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NOT-FOR-PROFIT SECTOR � GOVERNMENT SUPPORT 
Amendment to Motion 

Resumed from 12 August on the following motion moved by Hon Sue Ellery (Leader of the Opposition) � 

That this house notes the changing demands for assistance on the Western Australia not-for-profit 
sector and calls on the Barnett government to ensure the sector has appropriate resources and capacity 
to meet demand. 

to which the following amendment was moved by Hon Robyn McSweeney (Minister for Child Protection) � 

To delete all words after �notes the� and insert � 

impact that the global financial crisis is having upon the community, and notes the 
government�s continued work towards providing appropriate resources to the not-for-profit 
sector. 

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan) [11.05 am]: I welcome the opportunity to continue my 
remarks from yesterday. I guess the point I was trying to establish is that the current level of economic activity is 
clearly impacting on not-for-profit organisations that provide myriad services to a range of different people in 
the community. I was interested to listen to the minister�s contribution to this debate and to note that � 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Quite a few members are just wandering around the chamber. I would really like 
those members to hold their conversations outside the chamber or very quietly in their places.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I was interested to note that the minister in making her contribution yesterday 
did not make any mention of the fact that the current change in the economic fortunes of the state is putting 
pressure on not-for-profit non-government organisations. It almost seems to me as though there is some lack of 
realisation on her part of the set of economic circumstances and challenges that this government currently faces. 
It is very, very surprising that the minister did not acknowledge that this is indeed a problem. Not only is it a 
problem, it is indeed a very, very serious problem � 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: I changed the motion. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I have to say to the minister that even by changing the motion she is sending the 
message that we do not recognise that we have a problem. However, there is indeed a very, very serious 
problem. Anybody who has any understanding of economics understands that there is enormous pressure on this 
government. The minister should know that from her management of her own portfolio, because quite clearly 
she is having to cut back in a range of areas simply because the money is not there. Although the government 
went out and strongly promoted the spin side of the budget�namely, what the government was going to spend 
money on, what its priorities were, and the quantum to be spent in each of the portfolio areas�it was really 
lacking in a good analysis, if we like, of the revenue side of the budget, because the revenue side of the budget is 
indeed very, very poor. As we know, a major contributor to the revenue side of the budget is, of course, 
royalties, and during the boom period we did particularly well in that area. In fact, we were cross-subsidising 
other states and territories through the fiscal equalisation model, much to our own disappointment. Although we 
might have been disappointed, it was nevertheless a demonstration of the fact that this state was doing very, very 
well. However, we now have a substantial reduction in the royalty take, and anyone who looks at the resource 
sector, for example, will see that the current royalty return from the iron ore industry alone has been drastically 
reduced. In fact, I think the Treasurer was forecasting a reduction of some $400 million in 2009-10 alone. I think 
that this is a serious problem for the government. I say it is serious because a percentage of that money is used to 
fund the operations of government, and the simple fact that money will not be there means that it will not be able 
to, in part, be redistributed to the not-for-profit, non-government sector, which plays a very, very important role 
in providing a range of goods and services to a range of different people within our community.  

When the Treasurer set down the budget, he said that it would do a number of things. Firstly, he said that it 
would protect jobs and it would support the state�s economy. What we know now is that it has not protected 
jobs, because we have a very dire employment situation. We know that the percentage of people losing their jobs 
is increasing substantially. In fact, if we look at the latest Australian Bureau of Statistics data as of June 2009, we 
see that the number of unemployed persons in May 2009 grew for the eighth successive month to 61 200 and, 
most recently, that figure has increased to 68 000�that is, 68 000 people who have directly lost their jobs. Those 
68 000 people have a number of other people who rely on them for support so that they can go about living their 
lives. Those people are dependants by way of being children, spouses or other members of the family�they may 
well be a combination of all�but 68 000 people directly losing their jobs will have a very significant impact on 
the demand for services from the non-government, not-for-profit sector. Quite clearly the economic position that 
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we find ourselves in has not bottomed out. I think that figure of 68 000 is probably going to increase rather than 
decrease, certainly in the short term. The only thing that that signals is that there will be continued pressure on 
the limited resources of the non-government, not-for-profit sector.  

It is interesting to note that in May 2009 the unemployment rate in Western Australia was five per cent in trend 
terms, having risen from 4.1 per cent over a three-month period. However, it was considerably lower than the 
national unemployment rate, which grew to 5.7 per cent in May 2009. I guess that there is some limited relief 
there. Basically, what these figures show is a deteriorating unemployment situation. The number of unemployed 
people is in fact growing; however, it is not as bad as in other states. The net impact�which is not measured by 
ABS data and is probably not measured by any other measure that I can think of�is such that because we were 
coming off a higher base, in some way many of these 68 000 people in Western Australia who have now become 
unemployed have probably had a harder drop than people in other parts of the nation who had lost their jobs. 
Those people may have perhaps been in states in which the economy was not doing quite as well and was not as 
buoyant as was our own economy during that boom phase.  

Hon Robyn McSweeney: They came from earning big money in the mining areas.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Many of them; not all of them. Many of them may have come from earning the 
sort of money that perhaps they had never had the experience of earning and enjoying in their lives prior to the 
advent of that boom. For example, many tradespeople had previously earned average levels of income and then, 
because of opportunities that the boom created, received substantial pay packets�not necessarily pay increases, 
because I think many tradies would probably resent that; some of them certainly received better hourly rates�
but I think what the boom offered many of them was the opportunity to work for as long as they liked. That 
meant that they could earn enormous overtime and build up their nest eggs for other times when it might be 
needed.  

I have gone through the impact of employment data. It is fair to say that the pressure on not-for-profit, non-
government organisations is a pressure that will continue. Why do I say that? Let us look at the construction 
industry, which is a major employer in the state. It has a multiplier of something like six, which means every 
direct construction job generates six other jobs. There has been quite a deterioration in activity in the 
construction industry. I remember that at one time during the boom I looked out from the front of Parliament 
House and counted something like 16 or 17 cranes. It has been said that one of the key indicators of the 
economic health of the economy is the number of cranes that can be seen in the skyline. It certainly was very 
different from when I first came into the Parliament. Members might remember that most momentous occasion, 
but when I first came into the Parliament � 

Several members interjected. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: A very sad lot you are! There were hardly any cranes in the skyline. It always 
stuck in my mind. The one thing that I do take note of is the number of cranes.  

If we look at the latest ABS data on construction, we see that in the three months to April 2009, 4 451 houses 
were approved for construction in Western Australia. That was 1.1 per cent higher than the previous year but 
almost 23 per cent lower than the same quarter in the previous year. Although there had been a slight trend 
increase over a recent month, if we like, over the last quarter it was substantially down by almost a quarter of the 
previous year. That is very concerning. That, too, will be impacting on the demand for services from the not-for-
profit, non-government sector.  

A wise government would be having a very close look at the economic indicators at this point in time. It would 
be looking at the demand for the resources that are required to be delivered from those not-for-profit agencies. 
The government has probably been caught out to some extent because perhaps there was a view that this 
recession would come, it would linger for six months and then it would improve. But I have to say that when we 
look at what is going on internationally, the American market is very, very depressed; and the European market 
is very depressed. If we look at America, the United Kingdom and elsewhere�with the exception of China and 
probably Japan, and Australia, in particular Western Australia and Queensland�it is pretty bleak out there. 
People have said to me that it is amazing that in other states there are big signs on the shops saying �closed 
down�. Businesses are having fire sales. We are doing much better, but there is no doubt that the demand on the 
services of not-for-profit organisations will continue to increase.  

Another indicator I would like to bring to the attention of the house is the level of mining activity. At the end of 
the day, the economy of Western Australia relies heavily on mineral exploration, mineral mining and the export 
of minerals. Evidently, if the mining sector has a cold, the rest of us end up with flu. This affects Western 
Australia and Queensland more so than anywhere else.  
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Last year, expenditure on mining exploration was $293 million; that has fallen almost 11 per cent in trend terms 
in the March quarter 2009. When the government came into office, it promised that it would provide incentives 
to increase exploration, and rightly so. At the end of the day, if there is no exploration, there will be no mine 
development. If mines are not developed, people cannot be employed, mining operations cannot be set up, the 
product cannot be extracted and minerals cannot be exported. That is why it is very, very important. It is 
concerning that even after the introduction of the initiatives, there was an 11 per cent decrease in trend terms. 
The present government�s expenditure on mining is well below $300 million for the first time since September 
2007. That is another insight into what is happening. 

We also know that exploration for silver, lead, zinc, nickel, cobalt and iron ore were all down by more than 
40 per cent, and gold was down by 16 per cent. 

Hon Norman Moore: It�s back up again. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: It might be going back up, but this is the latest June Australian Bureau of 
Statistics data. 

Hon Norman Moore: It is going up for gold. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: They tell me that Gold Corporation has done very, very well during this period. 
Gold has historically been a measure and store of value. When everything else fails, gold can always be relied 
on. Plenty of people stock up and buy gold jewellery or nuggets; not me, because I cannot afford it! 
Internationally, there are many customs built around gold; for example, before Indian brides get married, they 
have a lot of gold lavished on them. It may well be because of an international understanding that gold is an 
important commodity, even though it is only important because people have given it that importance, similar to 
money. A piece of paper is not actually worth anything; it is about the confidence that we have in these things 
that makes them valuable. It is interesting that the WA Gold Corporation has done particularly well in that it has 
quadrupled its profit during this period.  

I will return to the motion because I have to, but the picture I am trying to paint is that whilst we have these 
issues and indicators of economic malaise, particularly within the resource sector, which is the backbone of 
WA�s economy�it used to be working sheep, but not any more�and whilst there is this malaise and reduction 
in economic activity, correspondingly there will be increasing demand for a whole range of services. Currently 
there are 68 000 unemployed people in this state�a figure that will continue to grow. As it grows, those people 
will require all manner of assistance. 

At the same time as the unemployment figure grows, this government has handed down a budget that is very 
unsupportive of the people of Western Australia. The government has gotten itself into the pickle of doing a deal 
with the Nationals, which is fine, and to which it promised $2.6 billion over the forward estimates. But that deal 
was struck at a time of economic prosperity. Last September, the full impact of this economic global downturn 
could not have been expected. No-one would have predicted that it would be as bad as it currently is.  

When the deal was struck, the figures were based on assumptions about revenues that would be generated by the 
state. The simple fact is that those revenues have not been generated and will not be generated. From the 
Treasurer�s own admission, we know that royalty revenues will be down this year. For example, iron ore, which 
generates some $2.4 billion of revenue, will be reduced by at least 20 to 25 per cent. If one considers the 
reductions in revenue for all the other sources of mineral product, they are very substantial. That means that 
there will be a gap between the promised $2.6 billion royalties for regions, which is locked in, and the revenue 
stream generated.  

When the Treasurer announced his budget, he recognised that this gap needed to be filled. There was not enough 
in the tank and the government has had to find ways to find revenue to fill the tank so that everything would be 
balanced and equal. The problem is that the way the government sought to acquire the money was to implement 
a number of reforms and initiatives aimed at trying to secure that difference, such as the three per cent efficiency 
dividend, which has had an adverse impact on many not-for-profit organisations and agencies. We have seen 
staffing caps and we will see reductions in government cars. All this is just on paper, because none of it really 
happens although it is what the government states will happen. Government cars is an example: four months ago 
the Premier said he was going to reduce the number of government cars by 10 per cent, which would have meant 
a loss of 300 cars a month; when we asked the question two months later, he had gotten rid of only two cars. It is 
an absolute joke.  

The government claims that it has a number of strategies to close that gap. Although I do not have too much of a 
difficulty with some of the aspects of the government�s closing-the-gap agenda, I do have a difficulty with the 
increases in fees and charges on households of ordinary Western Australians as part of the strategy to fund the 
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bad deal that was done with the royalties for regions program. I also have a difficulty with accepting that 
Western Australian families are going to be $1 000 worse off per annum so that the government, together with 
the National Party, can continue waltzing on the dance floor with scant regard to what they are doing to Western 
Australians. 

In returning to the motion, we should consider what the government has imposed on ordinary Western 
Australians; it is making Western Australians poorer in real terms. When Western Australians are poorer in real 
terms, they need to rely on additional support. Where do people get that support? We know that government 
support is diminishing day by day because everything is being cut and the level of service will not be there. If 
there is no support coming from government, people will go to the not-for-profit sector. The not-for-profit and 
non-government sector has not had an increase in funding; in fact, the not-for-profit and non-government sector 
has had a decrease in funding. What a hopeless outcome by any measure that this should be the case during this 
economic period when there is an unprecedented demand for additional assistance for people who have been hit 
by the economic circumstances that they find themselves in as a result of the global financial crisis and also as a 
result of government policy to increase fees and charges at a time when people should have been shown a little 
compassion. For example, the government got rid of the $200 for the It Pays to Learn allowance. It has imposed 
a 23 per cent increase in gas charges and a 25 per cent increase in electricity charges. Many people simply 
cannot afford those price hikes. Many people cannot afford the increase in the charges for car registration, the 
higher costs of public transport or higher school fees.  

People will not be able to go on holiday anymore, and they certainly will not be able to go to Rottnest Island. 
The Minister for Tourism, in a most dishonest and despicable act, put out a media release. I have not got its exact 
words here but they are something like, �Fares are now cheaper because we have packaged them up into little 
packages.� Instead of having to pay separately for mum, dad and two children, it tells people they can now get a 
family package. When we did the cost comparison between the new family package and what the old costings 
would equate to, we found that the new family package cost about 60 per cent more. To top it all off, little 
kiddies under the age of five years or so did not have to pay to visit Rottnest and be able to pat the quokkas. 
They probably cannot pat the quokkas anymore. Even Hon Norman Moore should pat a quokka. It would be a bit 
of therapy for him. 

Point of Order 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: Although this is terribly entertaining, it has nothing at all to do with the motion, 
which refers to not-for-profit organisations. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: This is stress on families. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I was carefully listening to the debate and I was searching, I must admit, for a thread 
back to the motion, which I will be carefully listening for in the future. I am confident that Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich 
has a theme in there somewhere. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Mr President, you will be so proud of me. I not only have a thread, I have a rope 
going back to the motion. 

The point that I am making and have been making all the way through this debate is that there is a direct 
relationship between hardship and the demand for services that are required by people who are in need. 
Government has contracted out many services over time and they are now provided by the not-for-profit, non-
government sector. The government has a symbiotic relationship with the not-for-profit sector. The government 
funds it to provide all manner of services. The point I am making is the incredible increase in fees and charges. I 
am citing the case of Rottnest Island because for many people a holiday to Rottnest is a very important part of 
their life. It applies to many members in this place, although it may not apply to Hon Helen Morton. Many 
people have a culture of visiting Rottnest for their annual holiday. They will not be able to do it. They might go 
to a not-for-profit organisation and ask for an alternative for where they might go for a holiday and where they 
could find a quokka that is not on Rottnest Island. Many people will be the poorer for the fact that they can no 
longer afford to do things that they once could have afforded before these cost imposts. That will link directly 
back to the demand for not-for-profit services. 

The minister has already spoken, but I think she gets the right to speak again. I wonder what the government is 
doing to get a real handle on what is the increase in demand for services as a direct result of these price hikes as 
a result of the government policy announced in the budget. It is a fair question. For example, what has been the 
impact and is it being measured? There are increases in charges for electricity, car registration, public transport, 
high school fees, boat registration, Rottnest Island landing fees, gas, recreational fishing licences, third party 
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insurance, city car parking, local government rates, the waste levy and so on. Does anyone in this government 
really care? The impression I get is that no-one really cares. One can only conclude that no-one cares because at 
page 794 of the budget papers a reference is made to the three per cent efficiency dividend that shows quite 
clearly a reduction in non-government sector payments. Given all the additional fees and charges, it is hard to 
believe that the government causes a reduction in non-government sector payments.  

Hon Robyn McSweeney: We are looking at efficiencies. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: The government might be looking at efficiencies but the mums, dads and 
children are looking for services. How on earth can the government justify all these increases in rates and 
charges, knowing that they will cause hardship to people, and then cut the amount of funding that the 
government gives to organisations that may be called upon to provide those same people with assistance? The 
minister stands and says that she is so sad for this person or that person; that she did not really want to make the 
cut from $80 000 to $45 000; and that she is sorry and feels terrible. It is all just one big phoney act, and she 
knows it. People are sick and tired of her lack of transparency and phoniness. Quite clearly, this says it all. The 
government does not care. There is a reduction in non-government sector payments of $1.6 million in 2009-10. It 
is shocking. In the following year, 2010-11, the figure is $1.372 million�an extra reduction. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: Is that so? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Yes, that is so, and if the minister thinks it is funny�she should not be sitting 
there laughing her head off. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: I have not laughed; I said �Is that so?� in the same tone of voice that you are using. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: The minister does not have to be sarcastic, because this is no laughing matter. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Members opposite do not worry me. If they think that what their government 
has done is a good thing � 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: We are actually laughing at your mannerisms, which is an entirely different thing. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: The minister is only having a go at me because I am foreign and I do not think 
that she should. She should know that ethnics are very expressive, and she should be respectful of that. 

In 2011-12 there is a further reduction of $1.313 million, and so it goes on. In 2012-13, the reduction is 
$1.397 million. It is hard to believe, but that is true. It beggars belief that the government has done this at the 
same time as we face this set of circumstances. However, if members think that line item is bad�it is�the next 
item under economic audit shows that at the same time the organisation is being restructured. I think the 
government is having a rationalisation of the structure. At the same time, it will be deeming the department 
pretty much useless to anybody because it is cutting the size of the agency. This goes to the heart of what we 
were saying during the debate on the efficiency dividend. It is just a blunt instrument�a three per cent chop, 
irrespective of whether this was the appropriate organisation that should be chopped. Quite clearly, it is very 
poor policy to go down this path and apply the cut in this way to an organisation that provides community 
support and services during a time of global financial crisis, which does not come around every two years; this is 
a very serious thing. 

This effect is filtering through, with the result that a whole range of not-for-profit organisations are being 
affected. I refer to a news article dated Thursday, 2 April 2009, entitled �Lifestyle campaigns may not be 
renewed�. It is about the Department of Health axing some of its contracts with non-government agencies. I 
understand that the department said it was reviewing more than 500 contracts. I shall be watching that process 
very carefully. It affects 500 contracts that it currently has with non-profit organisations. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: That is the same as the Labor government reviewing the contracts. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: The minister has a lot of explaining to do, and we will be waiting for her 
explanation of how she allowed the cuts to not-for-profit organisations to occur. She just sat there while the 
Minister for Energy hiked up all the prices, the Minister for Education chopped off the support for families 
through the It Pays to Learn allowance, and the Minister for Local Government increased the waste levy. She 
just sat there, pretending to be this caring, sharing person saying how sorry she felt about it, but she had to do it. 
But the truth is that she just does not care at all; she is a very uncaring person. 

Hon Donna Faragher: That�s not very nice. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: It is true. The minister just heard the argument. 

Hon Norman Moore: There is no justification for that. 
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Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: No justification? The Leader of the House has got to be kidding! He ought to 
hang his head in shame. The Minister for Child Protection should hang her head in shame. She sat there and 
withdrew funding, making it harder for families by imposing an extra $1 000 a year in government charges. She 
sat around the cabinet table saying yes to everything. The government has imposed these costs on families, 
knowing that the economy is not doing well and that families are doing it tough. The Leader of the House does 
not worry me one bit.  

The PRESIDENT: Order! I encourage the member to return to the substance of the motion, instead of 
commenting on the personalities of other members. 

Point of Order 
Hon SUE ELLERY: Mr President, I absolutely respect the direction you have just given to make sure that 
members do not make reference to personal characteristics, but I ask you to emphasise that for the whole of the 
house. The honourable member who is now on her feet was the subject of some derision earlier on about her 
mannerisms, and the way that she was delivering her speech. If we are to be respectful and not make criticisms 
of people�s characters, that should apply for the whole house. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: The mannerisms I was talking about that Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich was showing, 
were making fun of what I was saying on the radio; it was not her personal mannerisms. 

Hon Sue Ellery: It was well before that comment. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: No, it was not. It was the mannerisms she was using to make fun of me. 

The PRESIDENT: I will not encourage debate on this point of order. A line obviously needs to be drawn 
between people, in a light-hearted fashion, making comments about the way other people do or say things, and a 
direct personal comment about someone. Members can all exercise their own judgement on that. The Leader of 
the Opposition is right�it applies to all members not just the member on her feet at the moment. All members 
are obliged to follow standing orders and courtesies. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I think I have put forward a very reasonable argument about the impact of 
government policy on not-for-profit organisations. I do not believe that there is a strong view amongst not-for-
profit organisations that this government has done them any favours. If we were to ask the not-for-profit sector 
about the set of circumstances it is currently facing, it is fair to say that we would find that there has been a 
significant increase in the demand for the services that not-for-profit organisations deliver. We would have to ask 
ourselves what were the contributing factors to that significant increase in demand for the services of those not-
for-profit, non-government service providers. The point I am making is that there are a number of contributing 
factors. Firstly, the government has locked itself into an arrangement for royalties for regions based on a set of 
figures that has not eventuated and is unlikely to eventuate. Therefore, there is a funding shortfall. That funding 
shortfall has had to be met by a set of taxation measures imposed by this government in the most recent budget. 
These budget measures have a direct impact on households and families, and have resulted in enormous financial 
pressures on them to the tune of, on average, $1 000 per annum. People may not like that, but it is evident from 
everything that has been written in black and white from a number of sources. I do not think that that is an 
unreasonable conclusion to draw, and I do not think it is unreasonable to conclude that the impact of the global 
financial crisis has resulted in a greater demand than ever for support services for Western Australians. This 
government is really letting families down very badly because it is not responding to the crisis in a positive way; 
it is responding in a very negative way, which is inadvertently resulting in Western Australians having to fund 
the Liberal-National government�s royalties for regions scheme during these very difficult economic times, and 
this comes at the cost of genuinely looking after Western Australian families. 

HON WENDY DUNCAN (Mining and Pastoral � Parliamentary Secretary) [11.52 am]: I rise to say that I 
do not support the substantive motion, and that I support the amendment moved by Hon Robyn McSweeney. We 
really need to make clear in this house the role that the royalties for regions scheme plays in the Western 
Australian budget and the arrangement of the Liberal-National alliance. I would like to remind members 
opposite that the Labor Party was more than willing to sign up to the royalties for regions proposal following the 
state election in September 2008. At that time the Labor Party indicated its support for the royalties for regions 
scheme. If members opposite actually took the time to get out into regional Western Australia, they would 
discover that it is a program that is working very well to fill some of the gaps, particularly in the not-for-profit 
sector, that were left by the previous government.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich suggested that members on this side of the house should hang their heads in shame. On 
the contrary, I say that members of the previous Labor government are the ones who should be hanging their 
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heads in shame at the neglect of regional Western Australia that occurred during the Labor Party�s time in 
government. It was during that time that we saw people living in containers, sorely neglected children in 
Indigenous communities and the Royal Flying Doctor Service being unable to meet its priority one requirements. 
This is what the current government is endeavouring to redress, and a lot of the focus in regional Western 
Australia is on the not-for-profit sector. 

Hon Sue Ellery: If you hold that view�which is a legitimate view for you to hold�why would you not support 
a motion that says the government should appropriately resource the sector? I don�t see how that is offensive to 
you. 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I am saying that the government is appropriately resourcing the not-for-profit sector. 

Hon Sue Ellery: So why would you disagree with the motion, which says that the government should be doing 
that? Why would you disagree with that? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I am saying that the government is appropriately resourcing the sector, so I disagree 
with the motion. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Then you need to prosecute your case a bit better. 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I support Hon Robyn McSweeney�s amendment. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich talked about a figure of $2.6 billion being locked in for the period of this government. The 
main reason for the royalties for regions program being based on a percentage�25 per cent of royalties�is to 
allow that figure to move within the amount of royalties. In fact, that has happened during this financial year. 
When the National Party was campaigning on the royalties for regions program and talking about 25 per cent of 
royalties, we were talking about a figure of $675 million. However, when it came to framing the budget for the 
current financial year, when the budget figures were locked in, taking into account the exchange rate, the price of 
iron ore and other issues affecting royalties, the final royalties figure for this financial year was $644 million. 
That final figure, I might add, includes a reduction of $25 million, which is more than four per cent of the 
amount, in recognition of the government�s efficiency dividend.  

The assertion that the royalties for regions scheme is the reason that the government is in tight financial 
circumstances is blatantly untrue. As I said prior to the break, the royalties for regions scheme accounts for less 
than four per cent of the total state budget. It is actually less than the amount that is spent on subsidising the 
public transport system, so it is not the problem that � 

Hon Adele Farina: Are you suggesting we should not have a public transport system? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: No, I am not suggesting that. It is just as important as subsidising the public transport 
system, but people in regional Western Australia do not have access to public transport and should be recognised 
as needing� 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Let us have one speaker at a time. Hansard will be able to hear the debate that much 
better and so will members. 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: The royalties for regions program is very supportive of the not-for-profit sector in 
regional areas. The government recognises that these organisations play an important part in supporting the lives 
of people living and working in regional areas. As I have mentioned, one of the key projects supported by 
royalties for regions funding is the Royal Flying Doctor Service�a highly respected and iconic organisation in 
Western Australia. It has been allocated $29.9 million for 2011-12. We have provided $40 million in 2011-12 for 
the community resource centre network�telecentres�which is one of the largest not-for-profit information and 
service delivery networks in the world. They are located in 103 small rural communities around the state. The 
government is proud to have redressed years of underfunding of this important community owned and operated 
initiative. 

We have provided $400 million across 110 local governments through the country local government fund to 
improve local infrastructure; many not-for-profit organisations will benefit from that. This includes sporting 
groups, community halls, and buildings owned by local governments and not-for-profit service organisations.  

Of course, on 12 February 2009, the regional grants scheme was announced. This provides contestable funding 
for regional Western Australia. It has provided substantial amounts to the not-for-profit sector in regional 
Western Australia. The first round closed on 25 March 2009. The demand for the funding was high, which was a 
real indication of the neglect and huge gaps out in regional WA. A total of 846 applications were received, with 
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a total value of funding requests of $182 million. The total value of approved grant funding was $32 million. 
There were 321 successful applications, of which 214 were from the not-for-profit sector. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: I thank the member. There is nothing like being lucky, although I must confess that 
luck is something I do not believe in. 

A diverse range of services and infrastructure projects was approved to support sporting, cultural, social and 
youth services, health and emergency services, larger scale infrastructure and tourism. In the Gascoyne region, 
25 projects were funded, 11 of which were for the not-for-profit sector. For instance, the Exmouth Game Fishing 
Club received $145 000 to build a multipurpose facility there, which will support successful events, such as the 
Gamex Billfish Bonanza, and provide family-oriented activities and junior development clinics, and educate the 
public about safe and responsible fishing. The Exmouth playgroup was allocated $20 000 to provide for 
playground equipment for the zero to five-year-olds to play on. This will enable not only better learning facilities 
and stimulation for the children in that age group, but also the opportunity for mothers to get together and have 
social interaction, networking and support so that they can improve their parenting skills. 

Hon Adele Farina: How much money is being directed to women�s refuges?  

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: Yes, there has been funding. I do not have the figure with me at the moment. 

Hon Adele Farina: Can you come back to me on that? 

Hon WENDY DUNCAN: Yes, I probably could get it. 

The Carnarvon police and citizens youth centre has received $130 000 to provide social and recreational services 
to the town�s young people. That money will be used to replace a rusting roof that the group has been trying for a 
considerable time to have repaired. With the roof and ceilings repaired, the facility will be able to cater for the 
demand. In fact, I was there a few weeks ago speaking to parents who said that the facility is in constant demand; 
the car park is always full because there is so much activity happening in that building. The parents are very 
pleased to see that at last it is being brought up to standard. 

Of the 23 projects funded in the Goldfields-Esperance region, 21 were for the not-for-profit sector. Bay of Isles 
Community Outreach Inc, which is based in Esperance, received $139 000-plus. That is an organisation that has 
been working for many years with very little funding. It is supported by a dedicated group of volunteers in the 
area of mental health services which supports people with mental health difficulties and their carers. It is the only 
specialist non-government mental health support service in Esperance and it does a fantastic job. With this 
funding it will expand its services out to Ravensthorpe and Hopetoun, and up to Norseman. Members will find 
that the funding will also provide a base to enable services to people with mental health problems in Esperance 
to be expanded and developed well into the future. 

Eastern Goldfields Halfway House received $147 000 for Prospect Lodge, which has been in operation since 
1977 and assists people, particularly men, with alcohol and drug misuse issues. That funding will enable some 
refurbishment of that lodge and will also provide opportunities for training for clients to become job ready and to 
help both them and their families develop socially.  

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


