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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2012–13 BILL 2012 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) CAPITAL 2012–13 BILL 2012 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 
Resumed from 23 May. 

MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen) [9.09 am]: This budget exposes the Barnett government as being incapable of 
tackling the emerging issues in our community. It has no vision and is merely reactive. It has tried to remedy this 
situation by introducing the facade of the future fund, but the proposal does not bear close scrutiny. It could be 
argued: why have a future fund when there is so much to be done in the here and now?  

Many of my colleagues have already addressed various aspects of the budget. I want to refer first to seniors in 
particular, and then to a few emerging issues in my electorate. On this side we acknowledge that seniors are 
doing it hard. Rising household costs and charges are impacting disproportionately on seniors. The risible rise in 
the cost-of-living allowance will not markedly improve their situation.  

In this speech, however, I want to focus on what lies ahead. Simply no strategic thought has been given to how 
we should respond to the very real issue of an ageing population and the challenges that that presents to 
government and our community as a whole. Although there is reference on page 713 of budget paper No 2 to the 
department’s seniors strategic framework, it appears that this framework has not yet been completed. Lip-service 
is paid to seniors’ issues in the Department for Communities, with less than a handful of staff being charged with 
addressing these matters. The framework should inform every government agency of the demographic 
inevitability that we are an ageing community. It should galvanise them into planning and acting to 
accommodate for and militate against the negative externalities of those changes.  

I find it sad that a government can focus in minute detail on a football stadium not even opening until 2018 or a 
Museum not scheduled until 2020. Although they are both worthy projects, I think the collective efforts, 
expertise and preoccupation of government could be better directed towards public policy challenges such as 
those associated with the demographic movements in Western Australia over the next few decades. The number 
of seniors in Western Australia will double by 2050 compared with 1980. By 2050 one in four Western 
Australians will be aged over 60. Life expectancy will similarly increase. Interestingly, male life expectancy is 
increasing faster than that of females, so the predominance of women in older age groups will decrease. Put most 
simply, an ageing population means that we are moving towards relatively more older people and relatively 
fewer younger people. From 1980 to 2010 the proportion of 60-plus-year-olds in our population increased from 
12 per cent to 17 per cent, and the proportion of 75-plus-year-olds increased from three per cent to five per cent. 
The proportion of 60-plus-year-olds will increase from 17.3 per cent in 2010 to more than 27 per cent of the 
Western Australian population by 2050. The greatest increases, however, will be seen in the oldest age groups, 
with the proportion of 75-plus-year-olds more than doubling and the proportion of 85-plus-year-olds almost 
trebling. I think we need to remember that the senior population contains an age range of more than 40 years, 
meaning that it is a very diverse population in terms of health, family, economic, emotional, physical, financial 
and household circumstances. Further, there is a wide diversity of backgrounds in the senior population, with 
45 per cent of seniors having been born overseas and twenty-six per cent of these from non–English speaking 
countries. It is obvious from these few statistics that it becomes increasingly problematic to refer to seniors as a 
homogeneous and uniform group.  

By 2050 there will be fewer people of traditional working age, and by that I mean between 15 and 64 years, to 
support the increasing number of older Western Australians. Between 2010 and 2050 the number of Western 
Australians aged 65 and over is projected to double, while those aged 15 to 64, who are historically referred to as 
the working-age population, will decrease from 69 per cent to 60 per cent of the population. Similarly, the total 
workforce participation rate in Western Australia is expected to fall to 56 per cent in 2050, a reduction of 10 per 
cent. This potentially means that there will be fewer people of a traditional working age to support an 
increasingly large number of older Western Australians. These projections should generate sober reflection, but I 
am not convinced that they necessarily augur a bleaker future for Western Australia. I am, however, convinced 
that what we do now could well influence and shape how our community will meet these changed 
circumstances.  

So what are the implications for Western Australia? Why do we need to focus on these issues now and not at 
some indeterminate time in the future? For example, with these major changes in demographics we will need to 
accept that mobility and accessibility considerations will need to be factored now into our plans for future 
infrastructure. With fewer people driving, an accessible and comprehensive public transport network will be 
essential if we are to ensure that older Western Australians can stay in their homes longer and minimise social 
isolation. Major workforce planning strategies need implementing. We need to address the impediments to and 
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prejudices associated with hiring older employees. A campaign similar to the highly successful Count Us In 
campaign, which was used in the context of people with disabilities, would be an excellent contribution by 
government. Workforce planning will also need to ensure that an adequate number of trained carers are 
available. This is already a problem, and the figures certainly indicate an increasing demand. Giving greater 
status to carers by paying better wages and providing a career path that enables the retention of staff are 
frequently cited as vital. The demand for carers will also be influenced by the growth in the incidence of dementia. 
Citing the work of Access Economics, the McCusker Alzheimer’s Research Foundation website notes — 

Their further report in 2005, “Dementia estimates and projections: Western Australia and its regions”, 
presented the following stark prevalence and incidence statistics: 

• In 2004 there were over 17,000 Western Australians with dementia. 

• Growth of dementia in WA is the 3rd fastest in Australia, after the Northern Territory and 
Queensland. 

• The number of Western Australians with dementia is projected to increase to over 79,000 by 2050, 
5.5 times the number of those with dementia in WA in 2000. 
• Consequently, the proportion of Australians with dementia that live in WA is projected to 

increase from 8.5% to 10.8%. 

• To put it another way, as a proportion of Western Australia’s population, the number of people 
with dementia is projected to increase from 0.8% in 2002 to 2.7% in 2050. 

Similarly, with an older population we will need to markedly change the accommodation profile and housing 
choices for seniors. That needs to be considered and acted upon now. It is generally accepted that permitting the 
elderly to stay in their own homes for as long as is feasible is the most desirable outcome. In the future, different 
styles of housing and forms of technologies yet to be invented may facilitate this objective. In this context I need 
to publicise the very tardy response of the Minister for Housing to the report of the Community Development 
and Justice Standing Committee entitled “A Fading Dream — Affordable Housing in Western Australia”. I do 
declare an interest, because I was a member of that committee. The report was first tabled in November 2011. 
In February 2012, the minister made a brief statement saying the government needed longer to consider the 
committee’s recommendations and respond. He finally tabled the response on budget morning last Thursday. In 
the vernacular, this report was buried.  

If the response was tabled after the budget was finalised, the pressure to implement more of the report’s 
recommendations could be resisted as the funds would have been committed elsewhere. Even the less cynical 
would come to that conclusion from the way this report has been poorly responded to. Of the 35 
recommendations in that report, four were supported and another six were supported in principle. I am afraid the 
distinction between those two is too subtle for me. Six were partially supported, two were pending further 
consideration and one was under consideration. One recommendation was partially implemented and 15 were 
not supported at all.  

The report devotes a chapter to aged and affordable housing and it makes two recommendations. 
Recommendation 30 is — 

The Treasurer in the 2012–13 State Budget provide stamp duty exemptions for retirees who are 
downsizing their primary residence.  

With the response arriving on the day of the budget, there are no prizes for guessing that that was not in this 
year’s budget. The government’s response was that it is under consideration. It notes that — 

Tax relief options will be considered as part of the 2012–13 Budget process along with other spending 
pressures.  

We can presume that the non-inclusion of this measure in this year’s budget means that the consideration of that 
proposal has been rejected. The whole rationale behind this recommendation was to enable some stamp duty 
relief for seniors downsizing their homes. This frees up larger properties for families and permits seniors to 
move into smaller properties that are more manageable and suitable for older persons. Two other states, South 
Australia and Victoria, have such a scheme. A submission on the budget by the Association of Independent 
Retirees mooted such a proposal for Western Australia. As I have noted, it is apparent from the disingenuous and 
tardy response from government that there has been no real genuine attempt to even consider such a proposal.  

The second recommendation that relates to seniors is recommendation 31, which reads — 
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The Ministers for Health, Seniors and Volunteering, and Housing in conjunction with WALGA develop 
by June 2012 a joint discussion paper on how the State and local governments can meet the future 
health and housing demands of an ageing population in a cost-effective way.  

That recommendation is not supported by government and its commentary on it is that — 

The issue of health care demand appears to be outside the Inquiry Terms of Reference, the focus of 
which is social housing. On this basis, it is difficult to support Recommendation 31 in its current form.  

The Government notes, however, that appropriate housing options that allow people to be supported in 
their own homes and communities would be expected to positively impact on health care needs. The 
provision of home care services through the Home and Community Care (HACC) Program and hospital 
support programs such as the Friend in Need-Emergency (FINE) Programs are examples of cost 
effective services that enable this to occur. In addition, the Department of Housing has been working 
with aged care providers such as Bethanie Housing and Southern Cross Care to provide integrated 
housing and support services that respond to changing needs of residents.  

This is a blinkered response. The government does not understand the grey tsunami that is approaching. As we 
know, housing options for the elderly need to be in a continuum. The government’s short-sightedness will place 
even more burden on the increasingly costly health system.  

“Compassionate” was used to describe the Barnett government in the budget speech. Its failure to act promptly 
on the recommendations for the most fundamental needs of all Western Australians—namely, affordable 
housing—suggests that the description may be used ironically.  

I turn to seniors’ accommodation. There are real problems with dispute resolution in so-called lifestyle villages. 
Consideration needs to be given to a less legalistic mechanism than the State Administrative Tribunal. I have not 
formed a final view on the alternatives, but I indicate that, despite parliamentary focus on the issue in the past, 
the existing situation is not proving satisfactory or acceptable to many.  
Another budget decision that is contraindicated by the changes in the composition of the community relates to 
the termination of the First Click and Second Click programs. This termination was done for budgetary reasons 
by the Department of Training and Workforce Development. It recently notified training providers that the First 
Click and Second Click programs would no longer be funded due to changed budget priorities. The First Click 
and Second Click grants program was established as part of the report “Bridging the Digital Divide in Western 
Australia” in 2001 to provide training aimed at people wanting to take their first steps towards computer literacy. 
From 2001 to last month, community organisations have been funded to provide these courses. The programs 
provide access to technology and training for people who might not otherwise be able to gain computer skills. 
Ironically, the departmental advice is that the program can still be accessed through the website. Training under 
these programs targeted certain groups that research has indicated are most in need of assistance. Research shows 
that the key groups least likely to be computer literate are seniors aged 65 and over, people from low-income 
households, people in regional areas, migrants and refugees and women aged 40 to 54 years who are not working.  
[Member’s time extended.] 
Ms M.M. QUIRK: The Second Click was introduced in 2005 and offered people who had already acquired 
computer literacy the opportunity to extend these skills. Over the years, these programs have been extremely 
popular with all groups, including seniors, and whenever courses are made available by organisations, they are 
booked up in record time. With key information increasingly being offered only online, many seniors feel 
marginalised and out of touch. This course gave them the confidence to engage with the community online. It 
also helped seniors have better communication with their families and acts as a terrific platform for them to share 
something of common interest with their grandchildren. It is highly regrettable that the programs have been 
terminated. The minister was asked a question in the Legislative Council on 15 May and his answer about the 
alternatives available shows that this government is really out of touch. The minister replied, in part — 

Seniors, migrants and other users of the program are eligible to apply for government-subsidised 
introductory computing units in a certificate I in information technology and business offered by state 
training providers. Some state training providers and community organisations can also provide 
introductory computing courses under adult and community education programs on a fee-for-service 
basis. A First Click and Second Click resource kit is available as a downloadable document from the 
First Click website and hard copies will be available to community organisations.  

In other words, the minister is saying these are the alternatives to the program that was targeted to those 
particular groups that I have talked about, but the whole issue is that these other alternatives are not suitable for 
those particular groups.  
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I now want to reflect on a few local issues in my electorate. The first budget disappointment is the omission of 
south Landsdale primary school from the list of capital works to be commenced in the 2014–15 financial year. 
This is despite the fact that neighbouring schools are pretty close to capacity, if they have not already reached it. 
There is significant demand for additional school spaces in the area. There has been strong lobbying by residents, 
and we are mindful that large residential projects are underway in the vicinity. The lack of planning and insight 
into the current and future needs of this area is mind-boggling. There is, however, in the Department of 
Education budget, a sum of $1.5 million for the so-called interim placement of demountable classrooms for a 
preprimary school on another site in Landsdale. I believe the rationale for this amount is somewhat sinister. If 
preprimary students at existing schools can be corralled into this preprimary school, it will free up rooms in 
existing schools, as will the movement of year 7s into high school. In other words, this interim measure is just 
that—interim—but I think the intention is to forestall the ultimate building of the south Landsdale primary 
school. The government is trying to shore up a situation that is already unsustainable. What is particularly 
frustrating about this process is the lack of transparency in assessing community needs and the opaque manner in 
which demand based on population growth is calculated.  
Such a lack of infrastructure in outer metropolitan areas was recently canvassed in a very good article in The 
West Australian by Kent Acott and Bridget Lacy on 9 April this year. It states — 

Perth’s urban sprawl has become a health hazard, forcing thousands of residents to be more sedentary 
and rely more on their cars. 
A new report from researchers at the University of WA’s School of Population Health has identified a 
link between urban sprawl and obesity, finding that people in new outer suburbs did not walk as much 
as inner-city residents. 
Car reliance has increased because the population growth of new suburbs is outstripping the ability of 
governments to provide basic infrastructure such as public transport, footpaths and parks. 
Perth’s urban sprawl is among the fastest growing in Australia. 
Figures released last week by the Australian Bureau of Statistics show most of the nation’s quickest 
growing local government areas are in the outer suburban fringes of Perth and Melbourne. 

The article quoted part of the UWA report as follows — 

“In sprawling metropolitan areas, more time is spent in vehicles and more vehicle miles are travelled 
than in denser cities,” … “In denser cities, trip distances are shorter and there is a greater reliance on 
walking and public transport. 

Professor Peter Newman from Curtin University was quoted in the article as saying — 

… capital cities such as Perth were becoming increasingly divided, with a wealthy and well-serviced 
core surrounded by endless suburbs that were overwhelmingly car dependent for access to work, 
services, recreation and education. 

I will finish my quote from this article with this — 

Residents’ association president Jessica Stojkovski said it seemed an unnecessarily long battle to secure 
services and facilities that residents in older suburbs took for granted.  

“We were given a bus service but it doesn’t go where the houses are,” she said. 

“And the public open space is bushland and unsuitable for walking or playing on.”  

Ms Stojkovski said residents had no alternative but to use their cars to travel for work, leisure or 
shopping. 

It reminded me that I once took some people from the Western Australian Planning Commission on a tour of my 
electorate and the then member for Wanneroo’s electorate. Someone very senior in the Planning Commission 
used the words, “I had no idea it was like this.” I encourage those who are charged with our planning decisions 
to travel to our outer suburbs and see what infrastructure challenges there are. In terms of good public transport, 
there is certainly a misapprehension, for example in the case of my electorate, that it is serviced and can readily 
access the Joondalup train line. That is not true for the eastern part of my electorate. It is many kilometres away 
from train stations. In any event, trains are crowded, public transport to those stations is limited, and parking 
spaces are very scarce.  

The next issue I raise concerns public dental health care. I recently asked the Minister for Health a question 
about Warwick Dental Clinic. In answering the question about how many patients are currently on the waiting 
list, I was advised there were 3 348 patients as at 30 April. The average waiting time for an appointment is 
21 months. There are in fact 19 dental chairs at the clinic. This shows there is a huge demand out there. I am 
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very pleased that that service exists, but it is clear that demand outstrips supply. Also clear is the fact that the 
many financial pressures on families means that many now consider dental care a luxury that cannot be afforded. 
We all appreciate that oral health is important to not only our appearance and sense of wellbeing, but also our 
overall health. Cavities and gum disease may contribute to many serious conditions such as diabetes and 
respiratory disease. Untreated cavities may be not only painful, but also lead to serious infections. If this occurs, 
there may well be increased demand on our health system.  

Last night the TV news ran a story that crime in the northern suburbs had increased by 19 per cent. We must 
remember that that translates into many more victims of crime annually. I want to commend police who work 
tirelessly in our community. Without the resources they need, these figures will consistently trend upwards. It is 
clear that in the north west region 22 detectives cover an enormous area from Warwick to Yanchep. That is 
simply not enough. Detectives are more experienced police. They are charged with more complex investigations, 
but they are seriously stretched. The public is getting increasingly frustrated at the gulf between reality and spin. 
This week, one TV station ran a story clearly with the full participation and cooperation of WA Police. The story 
advised viewers how to preserve a crime scene for forensic officers. It showed a car being dusted for 
fingerprints. However, I am personally aware of an operator on the 131 444 number advising a crime victim the 
very next day that forensic officers did not attend for car break-ins and it was not possible to obtain good 
forensic samples from motor vehicles. Who are we supposed to believe?  

I raise two final matters, both within the purview of Minister Buswell’s portfolios. Reid Highway between 
Erindale Road and the Mitchell Freeway is too narrow. This is the site of a number of accidents. This is a prime 
site of congestion and it needs addressing. The last matter I have previously raised in this house by way of a 
question. I will repeat the question —  

I refer to the site of the former Hainsworth Primary School in Girrawheen, which has been vacant for 
two years and is earmarked for a Department of Housing development, but in the meantime is a 
wasteland and the site of antisocial behaviour and several fires. 

The minister was not able to answer. He said that he needed notice of the question. I reminded him that I had 
written to him in February about this issue and had not received a response. I reminded him by email again 
in April that I had not received a response. For the record, I still do not have a response, even after asking that 
question on 2 May. I also, for the record, say that I have put the question on notice. I observe that the minister 
prides himself on being a dab hand at one-liners. Might I respectfully suggest he should channel that gift into 
providing me and, more importantly, my long-suffering constituents, with a response, even if it is a one-liner. 

MR M.P. WHITELY (Bassendean) [9.39 am]: I want to raise three issues today if I have time, during debate 
on the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2012–13 Bill 2012 and the Appropriation (Consolidated 
Account) Capital 2012–13 Bill 2012. The first concern is about the provision of psychiatric services at Fremantle 
Hospital. My second concern is about the operation of the Mental Health Act 1996, particularly involuntary 
patients and the operations of the Mental Health Review Board of Western Australia. If I have time, I would also 
like to raise concerns about the draft mental health bill that was put out for public comment earlier this year. The 
majority of my speech will centre on the treatment of one patient, Maryanne. Maryanne, her mother, and her 
mother’s cousin, Hon Paddy Embry, a former member of the Legislative Council, are in the Speaker’s gallery 
today. I am really very concerned by the treatment that Maryanne has received from Fremantle Hospital 
psychiatric services, and by the operation of the Mental Health Review Board. I might point out that 
considerable effort has been made by the president of the Mental Health Review Board to prevent me making the 
details of this public, and I am just very thankful I have parliamentary privilege because I think this is an 
incredibly serious issue that needs to be highlighted in this chamber. I think that when I highlight the issues I am 
going to raise, members will agree with me about the need to have them fully aired.  

I was invited by Maryanne and her mother, Mary—I will refer to Mary as “her mother”, because it will make it a 
little easier with the similarities in their names—to attend a Mental Health Review Board hearing about 
Maryanne’s involuntary patient status. I have to say that what happened at the Mental Health Review Board 
shocked and angered me. I thought the Mental Health Review Board was there, first and foremost, to protect 
patient rights, but I saw anything but that happening at that hearing.  

What is not in dispute is that Maryanne has a mental illness; Maryanne is a diagnosed schizophrenic. She has 
also been treated by a private sector psychiatrist for three years who has had her on a low dose of Solian; 
100 milligrams in the morning and 100 milligrams in the evening. It is fair to say that this treatment has been 
arrived at after many years and a long, sad history of adverse reactions to other psychotropic medications, 
particularly antipsychotics. Maryanne and her mother acknowledge that Maryanne has a mental illness—that is 
not in dispute—and they are happy with the treatment of the private psychiatrist. They are also happy for 
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Maryanne to continue with that relatively controlled dose of Solian, the lowest therapeutic dose that meets her 
needs.  
It is very relevant to this to highlight some of the history of Maryanne’s treatment. She has tried a variety of 
antipsychotics and other medications, alone and in combination, over a very long period of time, and sometimes 
with very serious adverse side effects, including some that were life-threatening. I have been working on this 
speech for quite some time with Mary—Maryanne’s mother—and last night we prepared a time line of some of her 
treatment. I do not have time to go through it in great detail, but it is fair to say that until about 1996 Maryanne 
had been treated with some of the oldest antipsychotics, like Stelazine, fluphenazine and Modecate, and although 
there had been some minor problems, they were not too problematic. There were some minor problems with 
minor tics, minor involuntary movements, but overall they achieved a fairly good therapeutic outcome.  

The problems started when Maryanne started to be treated with the modern atypical antipsychotics. The first of 
those was from 1996 to 1997, when Maryanne was treated with clozapine. She suffered from agranulocytosis, 
which is a form of leukopenia which results in having a very, very low white blood cell count. It is a potentially 
life-threatening condition. It is a reaction that I am advised occurs in about three to four per cent of patients who 
take it if they have a particular disposition to the condition. It was so serious that it resulted in Maryanne being 
hospitalised in the oncology ward of Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital for six weeks in, I believe, 1997, because her 
white blood cell count was so low. It was an extremely serious and life-threatening reaction, serious enough for 
her to be put in the oncology ward for six weeks. Most of her treatments were within the public sector, and I do 
not have time to go through all the details.  

Maryanne was then changed to Zyprexa, and some serious adverse events came about through that—perhaps not 
quite as serious as those from the clozapine, but nonetheless very serious; her weight ballooned and she 
experienced seizures. From 2000 to about 2003 she was put on Seroquel. Most of this treatment occurred in the 
public health service, some of it at Graylands Hospital. When she was on Seroquel, she was delirious, but 
Graylands would not lower the dose or take her off it, and she was hearing voices and using different voices. 
None of these things had occurred when she had been on the older antipsychotics prior to 1996. All these things 
are contraindicated; they are recognised as potential adverse side effects in the manufacturer’s own prescribing 
information. Clearly, hearing voices and delirium was a consequence of the use of Seroquel, and Maryanne’s 
mother had to threaten to sue some of the treating agencies to get her off it.  
She had a relatively good period from 2004 to 2006, when Maryanne was treated with Solian, which is the drug 
she has been on recently. She lived at a high-support hostel, but she lived with a relative degree of freedom. I 
have had long discussions with Maryanne, and although it is fair to say that Maryanne was not that happy with 
the hostel situation, it was a fairly high-functioning period of time and she continues to say that she functions 
relatively well on Solian. So she had relatively few minor problems, and she was further away from the public 
sector psychiatric services.  

Unfortunately, from 2007 to 2009 she had interactions with the Alma Street facility, Fremantle psychiatric 
services, and she was extremely ill from being put on risperidone. Maryanne and her mother told me she would 
spend no more than two hours a day out of bed; the rest of the day was spent in bed. She had extreme side effects 
including extreme somnolence, continual nausea, breathlessness, weight gain, mood swings and bizarre 
murmurs—all of which are potential adverse side effects of risperidone, and none of which she experienced on 
Solian. I have a letter signed by Maryanne; I read it again to Maryanne last night just to confirm that she 
understood and agreed with the treatment outlined in it. The letter was written on 27 April 2008, when she was 
actually on risperidone as prescribed at Fremantle, and it states — 

I don’t know anything about the drug Risperidone, I am being forced to take. I don’t know what it is 
doing for me because I am sick most of the time more and more since I started on it. I’m now too sick 
to even stay in a hostel now. I have told the Doctors how sick its making me feel but they won’t do 
anything to change it.  

Maryanne should never have been put on risperidone because it is actually contraindicated because of her history 
of seizures when she was on Zyprexa. If her treating clinicians had bothered to read the prescribing information, 
they would have known that it was contraindicated and she should never have been on it.  

Good news happened in 2009, when her mother found a private sector psychiatrist. From 2009 until 
23 March 2012, Maryanne was seeing this private sector psychiatrist and she was on a therapeutic dose of 
100 milligrams of Solian in the morning and 100 milligrams at night; it is the lowest efficacious dose that allows 
Maryanne to function, allows her humanity to come through, and allows her to have the sort of life that most of 
us enjoy. What is relevant is that on roughly 12 March, so not that long ago, Maryanne, on the advice of a 
previous treating clinician, tried a drug holiday. It turns out, and it is acknowledged by Mary and Maryanne, that 
it may not have been successful, and there were some problems that I will outline later. It is important to note 
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that that started on 12 March, and she was hospitalised on 23 March. On 15 March she met with her private 
psychiatrist, as she did every two to three weeks, and had a normal meeting and no problems were identified. 
Maryanne used to have fortnightly coffees with an occupational therapist, and that happened on 22 March; 
unbeknown to Maryanne’s mother, that occupational therapist was actually a designated caseworker from 
Fremantle Hospital.  

What happened is fairly murky, but there seems to be some indication that Maryanne may have raised her voice 
at this coffee meeting. Maryanne denies this, and the Mental Health Review Board never heard any detailed 
evidence of it, which is just outrageous, and I will talk about that later on. So we have this vague notion that 
Maryanne had in fact raised her voice on the morning on 22 March, a Thursday morning. On the Thursday 
afternoon, the caseworker, an occupational therapist, reappeared with a colleague, a mental health nurse, who sat 
down around the kitchen table in Maryanne’s mother’s house, where Maryanne lives. Maryanne, it is fair to say, 
was uncooperative in the sense that she did not want to answer questions. When they asked her questions about 
her treatment, she said basically that it was none of their business. Maryanne’s mother assures me that there were 
no raised voices, and there were no allegations that there were raised voices. She was simply, as I understand it, 
uncooperative and said, “Mind your own business. It has nothing to do with you,” which is a normal human 
reaction when people are interfering in your life and you do not want it. 

I might point out that the occupational therapist, her caseworker, had missed many appointments—three or four 
appointments over the period. She was supposed to roll up every two weeks and take Maryanne for a cup of 
coffee. She had missed three of four appointments and had left Maryanne waiting on the front veranda and had 
not bothered to call to let her know that she was not coming. That all happened on the Thursday. On 23 March, 
the next day, at 8.30 in the evening two policemen and two mental health nurses from Fremantle Hospital 
appeared on Maryanne’s mother’s doorstep. They said that they were going to take Maryanne to the psychiatric 
unit of Fremantle Hospital. Maryanne’s mother asked them for the paperwork. They said they had no paperwork, 
but they had the authority to remove Maryanne.  

It is really important to understand what the perceived threat here was to Maryanne and why she was taken into 
custody. She was taken into custody because the judgement was made that there was a potential for Maryanne to 
damage her reputation. In other words, perhaps if she was shouting in public, it might damage her reputation. 
That was the only reason she was apprehended. I will go through that in great detail. In fact I am going to go 
through the criteria outlined in the current Mental Health Act 1996 that can see someone made into an 
involuntary patient. I think it is incumbent upon this house, as a matter of urgency, to amend this legislation. 

There are five reasons why anybody can be made an involuntary patient, and I will go through each of them. 
Only one of them relates to Maryanne, because the only criterion was potential “serious damage to the 
reputation” that made her an involuntary patient. The first criterion is entirely reasonable. It is to protect the 
health and safety of a patient or somebody else. I am paraphrasing what it says, but if there is a potential that 
someone is a danger to someone’s health or safety or their own health or safety, they can be made an involuntary 
patient. I am sure we would all agree that that is a reasonable use of the act. 

The other four criteria are completely unreasonable. The next one is to protect property. If someone is perceived 
to be a danger to property, they can be locked away without them having committed any particular crime. I think 
that is completely and utterly absurd. None of that is relevant to Maryanne, as I have pointed out. The third, 
fourth and fifth categories fall under this loose category of self-harm. Three forms of potential self-harm are 
identified. The first form of potential self-harm is financial self-harm. It is not applicable in Maryanne’s case, 
because there is no potential to do it. In other words, we can lock people up and we can medicate them against 
their will, we can drug them against their will because we think they might do some financial self-harm to 
themselves. Again, it is not applicable. I think it is an enormous over-reach for this act.  

The fourth one is damage to significant relationships. Maryanne and her mother have a very good relationship. 
Maryanne’s mother is her primary carer and has been for a long time and is an incredibly impressive woman. I 
will talk more about her in a moment. There was simply no threat of damage to a significant relationship here. 
There was a very inconsequential relationship with, I would suggest, a fairly incompetent case manager, that 
may have suffered some damage, but that is of absolutely no consequence. 

The fifth criteria—this is the one on which the whole case hinges upon and is outlined in the Mental Health Act 
1996—is the potential for “serious damage to the reputation of the person”. This is why Maryanne was robbed of 
her liberty, drugged against her will and effectively put in jail against her wishes, against her mother’s wishes 
and, most importantly, against the wishes of her treating psychiatrist, which I will talk about in a minute. 

We must amend the act so that this criterion can only be a danger to health and safety of self or others. That is 
the only legitimate criteria. We are talking about the most basic of interventions in people’s rights. We are 
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talking about removing their liberty and drugging them against their will. The only reason that should be done is 
because they represent a danger to themselves and to others—not a potential danger to property, not a potential 
for financial loss. None of those things come before that human consideration, that human right to liberty. 
Maryanne has certainly never been a danger to anybody else. She has never been a danger to property. She has 
never been a danger for financial loss, so none of these things are relevant in her case. As outlined, the only thing 
that is relevant is this perceived damage to reputation. 

I wrote to Hon Helen Morton. I want to say up-front that I am not being critical of Hon Helen Morton in these 
comments. I will be critical if she does not act from here, but I am not critical in these comments at all. I am 
critical of the operation of the Fremantle psychiatric services. I wrote to Hon Helen Morton on 13 April 
highlighting the fact that Maryanne had been made an involuntary patient and her dose of Solian had been 
doubled.  
[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: She had been put on an injection of Risperdal Consta, despite the horrific implications of 
a previous treatment. She had also been put back on Seroquel, which again had those horrific implications—the 
delirium and hearing voices that I earlier indicated. 

I wrote to the minister and outlined the concerns and also the concern that she was going to be put on an 
injection of paliperidone, which is a close relative in drug terms to risperidone and is contraindicated because of 
that history of adverse reactions that Maryanne had had previously. In fact, that is what she is now on.  

I wrote to Hon Helen Morton on 13 April, and the minister replied. Again, I am not critical of the minister 
because she wrote this letter. It is an entirely inaccurate letter, but she wrote this letter because she was advised 
by the acting clinical director of Fremantle health services. It states — 

I am advised that Ms Connor has a chronic psychiatric condition and has been on anti-psychotic 
medications for many years. 

No problem there. Further it states — 

Mrs Mary Connor — 

Maryanne’s mother — 

was contacted on 13 April 2012, by the Acting Clinical Director Fremantle Mental Health Service 
regarding the range of drugs her daughter is being treated with and to discuss Mrs Connor’s — 

That is, the mother’s — 

proposal to introduce a new drug into her daughter’s regime. 

What she said was to take her off all the other drugs and leave her on Solian, which her treating psychiatrist had 
left her on before. It is a complete and utter misrepresentation of the facts. It is disturbing that what is really a lie 
has been presented to the Minister for Mental Health as fact. The letter goes on to say — 

During this conversation, Mrs Connor denied any ongoing concerns regarding her daughter’s transfer to 
the closed ward at ASC and confirmed that she is now comfortable with senior medical assessments, 
which have included three Consultant Psychiatrists, having conferred and agreed on the most 
appropriate treatment for her daughter. 

What complete and utter rubbish! Mary, Maryanne’s mother, has consistently opposed this treatment. She has 
written to numerous people. She has written to the Minister for Health, Kim Hames, and she has written to the 
Chief Psychiatrist. She wrote to Dr Addis, who I believe is the clinical director at Fremantle health services, but I 
have not checked that out. She approached me, she approached the opposition spokesperson for mental health 
and raised consistent concerns. This is a complete and utter representation. The Minister for Mental Health has in 
effect been lied to, because there is no way it can be spun to say that that resembles the truth. There is something 
going down at Fremantle Hospital that they need to get to the bottom of. As I said, I am not criticising the 
minister, but will be if she does not act from here. 

The most disturbing aspect of the incompetence of Fremantle Hospital’s psychiatric services was its complete 
failure to liaise with Maryanne’s treating psychiatrist. If there were concerns about the drug holiday—if some of 
the symptoms of schizophrenia were beginning to emerge—they should have spoken to her treating psychiatrist, 
an eminently qualified person who was giving her a range of services. I will read out what her private 
psychiatrist wrote to the Mental Health Review Board. I will not name him, because I have not got his 
permission. I have Maryanne’s permission and I have her mother’s permission to say everything I am saying 
today.  
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The letter to the Mental Health Review Board, dated 27 April, reads — 
The … patient has been under my professional care, since the 18th of February 2009 … 

I am aware that Maryanne is presently an involuntary inpatient at the Psychiatric Unit at Fremantle 
Hospital, however given that for the past 3 years she has attended all scheduled appointments and been 
compliant with medication (which has been supervised by her Mother) I do not understand why she was 
suddenly, involuntary hospitalised. 
I have been seeing Maryanne approximately every 2 to 4 weeks for ongoing supportive psychotherapy, 
and she has made slow but steady progress, and this has been reaffirmed by the Mother’s collateral 
history, reporting that Maryanne has been doing more to help around the house. 

Maryanne’s Mother has informed me that the hospital is seeking an application for a Community 
Treatment Order and also possibly a Public Guardianship Order. 

That really disturbs me because she has an effective guardian. Her mother is an incredibly strong, talented and 
intelligent woman. The letter continues — 

I do not believe that a Community Treatment Order Application is either necessary or justified within 
the provisions of The Mental Health Act at this stage, and furthermore the most appropriate person to 
be Maryanne’s Guardian is indeed her Mother. 
It is in fact her Mother, who has been the most consistent Carer, working 24 hours per day for the past 
30 plus years and has been Maryanne’s principal support. Whilst various Psychiatrists, Psychologists, 
Social Workers and Case Managers have come and gone, it has been Maryanne’s Mother who has 
borne the overwhelming responsibility of caring for her daughter. 

Most tellingly, the letter says — 
Unfortunately, there continues to be a culture within Psychiatry and Mental Health Services of not 
really listening carefully to patients and their Carers, in terms of difficulties they might be having with 
medication side-effects and other very real day to day problems. 

I have another supplementary letter that I will also read from. It states, in part — 

In the time that I have been seeing Maryanne, I have not had any specific and immediate concerns for 
her safety, the safety of her Mother, the safety of members of the general community, the safety of my 
staff or indeed myself. 
… 
In respect of reputation — 

This is what the whole thing hangs on — 

if Maryanne had suddenly become unwell, then there would obviously be greater concerns for the 
impact of her illness on her level of psychosocial functioning. However, given that Maryanne has been 
suffering from severe Schizophrenia for many years now, I do not believe that damage to reputation is a 
prominent concern. 

We also need to understand that Maryanne’s mother gave an undertaking both outside and inside the Mental 
Health Review Board hearing, and many times when I spoke to her, that there will not be any drug holidays in 
the future. It is also worth noting that during the three years Maryanne was treated by this psychiatrist, she 
complied with the medication regime. It is also most alarming that Maryanne’s mother informed Fremantle 
Hospital and anyone who would listen of Maryanne’s history, all of which was absolutely ignored. That 
reinforces the comments I have read from her private psychiatrist that, unfortunately, concerns raised by family 
members, carers and patients about adverse health reactions from the drugs are just ignored by the system. 
That brings me to the operation of the Mental Health Review Board. I had extreme confidence in the process of 
the Mental Health Review Board when I was invited to attend the hearing and had no reason to believe that the 
process would be anything other than excellent. In fact, I was more concerned about the quality of service 
provided by the lawyer from the Mental Health Law Centre, but it was very good. The centre has very tight time 
constraints it must prepare and work under, but the lawyer did very well. I was extremely confident that 
Maryanne would win her case, and I had seven reasons for believing that. The first is that the only concern raised 
was serious damage to reputation. That was the only criteria by which she could be made an involuntary patient. 
Section 5 of the Mental Health Act states — 

The objects of this Act include — 
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(a) to ensure that persons having a mental illness receive the best care and treatment with the least 
restriction of their freedom and the least interference with their rights and dignity; 

I could not see how the case could go any other way. The second major reason that I thought Maryanne would be 
okay was that she had a competent treating psychiatrist who had been in charge of her care for three years, 
during which time she had been prospering. In relative terms, she had been doing very well. Maryanne had a 
history of drug compliance and her mother gave an undertaking that Maryanne would never have another drug 
holiday. An expert was saying that Maryanne’s treatment as an involuntary patient was unnecessary and that the 
use of other drugs to treat her was alarming and concerning. The third reason I thought she would win was the 
serious history of adverse events contraindicating treatment with Risperdal Consta, Paliperidone and Seroquel. It 
could not possibly be argued, given the history of seizures, leukopenia, and a range of adverse events that this 
was the least possible invasive treatment. The least possible invasive treatment is clearly Solian, which everyone, 
except Fremantle Hospital, was happy to put her on. The fourth reason I thought Maryanne would win is that she 
had a very powerful advocate. Her mother, who is an incredibly sharp woman, holds degrees from the University 
of Western Australia. She has a Bachelor of Arts and a Bachelor of Science, specialising and biochemistry and 
microbiology. Maryanne’s mother is 80 years old. Not many women went to UWA in those days; only the very 
best and brightest did. She knew the patient history and about the side effects of the drugs, and she knew how to 
research the drugs’ side effects. Ironically, all that worked against her. The Mental Health Review Board treated 
her as a zealot and an idiot and did not bother to check any of her information. The most crucial thing that 
happened at the hearing was Maryanne’s mother outlined all the contraindications and I could see the dismissive 
looks on the faces of the people on the board. The psychiatrist on the board asked what the source was of 
Maryanne’s mother’s information. She said it was all from reputable journals and I could see the dismissive 
looks on their faces. The lawyer representing Maryanne offered to take the opportunity to adjourn the hearing so 
that the information could be collected. However, the board members said that was not necessary and they 
dismissed Maryanne’s mother and continued to treat her with contempt as though she was an idiot and was 
completely wrong. It does not take much research to find that information. I printed off the prescribing 
information for all those drugs and everything that Maryanne’s mother said was absolutely accurate. It is of 
extreme concern that of the three psychiatrists at the hearing, the one on the Mental Health Review Board had no 
idea—not a bloody clue—about these contraindications and nor did the two treating psychiatrists from Fremantle 
Hospital. The only person in the place who knew about them was Maryanne’s mother. The information was so 
easy to verify but they did not make the effort.  

The fifth reason I had confidence in Maryanne’s case was that she had legal representation. I am informed that 
only five per cent of people in mental health hearings have legal representation. It is as little as that. God knows 
what happens when they do not have a treating psychiatrist and legal representation if this is how people are 
treated when they do. Maryanne had competent legal representation from the Mental Health Law Centre. The 
sixth reason I had confidence in the process was I actually believed in the Mental Health Review Board and 
thought it would do a good job. I was there to make sure that the lawyer from the Mental Health Law Centre 
knew what he was doing. The seventh reason I had confidence was that I am a member of state Parliament and 
believed that the people on the Mental Health Review Board would be on their best behaviour while I was there, 
but no. 

The Mental Health Review Board, particularly its president—unfortunately I am running out of time, because I 
have so much more to say—failed miserably. One of the clearest failures was that the board never identified in 
clear, unambiguous terms what the alleged incidents were that led to the conclusion that potentially Maryanne’s 
behaviour was at risk of causing serious damage to reputation. The board never explained it. There was some 
sort of vague notion from an occupational therapist who, to the best of our knowledge, no longer works there and 
has gone overseas on holiday, that she may have shouted in a raised voice, although we do not know. I suggest 
that murderers and rapists are entitled to know what they are accused of. It is due process. That is the protection 
people get under law. However, a mental health patient who has done nothing wrong and has never been a threat 
to anyone or to property can have their liberty stripped off them with a complete lack of proper due process.  

Unfortunately, I am running out of time because there is so much more I would like to say. The only reference 
made by the treating psychiatrist is in a letter dated 7 May, which makes a vague reference to Maryanne having a 
relapse of her psychotic symptoms, but there are no specifics about what happened. There are a whole bunch of 
other problems with the process and the ways in which it fell so far short of the due process that is ordinarily 
extended to criminals when they are accused of committing serious damage to people and property. That due 
process was not extended to Maryanne and her mother. Unfortunately, I have run out of time, but at the very next 
opportunity I will tell the rest of this story because this cannot be tolerated in Western Australia.  

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton) [10.10 am]: I would like to comment on the Appropriation (Consolidated 
Account) Recurrent 2012–13 Bill 2012, the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 2012–13 Bill 2012 
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and the budget. I spent over 20 years looking at budgets, particularly at the state level, both here and around the 
country. This is a particularly fine budget. It focuses on the needs of today while keeping a strong eye on the 
needs of the future. It implements policies to help those struggling to meet the cost of living in our expensive 
state, but it also focuses on policies designed to increase and maintain our rapid growth rate. It commits to a 
large number of new and expanded programs, but, importantly, accompanies that by looking at what we are 
doing in order to drive efficiencies—new spending without an eye to efficiency is a recipe for waste—and to live 
within our means.  
The budget papers do many things. They present to the public, the government and members of this house 
Treasury’s view of how the economy is going and how it looks like going in the future. Those of us who read the 
newspaper or look at the news know that we live in a world of turmoil, stagnation, declining employment and 
uncertainty. These are difficult times around the world. We are lucky to live in Western Australia. Economic 
growth in this state is expected to be six per cent this year, which is phenomenal. The unemployment rate in 
Western Australia is currently 3.8 per cent, substantially below the rest of the nation and substantially below all 
our major trading partners, except China, particularly our fellow countries and regions in the Organisation for 
Economic Cooperation and Development. It is a phenomenal achievement and one that should not be 
overlooked.  
Importantly, we have heard in this house that some sectors are struggling. That is true. Retail sales are down and 
other businesses are struggling. We have a multispeed economy. There is no doubt that the Australian 
manufacturing sector, in particular, is struggling because of the high exchange rate, the cost of labour and a 
range of other factors. We have heard claims in this house that the same global phenomena exists in Western 
Australia and there are signs that it does. Thanks to the mining sector and the oil and gas sector, there has been a 
very large growth in the manufacturing sector in Western Australia. Over the last quarter Western Australia 
created 7 000 new jobs in the manufacturing sector. That is phenomenal. That is ticked off and is going to 
continue in the future. There are still things we need to do, particularly in improving our productivity in that 
sector, but this is a phenomenal improvement. I note that the member for Willagee, who ran the campaign for the 
opposition on getting more jobs in the manufacturing sector, said nothing about this in his comments on the 
budget. We are going through strange times in our Federation. Never in our Federation has an economy, state or 
territory such as Western Australia been so out of line with the rest of the country when it comes to economic 
growth. We are leaving the rest behind. One of the signs of this is that over the past year, 70 per cent of all jobs 
in Australia were created in Western Australia. That is phenomenal. We cannot take that for granted.  

The structure of the budget is always important. It shows that we live within our means, with small but real 
surpluses. It looks to the future, with the largest capital works program in this state’s history at $7.6 billion. Yes, 
it does borrow. Borrowing has grown over the past few years. I want to emphasise that it is all spent for capital, 
unlike the 1990s when a lot of it was used for recurrent revenue and recurrent expenditure, to meet the wages bill 
and the interest bill. Other measures of levels of debt are well within the AAA rating. We would be remiss, 
particularly for current generations but also for future generations, if we did not borrow for capital now, given 
the need to support the 1 000 people coming to this state each week and the large needs of our mining, 
agriculture and resource sector.  
One of the things we hear a lot about is revenue growth. There has been a huge debate about the GST. That is 
our biggest problem. We need to reform that. The whole Commonwealth Grants Commission process is now 
defunct and will fall apart. I emphasise that the forecast by Treasury for 2012–13 is for 2.9 per cent overall 
revenue growth. In other words, in real terms, after adjusting for inflation, revenue is going to decline. This 
requires efficiency drives; as I mentioned before, it requires efficiency dividends and caps on FTEs. We would 
be remiss if we did anything but that. This budget has put those into place. It has recurrent growth growing at 
4.2 per cent, which is modest, particularly in a state of rapid growth in wages, cost of inputs and cost of facilities. 
That is a modest growth rate. I might add that our budgetary position is the best of any state by a large margin. 
Our focus on capital is impressive. One of the things that we have seen in this house—and, in fact, around the 
nation—is that the state that was for decades the leader in fiscal rectitude or responsibility, Queensland, has 
politically fallen apart. The Labor government has collapsed and now hardly constitutes an opposition. The main 
reason why that happened was that it went from a $20 billion net debt surplus to a $65 billion net debt deficit. It 
lost track of its fiscal position. We will not do this.  

The budget has a range of priorities, some of which I would like to go through, and focus on my electorate, but I 
would also like to deal with issues that affect the state as a whole, particularly in the electorate of Riverton. My 
electorate is defined by its schools. Its high schools and primary schools are the heart and soul of the electorate. 
The electorate of Riverton is probably more wedded to its schools than other electorates. Ninety per cent of the 
students in the electorate of Riverton go to their local public primary school and high school. The flight to the 
private sector has been minimal, except to a few Catholic schools and a brethren school. They are fine schools. 
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The public schools are the heart and soul of the electorate of Riverton. When we came to government, the public 
school system, with the exception of a few schools in Willetton, Rossmoyne and Lynwood, were in trouble. 
They were losing market share. Parents and kids were leaving the public system in droves. It was not just loss of 
market share from the public to the private system; often the people who were leaving had the most commitment 
to education. They were the parents who joined the P&C, joined the boards and did a lot of work at the schools. 
Often the kids who were leaving were educationally aspirational. They were the kids that the public system 
could least afford to lose, and they were leaving. This was not good. Many schools were also struggling to retain 
numbers and were getting to the point where they were simply not viable. They could not put on an adequate 
number of classes because they did not have the students. Teachers were exiting the profession in large numbers, 
there was a declining interest in entering the teaching profession and morale in the schools was low. School 
infrastructure was declining. A range of large and medium-sized high schools around the state had not had any 
major upgrades for decades. They were not built well in the first place. They were bursting at the seams. Parents 
would look at the quality of the infrastructure at the high school and compare it to the private schools, which 
were often brand new, and leave. The Liberal–National government set about addressing these things.  

One thing that the previous government set in train but which we completed is outcomes-based education. OBE 
is dead. That was an absolute disaster. I will not dwell on it. It was like sticking a virus into the software of the 
public education system. Western Australia now has the highest paid teachers in the nation. Yes, it is not the 
only thing but it is really important to teachers, particularly when many teachers are looking at what people make 
in the mining sector and thinking of looking elsewhere. It is also drawing people into renewing their interest in 
study and education in this state, which is important. We created the independent public school system, which is 
absolutely vital. One of the problems before was that schools were complaining that they were over-regulated 
and could not do anything; they had all the structures of boards and principals, but they had no control over their 
own domain. Independent public schools have been introduced, slowly and steadily, and they are not mandatory, 
but the idea has been warmly embraced. All three high schools that service the electorate of Riverton are now 
independent public schools, and there is no way they will ever go back. 

We have set about investing heavily in schools. This budget sets an investment record of $4.1 billion to be spent 
on the public education system, including five new primary schools; three new secondary schools; 10 new child 
and parent centres; and a whole range of other things, including air conditioning and, importantly, crossing 
lights. That might be a small thing to many, but the high schools in my electorate cater to 4 400 kids who 
disgorge from the three schools en masse at a certain time, often near busy roads. 

Mr T.K. Waldron: Member, can I just say that I see those crossings all the time, and those lights are fantastic. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: They are fantastic. Often when people who are new to the area are driving around, especially 
around Karel Avenue, they do not know that there is a school there because it is situated behind trees and they 
just do not see the 40-kilometre-an-hour sign. These lights indicate that to them, and there is often also a zebra 
crossing to warn them. That is a small thing in terms of expenditure, but a major contribution to the safety of our 
kids. In this budget we have expanded that program to $2.5 million; I applaud the Minister for Transport for that. 
Another policy explicitly implemented by this government is renewal of investment in older urban high schools, 
particularly large ones. I particularly emphasise Rossmoyne Senior High School, which was one of the schools 
that received funding in the first budget. It was built for 1 100 kids and currently has 1 600, and that is scheduled 
to increase to 2 000. Willetton Senior High School was built for 1 100 kids and now has 1 800 and is scheduled 
to go to 2 200. These schools were not well built; they are full and have been overlooked in the past. This 
government has invested in renewing Applecross Senior High School; provided $14 million for Rossmoyne; and, 
made major investments in Churchlands Senior High School and Mt Lawley Senior High School. By the way, 
these schools are the building blocks of the public system. These are the schools that have been successful in 
keeping kids and parents in the public system, and they will be the building blocks for the renewal of the public 
school system, which must be our priority. 

This budget is the one that I am most proud of, and other members have commented on the decision announced 
in this budget to renew Willetton Senior High School. Willetton is an old and very, very successful school; it was 
denoted secondary school of the year last year, and it has the largest number of students. There are currently 
1 750 students and it is scheduled, once the year 7s and the half-cohort go through, to have 2 200 students. Its 
facilities are worn out; it has the most demountables of any school in the state at 23. Some of the demountables 
are affected by white ants and are listing to one side, to such an extent that if all the kids walk into them at one 
time, the whole building shakes. The facilities are worn out. It has two gifted and talented education programs 
and it is just the finest school in the state. It is, however, in need of renewal. That does not mean that other 
schools are not also in need of renewal, but it is in need of renewal, and that is what this budget does. This 
budget commits to a two-stage renewal of Willetton Senior High School. The architects were at the school last 
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week, and the renewal will include the construction of a new science block with up-to-date technology and labs, 
permanent classrooms to replace the 23 demountables, and plans to integrate the year 7s that are coming; I will 
discuss that later. The renewal will be finished by 2015 and the second stage will start in 2016, with the 
redevelopment of the library, maths wing, administration block and more. I am particularly proud that the 
Liberal–National government has committed to renewing Willetton Senior High School, which will make a great 
contribution to the electorate of Riverton. I also would like to congratulate the leadership team at that high 
school: principal Chris Booth, who has suffered illness recently—I wish him good luck and to get well; David 
Bonner, his loyal deputy; Steve Marshall, the chair of the school council; and John Tidman, the previous chair of 
the school council for 14 years, who actually started leading the team to develop the master plan for the renewal 
of the school. They have all made a great contribution to this school and provided great leadership; it is their 
leadership that has led to the success of Willetton Senior High School and the rebuilding program. 

Some members in this house have decried our commitment to Willetton Senior High School as outrageous pork-
barrelling; that is an outrageous statement. A large number of schools need renewal; Willetton is one, and John 
Curtin College of the Arts in Fremantle is another. I urge the member for Fremantle to tell John Curtin 
College—which is a very fine school, but in need of renewal—to do what Willetton and Rossmoyne did: work as 
a board, develop a master plan, make the case, and go to the Department of Education; do not sit back and 
whinge from afar. 

[Member’s time extended.]  
Dr M.D. NAHAN: One of the major decisions of this government is the decision to transition year 7s into high 
school, which is a change to the curriculum and which should have been done last decade when we moved to a 
national curriculum and 90 per cent of year 7 kids in the nation were in high school. When the previous 
government made the decision to allow private high schools, Catholic and independent, to admit year 7s, it was 
obvious we had to move. Yes, it is going to be costly. This failure to fund and allow the public schools to follow 
suit was to our detriment because, as we know from our electorates, the private schools went to the primary 
schools, identified the academically gifted and advanced students, and encouraged them to leave at year 6; 
therefore, a lot of year 7s left the public school system, probably permanently. That does not happen in my 
electorate much, but it happens elsewhere. The previous government failed to identify the disincentive of not 
allowing comparability of education between the public and private systems; that was an error. This budget will 
start to address that, and it took a while. I was involved in numerous discussions around my electorate on the 
question of year 7s; there was debate about the academic importance of that transition, but it was obvious it was 
going to happen and needed to happen. This budget commits $341 million to make it happen, and that includes 
investment in Willetton and Rossmoyne high schools to facilitate the movement of year 7s into those schools.  

I might add that many high schools around the state have surplus capacity; they are designed for 1 000 kids and 
have half that number. But Rossmoyne, Willetton and Lynwood do not have spare capacity. As I said, Willetton 
is designed for 1 100 and will have double that number. I want to congratulate the Minister for Education for her 
contribution towards improving public education in this state, through this budget and over the term of 
government. In my view, that has been our greatest achievement and our most long-lasting one. 

We all know that Western Australia is an expensive place in which to live; it is not just utilities but also fuel, 
restaurants, housing—you name it; it is an expensive place to live. That has not impeded people from coming 
here—1 000 people a week are moving to Western Australia—but it is costly for people on a fixed income. The 
government recognises that it increased electricity and water prices, which has led to a further imposition of cost 
on people and households, and has been a burden for those on fixed incomes. It was absolutely necessary. When 
we came to government, we knew that the price of electricity was covering just 28 per cent of the cost of 
delivery and generation. We were moving towards a world of pricing energy. It would be absolutely foolhardy 
for us to say, “Let’s subsidise the commonwealth carbon tax”, or whatever the commonwealth government was 
going to do at the time. We needed to move towards cost reflectivity. The previous government was committed 
to it. Right before the election it had committed to a 10 per cent increase each year until there was cost 
reflectivity. We came into office and we went at a quicker rate, but we slowed down. Right now we have 
increased electricity prices by 60 per cent for households. If Labor had been in government and carried out what 
it said it would do, the figure would now be 50 per cent. That is a 10 per cent differential, and in two years it 
would be the same. But the policy of cost reflectivity was right; it has to be. What we need to do, however—we 
should have done this earlier, in my view—is focus on helping those who are struggling to meet these increases. 
People on fixed incomes are not against paying for the cost of electricity. They are against the rate of increase 
and struggling to meet, within their restricted budget, those large increases. This budget commits, with a cost-of-
living exercise, to targeting families and people on lower incomes and giving them assistance with meeting their 
electricity and water bills. That will improve, and it is a major achievement. I might add that the government also 
commits at this time to keeping electricity prices within the rate of inflation. 
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I would like to make a statement about the future fund. This is a policy that I have spent a long time in my life 
looking at. Indeed, in 1985 I worked in the Department of Resources Development reviewing mineral royalties 
and I remember being asked by the then Burke government—my minister at the time was young David Parker—
to look at future funds and do a review of all those funds around the nation and around the world, including the 
Alberta fund that had been set up in the province of Alberta in Canada, and advise whether we should duplicate 
it. I think Mal Bryce, who was the Deputy Premier at the time, wrote an article recently in which he said that he 
has always been in favour of a future fund, and he was at that time. 

This is not a huge fund. I might add that the future fund in Alberta now has over $10 billion in it. A future fund 
in Texas was set up in 1854, and it has $14 billion in it. So these are not rare things. The idea is simple. We take 
some of the royalty revenue earned today and save it for tomorrow, recognising that we are working 
fundamentally with a depleting resource. I do not think we will run out of iron ore for decades, but, more 
importantly, it is a resource that is subject to large price fluctuations. The price might be $130 for a tonne of iron 
ore now, but I guarantee it will not be that in a few years. So it is to even the business cycle with the commodity 
cycle over time, and this is the right thing to do. Yes, we are borrowing; yes, we have a large number of needs; 
but we also have a need to plan for the future. I might add that all the revenue in this budget term is coming out 
of the royalties for regions fund. It is taking money from a fund called royalties for regions that has restrictive 
uses and putting it into another fund that has less restrictive uses, except that it is over 20 years. This is a 
commitment to the future. 
The Leader of the Opposition’ statement on this was, “I believe in the future, but not now. I believe in saving for 
the future, but not now.” Indeed, I understand the Leader of the Opposition said, “We will commit to a future 
fund when we have zero general government debt”—in other words, never. When the Leader of the Opposition 
was asked what he would spend the money on, he struggled to identify issues, except two police stations, which 
would leave $1 million spare to spend on something else. In other words, the actions of the Leader of the 
Opposition show exactly why we should have a future fund. One of the reasons is that particularly when we are 
in periods of high commodity prices and a great deal of revenue, although the current generations own those 
resources, so do our kids in the future, and we should even that out. I applaud, first, the Treasurer, and the 
Premier, of course, but also the Minister for Regional Development for their commitment to this fund. It is 
phenomenal. 

I will make one other statement about Roe 8. Roe Highway stage 8 was the most important issue in my electorate 
at the last election, as it was in the previous election in 2005. The commitment to it is not in this budget, but the 
Liberal–National government, as the Minister for Transport made clear, is still committed to it. We are going 
through the process. We have spent $20 million reviewing it. It went to the Environmental Protection Authority 
last year. The EPA submitted a major report. It received 450 responses. It is going through those responses. We 
expect to have a report about whether it can go ahead, the design of it and the costing of it by the end of this year 
or at the beginning of next year, and we are committed to it. But let me make this clear: in the next election, once 
again a clear, defining issue will be that the Liberals are committed to Roe 8 and Labor is committed to not only 
not building Roe 8, but also doing what it did with the Fremantle eastern bypass—that is, excising the land, 
transferring it to other use and preventing Roe 8, this essential transport link, from ever being built. It will be a 
defining issue. 

I might add that since the last election we have built a massive hospital complex called the Fiona Stanley 
complex, or the Murdoch precinct, which about 350 000 people will visit each year. Because of the lack of Roe 
8, they do not have a southern access to it. It is a shame. Indeed, the Labor Party stands condemned. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [10.36 am]: In replying to the budget this year, there are a number of matters 
upon which I wish to dwell. The Treasurer has released a number of headlines, and I want to begin with this 
overview, since I am confident that a significant number of members opposite will get no further than its bullet 
points. 

The Treasurer trumpeted a surplus of $196 million. This is a lazy surplus built upon a decree to agencies to find 
efficiencies and chop funding and chop programs. The government has not done the work here. It has simply 
told departments and agencies to find the money themselves. The Treasurer makes the point that net debt will be 
lower than forecast, will peak in 2014–15, and then reduce. That is a relief, but how much lower? The budget 
papers tell us very clearly how much lower: the figure is now $23.2 billion in 2014–15, and it falls to 
$22.9 billion in 2015–16. The midyear review suggested a peak of $23.9 billion. I cannot say that it is a great 
relief that the figure will be a fraction less. An amount of $700 million looks like a lot of money, but as a fraction 
of $23.2 billion, it is not. All this is happening at the same time as the government is making a grand display 
about its providence for the next generation in establishing a future fund. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 24 May 2012] 

 p3217c-3250a 
Ms Margaret Quirk; Mr Martin Whitely; Dr Mike Nahan; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr Vincent Catania; Acting 

Speaker; Mr John Quigley; Mr Albert Jacob; Mr John Bowler 

 [15] 

But where does this money come from? It is not from any actual surplus and it is not from any real savings to the 
state; it is from royalty revenue that had been set aside for debt reduction. That is what the budget papers say — 

The Future Fund will be created by the transfer of over $1 billion in seed capital (over the period 2012–
13 to 2015–16) being monies from the Royalties for Regions (RfR) Fund, which has previously been 
announced would not be spent as part of the RfR program. These monies are comprised of: 
• 3 per cent efficiency dividend and other savings previously agreed to and applied to the RfR Fund 

between 2009–10 and 2013–14 totalling $223 million; and 

• 25 per cent of the revenue achieved through the 2011–12 Budget decision to remove the 
concessional royalty rate for iron ore ‘fines’. This 25 per cent is estimated at $820 million by 2015–
16 and was previously agreed by the National leader would not be spent but would be be 
quarantined in the RfR Fund for debt reduction purposes. 

So much for that noble objective. The Treasurer has taken money set aside for the benefit of the bush and put it 
away for 20 years. Now all the taxpayers of Western Australia will be paying more interest on the accrued debt 
rather than paying out a portion of the principal, thus reducing the ongoing interest burden or funding 
infrastructure in the way that was intended by the royalties for regions deal, and not borrowing on the never-
never. This is lazy policy. It is buying it on the credit card policy. It is about headlines and appearances. But 
when it is put to the test, the substance is gone. Then there is the really cynical little bullet point about electricity 
prices going up by 3.5 per cent next year. We would have to ask: why? Is it because it has achieved price parity? 
No. Has it achieved efficiencies in the power industry? No; hardly. Has it built the infrastructure needed to 
power Western Australia into the future? Not on your nelly. So why has it kept the price down this year after 
slugging householders an extra 57 per cent over the past three years? There is only one answer. I think 
everybody in the community knows that it is because it is an election year. What are the plans for the following 
years? 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: As listed in the forward estimates, in the following three years there will be another 
25 per cent increase. 
Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Carine, I call you to order for the first time today. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: It seems that I have upset the vegetable patch on the government back bench. Those 
members are hearing the feedback from their communities and they know that what I am saying is causing every 
one of them pain. It will cost a good deal of them their seats. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members on my right-hand side, I would ask you to remain quiet for the rest of the 
member’s speech. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: There has been a 57 per cent increase in the price of electricity since the Barnett 
government came to office. Next year, though, it will increase the price by only 3.5 per cent, but, as listed in the 
forward estimates, there will be a 25 per cent increase in the following three years. The sneaky Premier and the 
sneaky Treasurer have now — 

Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 
Ms M.M. QUIRK: Members to my left—I use the word advisedly—seem to have some problem following your 
direction, Madam Acting Speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms A.R. Mitchell): Thank you, member for Girrawheen; I will deal with it as I see 
fit. 

Debate Resumed 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The backbenchers opposite, who are at risk of losing their seats, really are upset. There 
is no bigger issue in the community than the cost-of-living increases imposed on them by the Barnett 
government. Whether or not they like it, they will pay the price at the ballot box when the next election is held. 
The community will not be conned by a 3.5 per cent increase in an election year when it has come on top of a 
57 per cent increase in the price of electricity and when a 25 per cent increase is listed in the forward estimates. 
That is why we have heard members barking today; that is why they are interjecting on me. They know that the 
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communities in their electorates are in pain. The Premier is trying to pretend that he cares by having only a 
3.5 per cent increase in an election year. He will con no-one. Everyone will see through this trickery. 

I will talk about one of my shadow portfolio areas. Tourism is a critical industry for this state. It is essential to 
promote tourism, tourist destinations and tourism options if we are to successfully generate alternatives to 
mining as generators of jobs and builders of communities. Tourism is a fundamental builder of regional 
businesses. The objective of Tourism WA is to enhance that. According to its website — 

Its focus is on marketing the State; developing, attracting and promoting major sporting, cultural and 
business events; and developing significant tourism infrastructure and projects. 

I ask the question: how does this budget promote that objective? The short answer is: it does not in a lot of ways. 
The government’s explicit strategy has been to concentrate on developing a profile in particular niche sporting 
events. I will not comment on the event that is still the subject of a parliamentary inquiry, but it is clear from the 
others that both the scrutiny of the proposals and the style of implementation have been both ham-fisted and 
half-hearted. I note, however, that it is difficult to assess the tourism budget numbers when every comment is 
prefaced by a disclaimer on the unreliability of the figures due to a change in Tourism WA’s structure and focus. 
What is clear is that the work of Tourism WA will be performed by 19 fewer people. What is clear is that the 
total tourism spend lags that of our competitor states. Our tourist destinations are suffering from the high dollar, 
which means that fewer tourists come to Western Australia and more Australians travel overseas. We have in 
Western Australia a world-class tourist destination. In what other place in the world can people taste premium 
wine, snorkel over a World Heritage–listed reef, swim with whale sharks, wander in a pristine wilderness and 
see wonders, marvels and treasures? Yet this world-class tourist destination does not even receive a second-class 
commitment in this budget. Of all the nations, states and territories, WA ties for last place in its tourism spend. 
This is the boom state—the state that the Premier repeatedly reminds us is driving the economy. It is not doing 
that in tourism. The total spend is currently $63.6 million and is set to fall further, yet if the level of spend were 
merely to be set at the average spend across the nation, the quantum should be more like $94.5 million. That 
extra money could buy us critical exposure in the growing China market, crucial airline partnerships that 
promote WA as a first destination, and the development of regional tourism infrastructure. Since this government 
came to office, tourism income in the south west has fallen by nearly one-third. Room occupancy rates outside 
the CBD have fallen by the same amount. Overnight visitor stays have fallen by nearly half. 

Mr V.A. Catania interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for North West! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The government’s response to this is to cut tourism funding. It is as though the 
government’s response to the crisis in this industry is palliative care rather than necessary curative intervention. 
It will spend big money on digging a hole in the river but cut the funds that bring people to WA to marvel at our 
wonderful waterfront. But this small and shrinking Tourism Commission will still have the same job to do. It 
will still need to promote WA as a destination, pitch WA as a destination for particular events, keep the 
information offices open and perform due diligence on funding applications. Even with its existing staffing 
levels—those levels that are about to be cut—it has been struggling badly. One need only talk to some of the 
operators that took up the option of participating in the village at the International Sailing Federation Sailing 
World Championships. The minister talks up that event as a marvellous success. It certainly was not a 
marvellous success for the people who lost thousands of dollars—I have heard of one who lost over $100 000—
participating in that event. I understand that a number lost more than $10 000 participating in that village. I am 
sure that those operators will not be thanking the minister or this government for that experience. Even if this 
government can attract similar events again, I think it will have difficulty attracting local businesses to 
participate in and service the events given the experience in Fremantle last year. I turn now to the police budget. 
I see that there is yet another smoke and mirrors trick here. At first glance it looks fine; more money available 
and more investment in technology, but when we drill down a little the papers tell us what we are getting for our 
money. Budget paper No 2 tells us on page 491 the following — 

Current crime rates are relatively steady, however the demand for policing services has been increasing 
significantly which presents a challenge due to competing priorities. Mining industry developments, 
protest activity from Issue Motivated Groups, a new regional prison and detention centre require 
increased policing effort. 

We will see whether those crime rates are relatively steady, given the comments we have heard recently telling 
us that the rate of crime is going down, when it is actually going up. In general, based on that quote from the 
budget papers, the government is satisfied with the crime rate in the community—so satisfied that it can afford to 
divert enormous resources to protect the tractors, bulldozers and other heavy vehicles that Woodside is trying to 
move past Broome. There is, to be sure, protest activity. There appear to be a dozen and a half environmental 
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activists, whose most offensive weapons so far have been patchouli, naughty words and herbal tea. The 
community has witnessed an absurd and disproportionate response and heard the vapid posturing of this mealy-
mouthed minister in its vain defence. Meanwhile, is the rest of the community feeling any safer? No; they are not 
feeling any safer at all. How could they when all those resources are diverted from the metropolitan and country 
areas to an activity like that?  

One of the key effectiveness indicators for the police portfolio is how safe people feel within the community. It 
is clear from the statistics and comment in the budget papers that people are not feeling safer in their homes or 
the community. This is despite all the money that has been spent on policing, despite the minister’s claims and 
despite the hoopla around the acquisition of new gadgets. What are people actually seeing? We saw a $3 million 
spend on a summer crime reduction strategy that failed spectacularly. The summer crime rate increased by more 
than five per cent. Recently, we heard the minister lauding the purchase of a $20 million helicopter, which was 
supposed to be here last year for CHOGM. The minister said, “Well, we’ve got it now.” I say that perhaps that 
is just a little bit late. Further, despite the minister launching the helicopter well over six months late, we find out 
that only one person is currently licensed to fly it. We are also seeing $100 000 spent trying to protect bulldozers 
at James Price Point. What people are seeing in the community, though, is an increase in knife crime, antisocial 
activities and out-of-control parties, and a massive increase in drug crime, particularly crime related to the 
manufacture and distribution of crystal methylamphetamine. 
Mr R.F. Johnson interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms A.R. Mitchell): Thank you, minister!  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: What people are not seeing is police on the beat or police quickly responding to call-
outs. They are seeing the implementation of a hub strategy in which police are concentrated like a garrison in 
hostile territory, fortified in bunkers.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: From there the patrols go out in their high-tech vehicles and officers are dispatched to 
respond to calls that come in. The clue to the rationale for this strategy is given in the notes on page 494 of the 
budget papers, which state in part, “The nature of policing is highly reactive and with demand for services 
changing each year”. There seems to be no place for a proactive strategy; no place for feet on the beat. Distracted 
by the wonders of technology, the police have fallen victim to the delusion that better machinery is an effective 
substitute for human relationships, despite the apparent commitment of the police to crime prevention. That does 
not seem to be a commitment that is borne out in practice, as the recent attempt to withdraw sworn police 
officers and their unsworn counterparts from police and community youth centres makes very clear. Despite the 
Premier’s comments and intervention, we still do not have full clarity on this matter because the commissioner 
seems to be going ahead with his plan, as evidenced by his comments on 7.30 WA last week.  
I turn now to some matters in my electorate of Midland. Midland is one of those places where the government 
really is all talk, no action; all spin, no substance. The truth is that Midland has been treated with contempt by 
both parties opposite. They have form in Midland. The current Premier was a senior minister in the Court 
government that closed the Midland railway workshops. That decision came two months after an election 
campaign in which that party had promised to expand the Midland railway workshops. It was a decision that 
ripped the heart out of Midland and cost people their homes, jobs and livelihoods. The policies and practices of 
the current government show that it still does not get it. When new trains are ordered, the Midland train line, 
already at capacity, misses out. There are a few extra parking bays at Midland station, but nowhere near enough 
to meet the needs of the population. Midland is the end of that line. People are coming from far and wide to park 
at that station. People from the hills, the valley and, indeed, beyond attempt to park at Midland train station and 
find they need to get there earlier and earlier each morning. We are already finding that as early as 5.30 or 6.00 
am, those car parks are starting to fill up. I call on the Minister for Transport to review this dire situation.  

The interpretive centre at the Midland railway workshops remains closed after two years. I think it makes very 
clear what the Liberals think of their rank betrayal of the people of Midland, even after 20 years. Property within 
the Midland redevelopment area is being sold for a profit. The history and heritage of that site is bound to its 
railway heritage and the heritage of the Midland railway workshops. A group of very willing but ageing 
volunteers are very keen to provide their services free of charge, as they did during the time of our government, 
to show people around the Midland railway workshops site; talk to people about what used to happen there; and 
explain the purpose and practices of many of these historic buildings on the site. The Midland railway 
workshops site could be a valuable educational tool. It should be able to educate future generations as almost a 
living museum, and we have the personnel. The volunteers are there, who simply want to work out of one small 
room dedicated to them by the former Labor government for the purposes of an interpretive centre, yet we find 
that this government is trying to fob off that role to the City of Swan. After two years, the government has no 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 24 May 2012] 

 p3217c-3250a 
Ms Margaret Quirk; Mr Martin Whitely; Dr Mike Nahan; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr Vincent Catania; Acting 

Speaker; Mr John Quigley; Mr Albert Jacob; Mr John Bowler 

 [18] 

agreement with the City of Swan to operate that interpretive centre. The government needs to do one of two 
things. It needs to run the interpretive centre itself and take responsibility for it. A paltry amount of money is 
involved here. Alternatively, the government needs to properly fund the City of Swan and come to an agreement 
to have that interpretive centre up and running. I talk to people not only in Midland but throughout this state who 
want to visit the workshop site, want to go into the interpretive centre and want to have a proper, historically 
informed tour of the Midland railway workshops site. As I am by title the member for Midland, wherever I go in 
this state I meet people with connections with the old Midland railway workshops who have had family members 
and other relatives and friends who worked there. They want to visit and to see some form of tour or facility 
made available. A very basic level of tour was available under the former Labor government when the former 
minister, the then member for Armadale, Hon Alannah MacTiernan, dedicated the interpretive centre and 
allowed the volunteers to work out of that site to take people on tours. Even this small gesture has been 
withdrawn by the Liberal government.  

I want to also mention a number of other matters to do with Midland. This government has had its feet dragging 
on the matter of Governor Stirling Senior High School, which is consistent with the pittance it put aside last year 
for the Swan Valley bypass. The allocation enables the member for Swan Hills to say he has done something, but 
he has done nothing but grandstand. The government’s attitude to Midland is further exemplified by the 
withdrawal of funding from a centre offering financial counselling to the poorest and most disadvantaged people 
in our community. The government has also lifted the curfew on Great Northern Highway, which now sees road 
trains and oversized vehicles compete with suburban and tourist traffic at all hours of the day. The government 
has shown further disdain for the Swan Valley Planning Act and the tourism potential for Perth’s north eastern 
corridor. The best the government can offer the people of Midland is a privatised health campus with 
compromised health services and dubious standards. I pay tribute to the community activists who have 
campaigned against the program of privatisation of Midland health campus. I recognise and understand that there 
is a real groundswell of concern within the community. When I addressed the same community meeting that was 
addressed by the member for Swan Hills, I did not see, as he said he saw, the usual contingent of 100 Labor 
members plus general hangers-on. I saw a community of people concerned for their future and for the second-
class, on-the-cheap policies and practices of this government. I did not see the hangers-on that the member for 
Swan Hills so disdainfully and shamefully said he saw. I saw members of our community who really matter. 

Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: That is the difference between the member for Swan Hills’ side of politics and mine; he 
sees those who are neither wealthy nor likely to be and he discards them as just “hangers-on”. 

Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: We see those people in the community as citizens who deserve the same justice, the 
same services and the same hopes as every other citizen. This government has punished those people even 
further. The cost of living has increased astronomically with increases to electricity, gas, water and sewerage 
prices, new drainage charges, public transport increases, an increase to the FESA levy and cuts to debt 
counselling service funding.  

This is certainly the worst budget of the Liberal–National government’s four years in office, and it is certainly 
the worst budget that I have seen in the past 12 years. It is a sad indictment upon the government that some of its 
economic wisdom has resulted in a document that appears to have no concern for ordinary people. The 
government offers the people of Western Australia, in short, nothing.  

The government has established a savings account when it should be reducing debt. It has satisfied itself that in 
managing the WA tourism industry near enough is good enough and that sponsoring enough medium-exposure 
sporting events will get the right number of headlines and enough tourists to justify its policy. There is no 
evidence of a planning vision or strategy. At best, it is a series of cynical tactics designed to make the minister 
look good—and it fails even at that. The government has satisfied itself in managing the policing needs of the 
people of this state that the people at the top will have first priority in the protection of assets and assurances of 
safety. We need only look at the grossly disproportionate response to a handful of protesters in the Kimberley to 
see that. Meanwhile, the rest of us are fobbed off with a $3 million summer crime strategy that is so badly 
targeted that it has no discernible effect. The government has satisfied itself that the people in Midland, the Perth 
hills and the inner wheatbelt will be content with a second-class health system that puts lives at risk. The 
government has satisfied itself that people in Midland are mere “hangers-on” who will be content with second-
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class trains, second-class schools and second-class government services. Although the Premier might be satisfied 
with this second-class budget and the myopic vision for the future that it offers the people of this state, I am not.  

The people of this state will see it for what it is: it is a pea-and-thimble trick, except that the Premier has kept the 
pea. I want something better for my children than this Premier’s paltry policies. The people of WA need a 
government that takes their struggles, their hopes and their stake in this place so seriously that it does not offer 
them tokens and trinkets, but a real future with real jobs, real infrastructure and real hope.  
MR V.A. CATANIA (North West) [11.07 am]: After hearing the member for Midland speak, I think that she 
should come up to the north west and see how extremely happy the people of regional WA are with the services 
that this government is delivering to towns, particularly in my electorate through the National Party and royalties 
for regions. This is another positive budget for regional Western Australia, because it shows that we have a 
focus, which I will touch on. Bear with me, because I want to tell members what is going on in each of my 
towns. It is important that everyone in this chamber sees the benefit of investing in regional WA and what that 
means for people. We are really starting to have a real impact on people’s lives. We are showing that this 
government cares and that we are not a city-centric party. The National Party is focused on delivering the needs 
and wants of the community.  

When visiting the town of Denham in Shark Bay, we can see the investment that is occurring. A week ago I had 
the pleasure of attending the opening of the new Department of Fisheries and Department of Environment and 
Conservation building. Hon Norman Moore opened this great facility, which complements the Shark Bay World 
Heritage Discovery Centre next door. We can see the landscape of the waterfront of Denham starting to take 
shape. The government is also due to open a community recreation centre that will double as an evacuation 
centre, the funding for which has been provided by royalties for regions. I was amazed to find out that there are 
no evacuation centres up the coast. With royalties for regions, we now have two evacuation centres—one in 
Denham to look after the people there and one in Onslow. Most cyclones that have hit the coast have come 
through Onslow, so it is great to see an evacuation centre there. Exmouth is also looking at building one. We are 
not only building recreational facilities, but also providing safety for the residents and visitors of the towns in my 
electorate.  

There has been a lot of debate about the infrastructure in some of these towns. One case I have raised in this 
house and in the other place on many occasions is the police and justice complex in Carnarvon. It has been an 
eight-year battle to finally achieve a new justice complex. If anyone has seen the state of the police station–
courthouse in Carnarvon, it is a disgrace. It is a disgrace that our police officers have had to work in what I 
would describe as Third World conditions. Finally this government has come up with the money—$53 million—
to build a state-of-the-art facility at a site the community has chosen. I hope that members can go through 
Hansard and read what I have said in the past about the fight the community had to endure to ensure that the 
police station–courthouse was moved off our waterway, being the Fascine, onto a block called the traders site. 
The new site is in the centre of town and will become our entry statement to Carnarvon. I wish Hansard could 
produce pictures because it is an amazing looking facility. We are actually getting it done. Hopefully construction 
will start by the end of the year; if not, in January 2013, to be finished by 2014. Like I said, it has been an eight-
year battle. It was a battle with the previous government to agree on a site. Money was allocated by the previous 
government—$20 million—for a $53 million facility! In reality, it was never going to happen. The only way we 
have been able to make this project happen, obviously with the will of the police minister, but also — 
Mr R.F. Johnson: I was happy to help.  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Thank you. Being able to top up with royalties for regions funding has made the project 
happen now. Without royalties for regions, we would not have a justice complex. We would still be having this 
debate for another 10 years. Finally that has been put to bed. 

Carnarvon suffered a couple of pretty horrific natural events—one being the floods back in 2010–11, and also 
fires that burnt for over a month this year. Just under 80 000 square kilometres of bushland was burnt. Carnarvon 
is going through a very difficult time now. I am proud to be the local member who is trying to generate the 
economy again by the projects that this state is embarking on in Carnarvon. Like I said, the police station–
courthouse is one that will finally be put to bed when construction starts shortly.  
Carnarvon is basically a construction site. Fences can be seen everywhere. All our government projects are now 
starting to take shape. Our main street has been redeveloped and brought up to something that I hope everyone 
will be proud of. Carnarvon is a very beautiful town, with the Fascine and its waterways. Cleaning up and 
redeveloping the main street and the Fascine will really have an impact on those people who visit Carnarvon for 
a holiday. We have a brand-new boat ramp, which was something I fought for during the 2008 election. It was 
never funded, but it has been funded by royalties for regions. It was completed a couple of weeks ago, ready for 
Carnarfin starting this Sunday. Those projects make a difference in town, which is also leaning to private 
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investment. Private investment is critical because government cannot keep funding projects. The funds we have 
put in will hopefully generate private investment, because that really drives a town. We are seeing that. We have 
a brand-new Home Timber and Hardware store, which is the biggest building Carnarvon has probably had in 
30 years. A solar farm has also been established. It is one of the biggest in regional Western Australia. It adds to 
Carnarvon being the solar capital of Australia. Per head of population, Carnarvon has more solar than any other 
town in Australia. The solar farm is an amazing achievement. I do not know if everyone saw the 7.30 report a 
few weeks ago that focused on solar power in Carnarvon. It has come down to one person who has driven solar 
in Carnarvon, and that is Lex Fullarton, who was my opponent in the 2008 election. It has delivered something 
that Carnarvon has an abundance of. A lot of elderly people come to Carnarvon because of our climate. 

The National Aeronautics and Space Administration put the tracking station in Carnarvon because of the solar 
radiation that we get. It is the best in Australia in terms of the focus that solar radiation has on Carnarvon. On 
22 and 23 June, if members are free, Buzz Aldrin is visiting Carnarvon to celebrate the part Carnarvon played in 
the space race and getting the first man on the moon.  

Dr A.D. Buti: Are you turning on the lights?  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: We are turning on the lights for him!  

About 30 or 40 trackers who worked on the station are coming to Carnarvon to celebrate the fact. The 
community—which I played a part in, in ensuring we can source the funds to get him to come out—is chartering 
a couple of planes to bring 100 people to Carnarvon. We have pretty much booked every hotel room in 
Carnarvon for the event. It is something that will generate some interest in Carnarvon in the part it played in the 
space race. Not many people know that; but it is exciting times.  

Carnarvon looks like a construction site. This government’s commitment, particularly royalties for regions, has 
made this happen. The $73 million power station will hopefully be completed very shortly and turned on by the 
end of the year. It will play another significant role. Power has been an issue in Carnarvon. Having a new power 
station will ensure we can increase the amount of solar uptake that individuals can take. They have taken up the 
maximum amount of solar energy that the current power station can fill. The new power station will take us even 
further up the ladder to ensure Carnarvon can continue to hold the mantle of the highest solar uptaker in 
Australia, compared with other Australian towns. These are exciting times for Carnarvon, even though we have 
had some difficult periods that take a while to get over. Businesses are suffering. There is some light at the end 
of the tunnel to ensure Carnarvon will move forward. It has always had the potential to be a place to take off. It 
has not yet, but it will with the investment in health and education, the redevelopment of Carnarvon Hospital and 
also with Carnarvon set to get a new school to deal with some of the education issues we have in town. This 
government is focused on ensuring we get health, education and policing right. We have the funds allocated to 
make that happen.  
I now refer to Coral Bay. This government is dealing with one of the issues that the previous government did not 
want to deal with—that is, providing accommodation to workers who live permanently in Coral Bay. The 
previous government did not want to recognise that Coral Bay is actually a town. It has people living in it, 
providing a service —  
Mr M.P. Whitely: Why didn’t you want to recognise it? You were a member of the previous government—why 
didn’t you want to recognise it?  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I had to deal with the former planning minister who did not want to recognise Coral Bay 
as a town. That meant the government had to provide services. 
Mr M.P. Whitely: You were a member of the previous government.  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Yes, I was. But I was fighting internal bureaucracy and could not get anywhere; hence 
why I am over this side! Now we have a government that is focused on providing key pieces of infrastructure; 
namely, housing. We can get housing right in Coral Bay. We can make sure we can provide a teacher at a school 
for those people who live in Coral Bay. At the moment residents have to put their kids on a bus to Exmouth; we 
are talking about five-year-olds getting on a bus for an hour and a half in the morning and an hour and a half in 
the afternoon coming back and forth from Coral Bay to Exmouth. If the housing issue is dealt with, Coral Bay 
will have somewhere to house its workforce, because currently there is no accommodation for the backpacker 
workforce that comes in over the holiday period to work in the shops and tourism industry.  

Moving to Exmouth, boating facilities are pretty important in my electorate because of the coastline it covers, 
and I think the majority of people have a boat. I think my electorate has the most boats per head in Australia, so 
it is important we have the facilities so that people can enjoy their recreational water pursuits in a safe manner, 
without damaging the environment. A couple of months ago in Exmouth we had the Gamex billfish tourism 
event into which royalties for regions, through Eventscorp, put a substantial amount of money. That funding was 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 24 May 2012] 

 p3217c-3250a 
Ms Margaret Quirk; Mr Martin Whitely; Dr Mike Nahan; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr Vincent Catania; Acting 

Speaker; Mr John Quigley; Mr Albert Jacob; Mr John Bowler 

 [21] 

to enhance the event so that people from interstate and overseas came to participate. The funding enabled greater 
prize money and promotion for the event, which should encourage people to come back next year. Exmouth is a 
fantastic tourism destination. We were lucky enough to have the boat ramp provided by royalties for regions 
completed by the time of Gamex 2012. That $2 million boat ramp now enables people to safely launch their 
boats while still protecting the environment. Anyone who used the previous boat ramp knows that, basically, 
people had to contend with a bit of beach sand and make sure that the tides were at the right height to get their 
boat in and out. We have now dealt with that issue, so basically the boat ramp can be used all year round 
regardless of the tides.  
As I said, Exmouth is a fantastic tourism destination. The shire has embarked, with the country local government 
fund, on rejuvenating its town centre by redeveloping it and making it much more people friendly by adding 
shade covers. As members know, Exmouth gets pretty hot and these shade covers will provide a bit of comfort 
for those going from shop to shop around the town centre. The shire is embarking on a massive total central 
business district redevelopment that will look at where infrastructure should go and having the right 
infrastructure to ensure that Exmouth can grow with its tourism and industry sectors. Exmouth is, I think, in the 
fortunate but not so fortunate position of having tourism as its key economic driver.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: But now the resource sector is coming in because of the many oil and gas fields off the 
coast. Sometimes the tourism and resource sectors go head to head because a lot of development is needed to 
service the oil and gas industry, and that can cause some problems in the community. A lot of debates are 
occurring about laydown areas, and this is where some economic development needs to happen in Exmouth with 
the reconfiguration of the marina to allow for much larger ships. The spin-off to allowing oil and gas ships in is 
further tourism activity because of the increased facilities. These are exciting but challenging times for Exmouth, 
but the investment is there, and the shire, through royalties for regions, is looking at a community facility that 
will enable there to be more government services in Exmouth and allow industry to set up offices. The shire is 
also looking at ways in which Exmouth can engage with schools and universities. The member for Mandurah 
would be well aware that work on the Ningaloo Research Centre that has been talked about for 10 years has been 
embarked on. It is finally coming to fruition because, through royalties for regions, we have the funding to build 
a research centre. It is a World Heritage area and it is an amazing part of the world, and a lot of researchers go to 
Exmouth. We want a purpose-built facility that will not only cater for those researchers, but also provide an 
avenue for Exmouth kids who want a profession in research and other environmental studies. Universities will be 
able to use that facility, which will ensure that our youth will be able to stay in Exmouth to study and not have to 
go to Perth to study, after which we hope they return to Exmouth.  

My inland towns include Yalgoo, Mt Magnet, Cue and Meekatharra, and I encourage members to come and see 
the transformation that has occurred through streetscapes, water parks, museums and caravan parks. It is now all 
happening for these towns that have been neglected. Meekatharra, Cue and Yalgoo have not had a doctor in I 
could not even tell members how long; they finally have a doctor based in Mt Magnet. That doctor is funded by 
the inland health initiative—funded by royalties for regions—and also services Cue and Yalgoo. Recently, an 
extra nurse came to Mt Magnet to provide relief to towns like Cue and Yalgoo; that nurse is also funded by the 
inland health initiative through royalties for regions. In this day and age, if there is only one nurse based in these 
towns, there is pressure on that nurse to work 24 hours a day, seven days a week. It is not fair on that nurse and 
not fair on the communities. There can be life or death situations as a result of the distances people must travel to 
go to hospital in Meekatharra, Geraldton or Perth. If I can look back at my time as local member and see that a 
doctor and an extra nurse have been secured for that region, the people of Mt Magnet, Cue and Yalgoo will have 
succeeded in their efforts.  

I turn to mobile phone coverage. Yalgoo never had mobile phone coverage, and it is now getting it, which has 
led to an amazing transformation of the town. Mt Magnet, Mullewa and Geraldton already have it; Cue is the 
only town that has not got mobile phone coverage. This development is great for not only the people who live in 
Yalgoo, but also emergency services. For people to have access to the emergency services by mobile phone is 
another avenue of safety. That is another project funded by the Liberal–National government through royalties 
for regions. 

Members should go to Pilbara and look at the transformation occurring in Karratha. Members should look at the 
Pilbara Cities project that has been undertaken by the Minister for Regional Development. On nearly every 
corner there is something shiny and new. Royalties for regions can put its hand up for anything shiny and new in 
regional Western Australia. The National Party has delivered those shiny new projects that are transforming lives 
and attracting and retaining people to live in regional towns, particularly in the Pilbara where it has been most 
difficult to attract people in the past. We should look at the argument about key service workers prior to the 2008 
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election. In 2007 I think the district allowance paid to people living in the Pilbara was somewhere between 
$2 500 and $3 500. Now it is over $15 000 for key service workers in the Pilbara. That allowance enables us to 
attract and retain government employees in the Pilbara for the first time. When we talk to any government 
employee, we find that it has made a hell of a difference. They are being recognised by the National Party 
through royalties for regions—that is where the allowances come from—for living in one of the most expensive 
places in Australia. The Minister for Regional Development tried to increase this allowance in 2006. He has been 
able to deliver on that.  

Many other projects in my electorate have been funded through this budget and previous years’ budgets. When I 
was going through my desk here at Parliament House, I came across a wish list that I made in 2007 of what I 
would like to see in my electorate. When going through that list, I noticed that every single one of those projects 
has been funded and has commenced or is about to commence. The only way that this has been achieved is by 
being part of the National Party, a party that focuses on regional WA through royalties for regions. Every project 
that I wanted done in 2007 is now funded. I was amazed to see that because sometimes we lose sight of what we 
are trying to achieve. I was able to achieve that as a member of the National Party and as a person who totally 
and utterly supports the investment of regional WA, because our focus is only looking after the bush.  
Members can get this information on our policies from the library. The papers I have here relate to only a couple 
of years of royalties for regions, which is National Party policy. I did a bit of research on the Labor Party’s 
website and found half a page relating to regional development for the Labor Party. I would have increased the 
font size to at least cover the page. In 2008–09, under “regions”, the Labor Party’s capital works spending 
program for the metropolitan region was $1 459 per person compared with $3 296 per person in regional WA. 
That is a difference of $1 837, or 126 per cent, per person. I did some calculations on what royalties for regions 
is delivering. It is delivering $1 billion a year. To break it down in a simple form that perhaps members opposite 
can understand, $114 000 is being delivered to regional Western Australia every hour of every day through our 
regional development program, being royalties for regions. How can the public be hoodwinked into thinking that 
the city-centric Labor Party — 

Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I am focusing on regional WA here. How can the Labor Party deliver for regional WA and 
say it supports royalties for regions but will change it? Let us look at what the Leader of the Opposition said 
about the country local government fund. I touched on some of the things that the country local government fund 
has done in these towns. That is the first lot of money they have ever had. The fund is delivering for the 
community. The opposition wants to spend that money on roads. 

Mr P. Papalia: Police. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I would have thought that doctors, nurses, infrastructure, hospitals, police stations—
something that I have in my electorate, member for Warnbro—are able to change people’s lives. If the Labor 
Party wants to put money into roads, so be it.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: They left a $l00 million black hole on road maintenance when they left government last time.  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: That may be so. If the Labor Party wants to spend money on roads, that means we should 
forget about hospitals, police stations, doctors, nurses and new schools. 

Point of Order 
Ms M.M. QUIRK: I cannot hear what words of wisdom the member for North West is saying. There is too 
much noise in here. I am having trouble working out who is the straight man and who is the — 

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: There was this wall of sound when I entered the chamber.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Thank you very much, member.  

Debate Resumed 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: The Labor Party has gone out to seek candidates for the Pilbara seat. One of those 
candidates is the Mayor of Port Hedland. At three o’clock on 28 February a news bulletin was released, which 
states — 

The Labor Party has persuaded popular Port Hedland Mayor Kelly Howlett to stand for pre-selection 
for the seat of Pilbara at the next state election. 
The party is looking for a strong candidate to go up against the Nationals leader Brendon Grylls who is 
expected to announce that he will contest the seat. 
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The ALP state secretary Simon Mead — 
The brains trust — 

says Ms Howlett, an environmental scientist, is one of several strong local candidates running for pre-
selection. 
Ms Howlett has stood unsuccessfully for the Greens in the past. 
Just three weeks ago, the Mayor told the ABC that she had no plans to contest the state election. 
“Certainly I’ve got no intention of running in this 2013 State election, but I think it’s great that there’s a 
focus on this seat, and a focus on the region,” she said. 
During the interview, Ms Howlett gave a ringing endorsement to Brendon Grylls as a Minister, calling 
him a true champion of the region. 
“Credit where credit should be given its due—certainly, I’ve never in my working experience ever had 
a state Member of Parliament, let alone a Minister, that you can email, call, even send a text message — 

[Member’s time expired.] 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [11.38 am]: I would like to start my contribution on the Appropriation 
(Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2012–13 Bill 2012 and the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 
2012–13 Bill 2012 by referring to the absolutely appalling comments of the Treasurer in trying to justify his 
future fund. Talk about low rent. Last night I was appalled to see on television the Treasurer and aspiring 
Premier of Western Australia refer to the Leader of the Opposition as a gutless man—gutless because he had the 
temerity to say that we should wait until state debt is reduced before putting money into a future fund. What the 
government is doing is tantamount to borrowing on a credit card to start a savings account. The Treasurer did not 
seek to address the economic policies or the economic issues behind the Leader of the Opposition’s concerns, 
concerns shared by many Western Australians; rather, he debased himself by resorting to personal attack upon 
the Leader of the Opposition, calling this father of three, this servant of the state, a gutless man. When an 
advocate resorts to the politics of personal denigration, we know that he has nothing left in the intellectual tank. 
He is, of course, by inference, calling all those who espouse a different economic policy from running up further 
debt to start a savings account gutless men. One of the most outspoken of those people who question this policy 
is Mr John Nicolaou, the chief economist with the Chamber of Commerce and Industry. He has also made 
exactly the same criticism as the Leader of the Opposition and therefore falls within the disgraceful umbrella that 
the Treasurer seeks to cast upon everyone who disagrees with him as a gutless man.  

I will briefly refer to a statement made by Professor Duncan Bentley in a press release from the Curtin Business 
School, at the time he appointed Mr Nicolaou an adjunct professor at that school. It reads — 

Chamber of Commerce and Industry (CCI) Western Australia Chief Economist, John Nicolaou, has 
been appointed an Adjunct Professor at Curtin Business School (CBS). Mr Nicolaou joined CCI in 
2003, following six years at the Commonwealth and State Treasuries where he worked on key policy 
issues such as the development and implementation of the GST. 
CBS Pro Vice-Chancellor, Professor Duncan Bentley said Mr Nicolaou would be a significant 
contributor to the School’s economic program. 

“During his time at CCI he has built a reputation as one of the state’s most credible economic and 
business commentators. John has been a strong advocate for key reforms aimed at fostering economic 
growth and development in WA,” Professor Bentley said. “I look forward to his contributions and it is 
with pleasure that I welcome him to the Curtin Business School team.” 

The Treasurer of Western Australia would cast this esteemed economist as “a gutless man” because he does not 
fall into lockstep march with this crazy policy of running up credit card debt to open a savings account. I get 
people from struggle street coming to see me all the time—from Merriwa, Ridgewood and Clarkson—saying, 
“In this economy, Mr Quigley, the boom is passing me by. I’m in debt, we can’t save anything, and I’ve got a 
family of three.” I do not say to them, “Go next door to the National Australia Bank; there’s not a problem. Just 
see a manager in there and say you just want to extend your credit card debt from a $10 000 limit to a $30 000 
limit, and when he asks you what you want the extra $20 000 for, you say, ‘Because I want to open a savings 
account’, and the bank manager will say, ‘But you’re bonkers! Get out of here’, and you can say, ‘No, I’m only 
doing what the Treasurer of Western Australia is doing; I might have children in five years’ time, and I’ve got to 
make provision for an extra bedroom, so I want to borrow against my credit card now and put it in my savings 
account so that in 10 or 15 years’ time, when my family expands, I’ll have enough money to build the bedroom’. 
The manager will say, ‘Stop smoking what you’ve been smoking, sunshine! Get out there and reduce your credit 
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card debt with your wages and stop smoking that green weed, it’s sending you silly. You can’t borrow on your 
credit card to start a savings account. This is the land of delusion.’” 

That is what the Treasurer of Western Australia is doing. Who is criticising his policy? It is not just the Leader of 
the Opposition, but the chief economist of the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia, John 
Nicolaou, who stated in a CCI media statement of 17 May 2012 — 

CCI believes that instead of directing billions of dollars into a Future Fund for the State, this money will 
be better used by investing the economy through necessary infrastructure and into the business 
community through genuine tax reform. 

What sort of infrastructure? We cannot ship material through Esperance port, for example, because it does not 
have the proper infrastructure. There is a bottleneck in our economy. What sort of other infrastructure could be 
built? I will turn to infrastructure in my electorate of Mindarie, which is to be renamed Butler fort the next 
election. The first, most necessary piece of infrastructure is the extension of the Mitchell Freeway from Burns 
Beach Road through to Hester Avenue. The Treasurer talks about 1 000 people a week coming to Western 
Australia; 750 of them are coming into my electorate, and there are only two roads out—Wanneroo Road, as the 
member for Ocean Reef knows, and Marmion Avenue, and it is gridlock out there. People are 50 kilometres 
from Perth and they have to get to work, but their roads are gridlocked. These are the people that the late Sir 
Robert Menzies referred to as the “forgotten people”. They are living on the edge of the metropolitan area and 
there are no waterfront projects out there; there is not even a swimming pool out there. There is no museum out 
there; there are not even any community halls in the places where there are meant to be community halls. These 
people are gridlocked on their roads and we need the extension of the Mitchell Freeway, but when we look in the 
budget, there is not a zack for that extension. Sorry; that gives away my age! A zack was sixpence. There is not a 
dime in the budget for even the planning of a freeway extension.  

What has the government done? It has appointed a very personable and affable backbencher, the member for 
Ocean Reef, as chair of a community committee to decide what should happen with the freeway. That is what a 
government does when it does not want to do anything. That is what government does when it wants to fool the 
community. How do we know that this is what the government does when it wants to fool the community? I will 
quote from a press release from the Premier dated 24 April 2012 in which he talks about committees that look 
into projects instead of actually doing the projects. It reads, in part — 

“This government doesn’t do that, we actually get on and make decisions and build projects,” he told 
reporters. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Could I seek your protection during my budget reply speech, please, Madam Acting 
Speaker? 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms A.R. Mitchell): Member for Wanneroo, if you want to interject, you need to 
seek permission, not just scream across the chamber. Thank you. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I am not taking interjections from the peanut gallery this morning, Madam Acting 
Speaker! 

What did the Premier say about committees that look at projects? The press release reads, in part — 

“It’s so much Labor: set up new bodies, new organisations, new committees, lots of plans, lots of glossy 
documents but not much action.” 

That is what the Premier said on 24 April. If the government does not want to take action and build 
infrastructure, it just sets up a committee. The government has not put a dime in the budget for planning the 
freeway; it has set up a committee. The only money that is being spent on the Mitchell Freeway is on 
advertisements in the local paper calling for submissions to a committee that will report at the end of the year. 
Not even $10 has been set aside in the five out years of the budget. For those who read this Hansard, the budget 
includes expenditure for this year and anticipated expenditure for the next five years, and not $10 has been 
allocated, even for planning, for the freeway. This is government neglect and a government con. As the Premier 
said, governments set up committees to produce glossy reports when they do not want to take action. 

The first thing that needs to happen is an amendment to this budget to supply at least $50 million this year to 
start the urgent planning of the freeway extension. We do not need a committee to tell us where the freeway has 
to go; it has to go up the freeway reserve! It is not going to go through the houses of Clarkson or the sporting 
fields of Quinns Rocks; it is going to go up the freeway reserve to Hester Avenue. 

Several members interjected. 
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Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Listen to them—squawking over there because the Premier has exposed them through his 
own press release, saying that when governments do not want to do something, they set up a committee. 

I now turn to the inadequate policing in the area of Clarkson. We do not fall for the line that the Minister for 
Police has swallowed hook, line and sinker: that to have a 24-hour police station at Clarkson will diminish police 
coverage in the area by having police stuck behind the counter. We know, from speaking to senior police—I will 
not say who they are and start a big witch-hunt—that an annexe needs to be built at the Clarkson Police Station 
and that 15 detectives need to be transferred from the Warwick Police Station to Clarkson, where all that crime 
investigation needs to occur. There would then be the capacity to keep the police station open 24 hours a day. 
What is the problem with the current system? The minister says, “Oh, yes”, and parrots what the commissioner 
says: “We keep more cars on the road. We don’t want them in the station.” There is a problem. There are holding 
cells at the Clarkson station. Two Rocks is 69 kilometres north of Perth and about 30 kilometres north of 
Joondalup. If the police in one of these patrol vans make an arrest up there at the licensed premises or whatever, 
they have to start a round trip all the way down to Joondalup to deposit their prisoner, so that van is off the road 
for an hour and a half. There is no police coverage; there is no policing in the area because the van is required to 
transport the prisoner all the way down to Joondalup. If there was a 24-hour police station at Clarkson, there 
would be much more local policing. When the police grab people at the licensed premises, they could put them 
in the holding cell at Clarkson until another van could come up and take them somewhere else to put them before 
a court. This cannot happen. Police in police cars are spending an hour, or an hour and a half, just transporting 
prisoners during their shift. But we cannot have the annexe built and we cannot have the extra police at Clarkson 
because the government is starting a savings account in has this dopey way of running up the debt on the credit 
card so that it can open a savings account. 

All credit to Mrs Denice Donners—not me—who is not a member of the Labor Party; she is a mother whose son 
was seriously injured. When she called the police, they came an hour and a half later. Her son’s eye was hanging 
out of its socket. They said to the police, “Where have you been?” and the police said, “We were down in 
Hillarys.” That is miles from Clarkson. They said, “We were policing down in Hillarys.” Hillarys is like the 
Peppermint Grove of the northern suburbs. It is a leafy, well-looked-after area. It has a very low crime rate. If the 
minister had any integrity at all, he would close the Hillarys Police Station—we do not need a police station in 
Hillarys—and reassign those officers up to the coalface at Clarkson, where they are desperately needed, but he 
will not do that because he is feather-nesting — 

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Minister, you were not here earlier. The member was being 
interjected upon previously, and when we came back he said that he does not want to accept interjections. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Even when he attacks me? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: He is not attacking you; he is delivering his speech. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: So there is no need for a police station in leafy, lovely Hillarys. The minister has the power 
to shut the Hillarys Police Station now and put those officers where they are needed up in Clarkson, where the 
population is exploding on the edge of the metropolitan area. 

The next thing that could be done with the money that the government is borrowing to start a savings account on 
a credit card—the dopiest thing I have ever heard—is that some traffic lights could be installed at Hester Avenue 
and Wanneroo Road. Very few people, apart from perhaps the member for Ocean Reef, would even know what I 
am talking about. As I said, there are only two ways out of that area—one is down Marmion Avenue and the 
other is down Wanneroo Road. When all these workers want to get out of Clarkson, Merriwa, Ridgewood and 
Butler—tens and tens of thousands of them—if they have to get to Wanneroo Road, as so many of them do, they 
have to go down Hester Avenue, which comes to a T-junction with Wanneroo Road, with cars travelling south 
on Wanneroo Road at 90 kilometres an hour. At seven o’clock in the morning when drivers try to effect a right-
hand turn, they take their lives into their own hands. Everyone has to be really hesitant, and the traffic builds up 
further than the train line at Nowergup. That is two kilometres in a queue waiting to turn right onto Wanneroo 
Road. Every driver who effects that turn takes their life into their own hands; and, yes, there have been deaths 
there, and it is very dangerous. People do not want to say, “Look, I might be taking my life into my own hands 
every morning, but I’m comforted by the fact that in 20 years there’s going to be a future fund for someone, run 
up on the credit card.”  

If the government was really serious, it would get on and do this infrastructure in my electorate, and it would 
build the freeway, instead of just starting a committee under the very lovely young man from Ocean Reef, the 
member out there. Instead of using him and his committee to fool the community that something is happening, 
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the government could have put $50 million in the budget for the design phase of the freeway so the build could 
start next year. It is not going to happen. As I said, in the next five years, there is not even $10 in the budget. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr R.F. Johnson: The organ grinder has just spoken. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I did not hear the member for Ocean Reef speak then. Leave him and his organ alone, and 
stop picking on him! He has been put there to do this job by the Premier. The Premier said in his press release — 

… set up new bodies, new organisations, new committees, lots of plans, lots of glossy documents but 
not much action.” 

The Premier described the freeway committee perfectly—lots of glossy documents but no action, and certainly 
not $10 in the budget. 

The speaker before me rabbited on about royalties for the regions. It is royalties for the rorts. I say it is royalties 
for the rorts because, as I have explained, Yanchep and Two Rocks are 55 and 69 kilometres respectively from 
the central business district. People there do not have much public transport; they have to drive out there all the 
time. Are they on the fuel card scheme? Do they get their 500 bucks a year for being people in the regions? No, 
they do not, because they are said to be in the metropolitan area because the line finishes at Two Rocks. 
However, we know from local media that Serpentine–Jarrahdale has been added to the fuel card scheme. The 
government has featherbedded its own Whip’s electorate. Those people are in the metropolitan area, as are 
people who live in Yanchep and Two Rocks, but because they are in a Liberal-held seat and the government 
wants to featherbed the nest of its Liberal Whip, it has put the Whip’s electorate in the fuel card scheme. Who is 
paying for this? My electors up in Yanchep and Two Rocks, through their taxes, are paying for this. The 
government is pork-barrelling its own electorate of Serpentine–Jarrahdale whilst abandoning the people of 
Yanchep and Two Rocks. This is so typical of what this royalties for rorts is all about. 

The state is now spending $350 million to $400 million on the Perth Waterfront project. As I said, a lot of my 
constituents do not come to Perth, not only because they are 50 kilometres from Perth, but also because the road 
system to get there is hellish. Mr Lewis Flood started a movement out there, not for a covered swimming pool as 
is being built in Albany or any of the aquatic centres that are being built throughout the north west, but just for a 
concrete swimming pool on the edge of the ocean, which the waves can come in and fill up. It is not very much. 
None of the schools out there has anywhere to take the children to learn to swim. They have to bus them for 
miles and miles through this gridlocked road network. Do members think we can raise even $2 million for a 
concrete swimming pool? I congratulate Mr Lewis Flood for his efforts, and I will back him because the children 
out there need it. But this government would rather run up this credit card debt so that it can say, “We’ve got a 
savings account.” It is not an act of gutlessness to criticise this fund; the criticism is economic good sense, as 
indicated when it was criticised, as I said at the start of this speech, by the leading economist from the Chamber 
of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia, Mr John Nicolaou. 

While I am on the point of infrastructure, I will do a little advertorial for Mrs Denice Donners, who is holding a 
public meeting on Friday, 2 June, at the park opposite the Whale and Ale. She is leading a public demonstration 
for proper police facilities at Clarkson, including a 24-hour station. We all know that it can be done, just by 
adding an annexe and transferring 15 detectives from Warwick to the coalface in Clarkson, where they are 
needed. 

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: We want the minister to act decisively now and close the Hillarys Police Station, which is 
surplus to requirements, and put those officers where they are needed—out in Clarkson. He knows the Hillarys 
station is surplus to requirements. It is only there to featherbed his electorate. He knows that he probably could 
not get elected without it. We want the minister to close that station and move those officers. 

A series of lower grade community infrastructure is desperately needed in my electorate. We do not have a 
marina cheek and jowl with the police station as there is in Hillarys. We do not have a swimming pool, as I have 
already pointed out. The facilities at the Quinns Mindarie Surf Life Saving Club are in desperate need of 
expansion. It offers a wonderful service on the beach at Quinns. 

A member interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: It has got one, but it is only half-built. It cannot hold a function without having to move all 
the gear out. The roof has been put on the top, but no-one ever thought to finish the building, so a bit of tin has 
been put there. There are other gaping holes in community infrastructure. One of the things that I have looked for 
in the budget is the planning money and the build money for the Yanchep high school. Yanchep is at the end of 
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the line. It has a booming population. The junior high school is absolutely overflowing. The land is there for the 
Yanchep senior high school. It is needed now; we do not need to put it off for 20 years so that in 2035 we can 
say that there is some money in the future fund to build Yanchep high school. All these families are under 
pressure now. The member for Hillarys is consulting the member for Darling Range on the royalty rort of the 
fuel card that the member managed to get for his electorate, yet the people in Yanchep and Two Rocks cannot 
get one. There is no money in the budget—not even $10—for the future planning of Yanchep high school. It is 
nothing short of a disgrace. 

I turn now to Quinns Rocks Primary School, which at least got some money from the Building the Education 
Revolution program, but the project was to be managed by the state. The ground surrounding Quinns Rocks 
Primary School’s preprimary centre was torn up and safety fences were put around the area, but now the site has 
been left as it is. I have complained to the Minister for Education. It has been featured in the North Coast Times, 
the local community newspaper. I have written to the minister, who wrote back and said that that project is 
finished. I am putting it on the record in Hansard now that that project is not finished. For months and months 
these children have had nowhere to play outside their classroom because of the ineptitude of the Minister for 
Education in seeing this project through. 

As I said at the start of my speech, the residents of my electorate are like those people whom Sir Robert Menzies 
talked about—the forgotten middle-class people who just get up every day, go to work and look after their 
family, who are not particularly politically active and are not rusted onto any particular party, and who just want 
to see the members of this chamber deliver reasonable infrastructure for them. It is on the sweat of their brow 
that this state is economically raging. In my electorate, I would have the highest proportion of fly in, fly out 
workers in the state—they are just packed cheek by jowl—yet when they go away and leave their families, they 
are not even confident of community safety, because there are insufficient police resources and insufficient 
policing in the area. If a person who lives in the southern part of my electorate rings a friend in the northern part 
of the electorate, they are on STD rates. They are treated as though they are ringing the bush, but they do not get 
the fuel card that the member for Darling Range has organised for his residents. 

Mr M.P. Murray: He’s part of a region. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: He is part of a region, all right; he is part of the Liberal region—the rorts region! 

In conclusion, I utterly reject the concept of the politics of personal denigration by turning on the Leader of the 
Opposition and calling him gutless because he has the temerity and, indeed, the economic integrity to say that it 
is economic stupidity to start a savings account by extending the overdraft on the credit card, as was also pointed 
out by the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia. By the time the future fund matures, not 
only will the infrastructure in my electorate be long overdue for replacement and we will be at busting point, but 
also the cost of building the infrastructure will have risen by way more than the cost of building it now. We 
know that costs in the building industry are increasing by more than the consumer price index and certainly more 
than the cash interest rate. This is absolute economic madness. 

If the government had built the police station at Clarkson properly, if it had built the Yanchep high school, if it 
had paid for at least the design process and had allocated money in the budget over the next three years to 
complete the freeway to Hester Avenue, if it had allocated money for traffic lights at the corner of Hester 
Avenue and Wanneroo Road, and if it had put in the community infrastructure, I would have said, “Yes; I will 
vote for the future fund because we have taken care of what is needed now and we will bank the excess.” I would 
have voted yes. But what I am being asked to vote for in this budget—I will not vote for it—is to allow the 
government to continue to deceive the community over the freeway, as the Premier pointed out on 24 April. He 
has set up new bodies, new organisations and new committees and has put out lots of plans and glossy 
documents, but there has not been much action. That is what the government wants the member for Ocean Reef 
to deliver on. That is why it has given him this job. 

MR A.P. JACOB (Ocean Reef) [12.08 pm]: I am pleased to have the opportunity to address the Appropriation 
(Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2012–13 Bill 2012 and the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 
2012–13 Bill 2012 and a very responsible and visionary budget. I congratulate the Treasurer on the budget that 
he has brought down. It is also a fantastic opportunity for me to address some of the points about the local area 
that opposition members have addressed. That is where I will direct my comments this afternoon.  
The Joondalup Health Campus is one issue that the member for Joondalup raised. Indeed, it comes up a lot in 
private members’ business. I should thank opposition members again; they have given me many opportunities to 
speak on the Joondalup Health Campus in recent times. The opposition had us believe going into the 2008 
election that the Liberal Party had no plans to redevelop the Joondalup Health Campus. I have shown in this 
house previously the advertising that the opposition produced that suggested that the imaginary redevelopment it 
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kept talking about was going to be cancelled by a Liberal–National government when it came to power. 
However, the reality is that within months of coming into government we have turned the soil on that 
magnificent, vital project. It is the single biggest investment of any state government in the northern suburbs 
health infrastructure. As I have said in this house many times, it is well on track to be delivered early next year 
on time and under budget. It was funded by a $230 million contribution from the state government, and a further 
$27 million in this year’s state budget. In recent weeks the new coronary care unit, the new intensive care unit 
and the new high dependency unit as well as 12 new operating theatres have been opened. Members opposite 
have taken the line that it should be a tertiary hospital. That is fair; I get that one has to push a position when in 
opposition, but I have consistently invited members opposite to come and talk to us about what beds we are 
short-funding or what services we are not providing. But there is deathly silence, as there is now. I am happy, if 
there is a feel good campaign, to call it a tertiary hospital. But what people in the northern suburbs care about is 
construction workers and cranes on site and a hotel being built—sorry, I mean a hospital, which will be like a 
hotel I think. They care about the number of beds being significantly higher under this government than even the 
previous government had planned for but never quite delivered, and they care about the services that are being 
delivered. Yet again the opposition can come back with absolutely nothing on that.  

The other big project of the three key projects I deal with as the member for Ocean Reef—members opposite 
have picked up on all three—is the Ocean Reef marina project. It is a very long-running project, which is very 
important to my constituents in the electorate of Ocean Reef. This project was first talked about and promised in 
1979 when people moved into the area. The land was acquired. It is predominantly a City of Joondalup project. 
Until February this year it was 100 per cent a City of Joondalup project, but significant state government support 
has been provided, despite what the opposition would have us believe. In 2006, prior to being elected to this 
place, I was privileged to be elected to the Joondalup City Council. I said at the time that if I was elected I would 
fight for the Ocean Reef marina. I have consistently done that. I have never promised a time frame but I said I 
would do my absolute best because I know just how big a project this is. In 2006 we opened the file. Members 
opposite had talked about it during previous state election campaigns, yet when we opened the file in 2006, there 
was nothing. From 1979 to 2006 there was lots of talk, lots of signs, lots of consultation, but no actual planning 
or preparation. The theme of planning and preparation work is one we will hear come up on the next project. It is 
one thing to stand and say that we should just do it. I was privileged to finish my master’s degree in architecture 
a few months ago. One thing I have learnt during eight years of study is that projects like that require an 
enormous amount of planning, which takes a long time. It is not an easy process; it takes a genuine commitment, 
not bold statements or off-the-cuff slogans and advertising. It takes hard work, year in year out, to produce these 
results and that is what we are working to.  

Since 2006, going into the 2008 election, a lot of hard work was done behind the scenes. Again, members 
opposite ran a campaign trying to suggest that we had done nothing; yet within months of coming into 
government, every resident in the City of Joondalup received the preliminary plans of that proposal. As I have 
said before in this place, there were 12 000 responses about this project from members of the local community. 
That is how passionate they are. It is geared into the next phase of redevelopment and we continue to work on 
this planning. We have factored in the comments that have come back from the people around the Ocean Reef 
marina. We are massaging the figures and moving forward with the planning to produce the marina the 
community wants. I think it was concept plan 7 that went out to the community. I believe we are at 
concept plan 7.2 now. Early last year, the council made a decision that it wanted a formal partnership with the 
state government on the marina. As I have said, it is a council project and I am the state member for Ocean Reef. 
I have always given my community my word that I would support this project wherever possible. The council 
came to me as the local member and, indeed, to the government and said, “What we need right now to keep this 
project going is a formal agreement with the state government, a memorandum of understanding with the 
Minister for Transport and the Minister for Planning, to continue to take this project forward.” The government, 
said “Absolutely”, and we went straight there and we have delivered everything the council has asked from this 
state government to keep that project going, and it is making very good progress. To borrow from an old 
advertisement, “It won’t happen overnight, but it will happen.” I wish we could produce almost a billion dollar 
infrastructure project from scratch within four years. But the simple fact is that is not the world we live in. The 
projects that are starting now have many years of planning behind them. None of that work was done for the 
Ocean Reef marina. We are doing it, and much of the planning is with the Environmental Protection Authority 
because it is a Bush Forever site. There are also some issues associated with the Marmion Marine Park and the 
marina’s extension into the water. So far there are very good signs of positive community support for this 
project, and so far every stage of the planning process has been ticked, and it is looking very good going 
forward. I am not one who wants to use an opportunity to say we did this or we did that, but the simple fact is 
everything that has ever happened on that project started when I was elected to council and now, as the member 
for Ocean Reef, every one of those deliveries has come through.  
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Several members interjected.  

Mr P. Papalia: Modesty is your weak point.  

Mr A.P. JACOB: Members; that is the simple fact.  

Mr A.P. O’Gorman interjected. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: The member for Joondalup is laughing. He had a go at the Mitchell Freeway extension 
community working group. 

Mr P. Papalia: Modesty has always been your greatest flaw.  

Mr A.P. JACOB: It is interesting that the member for Warnbro makes that point. 

That is not something I would generally do, but I am saying that since 2006 to now nothing was done. I get that 
in politics, members opposite will try to knock what we do, but you guys never actually did a single thing.  
Mr A.P. O’Gorman interjected.  

Mr A.P. JACOB: Moving on to the issue of the freeway, member for Joondalup, and I thank you for jumping 
in. The member for Joondalup and the member for Mindarie —  

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: The state Labor government put in $700 000 when we were in power and you haven’t put 
a dollar in—not one. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis) Member for Joondalup!  
Mr A.P. JACOB: The member for Joondalup and the member for Mindarie made very strong points about the 
Mitchell Freeway extension. It is a very key issue. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: You’re delaying it; there’s nothing in the forward estimates—not a dollar. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Joondalup! 

Mr A.P. JACOB: When we take out the interjections and the argy-bargy, as local members we know we need 
this project and I think we are equally passionate about it. The simple fact is that members opposite do not have 
a commitment to deliver it. I gave them an opportunity to do that, but they have not made that commitment. I 
agree completely that there is no funding for the actual construction works. At least this government has started 
the planning process.  

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: You haven’t even started the planning; you’ve got nothing in there.  

Mr A.P. JACOB: We have money for planning.  

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: You formed a committee.  

Mr A.P. JACOB: Does the member think we did that for free? No. We have started the planning. The member 
for Joondalup, who interjects, knows very well why we are doing this. We are learning from his mistakes. In 
2005 he ran out there and said that he was very worried because Dean Solly was coming up behind him and he 
was going to be a one-term member.  

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: Where is he now? Where’s the golden-haired boy now?  

Mr A.P. JACOB: I remember; I know; I will get to that.  

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: I put him off the face of the planet.  

Mr A.P. JACOB: You panicked and promised the freeway extension. How did that go for the member in the 
suburb of Connolly when he came out and announced it? He had not done the planning. He went into an election 
campaign blind and got burnt by the community. He managed to put that forward. I am learning from his 
mistakes of that time. I am not having a go at him. We have started this consultation process right now. We are 
getting right into it. This is not an open-ended process. We have set a very strict discipline for this committee. 
Yes, we have established it and by the end of this year we will report back. It is much more open ended than 
members think. 
Mr A.P. O’Gorman: Report back when, after the election?  
Mr A.P. JACOB: No, no, no; before the election.  
Mr A.P. O’Gorman: So if we go by your newspaper advertisement, this will give you something to run on for 
the election?  
Mr A.P. JACOB: No, no, no.  
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Mr A.P. O’Gorman: You ran on it at the last election; you are going to run on it at the next election. 
Mr A.P. JACOB: What did I run on, member? He always makes those imputations. 
Mr A.P. O’Gorman: It is in the paper, I read it out last night. 
Mr A.P. JACOB: Okay; show me my election material, member. 
Mr A.P. O’Gorman: You ran on it last election.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members on both sides. I notice that there are children in the gallery and they are 
very welcome. What kind of example are we setting?  

Mr A.P. JACOB: The member for Mindarie also made points about the Mitchell Freeway extension. We have 
started the planning. When we finally get the commitment to build this extension—I hope it is coming; indeed, 
the invitation is there for members of the opposition to come to it—at least they will be able to piggyback on the 
work this community has done. A year of planning and consultation work will have been done on this project 
before we even get to an election in 2013. The member for Joondalup needs to be very careful about criticising, 
because he will have seen the people on that committee: it is not a group of my friends; it is a group of very well 
selected community representatives, many of whom are probably supporters of members opposite, and they are 
well representative of the general views of our local community. The member needs to be careful. I understand 
that the member for Joondalup will attack me, but he should be very careful about attacking these community 
representatives. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman interjected.   
Mr A.P. JACOB: “Show us the dollars, member!” Ha-ha. There is lots of yelling. 
Mr A.P. O’Gorman: Where’s the money? There’s no money.  
Mr A.P. JACOB: The shadow Minister for Transport makes lots of bold statements.  

We will be here forever if I keep responding to these interjections, so I will move on to the future fund, which is 
another issue that has been repeatedly raised in this place. The member for Mindarie compared it with someone 
going into a bank and taking out money under their credit card limit, which has a 15 per cent per annum interest 
rate, and putting it into a savings account. That was not a terribly fair comparison. I am a young man with a 
young family and I have a mortgage. I needed to borrow from the bank to build the vital infrastructure to put a 
roof over my family’s heads. According to members opposite, that means I should never have a savings account 
until my entire mortgage is paid off — 
Dr M.D. Nahan interjected.  

Mr A.P. JACOB: That is right; apparently I should not save for my children’s education. Until that mortgage is 
paid off, I should live on zero. I should live on absolute credit until that mortgage is paid off. That gives us a 
very good insight into the mentality of members opposite. Indeed, members opposite said that people should 
increase their credit limit and borrow money on credit cards and pay fees, rather than putting it away and 
reinvesting that money. Indeed, borrowed money should only be invested, I imagine. Members opposite think 
that people should go out and buy more shiny things and keep running up debt even higher, while simultaneously 
opposing debt. That is an interesting approach. 
Mr F.A. Alban interjected.  
Mr A.P. JACOB: I know, member; there are so many to choose from.  
Members opposite have been suspiciously quiet on this issue, but, as the member for Scarborough would well 
know, the payroll tax rebate for small businesses is very important. I received many calls about this rebate.  
Mr A.P. O’Gorman: It doesn’t help the mum and dad businesses.  
Mr A.P. JACOB: Member, it is something. The negativity from the other side is unrelenting. I would not want 
to live in that alternate reality. I would not want to be there.  

It is a fantastic initiative to help small and medium-sized businesses employ people. The other initiative buried in 
the budget that has received even less airtime in this house—this is not a once-off; this will continue—is that an 
employer of a disabled or Indigenous employee will have the first two years of their payroll tax paid for through 
a rebate. A lot of speeches have been made about disabled people and Indigenous people, and getting them into 
the workforce. This is one of the best policies I have ever seen to get Indigenous and disabled people into the 
workforce. This will give businesses the carrot of a free ride on payroll tax for two years. This is an absolutely 
fantastic initiative. Well done to the Treasurer on that. 
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I do not want to speak for too long but I will correct the ledger, because the continual line from members 
opposite—it is almost as though they all got a memo about it—is that this budget has nothing for their electorate 
but price increases. We have heard that line again and again. I will not go into the fact that those price increases 
reflect only the CPI. That wrong-footed members opposite; they did not have time to change their budget 
speeches between receiving that news and coming into this place and delivering them.  

I will very quickly go through the total spend in the north metropolitan region. The total spend for our region in 
2012–13 is $1.4 billion. As I said earlier, that includes the $230 million redevelopment of Joondalup Health 
Campus, including a $27 million contribution this year alone. The member for Mindarie, soon to be Butler, 
talked about public transport, yet never once mentioned the $92.7 million allocated in this year’s budget for a rail 
line extension to service only his electorate. What would the rest of us do if $92.7 million was spent on public 
transport in our electorates? We would all be doing cartwheels down the main street. The member for Mindarie did 
very well there. A further $25 million has been allocated to rail infrastructure improvements throughout the north 
metropolitan region. The member for Joondalup touched on this, but, as always he only tries to find the negatives 
in every issue, $29.2 million has been allocated in this year’s budget to widen the Mitchell Freeway from to 
Hepburn Avenue to Hodges Drive. The member for Kingsley and I are so passionate about that development. 
That upgrade will mean more family time for our residents. That adds 20 minutes to the time people can spend 
with their families at the end of every day, perhaps in the park enjoying the fantastic local facilities in the 
northern suburbs. That is a fantastic initiative. A further $35 million has been allocated for work on the Graham 
Farmer Freeway and the Mitchell Freeway. I think the Mitchell Freeway will be widened all the way up to Powis 
Street. That might give people in our community another five or 10 minutes of family time every day.  

I will very quickly run through some other allocations in this year’s budget: north Butler primary school, 
$26.7 million; north Yanchep primary school, $14 million; Butler high school, $51.4 million; Pearsall primary 
school, $12.5 million; and Banksia Grove primary school, $45 million. I accept the member for Mindarie’s 
earlier speech, but the reality paints a very different picture. An amount of $2.3 million has been allocated for 
modifications and upgrades to the Wangara Fire Station in the member for Wanneroo’s electorate. A further 
$4.8 million has been allocated for a new fire station at Butler. In the electorate north to me, a further 
$15 million has been allocated to a new waste water pumping station in Yanchep. While saving money for the 
future fund and future generations, this government is investing in the infrastructure we need right now—despite 
what members opposite tell us.  
In closing, the first thing that popped into my mind when that future fund was announced was that my son will 
be about 21 years old when that matures. For me, that is what I find exciting about it. Joshua will probably just 
be finishing his first undergraduate degree. We as a government will have put aside money now that he and his 
generation can reap. Well done to the Treasurer and the government. I commend this budget to the house.  

MR J.J.M. BOWLER (Kalgoorlie) [12.26 pm]: My five sons will pay for the member for Ocean Reef’s son!  
I was a bit disappointed when I picked up the Kalgoorlie Miner the day after the budget was handed down and 
the headline read “Missed out”. I could not believe it, so I had to read it. The article stated that the Australian 
Prospectors and Miners Hall of Fame and the Goldfields Arts Centre had not received any funding in the budget. 
I might be lax, but I had not even asked for funding for those two projects.  

Mr J.N. Hyde: I did.  

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: Good on you. I am sure the Australian Prospectors and Miners Hall of Fame will reopen 
and the Goldfields Arts Centre will not close. It is not really a case of money in or not in the budget; it is a case 
of working our way through the processes to see who will run those tourist institutions, how they will operate 
and what the relationship will be between local government, the state government and various government 
departments. That is being worked through. I am very confident that the Australian Prospectors and Miners Hall 
of Fame and the goldfields tourist mine will reopen and the Goldfields Art Centre will not close. However, the 
overall picture of money being spent in the goldfields, in my electorate in particular, in this budget and previous 
budgets—some of it was initiated by the former government—is very rosy. The hospital is having $50 million-
plus spent on it. That is nearing completion, and people can see it; it is money on the ground. About $60 million 
to $70 million will be spent on the new courthouse, which was the vision of previous Attorney General Jim 
McGinty. I backed that vision and it will be fantastic to see the courthouse go back to what was the original 
courthouse—the post office building in Hannan Street. Some bigotry and racism led to objections to that, but the 
Attorney General held his ground. It will be a wonderful project for the goldfields with another $60 million to 
$70 million allocated. Work has started on that. 
Work on the new prison for the goldfields will see another 90 to 100 permanent jobs. That is not linked to 
mining so it will therefore broaden our economic base. The money is in the budget now to start work on that 
project. As well as the jobs, it will also mean, on a humanitarian basis, that prisoners—who, in most cases, are 
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Indigenous—who are well away from the goldfields and their loved ones and families, will be able to come 
home to the goldfields where their families live and see them on a regular basis.  

The other major funding in the budget was $20 million for work to start on a new high school. This money came 
out of the royalties for regions budget. I have to say I am disappointed that there were no matching funds, or 
some funds out of consolidated revenue or out of the education department budget. I have been given some 
assurances there is some other money that will not be spent that can be redirected to the Eastern Goldfields 
Senior High School project. I would like to see it in black and white. The vision to bring the middle and upper 
schools back to the same campus came from the Premier who advised me that this was a trend happening in 
education. I did some research into it and, thankfully, this is the way we are now moving. There is no doubt that 
separating the upper school from the middle school during the years of the Court government was successful for 
the upper school, but it had a counterbalancing effect, without the mentors there, for the middle school. The 
middle school has been a failure. We hope to get the best of all worlds by having the upper and middle schools 
on the same campus, but as separate high schools.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: I agree. That is the model that works, that is correct, but the two should be adjacent on one 
campus. That did not quite work initially in Kalgoorlie, and I think experience has shown that where that was 
done, that has been the most successful model.  

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: The Premier may not remember this, but in the members’ lounge four or five years ago 
the Premier inquired how the upper school was going. When I told him the middle school was suffering, he gave 
me the idea for what the education department is now going ahead with. I hope in future budgets the Premier can 
ensure education funding for that continues, and more than matches royalties for regions. At least there has been 
a start. If we add up all that money the state is spending out of either consolidated revenue or royalties for 
regions, it is about $310 million to $320 million. When they are completed, it will be well over $400 million. 
That is projects being built, about to be finished, and about to start. That is an impressive list. To say we had 
“missed out” was poor journalism, and I have told the journalist so.  
Another matter that has arisen in the last seven days was the Environmental Protection Authority’s approval of 
Toro Energy Limited’s Wiluna uranium project—a project I have supported. I welcomed the Premier’s 
announcement in the early days of this government that he supported uranium mining in Western Australia, 
which is generally in my electorate. I think there is only one uranium mine that is not in my electorate. There has 
been some opposition, including by the Mayor of Kalgoorlie–Boulder, to uranium being transported within 
500 metres of the local hospital. Another person complained, a person by the name of Norton Smith. Norton 
would not tell me where he was from but I have an inkling he is from the canals in Mandurah. Norton was 
complaining much the same about it. I had to tell Norton, “That’s 500 metres. You’re going to have 
yellowcake—U308—500 metres from the hospital.” Let me tell members what goes past the hospital and past its 
doors within 50 metres on a daily basis: cyanide trucks; petrol tankers, which, if they exploded, would cause a 
fair bit of devastation; explosives trucks go within 50 metres of the hospital; and last but not least, liquefied 
petroleum gas trucks and tankers. If an LPG tanker goes off, it will level a city block. Nothing will be left. U308 
being driven 500 metres away, which is not as dangerous as any of those four, suddenly becomes more important 
in the minds of people. The scare tactic that has been mounted by the Greens (WA) in the upper house is 
absolutely ridiculous. To say that people working at these mines in Wiluna will face the same future as workers 
in Wittenoom is scurrilous and scaremongering. They are trying to scare people so they can get votes on the back 
of it. It is disgraceful. Uranium mining has been conducted for decades in the Northern Territory and South 
Australia. From time to time environmentalists try to raise health concerns, but the fact of the matter is there has 
not been any. If someone working in those mines happens to contract cancer, suddenly it is the uranium that 
caused it. All studies show that the incidence of cancer in the Northern Territory and South Australian mines is 
no higher or less than the general population. But those scare tactics will continue. That is what we expect from 
those who oppose development. The Greens particularly like to see themselves as the new party for the working 
man yet they oppose any new job. If they had their way and closed down the mining industry, the working man 
in Western Australia would be in a very poor state and in a very poor financial position.  

While talking about uranium mining, I now refer to Yeelirrie. I am a strong supporter of sovereign risk. When I 
was minister responsible, I used a rarely used and powerful section, of the Mining Act to quash some 
applications that would have embarrassed the then government’s anti-uranium policy and stop others taking over 
the Yeelirrie uranium deposit. The Yeelirrie state agreement was then owned by Western Mining Corporation. 
Western Mining was subsequently taken over by BHP Billiton. BHP has been the owner of that state agreement 
now for some years. I was very pleased in the early days of the Barnett government when BHP showed every 
intention of developing Yeelirrie forthwith. In fact I have been working with the Goldfields–Esperance 
Development Commission to facilitate a transmodal hub in Kalgoorlie that would take the trucked U3O8 to rail, 
which could then go to Adelaide or Darwin for export from Australia; although I would like to see an enrichment 
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facility developed in Australia. That is where the real money is made in this process. Sadly, we send that 
overseas. Yeelirrie was progressing smoothly. Suddenly, a year or so ago, I was getting some negative messages 
that its camp was being reduced in size. That has since been confirmed. There is no doubt that BHP has not been 
up-front with the people of Western Australia. BHP may have spoken to the Premier and others about its plans, 
but BHP certainly has not told me as the local member and it certainly has not told the people of the goldfields 
that it now has its foot firmly on the hose as far as Yeelirrie goes.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Can I say that the government, or at least myself, has been encouraging BHP to divest itself of 
Yeelirrie for exactly those reasons.  

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: Good. That was what I was going to say. The time has now come that I am 180 degrees 
opposite to where I was—it is either use it or lose it. BHP is not using it. Up until now, the various owners of 
that state agreement have done the right thing. We had a policy of not allowing uranium mining and the three 
mines policy on a national basis, so they really could not mine. But now they can—there is nothing stopping 
them. I am pleased to hear the Premier say that, because as far as I am concerned if they do not use it, they 
should lose it. Rather than taking it off them, it would be far better if they could sell it to a mid-range company. 
That project up there could make and develop another great Australian company that could make a lot of money 
and create a lot of wealth.  

We were just talking about energy and nuclear power. Recently, I had a meeting with Chris Murphy from 
Energy Developments, a company that has a number of power stations in remote and northern Western 
Australia, and the Northern Territory. I am pleased to see it working with compressed natural gas. It annoys me 
that as a nation we import oil, we export natural gas, and yet we do nothing as far as research and encouragement 
into compressed natural gas. I know that well over half the buses in Perth run on compressed natural gas. It 
started under the Court government and was ramped up considerably under Hon Alannah MacTiernan in her 
phase. Metropolitan buses run on compressed natural gas. We could do much more as a nation and as a state to 
eventually encourage its use by every vehicle in the state because we have a heap load of gas. We import oil as a 
nation. We should be encouraging as much as possible to go over to compressed natural gas. When I saw that 
green fund being used to replicate the construction of Toyota hybrids, I thought it was ridiculous; it was not new 
technology, it was just a sop for the Greens. They should have been spending that money on research into 
compressed natural gas, which is cleaner than petrol and diesel, and promoting its widespread use so that 
Australia could lead the world in the use of that transport.  

I want to see the closure of the Western Australian Tourism Commission. Why do I say that? I say that because, 
basically, for the past 40 or 50 years the planning in this state has resulted in there being no accommodation 
development around our best sites and so-called wonderful beaches, and the accommodation that is there is so 
scarce and choice that its cost means people in my electorate can only holiday in Bali or on the Gold Coast until 
we get some reasonable development along our coastline. Hopefully, this government’s new planning laws will 
allow proper and sensible development at places like Cottesloe and Scarborough, but development is needed 
along the entire coast, from Kununurra to Esperance. We have this wonderful coastline that we keep a great 
secret and tourists have virtually nowhere to go. Let us scrap the department until we get some reasonable 
development along our wonderful coastline.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: I think a clear example that I saw again the other day is that unless a place like Broome allows 
major resorts to be on the beach, people will not travel halfway around the world to have a road between the 
beach and where their children are staying.  

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: Exactly. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: And until we get over that, sort of, ridiculous psychology of having major roads between 
resorts and the beachfront it will never work. 
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: I remember Hon Alannah MacTiernan always complained about the fact that every time 
she wanted to do something near a beach there was a rare orchid on a sandhill that had to be protected. We just 
have to take these people on; we have to take the “not in my backyard” syndrome on, otherwise we will never do 
anything and the people of Western Australia will continue to holiday elsewhere, and that is those of us who live 
here! We certainly do not get our fair share of tourists coming into Australia. The Australian tourism industry is 
pretty poor on a world basis, and Western Australia fares pretty poorly in Australia.  

Other areas I would like to see cut back are the health and police budgets. People say they are sacrosanct and 
only a political fool would talk about cutting back on health and the police, but when health and police can have 
divisions that lodge these vociferous and voluminous objections to every minor application for a liquor licence, it 
seems to me that they have clearly got too big a budget. The Commissioner of Police or the Director General of 
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the Department of Health is either directing things in the wrong way or they have too much money. I suspect 
they do not have too much money, but we have to use some commonsense. The best example of what happens 
when Health and Police object to liquor licences was when the wonderful new grass golf course in Kalgoorlie 
opened. That golf course was a state government initiative that cost $8.5 million, plus the land, and it is a 
fantastic facility. We closed three golf courses in Kalgoorlie–Boulder that had substantial liquor licences in 
exchange for one new licence that ended up being more constrained that any one of the three that closed. If 
people want to go out on the course they have to have their drink open, so if they want to take two beers on the 
course for 18 holes—one for each nine holes—they have to take the top off both beers. By the time people get to 
about the seventeenth hole and they have their beer, it is nice and hot and nice and flat. It is just ridiculous. But 
there was a 50-page report from the health department and an 11-page report from police department objecting to 
this very small licence that was in place of three more substantial licences. We have to have some commonsense 
in that area. I am looking forward to the review of the liquor act. 

Mr J.E. McGrath: Member, what about the racecourses, where you can only buy two drinks at a time even if 
you have four guests in your group? On Perth Cup day you could go up and get two and take them back, and 
then you had to get on the end of a queue of 50 people. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: It is just ridiculous! If people go to Flemington, Etihad or the Melbourne Cricket Ground 
they can drink full-strength beer til the end of the game.  
Mr P. Papalia: Come on; the member for South Perth was in the committee rooms! 
Mr M. McGowan: That wasn’t the member for South Perth—he only heard about that. 
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: No, he was in the members’ bar or in the committee rooms. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: It is a problem. Do people realise they can only drink mid-strength beer at Subiaco and 
that it is turned off at three-quarter time? Why? It is just ridiculous. We are being treated like fools.  

I turn to mining, my great love! In the past week in this chamber and the other place it has all been about how we 
are going to spend the money. Whether it has been complaints or praise—“It’s great that we are spending these 
hundreds of millions here”; or, from the other side, “Why didn’t you spend more here? You have cut back 
here”—it has all been about spending the money. I want to talk about earning the money. Where does it come 
from? Has anyone in this place in the last week talked about earning the money, where it comes from or helping 
to get more? All we want to do is put constraints on — 

Mr P. Papalia: The fly in, fly out workers who live in my electorate.  

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: Do not get me onto that—the cancer of the bush. Member, I concede that fly in, fly out 
is, sadly, a necessary evil in the modern world, but we should do everything we can to keep it to a minimum.  

We talk about how we are going to spend the money, yet mining, I believe, is under constant attack from 
extreme greens and the Greens party in not only Perth, but also in Canberra. Have any people in this place heard 
about the draft national wildlife corridor plan? I am told by the people in our Department of Environment and 
Conservation that if it makes its way through the parliamentary process in Canberra, it could be devastating for 
development and mining approvals in Western Australia, particularly in the goldfields. Kalgoorlie is part of the 
Great Western Woodlands, which has a wildlife corridor—the Gondwana Link—that encompasses wildlife from 
my area of the goldfields, down through north of Esperance and into the area north of the member for Albany’s 
seat, forward and back depending on the seasons. This draft national plan could have dire consequences. It is 
very scary, yet no-one is really standing up and saying it should not go ahead. People have been very quiet about 
it and no-one knows about it; I only found out about it by mistake.  
Even the environmental division of our own Department of Mines and Petroleum is getting a bit out of control. 
Thankfully, it has a strong and experienced minister in Hon Norman Moore, but that division wants to stop drill 
spoils. For those who do not know, as a result of reverse circulation drilling and rotary air-blast drilling in the 
bush, shallow holes are made. The blasting of the air brings the grains of sand up and they stay in a line away 
from the drill. It is possible to go back five or 10 years later and sample those little piles of earth and find out 
what it was. The best example of that is that during the nickel boom we had thousands of drill holes around the 
goldfields that had been made while looking for nickel. I am told there was visible gold in many holes, but they 
were not looking for gold because the price was very low. Now of course, decades later, everyone is out looking 
for gold. There is talk now that that division wants to stop drill spoils. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected.  
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: Exactly, but I cannot talk about that.  
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But they want to get rid of this drill spoil, which has been described to me by a geologist as the “library of the 
bush”. The department says it is unsightly because different coloured soils come up and sit on the surface and 
then the rain washes it away. But the fact of the matter is that it will mean that in the future other companies will 
have to come along and re-drill in those areas, rather than just taking the samples of the drill spoil that is sitting 
there on the surface, thereby saving themselves a lot of money and reducing degradation and damage to the bush, 
because these big drilling rigs kill a lot of bushes as they go. That is one area I would like to see stopped.  

Another thing is that it is great for people to sit at a desk and make companies put in annual reports instead of 
doing it every two or three years, which has been done for programs of work. Programs of work are for small 
mining shows, and, up until now, if they had a three-year expected mine life they would just put in a program of 
work and that would be it for the life of the mine. Someone in Perth has now decided to make them re-do that 
every year. That is just wasted effort and wasted costs, particularly for the sort of prospector–small mining 
consortium I am talking about that does not handle bureaucracy too well at the best of times. Increasing it, I 
believe, does not make the process better, it just makes a bigger wall of paper for someone in Perth to work their 
way through.  
Another issue is mine closure plans. There is now a demand for companies to submit a new mine closure plan 
every three years. If mine closure plans had been submitted for the golden mile, there would be nearly 40 plans. 
Just one of these mine closure plans cost a company north of Kalgoorlie over $1 million. We really do not know 
what the closure of a mine will cost because, as the gold or nickel price goes up and down, mines open and close. 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 3273.] 
 


