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SUPPLY BILL 2017 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 27 June. 

HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [3.10 pm]: The Supply Bill 2017 
is an important bill. We do not often get to debate supply bills. In fact, I think I have had the opportunity to 
debate only one, and that was when the previous government — 

Hon Donna Faragher: You’re filling in time. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Thank you. It is an important bill and I was about to say that when the previous 
government—I was about to be nice, but I will not be now — 

Several members interjected. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Okay, so those opposite have now learnt how to knock me off my feet by telling 
me that I am nice; thank you. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: That’ll lose you votes! 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: That is it! 

The previous government when it came back to office in 2013 had to put through a Supply Bill because it had 
pushed out the budget until September as well. Our government needs supply. We need authority for expenditure 
because our budget will be delivered in September. We need that time for ministers to scrutinise their budgets to 
bring to the Parliament because there is a lot to look at. The budget is in a very sad and sorry state, not only with 
the record debt and deficit left by the previous government, which is indeed a sad and sorry state, but also the 
way in which that has been recorded and the way in which individual programs have been treated, particularly 
the programs that have been funded for one year with nothing in the forward estimates. It is a hollowed out 
budget and that reflects the hollowed out nature of a lot of what the government has left us—the hollowed out 
nature of planning, the hollowed out nature of transport, and the hollowed out nature of individual communities 
because of a lack of good management and good planning. I will get to some details of that in a minute. In 
particular, I want to focus on East Metropolitan Region. I do not get the opportunity to do that too much. 

Hon Donna Faragher: What a good region it is. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: #EastMetroBestMetro. I cannot claim that hashtag—Harrison Burrows can claim 
it, but I use it often. East Metro is a great region. It is a great region because of its diversity and because it is 
a great place to live and a great place to work. That is not to say that it is not without serious problems, 
particularly around transport, a lack of planning and jobs. For some people it is very difficult to be living in the 
East Metropolitan Region right now when they do not have access to a job and to safe and affordable housing, 
and, sadly, when they do not see that there is any hope in sight. To my mind, we can tell the focus of the 
priorities of the previous government in the way the budget is constructed, in the priorities of the budget. The 
previous government lost any focus for those most in need. In particular, the last budget in 2016–17 was skewed 
away from those most in need, from those needing a helping hand, and focused on a range of big projects at the 
expense of people who needed government assistance and support the most. 

The other feature of the 2016–17 budget was that the government claimed that it was a focus on infrastructure. 
Of course it was not a focus on infrastructure; it was a focus on a couple of big projects in the inner city that left 
people, particularly in the East Metropolitan Region, high and dry when it came to public transport and roads 
and, in particular, in easing congestion. That is the legacy we have been left with and that is why it will take us 
through to September to really scrutinise what has been left behind, not only the way in which programs were 
accounted for but also the priorities of the previous government, which, as I said, are skewed away from those 
who most need it. 

The other part of the legacy, which Hon Sue Ellery did a great job of summarising in the previous debate, is the 
difficulties that we now face because of the poor management of the Barnett government. We have been left with 
a record deficit and with record debt, but how we got there is beyond any imaginings, really. Hon Sue Ellery 
highlighted some of the main ways in which that occurred. In particular, anyone could have seen that the iron ore 
prices were going to tank. Anybody could have seen that coming, and indeed they did. In addition, the state 
government changed the way in which the iron ore prices for the budget were calculated. It was not only the way 
that the iron ore prices were going to fall, but also the way in which the iron ore prices put into the budget were 
calculated to make the picture look a little bit rosier than it actually was. That is what we are left to deal with and 
that is why we need a Supply Bill now to take us through to September so we can scrutinise in detail some of 
those more complex matters. 
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We could also see that as a result of the changing economy, we needed to diversify the economy—long before 
Labor won government. Steps to diversify the economy could have been taken eight years ago but were not. As 
a result, there is significant unemployment, particularly in the East Metropolitan Region in areas around Midland 
and Ellenbrook. Those who are disproportionately affected by unemployment are, of course, young people. We 
had rapidly increasing unemployment at the same time that the previous government increased exponentially the 
fees to attend TAFE by over 500 per cent. That was unbelievable. That meant that young people were not able to 
access the training that they needed to get into the labour market, to get a foot in the door; they could not access 
the training to help them get on the road to a career. All of that was increased by over 500 per cent to manage 
a budget that was seriously out of whack. 

Let me come back to the 2016–17 budget. One of the things that really perplexed me was that the iron ore price 
dropped only relatively recently, comparative to the size of the increasing deficit and the increasing debt. What 
I am saying is that the economy slowed down only quite recently; we were spending a lot more than we were 
getting in. I started to think: what are the revenues that we are getting? We know that the GST share has 
decreased, but surely we are still getting royalties. Of course, other people are thinking that too, such as 
Professor David Hayward from the School of Global, Urban and Social Studies at RMIT University. He found 
that in real terms Western Australia’s revenues relative to 2007–08 figures were far higher than the population 
growth. He was saying that population growth increased and that meant that revenue increased. In addition to 
that, holding the price constant for 2012–11, royalties rose from $1.8 billion in 2008 to $5.8 billion in 2014. 
There were more people and, because of that, revenue was increasing and, in addition, royalties increased in 
constant prices. In contrast, we all know the sad goods and services tax story. We know that GST fell by about 
$2 billion. On the one hand, GST prices were falling by $2 billion but, on the other hand, royalties increased 
from $1.8 billion to $5.8 billion. The population growth was 19 per cent, and that brought a 26 per cent increase 
in revenue. All the way along, revenues increased, but we have not had a corresponding budget that is either in 
surplus or balanced, whichever we think is ideal. I know what I think it is. 

We come back to: What is the point of that? How did that happen? There has to be only one reason and that is 
poor management. At the same time, there was a double whammy from the impact of the federal government’s 
response to Western Australia. I will not go down the GST debacle debate; we probably all agree on that. I say 
only that we absolutely need a floor in the GST. The inequity is real for everyone to see. Labor has been calling 
for a floor in the GST for as long as I can remember. I can certainly remember Eric Ripper calling for it when the 
GST was debated. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: You were in government. Who was in government? 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Who is on third? 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Members, when I say order, it means that everyone is to cease moving 
around the chamber and be silent. After all of that unruly interjection has settled down, I will again call on 
Hon Alanna Clohesy to continue her remarks on the question that the bill be read a second time. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Thank you, Mr Deputy President; it is nice to have some clear air to point out that 
the Liberal–National coalition government at a federal level has whacked Western Australia, not only with the 
GST, but also with cuts in budgets over two successive years. Last year a minimum of $8 billion was taken out 
of this state’s health and education budgets—$8 billion. What is the impact of that at a local level? Let us talk 
about that. That is the hollowing out of services, and infrastructure slowdown—a complex mess for our local 
communities. We know that our local communities need a strong government with a fair hand to make sure that 
real development occurs in local communities and that those local communities get the types of services and 
infrastructure that will help them grow, sustain and flourish—something like a biostimulant because local 
communities need lots of input at a local level to ensure their growth. 

Transport is one of those services that can affect the health of a local community. Look at Ellenbrook, for 
example, and the way in which that community has been denied solid, well-planned, local public transport for 
more than eight and a half years. Look at the way that community was played with and lied to by the previous 
government. We know that good public transport is good for the whole community. It is good for our health, 
good for jobs and good for the environment. It addresses congestion. Let us look at some of the benefits. Public 
transport users—people who use public transport—get three times the amount of physical activity a day than 
those who do not. It is good for our health. After using public transport and then not using it, I know firsthand 
that it can have a serious negative impact on our health. Certainly, physical activity declines rapidly. There is 
research from Doctors for the Environment Australia, which produced a submission to the Australian Senate’s 
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Rural and Regional Affairs and Transport References Committee in which it indicated that for each additional 
hour spent behind the wheel of a car in transit to and from work and to and from school, the likelihood of obesity 
increases by six per cent. For every hour we sit behind the wheel, the likelihood of obesity increases by 
six per cent. There are two reasons to address the real need for public transport, particularly in our outer suburbs. 

Another area that benefits is jobs. The American Public Transport Association estimates that for every $1 billion 
invested in public transport infrastructure, 36 000 jobs are created. That is in just the development, the build and 
the provision of public transport. That in turn creates a lot of flow-on transactions; for example, we go to the 
train station and shop at the local shop. Those flow-on transactions are estimated to earn another $500 million in  
government tax revenues. Building public transport therefore makes sense because it helps not only the local 
economy, but also government tax revenue. In using public transport we spend more. We go to local shops, we 
help local shops and we help the growth of the local community. In addition, while spending, we are contributing 
to taxes. It is good not only for income for governments, but also for jobs, health and happiness. It is also good 
for the community. 

Lots of research has shown that good public transport tends to improve overall security of local areas. There 
were purported to be some concerns that when we build a railway line and have it terminate in a certain area, 
some so-called “undesirables” might come to the local area. Sure, on some occasions less than desirable 
activities can occur around the central area. However, those concerns can be addressed through the design of the 
station, the community, the city centre or the local area centre. We also address it by the lighting, for example, 
that goes with that. Certainly, research has found that areas of high public transport use tend to have better 
overall security and less crime. For example, I found SNAMUTS—Spatial Network Analysis for Multi-Modal 
Urban Transport Systems. It is really interesting research. That model was applied — 

Hon Aaron Stonehouse: Sorry, can you say that again? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: It is SNAMUTS—Spatial Network Analysis for Multi-Modal Urban Transport 
Systems. I got it! Researchers applied this spatial network analysis to the Perth–Mandurah railway line, which is 
one of the best railway lines this state has ever seen. It is a fantastic railway line. It was visionary, and reduced 
congestion and increased the good health and happiness of the people living in the area. It brought jobs in 
construction and brought jobs to the area when the railway line was opened. It is a visionary piece of 
infrastructure if ever there was one. This spatial network analysis was applied to the Perth–Mandurah railway 
line. The study found — 

• an increase from 21 to 26 (or by 24%) in the number of activity nodes from where a minimum of 
250,000 residents or jobs can be accessed within a 30-minute public transport journey; 

That created activity and improved the economy of the area, if you like. It also found — 

• an improvement in public transport speed competitiveness compared with road travel across the 
metropolitan area by 11%; 

It is a really fascinating study on the way in which the railway line has improved not only the Mandurah 
community where the train line terminates, but also the communities all along the train line. Of course, we also 
know that a lack of public transport has a negative impact on our economy and on our health and happiness, and 
that has been quantified. The Department of Transport found that by 2020 the cost to our economy in 
Western Australia will be about $2.1 billion. It is backward thinking not to put in place the strongest public 
transport that we could possibly think of to connect communities, provide communities with jobs and improve 
health and environmental outcomes. All those are good reasons to have good public transport. 

If I needed any more convincing of that—of course, I did not—over the past few years I have been running 
forums with our local communities about what kind of public transport they want, where they want to travel to 
and from, how they want to travel and what kind of issues are of concern to them. I was not asking about the big 
macro issues around the economy or the impact on the environment, but about issues that are more particular to 
them. These forums were in local community halls and the interest from the community was just fantastic. I did 
not need convincing, but certainly the feedback from those communities was fantastic and what people wanted 
was very clear in relation to specific issues in their neighbourhood and where they wanted to connect to and 
from. The kind of information that people told us was very interesting. I asked where people wanted to connect 
to and from. For example, people in the Yokine forum wanted to connect from university to university. I will 
come back to why that is significant in a minute. They wanted to connect across suburbs—not only north and 
south, but also east and west. 

People in that Yokine forum in particular were really concerned about congestion. As members might imagine, 
they were concerned about congestion on Walcott Street, Beaufort Street and Alexander Drive, which had 
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increased exponentially. For some people it was almost doubling the time of their trip to work if they were going 
into the city. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: At least. You can take 45 minutes now to get from Mosman Park to Highgate. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Yes; that is from single-lane congestion and double-lane congestion at particular 
points. For most people, of course, it is congested early in the day when people are going into the city for work 
and later in the day when they are coming out again. It can also be heavily congested on the weekends. People 
wanted something done to relieve congestion. They live there and I asked them to tell us what they think needs 
to be done. Interestingly, light rail was discussed and there were arguments for and against. Also, people were 
very angry that over $28 million had been spent on the development of the Metro Area Express light rail and all 
for nothing; it came to nothing. It was all for nought. As we know, it was promised by the previous government. 
Local residents were really interested when they thought that they were going to get a new way to get in and out 
of the city that did not have a significant impact on the environment, but for that promise to those residents to be 
broken was unbelievable. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: They won a seat on the back of it. They promoted it hugely and then about two 
weeks later said, “Oh, sorry, changed our mind.” 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: It was not only two weeks later; it was $28 million later. How many tracks could 
we have laid with $28 million? 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: They were not serious about it; they were never serious. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: No. That plan had a lot of flaws but we could have worked with it. We could have 
done something along there. 

Residents were also concerned about the timing of traffic lights and the way in which there was no connection 
between state government and local government on the flow of traffic in certain areas. In particular, residents 
were really concerned about the corner of Beaufort Street and Walcott Street and the way that the previous 
government had successively ignored their pleas to do something about that intersection despite the increased 
number of motor vehicle accidents and pedestrian accidents. I will come back to why that is important a bit later. 

In addition, residents also wanted to see changes in the way in which we travel across multiple modes of public 
transport. That is a really interesting and important suggestion which came directly from residents and which 
government could look at. It would help government reshape the way that it prioritises its transport planning. 
Another thing to come out of the transport forums was concerns about the rail crossing on Caledonian Avenue 
in Maylands. It scares the heck out of people and is of great concern, particularly when cars are often forced to 
sit across the railway lines while they are waiting for the lights to change. Sorry; Hansard cannot see my right 
hand going to the right-hand turn! That was raised by a number of people at the Maylands forum. 

Residents also want to see Bayswater reinvigorated around the train station. How many times have we seen—
despite the flashing lights and the ways the local council has tried to address it—trucks get stuck under the 
bridge at Bayswater? In addition, the people I have talked to around Bayswater are very concerned about the lack 
of amenity in the area, that the area has become quite run-down and that there is a lack of focus on the area by 
state and federal governments to allow local government to do some really solid planning and 
community-informed development there. Those were just some of the issues raised right across the inner part of 
the East Metropolitan Region. I also conducted transport and planning forums in Ellenbrook, and other 
community forums right across the East Metropolitan Region. 

That information was incredibly useful, and was put to use in the development of Labor’s Metronet plan. We 
know that the new Metronet plan will address many of the concerns I have outlined that residents told us about. 
In particular, Labor will create a railway line from Morley to Ellenbrook. The impact of that on the inner 
northern area of the East Metropolitan Region will be absolutely huge. It will take lots of cars off the road and 
address congestion, and it will allow people to travel to and from major centres and points—from Morley to 
Ellenbrook. In addition, we will extend the railway line from Joondalup to Yanchep. Members might ask what 
on earth the Joondalup–Yanchep railway has to do with the East Metropolitan Region. I will tell members what 
it has to do with the East Metropolitan Region: Alexander Drive and Wanneroo Road. That extension will take 
a lot of pressure, and therefore congestion, off Alexander Drive and Wanneroo Road. We have gone about 
getting on with that job. Practically as soon as ministers were sworn in Minister Saffioti got on with the job—
within the first couple of hours of being sworn in, I would say. She has already set up a team to oversee the 
delivery of the Metronet plan that I outlined, but that is only a very small part of it. 

The minister has already gone ahead and called together multiagency experts who will plan and oversee the 
implementation of Metronet. That is really incredibly important, because remember I talked earlier about the 
intersection between planning and transport. We need to plan where our train stations and bus stops will be and 
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how they will intersect. But that also needs to be planned in relation to how a community wants to develop, how 
a community should develop, and the kinds of jobs that will be created not only by the rollout of Metronet, but 
also once passengers start to use Metronet and other forms of public transport. This multiagency specialist team 
will bring together specialists in transport planning, land development and town planning. I cannot emphasise 
how important that is. People told us that they wanted to make sure that the land use around the transport centre 
or hub was well thought through. Think back to Bayswater and to how I talked about the shop owners being 
concerned about community-centred developments that will assist that community. How do we build up that area 
to ensure that there are more jobs, that those businesses thrive, and that local people get in, move through and 
use that hub? That is why having people with those skills will be very useful in this area. I am very pleased that 
it will be headed up by someone with project management skills who is also a former Treasury official. It is 
important to demonstrate the relationship between managing a budget and having a transport plan that is 
manageable within the fiscal environment that we, sadly, find ourselves in. That is just one example in transport 
and planning of what listening to communities and acting on what they want can create. A small shift in focus to 
community-led priorities can have a real impact on the budget and on making sure that we are delivering the best 
for our community. 
I could probably provide lots more examples, particularly around the area of good planning for education and 
economic development. This one really brings together for me and highlights just how well and easily that can 
be done by talking to communities, getting on with the job of developing a plan and bringing together the experts 
needed to do that. Prior to that, the previous government had a plan to have a plan to have a plan. About this time 
last year, the previous government released some ideas around a transport plan. Prior to that there had been 
a transport plan to 2031 that was never endorsed. It was never, ever given the light of day. That created a kind of 
haphazard badly managed rollout of what transport projects there were. The previous government did not lay 
a track. In fact, when we consider the number of tier 3 rail lines it closed and subtract that from the promise of 
rollouts, I think the previous government achieved about minus 200 kilometres of railway track in eight and 
a half years. 
That is why this Supply Bill is very important. It will allow the government of the day to look at what we have 
been left with in the face of bad planning and poor financial management, to reprioritise and focus on how to 
build strong communities while ensuring that the budget is fair and delivers for those most in need. 
HON SAMANTHA ROWE (East Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [3.49 pm]: I am delighted to 
rise this afternoon to make a contribution to the Supply Bill 2017. Some very interesting contributions have 
already been made in this chamber. Last night, Hon Dr Steve Thomas made a contribution, which, unfortunately, 
I was here for only part of and, of course, my good friends and colleagues Hon Alannah MacTiernan and 
Hon Alanna Clohesy also contributed to this debate. It is a great opportunity to talk a little about our electorates, 
which we do not always get to do. I am a very proud member of the East Metropolitan Region. During the 
election campaign, we were able to make some great commitments, both large and small, and I am pleased to 
rise this afternoon to talk about them. 
I would like to start by making some comments about the electorate of Armadale and some of the great things 
that my good friend Tony Buti has done. 
Hon Darren West: He’s a very popular member. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: He is a very popular member. 
Hon Darren West: The most popular member! 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I am told by Hon Darren West that he is the most popular member. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The former member for Armadale can come to order because I am trying 
to listen to Hon Samantha Rowe who is speaking to the Supply Bill. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Of course, Tony Buti may be equally popular as the former member for Armadale. 
He has lobbied really hard for his electorate. In particular, one of the things he has been fighting for in Armadale 
is to fix the very dangerous level crossing at Denny Avenue in Kelmscott. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: There are many reasons for that. Were those interjections directed at me? I could 
not hear them; I am sorry. I was talking to others so — 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! If the Minister for Regional Development and the Leader of the 
Opposition want to interject on each other, they can do it some time when I am not trying to listen to 
Hon Samantha Rowe. 
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Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Thank you, Mr Deputy President. I am glad that you are interested in what I have 
to say; it is great. I love it when you are in the chair. 
I was talking about Armadale. Tony Buti has lobbied for some time to fix the level crossing at Denny Avenue 
because it is very dangerous and has been for some time. 
Hon Alanna Clohesy: It’s a shocker. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: It is. Apart from being dangerous because the boom gates are down more than they 
are up, which is dangerous in itself, it also means that traffic flow comes to a complete standstill. This is not 
helpful at a time when we all know that congestion is a huge problem for not only metropolitan areas, but also 
regional areas. 
Hon Colin Tincknell: There should not be any boom gates in metropolitan areas. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: That is right; there should not be any boom gates. I thank Hon Colin Tincknell for 
that interjection. It is important because it puts a lot of pressure on the flow of local traffic. 
Hon Alison Xamon: It does, yes. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I am getting support from everywhere; this is incredible! Who would have thought, 
Mr Deputy President? 
Hon Darren West: You’re very popular as well! 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I am not as popular as Tony Buti, but that is okay. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Or as popular as the former member for Armadale. 
Hon Darren West interjected. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: No, but he might like to think so! 
It is a serious issue and Tony Buti has lobbied for quite some time to fix the level crossing at Denny Avenue. 
Even a survey that was undertaken by the RAC confirmed Denny Avenue as being one of the most dangerous 
roads in the metropolitan region. 
Hon Alanna Clohesy: It’s in the top 10. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: It was voted the most dangerous. 
Hon Alanna Clohesy: Was it, really? 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: According to the RAC, yes; there you go. The previous government took no action 
on this dangerous level crossing. As I said, in peak times, the boom gates are down more than they are up. 
During the recent election campaign, WA Labor made a commitment to address the dangerous level crossing. 
Since being elected, it has made a commitment to prioritise fixing the 31 level crossings in the metro region. 
I think that is a fantastic commitment for a government to make. It will make a real difference to the safety of 
these roads and also traffic flow and congestion, which, for many years, has been a huge concern for many 
Western Australians. I will not go too much down the path of traffic and congestion because my colleague 
Hon Alanna Clohesy already touched on that, but I want to refer to some of the great financial commitments that 
we are making in the East Metropolitan Region. We made some major infrastructure commitments in Armadale. 
One of the other commitments we made in Armadale was to dual Armadale Road through to the 
Kwinana Freeway. Again, this will have huge flow-on effects for traffic flow, congestion and, of course, safety. 
In line with that, we made a commitment to build the Armadale Road bridge. I think it will have a great affect by 
opening the south eastern corridor and linking the suburbs. That is a great outcome for our regions in 
Western Australia. The new Minister for Transport has committed to these really great infrastructure projects, 
which I am really pleased about. 
Not all projects come with a huge price tag. Sometimes, the small commitments made in communities can also 
have very powerful effects on how communities come together and what they are able to achieve in each area. 
During the election campaign, we made large commitments and we also made some smaller commitments in the 
East Metro Region. I would like to briefly touch on what some of those commitments were because I think they 
will have really positive outcomes for the East Metro Region. 
Hon Michael Mischin: Will you take an interjection? 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Sure. 
Hon Michael Mischin: You have convinced us that we should pass the Supply Bill; there is no need to continue 
to filibuster on it to fill up time today! 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I am absolutely happy to take the interjection, Mr Deputy President. 
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Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I am not happy about the level of interjection or some of the audible 
conversations around the chamber. Members might just like to listen to Hon Samantha Rowe. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: As I said at the beginning when I rose to make my contribution, I wanted to be able 
to place on the record, Hon Michael Mischin, some of the really great achievements and commitments that we 
made for the East Metropolitan Region—the region I represent. With the member’s indulgence, we are debating 
the Supply Bill and this is the appropriate forum to be able to do that. I will continue to do that, but thank you, 
Mr Deputy President, for your guidance on the interjections. I am happy to take them. 
As I was saying, I want to go through some of the smaller commitments that were made during the election 
campaign. I will start with Belmont and I also want to touch on some of the commitments that were made in the 
electorate of Forrestfield, if I have time. I think some of the commitments came about not because we want to 
force them onto communities or people, but because we, on the Labor side, believe in engaging with and 
listening to communities. We did not just pluck these commitments out of thin air; they came from the 
communities that we represent. In Belmont, for example, we doorknocked around 16 000 homes and we phoned 
nearly 40 000 residents. We listened to what they were looking for in their communities, what they wanted in 
their schools and what they wanted to get out of public transport. We asked whether the health system was 
working for them. We asked questions, listened to the answers and engaged. We held community street corner 
meetings and community forums and we listened. From that, we were able to go to our communities and offer 
some of these, sometimes quite small, financial commitments. Small commitments can make a real difference to 
the various organisations and not-for-profits that I am talking about. A not-so-small commitment that we made in 
Belmont was for a $7 million state-of-the-art performing arts centre for the students of the only government local 
high school in the electorate, Belmont City College. Believe it or not, Belmont City College has ATAR students 
who specialise in music and drama. This is something that the students will receive great benefit from. These 
facilities will not just be used by the local high school students. Students from all the surrounding primary 
schools will also have access to this performing arts centre. When the high school is not using the performing 
arts centre, the local primary schools will be able to use it for their own drama classes and other purposes. Not 
only that, but the local community will be able to use the arts centre when it is not being used by the schools. 
This is a project that will not only primarily benefit the local high school, but also have a wider attraction for the 
Belmont community in general. It is great that this state-of-the-art facility could be a hub, if you like, for 
not-for-profits, different organisations and school students to use. It will give young people, in particular, an 
interest and something to do locally. It could form part of a hub for the electorate of Belmont. The WA Labor 
Mark McGowan government is pleased that we were able to make that commitment in the seat of Belmont. 
We also made some local commitments on a smaller scale. One of those commitments was for barbecue services 
at one of the local parks, Selby Park in Redcliffe. For members who are not aware, it is a beautiful park in 
Redcliffe. It has a beautiful playground, but has no barbecue facilities, so residents contacted us and said that it 
would be great to have those facilities available and that it might make the park a little bit more user-friendly. 
That will not cost an arm and a leg; it will not bankrupt us. It is a small investment of around $50 000 so that, 
hopefully, those who live near Selby Park in Redcliffe will be able to utilise it to its best potential. 
Hon Alanna Clohesy: It’s low cost for families. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: It is low cost for families and is a great way to get free entertainment. Young 
families, particularly in summer—but this winter weather that we are having is so mild—can take the kids down 
to the park on weekends. It is a beautiful open green space with beautiful play equipment and in due course there 
will be barbecue facilities for people to use. We are really pleased about that small commitment that we were 
able to make for that area. 
We also made a commitment to the Belmont Men’s Shed. I think that everyone in the chamber would agree that 
the men’s shed association does wonderful work for its communities. It does important work and we want to 
make sure that it thrives. Men’s health is a big issue and something that we definitely want to be able to support 
when we can. We made an approximately $20 000 commitment so that the Belmont Men’s Shed could have 
more of the woodwork machinery that is required for it to do all the things it does. It does some really great 
things. I have seen some of the work it has been able to do with woodwork for signage. I have a lot to do with 
the Belmont Sports and Recreation Centre. It has done some lovely signage for the Belmont Bowling Club. 
I think that the government should do anything it can do, within reason, to support these organisations and 
not-for-profits. I think that we have a responsibility as a government and as members of Parliament to make sure 
that these organisations are given every opportunity to thrive and to encourage people to participate.  
Hon Donna Faragher: Can I ask what program that falls under in terms of funding? I agree that Men’s Shed 
and other organisations like that deserve significant support. It is helpful to know from what programs—for 
example, the one that you have just referred to—that money is actually coming from so that we can, as members, 
inform other organisations. 
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Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: As we have said throughout the debate since we have been here in the last two 
weeks—we are now in the third week—all those details will be brought forward in the budget. 
Hon Donna Faragher: I am not talking about the general budget. I am talking about a specific program. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Yes. I think that everyone is aware that we have different priorities of where we 
want to see funds allocated. 

Hon Donna Faragher: I am not questioning that. I am questioning where the funds come from so when we have 
groups that come to us, they can seek those funds as well. Obviously, lots of people come to see us. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: The previous government had eight years to find funds — 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! Hansard is probably battling a bit to understand what is being 
said and so am I. We will listen to Hon Samantha Rowe in silence. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Thank you, Mr Deputy President. 
I also want to make comments about commitments that we made in Hazelmere and South Guildford. These were 
not things that we forced onto those communities. These were issues that were raised with us when we were at 
street corner meetings, doorknocking or speaking to the relevant local councils involved. One of the 
commitments we made was to upgrade Hazelmere Hall. Another was to upgrade a bridge that links 
South Guildford to Guildford. One of the reasons that residents wanted to see that bridge upgraded was that it 
floods during winter and is not usable. Clearly, residents want to be able to use the bridge in all weather 
conditions. We committed to upgrading the bridge so that residents who want to get from South Guildford to 
Guildford will be able to do so. It was really popular. 
Hon Darren West: It was very popular. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: A lot of these things were popular, Hon Darren West. 
I think it is really important that when we talk about the different groups in our communities we include our 
local sporting groups. We have a lot of local sporting groups in Belmont, as I am sure all members have in their 
different electorates. We have a local cricket club, the Belmont Cricket Club, and a football team, the 
Belmont Bombers, that require funding. The Belmont Bombers needed extra lighting. The team trains at 
Forster Park, which does not have enough lighting at the moment for them to train all year round. We made 
a commitment to have some extra lighting put in so that the players will be able to train at night. 
Hon Matthew Swinbourn interjected. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: No, that is where the cricket club is. Peet Park is where the cricket club is. 
Hon Matthew Swinbourn: Not the junior football club? 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: No, this is for the senior football club, the Belmont Bombers. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I know the member will understand if I interrupt debate just now. The 
President has asked that I interrupt debate a few minutes earlier than I otherwise would to advise you that there will 
be a special presentation to take place in the anteroom outside the chamber during our break. I look forward to the 
continuation of the remarks of the honourable member after question time, but at this point I will invite members 
who would like to join us for that presentation to do so and I will leave the chair until the ringing of the bells. 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 1908.] 

Sitting suspended from 4.10 to 4.30 pm 
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