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SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 
AMENDMENT (COVID-19 RESPONSE) BILL 2022 

Second Reading 
Resumed from 16 March. 
HON WILSON TUCKER (Mining and Pastoral) [12.27 pm]: I appreciate the opportunity to resume my 
comments from yesterday. Before the interruption I was talking about the lack of trust that the recent border policy 
announcement by the McGowan government has created in the community and the fear that there could be another 
rug pull moment, which has resulted in a lot of hesitation for people to come to WA. Small businesses are certainly 
paying that price. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Are you looking at what is happening in South Australia at the South Australian election 
and how the public is actually acting against governments that weren’t able to manage this thing properly? 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: Minister, I have been focused mostly on WA. I was recently in Victoria. Victoria has 
been opening up, and there is a massive improvement in the retail and tourism sectors over there. It is certainly 
ahead of the curve from WA right now. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: We didn’t close down in the same way that they did. 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: No, we did not. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: We wouldn’t expect the same change, because we have not closed down; we have 
not had that massive reduction. 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: No. There are certainly things that the McGowan government has done well, and I am 
not disputing that, but there are certainly things that could have been done better. I will touch on that, minister.  
I would like to use Perth city as an example and refer to an article that was published recently, back in February. If 
members cast their minds back, this was before the border backflip, when there were only a couple of hundred COVID 
cases, so this state was not doing too badly. The article is titled “Perth a ghost town, businesses let staff go as CBD 
braces for WA COVID-19 wave”. The article mentions a 36 per cent reduction in visitor and foot traffic in the 
Perth CBD. That is very concerning considering the small COVID case load that we were experiencing at the time. 
Essentially, we were in a shadow lockdown, considering that we had only a couple of hundred cases and we had 
not hit the peak, and it was only going to get worse, because back then businesses were already being impacted. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: What restrictions are you talking about? 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: I am talking about the border policy backflip and the trust that has been eroded in the public. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: When was that article written? 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: It was published in February. It is an ABC News article. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: Who wrote the article? 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: I am not sure. I do not have it in front of me, but I can find that information. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: That is fair; point taken. There was another article that called Perth the quietest capital 
city in the world, which is obviously not a good title in my opinion. 
A member interjected. 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: It is quiet right now, member. One of the biggest criticisms in this article, and the biggest 
concern from the business owners who were interviewed, was the uncertainty that has been created in the community. 
We need a clear strategy out of this pandemic. It is all well and good for business to get this grant funding, which 
is certainly needed, but there is no clear strategy to address the uncertainty that has been created in the community 
and is impacting small businesses. 
I recently met with a representative of the Property Council of Australia. During the pandemic, when Melbourne 
and the rest of Victoria were in lockdown and we in Western Australia were living relatively carefree lives for the 
most part, it surveyed the residents over there and asked the very simple question, “Would you consider moving 
to WA?” Of the people who were surveyed back then, one in 10 said they would. That is fair enough when everyone 
over there was doing it really tough. I think Melbourne was the most locked down city in the world at that time, 
so Western Australia had an element of appeal. I am sure that if we were to conduct that survey again today, when 
additional restrictions are being enforced in WA and the restrictions on the east coast are easing, we would get 
a very different response. 
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Hon Alannah MacTiernan: I am not sure that is true, member. Certainly anecdotally, a lot of people are moving 
over from the eastern states. They have decided that this is a better place to live, with more economic opportunities. 
Hon Kyle McGinn: The property market is going nuts. 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: We have not re-run that survey, so I am speculating to a point. I am just trying to make 
the point that we had a window of opportunity when Western Australia was a more desirable place to live, rather 
than the situation that we are finding ourselves in now. 
I will give members some personal examples. I have a friend who is a geologist and was working fly-in fly-out. 
He was living in Melbourne, where his daughter is based. He works in Perth and had been making the flight back 
to Perth and back onsite. He would fly to the site and would then have to quarantine for two weeks, so he went through 
about seven lockdowns, which obviously took a mental and emotional toll on him. He eventually stayed in Perth 
for about nine months and was separated from his young daughter, and he then decided that it was not worth it and 
quit his job and moved back to Melbourne. Since WA has opened up, he has been very hesitant to come back to 
Perth. That is despite the fact that he has now effectively been given the green light to do so. 
Another example is a friend whose mother lives in Brazil. She has not seen her mother for two years, which is 
a common story that I am sure we have all heard. The McGowan government did relax some of the border restrictions, 
and she had her mother’s G2G application approved on compassionate grounds, but, again, although she had effectively 
been given the green light, such was her hesitation that she told her mum not to come over here. In both those 
cases, those people are reluctant to come back to Western Australia or bring their loved ones here for fear that the rug 
will be pulled out from under their feet again. That speaks to the lack of trust and uncertainty that has been created 
in the minds of people. These two stories are not alone. 
As I have said, there was a window of opportunity to attract people back to this state, but it appears that that window 
has closed. It will now be a longer and much harder road to rebuild that confidence and trust and get back to this 
state the people whom we and small businesses desperately need. 
That is all from me.  In closing, I support this bill. There is nothing wrong with it. I support the proposed grant funding. 
There are questions about whether it goes far enough and is enough. As I have said in my comments, small businesses 
certainly need more certainty. We need a strategy and a road map out of this pandemic. We need a way to address 
the hesitancy that we are seeing in Australia and internationally so that we can dispel some of the fear that the border 
policy has created and hopefully can shake off the mantle that WA is the hermit kingdom. 

HON KYLE McGINN (Mining and Pastoral — Parliamentary Secretary) [12.35 pm] — in reply: What an 
absolute pleasure it is to get up and respond on behalf of the Minister for Small Business on the Small Business 
Development Corporation Amendment (COVID-19 Response) Bill 2022. There has been some interesting rhetoric 
in this debate, and I am sure the Leader of the Opposition is expecting me to respond to quite a bit of it. I have 
taken copious notes in my notebook, honourable member. 

Hon Dr Steve Thomas: Are you going to table your approved talking points, or have you taken your own notes? 

Hon KYLE McGINN: Oh! Do these notes look approved to the member? I have the handwriting of a year 7!  

I would like to thank Hon Dr Steve Thomas for his contribution. We have had some discussions around this bill. 
The bill itself is very straightforward. What the member mainly said in his contribution was more about politics 
than the bill itself. I thank Hon Wilson Tucker for his contribution as well. 

Again, we are happy to work with the opposition on ensuring that we understand that this bill is needed now. We 
need to get this bill through as quickly as possible so that we can provide assistance to the small businesses that 
require it. The reality is that they have been doing the heavy lifting in Western Australia. We acknowledge that 
absolutely. Hon Dr Steve Thomas mentioned that in his speech, and I nod in agreement. I am absolutely proud of 
the small businesses in Western Australia and what they have achieved. It has been tough. We are in a pandemic. 
This is happening at a fast rate. Things change. Hon Dr Steve Thomas focused very much on how the rules are 
changing and fluid and on how businesses have to react very quickly. That is what the government has had to do as 
well. We have moved through a period where we have seen different strains of the virus, and that has changed the 
way the health advice has come to us, and all we can do is react to that. 

The member made a lot of comments around what the Premier has done and referred to what the Premier had said 
on radio—I think the date was 27 April 2021. 

Hon Dr Steve Thomas interjected. 

Hon KYLE McGINN: What I want to say to that is: What did we do next? What did we do straight after that? The 
member mentioned taxes. Does the member know what we did straight after that? We reduced payroll tax. We 
went straight ahead and reduced payroll tax, and that took pressure off small businesses. That was something that 
needed to be done, and that is what the Premier moved straightaway to do. 
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Hon Dr Steve Thomas: That was after the opposition had called for it! 

Hon KYLE McGINN: Hang on! Was that one of the opposition’s 27 media statements? I am not 100 per cent 
sure. Did any of the media statements that the opposition release praise the government for what it was doing for 
small business? The member is very proud to talk about the negativity, but we have put in quickly for small business 
what was needed. 

The member touched on past ministers. I respect the fact that he acknowledges that both the Minister for Small 
Business and I have only just come into this portfolio. The member made comments about the past ministers—
I cannot remember the words that he used, but they were pretty damning—and what they had achieved. I can tell 
the member right now: they have absolutely achieved in the space of small business. Let us run through some of the 
things they have done. There were $20 000 building bonus grants—up to $535 million in building grants. That is 
huge, massive. There was the small business and charity electricity tariff offset; business support packages; payroll 
tax exemptions for JobKeeper payments; payroll tax waivers; 17 500 grants to small and medium-sized payroll 
tax-paying businesses; small business lockdown assistance grants; the waiver of small business licence fees; 
construction workforce support measures; rent support for tenants of government agencies; the land tax assistance 
grants program; support for travel agents; and travel support for businesses, and the list goes on. 

Seriously, the member is saying that our ministers have been stagnant, but all this support has gone into small 
business. I think it is a shame that the member does not take the time to look at some of the detail of what we have 
put into small businesses across this state. I know, from going out there and talking to small businesses, that they are 
appreciative that we were not locked down like Sydney. They are appreciative that they did not spend six months 
with no income. The member talks about some of these things; has he seen the damage done to small businesses 
in the eastern states? It is disgraceful for him to sit there and talk about what happens in Western Australia. We 
have kept business alive in this state, and we are very proud of that, I can tell you. 

The member also asked a question about additional resources and roles within the Small Business Development 
Corporation. Yes, there will be both additional and internal resources and roles put into this to ensure that it is done 
speedily. It is prepared to do it, and we will go over that during Committee of the Whole. A few things were said 
about the capability of the SBDC to do this and why it was not done earlier et cetera. Does the member recall that 
the SBDC used to have the ability to deliver grants? Does he recall who took that away in 2011? It was the current 
opposition, which was in government then. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon KYLE McGINN: So no-one was there? Okay! We have a new breed. Let us just refresh the member’s memory 
of what his colleagues did back in 2011. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: I recall giving the call to only one person, and that was Hon Kyle McGinn. I feel 
as if I have given the call to at least four people, and those four people are making it positively rowdy in here. Just 
a word of advice: if you address your comments to me, Hon Kyle McGinn, and avoid the pronoun “you”, we might 
be able to get through this in a little more orderly fashion. 
Hon KYLE McGINN: I thank the Acting President for her advice. I will try my hardest to take it on board. 
In 2011 the Liberal–National government of the day decided to strip the SBDC of the right to deliver grants, and 
set it back. There were comments at the time made by then Minister Buswell, who actually wanted to abolish the 
SBDC and give that right to the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia. That government wanted 
to take that away from a government body, unbelievably. When we sit here and talk about the SBDC and where 
we are heading, I advise members opposite to be very careful because the history of their party in this space, in the 
other place particularly, is not very good—not very good at all. 
The SBDC is more nimble in this and has the experience to deliver these grants. It is expected that we will potentially 
see between two and 21 days slashed from the approvals process as a result of going down this path. I think that is 
great. That will put money in the bank for the small businesses that need it now, and that is why we are here. That is 
why this bill is urgent. 
I think I have captured most of what was raised by Hon Wilson Tucker and Hon Dr Steve Thomas; we will jump 
into committee for the rest. Hon Wilson Tucker asked about the border opening changes. I will just tell it how it is: 
it saved lives. 
A member interjected. 
Hon KYLE McGINN: How long is a piece of string? Did the member see what happened on the east coast? Did 
he see what happened in South Australia when it opened up early? Has he seen the deaths that happened there? We 
know that this government saved lives, because our vaccination rates went up, and our vaccination rates are now 
in a really good space. I absolutely value the lives of Western Australians. Let us look at tourism, particularly in 
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the north. Members opposite should talk to people in their electorates in Exmouth and Broome about what business 
has been like in the last two years. I can tell them that they will get a pretty positive response. If members opposite 
want to talk about what is happening in their electorates, they should go and have a chat with their constituents. 
I am going up there this weekend to speak to some small business owners. Business has been really good in Exmouth; 
correct me if I am wrong, member jabbering up the back. Yes, cheers—thumbs up! 
I will leave it there and head into Committee of the Whole, if members are comfortable with that. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 

Committee 
The Deputy Chair of Committees (Hon Dr Sally Talbot) in the chair; Hon Kyle McGinn (Parliamentary Secretary) 
in charge of the bill. 
Clause 1: Short title — 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I hopefully have just a handful of questions on clause 1. We support the intent of the 
bill and what is going to happen. I was so short of time in my contribution to the second reading debate that I did 
not get a chance to ask about the current resourcing and modelling of the SBDC, and what difference it will make 
when we pass this legislation. I might try to roll this in a bit so I do not have to ask too many questions. I am also 
interested in the budgetary impact. Do we know precisely what level of additional resources are required and the 
origin of those resources? Is there a consolidated spend accompanying this? I will start with that, and I have one 
or two more questions to follow up. 
Hon KYLE McGINN: It depends; it is going to be per program. It will go to Treasury and then Treasury will put 
it back into the SBDC. It will depend on the programs with the costings. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: So we don’t know yet? 
Hon KYLE McGINN: Not yet; not until this bill goes through. Unfortunately, I cannot give the member much 
more than that. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Is it expected that a component of current and future programs will go into 
administration? The follow-on question then is: for the programs that have already been partly expended—some 
have been fully expended, and it is a broad question, I know—is there an administrative component of these small 
business grants to date that might have gone to the Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries, 
if it was managing it? Will that occur in the future under the proposed model through the SBDC? 
Hon KYLE McGINN: Yes, currently there is a very low cost of about $65 a grant, from what I understand. If it 
goes into the SBDC, that is where it will be directed to, if that is where the grant ends up being administered from. 
If the Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries is currently getting that, it will go across to 
the SBDC.  
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: That is roughly the average price of the cost of administration of the grants to date. 
Would that be across all grants? 
Hon Kyle McGinn: Yes. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Is it expected that an additional staff allocation will be required to process these grants? 
Hon KYLE McGINN: For the level 1 grants, we will be employing an extra 22 to 34 personnel. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Will the $65 administration cost cover the additional personnel or will the wages 
component come from some other source? 
Hon KYLE McGINN: I have been advised that it is within the grant packages. If the grant is packaged at $3 000, 
it would be within that. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Does the parliamentary secretary have any idea how many SBDC staff are currently 
involved in the process of assessing and advising on grants? My expectation is that the SBDC is probably reasonably 
intimately involved in the process. There must be a staff allocation that reflects how much of that current operation 
is being occupied. The SBDC is not very big but given the total number of FTEs, some of them are currently involved 
in the assessment process. I would be interested to know how much of the SBDC’s time is currently dedicated to 
advising on these projects. 
Hon KYLE McGINN: It sort of goes up and down depending on how much the grants are running through. It is 
a little hard to put a number on it now. About 60 staff are employed at SBDC as a whole. I could not tell the member 
exactly how many are in that grant space now. As I said, we will be scaling up, with between 22 and 34 staff. 
I could not pinpoint exactly how many will be coming across. It is all scalable as to what grants are available. 
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Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I had better ask my next question now so we do not necessarily have to go into it 
during consideration of clause 6. Clause 6 refers to a set of guidelines that the SBDC has probably partly developed 
because it is already in the analysis space and will develop further. I understand from the debate in the other place 
that shall not be named that they are not disallowable instruments. Can the parliamentary secretary give us an 
indication of how public those guidelines will be? Will everybody be able to view the guidelines under which the 
SBDC is operating or are they likely to be kept secret and we have to sort of work around that? 
Hon KYLE McGINN: The majority of the guidelines will be published on the website. We only use that word 
“majority” because of ex gratia payments. The guidelines will be put on the website. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Basically, they will be somewhat commercial-in-confidence and then potentially 
ex gratia payments and that is why they are excluded. 
Hon KYLE McGINN: Part of the reason we would not say that all the guidelines would be published on the 
website is for commercial-in-confidence reasons. The majority will be on the website, as they are already. 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: I do not have too many questions. I am trying to understand whether any modelling or 
estimates have been conducted around the impasse that these current restrictions have had on the small business 
sector as a whole. 
Hon KYLE McGINN: I am trying to understand the question. I might need a little more detail. Obviously, the 
pandemic has affected small business, and that has been taken on board, and that is why we have put this together. 
I am not 100 per cent sure what the member is asking. If the member has a little more information, we might be 
able to look into it but the member should be assured that we have taken on board that there has been a negative 
impact on small business during the pandemic and the different stages of the pandemic had different impacts. We 
are now at level 1 and level 2 grant funding due to the changes we have seen after the borders opened. It has been 
adapted to each situation. That is where we find ourselves today. 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: By way of explanation, I am trying to understand whether any modelling has been done 
on the various stages. As we go from stage 1 to stage 2, does the parliamentary secretary know what the impacts 
would be during that stage 1 phase and then, as we move to stage 2, what the impacts will be? 
Hon KYLE McGINN: Treasury conducts modelling and it then puts an amount to the program. From our perspective 
in our portfolio, industry consultation takes place, which is constant. The minister is constantly meeting with small 
businesses, talking to people in that space, talking to authorities such as the Chamber of Commerce and Industry 
of Western Australia et cetera. We are currently on rounds of small business forums across the whole state. The 
minister has been very active in that space. Between Treasury’s modelling and the minister and the department 
working together with small business, that is how we find ourselves in the situation we are in today. 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: Is the parliamentary secretary aware of any additional restrictions coming; and, if so, 
will grant funding be tied to those additional restrictions? 
Hon KYLE McGINN: I am not aware. Obviously, things have been done after advice by the Chief Health Officer. 
I would not be in a position to give that response. I appreciate the question. 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: This is my last question. I am curious about the eligibility for start-up businesses. By 
definition, they are small businesses. Are they covered and are they eligible for this round of funding? 
Hon KYLE McGINN: We are assisting businesses that are running and operating, not start-ups. I am not sure 
how the member defines a start-up, whether it is a business that started two weeks ago. We are supporting businesses 
that have been in place and that have a history of workers on the payroll. 
Hon NEIL THOMSON: I have a question relating to the role of the board with respect to the establishment and 
allocation of these grants. Looking through the annual report of the SBDC and the governance disclosures and 
functions of the board, they include setting the direction of the agency, determining the standards, coordinating 
planning policies and decision frameworks, and acting in an advisory capacity to the minister and government and 
other agencies. Then there are the operational roles of the board, including setting strategies, focusing on client 
service and customer needs. 
Hon Kyle McGinn: Can the member speak up a bit? I cannot hear him. 
Hon NEIL THOMSON: The board has a series of operational roles. Just to get to my point, the last one is the 
delegation of operational decision-making of officers within the SBDC. I note that we are still to establish those 
guidelines around the grant process. That is in the annual report. It would obviously be picked up in the legislation 
as well. Clearly, the board has a key role in relation to governance and accountability. I am just wondering what 
the role of the board will be with respect to the grant capacity. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 pm to 2.00 pm  
Hon KYLE McGINN: Before the break I was asked a very interesting question, but we managed to get down to 
some finer points on that. I will just give that answer, and that will hopefully cover it. Basically, we were asked 
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about the role of the board in the contracts for grants. The board is accountable for funds under the management 
of the Small Business Development Corporation. Obviously, a heap of scrutiny is in place for that. The board meets 
monthly and the funds are reported in the annual report as well. If we were to go a bit further, the Minister for 
Small Business is accountable to the Parliament for the budget, and the minister appoints the board as well. There 
are accountability stages all the way through, as we see with normal organisations. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: This is probably a final question about clause 6 of the bill, rather than going through 
the bill clause by clause. Clause 6 will allow for one part of the SBDC to be a part of contracting and to have various 
contracts. Can the parliamentary secretary give us an indication of the sorts of contracts this will involve and perhaps 
an example of the type of contract he envisages this will be? 
Hon KYLE McGINN: There are a couple, but the two main ones involve terms and conditions and business 
advisory services, which is done through a third party in the regions. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 2 to 7 put and passed. 
Title put and passed. 
Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted. 

Third Reading 
HON KYLE McGINN (Mining and Pastoral — Parliamentary Secretary) [2.05 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: I call the Leader of the House—I mean, Leader of the Opposition. 
HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West — Leader of the Opposition) [2.05 pm]: Oh, a promotion! That is 
what I like to see. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: It is only a matter of time, Acting President. I can see it coming soon. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: It will not be far away. It is obviously a vibrant prediction. We like to see that. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: You’ve got to get rid of “The Clan”, though. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, members! We have limited time. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: We have very limited time, Acting President. We have only four and a half minutes 
to respond in the third reading debate, so I appreciate your support. 
The opposition supports the bill. It has always supported the bill. I thank the parliamentary secretary and, through 
him, the Minister for Small Business for the cooperative manner in which the discussions around the bill have occurred. 
There are many things on which we disagree around support for small business, but it has been demonstrated that 
the bill before the house has overwhelming support from every part of the chamber. The government has come up 
with a sensible course of action and the Parliament, across the board, supports it. For all those times we get reported 
as being at each other’s throats, there are plenty of times in Parliament when we actually agree. On the outcome 
of this bill, we absolutely agree. I could have spent a lot more time during the second reading debate talking about 
the lead-up to where we are today. I got through about three of 19 press releases that I have put out on this matter, 
including press releases in which I praised the government, I might add. 
A member: Now, they might have got picked up! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I am sure government members would have waved those around. My comments do 
tend to get waved around a bit. I was pleased to see that even today. Being quoted by members opposite obviously 
means that you are making an impact, so that has been good. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: For you, obviously any publicity is good publicity! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: No; there is always a point that is a step too far. There is always the opportunity for 
Alston to draw you in a less than positive light. There are always opportunities to take it a step too far. 
I will summarise, over a couple of minutes, where we have got to in the process. The bill before the house will hopefully 
be an improvement on the remarkably average performance of the McGowan government to date in relation to its support 
of business around the COVID impacts. That started with the Premier of this state, who is also the Treasurer, saying in 
April last year that the government could not possibly compensate businesses for the impacts of government-imposed 
lockdowns. He said it was all too hard and would cost too much. He said the government would have to create new taxes 
for it and that it would be bogged down for years in trying to develop the administration of it. As was pointed out 
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beautifully by the parliamentary secretary in his reply to the second reading debate, not too long after the opposition took 
up the cudgels on behalf of Western Australian businesses and started putting out press releases — 
Several members interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: We were in the press. We have been fighting for the rights of small business since 
April last year. 
Hon Kyle McGinn interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Does the parliamentary secretary want 30 seconds? 
We were fighting for businesses, as highlighted by the parliamentary secretary, who has done an excellent job on 
this bill. The opposition started calling for the government to take small business seriously, to support them in an 
era of $15 billion worth of surpluses over five years, which is probably an underestimate and very conservative. 
This government finally has been dragged kicking and screaming to the table to provide some support for small 
business. I am delighted to see that it is still heading down that path. Well done, parliamentary secretary. Go forward, 
make it better and do not repeat the mistakes of your predecessors. 
HON KYLE McGINN (Mining and Pastoral — Parliamentary Secretary) [2.10 pm] — in reply: More than 
$7.8 million has been spent on COVID-19 recovery in this state. That is a record spend by a government that is 
committed to small business. It is not thanks to the Leader of the Opposition’s press releases whatsoever. I am pretty 
sure that his negative press releases end up in the bin at the offices of The West Australian just like every one of 
his press releases. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a third time and passed. 
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