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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 

Motion 

Resumed from 10 August. 

MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [2.53 pm]:  I am pleased to have the opportunity to speak in this debate and to raise 
a number of matters which affect my electorate and on which I hope the Parliament will act during this session.  
This is the last occasion on which I will speak in the Assembly in an Address-in-Reply debate.  Presumably, 
there will be other occasions on which I will talk about other matters, but this is the last occasion on which I will 
be able to use this debate to draw the attention of the House to important matters affecting my electorate.  I am 
sure that in time to come my successor,  Ms Fran Logan, will be able to take up matters affecting the electorate.  
However, I hope that the matters which I will draw to the attention of the House today will be dealt with and 
resolved in a manner that is satisfactory to my constituents. 

I will draw the attention of the House to two matters which directly affect my electorate; namely the Fremantle 
Rockingham Industrial Area Regional Strategy and Cockburn Sound.  I will also raise a heritage issue relating to 
Fremantle Oval, which is in the electorate of the member for Fremantle. I am sure he will not mind my asserting 
that this matter is of interest to my constituents even though it is located in his electorate.   

Since the House rose for the winter break, the FRIARS issue has been very much the subject of discussion in 
Cockburn.  You will recall, Mr Speaker, that the House debated the Hope Valley-Wattleup Redevelopment Bill 
2000 virtually until the recess, and we are yet to deal with its third reading.  It is very topical.  It is the topic most 
frequently raised in representations to me because it will profoundly affect more of my constituents than has any 
other issue in my time in Parliament.  I made the point of reporting debate extensively to the electorate, 
particularly the position of Minister for Planning - who has just entered the House.  I have let constituents know 
precisely the amendments I have moved to the legislation, and their fate.  People will look to the Legislative 
Council to amend the Bill to provide some justice.  We will debate the Bill at greater length tomorrow, but I use 
this occasion to draw to the attention of the House a gross injustice perpetrated on a group of people.  This is to 
occur because the development is to the benefit of the State - which I accept - but it confers no benefit on these 
people as individuals.  These people should face no loss as a consequence of advancing the general need. 

Mr Kierath:  We have asked people for their views, and I will be able to table that information tomorrow. 

Mr THOMAS:  I am pleased that the minister has done that, and I will be happy to match his surveys against 
mine, which are based on wearing out shoe leather in going around and talking to people.  I am confident that the 
position I have enunciated is consistent with the wishes of the people in the area.  I will not anticipate at any 
length tomorrow’s debate. 

However, I draw a theme from the Government’s attitude to what I have described and advocated as a Cockburn 
Sound trust.  The people of Cockburn are being treated as second-class citizens by this Government.  In years to 
come, people will look to Parliament and Fran Logan to undo the injustices perpetrated on them by this 
Government.  FRIARS is probably the biggest redevelopment in Australia to take place over 30 years which will 
have environmental, social and economic effects.  The Labor Party has argued convincingly that a Wattleup 
redevelopment authority is necessary based on the East Perth, Subiaco or Midland redevelopment authorities 
model.  When I have put the proposition to the people of Cockburn, particularly the people in Wattleup, they 
have agreed with me that a dedicated body is warranted to oversee the profound planning changes that will occur 
in the area in decades to come. 

As I have said, it is all very well for this Government to have the Subiaco Redevelopment Authority in the 
Premier's electorate in East Perth or such an authority in Midland or in seats which at various times the Liberal 
Party has aspired to hold and thought it had a reasonable chance of winning. 

Mrs Roberts:  They have given up on Midland. 

Mr THOMAS:  The Liberal Party has given up now, but at one stage it had an interest in adjoining areas.  It is 
prepared to establish a proper redevelopment authority in those areas to oversee the very extensive job that must 
be done when planning a major redevelopment.  The Government has said that people in the Wattleup-Hope 
Valley area can make do with LandCorp.  Apart from the substantive issues, to which I will allude in a moment, 
the fact of the matter is that people do not accept that LandCorp is an appropriate body to take responsibility for 
their future.  LandCorp is essentially a land developer, which is fine because part of the undertaking in that area 
is land development.  However, that is only part of the process.  Such a redevelopment has social and 
environmental implications that will affect people in that area for decades.  People in that area want a sustained 
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interest from a dedicated body with the sole job of overseeing the Wattleup-Hope Valley redevelopment and to 
do so very well.  They are being told that they are not as worthy as people in Subiaco, East Perth or Midland and 
that they are in some senses second-class citizens who must make do with LandCorp.   

I cannot understand the Government’s position on this.  The Ministry for Planning gained an enormous amount 
of goodwill by setting up a shopfront facility in Wattleup and making officers available to speak to people about 
the planned redevelopment.  As the minister will know, the officers were not always welcome because the news 
that they were bearing was not necessarily good news; in fact, for the most part it was bad news.  Those 
competent officers were available on the ground to advise people of what was happening.  All that goodwill will 
evaporate.  Once the process is complete, presumably the development will be handed over to LandCorp, which 
has an office somewhere on The Esplanade.  That office will be remote from Cockburn and might as well be on 
the moon.  

If the minister wants to contemplate the effect that this will have on the acceptability of the scheme, he should 
compare the goodwill that was created by the Ministry for Planning by setting up that shopfront facility in 
Wattleup with the ill will the Department of Commerce and Trade created over the Jervoise Bay development.  
As the proponent of the Jervoise Bay development, the Department of Commerce and Trade decided that it 
would become involved in a community consultation process.  What did its officers do?  They rented a first-floor 
office in the High Street in Fremantle.  They thought by doing that they were in some sense involved in 
community consultation.  They might as well have been on the moon because that upstairs office in Fremantle 
was difficult to find.  They were no closer to the community that was directly affected than had they stayed in 
their offices in St Georges Terrace, and they probably would have been happier there. 

As I have travelled around my electorate over the past couple of weeks and met people and had people come to 
me and make representations, the point that has been made again and again is that they feel that they will be 
forced out of their homes and that they deserve a fair price for their homes.  As I have defined it in my 
amendment to the Hope Valley-Wattleup Redevelopment Bill 2000, they should be paid enough money to buy 
an equivalent home in an adjoining suburb.  When this matter was being debated previously, the minister said 
that I was wrong when I asserted that land values in Wattleup were such that the people there were unable to buy 
a similar home in an adjoining suburb.  I have a letter from Mr Hillyard of the Ministry for Planning to a 
constituent who has asked to remain anonymous.  I am happy to show people the document, but I do not want to 
read the name into the record. 

This letter offers that lady $76 000 for her home.  There is no way a person could buy an equivalent home within 
five or six miles without adding at least another $20 000 or $30 000 to the price of that home.  That lady has 
provided me with valuations that she received from real estate agents operating in the area.  One of the 
valuations is for $85 000 to $90 000 on Wattleup values, and another one is for $89 950.  The two valuations on 
the same property are within $500 of each other and are about $20 000 more than the Ministry for Planning has 
offered.   

People have been bought out, but  in the fear that their homes will be taken away from them, that the area will be 
developed around them and that their community will be destroyed.  It does not take a lot more than what the 
Government is doing now to have a vastly different impact on people.  If, Mr Acting Speaker, your home, my 
home or the home of almost anyone else in Western Australia were required for a road,  certain processes would 
be invoked - it would be a resumption if it were not a voluntary sale - and the owner would be entitled to what is 
known as the unaffected market value.  The unaffected market value is what a property is worth for its former 
use, unaffected by the proposal for which it is being resumed.  As close as we can get to that concept in this 
instance, it means enough money to buy a similar property in an adjoining suburb, because there is no such thing 
as unaffected market value in Wattleup.  That area has been subject to planning blight for 20 years.  I was the 
chief of staff in the office of the Minister for Planning in the early 1980s and dealt with planning appeals.  Time 
and again, people lodged applications for subdivisions in Wattleup and, even then, the area was already under a 
cloud and it was said that there would be no further subdivision and that development would cease.  After the 
Kwinana air modelling study, we saw the establishment of the environmental policy, which is the regime that 
applies at present.   

Those people are suffering.  If the program of which the minister is speaking goes ahead, people will be bought 
out for $20 000 or $30 000 less than it costs to buy an equivalent home in another area.  I repeat the proposition 
which I have made time and again to this House and which I will continue to make so long as I am able:  If this 
process proceeds, as it appears it will, it will go ahead for the benefit of the whole State.  It has been said that we 
need more industrial land, which is ideally suited in that area.  The people living in that area are particularly 
inconvenient.  That is not a proposition I agree with, but, if, for the purposes of the argument we accept that they 
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should sell up and move, it is being done for the benefit of the State.  However, it confers no particular benefit 
upon those people.  I argue that they are entitled, first, to enough money to buy an equivalent home in an 
adjourning suburb and, secondly, for a solatium.  When people's properties are resumed, as I discussed earlier in 
this hypothetical model of a road being built through your house, Mr Acting Speaker, my house or anyone else's 
house, the owner is entitled to a solatium, which is 10 per cent over and above the value of the property, properly 
calculated to compensate the owner for the inconvenience of having to move against his will or what otherwise 
would have been his inclination to move.  The majority of these people have no  inclination to leave their homes.  
Many of them have been there for decades and, in a number of cases, have built their first and only home there.  
Many people have also made improvements to their houses by adding family rooms, pools and the like.  If, 
however, they go out under this process, they do not have a snowball's chance in hell of getting an equivalent 
home in an adjoining suburb.  They will suffer a diminution of their quality of life, which is a gross injustice.  
The Liberal Party’s treatment of these people illustrates the differences between it and the Labor Party.   

I will raise another matter today that directly affects my electorate; that is, the Cockburn Sound trust, as I called 
it.  Some years ago, I put forward the proposition to create the Cockburn Sound trust based on the notion of the 
Swan River Trust in the wake of the controversy that occurred about Jervoise Bay.  It had been apparent for a 
long time, but became a current political issue, that there were conflicting use pressures - as planners call it - on 
Cockburn Sound.  On the one hand, the Department of Commerce and Trade and industries located in that area 
wish to use it for industries such as shipbuilding or marine fabrication.  On the other hand, many people who live 
in adjoining suburbs have a recreational interest in it.  The area has important conservation functions.  As the 
Deputy Speaker would be aware, it has very important military functions, with a naval base on the other side of 
the Sound.   

I put forward the proposition that because it is located within a metropolitan area - within a city, to use the term 
in its broader sense - Cockburn Sound is effectively an inland water mass and should be managed as an inland 
water subject to many conflicting use pressures.  If we were to start again today, I have no doubt that Cockburn 
Sound would be classified as a world heritage site like Shark Bay, and its conservation aspects would come to 
the fore.  That is no longer possible.  It is located in the city and has important industrial and recreational uses.  It 
is as worthy of a proper, dedicated management body similar to the Swan River Trust.   

The Deputy Speaker might recall, although he was not in Parliament at the time, that when the Labor Party put 
through the Swan River Trust legislation in 1988, it came at a time when there had been many conflicting uses 
on the Swan River.  There were different controversies about the way in which the river would be managed.  At 
that stage, the Swan River was subject to the Swan River Management Authority, which was a subcommittee 
operating under the Water and Rivers Commission.  That is precisely what the Government is proposing for 
Cockburn Sound.   

On 3 August, the Minister for Water Resources, Hon Kim Hames, announced the creation of the Cockburn 
Sound Management Council.  This body has no statutory force; it operates under the authority of the Water and 
Rivers Commission, similar to the Peel Inlet Management Authority and the Leschenault Inlet Management 
Authority.  I make the point to the Government and to the Minister for Water Resources, although he is not 
present, that that is not good enough.  As a body of water, Cockburn Sound is not flushed as often as members 
might think; it is a contained body of water.  It has, I submit, greater use pressures than any other body of water 
in Western Australia, greater even than the Swan River.  It has been some time since people have sought to 
dump effluent into the Swan River, but Cockburn Sound still receives effluent from industries, although that has 
diminished.  In the past this dumping of effluent has had a severe environmental impact.   

In those circumstances, it seems to me that just as the Swan River warrants a dedicated management body, so too 
does Cockburn Sound.  At the moment we have a farcical situation.  The Cockburn Management Sound Council 
has 26 members; it is a mass meeting.  What is a body with 26 members going to do?  It will be briefed by its 
members who are government officers, who will keep it informed as best they can.  Firstly, it has no legislative-
based power; and, secondly, it has so many people on it that it is difficult to see how it can function effectively.  

The Government has effected a coup in securing Professor George Kailis as chairman.  He is a very respected 
businessman with interests in marine industries and is eminently suitable for the role.  There are also some other 
superb people:  Dr Phil Jennings, a person who has had a long-standing interest in conservation issues in the 
area; Norman Halse, a former president of the Conservation Council of Western Australia and a former chief 
executive officer of Agriculture Western Australia; and Ross Marshall, a senior officer from the Department of 
Commerce and Trade, who has had a long-standing interest in the development of the area.  It is like a roll call of 
all people who have had an interest in Cockburn Sound, either professionally or through other interests.  
However, there are too many people on the new body and I contend that it cannot work effectively.   
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I draw the attention of the House to the appointment of Ms Hazel Duggan as a community member.  Ms Duggan 
is one of the people currently living in Wattleup who are under direct threat from this Government of losing her 
home.  She has spoken heroically on behalf of the community and herself and I congratulate her on her 
appointment.  My only sadness is that she has not been appointed as she should be; that is, to a body with proper 
statutory authority and powers that can function effectively.  I want to provide callous and obvious evidence of 
this body's lack of power and how no notice will be taken of it by the Government.  In answer to a question 
asked by Hon Jim Scott in the Legislative Council on 5 April, the Attorney General, representing the Minister 
for the Environment, provided details in relation to licences for the discharge of substances into Cockburn 
Sound.  All the licences to discharge effluent into Cockburn Sound were renewed prior to the establishment of 
the Cockburn Sound Management Council.  Whatever views the new body may have on effluent discharge are of 
no consequence as the licences have already been renewed.  There could have been a six-month waiting period 
to enable the new body to be established, as it has management responsibility for Cockburn Sound.  Once 
established, it could have looked at the renewal of the licences.  That did not happen and the licences were issued 
in advance.  The materials that are subject to the licences include nitrogen, suspended solids, cadmium, 
aluminium, chromium, molybdenum and zinc.  Under enumerated circumstances, the amounts that can be 
discharged into Cockburn Sound have increased.  I understand that it does not necessarily mean that the new 
levels will be observed.  There are provisions in the licences for emergencies and so on.  The industries are now 
permitted to discharge up to 35 tonnes of certain materials into the sound.  I am indebted to Hon Jim Scott for 
having asked the question and bringing the matter into the public arena.  It shows the absurdity of the situation 
with this body, which supposedly has responsibility for the management of Cockburn Sound, being handed a fait 
accompli.  The decisions have already been made even though they could have been delayed for six months to 
enable the new body to make its own decisions.  I think it demonstrates that the new body is not intended to 
make a difference.  I wish the people well who have been appointed to it.  The statutory basis upon which it was 
established is inadequate.  I am sure that the Labor Party, when it takes office after the next election, will 
reconstitute it on a proper basis, somewhat similar to the Swan River Trust.  

I will spend the few minutes remaining to me on two matters that are outside my electorate but which deeply 
concern my constituents and me.  Some time ago, the member for Peel told the House that he, I and a few other 
members had been to a function the previous night for the Fremantle Football Club, the Dockers, which was 
launching an appeal to raise money to build its headquarters at the Fremantle Oval.  The member for Peel 
commended that proposal to the House, and I agreed with it.  Some weeks ago I had the great pleasure of being 
invited to look at the facilities that have since been built.  The House will be pleased to know the facilities are 
world class.  I am told they are the best of any team in the Australian Football League and they are a credit to the 
Fremantle Football Club and everyone who was involved in raising funds.  I have had an interest in Fremantle 
Oval for quite some time, primarily because it is also the headquarters of the South Fremantle Football Club.  I 
believe the oval is underdeveloped and understated.  The Victoria Pavilion is a jewel of football and cultural 
heritage and should be conserved.  Of course it will be, but it should be preserved as part of a football square and 
appropriate arrangements made to house the headquarters of the various clubs that use the facility.  I have put 
forward such a proposal and commissioned an architect to design the proposed block.  Those drawings have 
enjoyed some currency and I hope that continues.  I also hope the construction work that has already been 
undertaken - the vast bulk of it at cost - on the Dockers' headquarters will continue and that Fremantle Oval will 
be developed into what it could be; that is, a second home for football in Western Australia.  It is a wonderful 
setting. 

Mr Barnett:  Are you suggesting that AFL games be held there? 

Mr THOMAS:  That would be my dream, but I am told it will not happen.  In the meantime, the oval could be 
made to look much better. 

Mr Barnett:  I agree; it's a great venue. 

Mr THOMAS:  If the Leader of the House has a spare half-hour, I will show him my architect's drawings.  I am 
told that it will not be feasible for AFL games to be played at Fremantle Oval in the foreseeable future, although, 
with the attendance at Dockers matches over the past couple of years, we could all comfortably fit in at 
Fremantle Oval.  Hopefully, that situation will not continue. 

The other matter that has been raised by constituents concerns an issue in the electorate of my colleague the 
member for Fremantle; that is, the retention of public ownership of the army museum.  A number of my 
constituents are involved with the museum and various heritage societies associated with military history have 
made representations to me that the army museum should remain in public ownership and the whole precinct 
should be developed.  From what I have seen of the museum, I concur very strongly with those views. 
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Amendment to Motion 

Mr THOMAS:  I am concerned that I have not had the time to speak on matters involving law and order and 
police.  I move - 

That the following word be added to the motion -  

but regrets to inform Your Excellency that under the Court Government the Western Australia 
Police Service operates below its authorised strength.  This results in a lack of police officers 
at the front line and a failure to adequately respond to reasonable community expectations 

MRS ROBERTS (Midland) [3.23 pm]:  I thank the member for moving the amendment.  It is important because 
it is about time the Government's lies about police numbers are exposed in this House.  Over the past few years, 
the Court Government has perpetrated a massive con about policing and police numbers.  It is obvious to all in 
the community that the number of police officers is not sufficient, and nowhere is it more apparent than at the 
front line of policing.  I know the Deputy Speaker has also raised this problem in the House.  When I have been 
in Geraldton with the Labor Party's candidate for the electorate, Mr Shane Hill, and in Kalgoorlie with the 
member for Kalgoorlie, police officers have raised concerns about being forced to operate below sworn strength.  

This is the con.  Some police stations and units throughout the length and breadth of this State are operating 
below their sworn strength.  It is all very well for the minister to say, “We have about - in round figures - 4 800 
police officers”, but when it comes to the number of police on the ground it is a very different story.  I expect to 
be able to document today that we are about 300 police officers down in terms of front-line policing, that is, 
those police officers at the front line available to respond to the reasonable expectations of the community. 

I have dealt briefly with some of the country areas.  Wherever one goes one will find that there are police 
positions that are not filled at country stations.  We were told that little by little these positions would be filled 
over the course of this month and next month.  We are not seeing much evidence of that happening.  This is not 
the case only in country areas; it also applies throughout the metropolitan area, particularly in the northern 
suburbs, such as Joondalup and Mirrabooka.  I have tabled in this place before a leaked document from 
Mirrabooka and a leaked document from Perth central that demonstrated how many officers below authorised 
strengths with which they operate at various times. 

Mr Barnett:  Do you think you should be tabling leaked documents? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I would have thought that the Leader of the House would have a better knowledge of the 
standing orders and know that members of the Opposition are not in a position to table documents at all; only 
ministers are able to table documents. 

Mr Barnett: You can table documents with the permission of the House. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I think you have just been corrected, Mr Deputy Speaker. 

Mr Barnett:  I was speaking about the propriety of tabling documents. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Members opposite should stop interjecting about trivial matters and let us get on with the 
substance of this debate as it affects everybody in the community in Western Australia - in country and 
metropolitan areas alike.  For example, I have detailed in this House on numerous occasions some of the many 
letters I have received from members of the community who are not happy with police response times or with 
the performance of this Government in the area of policing.  The only response we get from the Government is 
that it has built 24 or 25 police stations and it has therefore improved the working environments at a number of 
stations throughout the State.  That is all well and good, but the correspondence I receive says that that is not 
good enough unless the Government actually staffs those police stations adequately. 

Members might recall a letter I read out in which  a resident said that the new Cannington Police Station looked 
great as it was lit up like a Christmas tree; however, the only problem was that they could not get any response.  
We found out -  

Mr Cunningham:  Through a leaked document. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Indeed, through a leaked document, that some 30 000 people failed to get through when they 
telephoned the police last year.  That is not good enough.   

In the time available today I cannot read out lots of the correspondence I have received, but only last week I 
received correspondence from a Mrs Tompkins in Quinns Rock advising me that she had been the victim of a 
home invasion at approximately 1.30 pm on 4 August.  She is a woman of some 66 years of age who was unable 
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to deal with the 16-year-old who invaded her house.  She commented, as most people do, that the police who did 
attend - when they arrived - were most helpful.  Generally that is the response I hear on the performance of 
police officers when they attend.  She points out in her correspondence that the Government has spent millions 
of dollars on a police station at Clarkson, which is five minutes from her home, but she waited between 30 and 
35 minutes for police assistance.  She notes that although she lives in Quinns Rocks, and a new station was built 
at Clarkson, opened by the minister and much lauded by the Government, the “poor chaps”, as she describes the 
police officers, had to travel from Hillarys.  They were not even officers from Joondalup, which is 15 minutes 
from her home.  For some extraordinary reason, in the afternoon, which one would not expect to be a particularly 
busy time, no-one was available at the Clarkson Police Station, which is five minutes away, or the Joondalup 
Police Station, which is 15 minutes away.  My correspondent states that these officers from Hillarys had to 
attend, and it is one hour’s travelling time for the return journey to Quinns Rocks.  Seemingly, it is a waste of 
resources when there is a police station at Clarkson.  She wrote that we are told the police are understaffed, and 
surely some logic should come into this situation.  She wrote that she hoped this letter would be of some help 
should I take on the ministry in the next Government.  She has a view about the next Government, and does not 
envisage that it will be the Court Government.   

That is typical of the situation around the State.  Only recently, the Labor Party candidate for Perth, the Mayor of 
the Town of Vincent, John Hyde, and the member for Perth, Diana Warnock, highlighted problems in the Perth 
central district where the combined police stations are understaffed by 20 or more officers who have been 
transferred to other areas.  I note that poor Superintendent Ron Carey has been pushed into a position of denying 
those claims because if he did not deny them, senior officers would not regard that favourably. 

Mr Bradshaw:  Are you saying he lied? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  It is interesting that the member for Murray-Wellington has interjected; we know the 
superintendent at Bunbury was forced to retract an earlier statement and to publicly say that he was a bit 
misguided, or words to that effect.  There is a shortage of police throughout the metropolitan area, and not just in 
Joondalup and Mirrabooka.  Senior police officers admitted during the estimates committee hearings that they 
must staff the new station at Clarkson by removing officers from the Mirrabooka and Joondalup districts until 
such time as officers are available to properly staff Clarkson.  While they managed to give the Clarkson Police 
Station a complement of officers - obviously not enough - it meant Mirrabooka and Joondalup district stations 
were short staffed and operating below their full strength of sworn officers.  That is happening all over the 
metropolitan area.  Similar problems are occurring in Cannington, Perth central, Fremantle, Geraldton, 
Kalgoorlie and Bunbury, and the list goes on.   

How can this be and why are these positions not filled?  There are many problems with the transfer of police 
officers to country areas.  There is a lack of incentive for people to transfer to Kalgoorlie, and there are reasons 
that some of these positions are not filled.  There are not sufficient police to fill all the authorised vacancies in 
the metropolitan area.  Why is this so?  I will give a few examples.  One example is CADCOM, which is the new 
computer-aided dispatch and related communications system.  Approximately 100 staff are working on that 
project.  It is an excellent project and it needs staff, but the problem is that most of those staff have been taken 
from other units in the Police Service.  The Government has claimed it has X number of police officers at one 
station, and Y number at other stations, but that is not true.  The police numbers are down in all those stations 
and units because the officers are working on CADCOM, and they have not been replaced.  It is occurring in the 
case of not just police officers but also unsworn officers.  Public servants have been taken from police stations to 
work on CADCOM.  There is another factor:  A higher level of public servant is needed in this area.  For 
example, the position may require a level 5, 6 or 7 public servant, but the position from which the public servant 
was transferred may have been a level 2 or 3 position.  Therefore, in addition to removing personnel from police 
stations, those stations are instructed to make up the difference in salary between the classification levels because 
those public servants are working on CADCOM.  Meanwhile, police stations such as Geraldton are missing out. 

Mr Prince:  How else do you do CADCOM without using police officers? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  CADCOM is fine; I am complaining about leaving the police stations without the required 
number of officers. 

Mr Prince:  Where do you get the extra police from? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Perhaps a few more could be recruited.  Now that the Minister for Police has entered the 
Chamber, I will give him some figures, which perhaps he would like to explain.  These figures relate to the 
number of police who graduated in past years and those who have resigned or retired.  Perhaps the minister will 
explain where the missing police officers are.  In the 12 months to the end of 1998, 63 police officers graduated, 
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and 179 either resigned or retired.  At the end of 1998, there were 116 fewer police officers than at the beginning 
of that year.  In 1999, 211 officers graduated - a much-improved number - which indicates that it is possible for 
more than 200 officers to graduate in one year.  The number of resignations and retirements in that year was 218.  
That represents another loss of seven officers in 1999.  What has happened so far in 2000?  The latest figures I 
have are to the end of July, and in the first seven months of this year 85 police have graduated and 105 have 
resigned or retired.  That is a loss of 20 officers.  The total number of officers lost in 1998, 1999 and the first half 
of 2000 is 143.  The minister looks as though he is about to go missing from the Chamber as well!  It is little 
wonder that all these positions in the Police Service are not filled, and those stations are operating at well below 
their authorised staffing levels.  The Government said it will free up another 100 officers and that the Police 
Service has never been in a better position.  However, in the past two and a half years it has lost 143 officers.  
That is a con by the Government. 

A further con is that the Premier has said 100 officers will be freed up for front-line policing because police 
officers have been released from court security and prisoner transport duties.  That is good, and I support their 
being freed up to do other policing work.  However, the first problem - and the minister has said this in this 
House - is that the number of police officers will be only 94, not 100.  The minister is also on record as admitting 
that it is not a matter of 94 police officers being involved full time in court security and other work.  

Mr Prince:  I have never said that.  I have said it is equivalent to the time of 94 police officers. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Yes.  Can the minister tell us what would be the number of full-time equivalents? 

Mr Prince:  No, I cannot. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  No, because that would not go down too well politically.  As the minister well knows, many of 
those 94 police officers have always done other police duties. 

Mr Prince:  That is right; I have never said anything else.   

Mrs ROBERTS:  The minister is on record again today as saying that it is not a matter of 94 police officers being 
freed up.  The fact is that a great proportion of those 94 police officers have always done front-line policing work 
but have also been available to do limited amounts of court duty, prisoner transport and the like.   

Mr Prince:  Many of them work full time in the Central Law Courts, and some work part time in a number of the 
peripheral courts.   

Mrs ROBERTS:  That is right, but the minister is not prepared to give us the number of FTEs. 

Mr Prince:  It is not that I am not prepared.  I do not have the information in front of me.  If I had it, I would give 
it to you.   

Mrs ROBERTS:  That is the con by the Premier, who suggested on the front page of the Sunday Times, 
suggested time and again in this Chamber, and suggested at the Liberal Party conference last weekend, that he 
would free up 100 police officers.  I interjected on the Premier the other day and asked him to tell us where he 
would locate each of those 100 police officers on the front line.  That will be rather interesting, because the 
minister has admitted that rather than 100 police officers who are working full time on court security and 
prisoner transport, only 94 officers are involved, and many of those officers are doing that work part time or for 
limited periods.  The minister cannot tell the House how many FTEs there will be; it may be 50, or it may be 
only 20.  That is something the Minister for Police needs to answer, because that is a con on the people of 
Western Australia. 

When we compare the number of police who have resigned or retired with the number of police who have 
graduated, we are down nearly 150 officers.  Another 100 officers have been pinched out of stations and units 
throughout the State to work in CADCOM.  At any moment in time we also have the creation of task forces and 
the like, which are very important and need to be staffed appropriately; and I do not object to police being taken 
out of stations and units to join those task forces, just as I do not object to the time of an additional 50 police 
officers being consumed on fraud squad work because of the mortgage brokers scandal.  However, if 50 officers 
are snaffled out of police stations and units throughout the State because of the mortgage brokers scandal, 100 
police officers are taken out for CADCOM and 150 officers have not been replaced in the past two or three 
years, it is plain that we are about 300 officers down on what we should have at the front line of our Police 
Service.  That is the scandal for this Government.  This Government has not conned anyone, because everyone in 
the community knows that things do not add up:  Calls are not being answered, police response times are slow, 
and new police stations are not being staffed properly.   
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MR McGOWAN (Rockingham) [3.43 pm]:  I support the amendment to the Address-in-Reply moved by my 
colleague the member for Cockburn, because police numbers is one of the most significant and most often raised 
issues in my electorate. 

I pass on to the Minister for Police my regards and congratulate him on his good health.  The minister has been 
through a cathartic experience, and he looks a lot better for it.   

Mr Barnett:  Are you going to put the boot into him? 

Mr McGOWAN:  No.  I was going to -  

Mr Prince:  He would not know how.   

Mr McGOWAN:  I was going to suggest that the member for Cottesloe might like to follow the lead of the 
member for Albany.   

Mr Prince:  That is unfair. 

Mr McGOWAN:  I admit I was putting the boot into the member for Cottesloe.  The Minister for Police certainly 
looks a lot healthier, and I hope he continues to be in good health.   

Mr Prince:  Thank you.   

Mr McGOWAN:  It is interesting to note that a couple of weeks ago, the Leader of the Opposition made a 
speech at Fremantle Town Hall, which I attended, in which he raised an issue which is often raised with those of 
us who are in public life, particularly those of us who represent electorates like the ones that the Leader of the 
Opposition and I represent.  That issue is the resourcing and number of police in the community, because that is 
one-half of the significant equation of solving and preventing crime.  The other half of that equation is 
alleviating the conditions that produce crime.  The enforcement role of the police is very much appreciated by 
the general public.  The Leader of the Opposition announced in that speech that a Labor Government would 
employ another 250 police officers in its first term in office.  It was quite amusing for those of us who watch 
politics that the next day, the Premier attacked the Leader of the Opposition's announcement, yet two or three 
days later he attempted to match that announcement by saying that the Government would employ another 200 
police officers.  About a month or two before the Leader of the Opposition's announcement, the Premier had said 
he did not believe there was a need for more police officers and, if the Court Government was re-elected, it 
would not be putting in place any more police officers.  I suppose the lesson we can draw from that is that in the 
term of every Government, things start to turn around and Oppositions start to set the pace; and when a Premier 
merely repeats the commitments of a Leader of the Opposition, we know he is on a slippery downhill slope as a 
prelude to leaving office. 

The issue I want to raise, and which I have raised in this place on numerous occasions, is the resourcing of the 
police station in the town of Rockingham, which I represent and in which I live.  I have had numerous dealings 
with the police in my town, as should any member of Parliament who is doing his job properly.  On a number of 
occasions I have gone out with the police in the evening - not to the pub, but out in their vehicles and onto the 
streets - to see what is going on.  That is always an interesting and enjoyable experience, and I learn a lot 
whenever I do that.  One thing that I have learnt is that in the Rockingham area, which is fairly compact in its 
geographic size but has a huge number of young people and families, the demands that are placed upon the 
officers at Rockingham Police Station are enormous.  I have seen at first hand how the computer on the 
dashboard of the police car brings up job after job, which the police must then prioritise.  I can understand why 
people get very frustrated with the police.  A person who makes a call to the police because he has heard 
someone outside his home in the middle of the night, or because there has been an incident involving someone in 
the street, obviously expects the police to arrive instantly.  However, after that person has made his call, another 
call may come in which has a higher priority, and that call will go to the top of the computer screen and the first 
job will be reprioritised downwards.  Therefore, someone may make a call to the police and that call will not be 
responded to for hours; or, on some occasions, that call will not be responded to until the next day.  I once called 
the police about a break-in at a shop, and the police did not arrive until the next day.  That was quite concerning.  

I am concerned about what took place.  Police in cities such as Rockingham are under enormous pressure.  That 
pressure needs to be eased.  The Police Union (WA) has conducted an advertising campaign on this matter.  It 
has highlighted the various areas that are under-resourced.  Its advertising campaign has focused on Rockingham 
as having the lowest number of police officers per head of population.   

Mr Prince:  How many does Rockingham have now?   

Mr McGOWAN:  It has 55.  
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Mr Prince:  It had only 20 when Labor was in government. 

Mr McGOWAN:  The figure depends on when the statistics were compiled.  During the time I have been a 
member of Parliament I have asked a number of questions on this issue.  Since December 1996 until the present 
Rockingham has had between 45 and 55 police officers.  The figure goes up and down depending on transfers, 
retirements, number of probationary officers and the number of officers taken out of one area of operation and 
placed in another.  For example, a task force was formed following horrific events in Perth, and once this task 
force was disbanded the officers were relocated to other areas. 

Mr Barnett:  You must concede that the coalition Government built the new police station, and, as the Minister 
for Police said, the number of police officers at Rockingham has doubled compared with the number when Labor 
was in government.  What did your party do about crime in 13 years in government?  Nothing! 

Mr McGOWAN:  I need to correct the Leader of the House:  The Labor Party was in government for 10 years.  I 
am sure he only just learnt about the existence of the new police station from the  Minister for Police, and 
decided on a whim to interject without analysing the facts.  Neither police numbers nor resources in the 
Rockingham Police Station have doubled.  The number of officers has increased by between five and 10 over the 
past eight years.  I am aware of the situation at Rockingham, because I know most of the officers there.  Some 
live close to me or are friends of my wife's family.  I know the situation when the Labor Party was in 
government. 

One must also remember that eight years ago when the Labor Party was last in government the population of 
Rockingham was nearly half its current number.  When I moved to Rockingham about 10 years ago the 
population was 33 000 people.  The population is now 66 094.  Therefore, the population of the city has doubled 
over the past 10 years.  That simple fact should equate to a doubling in the size of the police station, the number 
of police officers and the resources at the station over that time.  I have previously raised people's concerns on 
this issue in this place by way of speeches and a petition that I presented to the Speaker.  I was concerned at the 
treatment received by the people who raised this issue by way of petition.  The Minister for Police wrote to 
petitioners in my electorate.  

Mr Prince:  I write to all petitioners.  

Mr McGOWAN:  I am sure that the minister has wasted thousands of dollars of public money with that 
approach.  When I write to constituents I spend my own money; however, the minister spends thousands of 
taxpayers' dollars writing insulting letters to petitioners in my electorate.  The minister received a kick from the 
Sunday Times about this letter.  A paragraph in the letter the minister wrote to the people of my electorate stated 
that statistics in Rockingham indicate that crime is not an issue.  I received about 10 calls from irate people about 
this letter.  The minister spent thousands of dollars in public funds writing to people in my electorate and 
insulting their point of view.  The minister's letter described Rockingham as a low socioeconomic area and 
contained a few other descriptions of that nature, which upset a number of people in the town.   

Mr Prince:  I am not into political correctness; I will tell it as it is.  I do not try to offend people.  

Mr McGOWAN:  Before signing a letter to thousands of people in my community using taxpayers' funds, the 
minister should read it.  The minister should not accept a letter that was prepared by someone who has no regard 
for the sensitivities of people in the area and has taken no account of the petition they signed.  The people signed 
a petition to express their concerns.  The minister wrote to them and said their concerns were bunkum.  I thought 
that approach to politics went out in the 1950s - but obviously not.   

I ask for an increase in the number of officers allocated to the Rockingham Police Station to between 50 and 55.  
If the minister asked, police officers at the station would tell him that the school-based police officer, the Safer 
WA community policing officer and the police prosecutor are taken off their duties one day a week to carry out 
other duties in the station.  We should be allocating more resources to community policing, but the community 
police officer is taken off those duties and put into the station.  Those officers are taken away from the jobs they 
should be doing.  That is of great concern to the police at the Rockingham Police Station.   

While visiting a community group in my electorate at Lotteries House I went to the office of the community 
policing officer.  Lotteries House is a quiet building.  I have asked the Government on numerous occasions to 
investigate moving that office.  As a member of Parliament I am well aware of what is happening in my 
electorate.  If that office was located in a shopping centre rather than on the first floor of a building that is not 
accessed by many people, more people might use the service it provides.  Resources should be increased to at 
least the same level as the Mandurah Police Station that has 70 to 75 officers.  That would involve an increase of 
20 to 25 police officers for Rockingham.  Mr Deputy Speaker (Mr Bloffwitch) would know the Geraldton Police 
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Station has about 109 officers; its numbers have almost doubled.  I would like to see parity across the State in the 
resources that are allocated to police stations, otherwise we will find that the Rockingham community will 
continue to feel left out and alienated.  The community is concerned about the levels of crime, but its concerns 
are not taken into account by the Government.  In fact, the community is insulted by the minister when it raises 
this issue in a public forum.   

I have received a range of information in letters from people and in a letter to the editor about people telephoning 
the new police station and their calls not being answered.  People are concerned that these things are occurring at 
the Rockingham Police Station.  I am appreciative of the fact that there is a new police station.  It is a terrific 
development and something for which we all worked very hard.  However, resources must be put into that police 
station to meet the needs of the community.  The size of the community has doubled in 10 years and the number 
of police officers has grown from 5 to 10, which is not good enough to meet the needs of a community of 
70 000. 

MS ANWYL (Kalgoorlie) [4.00 pm]:  I support the motion and shall make some comments that relate 
specifically to my electorate.  It is amazing, Mr Deputy Speaker, how many times I stand at the same time as you 
are in the Chair.  I know you cannot make comments from the Chair.  Recently, when I found myself debating 
police and you were in the Chair, the Premier accused us of having a conspiracy about it; perhaps you did make 
some comment from the Chair. 

The increasing crime rate is a serious issue about which the Government, particularly the minister, cannot accuse 
me or the people in my electorate of having unfounded concerns.  In this House today in a brief ministerial 
statement the minister told us that in some police districts rates of reported crime had increased.  Crime in the 
Kalgoorlie district has increased by 19.8 per cent, which is a significant amount. 

Mr Prince:  It has gone up. 

Ms ANWYL: Has it gone up again since the minister's statement?  I am unsure whether the minister is talking on 
the telephone or talking to me.  However, the minister said in his statement today that, despite the relatively low 
number of crimes committed in these districts, the increase is a matter of concern and greater crime prevention 
efforts must be applied.  I agree that a greater effort must be made and that this is a matter of concern.  However, 
I do not agree that a relatively low number of crimes are committed in the Kalgoorlie district; in fact, a 
significant number of crimes are committed in my electorate. 

The other factor of concern in the minister's statement today, although not news to the Police Service and a 
variety of other areas of work in Kalgoorlie-Boulder, is that Kalgoorlie was the only district to record a 
significant reduction in clearance rates.  On one hand there is a 19.8 per cent increase in the number of reported 
crimes; on the other hand there is a significant reduction of 6.2 per cent of clearances.  This does not paint a 
particularly good picture of the issues in Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  Obviously, crime prevention is something I am 
keen to work towards, and have been working towards for many years, particularly in my involvement with 
youth services.  I will come back to that.  However, Kalgoorlie has major crime problems. 

Mr Prince:  Please don't forget that the reporting is for the Kalgoorlie district. 

Ms ANWYL:  Does the minister have a breakdown of the rate for the town? 

Mr Prince:  No.  The statistics that I have tabled today of the Kalgoorlie district take in, among other things, the 
town sites of Kalgoorlie, Kambalda, Norseman, Esperance, Coolgardie, Leonora, Menzies, Eucla, Laverton and 
others. 

Ms ANWYL:  That is right.  However, I do not expect the minister to know the rates for every individual town.  

Mr Prince:  No, I don't. 

Ms ANWYL:  However, I know that many of the smaller towns in the goldfields are experiencing reductions in 
the rate of petty crimes and burglary offences. 

Mr Prince:  That is good. 

Ms ANWYL:  Does the minister know why that is?  It is because concerted cross-government agency attempts 
are being made to eradicate problems of truancy and to provide activities for young people in some of those 
smaller towns.  Unfortunately, the same cannot be said of Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  Only last week I organised and 
chaired a meeting in the suburb of Adeline attended by about 100 community members concerned about the 
unacceptably high rate of offences occurring in that suburb.  It is a family suburb full of young couples and 
single parents.  There is absolutely nothing wrong with the people who live in Adeline.  However, there is a high 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 15 August 2000] 

 p298a-343a 
Mr Bill Thomas; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr Mark McGowan; Ms Megan Anwyl; Mr Kevin Prince; Mr Rod 
Sweetman; Mrs Rhonda Parker; Mr Nicholls; Mr Nicholls; Mr Larry Graham; Deputy Speaker; Ms Alannah 

MacTiernan; Mr John Bradshaw; Speaker; Mr John Kobelke; Mr Richard Court; Mr Arthur Marshall; Mr Max 
Trenorden; Mr Bob Bloffwitch; Mr Ian Osborne; Mr Colin Barnett 

 [11] 

concentration of vacant housing in that suburb, largely Ministry of Housing stock.  The private homes on the 
market are also not moving, which creates a large problem.  Groups of young people regularly trash these 
properties which in itself creates major problems.  It was clear to everybody who attended the public meeting 
that they want not only more proactive work from the police and quicker response times, but also more activities 
for and increased contact with those young people, particularly during school hours when these things occur, so 
as to reduce the crime level.  

I have mentioned previously - and I would be most obliged if the minister would take this matter up with the 
Minister for Justice - that $130 000 per annum was provided by the Ministry of Justice for a crime prevention 
program aimed at juveniles, which funding ceased in March 1999.  It had been used to provide a court 
diversionary service whereby a goldfields automotive workshop took on juveniles who had been sentenced and 
given conditional release orders dependent on completing accredited training modules which gave these young 
people formal qualifications.  Not $1 of that $130 000 has been spent in Kalgoorlie-Boulder since March 1999.  
Is it a coincidence that there has been an increase in the crime statistics?  I suspect not.  That is just one example 
of a decision to defund a program and not substitute it with anything else causing an increase in crime.  It is 
unacceptable when one examines the crime statistics. 

Mr Prince:  Is that the same group about which the Adeline people were complaining, or is it different? 

Ms ANWYL:  It is not as simple as saying that the group of young people creating problems in Adeline were 
previously serviced by the workshop. 

Mr Prince:  I didn't think so. 

Ms ANWYL:  In part, yes. 

Mr Prince:  Some of them? 

Ms ANWYL:  Some of them.  It particularly gave an option to the local magistrate and the superior courts to 
order those young people to carry out a specific task, which option does not now exist.  Another aspect became 
clear to me when during a school holiday period I visited what is known as the Maku stadium which is run by 
the Eastern Goldfields Aboriginal Advancement Council.  The residents reported to me that a problem started 
after 2.00 pm.  When I talked to the Aboriginal youth workers at Maku, it was clear that the kids in that large 
basketball stadium that day were the same young people who were creating the problems after two o'clock.  
Guess what?  At 2.00 pm the Maku stadium closed.  It is funded only between 10.00 am and 2.00 pm by a 
Family and Children's Services school holiday program grant.  One of the reasons I get so passionate about this 
issue is that I used to chair a committee that ran a voluntary drop-in centre in the suburb of Adeline.  That centre 
does not exist any more.  The Maku Stadium is the obvious place to base an increased number of resources. 

Everybody to whom I talk, whether it be the young people, their families, other concerned residents or anybody 
working in the plethora of government and non-government agencies, agrees that more youth workers are 
needed.  Some programs exist in other regional areas - Geraldton, for example - where specific funding is 
available to have street workers working with young people and their families to try to address some of these 
issues.  There has been a gross injustice to the whole community, particularly those young people and their 
families.  An amount of $130 000 per annum might not sound much, but in Kalgoorlie-Boulder that is a lot of 
money for youth activities.  That funding stopped in March 1999 and has not been reinstated.  That is a disgrace.  
As this directly impacts on the Minister for Police's portfolio and the sorts of jobs to which his Police Service 
officers are called out, I hope that the minister will take up the issue.  Through the minister's office, I was told 
that a tender for $62 000 to employ some youth workers will come out some time in the next month or so.  
However, the difficulty is that by the time that whole tender process is carried out, the next October school 
holidays may well be past.  I am trying to get measures in place so that come the October school holidays, the 
level of problems will not be as it has been. 

To illustrate the problem, recently a fire engine arrived to put out what appeared to be a deliberately lit fire.  
Forty young people pelted the fire officers with missiles and stones.  A man, a Mr Hall, privately purchased a 
duplex in Conliffe Place for about $150 000.  That has been totally destroyed.  The level of destruction inside 
that building is unbelievable, particularly given that so many homeless and deserving people in our community 
need assistance. 

I point out to the Minister for Police that a senior policeman has commented, as a result of the public meeting, 
that perhaps the council should think about engaging private commercial security agents.  Of course, there has 
been a shortage of police officers at the police station at Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  I understand that that shortage has 
been alleviated to a large extent.  I do not like to say, "I told you so," but I kept saying that the roster should be 
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fixed.  Lo and behold, it has now been changed to a five-week roster, and the increase in the number of young 
police who want to go to Kalgoorlie-Boulder has been significant.  The problem is not completely resolved and 
incentives still need to be looked at.  However, I am pleased to note that the situation has improved. 

Mr Prince:  I am told that three positions in Kalgoorlie are yet to be filled. 

Ms ANWYL:  That is a marked improvement.  It is not perfect, but I suggest that at any police station a number 
of positions would be vacant.  Therefore, I do not think three vacant positions are anything to be worried about.  
My understanding is that the imposition of the roster has improved matters no end.  However, extra cash 
incentives are needed, because $14 a fortnight for a posting like Kalgoorlie is not an adequate reward. 

Another issue that relates to the attraction of police officers to the area is the clear line of promotion - the 
concept of being rewarded for country service, particularly for the broad type of experience that one can obtain 
in the country.  I suppose part of that is about signals and messages being sent from on high.  When, as was 
anticipated, Police Commissioner Matthews announced that the central region was to be abolished and that the 
central and northern regions would be merged into the north eastern region, there was a lot of disbelief in the 
general community in Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  That general disbelief is felt very much by community leaders who 
are concerned as they have seen a good improvement under the existing boundaries when a commander was 
sited in Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  People have nothing but good things to say about Commander Balchin.  They are 
very concerned that that position will now be based in Perth and that the new commander's position will be such 
that the region will double in size.  The existing northern region commander will be the new commander who he 
will have responsibility for the north eastern region.  He will have a geographical area of 2.39 million square 
kilometres with 52 police stations.  There is no sense of acceptance by the community of that decision. 

I want to convey to the Minister for Police a request from the Mayor of the City of Kalgoorlie-Boulder that he 
and a group of community leaders meet with the minister to discuss this issue.  The mayor takes the issue so 
seriously that he is happy to come to Perth if it is possible to have a meeting with the minister, because there is 
alarm about what this means.  The Delta changes were controversial in 1996 when they were brought in.  I 
understood that one of the key philosophies was to make the Police Service more responsive to local 
communities and to have a concept of devolving power to the regions.  The perception is that because of the 
huge area with which the new commander for the north eastern region will have to deal, he will not be 
responsive to the unique requirements of a place like Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  Issues there also relate to the large 
distance between that town and the Aboriginal communities, which, for the large part, are not policed on a 
permanent basis.  There has been a problem with a number of people from those remote communities going into 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder, which does not have adequate infrastructure, and living on the streets.  Obviously, 
Commander Balchin was able to get out to the communities.  Indeed, the officers from the City of Kalgoorlie-
Boulder have attempted to visit some of the closer communities to try to work around these issues. 

The issues are complex.  I am sure that one does not wake up in the suburb of Cottesloe and find 1 000 people 
have come in from the desert overnight. They are the sorts of issues that confront a place like Laverton or 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder, into which massive numbers of people can come.  There is great concern about the abolition 
of the central region.  Apart from Commissioner Matthews saying in his media release that some costs would be 
saved, I am yet to see any real justification for it.  It is of concern to my community.  I will talk to the minister 
later in the day when I finish my speech.  However, I hope that the minister will be available to meet the mayor. 

Mr Prince:  Yes, sure. 

Ms ANWYL:  That will be very much appreciated. 

Mr Prince:  I will tell my office to contact you to arrange that. 

Ms ANWYL:  I also hope that the minister will be able to find a couple of minutes in his response to this motion 
to address the changes to the Delta boundaries. 

Mr Prince:  Sure. 

Ms ANWYL:  I appreciate that the minister has been ill and that he was not in the public arena at the time of the 
announcement, but it has a lot of people in my electorate scratching their heads. 

I return to crime prevention.  Unfortunately, the length of my speech is not such that I can go into a lot of other 
ideas that I have about what could be done.  However, the unspent crime prevention money from the Ministry of 
Justice is an atrocious contribution to what is clearly a major problem for the people of Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  
Although I am pleased that the number of police is almost at its full complement, issues associated with dealing 
with reports in a proper time remain.  People in the community generally are patient, but sometimes they receive 
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a negative response on the telephone which does not encourage them.  Neighbourhood Watch was a major 
outcome of the Adeline meeting, and meetings will be held with street representatives shortly.  Efforts of 
community police should be applauded.  However, I would like to see a cohesive government strategy in 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder given that the crime statistics have increased considerably over a short time. 

MR PRINCE (Albany - Minister for Police) [4.20 pm]:  In the short time available I will respond to comments 
made.  I will work backwards dealing with the last speaker first, largely because the member for Kalgoorlie 
made a sensible and informed contribution to the debate in speaking about her area.  She made a number of 
constructive suggestions and proper and reasonable criticisms.   

Police officer numbers generally do not relate directly to the degree of crime in any particular place.  All the 
evidence I have seen which has been gathered from jurisdictions similar to Western Australia - by that, I mean 
western democracies - indicates that people who are not criminals, in other words, the vast majority of the 
population, are reassured by the sight of a policeman on the beat, whether on foot, on a bicycle or in a motor car.  
People are reassured by seeing police officers, particularly uniformed officers, moving about their community, 
walking through shopping centres and out on the road.  People do not like to see Multanovas, and, to some 
extent, do not like police cars when they are doing something they should not be doing, yet people are generally 
reassured by this presence.  However, police patrolling in a visible way have little effect on crime and crime 
rates other than to deter an opportunistic offence that might be committed.   

Mrs Roberts:  That is not what you said when the police had a blitz in Midland with many officers there for a 
weekend. 

Mr PRINCE:  I refer to a general effect.  Police visibility may have an effect on an opportunistic crime a person 
may consider committing; that is, a handbag snatch in a shopping centre car park or breaking into a car.  Security 
patrols, which many local authorities run, provide that sort of reassurance and deterrence to opportunistic crime.  
They have had a significant effect on opportunistic offending in the areas in which they are run.  I recall that 
Kwinana had one of the first such services when I was Minister for Housing.  I will come to pre-emptive action 
in a moment.   

The better method of solving crime after it is committed is by gaining information, by analysing it and then by 
targeting the offenders.  In other words, by working out who they are, where they are and then getting them.  It is 
a combination of intelligence - that is, intellect of police officers and analysts - acquired through information 
received, analysis and mapping; that is, pattern analysis and things of that nature.  Human beings do that quite 
well.  A number of computer programs in that regard are being rolled out right now.  One was trialled for two to 
three months in the Cottesloe Police Station in the electorate of the Leader of the House.  This program enables a 
rapid mapping exercise on a computer screen that allows the officer in charge of a station to target his resources 
virtually within hours of reports being received.  The trial resulted in a significant clear up of burglaries in the 
area.  The pattern was obvious, and police officers were sent out and made arrests.  The program was designed 
by police officers and is now being rolled out across all police stations.  It is intelligence-targeted policing.  
However, it is not the only technology or intelligence that is used by analysts. 

I emphasis this point:  Members should make inquiries.  If they want a tour or briefings on this program, I am 
more than happy to provide them, as I believe they will be surprised at the sophistication of this procedure and 
the way in which officers consequently can use their time in a far more directed sense. 

I now outline police numbers in the Kalgoorlie district:  Kalgoorlie-Boulder has 116 sworn officers, with four 
Aboriginal police liaison officers.  I am told that, as of today, three of the positions are not filled, but the rest of 
the positions are filled.  Norseman has nine sworn officers; Coolgardie, four; Leonora, eight; Laverton, 15; 
Esperance, 22; Kambalda, seven; Southern Cross, six; Menzies, two; and Leinster, three sworn police officers. 

Regarding the other matters raised by the member for Kalgoorlie, I agree entirely that, particularly from a pre-
emptive point of view - this occurs in a number of places, but we can do much better generally - we must share 
information across government and non-government agencies and target the areas, family groups and others who 
are known to be at risk and from whom, unfortunately, so many of our criminals come.  This is not a new 
statement.  It has been borne out by hard experience and is the subject of significant research.  I tabled in this 
House 18 months ago a report prepared by the Griffith University in Queensland, at the request of, and paid for 
by, the Federal Government, which referred to risk and protective factors in families and upbringing in regard to 
criminality.  It referred to the problems of large families, multiple father figures coming and going, insecurity in 
families, poor education, low level of ambition and alcohol and other substance abuse as risk factors.  These do 
not necessarily mean that a person from that background will become a criminal; however, they are 
unfortunately common factors found among many young people who turn to crime.  The protective factors are a 
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stable family environment, relatively small families, good education and so on.  Strong religion comes into it, as 
I am sure the member for Girrawheen would be interested to know.  A significant number of protective and risk 
factors are involved; that science is quite well known.  We need to target those families and those areas with 
particular problems.  We are doing that under the umbrella of Safer WA, the committees of which are very much 
local community driven, which should be the case.  This is done better in some places than it is in others.  
Midland comes to mind as a particularly good committee with good police leadership.  The crime rate has 
reduced in that area, especially as a result of dealing with truancy.  The member for Midland mentioned that a 
local exercise task force worked quite well.  Some of those tactics may be appropriate for use elsewhere, but not 
necessarily everywhere.  The local solution is required for the local problem.  It may or may not be a suitable 
exercise for Kalgoorlie.  It is for the people of Kalgoorlie, the police, the Education Department, Family and 
Children's Services and other government and non-government agencies in Kalgoorlie to look at the best 
approach.  This is as opposed to having a guru coming in from elsewhere saying, "This will work.  Do it."  It is 
better that they work out for themselves the best approach while learning from what others have done. 

I take on board the member's comments about the court diversion service and its defunding.  I will take up the 
matter with the Attorney General. 

I recall Adeline well from my days as Minister for Housing.  It has a particular problem.  It is a small group that 
causes a disproportionate amount of mayhem in the community.  I am sure it is possible to target and deal with 
that group. 

A petition was presented in this Chamber regarding police numbers in Rockingham.  I have always believed that 
the responsible minister should respond, when possible, to all petitioners to the House.  Problems with written 
addresses and other matters do not enable all people to be written to at times; subject to that, I wrote to 
everybody on the petition in question.  I have with me the letter that was sent which I am more than happy to 
table.  I wrote, among other things -  

A review of staffing levels at the Rockingham Police Station was conducted in 1999, which resulted in 
an additional 3 uniform officers and 5 detectives being transferred into the Station.  A newly-appointed 
Officer in Charge will take up his position in the near future. 

A senior officer from the Fremantle station - I think he is the senior Vice-President of the Police Union (WA) - 
has taken up the position.   

Statistics indicate that crime in the Rockingham area is not an issue.  While there has been an increase 
of approximately 3000 in the past 12 months, the incidents of reported crime have averaged 585 
offences per month, with a reduction of 495 offences reported for February this year. 

However, I do concede that Rockingham does appear to have an anti-social problem involving bored 
and idle youth, which is attributed to the lower socio-economic suburbs and high unemployment in the 
Sub-District.  This is particularly evident by the reports of anti-social behaviour on Friday and Saturday 
evenings.  The situation is being addressed by the introduction of a newly-formed strategic patrol group 
equipped to respond to urgent incidents. 

I have quoted from part of this letter.  The member for Rockingham, who did not even have a copy of the letter 
with him, attempted to paraphrase it.  He misquoted it and in that sense was trying to do a Joseph Goebbels 
again.  I will table my copy of the letter so that it is available in its totality for members who wish to read it. 

[See paper 118.] 

Mr PRINCE:  With regard to the other matters raised by the member for Rockingham, he should be reminded 
and remember that in 1994 only 20 officers were stationed in Rockingham, and now there are 55.  That means 
the police strength in the Rockingham area has more than doubled.  In addition, I had great pleasure in opening 
the new police station a few months ago, and a new court complex is being built alongside it.  The electorate of 
Rockingham received absolutely nothing under the Labor Government, yet its former representative, Hon Mike 
Barnett, was Speaker in this place for some years.  Nothing happened.  It is not a coalition-held seat, yet this 
Government has spent a significant amount on not only police and court facilities, but also a number of other 
facilities in the area.  New schools and a private hospital have been built.  A number of other services, businesses 
and industries have been built in the area with the encouragement of the Government.  The member for 
Rockingham typically forgets these things.  It is a great pity he has such a selective memory at his young age.   

On the question of police numbers generally, the approved number of police officers for this State is 4 698.  
Currently there is that number of full-time equivalents, together with eight senior executive police, 104 
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Aboriginal police liaison officers and, at any one time, about 90 recruits.  Western Australia has the second 
highest police to population ratio of any State in Australia.  Only the Northern Territory has a higher rate.  At 
March 2000 the rate was 1:389, and in 1992 it was 1:407.  The number of sworn police officers and the rate per 
100 000 at 30 June 1999 in the Northern Territory was 454.2; in Western Australia it was 260.6; in South 
Australia, 240.6; Tasmania, 228.8; Queensland, 214.1; the Australian Capital Territory, 213.8; New South 
Wales, 210.1; and, in Victoria it was 207.5.  In Australia generally the average is 227.  The point I make about 
those figures is that WA has a significantly higher number of police officers per 100 000 of population than 
anywhere in Australia, except the Northern Territory. 

WA also occupies one-third of the continent and it is the only State that covers the tropics to the temperate zone, 
and where the distance from the west coast to the border cannot be reached by road in one day, if people abide 
by the speed limit.  It is a huge area, but three-quarters of its population is in one place.  In that sense it is the 
most urbanised State in Australia.  The greater metropolitan area from Two Rocks to Mandurah contains three-
quarters or more of the population in this State.  It has huge diversity and in that sense it is unlike any other 
place.  Arguably, therefore, it needs a higher police population because it has a large number of small places that 
need a police presence, as well as a large urban area.  In addition, there are the regional centres of Bunbury, 
Busselton, Geraldton, Albany, Kalgoorlie and so on.  The numbers can be justified.  Of course, the Government 
has announced that upon gaining its third term in office, the authorised strength of the police will be increased by 
another 200 police officers.  The head count at 30 June 1999 was 4 740.  In 1998 the head count was 4 718.  I 
table a paper, which gives the actual number of approved FTEs and the head count from 1999 back to 1986. 

[See paper No 119.] 

Mrs Roberts:  Does that head count include officers permanently on leave or semi-permanently on leave? 

Mr PRINCE:  It was supplied by Human Resources, and it contains the numbers, the year and the head count.  I 
cannot give a breakdown at this time.  I had no warning of the Opposition's amendment and I have not had a 
chance to get that detail, but I will certainly ask for it.  Consistently the head count is higher than the authorised 
number.  Clearly, with retirements, attrition and so on, at times it probably drops below the authorised number, 
and at times it is above as recruits come on strength and so on.   

As the member for Midland said, a number of officers at any one time are working on special projects.  I know 
this has been a bone of contention with the union for some time.  I do not think some of the union executives 
want us to move into the twentieth century, let alone the twenty-first century.  However, if a computer 
information technology package is purchased, even though it has been written by intelligent and sensible IT 
experts, police officers may not necessarily be able to use it.  Police officers who are operational and know what 
they are doing have been involved in the Delta communications and technology project and the computer-aided 
dispatch and related communications project.  They have been involved not in the detailed writing of the 
programs, but in the design of their functions.  One of the results to be achieved very soon - we are trialling it 
currently in the Midland area - is a reduction from 45 minutes to 15 minutes to do a brief.  It would not have 
been possible if police officers, who are doing it day by day, had not been involved in the design work.  It takes a 
long time, and certainly many police officers have been involved and it has taken them from front-line policing.  
That is a problem.  However, the results from providing better equipment for the police are worth the pain.  
Much as I do not like that happening, the results are speaking, and will speak, for themselves.  The rollout of the 
new IT system has been done extremely well and there is a good deal more to come.   

I do not accept the figures presented by the member for Midland.  The authorised strength is as near as one 
would expect to the real strength of the Police Service.  The Government has promised an increase in the 
authorised strength of 200 more officers with the advent of the next Government, and that will be funded from 
oil revenues.  I understand the Opposition has said it will increase the number of transport police by 250, and 
will somehow fund that increase from advertising cuts or something of that nature.  They are a myth and do not 
exist.  It is another unfunded promise from the Opposition, and it is opportunistic, ill-conceived and ill-thought 
out.  The increase promised by the Government will be funded from known revenue.  It will happen and those 
police officers will be available. 

In 1994 we debated for months in this House, and in the committee room, the Court Security and Custodial 
Services Bill.  We went through the legislation in excruciating detail, and all the details of the 94 police officer 
equivalent hours were laid out in incredible detail.  Perhaps the member for Midland did not take part in that 
debate, but the details are on the record and have been since the beginning of last year.  The Labor Party fought 
the legislation tooth and nail because it did not want police officers out of the court system.  It did not want them 
out of prisoner transport and on the front line; it just wanted to be obstructive and negative, but it was 
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unsuccessful.  The result is that the equivalent of 94 police officers in hours is being returned to front-line duty.  
This Government has been more successful than any other Government.  As I said in question time today, the 
results speak for themselves.  In 10 years under Labor, the crime rate went from 7.8 per 100 000 people to 13.3.  
The graph I am holding shows Labor's line, which is coloured red.  Our line is completely and utterly different.  
It is stable and coming down, because we have reformed and are re-equipping the Police Service, and police 
officers are now more efficient and better than they ever were.  The way they are operating is a credit to them 
and to this Government.  That is something the member for Midland will never acknowledge.  Indeed, last week 
her leader said that police officers smelt; and that will be brought home to him over and over again.   

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -  

Ayes (17) 

Ms Anwyl Mr Graham Mr McGinty Mr Ripper 
Mr Carpenter Mr Grill Mr McGowan Mrs Roberts  
Dr Edwards Mr Kobelke Ms McHale Mr Thomas 
Dr Gallop Ms MacTiernan Mr Riebeling Ms Warnock 
   Mr Cunningham (Teller) 

Noes (28) 

Mr Ainsworth Dr Constable Mr Masters Mr Prince 
Mr Baker Mr Court Mr McNee Mr Shave 
Mr Barnett  Mr Cowan Mr Minson Mr Sweetman 
Mr Barron-Sullivan Mr Day Mr Nicholls Mr Trenorden 
Mr Bloffwitch Mr House Mr Omodei Dr Turnbull 
Mr Board Mr Johnson Mr Osborne Mr Wiese 
Mr Bradshaw Mr Marshall Mrs Parker Mr Tubby (Teller) 

            

Pairs 

 Mr Brown Dr Hames 
 Mr Marlborough Mrs van de Klashorst 

Amendment thus negatived.  

Debate (on motion) Resumed 

MR SWEETMAN (Ningaloo) [4.44 pm]:  I will take this opportunity to make a few comments on matters 
relating to my electorate.  Earlier this year I was fortunate to be the guest speaker at the Australia Day function 
in my home town of Carnarvon.  That was the first time in my three years as the local member that I had been 
fortunate enough to spend Australia Day at home.  I was asked to prepare a short speech, and I chose to speak on 
issues that affect regional Western Australia, particularly the area of which I have some intimate knowledge - the 
electorate of Ningaloo.  There is a general feeling in regional Western Australia, and I expect probably also in 
the rest of Australia, that the Government is primarily responsible for the many difficulties in which regional 
Western Australia finds itself.   

I do not believe that is true.  I have had the misfortune on occasion to hear my local shire president berate the 
Government for downsizing, outsourcing, regionalising and relocating government services.  From my audit of 
state instrumentalities in my electorate, and particularly in my home town of Carnarvon, the number of public 
servants is at a record high; so the Government is not responsible for downsizing and for the population drift.  
However, the census figures indicate that the population of the Shire of Carnarvon is approximately 1 000 to 1 
200 less than it was 12 years ago.  I understand that the population has been lower and that in 1993-94 the 
population reduced from over 8 000 to about 6 400.  There has been an increase in population in the past five or 
six years, but it is still not back to what it was in the late 1980s.   

I believe - I have not heard this elsewhere, so it is simply my thoughts and observations - that the significant 
population drift and scarcity of jobs in regional Western Australia is linked to the price of commodities.  The 
main commodities in my area are wool, iron ore and gold.  It took a year or two to manifest, but the collapse of 
the floor price for wool in 1990 led to a great loss of jobs across the pastoral region.  Many pastoralists thought 
that because wool is a commodity, the drop in the price of wool would be a temporary aberration and in a year or 
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two the price would bounce back, as it had done over many decades before.  However, the price of wool has 
remained low - I guess we could say flat - for the past 10 years.  In 1993-94, pastoralists did what they had to do 
and reduced the number of employees, simply because they could not afford to pay them.  Many properties shed 
up to eight employees in an attempt to remain viable.   

That has been a two-fold tragedy.  The first tragedy is that many of the people who lost their jobs were 
Aboriginal people, and they were displaced from the pastoral areas, as they were in the mid-1960s, and tended to 
gravitate toward the nearest town.  However, because they had no hope of employment, many of them took to 
drink, like so many others had done previously, and this had an effect on the social ambience of the communities 
in which this occurred.  The second tragedy that the region will experience is that even if in the future wool does 
become viable again, the great number of jobs that have been lost in the pastoral areas will not automatically 
come back to the pastoral areas.   

The Government is spending a lot of money through the Gascoyne-Murchison strategy and the portfolio of the 
Minister for Primary Industry to reinvigorate and revitalise the pastoral industry in the hope that it will once 
again be sustainable.  I believe the pastoral industry will once again be sustainable, because it is looking at 
alternatives.  Already cattle can be found as far south as they have ever been in the history of the pastoral 
industry.  The industry is working on improving feral goat herds and meat sheep like damaras and dorpers, so its 
dependence on wool is not what it was 12 years ago.  Sadly, the jobs will not come back.  The mill and fencing 
contractors have now taken the place of employees.  Those companies are not necessarily located in the region.  
They come from the south west on a contract basis and rebuild 18 or 20 mills in three or four days on a property.  
Gone are the days when the stations employ four or five people on a permanent basis to assist in running the 
property.  It is now a lean, mean industry.  It has had to become that to be viable.  It will continue to be that way 
in the future.   

The Government is also spending a lot of money to improve technology.  Mill contractors will soon be a thing of 
the past, because solar technology is now so simple.  It is throw-away technology.  If the collectors fail, the 
station owner can quickly replace them or the submersible pump and be back in business in a short time.  The 
expertise that was needed to maintain a conventional mill is no longer required.   

A lot has been said about workplace agreements in the iron ore industry.  State and Federal Governments have 
been criticised for the way in which they have aggressively assisted companies to bring changes into their 
workplace.  For example, the population in Newman 10 or 12 years ago was 6 500.  Today its population is 
about 3 300, yet output from the mine is at an almost record high.  Changes in technology and workplace 
practices have resulted in a reduction of employees in towns like Newman.  If those changes in the workplace 
had not taken place, Newman would not be operating today.  If those changes in the work culture had not 
allowed companies to reduce their real unit costs, they would not be in business today.   

Gold is probably the most fickle commodity industry.  The gold price has been low for many years now.  I am 
heartened that the goldmine at Meekatharra is now back in business.  It has been operating on a care and 
maintenance basis with as few as 16 to 18 employees for about 18 months.  The work force, which includes 
contractors, is now approaching 200.  It is fortunate that during the time this mine was on care and maintenance 
the Federal Government took the initiative and wound back the fringe benefits tax on employee housing.  As a 
consequence of that, St Barbara Mines Ltd, which is 110 kilometres south of Meekatharra, has chosen to adopt a 
regional focus.  It is re-employing in the region.  The company has 60 houses in Meekatharra, and when I was 
there five or six weeks ago all but nine of those houses were filled.  About six years ago another six goldmining 
operations were operating in the area surrounding Meekatharra.  They all operated as discrete fly-in, fly-out 
mining operations.  None of those exists today, yet the town is barely poorer for it.  The impact on the town of 
fly-in, fly-out was minimal.  The furthest mine from Meekatharra was 10 kilometres away, so one could argue 
that some of those mine workers could have commuted from Meekatharra to the mines.  They chose not to.  
However, when the crunch came and those mines closed down, the one saving grace from the fly-in, fly-out 
regime that operated in those locations was that the town did not suffer unduly.  When St Barbara shed 
approximately 300 employees two years ago the feeling in the town was one of despondency and a belief that 
Meekatharra may not see its way through that crisis.  Today the change of management at the mine has created 
great optimism, not only at the mine but also in the community.  I give credit to the Federal Government that 
wound back the fringe benefits tax.  That was at the lobbying of state representatives.  That mining company is 
now providing jobs, stability and additional cash flow in the community of Meekatharra.   

Having said that Western Australia depends on the price of commodities with regard to how many people it is 
able to attract or hold, other impediments exist to attracting professionals into regional Western Australia.  The 
two main areas are education and health.  We have great difficulty in attracting teachers to regional Western 
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Australia in the first instance, and then in keeping them there.  This is through no fault of the current Minister for 
Education.  Last week it was interesting to hear the amendment to the Address-in-Reply that was moved by the 
Opposition in this House criticising the Minister for Education for shortcomings.  I have not found one person in 
any of the schools in my electorate with a bad word to say about the minister.  They realise that education and 
housing have improved, and that across the board resources allocated to their region have improved.  However, 
no matter how much money is poured into education, health, and law and order issues, it is the old adage of 
feeding the crocodile – it is never happy with just one's arm.  

Attracting teachers into my area raises issues of permanency and, depending on the school's classification, the 
quality of teachers and remuneration that is applied to staff in those schools.  However, other issues are at play, 
and they do not always relate to the quality of housing and remuneration.  The quality of the children in the 
classroom can determine whether teachers choose to stay at a school.  Many teachers have gone to regional 
Western Australia and suffered bad experiences and have left.  It is unfortunate that when they leave they do not 
keep their bad experiences to themselves.  The 7.30 Report and the front page of The West Australian cannot do 
as much damage as people employed within a school or hospital in regional Western Australia having a bad 
experience and then talking about it when they come back to Perth or go east.  The word gets out and before one 
knows it half of Australia knows a town has a problem.   

The chronic learning difficulties of many of our children, for which the Government continues to receive 
criticism, is a hard argument to win.  I cannot see how additional resources will solve many of these problems.  It 
is easy to say we will develop alternative classrooms for some of those children and try to adjust the curriculum 
to suit their education level.  On my last visit to Meekatharra I was disturbed to hear that a mining company and 
the shire have had preliminary discussions about developing an off-site classroom for the white children.  That is 
because of the general belief that the Aboriginal children at the school have lowered the standard of education to 
such a level that all the teachers' time is taken up teaching that segment of children, while the other children who 
do not have the same learning difficulties are left to their own devices and before long they have learning 
difficulties of their own.  In endeavouring to employ people in the region, the mining company has had 
prospective employees decline jobs because of the standard of education.  Prospective employees do not want to 
expose their children to the risk of a poor education in the local schools, so they choose not to come.   

Traditionally we have not had problems attracting professionals into regional Western Australia who have 
children of primary school age.  The crunch comes in years 6 and 7 when that family prepares to leave the town 
or to send their children away to school.  Many families cannot afford to send their children away, or choose not 
to send their children away at that young age, so the family moves away.  The communities they leave are the 
poorer for their departure.   

An example I encountered recently in Meekatharra related to the general manager of the local health service.  He 
was concerned about the quality of education in Meekatharra.  As this is usually an argument that applies to 
years 8, 9 and 10 in a district high school, I was staggered to find that his first child will start in year 1 next year.  
He did not think it was appropriate to stay in Meekatharra and for his child to attend the local primary school.  I 
am confident that John Nowicki, the new principal there, will make a difference.  He has committed to stay three 
years and I am sure in doing so, stability and quality of education will be brought back to that school.  
Fortunately, Cabinet will visit Meekatharra on Sunday on its way to Carnarvon and the minister will have an 
opportunity to talk to the principal and other school staff while he is there. 

I shall talk a little further and deeper about health service in regional Western Australia.  It is a matter not often 
talked about as doctors are often treated as gods.  Anecdotal evidence in the past two to three years indicates that 
a disturbing culture is developing among salaried doctors in public hospitals, at least the hospitals with which I 
have had contact.  It is not my intention to offend any of the quality doctors who have given their services above 
and beyond the call of duty consistently throughout their careers.  Many of them have passed through the public 
health service, particularly tremendous doctors such as Graham Luke, Hector Faulkner, John Marter and Grant 
Rigby who passed through the Gascoyne health service in Carnarvon.  Unfortunately, much of their efforts are 
diminished by some doctors whom I describe as prima donnas and sooks; doctors who come into the area who 
have no regard for their patients, whinge about the fact that they gave up so much in their previous position and 
that the government salary is not good enough.  The salary starts at $110 000, and with the loading for call-outs, 
goes close to $150 000.  They receive subsidised rent for their house, and are provided with a car, and for every 
five hours they work in addition to 70 hours per fortnight plus call-outs, they are paid a day's leave.  That is not a 
bad deal. 

However, I consistently hear Dr Kerryn Phelps, the Federal President of the Australian Medical Association, and 
a chorus of salaried doctors chanting that it is about lifestyle.  Doctors tend to talk less about their patients these 
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days and more about lifestyle.  They believe that if they do not know their kids when they turn 30 or 40 they 
have failed.  They are not worried about the plumber or the labourer or worker at Dampier Salt Ltd who has 
probably picked up his kids from school once in his entire working life.  Take me as an example.  I can 
remember twice dropping my kids at school.  I never had the privilege of picking them up as I was always 
working.  Those people who have four or five times the salary of the workers I have talked about still want to 
have their cake and eat it too. 

It is always difficult to criticise doctors; I have found that no-one ever speaks ill of their doctor.  However, 
doctors must lift their game.  With the health service costing more and more, it appears that the productivity of 
doctors is diminishing.  A private general practitioner, who has now left Carnarvon and retired to Queensland, 
used to see around 80 to 85 patients per day.  I know that is a high figure, but a reasonable figure and the general 
rule of thumb is about 60.  Why do our salaried doctors on a hot day see only 24 or 25 patients?  That output is 
simply not good enough and the general community is coming to that realisation.  The problem will continue 
while we have an under-supply of doctors.  For that reason, I applaud Minister Day and his cabinet colleagues 
for developing an arrangement whereby we can bring in overseas doctors.  After the Health Act has been 
amended, they will receive a provider number to practise in regional Australia.  In a few years, hopefully, we 
will change the health service culture and may even reach a stage when there is an over-supply of doctors who 
will be less inclined to flirt with their form. 

I refer now to the stolen generation.  There has been more talk lately about the stolen generation, and of a court 
ruling handed down last week on two matters.  We must be cognisant of people's sensitivities when we talk 
about the stolen generation.  It is easy for someone like me to say to those people that it is time we moved on.  It 
is harder for them to accept that it is in everyone's best interest that we so move on.  We must move on as there 
are other pressing issues destroying the Aboriginal community that must be faced.  It does no-one any good 
when commenting on Aboriginal issues to be regarded as rednecks or political partisans.  More than ever we 
must get our collective heads together as a Government.  I refer to the Government in this Parliament as loosely 
including the Opposition as it also has a responsibility to be involved in this issue. 

It is no surprise that some things I say and some matters I refer to in letters to ministers are discounted as being a 
little over the top.  I have previously said things said by David Skeahan, the Chairman of the East Kimberley 
Commission of Elders.  He wrote a passionate letter to politicians, bureaucrats and the newspapers about his 
concerns for a generation of people lost to grog, drugs and associated ill health, lawlessness, violence and sexual 
assault.  It is a pretty picture!  That picture must be confronted.  I have often talked to the Minister for Aboriginal 
Affairs who is a great minister; however, often ministers are only as good as the advice they receive.  I want to 
take up with him the issue of child molestation.  The Opposition has fired a lot of questions at members of the 
Cabinet over time about known or suspected paedophiles and paedophilia in general.  The extent of child 
molestation in the Aboriginal community is a national disgrace and requires a royal commission to get to the 
bottom of it.  Many people have said that one can write about it to the media; the media are not interested.  
Senior Aboriginal people have defended child molestation as culturally appropriate; it is not.  Even if it were, it 
is still unacceptable.  Recently in a group of 11 mature Aboriginal people, nine had suffered molestation as 
children of eight, nine or 12 years of age.  It is too easy for people to bury their heads in the sand and say it does 
not happen.  It is an absolute cop-out for people to say that somehow it is linked to culture, therefore acceptable 
and up to Aboriginal people to sort out the problem.  They need a hand to sort out the problem.  Many of them 
do not want to stick up their hand and be seen to be opposing what they regard as an absolute abomination within 
their own people.  The Government must stand and defend the rights of those kids.  It is no wonder that we have 
problems when many of those kids get to school.  What sort of life have they had and what sort of life do they 
have to look forward to when they come from families in which they have been systematically assaulted and 
physically, mentally and sexually abused?  As an absolute priority, this Government should intervene in this 
situation, even though it has become an issue that the Government has preferred to stay out of, preferring to 
empower Aboriginal people to sort out all these problems at their own pace and in their own time.  The problems 
are getting worse, not better. 

The incidence of HIV-AIDS in my town three years ago was zero.  I remember receiving a call from the officer 
in charge of the police station and from the general manager of the hospital telling me of the first known AIDS 
case in Carnarvon.  That person was monitored and basically under house detention.  We now have about 23 
cases.  The numbers seem to have dropped anchor since Christmas but I know many more cases were pending 
then and I suspect the figure is higher than 23.  An alarming aspect is that many kids do not believe it is a 
problem and think they can just take a pill and get over it.  It is a calamity that not only is HIV getting a foothold 
in my region, but also that kids do not see it as an alarming problem.  That in itself is a reason for worry. 
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In the short time I have left to speak, I shall refer to an issue on which I was tempted to make a statement to the 
Parliament.  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition asked the Premier a question prior to the winter recess some 
seven or eights weeks ago regarding my involvement in a government contract relating to farm rehabilitation 
work in Carnarvon.  I do not take offence at many comments made about me by other members or by people in 
the broader community; however, part (3) of the question asked - 

Does the Premier have any concerns about the member for Ningaloo using his position for personal 
financial gain? 

I did not believe that was on.  At its highest point, it is false accusation and defamatory; at its lowest point for the 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, it is just another lie.  It cannot be called anything else.  I am fair game.  Quite 
often in my working life people have accused me of many things, but I get some silly consolation from the fact 
that, long before me, one came raising the dead and healing the sick, and he was crucified.  Therefore, when 
from time to time people say that some of my actions could be called into question, it is neither here nor there to 
me. 

For the information of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, yes, it can be called a contract.  I will not spend the 
remainder of my time defending whether it is a contract or whether it is unit rates where a person is on today and 
off tomorrow.  That is how everyone took it or left it on that project; therefore, it was not as though there was 
any insider information.  At the end of this, the consoling thing for me was that I received a call from two people 
who were involved in the project.  One was from out of Geraldton and the other was the works supervisor.  They 
saw that I was receiving a bit of a buffeting over this and they wanted to give me a hand.  The interesting thing is 
that they were not from my side of the fence.  They were indignant about what I had been subjected to, because 
they knew the right story. 

Mr Kobelke:  What is the right story?  How much work have you picked up? 

Mr SWEETMAN:  The right story is that in all that was going on, in all the pressure of it, fortunately I had the 
presence of mind to say to the works superintendent, "After everyone else has had a chance, then call my young 
bloke."  It was just up to everyone to register their equipment and price and agree to work under the schedule of 
rates.  Knowing that my young bloke was about to do that, I said, "Make sure that you call him last."  Not only 
did he get last go of the locals, but also he was last after Geraldton.  That is what the Geraldton bloke is incensed 
about.  He knows the story.  He knows that we were the last on.  It was generally agreed that we had the best 
gear employed on the project, but we were the last on. 

My son has a problem with that as well.  Unfortunately, he is a practical bloke like his dad.  He cannot 
understand the politics of it.  We are locals employing local people, paying local people wages, yet we had to sit 
on the sidelines until everyone else was satisfied that they had had a fair go before our equipment started to 
trickle into that project.  At the end of the day, that is why probably no more than 35 per cent of that total 
contract value was quarantined within the town.  It went to Geraldton.  The chap from Geraldton said, "If this 
had happened in Geraldton, we would have picketed the pit," because the people there are far more parochial.  In 
Carnarvon, we were grateful that the contractors were available to give us a hand to repair the damage.  That is 
just by way of personal explanation.  I do not want to overly emphasise or dwell on that point. 

Although regional Western Australia has had some difficulties in the past, the Opposition is not in a position to 
push its case.  The Opposition's credibility in regional Western Australia is about as low as I have ever seen it, 
and I have been there all my life.  I know the member for Kimberley, Ernie Bridge, is old news.  He has been an 
Independent for some time.  I refer to the hand that the member for Pilbara, Larry Graham, was dealt, and Hon 
Mark Nevill prior to that.  Hon Tom Helm, a member for the Mining and Pastoral Region, is now an 
Independent.  That in itself is significant.  However, in regional Western Australia, there is something far more 
significant than that:  The departure of the member for Eyre, Julian Grill.  In my area, people understand the 
member for Eyre.  They understand that he understood them, and they have an appreciation and respect for the 
contribution he has made as a country member of Parliament over many years.  He is retiring gracefully, but 
there is a clear understanding that there is no longer a place for him, for his ideas, policies and values in the 
Labor Party structure.  For that, the Labor Party must be the poorer.  Do not treat the people of regional Western 
Australia as idiots.  They have read this play as well as anyone inside this place has.  That is why it will be an 
interesting contest for seats in regional Western Australia.  I know that the member for Burrup had a near death 
experience at the last election.  He will have to work to overcome the impediments and hurdles that the Labor 
Party has put in his way in regional Western Australia. 

MRS PARKER (Ballajura) [5.14 pm]:  I take the opportunity of this Address-in-Reply debate to comment on 
the relevance to the people in my electorate of Ballajura of the speech delivered by His Excellency the 
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Administrator on behalf of the Government last week.  Over the past seven and a half months, I have made a 
concerted effort to consult as many of my constituents as possible.  Towards the end of last year I stepped down 
from the ministry to concentrate my efforts on listening to the people in my electorate.  My goal was to be as 
well informed as possible about the current views, the priorities and the aspirations of my constituents so that I 
could help in the development of government policies in the lead-up to the election.  My purpose was not to tell 
my constituents how wonderful the Government was; my purpose was to listen and to give them the opportunity 
to have a say.  I met many of them at their front door.  Quite a few have agreed and made the effort to fill in a 
written survey which was posted to them and a large number of constituents have agreed to take part in a 
telephone survey.   

I have always worked on the premise that my first priority is to the constituents in my electorate.  I feel 
privileged to be the member representing in this Parliament the people of Ballajura, Morley, Noranda, Malaga 
and parts of Beechboro and Dianella.  During my consultations, some people thought that the Government was 
doing a good job; others thought that it was not doing enough; and some clearly expressed their disagreement 
with what it was doing.  However, whatever their views about the Government, the overall priorities outlined in 
the Administrator's speech accurately reflect the priorities of my constituents.  If I were to summarise the five 
main issues of concern for the residents of my electorate, they would be more jobs, job security and career 
opportunities for their children; safer neighbourhoods; high quality health care; a world-class education system, 
focused on academic as well as social skills; and my constituents also understand that all of this needs to be 
underpinned by a strong economy and good financial management by the Government, which are the 
foundations for the creation of more jobs and which also help us to achieve safer neighbourhoods, high quality 
health care and schools that are world class and of a standard the community is entitled to expect. 

To have a job, to have the opportunity to earn a living and to make a contribution to society is one of the most 
fundamental needs for anyone in the community.  When determining issues, many people in my electorate listed 
jobs as their top priority.  When Australia went through Labor's recession - the recession that we had to have - 
too many people were deprived of the opportunity to have a job, which is so essential to the quality of life.  
Some people have forgotten about the high levels of unemployment, which peaked under Labor at 12 per cent.  
Others may have forgotten about the high levels of youth unemployment - 32 per cent under Labor in 1992.  The 
commitment to deliver on a promise for more jobs has been a cornerstone of the coalition's time in office.  The 
Administrator mentioned that more than 180 000 new jobs have been created under this Government since 1993, 
and that is indeed a proud achievement.  That did not happen by accident.  It required a vision and a plan.  It 
required a commitment to such policies as our workplace relations reforms, providing a more flexible and 
productive work force.  It required leadership from government in rebuilding business confidence.  It required 
leadership from government in implementing a substantial capital works program. 

Whether it be roads, hospitals, schools or the convention centre, the State Government has shown a commitment 
to invest in this State's future.  A few people in my electorate mentioned to me their dislike of projects such as 
the convention and exhibition centre and the belltower.  The views of a number of people in my electorate on the 
belltower have changed since they have seen its construction and what it looks like now.  However, there is still 
some critical commentary on the convention and exhibition centre, as there was a couple of years ago on the 
Government's commitment to build the Northbridge tunnel.   

I understand that comment.  It is an easy argument for an Opposition to say that the Government has its priorities 
wrong.  It is an easy argument to pretend that the Government should spend all its money on health, education 
and law and order, even if that was not what members opposite did when Labor was in government, and nor is it 
likely to be the way they would spend taxpayers' money if Labor were to get into government again. 

I contend that the State Government needs to spend a significant proportion of taxpayers' money on health, 
education and law and order - and it does; however, we should never take for granted our current low 
unemployment rate.  We must continue to work to bring the rate down further to benefit young people in my 
electorate and those across the rest of the State.  On behalf of the people in my electorate, I call on the 
Government to continue to take seriously its responsibility to create an environment for more jobs, and to expose 
the Opposition's lack of commitment to such an important community priority.  The Government needs to lead 
Western Australia into the job growth opportunities of the future.  Our tourism industry, for example, together 
with the many opportunities of the new economy, are areas in which we must do what we can to capitalise on 
our natural assets.  The convention centre will help us to capitalise on those opportunities, and will be another 
component in Western Australia’s strategy to deliver more jobs to young Western Australians.  Although the 
creation of jobs is a priority clearly identified by people in my electorate, it does not seem to be a priority for the 
Labor Party in Western Australia.  I cannot remember when WA Labor Party members last spoke about jobs.  
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When WA Labor members speak about priorities, they do not seem to mention jobs.  The Leader of the 
Opposition did not mention jobs once in his 60-minute Address-in-Reply speech last Wednesday.  He did not 
mention jobs at all when he referred to Labor's priorities in government and opposition.  I am concerned about 
that matter, as I believe are people in my electorate.  If Labor were to win government, economic growth, job 
growth and career opportunities for young people would be put at risk.  Job growth would be put at risk as 
members opposite want to roll back this Government’s workplace relations reforms, roll back the coalition's 
commitment to invest in capital infrastructure and roll back the stability of our economy.  On jobs, as on many 
other issues, WA Labor would take us back into the past rather than forward in the twenty-first century. 

When people in my electorate talk to me about health, they firstly express their strong support for the quality of 
work undertaken by our doctors and nurses.  The dedication and commitment of doctors and nurses in this State 
to provide high quality care for Western Australians in need of health care services is clearly acknowledged and 
recognised by most of the people to whom I have spoken over the past seven and a half months.  I place on 
record my personal appreciation of the magnificent levels of care provided by our doctors and nurses.  People in 
my electorate who expressed concerns relating to health services in this State spoke mainly about two issues; 
namely, the level of cleanliness of hospitals - or the apparent lack of it on occasions - and waiting times.  I 
welcome the Government's announcement in Parliament last week that it will continue its efforts to further 
reduce waiting lists for elective surgery, even though they are at their lowest levels since September 1993.  I will 
continue to make representations to the Minister for Health on behalf of my constituents to ensure that the 
highest standards of cleanliness are catered for and achieved in our hospitals.  Although I acknowledge that 
nearly a quarter of the State's budget is spent on health, acknowledge the efforts undertaken by Government to 
manage those funds for the best possible health outcomes, and acknowledge the great efforts of our health 
professionals, health is of such fundamental importance to the quality of life for Western Australians that I look 
forward to further improvements in the quality of care we deliver in this State.  

Although education is another top priority for people in my electorate, they are generally satisfied with the 
quality of schooling provided in my electorate.  We have many fine professionals working in our schools as 
teachers, chaplains, principals and school administration staff who are committed to provide the best possible 
education for our children and young people.  The volunteer commitments of parents through various parents 
and citizens’ bodies, the meetings of which I attend on many occasions, is second to none.  My work with school 
communities in my electorate is tremendously rewarding.  I feel privileged to be able to make a contribution as a 
member of Parliament to support schools in my electorate in their important task.  I am pleased to acknowledge 
the Government's commitment to schools in my electorate in the past seven and a half years.  I have mentioned 
in this Chamber before that since 1993 the Government has invested more than $42.5m in school capital 
infrastructure in the state seat of Ballajura.  Projects have ranged from replacing the asbestos roof, for example, 
at the Noranda Primary School, to building a completely new, $30m high school in Ballajura. 

Parents in my electorate have clearly identified to me that they want a strong emphasis on basic literacy and 
numeracy skills.  I am confident that the literacy and numeracy testing introduced in recent years will contribute 
to a further strengthening in focus on this part of the school curriculum.   

Another priority expressed to me by parents is the need for an appropriate level of civics and values education.  I 
call on the Government to further strengthen its commitment to this fundamental aspect of preparing our children 
for responsible adulthood. 

The most repeated comment by my constituents about families was that parents had lost the right to control and 
discipline their children.  Others felt intimidated or had lost the confidence to do so.  Quite a number of people 
expressed the view that parents felt intimidated, for example, about spanking their children as part of their role to 
set fair boundaries, even though it would be done only as a last resort.  A clear feeling is evident in the 
community that schools suffer because of the behavioural consequences of a lack of parental authority and 
discipline in the home.  The community has great concerns regarding juvenile crime, with some youths having 
no sense of boundaries or discipline.  Political correctness over the past decade has driven an agenda across all 
levels of the community, including government, which has contributed to a feeling of disempowerment of 
parents.  When I was Minister for Family and Children's Services, I was asked to comment about suggestions 
circulating at various times to outlaw smacking as a means of disciplining children.  My comment as minister 
was, as it is now speaking as the member for Ballajura, that I am opposed to any suggestion to outlaw smacking.  
Although more positive parenting techniques are far more preferable, there are times when smacking is 
appropriate.  Parents should feel supported in their role when they make those choices to the best of their ability 
and conscience.  The suggestion that smacking necessarily equates to child abuse is absolute nonsense.  Those 
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suggestions not only are an insult to those fine parents who teach their children about boundaries in life, but also 
belittle the heartbreak and tragedy of child abuse. 

All other things being equal, parents are the best thing children have going for them.  No Government would 
ever do as good a job in raising a child as is performed by a caring and responsible parent.  We should look at 
every possible opportunity to empower parents to take responsibility for their children, and to educate, raise and 
nurture them the best way they know how. 

The Administrator in his address to Parliament spoke about the Government's commitment to a five-year plan for 
families to be released later this year.  On behalf of constituents in my electorate who raised this issue with me, I 
call on the Government and the Minister for Family and Children's Services to pay special attention to this issue.  
I call on the Government to develop further policies aimed at strengthening the role and authority of parents.  We 
need to continue to repair some of the damage flowing from public policy principles of recent decades.  We need 
to be careful in developing public policy that, in focusing on the rights of the child, one does not ignore the all-
important role, rights and responsibilities of parents who are best able to deliver the environment in which a 
child will flourish. 

Without doubt, standing alone as the biggest single concern and number one priority for my constituents at this 
time is their strong desire for safer neighbourhoods and a safer Western Australia.  People want to feel safe in 
their own homes.  People in my electorate are extremely unhappy about the levels of crime.  They are unhappy 
about having to live in a circumstance in which they do not feel safe.  They know that the Government has 
increased resources for the Police Service, but they do not see or feel evidence of it.  Crime levels may be 
coming down, but undoubtedly they are not reducing by enough.  Overwhelmingly, people want to see more 
police on the beat, for both a real and perceived increase in their security.  

Although there is general support for the work done by police officers, there is widespread dissatisfaction with 
the judiciary.  When talking to people at their doors, I was told repeatedly that judges are out of touch and too 
sympathetic to the offender.  People cannot understand the judiciary’s perceived lack of consideration for the 
quality of life of affected victims.  There is a strong view in the community that the first priority of the legal 
system must be to establish law and order and protect law-abiding citizens.   

The Government’s commitment to provide 800 additional police officers on the beat during its first term of 
government has been important.  I welcome the Premier’s recent announcement that an additional 100 police 
officers will go onto the beat, having been transferred from court security and prisoner transport functions.  I 
welcome the commitment to an ongoing formula to increase police numbers, rather than a stop-start approach.  I 
am confident that the people in my electorate will welcome the coalition’s commitment to link police numbers to 
the increase in general population numbers on an ongoing basis, which will mean the recruitment of a further 
200 police officers over the next term of government. 

The people in my electorate have been calling for harsher penalties for crimes against the elderly, so that 
punishment reflects community values.  The Government has listened to people in electorates across the State, 
by promising to use the sentencing matrix legislation to increase penalties for crimes against seniors.  I call on 
the Government to proceed as promptly as possible with legislation aimed at protecting victims of home burglary 
who defend themselves and their properties against the intruders.  These pieces of legislation respond to a 
concern expressed by many of my constituents; that is, the law should come down on the side of the victim and 
not the side of the offender.   

The Criminal Property Confiscation Bill will finally enable the Government to more effectively target the Mr 
Bigs of the drug trade.  On the question of drugs, I must say that the parents in my electorate overwhelmingly 
oppose any suggestion to embrace proposals that would lead to an increase in the availability of illicit drugs.  
Those who had personal experience were grateful for the Government’s recent initiatives.  Drug use had robbed 
their children of their potential as happy and successful adults, and often pushed families to the brink of crisis 
and breakdown.  In Western Australia, only the coalition can be trusted to address the drug problem in our 
community effectively.  It is essential that we hold our ground firmly against illegal drugs.  I know at first hand 
that this is not just rhetoric.  It is a position the Government has supported with the most comprehensive and 
well-funded strategy against drug abuse ever in our State’s history.   

The Government has increased funding for drug abuse-related programs and initiatives from $28m in 1996-97 to 
more than $50m in 2000-01.  It has implemented a $4.5m commitment to bring effective drug education into all 
classrooms in all schools, and has expanded treatment services across the State with the establishment of 12 
community drug service teams.  In 1999 those teams helped 4 700 people.  The Government has strengthened its 
law enforcement effort, with a particular focus on the prevention of street dealing, as well as high level dealing.  
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It has established 71 local drug action groups across the State, which empower communities to take action 
against drug abuse in their neighbourhoods.   

The Government has been committed to supporting new and innovative approaches to address the drug 
problems; for example, Dr George O’Neil’s naltrexone program.  The Protective Custody Bill and the Criminal 
Property Confiscation Bill will provide additional avenues to address the drug problem in Western Australia.  
The Government knows where it is going.  It has a clear, consistent and well-funded strategy in place, aimed 
primarily at reducing and preventing drug abuse in the community. 

Unlike the Labor Party, this Government has steadfastly refused to embrace proposals that would worsen the 
drug problem in Western Australia by sending out the message that drug abuse is acceptable.  The people in my 
electorate need to know that on drug issues the Labor Party is misguided, confused, divided and inconsistent.  Of 
course, its first instinct is to go soft on drugs.  The Labor Party’s policy of allowing people to grow their own 
cannabis, and its proposals to provide heroin addicts with free heroin and to set up places in which they can 
inject drugs, are irresponsible and defeatist, and they are not in the best interests of Western Australian families.  
There is no doubt in my mind that if these policies were implemented, they would worsen the drug problem in 
this State.  They would be every parent’s nightmare. 

A number of national issues were addressed by my constituents during my consultations.  The Administrator in 
his speech referred to one of them in particular; namely, tax reform.  At the beginning of the year many 
consumers, especially seniors, expressed concern about the impact of tax reform.  It is fair to say that the public 
education campaign conducted by the Federal Government had helped to ease the fear as people were better 
informed and knew what to expect.  Since 1 July, positive comment has been made by wage earners about 
increases in salaries, as a result of reductions in income tax.  Some business people are still grappling with the 
changes, while others have commented on the benefits being enjoyed already. 

On the issue of illegal immigrants, constituents from a broad range of backgrounds agreed on two points.  First, 
Australians believe they should, and do, live up to a high standard of humanitarian care in regard to obligations 
to refugees.  However, they also feel, as strongly, that illegal immigrants are jumping the queue and present a 
challenge to their sense of fairness.  Constituents in my electorate were extremely angry that illegal refugees 
were simply released into the community by federal authorities.  The comments by the Premier on this issue 
were supported by the wide range of constituents to whom I spoke on the subject. 

People in my electorate do not want the Federal Government to interfere with the three strikes mandatory 
sentencing laws for home burglary.  When talking to constituents at their doors, I have told them about Kim 
Beazley’s very strong comments at the beginning of the year committing a future federal Labor Government to 
repealing WA’s mandatory sentencing laws.  I have told them of his comment, on a Triple J radio program on 25 
February 2000, that the federal Labor Party will continue to oppose the law, whatever the view of the Labor 
Party in Western Australia.  I have also told them of comments by WA’s Labor Senator Jim McKiernan, on a 
Triple J radio program on 13 March 2000, branding our mandatory sentencing laws as a national disgrace.  I 
have told them about the comments of the Labor Party’s spokesman on Aboriginal affairs, Daryl Melham, on 
ABC radio on 17 February 2000, calling our mandatory sentencing laws monstrous, inhumane and repulsive.  I 
have told my constituents about the resolution of the state executive of the WA Labor Party on 27 March 2000, 
supporting Kim Beazley’s anti-WA stand pushing to abolish our mandatory sentencing laws.  I have told them 
that the Labor Party wants to repeal those laws and that they should not trust any rhetoric from state Labor 
members of Parliament, as they are exclusively motivated by the forthcoming state election.   

Having listened to the Premier in question time last week, we now understand that whatever the Leader of the 
Opposition may want people to believe, he does not set the agenda in the Labor Party.  We now know – and I 
quote - that policy within the Australian Labor Party is made not by directives from the leadership, but by 
resolutions originating from branches, affiliated unions and individual party members.  We know that the state 
executive of the Labor Party overwhelmingly voted to abolish mandatory sentencing laws.  The fact is that Labor 
has an instinct to go soft on crime, and Labor wants to go soft on drugs. 

The Administrator has outlined the Government’s agenda for the coming year.  My communications with many 
of my constituents have given me a clear view of their priorities.  Many of those priorities are reflected in the 
agenda outlined by the Administrator.  However, my undertaking to my constituents is to continue to work on 
their behalf, both locally and at the broader level of government, to ensure this Government continues to respond 
to, and reflect, their priorities across the broad spectrum of government policy and the delivery of services to the 
community of Western Australia.  
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MR NICHOLLS (Mandurah) [5.40 pm]:  I will make a contribution to this debate by commenting on my 
electorate and on some broader issues that I believe are of significant interest.  First, the people of Mandurah 
have been well served over the past eight to 10 years with capital work projects, along with some of the 
initiatives that have been put in place.  I recall that during my first term in Parliament, when the Labor Party was 
in government, people could be forgiven for believing that nothing existed between the south metropolitan area 
and Bunbury, because the previous Labor Government seemed to have a total fixation on funding projects in 
Bunbury and left Mandurah virtually unaided until the dying days of that Government, when it made a 
commitment to build the Dawseville Cut.   

Over the past eight years, there has been substantial expenditure on a multitude of capital works projects in 
Mandurah, although the community of Mandurah has a right to think that these projects should have been 
provided a long time ago.  It is pleasing to note that in 1989, Hon Gordon Hill, the then Minister assisting the 
Minister for Education with TAFE, opened a TAFE annexe in Mandurah that was in the community youth 
support scheme building and consisted of one office and one room.  Some 10 years later, a TAFE campus has 
been built and a commitment has been made to extend that campus to provide TAFE and tertiary studies to 
students in Mandurah and the surrounding region.  I say that to make the point to this House and to the public in 
general that those sorts of capital works projects have been put in place and the local community is reaping the 
rewards.  However, it is not easy to forget the feeling that Mandurah has been forgotten for far too long.  The 
population of Mandurah is continuing to grow, and the needs of that region are ongoing.  Therefore, I urge the 
Government to continue its commitment to the Mandurah-Peel area. 

Other speakers have echoed the key issues that I would like to raise, but I believe they are so serious that we 
need to continue to raise them in debates in this House.  The safety of seniors is one of the issues that I believe 
every member of this House is concerned about, and I hope support will be forthcoming from both sides of the 
other place for the Sentencing Matrix Bill.  I hope also that there will be unanimous support for the Criminal 
Property Confiscation Bill and for other changes, whether to legislation or regulations, that will increase the 
penalties for offenders who attack the elderly and vulnerable in our society.  There has been a trend towards 
targeting elderly people simply because they are the more vulnerable.  I do not believe anyone would condone 
the acts of violence that have been committed against some of our seniors in recent years, and it concerns me that 
there appears to be no specific explanation of why these crimes take place, and they continue to become 
increasingly horrible.  Therefore, I strongly support changes to legislation to increase the penalties for people 
who commit crimes against elderly and defenceless people.  I also strongly support changes to legislation to 
remove any ambiguity in the law about whether people need to be in a certain position at a certain time before 
they can legally defend themselves in a home invasion.   

I also support the move to remove the right of offenders to sue.  We now have the ludicrous situation in which a 
person who is injured while breaking into another person's home can sue, in certain circumstances, the owner of 
that home for the injuries that he sustains.  I believe any injuries sustained in such a circumstance are simply part 
of the penalty and should be added to whatever other penalties are imposed. 

We need to consider what the community believes is fair and reasonable and not simply make excuses for the 
people who commit crimes.  It is fair and reasonable that people feel secure in their homes and do not be afraid 
because a minority of the community has no respect for other people’s person or property.  It is fair and 
reasonable that people receive justice from the courts and from the police, which is what they expect from the 
legislation that is passed by this Parliament.  

That brings me to mandatory sentencing.  I am extremely concerned that Hon Kim Beazley, who represents me 
and the people of the electorate of Mandurah in the Federal Parliament, wants to use the Federal Government's 
external affairs powers to override the mandatory sentencing laws of this State.  This is another example of the 
Labor Party's belief in the total dominance of Canberra, rather than in allowing the people of this State to 
determine the laws that should be imposed for crimes such as breaking and entering.  The members of this House 
and the other place represent the people of this State.  That representation should be the basis for any laws that 
are made about home invasion and law and order.  It is totally unacceptable for a federal member, who also 
happens to be a Western Australian, to be so openly and deliberately campaigning to overturn this State's laws, 
not because he believes people are being imprisoned unjustly, and not because he can demonstrate that 
mandatory sentencing is not providing genuine benefits, but because of his ideological view that mandatory 
sentencing should not be applied to offenders in this State.  The message that I want to give to the federal 
member for Brand and federal Leader of the Opposition is that if he wants to have a say in the mandatory 
sentencing laws of this State, he has two options:  Be elected to the State Parliament and participate in the 
debate; or speak to his state members of Parliament and ask them to contribute his thoughts to the debate when 
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we have it.  I hope the state Labor Opposition will maintain its strong position against the stance of Mr  Beazley.  
However, what is more likely to happen is that irrespective of what the State Opposition is saying currently, Kim 
Beazley will continue to pursue his ideological view about mandatory sentencing and will not cease until such 
time as he is no longer the member for Brand or achieves his aim; and I believe that will be a very sad day for 
Western Australians.   

I believe also that serious consideration should be given to introducing legislation to give police officers the 
power to attach conditions to cautions.  This model has been trialled in South Australia and effectively allows 
police officers to issue cautions to juveniles and to add conditions that may in some circumstances require them 
not to frequent a certain place, to attend school or to be home after a certain time.  Effectively, it will allow a 
police officer to determine some of the conditions that are associated directly with the behaviour that has been 
offensive or unacceptable.  It would ensure that should the conditions be breached, further action can be taken 
over the offence.  This would give some teeth to the cautioning system and has merit in not only keeping 
juveniles out of the courts but also providing immediate consequences for actions.  I would like the Government 
to adopt a similar role to that which we saw the Government take in South Australia where a program was 
introduced and evaluated.  I hope that in the next term of the Government we will see a change of legislation or a 
trial, so that in certain circumstances police will be able to attach conditions to cautioning.   

I congratulate the Minister for Police and the Commissioner of Police for showing commonsense regarding 
police boundaries and the problems foreshadowed in the Peel police district.  I am extremely pleased to see the 
establishment of the new Peel district.  The suggestions contained in a report by Assistant Commissioner Bob 
Kucera and his committee that advocated a senior police officer being moved from Mandurah to Narrogin and 
the change in Peel district boundary from Mandurah or Hyden had little to do with commonsense and realistic 
deployment of manpower.  I believe it was to justify maintaining police numbers in Narrogin and some other 
country districts.  The final decision was welcome.  It will reinforce in the minds of the community that 
decisions on policing and the utilisation of police resources are being made with commonsense, and are 
evaluated on the basis of the impact they will have in the community.  The decision to base a senior officer in 
Mandurah and to deliver the resources throughout the Peel region will have a positive and substantial benefit for 
the people in the region. 

I will now touch briefly on a specific issue that is a problem within our society, which needs to be addressed 
through our society rather than through legislation.  That issue is bullying.  As chairman of the Select Committee 
on Crime Prevention I became aware of the impact of bullying on young people in our community.  Bullying is a 
significant factor that is associated with issues such as crime, self-harming behaviour, youth suicide and drug 
and alcohol abuse - to name but a few.  Bullying is a learned behaviour.  It is learned by children at a young age, 
usually in the preschool years.  It is a behaviour that dominates the ability of young people to work through 
issues.  Unless this behaviour is addressed, it becomes ingrained in a person's attitude and ability to address 
issues, particularly negative issues or conflict.  Research undertaken through the Curtin University of 
Technology included not only a literature search, but also research that pertains specifically to Western 
Australia.  Associate Professor Donna Cross heads the team that undertook this research.  I commend the team 
for the work it has done.  Pilot programs have been commenced in schools randomly selected across the 
metropolitan area, and should be concluded by the end of the next school year.   

At a local level a community working group has been established in Mandurah to facilitate a community 
awareness program that will allow the knowledge that has been gleaned from the research by those working at 
Curtin University to be disseminated to the community.  In that way parents, particularly of young children, and 
the wider community will have greater knowledge of, first, what bullying is, and, secondly, the impact of 
bullying and some of the significant issues that relate to bullying.  As a result of that knowledge and the 
increased awareness of the problems associated with bullying behaviour, parents will become more conscious of 
bullying behaviour among young children.  They will be able to take steps to ensure that when that behaviour is 
exhibited, intervention occurs to prevent further bullying or its becoming a dominant behaviour in that child's 
life.  

Although programs can be introduced at school, unless the community is prepared to confront bullying as an 
unacceptable behaviour and provide knowledge about bullying and its insidious nature, we will never see any 
positive change to bullying.  At the moment the attitude in our community is that bullying is a school problem 
that the school should deal with and fix.  Yet again the schools are seen as a panacea to our social problems.  It is 
true that intervention will probably be most effective in schools.  Bullying is more easily identifiable at schools, 
where peer pressure and peer support can be positively gauged to support efforts to provide alternatives to 
bullying and bullying behaviour.  The community has largely abrogated its responsibilities to address bullying as 
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a problem behaviour in our society by believing it is a school problem and leaving the responsibility and blame 
solely at the feet of educators.  That is not correct.  We should not do that.  I hope that the Government at both 
the state and federal level will support our efforts in Mandurah to undertake a community awareness program 
designed to disseminate knowledge to the community, to raise awareness of bullying, and, through that 
knowledge and awareness, prevent bullying becoming more widespread and provide alternatives to people who 
genuinely want to address the problem.  

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.00 pm 

Mr NICHOLLS:  I wish to discuss three other issues.  The first is transport.  Within my electorate there is a lot of 
interest in public transport and the future rail extension.  I had the opportunity to chair a task force looking at the 
rail extension to Mandurah as well as integrated bus services.  It gave me the opportunity to consult widely with 
the community.  It provided insight into a number of issues that we need to address.  One issue is the 
construction of a bus station to coordinate the buses that will transport people from outlying areas into Mandurah 
and allow them to transfer to rail and bus services between Mandurah and Fremantle-Perth.  My concern is that 
there needs to be a strong commitment to fund the project to allow it to continue without undue delay.  I request 
that the Government ensure there is no delay in the process so that the bus station is completed and operational 
by June next year.  It will form part of the rail terminal that will be located in Allnutt Street, Mandurah.  The rail 
project is something that I endorse strongly, and which I believe will provide immense benefit to the people of 
Mandurah and the wider Peel region.  

One issue connected with the rail project is the route option through Rockingham.  A number of public 
statements have been made.  With the State’s financial situation and economic climate I believe the best decision 
that could be made would be to commit to the direct route through Rockingham, which is the lowest cost option.  
There should be an option to build a rail loop into the centre of Rockingham in the future should finance become 
available.  The estimated $120m that the 7 kilometres of loop line will cost could be better spent on projects such 
as the Peel deviation.  The Peel deviation is a road option that would go around the eastern side of the Peel Inlet.  
It would allow the traffic that currently travels on the coastal road to bypass Mandurah.  I believe that would 
reduce the number of accidents, increase safety and provide a transport corridor for recreational and commercial 
vehicles.  It would also provide commercial vehicle access from the south west to the ports and the metropolitan 
area.  I strongly endorse the building of the Peel deviation.  It should be linked with what is known as road A and 
road B.  The road system would intersect with Gordon Road and join up with Fremantle Road.  I believe the Peel 
deviation should be constructed before the extension of the Kwinana Freeway, which is due to join up with road 
A in Mandurah.  This option may cause a great deal of political sensitivity in my electorate.  Having weighed up 
the cost benefits that will flow from the projects, my view is that the Peel deviation is a priority.  If possible, it 
should be funded during the next term of Government so that the road is in place within the next four years.  
Once it is in place, the end of the Kwinana Freeway can then be connected with road A so there is a seamless run 
from the Narrows Bridge to Lake Clifton. 

I note that the Government has embraced the request for a 50 kilometre per hour speed limit in built-up areas.  I 
endorse this in areas where there are cul-de-sacs and residential roads, not where there are arterial roads.  My 
concern is that traffic on arterial roads may be slowed down to the extent that traffic problems are created.  I 
hope that the Government is addressing this possible problem and I assume it is the case, given the discussions 
taking place.  I suggest to the House that if it is appropriate to look at reducing speed limits in residential areas, I 
believe we should consider increasing speed limits at the outer ends of the freeway system.  I travel on the 
freeway between Kwinana and Joondalup.  I believe it is appropriate to increase the speed limit to 120 
kilometres per hour outside the immediate city area.  It will not mean that every vehicle will travel at 120 
kilometres per hour all the time, but it does mean that when the freeway is carrying lighter traffic and when 
people are using the freeway at the outer ends – 

Mr Graham:  What about the roads in the north west? 

Mr NICHOLLS:  I support the request for the changes in the speed limits in the north west.  I believe it is 
appropriate to look at reducing speed limits in built-up residential areas but I see no reason why raising speed 
limits to a maximum of 120 kilometres per hour in the outer areas of the freeway system should not be 
considered.  I believe the freeway system allows vehicles to travel safely at that speed.  Some of those areas are 
simply venues for revenue raising through the use of multanovas and police traffic infringement notices. 

I would like to briefly touch on two other issues.  For several years I have been pursuing a project to establish a 
botanical garden in Mandurah.  I would like to see a garden established close to the future freeway and rail 
routes.  I believe it is possible to create and maintain such a facility in a passive recreational area.  As Mandurah 
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expands north and south, the creation of a botanical garden along the coastal strip would enable the break-up of 
what will inevitably be continual residential and commercial development as far down as the Yalgorup National 
Park.  I thank the Minister for Planning and the Minister for the Environment for their continuing support in 
helping identify possible locations.  It will be a community asset; it is simply a matter of committing to such a 
project.  

I conclude by raising another important issue, albeit a controversial one.  I refer to the issue of in-vitro 
fertilisation.  We have seen a fair amount of media attention paid to a federal court ruling to allow lesbian 
couples to access IVF on the basis that they constitute a family and one or both partners have a right to become 
impregnated and to then give birth.  I do not believe that the IVF program should be used in that way.  Although 
I appreciate that IVF is an option our community should consider carefully, we should maintain the status quo 
whereby IVF is available only to heterosexual couples who have a commitment to raising children in a stable 
relationship.  I am not suggesting that simply because someone is a lesbian or homosexual they should not or 
could not be a parent.  However, I do not believe we should use IVF processes for that purpose.  

I am concerned that the potential IVF option will allow children to be created within lesbian relationships.  I am 
concerned also that couples who are unable to have children for various medical reasons may be prevented from 
accessing the IVF program due to the consequential demand that may be placed on it.  As we develop more and 
more interventionist methods of procreation, whether they be through gene manipulation, IVF or other advances 
in technology, we must weigh up the impact that may have on our community.  

I support the Federal Government's move to create legislation that will rectify or change the effect of the Federal 
Court's ruling.  State Governments are the proper authorities to develop such legislation, although we should 
continue to review it.  However, the status quo should remain at this stage.  I do not support moves by Kim 
Beazley and the federal Opposition to either reject or water down the legislation the Federal Government is 
trying to pass.  It was never intended that IVF should allow instant procreation of children for the sake of it.  We 
should not be going down that path.  We should have widespread and informed debate at a state level to change 
state laws, rather than using the Federal Parliament or the Federal Court to circumvent what is currently state 
legislation. 

MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [7.13 pm]:  At the end of 1999 I attended the Regional Australia Summit in Canberra, 
ironically representing the Leader of the Opposition.  It was an interesting summit, which I say with my tongue 
firmly in my cheek.  Sitting in a room with approximately 250 to 300 people I was in a somewhat unique 
position because, of all the people in the room, I was arguably the only one who had ever done any regional 
development or planning.  That is not to criticise the individuals; some very capable people were there.  
However, their expertise was not in regional development.  

For that summit I caused to have produced a paper to examine the problems in regional and remote Australia.  I 
advised the researcher who did the research work for me that I did not want anything in the paper that could not 
be substantiated in an official document or a published format.  The paper showed clearly that conditions in rural 
and remote Western Australia and Australia were not of a standard that would be acceptable in any capital city of 
the nation.  They are certainly not of a standard that would be accepted in any major regional centre in the 
eastern States.   

In my view, there is a direct relationship between remoteness and the effectiveness of government.  The 
Regional Australia Summit made a series of complex recommendations, which were all very well-meaning.  
However, I reject the fundamental premise that underpinned that summit, which was that in some way country 
people are different from city people.  When Governments deliver their services in the city they are taken for 
granted.  However, when it comes time to delivering services to really remote and regional areas in the nation, 
particularly in this State, the view of the Regional Australia Summit and of the Federal Government is that it 
must be done through partnerships in the community.  That means that unless people in the community 
contribute through time, effort and energy to federal government services, they will not be delivered.  I have 
great difficulty with that, particularly when it is demonstrable that the services are already either non-existent or 
failing.  

In this State, mineral and petroleum royalties generate in excess of $500m to the State Government's coffers.  
Those of us in the regions and with connections to local government have argued extensively - 

Mr Cowan:  The sequel to that is that the Commonwealth Grants Commission treats those as a national asset and 
as a result 75 per cent of the value of royalties are hypothecated as belonging to the Commonwealth; therefore, 
the Commonwealth Grants Commission reduces the grants to the State by a corresponding amount. 
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Mr GRAHAM:  That would be the same mechanism the Deputy Premier has been arguing against.  Did the 
Government not announce in the Administrator's address that it would take legal action to advantage the State's 
position?  

Mr Cowan:  You are telling the story.  

Mr GRAHAM:  That seemed to me to be what the Government was saying. 

Mr Cowan:  I will go back and read the Administrator's address.   

Mr GRAHAM:  It is a hoary old argument about royalties.  Those of us from the bush and from areas in which 
the wealth is generated say that there must be a greater return to the regions.  When we match the generation of 
the wealth to the failing of government services and health and education, it is ironic that the two are often 
related.  We find that the area from which the wealth is generated is an area to which the Government cannot 
afford to provide adequate services.  As I said, the remote region in Western Australia has produced over $500m 
in royalties this year.  It is also ironic that Western Australia is the most centralised State in the nation.  

How do we get some of that money back out to the bush?  That is the question that people in remote areas have 
been asking and trying to deal with for years.  There is no doubt that the royalties go straight to the State 
Government.  I have produced a paper that I will seek leave to have lie on the Table shortly before I move an 
amendment to help out my old colleagues in the Labor Party.  The paper demonstrates that it is indisputable that 
the royalties go to the State Government.  It is also indisputable that that is a direct transfer of wealth from the 
bush to the city.   

On 1 August, while opening the Liberal Party conference, the Premier promised that X number of additional 
police officers would be provided in the metropolitan area - I will not get into the argument about the most 
appropriate number - and said that that would cost $4m, which would come from higher oil royalties collected in 
the north west of the State.  That is a direct transfer of resources from those regions to the metropolitan area.   

Many local councils in my neck of the woods are in severe financial difficulties.  That has not occurred because 
they cannot manage their finances.  They are in that position because the State has removed their ability to rate 
developments subject to agreement Acts at anything other than unimproved value.  The figures given to me for 
the Port Hedland council relate to the BHP hot briquetted iron plant - a $2b project.  It is rated at unimproved 
value and the council collects about $35 a year.  Am I arguing that another rate should be applied to the mining 
companies?  Clearly I am not arguing that.   

The mining companies - particularly the two major iron ore companies - developed the north west under 
agreement Acts.  They were required to develop the infrastructure; that is, roads, sewage treatment plants, 
schools, hospitals and so on.  In return, they received a reduction in rates.  However, having done that, whenever 
anything needs to be done in the north west, the Government requires them to make a further contribution.  
Having paid already, they are required to pay again.  Should we ask the mining companies to pay more in rates?  
No, we should not.  Does more money need to go back to the bush?  Yes, it does.  Does local government need 
more money?  Yes, it does.  The pundits involved in every level of government outside the metropolitan area 
accept that further investment in infrastructure is required in the regional areas of the State.  It is accepted by all 
political parties, local government and the community that further investment in that infrastructure is needed.  It 
is also accepted that local government needs a better and more reliable funding base than it has.  I would have 
said "enjoys", but it does not enjoy it.   

There is a real difference between what the State Government takes from local government and what it tells 
Canberra it takes.  The State Government argues to Canberra about remoteness and degree of difficulty in 
delivering services.  It points out that the north west generates wealth and needs a fairer share from Canberra.  
However, when it comes to dealing with local governments, particularly in the remote and regional areas of the 
State, it says completely different things.  

I could make many points about the problems in the bush, but I will not go down that road now.  The situation 
confronting Western Australia is not unique.  People in other States in other countries have had to address the 
same issues - being a big State with a major centre and smaller centres spread throughout, having mineral and 
petroleum wealth, a tourism industry and a limited amount of funding to be shared.  Alaska is one such State.  I 
read about it at some length many years ago and recently went there to look around.  While I was there, I spent 
some time talking to people about the Alaska permanent fund.  It is to Alaska that Western Australia could look 
to address these problems.  
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The Alaskans changed their Constitution to allow for the establishment of the Alaska permanent fund to divert 
royalties from its minerals and petroleum fields.  It is open to the Western Australian Government to say that it 
has spent a huge amount of money in good faith developing the State.  That is exactly what the Alaskans said in 
the early years of their development.  Then they realised that they were wasting their future.  They have diverted 
a major percentage of the royalties collected into this trust fund, which operates as a commercial venture.  It is 
not a soft, political organisation; it is a hard-nosed corporation.  It is interesting to note that over the same period 
that Western Australia has spent $AUS5.7b worth of mineral and petroleum dollars, the Alaska permanent fund 
has earned over $US21b.   

Since the Alaskans established that fund, Liberal and Labor Governments in Western Australia have introduced 
a range of new taxes.  Over the same period, the Alaskans have abolished their state income tax, lowered their 
fuel tax and, unlike other States of America, abolished their sales tax.  They also pay their citizens an annual 
cash dividend from the fund.  Since the payment of the first dividend in 1982 to this year, the fund has provided 
every man, woman and child in Alaska with $16 547.39.   

Mr Omodei:  Is that paid directly to them?   

Mr GRAHAM:  It is paid directly to the individual, in cash as an annual grant.  If we were Alaskans, my family - 
which comprises me, my wife and three children - would have picked up about $US80 000 tax free.   

Members should compare that with Western Australia's performance.  I strongly suggest there is no comparison; 
the Alaskans have left us for dead.  They are not only saving and investing for their future but they are also 
paying dividends.  The latest round of talks I had with people there showed they are spending more and more 
money on education and that Alaskans are on their way to becoming the best-educated people in the federation.  
That is quite an extraordinary change, compared with the position in the 1970s.  

If Western Australians today adopted the same principles and policies as Alaskans and started to save for the 
future, they would still have major problems because of the two problems I mentioned before: A lack of 
investment in regional infrastructure and a lack of ability to provide money in a meaningful way.  It does not 
matter which party is the Government of the day, I have heard this said for 25 years.  “If people have a case and 
submission for funding, they should make a submission to the Government which will consider it and take it to 
Cabinet”.  If the Federal Government behaved like that to the State Government, Western Australian politicians 
would have apoplexy.  I remember listening to members in this House ranting at the simple proposition of tied 
grants.  They said they would totally undermine the respective minister's ability to be able to deliberate and 
determine how to spend the department's budget.  I make the case for local government in exactly the same way.  
It is time that the Government had a good hard look at the State and how it distributes money within it. 

Having said that about the $500m-odd of royalties, if it were to be split into thirds, about $174m could go into a 
savings fund, about $174m could go into infrastructure and about $174m could be made available to local 
government.  The State Government could legitimately say that it would leave a $500m hole in its budget.  In 
some regards I have some sympathy for that view, although I do not agree with it because the split is more 
important and worth doing.  Governments will always spend whatever amount of money is available and then 
find more to get rid of.  The issues are so important that the Government must implement such a scheme.  If it 
does not, where else can local government and people in regional and remote areas go to find money?   

I turn to the budget papers.  I was quite amazed at the budget papers' predictions about the goods and services 
tax.  In a relatively short time this Government will be better off to the tune of over $300m.   

Mr Cowan:  I hope you are right but I doubt it. 

Mr GRAHAM:  They are the estimates in the Government's budget papers.  If they are not right, the Government 
should not have published them. 

Mr Cowan:  You had better have another look at the budget papers. 

Mr GRAHAM:  Before I made the speech I spent some time talking to John Langoulant, the Under Treasurer.  
He agrees that those figures are accurate.  Access Economics produced a paper assessing the Western Australian 
budget prospects from 1999-2000 to 2004-05.  It said that the Government could expect some windfall gains 
from the goods and services tax.  It said that some State Governments are spending these windfalls while others 
are scaling back on prospective services.  We will wait to see what sort of Government we have and which we 
will end up with.  Let me make the point clearly that Access Economics leaves no room for deliberation.  It says 
that the State Government will be better off by $309m in five to six years. 
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Mr Cowan:  Now it comes out - "in five to six years".  You do not have to argue your case.  As you have said 
that it will be five to six years; that is fine. 

Mr GRAHAM:  Hang on!  Access Economics says that Western Australia now looks to benefit from the GST 
from 2002-03.  In addition it says that, all up, state sector revenues in aggregate are expected to grow by an 
average of 6.5 per cent per annum over the four years to 2004-05.  Mr Langoulant agrees with the Deputy 
Premier that it will be in a few years' time, but he would say that, would he not?  The very reason the State 
Government claims that it supported the GST is that it will increase revenue to the State Government. 

Mr Cowan:  There is more to it than that.  

Mr GRAHAM:  I do not want to get into a debate about GST. 

Mr Cowan:  I bet you don't. 

Mr GRAHAM:  I opposed it.  I make no bones about it.   

Mr Cowan:  How are your constituents enjoying the tax cuts? 

Mr GRAHAM:  Do not start on tax cuts.  If the Government moves an amendment on the goods and services tax 
to the Address-in-Reply, I will argue the effect of the tax cuts in the bush.  I will stay and debate the Deputy 
Premier full-on, but I bet the Deputy Premier will not do it.   

Mr Cowan:  You know that it is very rare for any Government to move an amendment to the Address-in-Reply. 

Mr GRAHAM:  The Deputy Premier knows that he would get eaten alive. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I remind the member to direct his remarks to the Chair and not to the Deputy 
Premier.   

Mr GRAHAM:  I will do that, Mr Deputy Speaker, because I am a well-behaved young man. 

Nobody can put a contrary argument that says that this Government is not in a position to provide funds in the 
way I have outlined.  There will be a 6.5 per cent growth in aggregate income; there is $300m in the pipeline 
after annual increases and that is not merely a one-off figure.  It is open to the Government to make the sort of 
changes I am advocating.  If the Deputy Premier is right - I suspect he is not - and the money is not there for 
three, four, five years or whenever, he can sit down at a table tomorrow and start negotiating with local 
government about how local governments in the bush will get their share of that increased revenue.  All three 
political parties will face that challenge in the election.  All the pundits are saying, pretty much without 
exception, that the election will be tight and it will depend on the bush how it shapes up.  It is up to the major 
central parties to start to deal with issues such as this. 

I have looked at the Government's regional development policy at length and it is arguably the best regional 
development policy I have ever seen. 

Mr Cowan:  It is the only one in existence; no other State has one.  That is faint praise. 

Mr GRAHAM:  I did say not say "of the States".  I can take members to many places in the world that have 
significant regional development policies.  One of the mistakes in Western Australia is that we look over only 
the eastern boundary, not to the world.  I think it is a good policy. 

Ms MacTiernan:  This is your justification for so much international travel! 

Mr GRAHAM:  The member for Armadale was with me.  If one side of that policy said that this initiative would 
cost $20m, $200 000, $6m, $500 000 or $300m and was funded all the way through, I would probably vote for 
the National Party.  However, it is diminished by every line that does not have a dollar sign alongside it.  I could 
say some things about the other side's regional development policy, but two-thirds of it is still on my computer, 
so I will not.   

I am throwing out a challenge to the major political parties, because I will try to beat out in the bush to raise a 
concept like this.  It is not open to the major political parties to go to the election without talking about major 
changes to the funding to local government.  It is in the best interests of Western Australia for there to be a 
similar plan and a similar trust fund to that in place in Alaska.  It is not open to either party to go into the next 
election without a major infrastructure fund in place that can be administered by someone other than ministers in 
the city.  They must be accountable for it, but other people can and should administer it. 

I seek leave to lay on the Table of the House the paper I have developed.  

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

Amendment to Motion 

Mr GRAHAM:  To keep in place the heart of the manager of opposition business, I move -  

That the following words be added to the motion -  

but regrets to inform Your Excellency that the State Government's decision to spend millions 
on a convention centre gift is irresponsible and involved a secret, flawed process that has 
ignored the wishes of the Western Australian public  

MR McGOWAN (Rockingham) [7.42 pm]:  I thank the member for Pilbara for moving that amendment.  It fits 
in well with what he has been saying about regional and rural Western Australia.  

Mr Graham:  Don't put words in my mouth and tempt me.   

Mr McGOWAN:  I thank the member for Pilbara.  It is no secret that the Australian Labor Party has been 
opposed to a multimillion-dollar subsidy for a multinational convention centre developer.  We have been 
opposed to this subsidy since the matter arose.  We think that to hand over $185m to a private sector convention 
centre developer is an inappropriate use of government funds and land.  This is particularly the case because, at 
the moment, a private sector developer - that is, Burswood International Resort Casino - is in the process of 
expanding its convention centre facilities to meet what all those involved in tourism understand to be 95 per cent 
of the convention centre market in Perth.  This expansion will enable the private sector to carry out the role of 
catering for convention centre visitors, hotel accommodation, entertainment and the like.  That is good.  That is 
the role of the private sector, and I am a supporter of the private sector.  I do not think the Government should 
give its funds to one private sector developer to compete with another private sector developer.  That is an 
inappropriate use of government funds.  We should allow the private sector to get on with what the private sector 
does best; that is, cater for these sorts of conventions and tourist-type developments. 

As this process continues, it is important to separate the myth from the reality.  As the Opposition investigates 
this matter further, it appears that the State Government propagates the myth but the reality comes out when all 
the figures, statistics and reports come to light.  The Government has said that this process has been conducted 
with the utmost probity and that it is a model for other States.  However, it has been the most secretive, sly 
process one could imagine.  The public has had no say in the spending of this money.  It has had no say in the 
design process of the convention centre.  The public has had no involvement in the selection of the site.  There 
has been absolutely no public input into this process whatsoever and the Government has ignored what public 
input there has been.  It did a survey in the lead-up to awarding this contract, which concluded that 38 per cent of 
Western Australians would support the Northbridge site and 9 per cent of Western Australians would support the 
Swan River site.  What did the Government do?  It completely ignored public opinion.  A range of other reports 
indicates the economic benefit and the transport and traffic benefit of a convention centre, which would all be 
best catered for on the Northbridge site.   

The Government set out minimum mandatory requirements.  Those minimum mandatory requirements have 
been published in press release after press release and in the request for proposal document.  The Government 
restated those requirements to the convention centre tenderers.  Throughout the whole process, the Government 
said those minimum mandatory requirements were immutable.  What happened?  It awarded the tender to a 
developer that did not meet the minimum mandatory requirements.  The other tenderers did not know that they 
did not need to meet the minimum mandatory requirements.  Instead of providing the minimum mandatory 
requirement of seven divisible spaces in the exhibition facility, the winning bidder provided six - a saving of 
millions of dollars.  It failed to provide the flexible performing space and separate theatre, as was required by the 
minimum mandatory requirements.  It did not provide the 20 000 metres of convention centre space, which the 
Government told every tenderer they had to provide.  No; the Government awarded it to the tenderer that did not 
provide it.  Most of the other tenderers included all these requirements in their submissions.  How crazy was it of 
them to assume that minimum mandatory requirements mean minimum mandatory requirements?  Of course 
they do not mean that; they mean something else. 

Ms MacTiernan:  Do you know what this is?  They talk about truth in sentencing; this is a lack of truth in 
tendering.   

Mr McGOWAN:  That was a very droll comment by the member for Armadale.  The whole way along it was a 
secret process that divided government at the highest level with the Deputy Premier opposed to the gift.  We 
have seen a change in the rules halfway through the process.  However, it gets worse!  The whole way along the 
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Government said that it must hand this $100m subsidy, plus $75m worth of land, to the convention centre 
developer, because that is the only way it happens around the world.  That is world best practice.  The 
Government must hand the money to the private sector because the private sector will not do it on its own.  The 
Premier and the Minister for Tourism have said that. 

An article the Minister for Tourism wrote to The West Australian newspaper states - 

It is our understanding that almost all convention centres around the world . . .  are built at total 
government cost and for private sector companies to manage and operate.   

The minister put that in print for the people of Western Australia.  I have heard the Premier say that before, and I 
have also heard the Minister for Tourism say it before - it is the argument that is always used.  It is the argument 
used by the partly-funded Perth Convention Bureau.  An article in The West Australian on 3 January 2000, by 
the bureau’s then director, Anne-Maree Ferguson, states  -  

Convention and exhibition centres around . . . the world are developed by governments for the resultant 
economic and trade development benefits.   

It is untrue that convention centres are provided with government funds for the private sector to operate.  What 
the Minister for Tourism said is untrue.  One does not have to go far to find out why it is untrue.  The 
Government's own report, which has come to the attention of the Opposition, was put together by Price 
Waterhouse, an accounting firm respected throughout the world.  Undoubtedly, the Government paid Price 
Waterhouse a huge amount of money to provide a report on how convention centres are funded around the 
world.  Price Waterhouse compiled a report that the Government quoted as the basis for giving $185m of 
taxpayers' money to a multinational corporation.  Either the minister did not read the report or he did not think 
the Opposition would take the trouble to read it.  I went to the trouble of finding this report and have read it.  It 
indicates that, of the major convention centres around the world in countries comparable to Australia, 10 were 
built completely by the private sector. 

Mr Trenorden:  Where are they? 

Mr McGOWAN:  I am glad the member for Avon asked me that question.  The convention centres in the 
following cities were completely funded by the private sector:  Bangkok, Thailand; Budapest, Hungary -  

Several members interjected. 

Mr McGOWAN:  I am happy to quote the report to the - 

Mr Osborne:  What sort of money are they giving to your campaign?  

Mr McGOWAN:  The member for Bunbury is off the planet.  Monterrey, Mexico; Guadalajara, Mexico; 
Helsinki, Finland; Hong Kong; Seoul, Korea; Paris, France -  

The member for Bunbury interjected. 

Mr McGOWAN:  I think the member for Bunbury had better quit now.  To continue:  Las Vegas, Nevada; and 
Mexico City, Mexico.  All those cities have convention centres that were completely funded by the private 
sector.  Convention centres in a range of other cities were partly funded by government and the private sector.  
The point needs to be made that the Government has said that all around the world convention centres are funded 
by Governments; that is not true.  This is the Government's own report. 

Mr Trenorden:  Is the member saying that we should fund it through gambling? 

Mr McGOWAN:  Another myth is exploded.  The member for Avon has not read the report.  Has the member 
read anything to do with this issue?  Does the member support it?  The first myth is exploded; that is, that around 
the world these centres are often funded by the private sector, as they should be.  I support the private sector 
carrying out projects like this.  It is an appropriate role for the private sector. 

The other great myth is that there was a deal of probity involved in the process.  The convention and exhibition 
centre task force had a number of members.  The Government will not release the details or the minutes of the 
task force, nor will it release the various proposals that were put forward.  A councillor of the City of Perth, 
Laurence Goodman, has referred to me information on one member of the task force.  That information indicates 
that the City of Perth’s representative on the convention and exhibition centre task force was Councillor Judy 
McEvoy, who is the partner of a Multiplex employee.  Councillor Laurence Goodman brought to the attention of 
various people that Councillor McEvoy participated in that process.  I am sure she is an honourable person, but, 
at the end of the day, one must not only do the right thing, but one must also be seen to be doing the right thing.  
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Councillor McEvoy participated in the meetings on this matter on behalf of the City of Perth and her partner 
works for Multiplex.  As we all know, Multiplex was the successful tenderer.   

Who knows, there could be more examples of this nature, however, we do not get to see the details because the 
Government will not release them to the public.  We are talking about $185m that belongs to the public.  When 
talking about open and accountable government, the Government should, first, give the public a say as to how it 
wants the money to be spent and second, where it wants the money spent.  The Government should also make 
sure make sure that is at least aware of the process, such as who is involved and the submissions that were 
tendered.   

A range of facts has come to light as this matter has progressed.  One of those facts is that one of the tenderers 
had an arrangement with LandCorp, a government agency, under which it wanted to pay back the Government 
the money involved.  It wanted to refund the contribution it made, yet the Opposition cannot get the details.  The 
reason for that is LandCorp has paid a bond of $100 000, which the Government has not released.  LandCorp is 
unable to release any details because the Government holds the bond over its head like the sword of Damocles.  
It cannot say exactly what it was proposing.  We hear some titbits around the place and some models are 
displayed in shopping centres, but the Opposition does not know what was in each submission because the 
Government will not allow that information to be released.  This an unusual way of going about business. 

The myth of probity and openness and the reality that is constantly unravelled points out that this project is 
flawed.  It follows on from a range of other tourism issues that I will take up in the future.  We had the myth of 
the success of the Elle campaign.  The Government was forced to release figures that proved that Western 
Australia had the slowest growth in tourism numbers in countries in which the Elle advertisements appeared.  
We had the myth of the Partnership 21 tourism project, which was supposed to be great for small business.  The 
Government is charging each small business operator - for example, someone who operates a bed and breakfast 
establishment in Merredin or in the electorate of the member for Murray-Wellington - $1 000 to have a photo on 
the WA Tourism Commission’s web site.  We have had other myths about the convention centre and I will 
expose another that relates to what the Premier said today in question time.  He said the Opposition was just 
knocking, because 2 000 jobs will be created during the construction phase of the convention centre and 3 000 
jobs will be created when the project is completed.  He said that $2.2b would be put into the State’s economy 
over 10 years.  Members should read the Premier’s budget speech of 11 May 2000. In that speech, just four or 
five months ago, the Government predicted that the convention centre would inject $1.5b into the State's 
economy.  That figure has increased by $700m in four months.  The Premier's speech in May said that 2 000 jobs 
would be created during construction and a further 600 when the centre is operational.  The number of jobs has 
increased by 2 400 in four months.  

Ms MacTiernan:  That's inflation under this Government! 

Mr McGOWAN:  The Government is not bad when it can achieve that sort of growth in four months.  
Governments always do this; they never think anyone will check their figures.  The process was flawed.  
Representatives on the convention centre task force had a conflict of interest.  The Government said projects 
such as this are funded by Governments all around the world.  That is untrue.  There are 10 convention centres in 
major cities that are funded by the private sector.  The Government has released revised figures about the 
enormous job growth and economic impact.  The project is growing so fast, who knows what the figures will be 
next month?  The Government will probably say that 4 000 jobs will be created.  The member for Avon might be 
able to get a job there when he leaves Parliament. 

Mr Trenorden:  I think I would be a bit slow. 

Mr McGOWAN:  Yes, he might not get a job as we want to present a good image to the world.  Those are the 
sorts of things that occurred during the tender process and which the Opposition will continue to reveal.  The 
Government is doing the wrong thing in giving this money to the private sector.  I thought it would have learnt 
from lessons around the world and from the past and realised that Western Australians care about basic services - 
the areas in which Governments should be involved - rather than risky, speculative deals with multinational 
corporations.  

MS MacTIERNAN (Armadale) [8.01 pm]:  The member for Rockingham pointed out one of the central 
concerns about the process; that is, a number of the requirements deemed to be mandatory, non-negotiable 
conditions of the tender ceased to be mandatory, non-negotiable conditions after certain parties had been ruled 
out of the race.  I think the member for Rockingham referred to the two most prominent conditions:  The 
requirement that there be, at a minimum, 20 000 square metres of exhibition space and that there be a performing 
arts facility within the complex.  Those conditions changed.  The six tenderers that were ruled out before the last 
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two did not have an opportunity to redo their figures to take this change into account.  This House heard the 
Minister for Energy last week pontificating about the tidal power project.  He thought it absolutely preposterous 
that the Labor Party would seek to change some of the parameters of assessment after tenders had been called; 
yet that is precisely what happened in this case.  Some of the most crucial and fundamental aspects of the tender 
process were changed subsequent to at least four - if not six - of the tenderers being ruled out.  That is grossly 
unfair.  Those consortia have said that if they had known that the mandatory, non-negotiable requirements were 
non-mandatory and completely negotiable, they could have re-figured their projects to make them far more 
financially attractive.  The assessment was very unfair.  It was not a level playing field but a two-tiered pitch on 
which the various teams had to play.  It is completely unacceptable.   

Another point - I do not think it has been raised today - concerns me because it makes me think there has been a 
great deal of shenanigans and lack of honesty on the part of the Government and its servants in the Tourism 
Commission.  The commission's chief executive was reported in The West Australian of 1 August 2000 as saying 
that "commission evaluations of the bids for the project would be released to the public when the contract with 
Multiplex was signed".  He said that the Tourism Commission would not release the assessment of the bids - the 
scores achieved by each of the final two parties - until the contract was signed; that is, when it is too late.  He 
went on to say, within the same article that "the Nexus and Leighton consortium bids had higher risks and some 
aspects were unfunded". 

Mr Crockett said he would not release the figures until the deal with Multiplex was finalised, some time in 
September, but that he could say that one of the reasons the bids of Nexus Consortium and Leighton Contractor 
were ruled out was that the risks were higher and some aspects of the project were unfunded, which was 
interesting.  It sounded plausible.  However, Matt Price of The Australian had got hold of the scorecard for 
Multiplex and Nexus, which was published in that newspaper the next day.  The statement that had been made 
the previous day, when the Tourism Commission thought it would not be discovered because the figures would 
not be released for another couple of months, appeared to be a complete misrepresentation.  The two relevant 
assessment items are project viability, for which Multiplex was awarded 13.3 and Nexus 15.2; and risk to 
government, for which Multiplex scored 8 and Nexus 6.  It seems there is an argument that the viability of these 
groups was at least parallel.   

Mr Osborne:  My recollection is that the higher score means a lower risk. 

Ms MacTIERNAN:  Yes, but when the two factors are considered together, the bids are on a par. 

Mr Osborne:  There is room for the decision to be based on other criteria.  The Government was not prepared to 
be a property developer.  Leighton's bid required the Government to develop office space on the foreshore. 

Ms MacTIERNAN:  I am comparing the final two bids.  Leighton had already been ruled out by this stage.  The 
Government did not give it an opportunity to redo its figures to accommodate the changed criteria.  The member 
for Bunbury must admit that that does not sit well with statements the Minister for Energy has made about the 
tidal power project. 

It is also of concern that, although there are serious shortfalls in the Nexus and Leighton bids, the bid that 
contains really serious shortfalls is the Multiplex bid.  There is a great deal of concern in the business community 
that Multiplex will not be able to deliver on what it tendered for.  A modus operandi seems to be developing.  
Multiplex's bid for the Leighton Beach redevelopment was a very adventurous submission that ignored the draft 
coastal policy guidelines.  I understand other tenderers took those into account.  Multiplex made an adventurous 
bid and, as a result, was able to offer a higher price.  It should have been, and probably was, entirely anticipated 
that it is not politically possible to deliver on such a proposal. Multiplex has reached the preferred tenderer 
status.  If the Government is to be taken at face value, we will see a very substantial reworking of the 
development envelope on the Leighton Beach redevelopment, yet Multiplex retain its preferred tenderer status.  
The parameters of the development are being changed quite significantly but Multiplex remains the preferred 
tenderer and the only developer with which the Government is continuing to deal and the one with which the 
Government proposes, once it has its coastal management plan sorted out, to do the deal.  The Government can 
see what I am saying.  We have a company out there that says, “Okay, these are the risks here.  We will ignore 
the coastal management plan.  We will go in and develop this proposal that we know we are unlikely to ever get 
away with, but because we have done that we have produced the highest numbers and that will get us the deal.”   

A lot of people in the business community in Perth are suggesting that Multiplex is doing much the same here 
and in fact  has gone in and put together a project which it may not be able to deliver.  There is also a suggestion 
that it simply may not have the finance for this project.  I understand that a number of the other leading tenderers 
that were ruled out did have their projects fully funded and ready to go.  Even when one looks at the figures on 
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project viability, Nexus stacks up considerably higher than Multiplex and is over 20 per cent more viable than 
the Multiplex deal,  which perhaps gives some weight to those concerns.  This is how I reached the notion that I 
expressed by way of interjection.  It is about time that we got some truth in tendering in this State.  We have seen 
what has gone on with Leighton Shores, and what is likely to go on with this project has been endemic in Main 
Roads with the administration of those term network contracts.  Those term network contracts amounting to 
$1.1b have been let and dealt with in the most disgraceful manner.  The issue that is relevant today is the way in 
which the contractors, in order to ramp up their scoring, include as participants in their projects a whole range of 
local companies.  They say, “We will use company X, company Y and company Z”, and in their tenders they 
include 20 page-profiles of those companies, including all their personnel and experience in delivering Main 
Roads' contracts.  During the tender assessment process that is taken into account, and they get high points; they 
ramp up their points in the areas of key personnel and - 

Mr Bloffwitch:  Are you talking about Multiplex? 

Ms MacTIERNAN:  I am trying to explain the process; I am trying to explain the concept of truth in tendering. 

Mr Shave interjected. 

Ms MacTIERNAN:  I am having a go at this Government’s administration of the tendering process.  Any 
company can try it on.  The Government is responsible for proper and competent administration of the tendering 
process.  We have seen woeful conduct in other areas of government contract administration where companies 
are not bound by the material that is put into a tender.  That is an absolute disgrace. 

I will complete this example for the member for Geraldton because he clearly needs a bit of education.  He 
supposedly oversaw a review of the State Supply Commission.  It surprises me that in that capacity he has not 
made himself more aware of how some of the most major tendering processes in this State work.  Let me repeat 
it for him. 

Mr Bloffwitch:  I am, and I know it was all above board, despite your rantings and ravings. 

Ms MacTIERNAN:  I can show the member the documents. 

Mr Bloffwitch:  Give me the documents.  You do not have them. 

Ms MacTIERNAN:  Of course I do not have them here with me. 

Mr Bloffwitch:  That is your normal attitude.  You simply say anything and do anything. 

Ms MacTIERNAN:  I am hoping that the member for Geraldton is tired and emotional.  That was an 
unprecedented outburst.  I will give him an example and I will refer quite a few of the disgruntled business folk 
to the member for Geraldton.  RoadCare was a multinational consortium that included a raft of Western 
Australian companies in its tender process.  It included companies such as WA Quarry and Slate, QTR, and the 
Aboriginal corporations KEEDAC and SAC from Katanning and Albany respectively.  Under FOI we have 
managed to get certain aspects of that tender document and we have found that in submitting its tender RoadCare 
included those companies as part of the delivery of the service that it proposed to give Main Roads.  That 
fundamentally changed its assessment. It had been unsuccessful in its first two goes at the Main Roads’ term 
network contract, and the feedback it was getting was that it was not scoring well on key personnel, such as 
people who had had experience in dealing with Main Roads’ contracts and, secondly – 

Mr Bloffwitch:  That is irrelevant. 

Ms MacTIERNAN:  It is highly relevant.  The company was scoring poorly in relation to local content.  It 
employed someone especially to go and get those local Western Australian companies that would change that.  It 
included those companies in its tender submission.  As soon as it was awarded that tender, it told those 
companies, “Bugger off!” RoadCare was not serious about involving them.  It denied in the first instance that it 
even included these companies in its tender document, but under FOI we established that it indeed had, and it 
was scored accordingly.  I am not saying it will happen with the convention centre project - we will be watching 
this very closely - but we will see that what has been promised will not be delivered.  We want to know to what 
extent the Government will be prepared, once the contract has been signed - of course, when it is too late - to 
show us the tender submission and then let us, the public, compare that with the contract that is ultimately 
signed.  Only if the Government does that can we show that there has been truth in tendering and that this 
company has in fact been awarded this tender on a fair and proper basis. 
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MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington - Parliamentary Secretary) [8.20 pm]:  I will respond to the amendment 
to the Address-in-Reply.  It is interesting that the member for Rockingham has not even had a briefing on the 
issue with the Western Australian Tourism Commission. 

Mr McGowan:  I have asked officers of the Tourism Commission for a briefing.  I contacted the minister by 
letter and by fax.  They offered me a briefing at 6.00 pm tonight. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  The reason the member has not had a briefing is that he would not respond to their  calls.  
The commission set up a briefing about two weeks ago but it was the night the member was on television 
complaining about the convention centre.  I attended that briefing.  I drove from Harvey to Perth so that I would 
not inconvenience the Tourism Commission by making it hold two briefings.  I wasted four hours of my time 
just to fit in with the member for Rockingham, but he did not even bother to turn up. 

Mr McGowan:  The briefing was at 2.00 pm and they  called me at 1.00 pm.  I already had a full day’s worth of 
appointments. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  That is not the story I was told.  I was told that the member would not respond to their calls. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr BRADSHAW:  It would not matter if we built the Taj Mahal.  The Opposition would always find something 
to whinge and complain about.  Members opposite will always say that we have done things wrong.  In the end a 
decision had to be made as to who would build the convention centre.  

Ms MacTiernan:  Do members of the Government remember criticising the northern suburbs rail system? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  It appears that some members are not interested in listening to me when I ask them to 
come to order.  I have already called for order twice.  I will call members to order formally and thereby start a 
process. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I will say a few things in response to the allegations, innuendo and misinformation that has 
been put about.  All the Opposition can do is knock.  It does not matter what the Government wants to do in this 
State – all it can do is knock.  Somebody has to make a decision as to who will build the convention centre.  The 
convention centre was mooted 25 years ago at the first annual general meeting of the Perth Convention Bureau.  
It was recognised that Perth needed a dedicated international convention and exhibition centre.  It was not this 
Government's idea.  It came from the Perth Convention Bureau’s AGM 25 years ago.  A convention centre has 
been on the agenda for a long time.  In recognition of the high priority placed on the project by the tourism 
industry, the Government made an election commitment in 1996 to encourage the private sector to build a 
convention and exhibition centre in Perth.  

Mr McGowan:  The Government has broken that commitment. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  It has not broken it.  During the lead up to the election in 1996, the Government made a 
commitment to build a convention and exhibition centre in Perth.  One must realise that in Australia every 
convention and exhibition centre has been funded by government, with the exception of the one currently being 
built on the Gold Coast.  That centre will be subsidised by the Queensland Government and will be similar to 
ours except that we have got a far better deal.  Fulfilling its commitment, the State Government announced in 
May 1998 an incentive package of up to $100m as a result of the sale of the Dampier to Bunbury natural gas 
pipeline, and the provision of crown land, potentially at freehold, to facilitate the development of the proposed 
Perth convention and exhibition centre.  The Government made that decision after it received $100m from the 
sale of the natural gas pipeline.  We are now more than two years down the track.  There has been widespread 
consultation with the arts community and groups involved with tourism to try to determine the best form of 
convention centre that should be built in Western Australia. 

In 1994 a feasibility study determined the viability of a dedicated convention and exhibition centre for Perth.  It 
was commissioned by the Western Australian Tourism Commission.  In 1997, it was updated to account for 
changes in the market and inflationary effects.  The report concluded that an economic impact of $2.2b over the 
first 10 years of the centre's operation could be expected in Western Australia.  A cabinet decision was made on 
30 April 1998 to proceed with the project, as part of the 1998-99 budget announcement.   

In January 1999 the Perth convention and exhibition centre task force issued a public document seeking 
expressions of interest for the development of a convention and exhibition facility in Perth.  Seven responses 
were received.  The respondents were:  Burswood; the Grocon-Transfield consortium; the Kwobbrup 
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consortium, led by Thiess Contractors Pty Ltd; Leighton Contractors Pty Ltd; the Macquarie Bank consortium; 
the Multiplex consortium; and the Nexus consortium.  In accordance with the approved procurement process, in 
August 1999 cabinet approval was given to the Nexus consortium and the Multiplex consortium, and to Leighton 
Contractors Pty Ltd being short-listed to the request for proposal stage.  The crown land selected and ranked by 
the Government was the Northbridge rail link site in situ; the Transperth City Busport  site; and the Perth 
Concert Hall site.  The allocation of an additional crown land site and $10m was offered in return for the 
construction of a rugby and soccer stadium.  The request for proposal documents were sent to the short-listed 
applicants.  In the end, the determination was made between the Multiplex consortium and the Nexus 
consortium, because Leighton Contractors Pty Ltd’s proposal presented a high risk to the Government.  Leighton 
Contractors had the idea that the Government would pay for the convention centre through the sale of adjoining 
land.  That proposal was not acceptable to the Government. 

The selection process was followed diligently.  I will address some of the misinformation that was put out by the 
member for Rockingham.  A letter from Mr Keith Jones, managing partner of Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu, dated 
26 July 2000, states - 

Dear Minister 

PERTH CONVENTION & EXHIBITION CENTRE 
I would like to confirm with you that at the time of writing this letter, our probity opinion on the above 
project, issued on 30 June to the Project Director remained unchanged. 

We have attended the debriefing meetings with the unsuccessful consortiums and are satisfied to date 
that there are no new issues that may cause us to believe they were not fairly and properly treated 
during the process.  The Leighton Consortium did however, raise a recent concern that they have over 
the ultimate decision of the Government to accept less than the original mandatory requirements. 

We have reviewed their concerns and response from the Project Development Manager together with 
advice from the Crown Solicitors Office.  Consequently we remain satisfied that the modified process 
arising out of the non conformance of the three respondents was an appropriate solution to enable the 
Government to proceed with the transaction. 

The member for Rockingham said there had been changes.  The changes were above board and open to 
everybody and there were no problems with them. 

Point of Order 

Mr KOBELKE:  When the Parliamentary Secretary has finished quoting from the document could he table it as 
an official document? 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I do not see a problem with it because it assures us that everything was above board. 

Mr Kobelke:  That is your interpretation. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I just read it to the House.  I will not waste the time of the House reading the rest of it 
because it simply confirms more of what I just said.  

I also find it interesting that the member for Rockingham implied that there was something sinister about  the 
fact that one member of the task force happened to be a partner of someone working for Multiplex Constructions 
Pty Ltd.  He is trying to tarnish the process.  However, more than two or three people were involved in the 
process.  

The SPEAKER:  Order!  A private member making statements cannot be required to table anything.  I am not 
sure whether the member for Murray-Wellington is speaking as a Parliamentary Secretary using official 
documents.  If he is and the letter is part of the official documentation, he can table it.  If he  is not, private 
members cannot be made to table documents. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I am speaking as the Parliamentary Secretary for Tourism so I am happy to table that paper.  

[See paper No 120.] 

Debate Resumed 

Mr BRADSHAW:  A total of 76 people were involved in the Perth convention and exhibition centre tender 
process comprising 19 task force members, 18 people on the project team, six architects, and 10 people in site 
selection, nine in development, seven in commercial and seven in administration.  The process was above board 
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and there is no room for anybody to find fault with it, although that is difficult for the Opposition to accept 
because its members always want to knock and whinge about everything.  

I find it distressing that the Opposition wants to knock any progress the State makes and wants to make people 
feel depressed rather than encourage  them to enjoy this great State.  As I said, the task force comprised 19 
members and the project team comprised 18 members.  That is a considerable number of people.  Even if one of 
those people is associated with somebody who works for Multiplex Constructions Pty Ltd, it is no big deal.  In 
drawing attention to that person, the Opposition is questioning her integrity and the role she is playing in the 
matter.  Members opposite are trying to say that anyone involved in the project who is associated with anyone at 
all should not be involved in it.  

The comments of the member for Rockingham about the members of the task force are wrong.  The members 
involved in this project, from the task force down, are the Minister for Tourism, who was the chairperson; 
representatives from the Tourism Commission; Dr Frank Pitman, Director of Contract and Management 
Services; Mr Alistair Bryant, Ministry of Culture and the Arts; and officers from the Government Property 
Office, the Ministry for Planning, Treasury, the Department of Transport, the Premier's Office, the Perth 
Convention Bureau, Clifton Coney Stevens (WA) Pty Ltd, Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu and Arthur Andersen.  He 
is attacking their integrity because they recommended that the Government accept the tender from Multiplex 
Constructions Pty Ltd.  Although he is prepared to knock these people, he was not prepared to have a briefing 
with the Tourism Commission to find out how the process worked. 

Mr Osborne:  He was frightened it would make too much sense.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  Despite that, he had the temerity to go on television and knock the project.  It is the type of 
project that would have brought criticism from the Opposition regardless of what processes were followed.  
Ultimately, someone had to make a decision, and the right decision has been made in this case.  

This arrangement has been undertaken because it poses minimal risk to the Government.  Multiplex is committed 
to bringing conventions to Western Australia.  If that commitment is not met adequately within, I think, three 
years, the convention centre will revert to the State; otherwise it will do so in 35 years. 

Mr Kobelke:  If Multiplex does not come up to standard it must commit expenditure to promote it. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I am sure that I was told at my briefing that it would revert to the State after three years, 
although I stand to be corrected.  Conventions have already been booked - I think four major ones and a series of 
minor ones - for the centre.  Work is under way to ensure they are  ready.  

The member for Rockingham said the bonds had not been returned.  One of the notes I have reads -  

The $100 000 bonds have been released back to Nexus and Leighton, as the selection process is now 
complete.  

I am not sure from where the member for Rockingham received his information that the bonds had not been 
returned and the people involved were being kept quiet.  The notes I have indicate that the bonds have been 
returned.  I am sure, therefore, that the people involved would be happy to speak on the matter if necessary.  

One of the other problems the Government has is the prerogative of the consortia to release the State from its 
obligation to honour confidentiality agreements and, subsequently, of deciding which information can be 
released.  In other words, until the organisations tendering for the project give the Government the right to 
release the information, the Government is bound under a confidentiality clause not to do so.  Also, as I pointed 
out earlier, it should be noted that probity guidelines were strictly followed during the selection process.  Deloitte 
Touche Tohmatsu was appointed as probity auditor for the PCEC.  The probity auditor performed two key roles 
during this process.  Firstly, it was to ensure that the procedures adopted in the submission in response to the 
expressions of interest and request for proposal and the evaluation of selection processes were fair and equitable 
and that the probity of the process was independently evaluated.  Secondly, it was to provide assurance to all 
interested applicants that the appropriate processes were fully adhered to and that no applicant was given an 
unfair advantage or was unfairly discriminated against.  As I said, according to Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu, the 
probity auditor, that process was followed and none of the tenderers was disadvantaged due to the change. 

MR COURT (Nedlands - Premier) [8.37 pm]:  It is very easy for the Opposition to be flippant and to criticise 
the Government's actions in developing a convention and exhibition centre in this State.  I do not shy away from 
the fact that this is a big and difficult project.  It has undergone a comprehensive and proper process to reach this 
stage.  I have no doubt that during construction this project will incur many difficulties, as it will when it comes 
into operation.  
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Governments are elected to make decisions and to set out a clear plan to industry how they will achieve their 
goals, and then to deliver them.  I can assure the member for Rockingham that it is a damn sight easier to sit on 
the opposition benches in this House and criticise all the people involved in these projects.  They are difficult to 
put together and to deliver.  However, this Government will deliver.  At the end of the day we will be able to 
restore our position in this country of being able to attract conventions and exhibitions, which we cannot now do.  

Why did we put in place a strategy to develop a dedicated convention and exhibition centre?  The answer is easy:  
We do not have a convention centre in this State; yet every other capital city has one.  We cannot attract quality 
conventions and exhibitions without such a facility.  There is nothing complicated about why the Government 
made the decision to go down that path.  

Mr Kobelke:  Will you answer a question?   

Mr COURT:  No; I will make my comments and then answer questions.   

I was the Minister for Tourism for a short period.  The industry lobbied relentlessly and told the Government that 
if it did not work out how to put this facility in place, Western Australia would slip behind Adelaide, Sydney, 
Melbourne and Brisbane.  The Government had to look at how those States funded their facilities.  The Victorian 
Government got a very high premium for a casino licence and used the proceeds to build its facility, and the 
same was done in Brisbane.  I have been to all those convention and exhibition facilities and I have attended 
many different shows.  I have also attended conventions and exhibitions in Perth that have been staged without 
adequate facilities.  As the Leader of the House and Minister for Resources Development knows, one of the 
convention highlights in this State was the magnificent LNG12 conference.  This State is a major world player in 
the mining industry.  We had to erect many temporary facilities to stage that exhibition.  Erecting large displays 
inside the Burswood Dome is difficult - the airlocks prevent trucks being driven in and unloaded.  As a result, 
the displays erected for that show were very costly.  

The Government has made a decision.  Virtually all the proceeds of the sale of the gas pipeline were used to 
retire debt.  The remainder was set aside for two major projects:  First, to fast track the computers-in-schools 
project; and, second, to facilitate the development of an international-standard convention and exhibition centre.  
The member for Murray-Wellington has outlined the process that has been put in place.  It has been very proper 
and has resulted in fierce competition between the different players.   

I acknowledge that we face many difficulties; these projects are not easy.  The process involved seven different 
panels:  The task force; a project team; a commercial evaluation team; a design evaluation team; an architecture 
advisory subcommittee; and the crown land site selection team.  Some 76 people met on 136 separate occasions, 
and that was just within the government process.  Members can imagine the amount of work put in by the teams 
formulating the concept plans.  It is very easy for the member for Rockingham to say that a subsidy is a 
monumental waste of taxpayers' money and that this is an unnecessary and unwanted $100m to $200m 
convention centre funded by taxpayers.  Is he saying that the convention and exhibition centre development is 
unwanted?   

Mr McGowan:  Ask the public.  Have you done that?   

Mr COURT:  The longer the member for Rockingham is the opposition spokesperson for Tourism, the better it 
will be for this Government.  It is an insult to one of the most important growth industries and one of the greatest 
new employers in this State.  

Mr McGowan:  I support the private sector.  

Mr COURT:  The member says he supports the tourism industry.  The private sector tourism industry's main 
priority is for the Government to assist it in establishing this facility.  The member should not try to tell me 
otherwise.  I have sat in on all the meetings and I have attended the private sector presentations.   

Mr McGowan:  The main priority is cheaper airfares.  You are not in touch.   

Mr COURT:  The member is a Johnny-come-lately when it comes to that issue.  He did not have the courage to 
tell Qantas and Ansett that they were ripping us off.  He sat silent.  

Even UnionsWA, which is not exactly a friend of the Government, has strongly supported this project.  Why?  It 
is because it will create jobs during construction and, more importantly, it will create long-term employment in 
catering, entertainment, cleaning and so on.  All I ask of the member opposite is that he keep running the line he 
is running now - that is, that no-one wants it, it is a waste of taxpayers' dollars -  

Mr McGowan:  You do not even like the design.   
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Mr COURT:  As this project is constructed, when it comes into operation and when we can showcase this State 
in a magnificent international -  

Mr Kobelke:  We will be in government to open it for you.   

Mr Barnett:  We are building now, not in 20 years.   

Mr COURT:  That is an interesting comment.  I bet that if members opposite found themselves opening it they 
would say what a magnificent facility it is.   

Mr McGowan:  Are you aware that the Chamber of Commerce and Industry does not like it?  You have referred 
to UnionsWA.  The chamber is opposed to a government subsidy.  Are you aware of that?   

Mr COURT:  It can have its view.  I am simply saying that no-one in the private sector would build a convention 
and exhibition centre in this State.  

Mr Kobelke:  The Burswood Resort Casino consortium is willing to.   

Mr COURT:  The member is mistaken.  The Burswood consortium was given an opportunity to put forward a 
proposal.  It did so and is expanding its convention facilities.  That is fantastic.  If I had been running the 
Burswood Resort Casino for the past 10 years, I would have built a dedicated convention and business centre.  I 
would have built such a critical mass that no-one would have been able to break into that market.  However, 
even with the monopoly on gambling that members opposite gave it, the Burswood consortium could not commit 
to a convention and exhibition facility.  Who in the private sector will build it?  Stanley Ho would build it for 
nothing, but only if he were granted a casino licence.  The Packers would build it in the same circumstances.  
This Government has no intention of granting a second casino licence.  Everyone had the opportunity to come up 
with a proposal.  Even the Burswood consortium, which has had the monopoly on gambling in this State, could 
not come up with a proposal that provided a convention and exhibition facility.  That is not good enough.   

Mr McGowan:  All your reports say that if the Burswood facility is expanded as planned it will meet 95 per cent 
of the convention needs of the State.   

Mr COURT:  Yes, but the member forgets the exhibition centre.  He attended functions during Local 
Government Week, which brings together 700 or 800 people.  The delegates at that gathering are inundated with 
people wanting to sell them playgrounds, graders, rubbish bins and so on.  The only exhibition space available is 
a small lobby.   

Mr McGowan:  That facility is being expanded.   

Mr COURT:  The member is not listening.  Burswood is not building an exhibition centre.  Has he ever run an 
exhibition?   

Mr McGowan:  Yes, I have.   

Mr COURT:  Which exhibition?   

Mr McGowan:  I will tell you later.  

Mr COURT:  For what it is worth, for some years I organised an annual boat show.  Any show like that needs a 
facility that will accommodate tall exhibits which are transported on semi-trailers and which need to be unloaded 
in situ.   

We need to meet those requirements.  This State has not got those facilities and it deserves them.  I repeat:  
There is a requirement for a dedicated convention-exhibition facility in this State to allow the State to remain in 
the tourism game.  We looked at all the different ways of putting it together.  We came up with this proposal into 
which we will put $110m.  We will go out to the private sector and see what it will put in.  In every other State, 
such convention and exhibition centres are funded 100 per cent by the Government.  We have been able to get 
basically one-third funded by the Government and two-thirds by the private sector.  That project going ahead 
will be the catalyst for a number of other related projects.  In the next couple of years this city will take off 
because so many of such developments will be taking place. 

Mr Kobelke: When Burswood is expanded with extra facilities in comparison with the new convention centre 
that will be  built near the Transperth City Busport, how many conventions and exhibitions a year would be 
catered for by the new facility which could not  go into an expanded Burswood? 

Mr COURT:  I have just made the point that Burswood cannot run an exhibition because it does not have an 
exhibition facility. 
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Mr Kobelke:  It can, but it is limited, and I accept the limitation. 

Mr COURT:  Exhibitions do not come to Perth because we do not have the facilities.  Does the member 
understand what I am saying? 

Mr Kobelke:  You said we had one major exhibition for oil and gas. 

Mr COURT:  I explained that the exhibition had to be held in temporary facilities, which cost a huge amount of 
money.  The big winner from this new convention-exhibition facility will be Burswood.  It has woken up to the 
fact.  We will have competition for conventions and people will come into the State whom we otherwise would 
not get.  The conventions that have already been booked are very large.  Getting more people into the city will be 
a big boost for regional areas.  I say to the Leader of the Opposition, "Please, please, keep this gentleman as your 
tourism spokesperson." 

MR MARSHALL (Dawesville - Parliamentary Secretary) [8.53 pm]:  I am very disappointed by this 
amendment or stunt.  Why does the Opposition ridicule every positive project put forward by this Government?  
Is it sour grapes or simply that the Opposition does not have the capacity to think big or see the real picture for 
Western Australia?  Every major city in the world has a convention centre because they generate millions of 
dollars for the city and its surrounding regional areas.  The decision to build a convention centre was not made 
lightly by this Government.  It involved a specially convened task force, a specially convened project team, a 
commercial evaluation, a design evaluation, and an architecture advisory subcommittee and crown land site 
selection.  A total of 76 people met on 136 separate occasions to make the decision.  The Opposition seems hell-
bent on opposing the foreshore site selection, but it is wrong.  Perth's river views are very special; in fact, they 
are landmarks for millions of overseas visitors.  We need tourism in Western Australia to build up our 
employment figures, and hospitality seems to be the way in which we can cater for that area.  We certainly need 
visitors.  On a more selfish note, I see the capacity of the convention centre to hold 2 500 people as value adding 
to my electorate of Dawesville.  Other regions will benefit from the centre. 

Every year, Mandurah is the most visited one-day destination for tourism in Western Australia.  Everything is 
being done to continue that.  I am absolutely sure that a Perth convention centre will enhance business 
opportunities in the area.  What has Mandurah to offer?  The tourism bureau was initiated only four years ago.  
Already it has boosted the number of people coming into the area.  Apart from the sights to be seen, the Peel 
region has become the golfing coast of Western Australia.  We have seen the development of the Port Kennedy 
and Secret Harbour golf courses within a couple of kilometres of each other.  They are in the electorate of the 
member for Rockingham.  The Meadow Springs golf course is ranked in the top 60 golf courses in Australia.  
The Mandurah Golf Course is going remarkably well at the moment, and in six months to a year the Port 
Bouvarde or Dawesville Channel golf course will be in operation. 

Mr Trenorden:  You forgot Pinjarra, which is not a bad golf course. 

Mr MARSHALL:  Pinjarra can be added to the Peel list as well. 

Mr Shave:  There will be good housing developments around those golf courses. 

Mr MARSHALL:  Yes.  Apart from those housing developments which will result from those golf courses, the 
Perth convention centre will attract 2 500 people from all over the world, which is unheard in Western Australia, 
and they will bring their partners and families.  Where can they go from Perth for one day and be entertained at 
such value?  I am talking through my pocket when I speak of the added value resulting from the Perth 
convention centre. 

Mandurah is preparing for this, too.  Only last week the new Quest Hospitality Pty Ltd accommodation opened 
in Port Mandurah.  It has 71 top-class single bedroom, double bedroom and family units, some of which cost 
$282 a night.  At Christmas those units will bring in $1 000 a week.  Of course, people attending the Perth 
convention centre for a convention would be interested in only one night's accommodation. 

Mr Shave:  The value of land around golf courses will increase enormously. 

Mr MARSHALL:  I remember years ago when I was in Queensland with Professor Don Watts who was about to 
become vice chancellor of Bond University, that we met Graham Marsh who had recently developed a golf 
course.  He told us to buy land around the golf course because the price of it greatly inflates over a short period.  
I did not take the tip, but it has happened.  The member for Alfred Cove is absolutely right about that.  Golf 
courses have been established to cater for tourism.  They will cater for tourist numbers inflated by the Perth 
convention centre.  In fact a new town house development is about to open alongside Meadow Springs golf 
course. 
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In the past two years 21 new restaurants have opened in Mandurah.  Members might ask whether the demand is 
there.  I have already said that Mandurah is the most frequented one-day destination in Western Australia.  An 
enormous number of people go to Mandurah for the day and have breakfast, lunch and afternoon tea at its 
restaurants before returning to Perth.  Unfortunately, the area has a 10 per cent unemployment rate.  That is 
decreasing all the time under this Government.  Alarmingly, youth unemployment is 22 per cent.  What can we 
train youth to do?  The hospitality industry will give jobs to the majority of the unemployed in the electorate.  
The TAFE courses indicate that, because the hospitality courses are booked out all the time.  The sooner more 
people come to Western Australia as a result of the Perth convention centre, the sooner they will visit areas such 
as Mandurah, which will help its unemployment figures. 

Partners of people attending the convention centre will be able to take a trip to Mandurah while their partners are 
working.  In another couple of years, Mandurah will have a 500-pen marina, so that people can travel to 
Mandurah by boat for the day.  The marina will have a restaurant and magnificent views.  Having recently 
returned from Scotland and Ireland, I was glad to get home.  When I got to my home, I asked why we went away 
because Mandurah has the best tourism facilities. 

Everything I wanted to see, and for which I paid over the limit in Europe and the United Kingdom, I could see in 
Mandurah.  When the visitors to the Perth convention centre come down to Mandurah, they will say, "This is 
really something."  Besides the marina, there is the performing arts centre and the estuary and canal cruises.  The 
canals are lined with magnificent houses that are better than those on the Gold Coast in Queensland.  On top of 
that, there will be a fisherman's wharf, but it will not be quite the same as the one in San Francisco.  There is also 
the Dome Cafe Mandurah, Cicerello's, an Italian restaurant and an ice-cream parlour that will give people a 
chance to relax.  Once people visit Mandurah, they will wonder why they are going back to Perth.  If they go to 
the Dawesville Channel, they will see the most magnificent maritime engineering feat of its time in Western 
Australia.  If they are in the Jolly Frog restaurant on a sunny day, when the dolphins are breaking and the 
recreational fishermen are catching fish, and look through the glass at a view that is second to none, they will 
say, "I am glad I came to Perth.  My husband came for the convention and I was able to come down here."   

I have talked a little about my electorate and the importance of a convention centre to it.  This amendment 
stunned me, because it says that the decision to spend millions on a convention centre gift is irresponsible, 
involved a secret and is a flawed process that has ignored the wishes of the Western Australian public.  I do not 
know to whom the Opposition has been talking, because everyone in the Mandurah and Peel regions understands 
what it will mean to them.  As most people know, I am a Fremantle person of three generations and I know 
thousands of people there.  Everyone in the metropolitan area to whom I have spoken  are also looking forward 
to this convention centre.  Fremantle will also get the spin-off from the convention centre.  To say that millions 
of dollars have been spent in an irresponsible way is typical of a losing side, which blames the umpire, the 
recruit staff and everyone around them and does not look at the truth.  The statement about spending millions of 
dollars on irresponsible decision-making is absolutely typical of a loser.  The process of selecting the preferred 
provider for the Perth convention and exhibition centre has been subject to extensive consultation with 
stakeholders from fields as diverse as the arts, planning, the convention and exhibition sector, architecture, 
business, finance, economics, tourism, traffic management and urban design.  I could go on and illustrate for 
members that there is no irresponsibility.  I believe this Government has made a good decision.  

MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [9.03 pm]:  I will make a couple of quick comments about this proposal because it 
is very important.  Members opposite have all but admitted that they want a gambling-led convention centre; yet, 
we recall the establishment of the Burswood International Resort Casino a decade ago.  They read out a list of - 

Mr Kobelke:  That is nonsense, and you know it! 

Mr TRENORDEN:  They have.  Can the member tell me how the Opposition will do this without its being a 
gambling-led convention centre?  That is the Opposition's proposal. 

Mr Kobelke:  We have never said that. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  That is what the proposal is.  Members opposite established the Burswood Casino and gave 
it provisions that are draconian for the rest of the State.  It has control of many of the games forever or until a 
second casino is established.  There cannot be activity in my electorate, the electorate of the member for 
Nollamara or that of anyone else until there is a second casino.  Obviously, the Opposition is planning the second 
casino.  That is where the money is coming from to establish the convention centre.  It is very interesting.   

The Opposition's lead speaker, the member for Rockingham, waxed on about how this should not happen, but he 
did not mention the soccer stadium.  That sport is attended by greater crowds than any other sport in Western 
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Australia.  However, the maximum crowd of 15 000 people is not enough to financially sustain a soccer stadium.  
Members opposite are saying that the State should not be involved in establishing a soccer stadium in this State.  
That is what the member for Rockingham has said. 

Mr Kobelke:  You are either a fool or devious!  We have never said any such thing. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  It is fact.  How will the Opposition get a stadium for a home and away game of soccer with 
patronage of a maximum of 15 000 people without a state contribution? 

Mr Kobelke:  It will be done; don't you worry about it. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  How?  It is financially impossible.  Without the State's participation, the soccer stadium 
cannot be established.  

Mr Kobelke:  We would have given state participation. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  We heard the dissertation from the member for Rockingham, but he totally forgot about a 
soccer stadium. 

Mr McGowan:  Do you know who will own it?   

Mr TRENORDEN:  The State will own the soccer stadium in seven years. 

Mr McGowan:  No.  North East Equity Pty Ltd will own it.  Do you know how it is being paid for?   

Mr TRENORDEN:  The member for Rockingham is telling the story. 

Mr McGowan:  It is a $10m grant with $27.8m in revenue from car parking on crown land and $3m in cross-
subsidies from the convention centre grant.  It is being paid for by the public. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  It is being heavily subsidised. 

Mr Osborne:  It is a $40m stadium. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  That is right.  It is for a maximum of 15 000 people, and sometimes as few as 10 000.  
Without the assistance the member just outlined, the soccer stadium would not go ahead. 

Mr Kobelke:  That is absolute rubbish!   

Mr TRENORDEN:  How could it happen? 

Mr Kobelke:  There are lots of ways a Government can fund a soccer stadium without tying it to a convention 
centre.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  That will go to Burswood.  The member for Nollamara is obviously telling us that the poker 
machines at the Burswood Casino will be extended so it can build the stadium on its grounds.  That is what 
members opposite are saying to us. 

The member for Armadale waxed on about one of her favourite subjects, and I agree with her to some degree.  
This State - as well as every other State in Australia - has gone from a bureaucracy that has rarely been involved 
in tendering to one that is heavily involved in tendering.  As members know, I chair the Public Accounts 
Committee and I travel around the States and read reports.  There is not a State in Australia that is not having 
difficulties getting used to this process. 

Mr Osborne interjected. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I was trying to forget that.  I do not disagree with some of the things the member for 
Armadale said.  These processes will be improved.  No doubt mistakes will be made, as our State and others get 
involved in the process of tendering out.  Not only the Court Government, but also the Governments of New 
South Wales, Victoria and Queensland are going through this process.  I have just spent a week's holiday in 
Queensland.  A considerable amount of noise is being made in Queensland about tendering.  I was interested to 
read about that in its newspapers; they mirror ours.  I have no doubt that a learning process in tendering will need 
to occur.   

I echo the words of the member for Dawesville a little differently, because my constituency is also visited by 
daytrippers.  The member quite eloquently pointed out that Mandurah is a man-made place.  The Avon Valley 
has a beautiful, natural environment, which people will and do want to visit in ever-increasing numbers.  There is 
a considerable amount of excitement in the tourism industry.  I would not say that about every constituent in 
Avon, because not every constituent has a direct interest in tourism.  However, tourism is an important, growing 
industry in the Avon Valley.  There are some excellent operators in the Avon Valley, whereas five or six years 
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ago it did not have that capacity.  As that capacity grows, tourism will become a more dominant industry in the 
Avon Valley, and one that is good for the Avon Valley.  Members opposite are arguing that we should have a 
gambling-led convention centre as opposed to the involvement of a Government. 

Mr Prince:  You see their eyes light up when we talk about gambling.  Gambling will solve all the problems!  

The member for Rockingham read out a list of 10 cities, two of which I agree are not heavily involved in 
gambling, but the other eight are.  It will be interesting to examine those places to see if they have a component 
of gambling.  Does Las Vegas not have a component of gambling? 

Mr McGowan:  Did the member for Avon say that eight of them have gambling? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  That is right.  Gambling is a major capacity in eight of the cities the member read out.  

Mr McGowan:  Wrong.  

Mr TRENORDEN:  I am wrong, how about that?  I will not continue for a great deal longer.  In my own 
electorate, I received a heavy hiding on the polly pipe.  Now, my electorate is overwhelmingly in favour of the 
polly pipe.  That is an interesting feature of government.  While the Government proposes these things and tries 
to be constructive, it gets kicked; however, once people see the benefits they come on board.   

I am concerned about the attitude here in Western Australia.  I live in the country, I have always lived in the 
country.  I have no desire to live in the city, but I love the city of Perth.  It is a pity that it has not been able to do 
with its river some of the things that people have done, for example, in Brisbane and in Melbourne.  They have 
built beautiful sections where people can go down to the river on boardwalks, whether they are rich or poor, and 
be involved in the interaction of a beautiful expanse of water.  Why are we so hesitant to do something with the 
city that raises its value?  I know as a rural member that that will not be popular where I come from.  There is a 
definite view in the country that the city takes too much of the State’s revenue.  Nevertheless, I do have a great 
feeling for Perth.  Perth is an outstanding city.  Luckily for us it is unspoilt.  With careful and responsible 
planning we can make it a city of some considerable magnitude.   

I also point out that no-one would want me to design a convention centre.  I will not argue about the benefits of 
one of the proposals against the other because, frankly, I would not be the right person to make that decision.  I 
will support people who are trying to build a vision for the State and to improve the lifestyle for all Western 
Australians. 

MR BLOFFWITCH (Geraldton) [9.12 pm]:  For the past 20 years I have been holding conventions in Perth 
with an automotive cooperative called Capricorn.  We started off holding conventions in small hotels because we 
had only 40 or 50 members.  We now have 5 000 members throughout Australia.  When we now hold our 
functions, the annual general meeting and the trade show at the Burswood International Resort Casino, we are 
told we can seat only 500 people.  Normally 850 people apply.  Why do 850 people apply?  It is because it is our 
one night to show off our product and our supplies for our members.  We subsidise the meal by about $40.  It is a 
$65 meal but we charge them $25 per person.  We make very good money during the year, so we can afford to 
do that.  It is a very well attended affair.  People always ring up to complain about why they cannot go.  The 
reason is that there is no reasonable venue that seats over 500 people.  Burswood does a very good job for 500 
people.  The food is excellent and the night and the entertainment are very good.   

I look forward to when this convention centre is finished so that if we want 1 000 people to attend, they can.  At 
the moment there is no venue in town unless I go to the racecourse or the boat shed in Fremantle.  If one has ever 
been there, they will know that it is like a big barn; there is no atmosphere.  At least with Burswood, the 
atmosphere is great and the night is most enjoyable.  I look forward to the time when the convention centre is 
finished because at last there will be a place where if 1 000 people want to attend at $25 a head for a meal, it will 
be available.  Burswood intends to extend its existing convention centre, and I will have to look at that and at the 
new one the Government is building.  With a separate exhibition centre, the new convention centre will be a 
better venue.  Most of our trade suppliers like to set up reasonable stalls.  They like to set up their goods and 
their test equipment, and the motor car dealers like to bring their cars to show them off.  That is not altogether 
possible at Burswood.  We only use the outside of that major hall at the front of the convention centre.   

It is a shame that we do not have a centre that can attract people, because all Western Australians will benefit not 
only the people of Perth.  In Durbin  I saw an absolutely magnificent convention centre.  If members opposite 
talk to any of their members who went on the corruption commission trip, they will agree with me.  Who built 
that?  The State built it.  Who has built every convention centre in Australia?  State Governments have built 
them.  Members should look at the convention centre in Singapore.  Who built that?  It was the Singapore 
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Government.  Go to Bali and visit the big convention centre in Denpasar.  The Suharto Government built that.  
Most people, unless they have poker machines or a massive source of income, do not have the money to put into 
these types of projects.  They, like everybody else, are sceptical.  They say, "How many customers will we get?  
How many people will use it?"  I can understand their being hesitant; however, I honestly believe that Western 
Australia is a popular place for people from the eastern States.  Most people want to come to Western Australia 
but they have never been able to because we have never had a convention centre.  Let us take the Rotary 
convention, for example, which has 3 000 or 4 000 members.  Perth has never been able to offer itself as a 
Rotary host because it does not have the appropriate venue.  With a new convention centre we will see a new era 
not only in this part of Western Australia, but also throughout the State.  I am sure that people who come here 
will want to see the Kimberley, or go north to catch a barramundi. 

Mr Prince:  They will want to go south too. 

Mr BLOFFWITCH:  Provided it is summer, but in the winter nobody would want to go to the south.  It is always 
raining in Albany so it does not matter. They could always come to Geraldton where there is sunshine and 
glorious warmth.   

Mr Prince:  The sunshine gets blown east.   

Mr BLOFFWITCH:  The wind does blow, but the windsurfers love it in the summer.  That is why windsurfers 
from Germany, Austria and Switzerland come to Geraldton and spend two or three months.  People even come 
from Hawaii.  A group of four families comes from Hawaii to surf because of the strong southerly breezes in the 
summer.  The convention centre will enhance those types of things.  People who can afford to pay the 
international air fare to go to a convention are generally not broke.  They have a holiday program in mind and I 
feel they will exploit that to visit these places.  All they would need to do is go on a river cruise and have a few 
wines and they would probably end up in Derby.  It will be good.  They might even want to go to Kalgoorlie.  
Kalgoorlie is an interesting place and many people visit it.  Why should they not?  They could come to 
Geraldton, where we would give them a nice feed of lobster.  The convention centre will promote those sorts of 
things.  This Government will contribute $110m towards its development.  Every other State has completely 
funded its convention centre.  We will contribute only about one-third of the money and will receive not only a 
convention centre but also an exhibition centre and a soccer and rugby stadium.  The stadium will provide 
facilities for other sports that will take this State to another level.  Rugby is a popular sport, whether we like it or 
not, as is soccer. 

Mr Prince:  Soccer is the most popular sport in the world. 

Mr BLOFFWITCH:  It is popular worldwide.  It is not the most popular sport in Australia.  It is a wonderful 
opportunity to promote this State in a positive manner.  All I ask is for the Opposition to be a bit more positive, 
because all the regions will benefit from it.  People using the convention centre might even go to Bunbury to 
look for dolphins.  One never knows.  It will provide enormous opportunities and I look forward to the day it 
opens. 

When it is open, 800 to 1 000 people will be able to attend Capricorn's annual general meeting.  We are looking 
forward to that.  My general manager has lobbied the Premier for a bigger convention centre.  The current venue 
accommodates only 500.  As 850 people want to go to the convention, 350 people are disappointed each year.  
Hopefully, when the centre opens, we will be able to cater for everyone and give them a great night out.  I am 
sure the design of the convention centre means it will be a great night out.  It is something of which to be proud.   

I am disappointed that whenever the Government holds a tender process it is criticised by the Opposition.  
Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu, the auditors, said it could not find any fault with the tender process, yet the member 
for Armadale screams that it was fraudulent and wrong.  Is she such an expert that we will take her word rather 
than that of the panel that studied the bids?  I do not think she is.  In the end, we will judge the centre for what it 
does.  If it earns $220m each year - $2.2b over 10 years - it will be nothing but an asset for this State and every 
region in the State will benefit.  It is something of which I am very proud and I have absolute faith that the tender 
process was carried out properly.  The convention centre task force evaluated the process and said it was all 
above board.  No problems occurred and Multiplex Consortium was chosen.  How can the Opposition blame a 
government minister if the task force made the decision?  I do not understand how the Opposition can accuse 
ministers of favouritism, nepotism and that type of thing when an independent body chose the successful 
tenderer.  It is beyond me. 

The centre will be something we can all enjoy.  It will be like the tunnel that everybody was against.  It saved me 
10 minutes coming into Parliament today, otherwise I would have been almost 15 minutes late.  As it was, I was 
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about three minutes late.  From the highway, I went through the tunnel, screamed up Loftus Street and went 
down and around.  It would have taken me 10 minutes longer on the Causeway because all the traffic banks up.  
I think the convention centre will be just another scare like the goods and services tax hype.  The Opposition said 
the sky would fall in and that it would be the end of the world.  It was not the end of the world and everybody is 
happy with it.  I am happy with the way things are going.  I look forward to the day the convention centre is open 
and to the day when I can watch my first game of rugby - union or league - at the ground.  I enjoy both league 
and union. 

MR OSBORNE (Bunbury) [9.27 pm]:  I am taken aback by the force of the member for Geraldton's 
contribution.  It reminds me that one of the great advantages of the cut and thrust of parliamentary debate is that 
it leaves the Opposition with no recourse to escape by thinking.  I think the member's speech has put the 
Opposition right on its mettle; it is about finished. 

The amendment moved by the member for Pilbara is foolish and should not be supported by the House.  I repeat 
the Premier's remarks that if the member for Rockingham continues what he has been doing as the opposition 
spokesperson for Tourism over the past couple of years, more strength to his arm.  I was involved in tourism for 
nearly 10 years and am still closely involved in the industry in my region.  The honest feedback I receive is that 
the member for Rockingham is not a strong performer.  He is not seen as a supporter of tourism in Western 
Australia.  His criticisms are not welcomed by the tourism industry and it cannot understand why he remains in 
that shadow portfolio. 

Mr McGowan:  Keep sucking up; it won't get you in the ministry. 

Mr OSBORNE:  The member should continue, because every time he raises an issue, he gets it wrong and 
offends the tourism industry.  I will respond to some of the points the member for Rockingham made about the 
Perth convention and exhibition centre and explain why I think it offers a great deal of opportunity for tourism in 
the regions, specifically Bunbury.  

The first thing that I heard the member for Rockingham say about the Perth convention and exhibition centre 
was to ask the rhetorical question, “Why would the Government spend so much money on such a centre?” and 
that has been addressed by several speakers on this side.  The facts are clear:  It is the only way for this 
Government to ensure the construction of a convention and exhibition centre of adequate size needed by the 
tourism industry in this State.  It is a myth to claim, as the Opposition has often done, that a convention centre 
funded by the Burswood International Resort Casino is somehow free.  The fact is that it will not be free.  The 
Burswood centre wants an extension on its monopoly on gambling in this State and if those opposite think that 
giving an extension to the Burswood monopoly on gambling is good social policy then I for one disagree with 
them. 

The member for Rockingham talked in glowing terms about convention and exhibition centres that have been 
built in such exemplary cities as Bangkok, Las Vegas, Seoul and Hong Kong.  It seems that the common 
denominator of almost all of those cities that he mentioned was that they were funded by a significant gambling 
infrastructure and, in many instances, they were dominated by underworld elements such as Triads and the 
mafia. 

Mr McGowan:  You’re a wowser. 

Mr OSBORNE:  I am not a wowser at all.  The member for Rockingham should think very carefully and do 
himself the service of putting a social cost on the suggestion he seems to be making that what we ought to have 
is a domination of gambling interests in this State by the Burswood business operation.  The people of Western 
Australia do not look forward to an extension of the poker machine culture in this State.  He comes from the 
poker machine culture in the eastern States and he probably thinks that it is unexceptionable.  I can tell the 
member that it is.  It may bring revenue to a State Government and allow for the construction of such things as 
exhibition centres; however, I can tell the member that the social costs of allowing pokies into this State far 
outweigh any of the advantages that he seems to see. 

The member for Rockingham also talked about the process being secretive, and I wonder what alternative he 
proposes.  We have consortiums which are proposing to spend hundreds of millions of dollars, and they spend 
tens of millions of dollars in the preparation of their tender documentation, and if that process is entirely public it 
makes a mockery of the situation and it does not attract competition. 

The member for Rockingham criticised the process by saying that the public was not involved and that the public 
preferred a site at Northbridge.  He knows as well as anybody here that the public preferred the site of 
Northbridge on the basis that the railway would be sunk.  When the proposal was received for the convention 
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and exhibition centre at Northbridge the railway was not sunk, and it would then have represented a greater 
schism in the City of Perth; it would have been a greater truncation between the City of Perth and the 
Northbridge area, than currently exists.  Therefore it was deemed unsuitable. 

The member for Rockingham talked about the process being flawed.  As other members on this side have said, it 
was assessed by probity auditors and the probity auditors found that there was nothing wrong with the process; 
in fact, they believed it was a model process that could well be followed by projects in other States of Australia. 

Most of the other members who have spoken tonight have covered a lot of the ground about the generation of 
revenue that the convention and exhibition centre will mean for Western Australia and the number of jobs that it 
will generate.  The member for Dawesville spoke about the employment-generating opportunities and how 
particularly important that is for our young people, so there is no need for me to say all of that again.  One point 
that I can make is that, as far as tourism is concerned, convention centre attendees are very high yield visitors.  
They spend something like $600 a day and their average length of stay is seven days, and that is far in excess of 
the daily expenditure figures and average length of stay figures for a typical tourist.  It is a most important 
market for Perth to try to attract, particularly given that it is not active in that market at the moment. 

Convention delegates typically stay significant periods of time pre and post-convention and that represents an 
opportunity for the regions.  That is where I believe the Perth convention and exhibition centre will be very good 
for a city such as Bunbury.  The member for Dawesville and the member for Avon talked about the possibility 
that their electorates would benefit from the attracting of conventions to Perth.  The City of Bunbury also stands 
a good chance - and will compete strongly – of getting not only pre and post-convention business into our city 
but also sub-conventions.  I understand that one of the bookings that has already been made for the PCEC is a 
sub-convention out of Singapore.  A large convention of about 8 500 delegates and a sub-convention of 
something like 2 500 delegates will come to Perth and are already booked into the Perth Convention and 
Exhibition Centre.  In the same way, regional centres such as Kalgoorlie, Albany, Geraldton, Northam and 
Bunbury can compete for and attract sub-conventions to their cities.  The City of Bunbury is also well placed to 
do that. 

The remainder of the amendment that has been moved by the Opposition implies that tourism growth has not 
occurred in Western Australia, and that is not true.  In the past seven years, especially in my electorate, we have 
seen a remarkable turnaround in the fortunes of the tourism industry.  I have said in this place before that when I 
first went to Bunbury, it was not highly regarded within the tourism industry as a popular destination.  I am 
always very happy to say now, some 10 years later, that there has been a turnaround in the nature of Bunbury as 
a domestic tourism destination and we have strong potential also for attracting interstate and international 
visitors.  Areas such as Marlston Hill and the enhancement of the Victoria Street precinct, are brand new tourism 
infrastructures in our city.  Nothing gives me greater pleasure than to hear people who have not been to Bunbury 
in the past several years say how surprised they are at how strongly the city has grown and how much it has 
changed.  Bunbury has grown strongly in tourism and I believe that the establishment of a convention and 
exhibition centre in Perth will mean that that growth will continue and that we will go on attracting new markets 
in the same way as new markets are attracted into this State. 

I had not intended to speak for long - I have a pretty sore throat - but I want to return to the wording of the 
amendment and summarise my remarks.  The amendment states that the Government’s decision to spend 
millions of dollars on a convention centre gift is irresponsible.  I reject that because the tourism industry has 
been calling for the establishment of a convention and exhibition centre in this State for many years; it needs it 
so that we can grow our tourism industry into the market.  I do not think it is being irresponsible because we 
have had long experience and the benefit of advice from other States and other jurisdictions, both national and 
international, which has convinced the Government that the way we have done it is the only way that it can be 
properly done. 

The amendment refers to a secret and a flawed process, and I do not accept that either.  The process, to a 
considerable extent, had to be confidential and it is ludicrous for this amendment to imply that it can all be done 
in public, when the consortiums which are bidding to establish the centre have to put an awful lot of money on 
the line to prepare their tenders and then potentially must commit a lot of intellectual capital and money towards 
the establishment of the centre. 

Finally, the amendment refers to the fact that, in establishing a centre in Perth, the Government is ignoring the 
wishes of the Western Australian public.  That is simply one of those mindless assertions that the Opposition 
typically makes without adducing any proof whatsoever.  There is no proof of that; in fact the proof is to the 
contrary:  The Western Australia public does want a convention and exhibition centre, it wants tourism growth in 
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this State.  The people of Western Australia want this Government to go on providing employment opportunities 
for our young people and to keep on doing what it has been doing for the past seven years.  The people of 
Western Australia clearly want their capital city, which we are all very fond of and admire, to become more well 
known in world tourism and more attractive and for that to spin off to the regions of Western Australia. 

MR BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [9.40 pm]:  I believe that the convention centre is absolutely 
critical to Western Australia.  I had a very brief few halcyon months as Minister for Tourism.  There is no doubt 
within the tourism industry that having a world-class convention and exhibition centre has long been seen as the 
most important need of our tourism industry.  International air travel is growing at an extraordinary rate - 10 to 
15 per cent a year.  The fastest-growing component of that is exhibition, convention and incentive travel 
schemes.  One of the things I learnt when I was Minister for Tourism, and of which I was not very conscious 
before, is that when people travel internationally they travel to a destination.  When people travel to Australia 
they do not travel to Western Australia or New South Wales; they travel to Perth or Sydney or the Gold Coast.  
In Europe people do not travel to Germany; they travel to Berlin or Frankfurt.  People are focusing increasingly 
on a destination.  It is a hard fact to relate to regional tourism associations which want to promote, for example, 
the Murchison or the goldfields on the international stage.  Something that is evolving in tourism is the need to 
promote Perth as a destination and the point of entry into Western Australia.  A convention centre is often seen 
in country areas as something for the city and not for them.  The member for Bunbury will agree that one of the 
greatest beneficiaries of the centre will be regional tourism.  The convention centre will bring more people to 
Perth as a destination.  There is then the opportunity for visitors to travel throughout the State.  I have no 
hesitation in supporting this world-class facility. 

As the Premier outlined, the contribution to the State came from the sale of the Dampier-to-Bunbury natural gas 
pipeline.  It was a deliberate decision of the Government to allocate proceeds from the sale to a social and 
educational objective - computers in schools - and I think that is something that everybody would support. 

Mr Kobelke:  Is the minister calling himself sugar daddy of the convention centre? 

Mr BARNETT:  No.  It was something that I had discussions on even when I was the Minister for Tourism.  The 
view was formed that an economic measure for the State was to put surplus public funds from the pipeline sale 
towards the convention centre.  It has been said loosely tonight that it is some form of subsidy to private 
industry.  The question has been asked why the Government did not let private industry fund it fully.  It is 
important that we get a facility that is of the right scale and quality.  At the end of the day, the Government is 
contributing money and effectively has an equity share in the project, although it will not derive income from it.  
The Government is contributing land of which it will retain ownership.  After 35 years, the facility will return to 
full public ownership.  The Government is a participant in the project.  It is not handing over money to Multiplex 
Constructions Pty Ltd.  The Government is taking a share of a project that, although it will not return an income 
flow, will return the entire asset to public ownership.  I think it is necessary to have tourism infrastructure in 
place. 

I have had responsibility for a number of tender processes, which are always difficult and complex.  The tender 
process for a convention centre is, by its very nature, very complex.  It is not a homogenous process that can be 
assessed on one criterion.  Different mixes of facilities, locations, architectural designs and financial packages 
are involved.  From my observation, the handling of the process for the convention centre has been impeccable.  
I give due credit to Hon Norman Moore, as the responsible minister.  I have followed the process very closely as 
I have an interest as a former Minister for Tourism and because the proceeds from the Dampier-to-Bunbury 
natural gas pipeline sale will go into it.  I think Shane Crockett and others from the Tourism Commission and the 
task force have done a very good job, which has not been easy.  It has been subject to probity auditors 
throughout.  I have absolute confidence in the process.  I understand why the unsuccessful bidders feel aggrieved 
that they missed out, but they missed out because the best proposal overall in terms of facilities, costs, location 
and the like was chosen.  Other projects had more exotic designs, but they also had very severe shortcomings.  
Some may not have required any form of government contribution; however, they required government land to 
be handed over for a private development.  Others had all forms of catches and hooks attached.  The winning 
proposal was a clean proposal.  Cabinet had full briefings on it and it looked at models.  A carefully considered 
and proper decision was made.  I think it will prove to be a very good economic, social, community and cultural 
asset for Perth and Western Australia. 

MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [9.45 pm]:  When addressing the importance of the convention centre and tourism, 
speakers on the government side have said things with which I agree.  In some cases, they have also spoken a 
great deal of drivel, particularly when making allegations about the Opposition's position on the expansion of 
gambling.  Comments made by members such as the member for Avon are totally without foundation and 
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completely false.  The issue is not whether we need a convention centre.  I have been a supporter of improving 
convention facilities in Perth for some time.  The issue in the motion is whether the Government has been 
responsible in the way it has approached the issue.  I would say that, in a number of key areas, the Government 
has not been open and accountable.   

The first issue concerns the planning required for the site that has been chosen.  The site is adjacent to the river 
foreshore.  I advocate bringing the city down to the river.  One might say that is what the convention and 
exhibition centre is meant to do.  However, the model indicates that the convention centre will be a wall which 
interrupts the connection between the city and the river.  More fundamentally, there is no overall planning for the 
site with which the convention centre can conform.  It may be an accident that the siting, size and nature of the 
structure will help bring people from the city to the river.  It is an afterthought.  When this Government came 
into office in 1993, it scrapped a major international planning competition to develop the Perth city foreshore.  
There is no well-established plan which has had public consultation and gathered public support.  If there were a 
scheme for the area, it may be appropriate to place a convention and exhibition centre in the area as part of an 
overall scheme to bring the city closer to the river.  However, we do not have that.  This project is very large and 
because we have not seen the final design this awkward building may interrupt the flow of people from the city 
to the river.  The design includes a pathway along the river to Barrack Square.  It looks like it was included as an 
afterthought.  The designers must have forgotten about getting people to the river foreshore.  The consequence of 
placing a building of this size and shape in this location may be the forerunner of other developments along the 
river foreshore, which could create environmental problems.  The development may interfere with the desires 
and wishes of the people of Perth to access and enjoy the amenity of the area by going to restaurants and other 
public facilities on the edge of the river.  This issue was not dealt with prior to the commitment to place the 
convention and exhibition centre on the selected site.  We could rue the day we did that because the project is to 
proceed without the planning matters being first resolved.  One of the fundamental problems with the proposal 
and the reason it is so irresponsible is that the Government is building a monument to an election timetable. 

It is not seeing primarily the issue of the need for a convention centre.  Although the need exists, it is playing 
second fiddle to the Government's election timetable and the need to complete this project. 

The second issue is the lack of justification by this Government for the commitment of such a large amount of 
taxpayers' money.  It involves $110m up front for the exhibition convention centre, a soccer and rugby stadium 
and a commitment to allow the use of government land that has been priced at approximately $76m - a total 
commitment of almost $200m.   

As government members have said, convention centres in other places are government built.  That is true, but not 
in every case.  The Government should justify why it is contributing so much government money.  If Perth did 
not have a facility that was anywhere near the capacity of the centre, clearly the Government would need to step 
in and provide the support if a private operator were not willing to construct a centre.  However, we have a 
convention centre at Burswood.  It may not have the capacity we desire in Perth; nonetheless, we need to be 
cognisant of the fact that we have a major exhibition and conference centre at the Burswood Resort.   

The Government is contributing close to $200m to support one private operator to compete against another 
private operator who has received no direct cash from the Government, albeit Burswood clearly has received an 
advantage through the casino licence.  However, the Government is now a player in a competitive market 
between the convention centre that the Government is developing, and a private operator.  The Premier refused 
to answer my question about how many exhibitions and conventions the centre will hold a year, which could not 
be catered for at Burswood.  It may not be a very big number, in which case, to be viable, the new convention 
centre must not only increase the market but also steal some of the market from Burswood.  What will happen if 
Burswood's marketing achieves for it more of the market than the controllers and managers of the new 
convention centre expect and the centre is not as viable as the projections show?  Will the Government then have 
to provide additional support or give some sort of guarantee to the convention centre? 

Ms MacTiernan:  Perhaps we will buy it out as we did the Perth Entertainment Centre. 

Mr KOBELKE:  That is a possibility.  If the Government is re-elected it will have an obligation to ensure that 
the $200m it is contributing is not, to its embarrassment, wasted.  We could find that we are seeking additional 
support.  

The Government has had a number of studies undertaken. However, to my knowledge, following the 
commitment by Burswood to expand its facility, it has not done a thorough study.  I quote from a document 
headed Dedicated Exhibition Centre Perth - Feasibility Update - 
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In the three years that have passed since the PKF Study there have also been a number of major regional 
investments in convention and exhibition facilities and in Perth itself, there are indications that the 
Burswood Resort Casino may be considering an expansion of its own convention and exhibition 
facilities.  

The competitive impact of the Melbourne Convention Exhibition Centre, Crown Casino Complex 
Melbourne, Brisbane Convention and Exhibition Centre, Cairns Convention Centre and the Singapore 
International Convention and Exhibition Centre, all of which have entered the market place in the last 
three years, needs to be evaluated in the context of Perth's ability to sustain investment in similar 
facilities. 

To my knowledge, the Government has not done a thorough update on the numbers following those 
developments.  We are committing close to $200m to one private developer to compete against another private 
company in this area, when it is possible the market may not be big enough to sustain the two convention 
centres. 

We can all be optimistic and hope airline prices will fall and conventions will come to Perth.  That would be 
great for the tourism industry, for our economy and for jobs.  However, what will happen if the optimistic 
projections do not come trueand  we end up with a white elephant?  The Government will have undermined 
Burswood, a private operator that put up its own money, to save face with respect to this convention centre.  It 
may need to enter into other commitments or even bail out the owners and managers of this convention centre.  

This Government has embarked on a very risky strategy.  I honestly hope it will achieve its goal because the 
development of tourism has fantastic potential for employment in Western Australia, which is something into 
which we must put more effort.  However, this Government has embarked on a very risky strategy based on a 
return to the State that I do not find credible.  This Government does not have credibility when it comes to 
figures.  I have found time and again that when I have sought data through freedom of information to 
substantiate the figures in press releases, they were dreamt up by the journalist who prepared the press release.  
There has been very little substance to them.  

Many studies have been undertaken but I am willing to lay odds with any member opposite that, based on the 
figures in the press releases, the lily has been gilded considerably.  

This Government is committing a large amount of taxpayers' money when it cannot even pay to have police cars 
on the road, when people are dying in our hospitals because they do not get the attention they require due to lack 
of funding and when major problems are occurring in schools because they require more funding.  

A problem for all Governments is finding the balance between investing in the future and making essential major 
capital investments.  However, this large amount of money does not have the clear-cut substantiation we need for 
such a large expenditure.  Yes, we need a convention centre.  However, the Government has not gone on to 
prove the next step; that is, the private sector cannot do it with a much lower subsidy or support than is occurring 
in this instance.  

In closing I have one little example that members on the government side may have forgotten.  The Government 
promised a lyric theatre to cater for 2 000 people so that major productions could be performed in Perth in a 
proper theatre rather than in a modified entertainment centre.  This Government allocated - I do not have proof it 
spent it - close to $1m for the planning of that lyric theatre, and I supported it. However, it was never built. 

Mr Bradshaw:  Your Government allowed QV1 to change its plans.  That was the deal. 

Mr KOBELKE:  The member might like to listen to what I am saying.  He is not wrong in saying that the Labor 
Government considered the proposal; it did, but this Government allocated money in the budget for planning 
only.  In one year $900 000 was allocated for planning and site testing, etc for a lyric theatre.  I did not check 
whether that money, which was in the budget a few years ago, was spent.  I assume it was.  However, a lyric 
theatre has not been built.  The need no longer exists - there might be some element of need - because Burswood 
has the equivalent of a lyric theatre, which is provided at no cost to the Government.  The Burswood Resort 
Casino did the major development and expansion of its showroom to turn it into something that equates to a lyric 
theatre, so there is no need for the Government to spend the $10m or $20m required to build such a facility.   

It is useful to draw a parallel between that theatre and the proposed convention and exhibition centre, a project 
that is not fully justified, but to which the Government is committing in the order of $200m in cash and assets.  
There is a need for a convention centre, but not necessarily for the commitment of the money according to the 
Government’s timetable, which is likely to lock in the State to backing it up if it proves not to be viable.  
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The information available to me - I am happy to have it corrected if someone wants to table it tomorrow some 
time - is that the Government has not done a full and thorough study on the likely costings following the 
commitment of Burswood to its expansion.  In the foreseeable future, in addition to Burswood, the new centre 
could be looking at a slim part of the market.  If, in two or five years, airline prices decrease and the market for 
conventions in Perth doubles, that will be a different story.  However, based on the projected growth given the 
current cost of airfares, the Government could end up with a proposal that struggles to be viable in the 
foreseeable future.  I genuinely hope that is not the case, but a large amount of taxpayers' money has been laid on 
the line.  I do not think the Government has justified the expenditure properly in a sufficiently open manner, 
therefore the amendment should be supported because the Government has shown itself to be irresponsible in 
this matter. 

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (13) 

Mr Brown Ms MacTiernan Mr Ripper Mr Cunningham (Teller) 
Dr Edwards Mr McGinty Mrs Roberts  
Mr Grill Mr McGowan Mr Thomas  
Mr Kobelke Ms McHale Ms Warnock  

Noes (28) 

Mr Baker Mr Court Mr Masters Mr Prince 
Mr Barnett Mr Cowan Mr McNee Mr Shave 
Mr Barron-Sullivan Mr Day Mr Minson Mr Sweetman 
Mr Bloffwitch Mrs Edwardes Mr Nicholls Mr Trenorden 
Mr Board Mr Johnson Mr Omodei Dr Turnbull 
Mr Bradshaw Mr Kierath Mr Osborne Mr Wiese 
Dr Constable Mr Marshall Mrs Parker Mr Tubby (Teller) 

            

Pairs 

 Mr Riebeling Dr Hames 
 Mr Marlborough Mr House 
 Mr Carpenter Mrs van de Klashorst 
 Dr Gallop Mrs Hodson-Thomas 

Amendment thus negatived. 

Motion Resumed 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Barnett (Leader of the House).    
 


