a very interesting graph but I do not have graphs here. 
The public sector share in education and health has grown steadily under us. Non-frontline services have been 
flat as a tack, and negative in recent years. In other words, what is the government’s priority? It is frontline 
services. We have re-engineered the public sector to provide frontline services; that is excellent management. 
We have had very high and rapid growth in wages and salaries. This is always the core of controlling 
expenditure in government; it is all about recurrent expenditure and salaries growth. Salaries not only make up 
40 per cent to 50 per cent, but also set the benchmark for all contracts for non-government organisations. Under 
Labor, salary growth was average over its period in office. Note that when the Labor Party came into 
government, Richard Court had a really tight government. Salaries grew by 8.8 per cent a year over the 
Labor government’s seven-year term. In the last year, when we came in, salaries were growing at 13.8 per cent 
because of both numbers and wages. That is what we inherited—13.8 per cent in salary bill growth in one year 
and it was growing. Why did that happen? I think Labor put too many people in non-essential areas but it, like 
us, had to make sure that people were attracted to the public sector. Remember that at that time, wages were 
pretty high in the private sector. In order to get people—teachers in front of classrooms, doctors and everyone 
else—the government had to pay high wages so the public sector — 
Ms M.M. Quirk: You had to bribe them. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: I will have a go at that. This is an ex–Labor minister complaining about us paying high 
wages to the public sector. 
Ms M.M. Quirk: No, I was saying — 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes, the member did. In fact, she has stated repeatedly—not the member necessarily, but 
a large number of members opposite—that we should not have paid them. Last term, I was a backbencher. I saw 
the now member for Bassendean when he used to be a union boss and his people out in front of my electorate 
office, every week, spending their low income members’ money to campaign against me and the member for 
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Southern River, the member for Jandakot, the member for Wanneroo and the member for Swan Hills. What was 
his claim? He claimed that we were not paying his workers enough. 
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Week after week, hundreds of thousands of dollars were spent complaining about it. 
I remember once going outside and a whole bunch of the member’s now-colleagues—members of the 
Labor Party—were protesting in front of Parliament House that we were not giving them a 21.5 per cent pay rise. 
Now the Labor Party is trying to say that we gave them too much and that it would have given them less. The 
Labor Party caucus is totally dominated by ex–union bosses, particularly the miscellaneous workers’ union. 
This is absurd! When in government, the Labor Party increased the public sector by 22 per cent in numbers. 
This party, when we came in, was giving salary increases of 13.8 per cent in one year. The Labor Party is 
saying it would have been more parsimonious. If the Labor members had been more parsimonious to their 
colleagues—most of them are union—they would not have been preselected; they would have been thrown 
out. Members opposite are not in control of their own domain in that area; we know that. Everyone knows 
that. It is absurd. 
In this budget, with the Economic and Expenditure Reform Committee and my colleagues, we have finally 
gotten control of wages growth. It has been brought about, in large part, because of the decline in costs 
generally and also slowing population growth. However, we have done this without firing anybody or making 
any forced redundancies. We have done that and maintained essential services; in fact, we have enhanced 
those services across the board. We have targeted essential services very carefully and we still pay the highest 
wages in the country in almost all categories. We have a wage target for enterprise bargaining agreement 
negotiations that ensures job security for people and keeps wages at inflation and therefore maintains them at 
a real level. That is a real achievement. I noticed that no members on the other side have mentioned anything 
like that, but this is what has to be done and future governments will have to do it. Do members know what? 
Listening to the Leader of the Opposition, whose speech was one of the weakest and shallowest that I have 
ever heard. He has no capacity or understanding of the need or desire to do it. Instead, what he has done—it 
has been done before—to avoid stating what members opposite will address, they are announcing huge capital 
spends in little areas. We are adding it up; do not worry about that. Members opposite complain that the 
deficit is too high; the debt is too high. Debt is going to $40 billion, but they will not sell any assets, they will 
not raise taxes — 
Ms M.M. Quirk: We didn’t say that. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes, they did. What the Leader of the Opposition has said, not the member, is that the 
Labor Party will eliminate the deficit, reduce debt, be weaker and give better outcomes to public servants, and 
I will come to public servants. The Labor Party said that it will do all this and also will undertake a massive 
capital works program. It is a magic pudding that does not add up. This is a great budget in difficult times and 
sets us up for an election win come next March. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P. Abetz): In accordance with standing order 61, this business is interrupted 
until a later stage of this day’s sitting. 

Point of Order 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: Mr Acting Speaker, as the Treasurer has finished speaking, I do not know whether it is 
possible to put the question and finalise that aspect. It would be desirable. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P. Abetz): We cannot do that. 

Debate Resumed 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 3391.] 
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