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APACE LAND SALE, NORTH FREMANTLE 
Urgency Motion 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon J.A. Cowdell):  I received the following letter this morning - 

Dear Mr President, 

I would like to inform you that I intend to move the following motion at this days sitting of the 
Legislative Council.  I move under Standing Order 72 that the House at its rising adjourn until 4pm on 
24 December in order to discuss the impacts of the proposed sale of land in North Fremantle which is 
currently occupied by the APACE organisation. 
As part of this debate I wish to discuss 

i) the economic and social costs involved including the cost of replacing services provided by 
APACE and; 

ii) the regional planning implications of replacing APACE with high-priced urban dwellings near 
the Swan River foreshore. 

Kindest regards 

Jim Scott, MLC 
Member for the South Metropolitan Region 

The member will require the support of four members in order to move the motion. 

[At least four members rose in their places.] 

HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [3.39 pm]: I move - 
That the House at its rising adjourn until 4.00 pm on 24 December. 

I will run through some of the very valuable work that Apace Western Australia does for its members.  The 
document given to me by Apace describes its current critical functions as - 

Central, unique resource, teaching and training in revegetation, focal point for community groups to 
achieve their projects.  Only Bush Regeneration course in WA for the last 10 years.  Seed collection 
courses, pivotal to Bush Forever program and Coastcare.  Greening Schools programs, Green Corps 
training. 

Propagation of appropriate species for Darling Scarp, Swan Coastal Plain, wetland and coastal 
revegetation.  The APACE Revegetation catalogue is the benchmark publication for species selection 
for revegetation projects in the Metropolitan area.  Grows the widest range of endemic species of any 
nursery, including many difficult to propagate (non commercial).  Used by Government agencies and 
Local Government.  The nursery provides the workplace to support the social charter.   
Swan Regional Seedbank, the first and only seedbank of its type in WA . . .  

A leader and model for other groups, e.g. Greenskills grew out of APACE.   

Social charter - Provides free services to anyone in need, e.g. migrant, disadvantaged, unemployed, 
aboriginal groups and so on.  It is not exclusively for any one of these groups but caters for a normal 
cross section of the population.  Skills training, meaningful work, in a central, safe and supportive 
environment. Good public transport links, convenient and accessible. 
Appropriate Technology Development Group, researches technologies/applications.   
Extensive library, specialised journals not held elsewhere.  Part of LISWA - on-line. 
Provides environmental construction services.   

Apace has occupied that site for a long time.  The land was purchased by the Government in 1976; in 1977 it was 
leased to the council for community purposes and since 1983 Apace has carried out considerable improvements 
on the site.  I am raising this issue because this is a very important resource that the Government needs to 
understand goes far beyond the banks of North Fremantle.  Apace has been the training centre for revegetation 
and seed-collecting programs for the whole of this State.  These days the revegetation programs that Apace 
provides are mostly aimed at the coastal areas and urban areas; it collects species for those areas.  Apace has 
trained nearly everybody who has been involved in land care and revegetation programs, and those people are 
now training other people.  As such, Apace has been an important tool in fighting salinity, in revegetation 
programs and for regaining areas of degraded bushland on the urban fringe.   
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Apace is a very important organisation.  It provides training in the metropolitan area for a great many people 
who might otherwise not be able to access training.  For instance, Apace does very good work with disabled 
people, giving them considerable nursery experience and other types of education and training.  The planning 
minister in the previous Government was considering the possibility of using this land, which, as I said, is zoned 
for public purposes.  The public purpose for which it was originally zoned was port use.  It was part of a swathe 
of land that ran east along the Swan River from the port.  Since that time the Northbank development has cut that 
area off from the port, and it is unlikely it will ever again be used for port-related purposes.   

It is clear in correspondence from the Department for Planning and Infrastructure to Apace that its aim is to 
urbanise this area and sell much of it for high cost urban development.  That has created a great deal of 
contention about the value of doing that, as opposed to retaining the services that Apace provides.  Most of 
Apace’s services are provided by volunteers, and its operations are supported by the proceeds derived from 
running the nursery on the site.  The nursery is not the basis for Apace, but it helps to fund the other services that 
Apace provides.  That has not been understood by people when considering this issue.  The Department for 
Planning and Infrastructure believes it can make a $3 million profit by selling this land.  However, a critique of 
the estimate carried out by the department found that the valuation does not include the cost of providing an 
alternative Apace site.  The cost of purchasing land at a new location and moving Apace is not included in the 
ministry’s estimate.   

Apace has considered the final figure arrived at by the Government.  It has also received help from people who 
know what they are doing.  Apace supplied me with a copy of a letter it sent to the minister, in which it raises a 
number of points on which that valuation is incorrect.  For instance, it points out that project management costs 
are not included in the feasibility cost, which represents a possible shortfall of between $50 000 and $100 000, 
and an inadequate allowance has been made for landfill to bring the site to the level of three metres, as is now 
required for sea level rises on these low-lying sections of riverbank land for one in 100-year storm surges.  This 
was a requirement on the Northbank development site that adjoins this site.  That would represent a shortfall of 
around $250 000, on top of the $100 000 to which I have already referred.  Apace also points out that the 
estimate does not allow for stormwater and retention basins.  Stormwater discharge into the Swan River would 
not be allowed in a new subdivision, and some land would need to be set aside for a stormwater retention basin.  
This would be in addition to any provision for public open space.  The retention basin could not be sited on the 
foreshore reserve, and the provision of the retention basin would reduce the estimated profit from the sale by 
another $100 000.   

The feasibility assumes a mixture of residential densities of between R25 and R40.  However, the maximum 
density that would be supported by the local authority is R25.  Therefore, again this will reduce the amount of 
money that the Department for Planning and Infrastructure can expect to get for this land.  The feasibility has 
also considered expanding the amount of land Apace can use by making a payment in lieu of providing public 
open space.  However, at the adjoining Northbank site, which attracted quite a controversy about the issue of 
public open space, the reason that a payment in lieu of public open space was finally approved was that the 
Apace site provided for significant open space and community use.  Therefore, because that has already been 
used as a reason for allowing less public open space in another location, it is not likely that it will be allowed to 
occur in this case.   

The sales figures used for the proposed lots fronting the river assume panoramic views similar to those at 
Northbank.  However, the section of the foreshore reserve in front of lot 8 is densely landscaped.  Therefore, the 
sales figure will be much lower than is expected by the department.  The feasibility also assumes a profit and risk 
margin of 18.5 per cent, which is considered to be too marginal for this type of speculative development.  The 
feasibility raises a raft of other matters that show clearly that the department will not make anything like the 
profit from selling this land that it has hoped.   

Many people have worked very hard for 18 years, with no pay, to set up the Apace organisation.  These people 
will be very dispirited if they are forced to move, and the organisation may never again operate with the same 
energy.  I believe the ministry is considering Gosnells as a possible new location for Apace.  The people who use 
Apace come from all over the State to be trained and get seed.  That move will impact severely on the ability of 
Apace to continue its operations and may even threaten its survival.  The Apace site is an important area of open 
space for the community and provides a valuable service for the organisations that are linked to it, particularly 
the many disabled people who use it.  It will be a huge cost for government to replace those services.  In addition 
to getting less money for the Apace site than it has hoped and having to buy land to set up Apace in a different 
location, the Government may also need to pay the set up costs for Apace in its new location.  The Government 
will also lose the training services of the many people in Apace who are helping in the fight against salinity.  The 
move will be a disaster.  It will not be economically or socially beneficial to replace that organisation with high 
priced housing on the shores of the Swan River for 15 rich people.  It will not be good value for the State, let 
alone the community.   
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I hope that if this proposal goes ahead, I will get support from the Opposition to move a disallowance motion.  
The Attorney General, Hon Jim McGinty, has said that the Government will try to deal with this matter by 
means of a minor amendment to the metropolitan region scheme.  I hope the Government will not misuse minor 
amendments again, as it did in the old days, although I have received an answer from the minister that states that 
will not happen.  I hope members will support the motion. 

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan) [3.54 pm]:  The Opposition is pleased to support the motion 
moved by Hon Jim Scott.  Last Tuesday, following representations that had been made to me, and I think all 
members of the Opposition, by some members of Apace Western Australia, I asked a question without notice 
along the following lines: will the Government reconsider the position of Apace at North Fremantle and agree to 
renew its lease when it expires?  The answer was somewhat non-committal, because all it said was that the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure has visited the site and is considering the matter.  I do not want to be 
anything but definite on where the Opposition stands on this matter.  We believe Apace should stay on its almost 
one-hectare site in Johannah Street, North Fremantle.  We say that because for the past 17 years, Apace has built 
an impressive record of community work and is clearly a leader in the areas that it is pursuing.   

Someone asked me this afternoon what does Apace stand for, and I must admit I had to look up a letter that said 
it stands for the Appropriate Technology and Community Environment.  However, Apace is much more than 
that.  It has a massive nursery and provides seedlings to local government and other statutory organisations.  It 
provides nursery plants to the community at a reasonable price.  It provides a design service for nurseries and 
other related activities.  It has erected two wind turbines on the site, one on a 12-metre windmill stand and the 
other on the roof of one of the buildings.  Those wind turbines generate electricity, and any excess electricity is 
fed into the Western Power circuit.  It has a library facility.  It offers a huge number of educational programs to 
schools and other interested parties.  It has a significant training division that offers training to those who are 
interested in the programs that it runs.  There is no doubt that over time, Apace has become a leader in the areas 
in which it has worked, in particular seed collection programs for various government and non-government 
organisations across Western Australia.   

Apace is also a community organisation to which people can turn in the important area of the environment.  The 
member for Vasse, Mr Bernie Masters, who is the opposition spokesperson for environmental matters, has had a 
close association with that organisation, and he has impressed on me how important he believes Apace is to the 
community.  The local member for that area, the member for Cottesloe, Hon Colin Barnett, is also keen that 
Apace remain on the existing site.  It is true that the previous Government, after considering a recommendation 
from the then Ministry for Planning, which had intended to rezone the land and sell it for housing development, 
sent a letter to Apace indicating that its lease, which will expire in 2002, will not be renewed.  We are all entitled 
to make mistakes in life, but we need to be big enough to stand up and admit those mistakes.  Mr Bernie Masters, 
Hon Colin Barnett and I, as one of the members for the North Metropolitan Region, believe the previous 
Government was wrong in accepting that recommendation from the then Ministry for Planning.  

Things have changed in Western Australia, because on 10 February the Labor Government was elected to office.  
Now the Labor Government has the opportunity to make the hard decision; that is, to keep Apace on-site in 
North Fremantle.  That should not be too hard because the local member, from just the other side of the river, is 
Hon Jim McGinty, the member for Fremantle.  He has already given support to the retention of Apace on that 
site.  Another person who has written to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure is Hon Judy Edwards, the 
Minister for the Environment.  She recognises the worth of Apace and has lent her support to seeing that it stays 
on that site.  There has been some talk about the Government relocating Apace to another location, somewhere 
in the Gosnells or Coogee area.  It is estimated that the fixed assets that Apace has accumulated on that site - that 
is, the buildings, the roads, the house and the other fixed assets - are now worth in excess of $1 million.  When 
we talk about relocation, we are talking about the need to, first, compensate Apace for the $1 million worth of 
assets that are on the site and, secondly, provide a site in some acceptable position.  The members from Apace to 
whom I have spoken have made it very clear: they want to stay in North Fremantle.  The Opposition supports 
Apace staying on that site.  It is convenient for school education groups.  It is convenient for the nursery.  To 
send it to the outer suburbs would be a retrograde step.  It is now up to the Australian Labor Party, as the 
Government in Western Australia, to bite the bullet and make the hard decision that will see Apace remain on 
that site.   

My understanding is that, following the minister’s visit to the site on 19 July, some members of Apace are not 
convinced that the Government will allow it to renew the lease.  Given all the discussions that occurred in this 
Parliament prior to the last election, and the alleged support that the Australian Labor Party offered various 
community organisations, now that it is in government it must bite the bullet and make a very positive decision 
to extend the lease of Apace on that site.  If it does that, it will be applauded by all parties in this House.   
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Hon Jim Scott has indicated that it is thought that a metropolitan region scheme application may be tabled in this 
House and that the issue of disallowance will arise.  I agree with Hon Jim Scott.  If things are done according to 
law and according to past practice as recognised by this House, that document will be tabled and the House will 
then have the opportunity to consider whether that particular rezoning should be agreed to.  The Government 
does not have to go that far.  It does not have to come in here and test the will of the House.  What it must do is 
make a decision that will see Apace remain on that site into the future.   

Apace has attracted tremendous support from right across Western Australia.  I have copies of letters of support 
from a huge number of groups - not just environmental groups, but community groups from schools and local 
authorities right across Western Australia - that strongly support, first, the activities of Apace and, secondly, the 
right of that organisation to stay on the site that it was given for a peppercorn rental in 1983.  Apace has not been 
backward in spending time, money and effort to improve that site.  The house that is located on the property is 
known as Winter House.  It is now heritage listed, but was restored from a run-down, ramshackle place to the 
place that it is today at Apace’s expense, using community labour that was available to it at the time.  I support 
the motion.  

HON B.M. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.04 pm]:  I very briefly add my support for this motion.  As we have 
heard, Apace is in North Fremantle, just outside my electorate.  My electorate office is in Fremantle, so many 
people have come to me seeking support over the years, and particularly in the past few weeks.  As previous 
speakers have said, Apace is a unique environmental exercise.  The thing I like about Apace is a thing that is 
very familiar to me; that is, a community coming together to work something into a viable proposition that is 
good for and benefits the community in a wide sense.  The educational programs have been talked about, and 
they are accessed by a lot of schoolchildren.  I fear that if those programs were moved, they would become less 
accessible.  The seed collection programs are also beneficial.   

The issue that I wanted to pick up on, which has not been spoken about in as much detail, is the opportunity for 
people with disabilities to work in nurseries.  Some members would be familiar with the nursery project that was 
established in Kellerberrin.  Having grown up and taught in the wheatbelt, and being very close to the disability 
services area, a lot of people have said to me that the Iris Litis centre that was established in Kellerberrin for 
country children, in which they grew and then planted trees, was a great boon to the children, particularly as they 
moved into that after-school age group.  They built up skills while at school and then they could return.  I have 
friends who have a son who is still working there, and that has given him a real purpose in life.  The issue of the 
facility being there and being able to be accessed by people with disabilities is an important one.   

I acknowledge people like Ann Forma, who has been a very powerful influence in the North Fremantle 
community and a great supporter of Apace and the work that people have done.  Volunteerism is an issue close 
to me, and this is the International Year of Volunteers.  That sense of a community coming together to do 
something for the common good is an Australian way, and we must acknowledge that it is a positive thing in 
communities.  Something has been built up into a model that works very well, so why tamper with it?  We must 
temper our decisions with what is in the common good; what is best for the community.  Must we always have 
an economic rationalist bottom-line view?   

I support this project in North Fremantle.  I commend Hon Jim Scott for bringing forward this issue.  I challenge 
the Government to look deeply at all aspects of the Apace project.  I support the motion.   

HON G.T. GIFFARD (North Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [4.08 pm]:  I note the contributions of all 
speakers in relation to the important community work that Apace does.  I support all of those sentiments about 
the valuable community work of Apace, and I hope that nothing I say detracts from that very important point.  I 
agree with some aspects of what Hon Jim Scott had to say, particularly when he talked about the resource of 
Apace going far beyond the area of North Fremantle; indeed, the whole of Western Australia is well served by 
this community organisation.  It is true that the previous Government indicated to Apace that it did not intend to 
renew the lease, which runs out in 2002.  A financial consideration was critical to that decision; that is, Apace 
occupies the land in North Fremantle at nominal rent and the Government is trying to find surplus land for which 
it could get money.  As Hon George Cash said, the Government obviously identified that parcel of land and 
indicated to Apace that it would convert the land.  We said in opposition that we would review that decision, 
which is precisely what we are doing. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan inspected the site in July and had a discussion with people from Apace.  That was a 
valuable experience for the minister, as she was able at first-hand to appreciate the important work of Apace.  
The work it does is not in question.  However, there is a financial consideration to be taken into account.  The 
initial valuation of the land was $3.3 million.  Hon Jim Scott today said that the valuation was disputed by 
Apace.  However, we must try to arrive at a proper understanding of the value of the land rather than make 
claims and counterclaims.  After her July visit, the minister was aware that Apace disagreed with the valuation of 
$3.3 million.  She wrote to Apace asking it to explain the basis on which it disputed the valuation of the land and 
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what was its valuation.  Apace provided what it considered to be a critique of the valuation.  However, that did 
not lead to common agreement on the value of the land.  It is important for the parties, when taking into account 
the Government’s financial considerations, to at least agree on a precise figure. 

Hon J.A. Scott:  You need to work out the value of having Apace too. 

Hon G.T. GIFFARD:  That is right.  The context of this issue for the Government is that the Government has 
contingent liabilities on acquiring all reserve land.  In the next 30 years those liabilities will amount to $750 
million.  The Government is also required to acquire land for the Bush Forever program, although there is a 
degree of duplication in that requirement.  In the next 10 years that figure will be in the order of $100 million.  
The main source of funds for the acquisition of that land will be the metropolitan region improvement fund.  
That fund will raise $39 million in the current year, which will not cover the Government’s current program for 
land acquisition.  In that context the Government had to consider identifying surplus land and whether it could 
dispose of those assets. 

Hon J.A. Scott:  Wasn’t a lot of that metropolitan region fund money put into things like the motorplex and 
wasted on things it should not have been used for? 

Hon G.T. GIFFARD:  Despite what may have occurred in the past, the reality is that the metropolitan region 
improvement fund is the main source of funds.  The Government must find a way of funding the acquisition 
program.  The question for the Government is whether the land currently occupied by Apace can be declared 
surplus.  In reviewing that decision the Government will need to canvass many options.  Obviously the 
Government must consider its budgetary position if Apace remains at the Fremantle premises.  Effectively, not 
getting any money from the Apace site would mean that the Government would be required to find money from 
other areas or not expend money in other areas.  A possible alternative site in Gosnells was mentioned in the 
debate.  The Government indicated to Apace that if it agreed to go to that site in Gosnells, it would support 
Apace in its relocation costs.   

Hon J.A. Scott:  Do you know what that site cost? 

Hon G.T. GIFFARD:  No, I do not.  I am talking about the Canning River reserve in Gosnells.    

Hon B.M. Scott interjected. 

Hon G.T. GIFFARD:  I have only a couple of minutes left.  The point is that the minister raised a number of 
questions with Apace after her visit in July in which she wanted to continue to engage Apace.  First, she asked it 
for its valuation of the land.  That has not been forthcoming.  She also asked it to advise of its long-term growth 
needs.  Apace has not provided an answer to that question in correspondence with the minister thus far.  The 
minister also asked if Apace would at least inspect alternative sites so that the Government could investigate the 
potential of relocating Apace to one of those sites and asked whether Apace would be happy with that relocation.  
The response thus far in trying to engage Apace on those questions was for Apace to critique the valuation but 
not answer any of the questions. 

The big question is whether Apace can continue its important and valuable work at another site or whether it is 
critical for it to remain at the Fremantle site.  The Government appreciates Apace’s work.  The point of the 
Government’s reviewing the decision not to renew the lease begs the question: can Apace be relocated without 
the loss of its identity or the important functions it performs?  The Government continues to be open-minded on 
that issue.  It does not approach the issue by simply trying to find a way to justify the decision of the previous 
Government.  However, it is required to ask hard questions about whether Apace could do its job as well or 
better at an alternative site; and, if so, what are the economics of that relocation?  The reality is that the site on 
which Apace is located is a valuable resource.  We implore the people from Apace to continue the dialogue with 
the Government so that a resolution of the issue can be found that meets Apace’s needs and the needs of the 
wider Western Australian community that it serves. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [4.18 pm]:  I want to add a few words to the debate on this urgency 
motion for a couple of reasons.  First, Apace is sited in my constituency of North Metropolitan.  Secondly, prior 
to becoming a member of this place I used Apace on many occasions.  When I was involved with the Friends of 
Bold Park I participated in its bush regeneration courses.  Apace provided a six-week training course in bush 
regeneration at a reasonable cost to community volunteers, which course has been utilised by a range of urban 
bushland groups in the metropolitan area.  That contribution, which is one of the services provided by Apace, is 
vital to encouraging and skilling volunteer members to assist in the management and restoration of bushland.  
Without Apace’s resources, the whole voluntary movement, which provides an enormous amount of free labour 
and expertise in the management of native bushland, both in the metropolitan area and, as previous speakers 
have said, in the rest of the State, would not be available.   
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Apace has pioneered bush regeneration.  It is worth noting that its constitution states that it is a public benevolent 
institution with the aims of promoting sustainable regional economic and social development in a community 
context.  This means that its work through education, training or employment must have an ecologically sound 
basis.  As noted previously, Apace’s nursery work funds many of its other services.  Apace epitomises the very 
best in a community organisation.  It is a not-for-profit organisation that works with volunteers who are willing 
to provide their time free.  Previous speakers noted that when the site was made available in the 1970s it was a 
wasteland and the building on it was derelict.  The people involved in Apace have invested an enormous amount 
to add value to the site.  It is ironic that now that it is considered to be of value, the Government wants to flog it. 

Hon G.T. Giffard interjected. 

Hon GIZ WATSON:  Yes, I accept that the Government wants to sell the site, not the house.  As has been 
suggested to me by people working at Apace, its present location is vital to the provision of its services.  It would 
not remain viable if it were moved to Gosnells because it has built up a service in the Fremantle community.  As 
much as it is in the North Metropolitan Region, as Hon Barbara Scott said, it is very much a genesis of the 
Fremantle community in providing facilities for people with disabilities, migrants, unemployed people, people 
on community work orders, schools and state government organisations.  Access to this location in North 
Fremantle is crucial to the provision of its services.   

It has not been mentioned in this debate that Apace is also a major manager and administrator of government 
grants.  As such, it provides assistance for many other groups.  Members may not be aware that the process of 
applying for government grants to finance bush regeneration, for example, is complicated.  Apace has managed 
to provide the expertise to help other organisations win government grants to pay for valuable community work.  

The point of this debate is to raise the question of whether the organisation could function if it were removed to a 
more distant location.  It is clear to me that it could not do so.  

Its land use in relation to its proximity to the river is compatible with conservation.  However, harbour services 
and housing would have a greater environmental impact on the river.  

Hon Graham Giffard referred to the need to provide money for Bushplan and he mentioned the metropolitan 
regional improvement fund.  I asked questions in this House when the metropolitan regional improvement fund 
was established and, if I remember correctly, the levy for it was raised through a tax rate of 0.32c in the dollar.  It 
is now 0.15c in the dollar.  The Greens’ argument is that the levy should be restored to its original rate, which 
would provide enough money to pay for bushland regeneration and the purchase of identified Bushplan sites.  It 
is a legitimate source of funding, because when natural bushland is “developed” - I use inverted commas because 
it is arguable whether clear-felling native vegetation is development as such  - and houses are built on it, that is 
the one opportunity for the developer to make an enormous windfall.  Based on the user-pays principle, that is 
the point at which it is reasonable to say that a certain percentage of the windfall should be spent on protecting 
other areas of bushland.  The Greens, therefore, argue that the levy should be restored to its original rate.  
Previous Governments have progressively reduced it.  It is the answer to providing funds for Bushplan and to 
ensuring that the Government fulfils its promise to look after urban bushland.  It would tie in directly with the 
work Apace has done and which I hope will continue from its North Fremantle site.  

I will argue vigorously that the site should not be rezoned urban, and that Apace should be allowed to continue 
its good work from North Fremantle.  

HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.27 pm]:  I thank members for their support on this issue.  As 
members have said, it is about conserving a community organisation that is of great value to the community in 
which it is located and to the wider community.  Too often when we take an economic rationalist’s view of 
something, its value is not properly measured.  For example, what is the value of the contribution of the people 
involved in Apace?  It is worth a great deal.  If it were replaced and paid for through government services, it 
would cost more in a year than the sale of the land would return.  The sale of the land would bring $3 million, 
less the $250 000 to re-establish Apace.  At the end of the day the community would be no better off; in fact, 
Apace’s services would probably be lost because people who required them would not up sticks and move house 
to Gosnells or nearby to access the services.  Many good people and much invaluable goodwill would be lost.  

I would like a different form of accounting to be used to work out the true value of these services.  I believe that 
an Australia-wide study has been undertaken on the value of community services, which has shown that they are 
of greater economic value than standard economic returns to the community.  It is very short-sighted of the 
Government to be considering taking this action.  Aside from the remark I heard about opposition members 
becoming socialists, I wonder about the Labor Party’s philosophy when it seeks to close such a wonderful 
community asset and replace it with homes for the rich. 

Hon George Cash interjected. 
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Hon J.A. SCOTT:  That is right.  In answer to Hon Graham Giffard’s comments about money to pay for 
Bushplan, a vast amount of money is being raised from the sale of unvested crown reserves throughout the State 
that could pay for Bushplan.  A vast amount of government assets have been sold off.  I understand that the 
Government is toying with the idea of selling Western Power.  It seems to be one of the last utilities left.  The 
closure of Apace would cause an economic loss.  The whole amenity of North Fremantle would be spoilt.  Apace 
is situated on a small finger of land.  Such areas need to be kept for public open space and community use.  I 
thank members for their support. 

Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


