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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 3 June on the following motion moved by Hon Kate Doust (Parliamentary Secretary) — 

That pursuant to standing order 49(1)(c), the Legislative Council take note of tabled papers 3940A-H 
(budget papers 2008-09) laid upon the table of the house on 8 May 2008. 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [7.30 pm]: This evening I will begin talking about something 
that is quite dear to my heart in my portfolio—that is, the belltower. As many members would know, I am a 
great supporter of the belltower. It is a beautiful icon of considerable cultural and historical significance, housing 
as it does bells that were cast in the fifteenth century and gifted to the state of Western Australia for the 
bicentennial celebrations of this nation. The bells are from St Martin-in-the-Fields.  

It was only because we had in Richard Court a Premier who recognised the significance of this wonderful gift 
that his government decided to house the bells down on the foreshore. Many will recall the controversy at the 
time of its construction in 2000, largely manufactured by those members opposite. From their behaviour it is 
clear that they are unrepentant for the consistent remarks made at the time about the belltower.  

Hon Sue Ellery: I never said anything about the belltower! 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: I am looking over the minister’s head at somebody else! 

According to those opposite, that belltower, which cost $5 million, could have built every school in this state, 
cleared up all the hospital waiting lists, and given every pensioner an all-expenses-paid holiday in Broome every 
winter for the next 2 000 years. It was the year 2000 then. Such claims, of course, were quite ridiculous. 
Members opposite shamelessly time and again trotted them out as though they were the gospel truth. However, I 
tell them that the $2.5 billion of taxpayers’ money that this government has lost could have rebuilt every school 
in this state—$2.5 billion. Yes, Hon Ken Travers may frown, but he should just hear me out. Most people have 
difficulty grasping the concept of that huge sum of money, so let us think of it in terms of belltowers—little 
$5 million lots. Two and a half billion dollars is worth 500 belltowers, give or take a belltower or two. Can 
members imagine that; 500 belltowers on the Perth foreshore? 

Hon Simon O’Brien: There would be no room for the Ferris wheel then! 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: Indeed! 

The incompetence of this government is stunning beyond description. A small child could have managed the 
state more responsibly. However, the government did not actually build those 500 belltowers. The Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure did not jump up in cabinet and say, “I’ve got a great idea for a tourism attraction for 
this city.” No, that did not happen. What did happen, though, was this: the government took that $2.5 billion—
500 belltowers worth—of hard-earned cash from the people of Western Australia, out of the pockets of 
struggling mums and dads, and burnt it. How did the government burn it? First, there was the almost 
$500 million—to be exact $491 million, or 100 belltowers by the way—for the Office of Shared Services. The 
money that was lost—$491 million—after the predicted spend of $82 million had already been spent. Then there 
was $1 billion—200 belltowers—for the cost of the Verve Energy bailout. Finally, there is $1 billion extra—
another 200 belltowers—that it cost to put the southern suburbs railway in the wrong spot along the river. 

Hon Ken Travers: Don’t tell me you’re still going to argue against the fast direct route; are you? You are the 
only person left in the state doing that! 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: I am not. I am just putting on the record, Hon Ken Travers, the cost of rerouting the 
railway to the wrong spot—admittedly all the pelicans like to use it—instead of routing it through the eastern 
suburbs where it was desperately needed. Of course, that was another of the sneaky little tricks by this 
government. It thought that if it paid cash for the railway when it had the cash that it would look as though it had 
cost only half a billion dollars more than the correct route would have cost; however, that is not the case. The 
worst aspect of these potential belltowers is that they were the only ones I could think of off the top of my head 
last week while I was listening to Hon George Cash’s brilliant exposé of the waste of funds that this government 
has cost the state over the Shared Services debacle. I must confess that a rather obvious question popped into my 
head during that speech. I wondered just how much money this Labor government had lost in its terms governing 
Western Australia. I would hate to think how much that would be in today’s dollars or how many belltowers it 
could have built. Perhaps a smart accountant might work that out for me. The question we need to ask is: how 
many more belltowers are the Premier and Treasurer hiding from us? 

I will now spend some time talking about how the government could have invested funds in projects that would 
have benefited the citizens of this state in the long term, rather than those non-existent belltowers that I have 
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referred to. I will begin with some of the projects in the arts portfolio, for which I have shadow responsibility. In 
preparation for my speech on the budget, I reviewed the notes that I made as shadow minister over a period on 
my very wide consultations and introductory meetings with the artistic directors of many performing arts 
companies and the managers of performing arts venues. I realised that little had changed in the six years since I 
began this journey as an advocate of the arts fraternity in Western Australia. I have made a list of the areas in 
which nothing much has changed. The West Australian Ballet Co, the Western Australian Opera Co and the 
West Australian Symphony Orchestra still need new homes. The Western Australian Youth Music Association, 
formerly known as the WA Youth Orchestra, also needs a new home. Nothing in this year’s budget indicates that 
this situation is about to change in the near future. 

Although His Majesty’s Theatre is historically known as the home of WA Ballet, which was founded in 1952 
and currently employs about 21 permanent ballet dancers, since the expansion of its repertoire and growth from a 
state ballet company to an internationally attractive ballet destination, it is in need of larger storage facilities and 
a more suitable rehearsal venue. There is nothing new in the budget for WA Ballet. WA Opera, together with the 
Western Australian Arts Orchestra, which was merged with the West Australian Symphony Orchestra in 1989 to 
allow WASO to expand the number of its players, have also been resident at His Majesty’s Theatre since it was 
purchased by the state and officially reopened in 1980. As far as back as 1999, the major performing arts inquiry 
entitled “Securing the Future” cited His Majesty’s Theatre as being outdated and undersized for the needs of two 
such significant performing arts companies. The deficiencies ranged from the size of the stage, once considered 
one of the largest in the country, to site limitations and significant health and safety concerns, with features such 
as air conditioning being in the way. We went through the phase suggested by the Australia Council for the Arts 
that the opera and ballet merge. I was a strong advocate for both those companies retaining their independence, 
because that is where they both wanted to be. I see in the budget that His Majesty’s Theatre is to share 
$1.3 million with Perth Concert Hall to have a new sound system installed and carpet replaced. That is a positive 
but small investment. It still does not create a new home for the West Australian Ballet, the Western Australian 
Opera or WASO. WASO is in desperate need of a new home. Most people in this chamber would know that the 
West Australian Symphony Orchestra has had a long association with the Australian Broadcasting Corporation 
and was housed in the ABC building on Adelaide Terrace. Once the ABC shifted to its new site in East Perth, the 
practice area in that wonderful area that WASO was able to call home is no longer available to the orchestra. 
Where is WASO to go? We have all these paid people in the West Australian Symphony Orchestra who have to 
attend practice sessions, some of which are conducted in the new ABC and some at the Perth Concert Hall. 
Whenever WASO practises in those venues, it is charged a rental fee. Unfortunately, the old ABC site belongs to 
the commonwealth government, which has indicated its intention to sell the site. Even though there is a local 
push to have the old site heritage listed and retained, the feeling is that it will be sold and redeveloped because it 
is a prime site. Although the plan to move into that venue has been in the pipeline for some time, it has now 
totally evaporated.  

Unfortunately, although $8 million has been set aside in the previous and current budgets to cover WASO’s 
relocation, in the current real estate market that amount will by no means be sufficient to secure a new venue. It 
comprises funds contributed by the Perth City Council, the Western Australian government and the federal 
government. As I said, it will by no means be sufficient to secure suitable premises in a suitable location.  

Feeding into the West Australian Symphony Orchestra is the Western Australian Youth Music Association, 
which provides much of the talent for WASO. The Western Australian Youth Music Association, formerly 
known as the WA Youth Orchestra, is over 25 years old and grew out of the University of Western Australia 
training orchestra association, which was formed in 1974. The WA Youth Music Association currently boasts 
300 young members from all over Western Australia, ranging from eight to 23 years of age. It is an absolute joy 
to hear these young players perform in groups whenever the opportunity is afforded them. This group of 
dedicated and talented young people and the equally committed conductors and tutors are desperately seeking a 
home. The association is currently located in a venue in Mt Lawley. Unfortunately, this significant pool of talent 
for our state symphony orchestra appears to have escaped the minister’s attention in this year’s budget. I can find 
no mention whatsoever of any allocation of moneys to this association.  

I move now to the performing arts and the proposed new theatre to be constructed in Northbridge. It is proposed 
to comprise a 575-seat theatre and a 200-seat flexible studio theatre, with associated rehearsal space. It will 
provide a much-needed purpose-built venue for contemporary productions. I want to make it very clear that the 
proposed new theatre that will be built in Northbridge is a replacement theatre for the Playhouse Theatre, which 
operates from premises owned by the Church of England. All of the area it occupies, from Pier Street around to 
St Georges Terrace, has long been earmarked by the Anglican Church for redevelopment. The church has been 
very generous in allowing the Playhouse Theatre to continue on that site. The planned new theatre for 
Northbridge is not a major performing arts centre and not what I would term a world-class major performing arts 
centre. If people have the opportunity to visit somewhere such as the Millennium Centre in Cardiff, Wales, they 
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will understand what I am speaking about when I refer to a major performing arts centre. The centre has a 
number of theatres. It is almost like a performing arts village where small dance companies can feed off larger 
ones and a great deal of interaction takes place between organisations that run different projects. I have great 
respect for the concerns of some of the contemporary performing arts companies in Perth. The feedback that I 
have is that the government conducted very little consultation with the performing arts companies on the 
building of this new theatre and who would move into the theatre. I am reliably informed that the Black Swan 
Theatre Company, which is currently housed in the Old Masonic Hall, Broadway, Nedlands, was told that it 
would occupy this new theatre. I might also point out that the original budget for this new theatre in Northbridge 
was $42 million. It has now blown out by almost $50 million to $91 million, and the building has not yet begun. 
That blow-out represents almost another 10 belltowers. 

I will now make some comments about the State Library because there have been a lot of issues concerning the 
State Library in the past year or so. I have had related to me the concerns that librarians and staff have with the 
many staff changes and the shifting of people around. Although the government has recognised the issue that I 
raised in my last budget speech about the book purchase program having been seriously underfunded over the 
past few years and has agreed to spend a significant amount of money this year—that is, $58 million by the end 
of the financial year—there is a lot of catching up to do. I have great fears that when this amount of money is 
expended there will then be more catching up to do just to keep pace with the day-to-day use of libraries. I place 
on record tonight that libraries in Western Australia are the most used cultural centres in any community. 
According to this year’s budget, the government anticipates a decrease of $2 per access client interaction in this 
current year compared with the actual cost of $11; that is, a reduction in the cost from $11 to $9 per client. I hope 
that does not affect the efficiencies of libraries, because we all know the benefits of libraries for all age groups in 
the community, from little children to the elderly, the partially blind and whoever. I am wondering whether this 
item in the budget could be attributed to the fact that the staffing levels at the State Library, where I have heard 
so many concerns in the past year, will drop from 243 full-time equivalents in 2006-07 to an estimated 232 FTEs 
in 2008-09. At some stage I will be asking more direct questions of the minister about the reason for this decline. 
There will be fewer staff to attend the wishes and the needs of the growing public. A major concern has been 
expressed to me in the past 18 months about shifts in staffing and the demeaning, perhaps, of the important 
historic collections at the Battye Library and other areas.  

I will move now to a very significant part of government responsibility: the record keeping and archival services 
it should be providing. I am very disappointed that there is still nothing in the capital works program for building 
a repository for state records. Last year I made a number of statements about this concern. Thirty-two kilometres 
of records had nowhere to go and were scattered around departments. The minister made a cynical remark that 
she understood from my media statement that records were scattered on the floor of departments. The literal 
interpretation of my statement was that, instead of being at a central repository, the records were scattered 
around various departments and were being held in unsafe conditions in those departments. That is just not 
satisfactory, but the government has still not addressed that issue. How can students of history benefit when the 
records of the state are not kept in order, we do not have anywhere to keep them, and we rely on individual 
agencies to keep their records? Even this Parliament has a record-keeping log and is required to keep certain 
records, but individual agencies run out of space, so a proper record keeping and archival service needs to be 
provided.  

During last year I asked some parliamentary questions about the legal deposit legislation. I refer in particular to 
my question without notice 196, asked in May last year, about legal deposits of all Western Australian electronic 
and printed publications. I note that this legislation has still not been brought before the house, even though 
consultation papers were distributed to major stakeholders and submissions closed in July 2007. May I tempt the 
Parliament by suggesting that a private member’s bill from the opposition may be necessary to bring about 
legislation necessary for the legal deposits of important historical documents of this state? I remind the chamber 
that Western Australia is the only jurisdiction without legal deposit legislation. Major works of importance could 
be forever lost to the public archive if this legislation is delayed any longer, even though the Parliament 
recognises that most print publishers will do the right thing and continue to embrace the spirit of this non-
existent legislation. Has the government ever thought that publishers may begin to get the impression that if the 
government has not found time to legislate, it is not serious about the issue? By way of explanation, if a book or 
a periodical is officially published, there is a requirement to provide a copy to the Battye Library. However, there 
is no legal sanction to enforce that requirement, so it is just not happening.  

I want to now spend a few minutes talking about the Australian Opera Studio and remind the government of the 
great disappointment of the Midland community and surrounding hills areas and other Western Australians 
interested in the training of young opera students over what I term a golden opportunity missed. It is potentially 
one of the greatest lost opportunities for the cultural life of Western Australia for many years. I am referring to 
the imminent closure of the Australian Opera Studio in Midland, which has been operating since 2002. Members 
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in this chamber have attended many of the opera studio performances in the old Midland school, which was 
wonderfully restored and revamped to accommodate the Australian Opera Studio, and which was opened with 
great hope and enthusiasm by Greg Yurisich.  

During the past six years the opera studio has run the only performance-based opera training of its kind in the 
world. I would like the house to be cognisant of the fact that, although there is an opera company in Western 
Australia, there are no permanent opera students or performers in paid positions in Western Australia, unlike the 
situations with the West Australian Ballet and the West Australian Symphony Orchestra. Every year, a number 
of lucky opera students, albeit not many of them—I think the number is between eight and 10 outstanding 
students—have been selected from thousands of applicants, and given the opportunity to hone their skills to 
world-class standard. They have received intensive instruction over a two-year full-time study period. Often the 
students had already graduated from the Western Australian Performing Arts Academy or the performing arts 
academy in Sydney. They have come to the opera studio with a number of skills. They have been given training 
in voice, acting, dance, physical fitness, stage, combat and business skills. They have also been taught French, 
German and Italian conversation skills, operatic and recital repertoire, oratorio, concert and musical theatre. 
Students have left, fully set to enter the world stage. We must remember that opera is sung in all those languages. 
The students have been put through a very demanding and very highly regarded program of training. The studio 
has produced more than 60 scheduled performances a year, plus 21 invited performances, including 27 master 
classes, four full operas and various oratorios, recitals, concerts and cabarets.  

The scholarships were fully funded through the International Arts and Culture Foundation, philanthropists and 
private corporations. At this point, I give due regard and commendation to the Japanese philanthropist 
Mr Haruhisa Handa who, as one of the main supporters, has been behind this project. Almost all the studio 
graduates have gone on to much bigger and better things by winning prestigious prizes and contracts with major 
opera houses. 

Over the past four years, my office has vigorously sought federal and state funding, without success due to a 
technicality. I can never quite fathom why this technicality prevented the opera studio receiving funding. It 
seems that funding was not possible for the opera studio unless it had a seat at the Australian Roundtable for Arts 
Training Excellence, which, in turn, was not possible without government funding of some kind. The opera 
studio in Midland was totally funded by philanthropists and private funding, and because it did not get state 
funding, it was not eligible for a seat at the Australian Roundtable for Arts Training Excellence. It is unfortunate 
that the state government did not have the courage to overcome this obstacle and the foresight to recognise the 
enormous potential of this program to bring Western Australia into the next decade of opera training, even if it 
did not fall within the formal existing framework of training institutions.  

The program that has been running at the Australian Opera Studio has been adopted by the Juilliard School in 
New York, which will open the Australian Opera Studio’s program in 2010 in conjunction with the New York 
Metropolitan Opera. When I received that news two weeks ago, I thought it a shame that we had lost a golden 
opportunity for young Western Australians wanting to reach their peak in opera studies. Juilliard in New York is 
taking up the very program that was begun at the foot of the hills of Western Australia. Unfortunately, the 
Australian Opera Studio will be closing its doors in Perth and Australia after its final production, one of Mozart’s 
works, on 12 and 14 September 2008. As Greg Yurisich, a wonderful opera singer and the director of the studio, 
put it, “There is no vision for the arts in WA; just a pot of money that has been thrown to the wind due to an 
absence of a vision.”  

It is worth noting that the money needed to build a mere five to 10 belltowers placed in a foundation would have 
kept this superb school running in perpetuity. As I said at the beginning of my speech, one belltower is worth 
$5 million. This government has lost $2.5 billion in the past few months. Just one belltower, worth $5 million, 
put into a foundation would have saved that outstanding opera studio in Midland from closing. Some forethought 
of how we get funding for the arts needs to be part of the vision for the future of young Western Australians. If 
Western Australia is to regain its leadership position in culture and the arts, the powers that be need to display 
more innovation and leadership in embracing concepts that are more about innovation than bottom line. After all, 
if we cannot afford a more entrepreneurial and courageous approach in these times of massive budget surplus, 
when will we be able to afford them? When will we be able to afford to give young Western Australians an 
opportunity in this state—their home state?  

I now want to move on to the Western Australian Museum—an imperative for the arts and culture sector in 
Western Australia. As we know, the Museum has closed and all its exhibitions, curatorial staff and works have 
been moved to Welshpool in an old pinball machine factory out of reach of the population. Schools cannot go 
there; nobody can visit. Although it is pleasing to note the allocation of expenditure in the budget towards arts 
and culture in this state—namely, $506 million—to facilitate the relocation of the Western Australian Museum, 
many members of the local arts and cultural scene, as well as the general public, have raised various concerns 
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with me that I must address now. A primary concern is just how much of the $500 million will be spent on the 
Museum and how much will be spent on bailing the East Perth Redevelopment Authority out of its responsibility 
to remove toxic waste from the area and surrounding shores? The government has decided, against the wishes of 
most of the Museum’s staff and most of the people to whom I speak in the scientific area who have been 
associated with the Museum, that it will rebuild the Museum at the site of the East Perth power station. I have 
been told that it is estimated to cost $200 million to get rid of the toxic waste from the site. Minister MacTiernan 
spent a huge amount of money on an assessment of whether the remnants of the East Perth power station were 
worth keeping and restoring. That specialist’s report used a word that, as a lady in this chamber, I would not use. 
However, in layman’s terms, the report described it as a load of rubbish that was not worth keeping. 

Hon Ken Travers: Do you agree with that view? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: Of course I do. I do not believe that is where the Museum ought to be relocated. 

Hon Ken Travers: Are you saying we should knock down the old power station? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: I am saying that the Museum should not be relocated at the old East Perth power 
station. If the government wants to keep the power station, it should keep it, but it is not a suitable site for the 
Museum, in my view. 

Hon Ken Travers: What should we do with it then? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: If the government wants to open it up as a second-class visitor destination, it can do 
so, but it should not use the site for a major science museum for Western Australia. I will move on to that matter 
later. 

The East Perth Redevelopment Authority is in charge of that area and of the land on which the current Museum 
is located in Francis Street. I have been told that in the vicinity of $200 million is needed to remove the toxic 
waste from the site in East Perth. Given the minister’s refusal to take the opportunity to answer the question on 
this during question time, I tend to think that the estimate might be accurate. That amount is enough to build 
another 40 belltowers. The $200 million will not be spent on a new museum but on extracting toxic waste from 
the old power station in East Perth. 

Hon Ken Travers: Should we just leave the toxic waste there? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: The government can do whatever it wants to do if it wants to waste taxpayers’ 
money. I am explaining to the chamber that this government has wasted $2.5 billion of taxpayers’ money 
through the shared services and other projects when there are good things that the money could be spent on for 
Western Australians now and into the future. If the member has the courtesy to listen, I will tell him more about 
those good things. 

Hon Ken Travers: I am listening; I just want you explain yourself. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: There are problems with access to the East Perth power station. 

Hon Ken Travers: I am trying to understand how cleaning up toxic waste is a waste of money. This government 
did not create the toxic waste; it is cleaning it up. It must be cleaned up by somebody at some time. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: I am not suggesting that it is a waste of money. 

Hon Ken Travers: You called it 40 belltowers. The belltower was a waste of money. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: It certainly was not a waste of money. I am suggesting that the member is trying to 
con the Western Australian public into believing that the government is spending $500 million on building a new 
museum. 

Hon Ken Travers: We are spending $500 million on building a new museum. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: The government is spending $200 million to clean up a power station that an 
architect from Sydney said was rubbish and was not worth restoring. 

Hon Ken Travers: Is it okay to protect Fremantle wharf because of the industrial heritage issues but not okay to 
restore the East Perth power station? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: That is the government’s decision to make, not mine. It must decide whether it wants 
to save Labor Party history. 

Hon Ken Travers: The East Perth power station is Labor history as well. You cannot have it both ways. 
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Hon BARBARA SCOTT: Why does the government not be honest about it? Be up-front. Do not tell us the 
government is spending $500 million on a museum if $200 million is to be spent on cleaning up the rubbish from 
an old power station that no-one can even get to and then turn it into a so-called state-of-the-art museum. 

Hon Ken Travers: It is across the road from a railway line. What do you mean people can’t get to it? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: There is no rail station. 

Hon Ken Travers: In East Perth? You have been in the southern suburbs for too long. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: I have been where?  

Hon Ken Travers: In the southern suburbs for too long.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: Have I? Okay.  

Hon Ken Travers: Aren’t you a member for the southern suburbs?  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: I am. However, I have quite a lot to do with some areas of North Perth. I know the 
area well. I attended school not far from the site of the old power station a long, long time ago.  

Hon Ken Travers: The railway station has not been relocated.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: It has not changed much either.  

Hon Donna Faragher: The new Museum will take so long to build under this government that it will never 
happen. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Graham Giffard): Order, members! As interesting as these interjections 
are, I ask Hon Barbara Scott to direct her comments to the Chair so that she is less likely to invite interjections.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: Hon Ken Travers may find himself an exotic exhibit — 

Hon Ken Travers: I am definitely exotic! 
Hon BARBARA SCOTT: — by the time the Museum is built.  
There are problems of public access and parking at the site of the former East Perth Power Station. Answers to 
questions I have asked in Parliament reveal that car parking will not be available and that there will not be 
enough Museum staff to advise and inform visitors because they are all at Welshpool. Further, exhibition space 
will not be dedicated to the Museum’s current collection and there will be a possible change of character and 
purpose with the new Museum, which is really worrying the Western Australian science fraternity. There is a 
paradigm shift because the government wants the Museum to be a social museum that focuses on grieving and 
mourning rather than a scientific museum. That change of character is of major concern to scientists in Perth 
who have a real commitment to the scientific nature of the Museum. I have dedicated several estimates questions 
to this vexing issue; however, I have received nothing but evasive answers. If the project is kosher and the 
government is really going to build a wonderful $500 million Museum for Western Australia, why is it so 
unwilling to tell us about it? As a test, the magnificent Esplanade performing arts centre in Singapore—for those 
members who have had the opportunity to visit Singapore—cost $SG600 million, which equates to about 
$A500 million allowing for inflation and exchange fluctuations. Will we ever see a building as magnificent as 
that? I hope so, but I somehow doubt it under this government.  
I turn to some areas of interest outside the arts portfolio. As members know, I have had a long and burning 
interest in children’s issues. At the top of the list is children’s basic education, an area that is fraught with 
problems. My colleague Hon Peter Collier will deal with that issue. With regards to the teachers dispute, the 
government is again doing what it does best; that is, misleading the people of WA and blaming someone else for 
all the problems. The teachers dispute is not the only disaster in our education system. There are problems in the 
government sector and as more parents choose to have their children educated in non-government schools, the 
government system is in danger of becoming a second tier, thereby destroying the principle of equality of 
opportunity. There is also the problem of decaying infrastructure. As members who have visited schools in their 
electorate would know, some older schools are in a very poor state and need to be renovated. One particular 
school is John Forrest Senior High School at which, I have been told, only one of six toilets in a female toilet 
block is working. That is unacceptable, and it is all happening under this Labor government, which supposedly is 
a champion of children attending government schools. However, I am not sure how many belltowers we would 
need to fix this problem. What is certain is that the longer this government remains in office, the worse the rot 
will get and the more expensive it will be to spend money on infrastructure at schools and things like reducing 
class sizes, which are a problem at the moment. 
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I have referred a number of times to waiting lists for therapeutic interventions. I want to place on record again 
that this government has an appalling record in children’s health. I condemn the Minister for Health, Hon Jim 
McGinty. In this chamber over a number of years I have consistently asked questions about long waiting lists for 
physiotherapy, speech therapy and occupational therapy. Although this is reported in the newspaper sometimes, 
it rarely is. That is because the newspapers like to be seen to be reporting stories about people waiting in 
ambulances and on trolleys. Of course, little children do not have a voice. They cannot go to the newspaper and 
say that they have had to wait for three years. They cannot express that view. Therefore, the media tend to focus 
on sick people rather than on exposing the importance of preventive health measures and early intervention. 
At this stage a lot of little children are suffering from speech problems such as speech delay—that is, delay in 
acquiring language—or actual physical speech problems, hearing problems or other difficulties that require 
therapeutic intervention. There are dozens of learning difficulties, and the spectrum of autism is very wide. We 
hear about that in our electorate offices almost every day—certainly I do. Little children who do not have a voice 
in this town have to wait inordinate amounts of time for treatment. The last figures I received for the south 
metropolitan region showed that some children had to wait for three years to see a speech therapist. We know 
that if parents want to take their child to a speech therapist, they must first of all take their child to a general 
practitioner. They must then get a referral to a specialist—maybe a paediatrician—who will then direct them to 
speech therapy or whatever is required. 
World research into early childhood development tells us three things, and they are three things that I have talked 
about in this chamber often. Dr Fraser Mustard, an eminent Canadian physician whom I am sure many members 
will have heard of—he was in this state last year and gave a number of public addresses—has stated that we 
should intervene early, intervene often and intervene effectively. I challenge the government of Western 
Australia today to take that simple message on board and put some money into intervention therapies to assist 
small children to overcome learning difficulties early. What did this government do as soon as it came to office? 
It abandoned the newborn hearing tests that were put in place by the Court government. That was an extremely 
successful program. There are young members on the opposite side with little children and newborn babies. 
THE DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Graham Giffard): And not so young members. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: And not so young members with little children; is that the point the Deputy President 
is making? I missed that. 

Hon Kate Doust: Not so young fathers with young children. 

Hon Ken Travers: Geriatric fathers with young children! 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: In this chamber there are a number of parents of very young children. It must be very 
disheartening for them to know that when their little baby is born in a hospital, what used to be offered as a free 
hearing test is now denied them and they must pay for it. The government made that decision on the grounds that 
the test did not pick up many deaf babies; it picked up only seven or eight a year. What a disgraceful decision by 
this government! It is interesting to note that this test is available. My daughter had a baby three months ago, and 
she asked that the newborn hearing test be done on her baby; however, she had to pay for it. It is okay for people 
in this state if they have the money to pay for such a test. I recall that when Dr Gallop came in as the brand-new 
Labor Premier of this state, he made much of his statement that, “I will mark a line in the sand, and I will make 
sure that all the children in this state are well cared for”. I have said often in this chamber that yes, there is a line 
in the sand—a person who is rich can access health services; however, a person who is poor and needy, and at 
risk, will need to wait and wait and wait, and will often pay very dearly. There are constituents in my electorate 
who have children under the age of five who need to access private speech therapy or physiotherapy. I know of 
parents who have mortgaged their homes so that their children can receive private speech therapy, because they 
understand that if their children’s speech delay or speech defect is not detected and corrected when their children 
are aged two, three or four, and before they get into kindergarten or school, their children will suffer enormously 
in their ability to read and be competent at school.  

I would like to finish on a topic that was the subject of a motion in this chamber today. That is the Commissioner 
for Children and Young People in Western Australia. As I said earlier, the budget for the Western Australian 
children’s commissioner is $2.5 million per annum. That will increase in line with the consumer price index 
from $2.442 million in the 2008-09 budget to $2.564 million in five years. I have already stated in this chamber 
that the opposition parties went to the 2005 election with a clear commitment to establish a children’s 
commissioner that would be funded to a minimum of $5 million, with an approximate spend of $10 a year for 
every child in Western Australia. This budget provides $2.5 million for the children’s commissioner. That is 
what the government said it would do. However, it is still way below what every child in this state deserves. It is 
also just $500 more than the $2 million that Hon Jim McGinty has just spent on refurbishing his offices. It is an 
absolute disgrace that a government minister could spend $2 million on refurbishing his office yet hand out a 
paltry $2.5 million for the children’s commissioner in Western Australia! That probably equates to $2 or $3 per 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 4 June 2008] 

 p3464b-3477a 
Hon Barbara Scott; Deputy President; Hon Giz Watson 

 [8] 

child per year for the enormously important work that we have now come to understand is the role of the 
children’s commissioner in Western Australia. 

Hon Bruce Donaldson: Did that include a new crockery set? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: It might well have included that, although I would hate to think of the brand that he 
would have chosen. It would not be a Western Australian brand, I do not think. 

Hon Ken Travers: If he had been a Liberal minister, we would know what brand he would have chosen!  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Did you jump up and down when Rhonda Parker bought her new tea set? You probably 
wanted a Wedgewood tea set of your own! 

Hon Kate Doust: Was it a Wedgewood or a Royal Doulton?  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Yes—what was it? 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Graham Giffard): Order, members! 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT: In formally noting the budget papers, I want to express my disappointment at this 
government’s allocation to the arts, and to children. I say again that many belltowers could have been built with 
the $2.5 billion that this government has wasted in just the past year. When members of this government were in 
opposition, they made a field day of Richard Court building a belltower to house the bells of St Martin-in-the-
Fields. That was a historic and significant gift from the British government to the government of Western 
Australia. The belltower should be recognised by every Western Australian as a significant destination for 
tourists in this state. I remind the chamber that this government’s priorities are totally wrong. In this time of great 
income for this state because of the resources boom, there should be a shift in the spending in this budget. I fear 
that history will tell a tale of great waste and lost opportunities for not only the children of this state, but all the 
citizens of this state, and in particular for the area for which I have shadow responsibility—the arts and the 
performing arts.  

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [8.31 pm]: I rise to make a few comments about the budget. There 
can be no doubt that Western Australia is in the middle of an unprecedented economic boom, and with that boom 
comes a large budget surplus that could be spent in all sorts of ways. I will talk tonight about how the 
government is dealing with the conservation and management of the environment in Western Australia, and how 
the government is dealing with people who are missing out on the boom—there are a lot of them. Unfortunately, 
a growing number of people, for various reasons, find themselves going backwards in their capacity to 
participate in the good fortunes of the Western Australian economy. In the view of the Greens (WA), 
unfortunately this budget does very little to assist those people. Also, this budget’s capacity to address pressing 
environmental issues is nothing short of appalling. It is a business-as-usual budget and the sort of budget I would 
expect from a Liberal Party government. It is no different — 

Several members interjected.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: On those two issues — 

Several members interjected. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I am going to make everybody happy tonight—I can tell!  

The point is that I do not think that this budget approaches those two key issues any differently from the way we 
would expect from either of the major parties. It is a budget that is very much directed at big capital works 
programs, with $7.6 billion being allocated for that use. Obviously, arguments can be made that when there is a 
large budget surplus it should be invested in long-term assets, but the Greens would argue that there are critical 
matters that also need an injection of money, and that money has not been delivered in this budget.  

I first outline how this budget fails to adequately assist people who are not sharing in the boom, and in this 
regard I will refer to comments by the Western Australian Council of Social Service, the peak body in this area. I 
particularly want to talk about housing because that issue has come up time and again. The government has 
suggested, which we support, moving to a policy of social inclusion. If the housing access issues are not 
addressed, we will never have an inclusive society in Western Australia. I am referring to the state budget 
information sheets from the Western Australian Council of Social Service. The first one is entitled “Planning for 
Communities”, and it states — 

WACOSS advocates for immediate action on developing and implementing a social inclusion strategy. 
We call for a public commitment to this from the Premier. We propose the formation of a taskforce, 
including people from Government, non-government and industry. 

It is fair to say that the government has announced this initiative and it is welcome, but this budget has in some 
areas failed to adequately support this new direction.  
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WACOSS recommended in this area that support be given to a social inclusion strategy task force; that two 
senior policy officers, government and non-government, and a part-time administration officer be appointed. 
There was support within the Department for Communities for this funding, but no specific allocation has been 
made in this budget for this purpose. It is interesting that this was the key announcement around the time of the 
budget in this area of supporting the community. There seems to be a lot of in-principle support but some of the 
specific funds are just not allocated.  

In terms of the recommendation on evaluating WA’s social wellbeing, government departments need to adopt 
social inclusion indicators as key performance indicators, establish a monitoring committee comprising 
representatives of a variety of departments, and annual reporting by the Premier and Parliament.  

WACOSS’s comment on this budget was that there were no funds earmarked for statewide consultations. The 
reference group is intended to provide consultative input, but no funding was allocated to support this reference 
group. As much as there is a welcoming of this initiative, there does not seem to be an equal contribution of 
funds to ensure that it is a participatory process.  

I will talk now about housing. In another one of its budget information sheets, WACOSS states — 

A range of housing strategies are proposed to ease the current crisis including increasing public housing 
and community housing. There are also recommendations for a new public housing funding model and 
strategies for increasing the stock of affordable housing. Programs established under the Homelessness 
Strategy should continue to be supported and expanded. We call for improvements in the diversity of 
housing stock, which would help address the ongoing shortage of boarding and lodging houses, and 
small homes. There are also recommendations to expand existing housing support programs for young 
people, aboriginal families, people with mental illness or living with disabilities, ex-prisoners, and 
tenants of residential park homes and in remote areas. 

In terms of public housing, WACOSS recommended that there be increased funding to restore public housing to 
six per cent of total stock. Its response to the budget is that there is no new money and it states — 

The amount remaining from last year’s budget is $240M. This is estimated to provide 1,124 extra 
dwellings. This is insignificant toward reducing the public housing waiting list of 17,500 people. 

What is estimated in the budget this year will be able to provide just over an additional 1 000 dwellings; 
meanwhile, there are 17 500 people on the waiting list, and that figure is growing.  

By way of an example, my office spent an entire week looking for emergency accommodation for a family. We 
were eventually successful, but our success was due only to the intervention of a minister. Housing was needed 
for three people—a single mother and twin daughters, who were trying to complete their last year at school. 
They had been unable to find any accommodation and were basically living out of the back of a car. It was a 
stunning example for me and for my office staff to realise just how much persistence is required to accommodate 
one small family who have been trying for months to access emergency accommodation. I should acknowledge 
that it was thanks ultimately to the Minister for Education and Training that they were provided with housing. 
The schooling issue for the two girls was so critical that the minister managed to intervene. However, with such 
an enormous number of people competing for very limited housing space, this budget will not in any way 
address this crisis. In terms of the funding model for public housing, the recommendation of WACOSS was to 
recognise the state housing authority for community service obligation funding; the budget gave no funding 
commitment in this area. 

The issue for young people in the private market, again, is a particularly acute area of need. WACOSS 
recommended an increased Keystart loan amount and encouraged rentals to young people. The budget gave no 
specific announcement in this regard, except to help more than 4 000 households enter into or maintain home 
ownership in 2008-09, with more than $200 million expected to be spent in regional areas; therefore, that is 
some improvement. 

There is no apparent funding commitment for priority to be given to the development of culturally appropriate 
housing for Aboriginal families and singles. In the area of coordination for clients with complex needs, 
WACOSS recommended that the Department of the Premier and Cabinet examine and resolve national and state 
government policy issues impacting on service delivery to community housing tenants; again, there is no budget 
commitment in this area.  

WACOSS recommended an increase in the number of properties in the community options and independent 
living programs, with a 15 per cent increase in funding for residential mental health care; in this area there was 
no budget increase. In terms of the requirements for social and affordable housing developments, WACOSS 
recommended a 15 per cent social housing requirement in all new developments on government or crown land 
and that 15 per cent of new private developments also be required to be affordable housing units; again, there is 
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no apparent budget commitment to achieve this. WACOSS also recommended an appeals process for social 
housing to create and fund an external independent appeal mechanism for public and community housing; again, 
there is no apparent government funding commitment in this area either. In terms of the Valuer-General’s 
calculation of market rent, WACOSS recommended resourcing the Valuer-General’s office to calculate market 
rents over six months to improve the viability of the community housing sector; the comment in WACOSS’s 
recommendations is that there is no apparent government funding commitment to this area either. 

In terms of training and skills development for community housing, WACOSS calls for a significant investment 
to provide accredited training; again, there is no government funding to meet this request. In terms of legal and 
consumer advice services for housing, WACOSS recommended that there be funding for a homeless persons’ 
legal clinic in the metropolitan area, a centralised residential park homes’ advice service and a tenants’ advisory 
service in the west Kimberley and Broome regions; the response in the budget is that there is no apparent 
funding commitment to meet these recommendations either. 

Therefore, it is fair to say that there is overwhelming disappointment in the peak body of this state, which has 
spent considerable time and effort consulting with its members and summarising key recommendations to meet 
the shortfall in housing, that in this time of huge budget surpluses the response in the budget is totally inadequate 
to meet the housing crisis. We share WACOSS’s disappointment. Disappointment is a bit of a mild term. I think 
there is actually growing anger in the community. The crisis in public housing and in the provision of crisis 
accommodation is at boiling point. It has a knock-on effect. Just last week I was discussing the fact that people 
who leave the prison system might be able to get some short-term accommodation assistance, but it is 
exceedingly difficult to move from there into an affordable house or rental property because there is such a low 
vacancy rate in this area. That has consequences for people who want to move on with their lives and find 
somewhere stable to live. If they cannot achieve that, it is very hard to stay out of trouble. 

In the area of safety and justice, the Western Australian Council of Social Service information sheet states that 
WACOSS advocates for greater support to break the cycle of violence by providing more child support workers 
in refuges, more funding for crisis accommodation and support services, and an increase in funding for 
community legal centres. A number of recommendations were made in the budget process. One recommendation 
was to establish a crisis care centre with accommodation and counselling for Aboriginal men in the metropolitan 
region to provide an alternative to incarceration for a cooling-down period. There is no apparent government 
commitment in the budget for this request. There is no apparent government commitment for restorative 
programs for perpetrators of family and domestic violence. A request was made for funding for two domestic 
violence legal workers in the metropolitan area and possibly more in regional areas, especially in the northern 
corridor, and to provide targeted outreach to women and children in refuges. Again, there is no commitment. 
There is no commitment for new support services for other forms of partner abuse. There is no apparent 
government commitment for increased core funding for community legal centres. There is no funding 
commitment for programs for women in prisons, which are currently delivered by volunteers. It is not a good 
look when there is no commitment to six of the nine recommendations in the area of safety and justice. The 
problem is that the people in the not-for-profit sector who are providing to the best of their ability the services 
that are so desperately needed are disheartened to find that although there is a budget surplus, no additional 
money has been provided to these areas. I remind members that crisis accommodation services for survivors of 
domestic violence—I am sure that the minister will correct me if I am wrong—are turning away as many people 
as are able to receive accommodation. I find that extraordinary in a community that is as wealthy as ours. We 
will not prioritise the provision of what is basically a human right; that is, a safe refuge from the perpetrators of 
violence. We are very disappointed with that area of the budget. It is fair to say that the not-for-profit sector is 
disappointed. There has been increased funding to assist the various departments that work in this area, and that 
is welcome. I am not suggesting for one moment that that funding is not needed. The not-for-profit sector has 
received an assurance that it will have an indexed grant system, which is an excellent initiative that I give the 
Labor government credit for having put in place. This sector’s actual capacity to deliver these services is 
subjecting it to greater fatigue. I had the opportunity to attend the Western Australian Council of Social Service’s 
annual conference. I spoke to a number of people in attendance and found that there is a growing feeling of 
exhaustion in the sector, particularly in providing crisis accommodation and financial counselling. People are 
finding it increasingly difficult to keep going.  

Hon Sue Ellery: There has been a massive injection of funding into financial counselling.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: The minister is correct. I stand corrected because a chunk of funding went into that area. I 
will take financial counselling off the list. Perhaps people were feeling tired when they expressed their feelings 
to me and were not aware that help for financial counselling was on its way. It is a good initiative. Obviously it 
is essential for capacity building to, as a community, provide assistance to people to better manage their 
finances. I am thinking particularly of the organisations that on a daily basis are having to turn people away from 
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the most basic of crisis accommodation because it is already full. As Western Australia is one of the wealthiest 
places in the world, it is extraordinary that that is the case.  

WACOSS also made recommendations about social participation, including providing English classes for 
migrants and refugees. We certainly have a number of refugees who do not have good English skills and there is 
a need to provide them with English classes. Requests were made for child care for migrants attending English 
classes, the provision of more free childcare places for large families, and independent translating and 
interpreting services. I have on a regular basis asked questions in this place about independent translating and 
interpreting services. Many people who are new to this country cannot access translating or interpreting services 
when they are dealing with legal questions, government departments or perhaps courts. If they cannot access 
appropriately skilled and available translating and interpreting services to understand the processes that they are 
going through, their basic rights are undermined.  

Another recommendation from WACOSS was to provide support to volunteers. It recommended that the state 
government take a leadership role by working with federal and local governments and Volunteering WA to 
establish a variety of strategies to reimburse out-of-pocket expenses incurred by volunteers. It also recommended 
fair wages for young people and suggested that the state government should abolish youth wages and promote 
awareness of young people’s work rights. WACOSS informs me that in all these areas there is no apparent 
government funding commitment.  

There is a great deal of disappointment in how this budget will deliver social outcomes and address the promises 
that the state government made to turn Western Australia into a socially inclusive community. That is the federal 
government’s language and it seems to be in vogue at the moment. It is a great concept, but it will not happen 
without substantial budget commitments. We cannot see that this budget has delivered on that.  

The second area that I will refer to is funding for the environment. Our comment when the budget was brought 
down was that the only green thing about it was its glossy, non-recyclable cover, perhaps designed to fool a few 
people. It certainly is not a very green budget. I had to look very hard to find mention of the environment in the 
Budget Statements. It was right at the back together with lifestyle, which probably really says it all. Somehow the 
fundamentals of life have been relegated to some sort of lifestyle option, such as what colour shoes to wear today 
or whether to have a latte or a short black coffee. It is deeply disappointing. The challenge of a booming 
economy is to recognise that inevitably it will put greater pressure on the environment. That is exactly what we 
are seeing. The “State of the Environment Report 2007” identified the top priority issues that should be 
addressed. Top of the list is climate change. Did the budget contain any initiatives to deal with the pressing 
challenges of climate change in Western Australia? No. We saw more funding for roads, infrastructure and 
transmission lines. The second priority in the state of the environment report was population and consumption. 
Nothing in the budget will address either of those issues. The report referred to greenhouse gas emissions, land 
salination, salination of inland waters, introduced animals, weeds and phytophthora dieback. The secondary 
priority subjects included soil erosion, altered water regimes, loss or degradation of wetlands, loss or degradation 
of fringing and in-stream vegetation, changed fire regimes, loss or degradation of native vegetation, degradation 
of marine environment, settlement patterns and loss or degradation of Aboriginal heritage. That was the 
assessment of the environmental challenges in Western Australia. Has the budget provided anything to deal with 
those issues? I refer to a Conservation Council of Western Australia media release of 9 May, which reads — 

Budget Ignores Damning State of the Environment Report 
In July 2007, the Environmental Protection Authority released yet another damning report into the 
increasingly poor state of WA’s environment. The 2008/2009 Budget provides no significant additional 
funding in reference to this report, instead focusing on subsidises for industry and development at the 
expense of our rapidly degrading environment. 

Conservation Council of WA spokesperson, Jessie Cochrane said “This budget clearly displays that 
climate change and the environment are not priority issues for the Carpenter Government. Yet again, 
despite a record state budget, the carefully considered advice of the EPA has been ignored favouring 
further acceleration of the resources boom.” 

Some of the areas highlighted by the EPA as requiring urgent action ignored by the Carpenter 
Government in the preparation of this budget are summarized below. 

Biodiversity . . .  

The Environmental Protection Authority stated in the state of the environment report — 

There is insufficient knowledge about biodiversity in WA. Most biodiversity issues are serious and 
appear to be getting worse. 
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The budget response to this issue is some more money for the herbarium and no new money for biodiversity 
research or management. I might add that there is no sign of a biodiversity conservation bill either; not that it has 
anything to do with the budget, but the commitment to dealing with biodiversity issues in this state is appalling.  

In the area of climate change the EPA stated — 

WA is getting warmer. Rainfall is decreasing in the South West. Ocean levels are rising. Implications 
are severe. WA has the highest greenhouse gas emissions per capita in the world. Total emissions are 
relatively small on a global scale, but increasing rapidly. 

Total emissions are increasing rapidly because this government intends to build more coal-fired power stations. 
How on earth the government can stand with any credibility and claim to be making any serious attempt to 
address climate change and at the same time approve the construction of new coal-fired power stations is 
absolutely breathtaking. There is no credibility in it at all.  

Hon Bruce Donaldson: Shouldn’t we replace those with nuclear power stations? 

Hon GIZ WATSON: No! Does the member want me to go on for another hour or two? 

Hon Bruce Donaldson: You cannot have it both ways. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I think the member has heard that argument before. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Thank you, Mr Deputy President. I will focus my attention once more on the matters at 
hand. The budget response to climate change was the allocation of $50 million for renewable energy projects, 
and $8.9 million for low-emission energy research and development. It is worth noting that this is less than the 
powerline subsidies to various new mining projects. I refer particularly to $9.4 million allocated for new 
transmission lines for the Boddington goldmine and $4.6 million for a transmission line to Grange Resources’ 
mine. I cannot for the life of me work out why we subsidise companies to that extent. It is absolutely 
extraordinary when, if it is a profitable company, it should be able to stand on its own two feet. I have never 
understood why taxpayers’ money is spent on infrastructure for private companies. 

Although the Environmental Protection Authority’s budget summary says that Western Australians’ ecological 
footprint is among the largest in the world, there was absolutely no budget response to this. The EPA says that 
the conservation sector has improved reservation levels in recent years, but there has been limited achievement 
against national reservation targets. It is worth noting that in my particular area, which is marine conservation, 
we are still progressing exceedingly slowly, not least because the Department of Environment and Conservation 
is funded too miserably to allow those reservations to be progressed. No additional money has been allocated to 
meet reservation targets. 

A large number of weeds are present across Western Australia, and management action is currently inadequate. 
No additional money has been allocated to weed management, even though weeds are identified as one of the 
most significant threats to not only biodiversity but also agricultural areas.  

In the area of loss or degradation of native vegetation, the EPA summary says that improved regulations are now 
in place, but clearing is still occurring as a result of population growth and economic development. No additional 
money has been allocated to protect native vegetation. A large number of feral animals are present in Western 
Australia. We have had some success in preventing incursion and eradication, but no additional money has been 
allocated for management or research, although the summary notes that $200 000 has been allocated to develop a 
rangeland goat industry—at the expense of the environment—and the agriculture budget has $140 000 for the 
control of feral animals, including goats, and $2.4 million for the control of starlings. The point is that some 
money has been allocated in the budget to deal with agricultural pests, but there has been no additional budget 
allocation to deal with environmental pests. However, I acknowledge that if we can knock off the starlings and 
goats, it will be a win-win situation.  

The marine environment has been highly impacted in coastal areas, and the condition of most marine 
environments remains largely unknown. The budget response has been to allocate no additional money to 
research, management or protection of this area.  

The EPA summary states that the area of the south west affected by land and water salinity is increasing. Active 
management is underway, but significant land use changes are still required. Many south west waterways and 
wetlands are still severely affected. The budget response is no additional allocation of money.  

The Conservation Council’s media release summary states about dieback —  

This disease is affecting large areas of South West bushland and is increasing in extent. No cure is 
available as yet.  
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No additional money has been provided to dieback management or research. The media release states further — 

An increased number of wetlands and water ways in the South West are affected [by eutrophication]. 
Severe loss of wetlands has occurred on the Swan Coastal Plain and in the Wheatbelt.  

The budget response is that no additional money has been allocated for management protection or research. 
Those are the priority issues that the EPA has identified as the key environmental challenges in Western 
Australia. The media statement goes on to state — 

With a $1.8 billion surplus the Department of Environment and Conservation and other relevant 
agencies should have been given the necessary resources to respond to the SoE report but only a minor 
budget of $238 million has been allocated to the DEC.  

This budget is really disappointing for the environment. The Premier has said that the Government will 
re-invest every cent of the $1.8 billion surplus to build our state to ensure that everyone is benefiting 
from our strong economy. But no-one benefits when the environment is allowed to degrade.  

It is worth noting that no-one is denying that, as I say, with increased economic activities, particularly mining 
activities, there are increased pressures on the environment and an increased need to manage the impact of those 
pressures. However, what do we see? We see that this government is prioritising a review of the environmental 
assessment process, which we have been assured has nothing to do with fast-tracking. However, every indication 
in the language we hear is that it is about efficiency, cutting red tape and removing duplication. From an 
environmentalist’s point of view, those are all the warning bells we have heard many times before. There is an 
emphasis on how we can facilitate business as usual in this state and let the environment go to pot, and that is 
basically what is happening.  

This budget for the next 12 months reflects a lost opportunity for addressing the enormous environmental 
challenges in this state. It is a lost opportunity to invest heavily in things like known technology for renewable 
energy production. It is a lost opportunity to seriously tackle the huge environmental degradation in our rural 
area, the enormous challenge we face now given some of the information that is coming through in the media 
about increasing costs of fruit production, fertilisers and fuels and the global crisis facing food production. All 
these things are happening at an extraordinary rate. Here in this tiny corner of the south west of Australia we are 
very vulnerable to a range of factors. What I do not see in this budget is any real understanding of the challenges 
we are facing. This budget says let us continue to have a booming mining economy, let us continue to dig it up, 
ship it out and burn it off as quickly as possible because it is about making money. That is surely what it is about. 
Quite frankly, it does not indicate a government that cares about looking after those people who are falling 
through the cracks. Because we have a booming economy, those people are suffering the effects of increased 
house prices. Increased house prices are fine for those who already own a house that is becoming a more 
valuable investment. However, for people who do not own a house and want to get into the market or just want 
somewhere to rent, it is almost impossible to do so in Perth at the moment. For the life of me, I cannot 
understand why this government cannot even provide good quality temporary accommodation for people who 
are caught in the housing crisis. On these cold nights, they are basically sleeping in the backs of cars or on 
someone else’s couch because they cannot find somewhere to rent or cannot access crisis accommodation.  

I find it extraordinary that this budget has been all about good news and has not grappled with the growing 
problems that are not only causing people to stress, but also will continue to cause increasing social disunity. If 
we do not put money into these areas, not only the individuals who are missing out, but also the community 
across the board will reap the consequences.  

In conclusion, if we do not take seriously the challenges and changes that are already afoot and happening at an 
accelerating rate as a consequence of climate change and global warming, we will lose the very slim window of 
opportunity that we have to use the wealth that we are creating now to put in place capital works such as flash 
buildings, “Dubai by the Swan”, the floating islands off Fremantle and other glittering things. However, we 
should also be investing for generations of the future, for our children and grandchildren. If we do not apply this 
budget surplus to stabilise and repair the environment, we will continue to degrade the wheatbelt, our river 
systems, our Swan coastal plain and our forest systems. Obviously, this plea is too late for this budget, but there 
will be another one. I hope that by that time this government will have come to realise that we cannot ignore 
those priorities. We ignore them at our peril and by ignoring them we gamble with the future of all Western 
Australians.  

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bruce Donaldson.  
 


