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THE PRESIDENT (Hon Kate Doust) took the chair at 1.00 pm, read prayers and acknowledged country. 

PAPER TABLED 
A paper was tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 

LOCAL PROJECTS, LOCAL JOBS PROGRAM 
Motion 

HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [1.03 pm]: I move — 
That this house congratulates the McGowan Labor government for its Local Projects, Local Jobs initiative 
and for the positive impact this will have on local communities. 

I am delighted to put forward this motion to the house. It is always nice to talk about the positive things that 
governments and parliamentarians do in their local communities. I am sure that over several hours, while we debate 
this motion, both this week and next week, we will hear stories of the positive impacts that Local Projects, 
Local Jobs has had on communities across Western Australia. Last night, in my reply to the Treasurer’s budget 
speech, I mentioned what a contrast being in government is with sitting in opposition, where everything is bad, 
everything is negative, everything is wrong and one looks to find some way through what the government is doing 
to turn it into a negative story. I have had my time in opposition; it was not great days, and I am sure the opposition 
today is finding it is the same—opposition members just have to be negative as a part of their job. But we do not; 
we are in government and we have hit the ground running. We are turning the state’s finances around and we are 
making a big impact across the state. We have a large regional caucus that goes out and finds the needs and sees 
the requirements in the regions. We are delivering on election commitments that we made, all while turning around 
the state’s trashed finances we inherited from the Barnett Liberal–National government. 
After all the negativity we have had to deal with around the budget of how bad the government is and all the tough 
decisions we have had to make on which we have received criticism from opposition members, rightly or wrongly, 
I am delighted to be able to bring something positive to the house. I am sure that all members will be able to make 
a nice, positive contribution because they have seen firsthand the impact this important initiative has had in their 
electorates and their regions. 
I will spend a bit of time focusing on my electorate more specifically and talk through some of the really important 
Local Projects, Local Jobs initiatives we have been able to work through in the Geraldton electorate. I reiterate: 
the former government forgot about a lot of our electorates. The former government forgot about the Geraldton 
electorate; it received virtually nothing through the royalties for regions program. The Liberal–National 
government forgot about many of our suburbs and regional centres when it had its spend-fest in its eight and a half 
sorry years of rule in Western Australia. That government forgot about much of the state and focused spending in 
targeted areas, cynically we could say, just to attract votes from constituents. The former government forgot about 
the suburbs, the towns and the regional centres. It stopped listening and ignored what really matters to people 
across the regions and more broadly across Western Australia. 
One thing opposition members can do, and have time to do, because they do not have the responsibility of running 
the state, fixing the finances, coming up with the next generation of initiatives and doing what matters to people 
is to go out and connect with the grassroots in their communities. Opposition members have time to do that, and 
I encourage opposition members to take that step and go out and embrace their communities and listen to what the 
people on the ground tell them. When we were in opposition, that is exactly what we did. We connected with 
community groups, school P&Cs, not-for-profit organisations, non-government Christian organisations—all those 
groups doing fantastic work on the ground in our communities. We went out and connected with them; they are in 
touch with their local communities. We worked with the school P&Cs, local sporting clubs and local groups to 
identify small projects requiring modest amounts of money that really mattered to them. We took those 
communities’ requirements a step further and made them into election commitments. We gave an undertaking to 
all those organisations that we connected with through that period in opposition that should we be elected to 
government, we would follow through on our commitments. For some reason, the opposition finds it a foreign 
concept that a newly elected government would honour its commitments. Those members who were in the chamber 
last night when I made my reply to the Treasurer’s budget speech will remember the long and sorry tale of the 
previous government’s commitments in Geraldton to a new hospital and in the area of mental health. They were 
promised and promised, but never ever delivered. The McGowan government is not like the former Barnett 
Liberal–National government—we will honour our election commitments. 
Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 
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Hon DARREN WEST: Hon Michael Mischin can talk straight after me if he wants to, but I have a lot to say and 
have only 39 minutes in which to say it. Can he please make his contribution straight after me? 

The PRESIDENT: Hon Darren West, you will direct your comments to me and you will not be taking interjections 
and people will not be encouraging you to take interjections. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Madam President; I will do precisely that. I have a lot to get through in my 
short time. 

Hon Tjorn Sibma: Will you table a business case—just one? 

Hon DARREN WEST: Madam President, I will continue. 

These small grassroots programs and initiatives that we identified and took to the election as commitments make 
a real difference at a local level. They have made a significant difference at a local level. They are such things as 
basic sports equipment, funding for childcare centres and services, standard school resources and support for 
domestic violence victims. They are things that we considered important at a grassroots level, and we took the 
important requirements of those communities to the election as commitments. I can tell already in the first six 
minutes of this debate and from comments that have been made previously about this well-received program that 
the Liberal and National Parties clearly do not think these initiatives are worthy. They clearly do not think that the 
organisations that receive Local Projects, Local Jobs funding are worthy enough to receive taxpayer funds. 

Hon Tjorn Sibma: Incorrect. 

Hon DARREN WEST: For the purpose of Hansard, Hon Tjorn Sibma has just said the word “correct”. That is 
his view and — 

Hon Tjorn Sibma: I said “incorrect”. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I apologise; I thought I heard “correct”. 

Hon Tjorn Sibma interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Tjorn Sibma, I had not given you the call. You launched in. The member had 
already heard you and had made that correction, so let us just calm down. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Madam President. I do apologise to the member. I thought I heard the word 
“correct”, when he said “incorrect”. They are the words, but the actions are that the Liberal–National opposition 
does not think that these initiatives were worthy, and that will be either proven or disproven over the course of this 
debate. I expect to see the opposition visit these local groups and community organisations and make the points 
that they are making in the chamber and that they made in the chamber earlier. Those organisations are entitled to 
this important funding. We think they are worthy. We have made those commitments and we have followed 
through on them. Those were our election commitments—plain and simple. We put a raft of commitments to the 
electorate, and in this case I am talking specifically about the seat of Geraldton—the seat that was grossly neglected 
by the previous government. We made these election commitments plain and simple. They were election 
commitments. Local Projects, Local Jobs is not a grants scheme, and we will continue to deliver on these election 
commitments and expect our members of Parliament to continue to work with those groups and advocate for the 
things they need. There may be organisations that are not able to receive the Local Projects, Local Jobs funding 
for whatever reason and we will work with them to see how we as a government can help. It is all about helping 
the grassroots organisations, because they are the lifeblood of many of our regional and metropolitan communities. 

A member raised business cases through an attempted interjection. The Langoulant report, which I am sure 
members opposite have all read, is scathing of the previous government’s financial management. It found that 
projects of under $1 million in value do not require a business case. That was a finding in the Langoulant report. 
I am sure members opposite have read the Langoulant report, although it would be hard reading for them. I will 
just point out that to the best of my knowledge right across the program—I know it is certainly the case in my 
electorate—there are no Local Projects, Local Jobs initiatives with budgets of $1 million or more. If we want to 
talk about business cases, I saw some put in under the previous government that would need to be weighed—they 
were so long that they had no risk of being read! They were put in under the previous government for some really 
unwise projects. Just because a project has a business case does not make it right. There needs to be an actual 
business case, not just the physical business case, to make those commitments. I think accountability is important, 
but the previous government seemed to think that it could spend all kinds of money without any transparency just 
because it had put together some pieces of paper and called it a business case. That is not the case. We know that 
none of these projects falls into the category of requiring a business case, even as defined by the coalition. 

There is another criticism that we have faced, because the opposition finds things to be critical of with this 
government. Here is a concept for members opposite: Local Projects, Local Jobs commitments that were made in 
Liberal-won seats are still being delivered. We do not have a clarifier after our commitments that says, “Only if 
you vote for us. Read the fine print, because it is only if we are elected and our member is successful that you will 
get your funding.” We made carte blanche commitments that we have followed through on and delivered, whether 
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they were in seats won by the Liberal Party or the Labor Party or any other smaller party. They are the important 
things to remember as we begin this debate and all members need to understand the overarching principles of the 
Local Projects, Local Jobs initiative. Just to spell it out simply—I will do it simply for the members of the opposition: 
Local Projects, Local Jobs was not and is not a grants program. It is a collection of small election commitments that 
were made when we were in opposition. It is a one-off allocation of funding as per our election commitments. If 
opposition members want to criticise us for keeping an election commitment, they can be my guest. The Liberal and 
National Parties are the masters of promising and not delivering. We are not going to do that. 

Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Shoosh! 

Hon DARREN WEST: No opposition in the history of Australian elections has run an open application process 
for its election commitments. No opposition has ever done that in the past and nor do I think this opposition will 
do this in the run-up to the 2021 election. I will give members a scoop: I hear that in the run-up to the 2021 election, 
the Liberal and National Parties will make election promises in seats they want to win. I might have heard one of 
those promises that the, I think, temporary Leader of the Opposition made at the Liberal Party conference last 
week. I might have already heard a commitment of the opposition on what it might do if it comes into government 
at the next election. The opposition is going to make commitments. This could make the front page! The opposition 
could make a commitment before the next election. We all look forward to that being written up—probably not in 
The West Australian—somewhere that the opposition will make an election commitment! The journalist who 
writes it may even get a Walkley Award for writing that very groundbreaking story that the opposition may make 
a commitment before the next election! 

When I get on my feet to make these important speeches, I always find that time moves so quickly, and I am 
running out of time, so I am going to move on more specifically to the community I have spent the most time 
working in since becoming a member of Parliament. It is the largest community in the Agricultural Region and it 
was totally ignored by the previous government. It is a community that had some really pressing needs, especially 
at the local grassroots level, and that is the community of Geraldton. For those members who are not aware, my 
electorate office is in Geraldton and I spend quite a lot of time up there. I grew up just outside of Geraldton. As 
a young boy, I did all my primary schooling in Geraldton and still have some deep friendships there that go back 
half a century. It is great to go up there and I still keep in contact with families and people I knew as a young boy. 
I am going to focus today on Geraldton and talk about some of the important grants that we were able to deliver 
and promises that we were able to keep. 

Hon Tjorn Sibma: No, they are not grants! I thought you said that they are not grants! 

Hon DARREN WEST: The member is right: it is not a grants scheme. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon DARREN WEST: Indeed, it is not a grants scheme. We were able to commit to and deliver important funding 
in Geraldton. I have a list here and they are in some order. I will start with an organisation called ATLAS Inc. 
Anyone who has been to Geraldton will know the tremendous work that ATLAS does. ATLAS is an acronym for 
Access to Leisure and Sport. It works with disabled people to give them access to all kinds of activities that 
able-bodied people take for granted. Zane D’Mello, Chris Kerr and others work at ATLAS. For those who are 
unaware, Chris Kerr spends her life in a wheelchair and has been a fierce advocate in and around Geraldton for 
disabled people to have equal access to leisure and sport activities that able-bodied people take for granted. Chris 
has been a member of the Mid West Development Commission. She is a wonderfully talented woman and I enjoy 
working with people who advocate fiercely at their local grassroots level. 

We sat down with ATLAS and said, “What do you need?” It had received virtually no government funding for 
any of its projects over the term of the previous government. We asked, “How can we help?” It was important to 
ATLAS to buy and provide a set of temporary ramps and access ways to allow people with disabilities to have 
access to events, the beach, sport and all kinds of leisure activities that we take for granted but could not get to if 
we were not able-bodied. I was so proud to help that organisation because it does it tough, and the disabled people 
whom it represents also do it tough. We have seen some terrific outcomes from that rather modest amount of 
money, $25 000, that we were able to deliver to help ATLAS with its access Geraldton project. I challenge any 
member opposite to suggest that that organisation and those people were not worthy of that funding and there was 
something wrong with the way it got that money. 

The Bundiyarra Aboriginal Community Aboriginal Corporation is very well known in Geraldton. It had some 
funding cut and it was no longer able to produce the Bundiyarra Gardantha newsletter, which was posted quite 
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widely across the midwest. Many people in Aboriginal communities do not have access to the internet and elderly 
people choose not to use the internet. We thought it was important that this publication was printed and posted so 
that people could read it in their own time and circulate it throughout the community to loved ones. Over four 
years, that project was going to have a very modest budget of around $20 000. It was great to make that 
commitment to the people at Bundiyarra and all those people who read that newsletter to help them with a modest 
contribution of $20 000 from Local Projects, Local Jobs. We were very happy to do that and they were so excited 
on the day that we announced that we thought that was a good commitment for us to make. That project is ongoing 
and being delivered. 

Hon Michael Mischin: How many readers does it have? 

Hon DARREN WEST: I think it prints about 5 000, so a significant number of people receive the Bundiyarra 
newsletter. 

Hon Michael Mischin: That is how many it printed. How many read it? 

Hon DARREN WEST: The member can go to Bundiyarra and go through with the corporation why it should not 
have this project funded. I will leave that to the member to do. I think it should be funded. We made a commitment 
and we have delivered on the commitment, and the community is pleased about that. 

The next initiative we funded was a very important amenities project in Geraldton. For those who do not know, 
Pollinators Inc is the social enterprise centre in Geraldton; it is a very astute organisation. Andrew Outhwaite led 
it very well in the early days and now Angie West runs the space. She is no relation. It does a great job in promoting 
social enterprise in Geraldton. It is really kicking some goals. Pollinators Inc has a space available to it called the 
Creative Hub. Anyone who has been to Funtavia, the only Fringe hub outside Perth and the only one in Geraldton, 
has seen that it is an old warehouse-type facility. It suits the purpose of Funtavia, but it is a bit light on for amenities 
such as toilets and the basic amenities that these spaces need. We sat down and found out that that was its greatest 
area of need. We have been able to help Pollinators Inc out with $30 000 to provide those amenities. That is a very 
modest spend of taxpayers’ money to make a big difference to that organisation. It holds all kinds of events 
throughout the year, because that is the creative space in Geraldton for the arts, musicians and performers of all 
kinds. There is now a space in Geraldton that has reasonable amenities. They are not five-star or world-class, but 
they are reasonable amenities so that that important facility in Geraldton can be better used. I was delighted to help 
Pollinators Inc, because no-one else from government had for a very, very long time. 

One thing the previous government did in Geraldton was to build a new purpose-built Foodbank building, which 
was very welcome. Foodbank is a much-used organisation in Geraldton and we all support the good work of 
Foodbank WA. I support it for two reasons. I support helping those in need who could use a bit of a helping hand 
in putting food on the table for their children and household members. Also, I am a food producer and I hate the 
thought of food being thrown away just because it is getting close to its use-by date. Therefore, I like and appreciate 
the work Foodbank does on two counts: it saves food wastage and it gets food to the people who need it the most. 
The Foodbank at Geraldton had a big fancy new building with no food on the shelves. The previous government 
liked the big shiny multimillion-dollar facility it built, but it was virtually empty, especially at certain times of the 
year when there was high demand. 

Hon Martin Aldridge: Are you serious? 

Hon DARREN WEST: Yes, I am serious, member. We have been able to provide a very modest amount of 
funding to Foodbank, specifically in Geraldton, to put food back on the shelves at that busy time so that it does 
not run out. I would have thought that putting the food into Foodbank is the first thing a government would do. 
We had to do that through Local Projects, Local Jobs. We allocated $30 000. I am delighted that we could make 
and deliver on that commitment. Now at Foodbank there is always a variety of food on the shelves for those who 
need it, including in peak and busy times. 

Hon Michael Mischin: How long is that supposed to cover it? 

Hon DARREN WEST: It is a four-year arrangement. 

Hon Michael Mischin: Four years? 

Hon DARREN WEST: I put it to the member that when we are elected to government, we are elected for 
four years, right? Then we go back and face the people again and we ask them for another four years. Our 
commitments are over the four years because, should we be elected, as we overwhelmingly were, we have 
a four-year tenure. We will perhaps look at ways in which we can extend that funding into our new term of 
government should we be elected again. That is over the horizon at this point. We have committed to four years. 
Foodbank is a valuable and very important organisation in Geraldton. I am delighted that we can support Foodbank 
with actual food at times of peak demand for the citizens in and around Geraldton. Foodbank runs food miles into 
the midwest. Jamie and the staff there do a terrific job. 
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I am going to get to my favourite initiative. I do not like to pick favourites, because all these are fantastic initiatives, 
but the one that I had the most delight in being able to help was the Geraldton Radiography service. There is 
one mammogram machine between Perth and Darwin. When we received a call from the practice manager at the 
Geraldton Radiography service, she was quite distraught at the prospect that the only machine between Perth and 
Darwin, in Geraldton, was about to be retired and not replaced. To me, the 40 000 residents in and around 
Geraldton and the residents deeper into the midwest not having access to a permanent mammogram machine was 
not an acceptable outcome. As members will know, the BreastScreen WA screening caravan does a fantastic job. 
It travels right across the state and offers free breast screenings for anyone who would like to use that facility. 
However, when the breast screening caravan goes away and a doctor wants to refer a patient because they are a bit 
concerned or a patient finds a lump and feels a bit concerned about it, naturally they would want that mammogram 
done as soon as possible for peace of mind and to diagnose cancer early. We all know that the key to battling 
cancer is an early diagnosis. With no machine in Geraldton, patients would have to travel to Perth and probably 
need to apply for patient assisted travel scheme funding. We sat down with the practice manager and the chair of 
the organisation’s board and we came up with a way to ensure that, for a small investment, we could not only 
retain the machine, but also get a new and improved version of it. The new machine gives more image slices and 
more detailed scans to radiographers to help in the fight against breast cancer in the midwest. The contribution to 
make that happen was $50 000. Although that is a lot of money in someone’s personal bank account, as part of 
a $26 billion budget, I did not consider that sum to be large enough to warrant not having a mammogram machine 
in Geraldton. We sat down and worked with the local community and were able to commit to that funding and 
deliver on it. We now have a state-of-the-art mammogram machine in Geraldton to service the women of the 
midwest and, quite surprisingly — 

Point of Order 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Madam President, as riveting as this member’s speech is, I draw your attention to 
the fact that there are no ministers of the Crown in the house. 
The PRESIDENT: There is now. Hon Darren West. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: That was a stunt. You could see me sitting there talking to a member who had asked for 
advice behind the Chair. 
Hon Martin Aldridge: It wasn’t you who left, minister. It was another minister who left. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: That was a stunt. I am here. 
The PRESIDENT: The minister was actually in the chamber, just at the back of the chamber. Hon Darren West, 
if you would like to continue. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Madam President. That highlights exactly what I was talking about when 
I started my speech—the mindset of being in opposition. Any little thing members can find, it is negative, negative, 
chip, chip, talk it down. I am sorry, but that is what it is like and that is what we hear from the other side of the 
house. It was a little stunt. The minister was in the house. 
The PRESIDENT: Member, I think you should just focus on the motion that is in front of you and not get 
distracted. 
Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Madam President. I will do just that because I have a lot to talk about. 
The mammogram machine was extremely well received in the run-up to the election. People regularly stopped me 
in the street to thank me and the government for making that commitment. I put out a media statement that 
committed to the machine on behalf of myself and our candidate for Geraldton. I found out some important 
statistics about breast cancer. In 2016, one in eight Australian women were diagnosed with breast cancer before 
the age of 85 years. The figures were obviously compiled before 2016. The document states that it is estimated 
that in 2015, 15 934 Australian women will be diagnosed with breast cancer, or approximately 44 women every 
day and 1 501 of the total will be Western Australian women. The incidence of breast cancer is increasing and by 
2020, 17 210 new cases of breast cancer will be diagnosed in women, or approximately 47 women every day. 
Breast cancer diagnoses are on the rise. It is the most common form of cancer diagnosed in women, including 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander women. A woman’s risk of developing breast cancer increases with age and 
the average age of women who are first diagnosed is 60 years old. A total of 75 per cent of new cases of breast 
cancer develop in women who are over the age of 50, which I no longer consider old, members. Approximately 
five to 10 per cent of breast cancers are due to a strong family history or known genetic mutation. The number of 
men who are diagnosed with breast cancer in Australia increased from 61 in 1982 to 127 in 2010. Men can develop 
breast cancer as well, which was all the more reason for us to fund this very important initiative. I encourage any 
opposition members to go to people in the Geraldton community and say, “You don’t deserve to have this. There’s 
something wrong with the scheme and the process; you shouldn’t have got that money.” I encourage anyone to go 
ahead and do that. 
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I think Back Beach in Geraldton is in the top five most dangerous beaches; I have an idea that it is the second or 
third most dangerous beach, statistically, in Western Australia. The Geraldton Surf Life Saving Club’s beach patrol 
vehicle was stolen. It was driven over the sand dunes and set on fire, so the club had no Polaris beach vehicle to 
use. We were able to commit to the funding of a new Polaris beach vehicle for the club with a very nice touch. 
There were two identities or legends of that club, a couple called Bill and Millie Read. The surf lifesaving boat is 
named after Bill. He is now the late Bill Read; sadly, he has passed on, but he was a great contributor to the 
Geraldton Surf Life Saving Club. The Polaris beach patrol vehicle is now named after Millie, so Bill and Millie 
are back together at the Geraldton Surf Life Saving Club. It is very important. The beach patrol vehicle has been 
used on many occasions since it was commissioned last year. I will not miss the opportunity to commend the work 
of the fantastic volunteers at the Geraldton Surf Life Saving Club. I was delighted we could help them out through 
the Local Projects, Local Jobs program by giving them the funds to provide that very important piece of 
infrastructure for the club in the new beach patrol vehicle. 

Hon Michael Mischin: How much was that? 

Hon DARREN WEST: It was $25 000, member. It is a modest amount of funding to make a big difference in the 
community and to the club. 

We were also able to commit and deliver $25 000 to the Geraldton Universities Centre. I am not sure whether 
members are across the story of the Geraldton Universities Centre, but it was a vision held by former Premier and 
Geraldton local Hon Geoff Gallop. He had a vision for tertiary education in Geraldton and in the regions more 
broadly. It has been a raging success. It was first built by the Gallop–Carpenter government and more facilities 
were added by the Barnett government, so I would think it would have good, solid, bipartisan support. The centre 
is able to offer courses remotely but, as members can imagine, beaming in on Skype or being on a laptop with 
everybody else in the room is far from an ideal way to deliver lectures and tutorials to remote-access students. We 
provided Geraldton Universities Centre with $25 000 to enable it to purchase and install an improved audio 
integration system and software to enable web-based conferencing for students who study remotely. This has been 
an outstanding success and I urge anyone who goes to Geraldton to pop in to the university centre. It is 
groundbreaking stuff that would have applications in education more broadly into the future. It was great to be 
able to deliver this important piece of infrastructure for students for whom the tyranny of distance is no longer 
a barrier to tertiary education. I think that is something we should be very proud of. 

I am not going to get through all of these, but I am sure that I am giving members the idea. We also partnered with 
the Ngala Midwest and Gascoyne community services centre in Geraldton. The Geraldton arm was formerly 
known as the Geraldton Regional Community Education Centre. When I first became a member of Parliament, it 
ran a future leaders program called the midwest future leaders program. It ran out of funding and stopped. I met 
with the people who used to run that program and realised there was a real gap in the community for the 
development and fostering of strong leadership among people aged 18 to 35 years. I think it is incumbent on us all 
to help prepare the next generation as best we can, who will potentially take up leadership positions within the 
community, and impart the knowledge that we can on that group of leaders. We were able to commit and deliver 
$40 000 over four years to run the program. It has been an outstanding success. I met with the future leaders group, 
and what a fine bunch of individuals they are. They are predominantly women; I think there were only a couple of 
men out of about a dozen participants in the program. I was particularly pleased to be able to take the Premier of 
Western Australia to meet with the leadership program students and sit him down with the group for an hour to 
talk about his experiences, including how he learnt the leadership skills that he shows every day. He gave a bit of 
an insight into his life and imparted some advice and wisdom to that group of students. They were delighted. How 
else would they get that opportunity, except through an important program like that, which was funded by 
Local Projects, Local Jobs? How else would they get an opportunity to sit down for an hour, one on one, with the 
Premier of Western Australia, arguably the highest position of leadership in the state? I was delighted to be able 
to make that all work. Interestingly, given that the program of events through the day had a somewhat political 
flavour, we arrived slightly early, and guess who was one of the presenters to the leadership program, funded by 
Local Projects, Local Jobs? It was the member for Geraldton. Here we have a situation in which the opposition is 
criticising us over Local Projects, Local Jobs while one of its own members is quite happy to participate in an 
important Local Projects, Local Jobs initiative such as the leadership exploration and development program. This 
program would not have existed had the Barnett Liberal–National government been re-elected, heaven forbid. 
I think there is a slight hint of hypocrisy because the opposition has criticised the government and the program, 
but it is quite happy to be involved in one of the outstanding programs that we are running through the member 
for Geraldton. 

Hon Jacqui Boydell interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: The opposition is criticising our program and then participating in it. I do not quite 
understand how that works. 

Hon Jacqui Boydell interjected. 
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The PRESIDENT: Order! Member, you will have an opportunity at a later stage to make some comments if you 
so choose. Hon Darren West. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Madam President. I look forward to the honourable member’s response. I am 
sure it will be one of her better ones. 

We also saw another need in the Geraldton community. I met with all the school P&Cs and they identified one of 
the gaps in their funding. It is not easy for schools, especially those in some of the harder areas of a place such as 
Geraldton. They were receiving all kinds of IT products but lacked the capacity to get their staff to learn how to 
use them and to then train other staff to use them. We provided every school in Geraldton with funding—it was 
nearly one quarter of a million dollars across Geraldton—to allow that training to occur. It has had a huge impact 
on the way that IT courses are delivered and IT hardware is utilised in the schools. Every school was given a modest 
allowance to make a very important difference to best utilise their important equipment. 

I came across a lady called Corryne Bull, who is the president of the Rangeway, Utakarra and Karloo Progress 
Association, which is affectionately known in the area as RUKPA. The Rangeway, Utakarra and Karloo Progress 
Association suburbs are not without their social problems and issues. They are generally regarded as some of the 
lowest socioeconomic areas of my electorate. That is not their fault; that is just the reality. I admire anyone from 
a tough part of town who stands up and decides to put together a progress association to get some community spirit 
and to work together to enhance the quality of life in and the reputation of the community. We sat down with 
Corryne and said, “How can we help you with what you are trying to achieve?” It took a very modest amount of 
money to allow the organisation to go about some beautification projects in local parks and streetscapes. All the 
work was done by volunteers, but the organisation needed funding to buy paint, plants and basic equipment to help 
beautify their suburbs. We were happy to commit and deliver $10 000 to such a worthy organisation. It has been 
fantastic; there is such a great vibe around that organisation because not only is it doing great work in the 
community, but also this government has seen fit to appreciate its great work and commit some much-needed 
funds to show its appreciation and help it through the projects that it wants to do. 

We also provided $20 000 to the Woorree Park BMX Club through Local Projects, Local Jobs. The Woorree Park 
BMX Club is the only BMX club in Geraldton. One of its members—I met him recently and he is a very fine 
man—is Corey Taylor. Corey has been to the last two BMX world championships. Last year, he placed sixth in 
the world. We have a sporting champion in our midst in Geraldton, but the club could not get any funding to 
upgrade the track to a similar standard to the one he would race on at the world championships. We stepped up 
and helped out. We promised to help the club with funding and we delivered. Sadly, during the world championship 
this year Corey came a bit of a cropper, I think it is fair to say, and broke his collarbone and was unable to compete 
in the rest of the championships. We are proud as punch of Corey and the club that taught him everything he 
knows. The Woorree Park BMX is a very large club. I went to its presentations last year. It is fantastic to see kids 
of all ages—from really little fellas to older riders like Corey—riding around on their bikes and getting exercise. 
We were happy to get involved with that club and help it out with a modest contribution from Local Projects, 
Local Jobs to get the track up to standard. Again, most of the work was done by volunteers but there were things 
the club needed to buy. 

Hon Colin Holt interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Hon Colin Holt can get up and criticise the club and the program in his contribution. 
I will not do that. It is not question time. 

Hon Colin Holt interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I know members have a lot of questions about Local Projects, Local Jobs. The member 
might get the opportunity to ask some at 4.30 pm, but I am not going to run through those now. 

There are plenty more examples. The University of Western Australia’s WA Centre for Rural Health in Geraldton 
does a fantastic job training health professionals in the regions. We partnered with it to run the midwest school 
holiday engagement program in the suburb of Spalding at the Mitchell Street Community Centre. That centre had 
remained idle and unused for many years with most of the services for lower socioeconomic kids in Rangeway. 
We are now able to run a fantastic program in Spalding. It has made a huge difference. Up to 80 students are 
turning up to its school holiday program, which is giving those kids something meaningful to do. They can get 
together and run an engagement program in their suburb of Spalding. We made an $80 000 commitment to the 
WA Centre for Rural Health, and I acknowledge all its great people, including Sandy Thompson, the director, and 
Lenny Papertalk, who does a fantastic job in helping to deliver this program. I encourage anyone to get up and say 
that there should not be a school holiday engagement program in Spalding. I encourage my fellow members of the 
Agricultural Region. I think it is very important that organisations and people in our community doing it tough 
have access to such important programs. It was great to be able to help them. 

We also helped Pollinators Inc again by funding it $80 000—promised and delivered—to enable start-up 
businesses free access to Pollinators over the next four years. I liken it a little bit to someone who gets really good 
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at playing music and writes a song but does not have the money to make their first recording. There are people 
with great start-up business ideas. Red Lime Jones Granola is a great company that makes really yummy and 
nutritious granola products. It did not have the financial capacity to get its products to the next level. It is now 
a remarkable success story as a result of Local Projects, Local Jobs. I think that is what this is all about. If we are 
going to foster innovation and entrepreneurship in the community, there is an enabling role for government in 
those early stages to get involved by providing modest funding through Local Projects, Local Jobs. 

I do not know why anyone would criticise a government for delivering on the election commitments it made after 
listening to the community. It listened to the community because it saw a need in the community and it brought 
all those important requirements together—it listened, acknowledged, helped, promised and delivered. I think that 
is the way all politicians should act. I think that is the way that all these funding schemes should be delivered. I do 
not see how any member opposite can find fault with such a well received and important scheme. This scheme 
was referred to the people of Western Australia on 11 March 2017 and the people of Western Australia said yes to 
Local Projects, Local Jobs. We have delivered projects right across the state in the regions and in the city. I do not 
accept that there is a city–country divide; I think there is need right across the state and it is the government’s 
responsibility to step up and help those who need it most. That is why we sit on this side of the house. That is what 
is important to us as Labor and progressive members of Parliament. I am very proud of Local Projects, Local Jobs. 
I am proud of what the government has been able to deliver to the Geraldton community. It has received well the 
funding for those important initiatives. I think we got tremendous bang for our buck from the taxpayers. I have yet 
to find a taxpayer who thinks that we should not have funded the leadership program or the mammogram machine. 

Hon Donna Faragher: They all want you to fund Moora Residential College—that’s pretty clear. 

Hon DARREN WEST: The opposition can talk about that. It can make its commitments. Our position is clear on 
that. I am talking about Local Projects, Local Jobs. It is a very important scheme and I am delighted that we have 
been able to deliver it. I look forward to working with all those groups in the future. I look forward to continuing 
to work with them and to see the fantastic results that they will achieve for their communities with a very modest 
spend from the taxpayers in this state. 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [1.50 pm]: I say unambiguously 
and categorically that the Liberal Party will oppose Hon Darren West’s motion on the Local Projects, Local Jobs 
initiative. What a load of rubbish. We will not only oppose this motion, but also move another motion by the end 
of this year to have this program sent to a select committee where it deserves to be. The premise of my argument 
today is twofold. The first is the financial component of the project itself. No-one on this side has an issue with 
any of these programs should they face the same financial integrity and scrutiny as any other grant by the 
government, and I will come to that in a minute. That is one issue. The second is the political legitimacy of this 
program, and that is found wanting. The member opposite carried on ad infinitum, during both this contribution 
and the one he gave yesterday, about the financial mismanagement of the previous government. He also carried 
on about how the government had a mandate for this program. I grant that. We got smashed on 11 March last 
year—I acknowledge that—for a whole host of reasons. Members opposite suggest that it was exclusively from 
financial mismanagement. They went to the last election with a number of policies to deal with that financial 
mismanagement. “To pay off the debt just like paying off a mortgage” was their constant mantra. They went in 
with Local Projects, Local Jobs. Did they go in with a gold tax? No. Did they go in with closing Moora Residential 
College? No. Did they do any of that? Did they go in with any of the other cuts in education? Did they go in with 
increasing payroll tax? No. It is the height of hypocrisy for government members to come in here and carry on as 
though they have the moral authority to bring forward a policy and say, “There you go. We went to the electorate. 
Forget about these other things; they are small hanging fruit.” Hon Darren West himself, when talking about Moora 
college, said that the government does not see it as good financial management to spend $8.7 million on a facility 
that in the future will be used by fewer than 20 children. That is an absolute insult to the whole of regional 
Western Australia—an absolute insult. 

I will comment today on a couple of things. The first is the financial genesis of the program—how we got to this 
point—and then the program itself and the financial legitimacy that the member opposite purported. Let us reflect. 
Going into the last election, members opposite spoke incessantly about the mismanagement of the previous 
government. They forgot that we had been in government for almost nine years. We pretty much transformed the 
state. There is, of course, an “it’s time” factor in government that comes around after a term. One term is a bonus 
nowadays, let me tell you. The population is so fickle that they chop and change from day to day. If members do 
not believe me, they should ask the people of Darling Range who changed their vote on the government; 
9.3 per cent of them changed their vote on the government after less than 18 months. The “it’s time” factor is alive 
and kicking. 

Hon Tjorn Sibma interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Policies certainly played a part. Did the GST play a part? Possibly. People saw that 
there was not a solution to the GST and that Western Australia was basically copping it from the feds. Fortunately, 
a federal Liberal–National government has resolved that for this state. I emphasise a federal Liberal–National 
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government, not the state Labor government. There was, of course, a downturn in the economy. Anyway, members 
of the public of Western Australia changed their mind. We acknowledge that; it is not an issue. However, from 
virtually 12 March last year, all the Bolsheviks opposite cared about was us. All they have cared about for the past 
18 months is us. They have had almost an indecent obsession with us. They had speaking notes; they had to speak 
every week. Every media release that went out bagged the previous government on every single thing. They could 
not stand up and answer a question with notice without mentioning the financial mismanagement or budget 
repair—all of that garbage. They need to grow up. For goodness sake, it is like a dog that chased a car and did not 
know what to do with the tyre. This is great! Members opposite are in government. They should forget about the 
opposition and focus on governing. This is a big issue. 

Their cliché has changed: they now talk about forty thousand million dollars, not $40 billion. Do not ask me; ask 
the students at the University of Western Australia and their posh magazine — 

The PRESIDENT: That would be PROSH. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: PROSH? What did I say? 

The PRESIDENT: Posh. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I apologise. Thank you, Madam President. One of the stories in the PROSH magazine 
this year was about Labor Party priorities and it said, “Blame the Libs. Blame the Libs. Blame the Libs. Blame the 
Libs.” They actually got it right because that is exactly what happened. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: You have a lot to be blamed for here—eight and a half years of torturing the economy. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, but for goodness sake, guys, you are in government. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! There is a lot of chat happening around the chamber. It is really hard for Hansard to 
hear what the member has to say. I will say to the member that this is not theatre sports, so direct your comments 
to me, please. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Thank you, Madam President. This is the government’s hallelujah moment. It should 
be taking advantage of this, not worrying about us. Having said that, government members have not stopped 
gloating over our achievements such as Optus Stadium, Yagan Square, the Scarborough foreshore and non-stop 
flights to London. From their perspective, an obsession with us has led to them forgetting that they are in 
government, apart from this Local Projects, Local Jobs issue, and I will talk about that now. There is no plan to 
this. We heard from the member who moved this motion how the government had paid off debt, and was going to 
pay off debt just like paying off a mortgage. The GST was not an issue. Mind you, government members have 
discovered the GST over recent years, but it was not an issue. The member opposite commented yesterday about 
the budget and the fact that the government was moving into surplus. Could that be justification for Local Projects, 
Local Jobs? No, it could not because a lot of that surplus is, of course, based on some very real assumptions. 

Let us have a look at a couple of those assumptions. First, the state final demand is forecast to increase to 
3.75 per cent in 2019–20, 2020–21 and 2021–22, from 0.25 per cent in 2018–19. That is based on an assumption 
that household consumption will increase exponentially and drive economic growth despite a 13 per cent increase 
in household fees and charges over the past year. The first two budgets were eight months apart. This is 
compounded by the latest figures that show that retail trade in the state is flat and unemployment is at the highest 
rate in the nation—that is, 6.1 per cent seasonally adjusted. That is one assumption upon which government 
members are making an assumption that the state is going to move back to surplus. Another is that business 
investment is forecast to increase to six per cent in 2019–20 and seven per cent in 2020–21, even though the 
forecast for 2017–18 went in the opposite direction and dropped from minus 12 per cent to minus 14 per cent. That 
is another dubious assumption by the members opposite. Dwelling investment is forecast to significantly increase 
to 4.75 per cent in 2018–19 from 2.5 per cent in 2017–18. This is despite the recent cut to the first home owner 
grant boost and the increase in the foreign buyers surcharge, and the housing industry is suffering 13 months of 
declining private dwelling approvals. 

There are a lot of question marks as to whether the state budget is going back to surplus and whether the 
government can afford Local Projects, Local Jobs. As I said, my point—I want to keep emphasising this—is not 
with these programs themselves. A significant number of them may be worthwhile, but members opposite cannot 
come in here and moralise to us about what we did and how it was an election promise when in fact they cannot 
afford it. They cannot keep on telling us they cannot afford this, that and the other thing and go off and spend 
money on a program like this, which is dubious at best. Members opposite came in with policies such as “We’re not 
going to sell Western Power. We’re going to pay down debt just like paying off a mortgage, and we’re going to 
give $22 million to Local Projects, Local Jobs.” I will get to that in a minute because it shows how dubious this 
program is. Members opposite said that, knowing full well the books, but they did not have a plan. That is why we 
get cranky. They say they want to put up the gold tax and increase the payroll tax and blame us because we will 
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not allow their policies to go through. Did they take the gold tax and payroll tax to the electorate with 
Local Projects, Local Jobs? No, they did not. Do members know what they did do? This was a pearler! This would 
have saved 5c. They froze our salaries for four years. We spent two weeks debating the Salaries and Allowances 
Amendment (Debt and Deficit Remediation) Bill 2017. I do not give a damn whether they freeze our salaries, but 
it was an absolute stunt—it really was! That was nonsense. All that bill did was let the Premier go out to the steps 
of Parliament and say he is freezing our salaries. Is that good for budget repair? Not on your life! What else did 
the government do? The Premier moved to Dumas House; that cost another $700 000. That should be added to the 
$600 000 he spent refurbishing his office when he was Minister for Education in 2008. That is what Labor’s 
priority is, but is that going to help budget repair? Not on your life! 

Hon Jim Chown: What about the trip to China? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: The trip to China! Labor spent half a million dollars taking half of Western Australia 
to China! Education and Schools of the Air—what he did there was $60 million — 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I am not listening to you! 

First of all, the Premier tried to cancel the Schools of the Air program. That is like shooting Bambi! How the 
government could try to close the Schools of the Air is beyond me. The camp schools and farm schools—the 
low-hanging fruit—do not matter, but the government still has its Local Projects, Local Jobs mantra. Of course, 
that placates the marginal seats. Forget about the low-hanging fruit and the 25 students at Moora Residential 
College, as if they do not mean anything! That is an absolute insult to those students and the community. Members 
opposite should hang their heads in shame. Eight of the government’s ministers went and got two cars and got 
$5 300 each! 

Hon Stephen Dawson: Eight! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Eight government ministers did that! That is a disgrace! That was the government’s 
plan. There is no plan, guys, is there? There is absolutely no plan. I have said that over and again. That is the 
premise for where we are going with Local Projects, Local Jobs. 

The government has a program called Local Projects, Local Jobs. In anyone’s language, it is an election 
commitment, and I do not begrudge it that. However, I do begrudge the government the manner in which it went 
about it and the integrity of the program. Let us look at the program. Is it a grant or is it not a grant? After the 
contribution of Hon Darren West, I do not think there would be a person in this chamber who would be in any 
doubt that it is not a grant. On numerous occasions he has had quite categorically said that it is not a grant. Is that 
correct? 

Hon Jim Chown: Correct! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I think members will find that his boss disagrees with him. The Premier’s media release 
of Thursday, 7 September 2017 states — 

Local Projects, Local Jobs delivers for communities across the State 

… 

Local grassroots projects have received a boost in the 2017–18 State Budget, through the McGowan 
Labor Government’s Local Projects, Local Jobs program. 

The program provides grants to community organisations, such as sporting groups and not-for-profit 
organisations, to deliver important upgrades to facilities and programs. 

I apologise, but I am a little confused. The mover of this motion, Hon Darren West, has told us on a number of 
occasions that they definitively were not grants, yet the Premier quite categorically said that they were grants. 
They are grants! If it smells like a grant, looks like a grant, and tastes like a grant, it is a grant. I believe the Premier 
in this instance. It is definitely a grant. 

Let us look at how much it was. Was $39 million allocated for these grants? According to this media statement it 
was $39 million, but not according to the financial management plan the Labor Party took into the election. Let us 
look at this wonderful document. It has a lot of glossies. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: Where did you get that from? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Off your website! It is WA Labor; click on WA Labor and you will find it. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: I was just wondering where you got it. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: That is fine. I just wondered if you knew about your own website. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: It is not my website. 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: Are you WA Labor? Have you seen the light? Are you going to come over? Come on, 
mate, we’ll have you! 

The PRESIDENT: Focus, focus. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Thank you, Madam President. 

On the page titled “Net Recurrent Spend to 30 June 2020”, under the plans for jobs, health and education is Local 
Jobs, Local Projects with $22.2 million. Labor took the figure of $22.2 million to the election, but according to the 
media release it is $39 million. This is the mob who is trying to save money and blaming us for spending money! 
That is almost a 100 per cent increase overnight! The plan the government went into the election with was for 
$22.2 million, but it is, in fact, $39 million. Do members know why? 

Hon Stephen Dawson: It’s a typo! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: They won more seats than they thought they would win, so they had to pork-barrel 
these other seats. 

Hon Tjorn Sibma: Minister, did you call it a typo? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: It was a typo, was it? I hope Hansard picked that up! 

Let us look at this policy. I call it a slush fund because that is all it is. I think there is a criterion for it—that is, 
being in a marginal seat or a Labor seat. That is most definitely and definitively the criterion and I will explain 
why. Hon Darren West was a little exclusive with his identification of these projects. He said that Liberal seats got 
them. Let us look at the Liberal seats that got money from Local Projects, Local Jobs and where the money has 
been spent so far. Let us look at the Liberal and National seats that got money: Dawesville got $350 000; Geraldton 
got $780 000; and Kalgoorlie got $397 000. What is there about those seats? You do not need a PhD for this! What 
is there about those three seats? 

Hon Colin Tincknell: They’re marginal. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: They are very marginal seats! 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Have a lie down! 

The PRESIDENT: Order! The Leader of the Opposition has the call. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I know it is unbelievable, but it is fact! Let us look at the other Liberal seats. Have 
a listen, guys. The truth hurts. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Members, I am finding it very difficult to hear this. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Bateman, zero; Carine, zero; Central Wheatbelt, zero; Churchlands, zero; Cottesloe, 
zero; Hillarys, zero; Moore, zero; Nedlands, zero; North West Central, zero; Riverton, zero; Roe, zero; 
Scarborough, zero; South Perth, zero; Vasse, zero; and Warren–Blackwood, zero—there are the Liberal and 
National seats, so let us not be selective about what we identify. Those seats got absolutely nothing. Only three 
got money; the rest got nothing. 

Let us have a look at the Labor gains: Balcatta got $798 000; Belmont, $510 000; Bicton, $606 000; Bunbury, 
$991 000 — 

Hon Stephen Dawson interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: It is that sort of flippant, patronising thing — 

Several members interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: No, that is not funny. The government is trying to defend this thing and thinks it is 
funny that it is pork-barrelling these marginal seats, then wonders why people get aggro. 

It continues: Burns Beach, $297 000; Darling Range, $111 000—that went well for the government; Forrestfield, 
$560 000 — 

Several members interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: No, it is a Labor seat that got it. This is before we won the by-election. 

Several members interjected. 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: It continues: Jandakot, $308 000; Joondalup, $1 097 000—that is because it was the 
most marginal seat; Kalamunda, $456 000; Kingsley, $245 000; Morley, $673 000; Mount Lawley, $494 000; 
Murray–Wellington, $1.1 million; Perth, $424 000; Pilbara, $1 026 000; Southern River, $40 000; Swan Hills, 
$531 000; and Wanneroo, $484 000. 
Of the Labor seats, Albany got $870 000; Armadale, $548 000; Baldivis, $450 000; Bassendean, $905 000; Butler, 
$90 000; Cannington, $220 000; Cockburn, $420 000; Collie–Preston, $497 000; Fremantle, $225 000; 
Girrawheen, $106 000; Kimberley, $945 000; Kwinana, $535 000; Mandurah, $1.1 million; Maylands, $343 000; 
Midland, $810 000; Mirrabooka, $832 000; Rockingham, $483 000; Thornlie, $380 000; Victoria Park, $70 000; 
Warnbro, $115 000; West Swan, $463 000; and Willagee, $235 000. 
That is absolutely disgraceful. The government is saying that that is not pork-barrelling and that everyone—all 
Western Australians—is entitled to this grants program, and it is a grants program. But unless they live in a marginal 
or safe Labor seat, the likelihood of getting any of it is absolutely zero. The average for a Liberal–National seat was 
$84 833. The average for a marginal Labor seat was $540 636, and the average for a Labor seat was $454 189. 
Those are the facts, and that is why we need to have an investigation into this, and why the opposition has moved 
the motion that will be dealt with in due course. At the moment, though, we are talking about whether we are going 
to congratulate the government, and of course we are not going to congratulate the government when it evidently 
has a pork-barrelling program. As I said, the criteria for the program are that people live in a marginal or safe 
Labor seat. 
This is now $39 million—not $22.6 million—that the government can spend on pork-barrelling, yet it cannot afford 
$370 000 to keep Moora Residential College open. That is disgraceful. If the government cannot afford it, it cannot 
spend it. That is what the Labor Party kept on telling us: “It’s not a revenue problem, it’s a spending problem.” We 
kept on hearing that all the time. “It’s not a GST problem, it’s a spending problem.” It is spending money and it 
cannot afford it; that is evident. It gets even worse, in the response to a question that was asked yesterday. 
Let us have a look at some of these programs. The government exposes itself so much. These programs have no 
integrity. According to Mr Langoulant, we do not need business cases for amounts less than $1 million, so that is 
what the government did: “We’ll have all these programs that fall below the threshold level and then there’s no 
scrutiny.” We also have a thing called the Parliament, which is the ultimate arbiter of that spending. That is why 
we will look at the possibility of looking further into this over the next few months. 
Let us have a look at the identification of some of these programs. I am not saying that they are not necessarily 
valid. As I keep on saying, they may be valid, but there is absolutely no financial integrity behind these programs. 
I would love to know the criteria that were used. What happened in the Labor Party to determine whether the Five 
Mile Camp upgrades were worth $55 000? They might have been, but we have no idea—absolutely no idea. What 
about the Access Geraldton upgrade, for $25 000? It might be worth it; I do not know. I absolutely do not know. 
The Albany P&C upgrades were $30 000. The Arbor Grove Primary School equipment was $20 000. 
Armadale Park fencing, $40 000—my God, it must be electrified. The Asbestos Diseases Society of Australia got 
$25 000. That is a very worthy society, I am sure, but where is the integrity behind that? Are there other groups in 
the community that perhaps do not live in a Labor seat? I am sure there are. I have no doubt that there are. The 
Australind senior citizens upgrades were $15 000. There are no problems with that if there is some integrity behind 
the financing, because it is a grant and any grant should go through due financial diligence. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: And get acquitted. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: There is no evidence of that whatsoever. We certainly have not been provided with any 
by the member opposite. Balgo Art Centre equipment, $20 000 — 
Hon Stephen Dawson interjected. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: The member should wait until I have finished. Yesterday’s question response was 
disgraceful. 
The Bassendean Junior Football Club’s new equipment was $15 000. What about the one that went to the Melville 
athletics clubs? There are four or five clubs that belong to the association, but only three of them got any money 
for the association because they happen to be in the Bicton electorate; those in Melville did not get any. That is 
just ridiculous. That is my whole point. The government wants to pat itself on the back about this. If it could have 
open and transparent integrity behind its financing, so be it, but it is simply not there. 
There are hundreds of these things, but it is just so generalised. There is the Belmont Men’s Shed, new tools—
very worthwhile, I am sure—$20 000; and the Chung Wah Balcatta facilities upgrades, $25 000. These are just 
plucked out of the air. As I said, even if it were $19 352, one would say, “Yes, there have been a few estimates 
and a bit of tendering”, but there is none of that. There are dozens of these—family community centre, $20 000; 
Falcon volunteer fire and rescue, $30 000; and all the rest of it. Since we are basing our spending on politics rather 
than necessity or need, people had better hope that they do not live in any of those seats. Heaven help them if they 
live in a Liberal–National seat. They will have a bit of help if they live in a marginal Labor seat. 
Several members interjected. 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: Members opposite can sit over there and mock all they like; that is exactly why they 
got smashed in Darling Range. There is absolutely no procurement or accountability whatsoever. Then there was 
this one; this one really got up my gander yesterday. I was so proud and privileged to be Minister for Education of 
this state for five years. It was wonderful; we made great progress in education and made WA the envy of the 
nation. Education has the second-largest budget in government and there is a building fund. Out of that fund comes 
admin blocks, facilities upgrades and new schools et cetera. When an admin upgrade is needed, we usually have 
to wait for three to five years. I am a chalkie; I have always said that. I have been a chalkie all my life and have 
lived and breathed education. I went out to schools and saw some of those admin blocks—horrible little rabbit 
warrens; just awful. I went down to Albany and had a look at Yakamia Primary School. Fortunately we were able 
to rebuild it, but a lot of admin blocks need upgrades and improvements, right across the board. There is a very 
forensic process for the determination of administration blocks: they wait in line until they have the money. I would 
love to go out and give to every school that I went to a new administration block, toilets or gymnasium. We have 
a great education system but a lot of our schools really are in desperate need of more money. It appears that there 
is no longer integrity around the determination of those facilities—instead, a school has to be in a marginal 
Labor seat.  

I actually saw this when I saw the Minister for Education and Training’s tweet when she was invited by the local 
member to have look at the new upgrades at Halidon Primary School. I was asking, “How does that happen? The 
minister invites everyone else.” The minister might be invited by the local member to go for a visit, but to go and 
look at an upgrade opening, the minister and the department organises it through the school and they invite local 
members. I do not get invited anymore; I used to always invite my counterparts in the upper house when I was 
minister. I do not get invited to anything anymore—not a thing. Yes—laugh; I do not care. That is the way it is. 
That is how this government operates—that is fine—but having said that, I thought it was really weird when the 
local member invited the minister. Hon Michael Mischin and Hon Tjorn Sibma picked up on it as well, because 
we do not get invited to anything in the North Metropolitan Region. We will look at this.  

Yesterday, Hon Michael Mischin asked a question on the upgrades to the administration building at 
Halidon Primary School, a really good school in the seat of Kingsley. He asked — 

(1) When was this project first scheduled by the Department of Education? 

(2) When did work commence and when was it completed? 

(3) How much did the upgrade cost and what did it involve? 

(4) How much of the cost of the project was promised under Local Projects, Local Jobs and when 
was that commitment made and by whom to whom? 

(5) Did the Local Projects, Local Jobs money come from the Department of Education; and, if so, 
what capital or other expenditure commitments were deferred or reprioritised in order that the 
department could pay it? 

That is in regard to the upgraded administration building at Halidon Primary School. The response from the 
Minister for Education and Training was very evasive, I have to say. She replied — 

(1)–(4) The project commenced in December 2017 and was completed in January 2018. The total cost 
of the project was $172 000, of which the school contributed $22 000. The project comprised 
a redevelopment of the current administration. Funding was provided through the Local Projects, 
Local Jobs election initiative. 

(5) The department was allocated additional appropriation for Local Projects, Local Jobs. No 
projects were deferred. 

This is a very serious situation in which the department has its own building and maintenance budget that is 
ruthlessly, meticulously scrutinised and applied without any fear or favour. I would never in a million years have 
sought influence on that budget and I could not; it would be totally inappropriate. The school understands the 
merits of a particular project. We are now in a situation in which the Local Projects, Local Jobs program has favour 
over the normal processes of the building and maintenance program of the Department of Education. It has. The 
minister has said it in a response, but she has not said whether it was committed to during the campaign. I am very 
familiar with that seat, because I chaired the campaign of former member Andrea Mitchell. We are still trying to 
ascertain how that information was provided to the electorate—to the public. That is why we asked. It was ignored. 
We asked when it was decided, and the minister completely ignored that part of the question. That is why we need 
to look at this thing.  

The more important thing is that we now have a situation in which there are favourites in the education budget. 
There are plenty of run-down schools. Members should look at Mosman Park Primary School and its 
administration block. I desperately wanted to have it upgraded—it was in the former Premier’s electorate—but did 
I interfere? Not on your life. It would have been completely inappropriate for me to interfere in Mosman Park 
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Primary School. Having said that, the school is in desperate need of an upgrade. I could quite easily have said, 
“It is an election commitment.” Nudge, nudge; wink, wink: “Let’s do it.” That is basically what we have here. If 
a school is in one of those Labor seats or marginal Labor seats, all it has to do is attach itself to the Local Projects, 
Local Jobs program bandwagon, and it will get the funding. The program had $22 million before the election. All 
of a sudden it has gone to $39 million. Why has it gone to $39 million? The government told the 
Western Australian public that we are in a financially parlous state. It comes into office and tries to wreak havoc 
on the gold industry and close Moora Residential College and the farm school et cetera, and it has the audacity to 
say that it is our fault. This thing reeks. The fund went from $22 million to $39 million and it is starting to fund 
education facilities out of an alien fund that is excess to the budget of the education department. That is 
absolutely appalling 

Hon Stephen Dawson: Are you saying the schools should not get that money? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I am saying it should go down the same path of scrutiny as every single other school, 
minister. Why on earth should that school get it, and be moved to the front of the queue, as opposed to hundreds 
of other schools that require it? There is a process in the department. As I said, I met with the department every 
week. I would go to various schools. I am telling members these stories now. I visited over 600 schools when I was 
minister. Invariably, I would come back and say, “The toilets at such-and-such are appalling; they are just so bad.” 
The department would come back to say, “Yes, minister; it’s on the list, but it’s probably not until 2019.” I would 
write the school a letter apologising and saying that the department had advised me that more than likely it would 
not be done until 2019. The school would be disappointed, but at least there was some integrity. If I had moved it, 
there would be no integrity in government. My point is that it is all well and good, and I have absolutely no 
problems at all with Halidon Primary School getting that upgrade. I have problems with the way in which it was 
achieved; I really do—and we want to congratulate the government on this program! 

We have been told over and over again about the Langoulant report—the bible for procurement, integrity and 
transparency. I went through a number of the findings of this report, and I have to say that they were very wanting. 
I have no problems with the actual report itself, and I know John Langoulant; he is a fine man. He has made some 
very good recommendations here, but a couple of them were obviously political. I refer to my contribution to the 
budget-in-reply. Why on earth he would look into the $2 million electricity poles at Woodlands is beyond me. 
There was absolutely nothing sinister about it whatsoever. Having said that, this is a very good report and 
government members keep on holding it up saying, “This is what we’ve got to do.” Let us see whether the 
government meets its own test in this regard. Openness and transparency is valid. Its recommendations state — 

• introduce a Parliamentary Budget Office to cost election commitments and review major project 
business cases; 

There has been absolutely no movement nor even any interest in that from the government to this point. None 
whatsoever. The report continues — 

• provide information about major projects in an accessible and transparent way to the public; 

Apparently that does not matter to members opposite, because anything below $1 million falls out of that gamut. 
That is shocking. It is okay to have a level of transparency above $1 million, but below is not captured in the 
recommendations from Langoulant, so the government is avoiding it. The report continues — 

• simplify and strengthen procurement practices; 

We do not know, because there is absolutely no transparency behind this program whatsoever. The report 
continues — 

• increase Government’s oversight of contract development and contract management; 

We have no idea; there is no transparency behind any of these programs. The report continues — 

• improve transparency on the progress with major projects by requiring continuous disclosure; 

We have absolutely no idea; we do not know. We did not know anything about Halidon Primary School until we 
saw a tweet from the minister that she had been invited.  

The local member obviously has complete disregard for propriety. I mean this—I am not being self-righteous here, 
but I always invited upper house members, no matter where the event was, and I always gave due 
acknowledgement. Every single time we had an opening, or anything like that, I would always invite the upper 
house members—and, of course, the lower house member, obviously—respectful of the role that upper house 
members play. I just wish members opposite would grant us the same respect. 

Setting and achieving financial targets—absolutely no idea. Applying risk management principles and actions in 
major projects and public works procurement—I guess they get around that one again, because it is below 
$1 million. My point is that it is the height of hypocrisy for the government to come in here and espouse the virtues 
of the Langoulant review when it is not prepared to adhere to the principles that he has recommended. 
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My point with this program is: I have no problems with any of the projects, and the Liberal Party is not arguing 
against any of the projects; however, we do argue against the integrity of the figures. There is absolutely nothing 
to suggest the validity of those figures—nothing whatsoever. With regard to the program itself, it has created an 
us-and-them mentality in the community. The example I mentioned earlier of the Melville Athletics Club is 
a perfect example. It is an association in which several of the clubs are alienated because they are not in the same 
electorate as the other clubs in the same association. It is just ludicrous. Dozens of these kids who happen to live 
in the Bicton electorate are running around with new uniforms and the ones who go somewhere else do not have 
them. Surely, the government can see that that is wrong and morally reprehensible. That is exactly why the 
government needs to look at this program. Rather than backslapping and carrying on, understand that there are 
problems with the integrity of the program. 
Finally, once again, it is with regard to this notion from members opposite that they have the high moral ground 
from a financial perspective. They throw stones at us all the time about financial mismanagement and budget 
repair—the clichés that just roll off the tongue—yet at the same time they came to government with a program 
that they promised was worth $22 million—thus far they have spent $39 million—and they have made no inroads 
into debt reduction whatsoever; none at all. They stand up, day after day, and bang on about financial 
mismanagement. Government members can keep on doing that—that is fine—but it is an opportunity missed, quite 
frankly, because we only go around once, and we can treat life as a series of events or a series of opportunities. 
The government has an opportunity right now and it is wasting it, because it is so focused and fixated on us that it 
is not worried about governing. 
On the financial component, please do not come into this chamber ever again and ask for our support for a program 
that costs money that the government has absolutely no authority for from the public, and expect us to support it. 
The government has not gone to the public with this and said, “Yes, this is what we promised.” Do not expect our 
support. Do not come into the chamber and throw these things at us and say, “It’s an election commitment. That’s 
why we are introducing it.” Do not do it, because we will not support it. Do not come in with any more gold taxes 
or any increases or changes to regulations without the authority of the public, which government members have 
been banging on about since 11 March. When the government wants to go for the low-hanging fruit, for the 
$370 000 for Moora Residential College or Landsdale Farm School, of course we are going to have a go at it, and 
then do not have the audacity to say that we are the problem, when the government has a program that it holds up 
as a badge of honour and says, “We are implementing our policies.” That is fine as long as government members 
acknowledge that they are doing it at the expense of others. Why on earth should a child, one of only 25 children 
at Moora Residential College, be any less significant than a child from the Bicton athletic club? He should not and 
he should not feel that way, but he does. He does because you guys keep on banging on about it. The government 
is holding this program up. Government members go out with their big cheques, handing them over for political 
purposes, but there is a human element here, guys. Every single child in this state is significant; there is no one 
child who is more significant than any other. The government does not have the authority nor the financial capacity 
to go out and pick and choose. Unfortunately, that is what the government is doing; it is cherrypicking. Do 
members know where all the cherries are? They are in marginal or safe Labor seats. You guys should be governing 
for all Western Australians, not just for those in marginal Labor seats. This is pork-barrelling at its worst. This 
program may have some merit, but in its current form and structure it does not. For that reason, the Liberal Party 
will emphatically and unambiguously oppose this motion. 
HON PIERRE YANG (South Metropolitan) [2.35 pm]: I will make a contribution to the debate on this motion. 
I would like to start by referring to the Labor Party constitution. One of our core values as a party is that we value 
our communities and our families. We acknowledge that our families are the bedrock of our communities, which 
we need to nurture, protect and support. We recognise the role of community in government decisions and the 
community’s right to be heard. Labor is the party for everyday people. Labor never forgets its origins; it is the 
party of the working people, it is the party of the community. We do not represent the big end of town; we represent 
the interests of our community. Hence, it is entirely consistent with our values that we will talk to our community 
groups to find out what they need, and we will try to help them with their needs. 
Madam Acting President, these community needs became our election promises while we were in opposition. 
Since being elected, we are honouring these funding commitments. Let us be very, very clear, the Local Projects, 
Local Jobs program is the one-off allocation of funding for those election commitments. The opposition can spin 
it any other way, but it is our election commitments and we are honouring them. The Local Projects, Local Jobs 
program has helped many underfunded and unsupported community organisations. Many community groups, such 
as school P&Cs and local sports clubs, were forgotten by the previous government. We have not forgotten them 
because it is in our DNA that we talk to our community and our people—the good people of Western Australia. 
As Hon Darren West said, we took the commitments to the last election and people gave us a yes vote. 
Many community groups provide very important services to our community in their own ways, be it school P&Cs, 
sporting clubs, Rotary clubs or many other groups. I heard the Leader of the Opposition, Hon Peter Collier, 
mention the Chung Wah Association. I would like to thank the member for Balcatta for supporting the Chung Wah 
Association in Balcatta. There is nothing wrong with supporting our community groups. I would like to thank 
Labor members and candidates who made the funding commitments during the last election. 
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The Local Projects, Local Jobs program has been used to support our community. I disagree with anyone who 
suggests that these groups do not deserve the funding they were given. I have to say that when I heard the term 
“Local Projects, Local Jobs” during my time as a candidate, I was thrilled. I was very happy to hear that the 
Labor Party was going to the community to talk to people and find out what they needed. I thought it was a great 
idea. As it turned out, this idea of Local Projects, Local Jobs was not only very helpful to our community, it was 
very well received. The community groups that have received the funding and support are very happy that their 
initiatives, their projects and their grassroots ideas have been supported and can be implemented with the support 
from Local Projects, Local Jobs. I hasten to add that Local Projects, Local Jobs is not restricted to Labor-held 
seats. Yes, three other Liberal-held seats are being supported—Dawesville — 

Hon Peter Collier interjected. 
Hon PIERRE YANG: The honourable Leader of the Opposition can shake his head. 
The seats of Dawesville, Kalgoorlie and Geraldton have all received funding through Local Projects, Local Jobs. 
How could we say that the seat of Jandakot, with a huge margin prior to the last election, was a Labor marginal 
seat? I categorically reject that notion. It is now a Labor-held seat for sure, but no-one could say that it was 
a marginal Labor seat. The same goes for Bicton, with a margin of 10 per cent. How could anyone say that was 
a Labor marginal seat prior to the last election? What about Southern River? 
Hon Michael Mischin: What is it now? Is it a Labor seat? 
Hon PIERRE YANG: It is a Labor-held seat, as I just said. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! Hon Pierre Yang has the call. 
Hon PIERRE YANG: Thank you, Madam Acting President, for your protection. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: From your own side! 
Hon Michael Mischin: Before you say anything that is too incriminating for your side. 
Hon PIERRE YANG: I was actually referring to Hon Michael Mischin. 
I want to be very clear: Local Projects, Local Jobs is a collection of the Labor Party’s election commitments to our 
community, the community of Western Australia, and we do not break our election commitments; we do not do 
that. The Labor Party has a tradition of honouring our election commitments. Our MPs and candidates prior to the 
last election went to our communities and community groups, spoke to them and found out and identified their 
needs and projects. We made their needs our election commitments. We took them to the election, we won the 
election and we are delivering on what we promised. 
Let us look at the process. Funding approval for Local Projects, Local Jobs is a decision of the Expenditure Review 
Committee. Each commitment is administered by the individual agency or department that has the jurisdiction 
using their existing standards and processes. The delivery of the funding is monitored by the Department of the 
Premier and Cabinet. That includes the acquittal information process when the project is complete. 
Before anyone accuses Local Projects, Local Jobs of being anything but our election promises and commitments, 
let us look at how the previous government managed its finances. Page 46 of the Langoulant report states — 

… Cabinet Submissions were not supported by consistently high standards of financial information … 
This reflected a disregard for proper process by both Ministers and public officers. The Special Inquirer 
saw a breakdown in or lack of understanding of correct process most starkly illustrated by countless 
instances of poor consultation across agencies in preparing Cabinet Submissions and most notably the 
deliberate exclusion of Treasury in its role of overseeing the budget aggregates. 

Page 47 reported that numerous cabinet submissions were not properly assessed by Treasury and some were not 
assessed at all. This was of most concern for those submissions with large financial implications. 
We as a government are different from the last government. Agencies and departments are using existing processes 
to ensure that proper standards are applied to the distribution of funds under the banner of Local Projects, 
Local Jobs. As we know, the Premier’s office has had responsibility for oversight of Local Projects, Local Jobs 
since May 2018. In fact, according to the Treasury strategic asset management framework, a business case is 
needed for all investment proposals with total capital funding of $1 million or more. None of these election 
commitments came anywhere near $1 million. In fact, the overwhelming majority of them were in the range of 
thousands and tens of thousands of dollars, relatively small amounts compared with the overall budget of the state, 
but they are making an important positive impact on our local community organisations and the people in those 
associations who are involved in those projects. A lot of them are volunteers who are involved in community 
groups. They are making a positive contribution to the state and the state can help them by giving them some 
support to help with their service to our community. I have to say that Local Projects, Local Jobs has made a heck 
of a difference to our community. 
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Let us not forget that political parties make election commitments. Election commitments are made by both parties. 
I would like to refer to the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party in the other place, Hon Liza Harvey. Back in 
2008 when she was an opposition candidate, she advocated for a new undercover bowling green for the 
Innaloo Sportsmen’s Club. I quote the Hansard of what she said in the other place on 29 November 2011 — 

I will highlight some of my other election commitments. In 2008, the Innaloo Sportsmen’s Club had been 
fighting for a number of years to get the very first undercover bowling green in the state … It was with 
great pleasure that I took that to the Liberal team during the election campaign and managed to secure 
funding for an undercover bowling green. 

I would like to say good on Hon Liza Harvey for advocating for her community group. The commitments that we 
made to the community and community groups are no different to what she did. 

Local Projects, Local Jobs is a good initiative, because it is consistent with our Labor values of supporting our 
community. We are proud of the fact that our MPs — 

Hon Martin Aldridge interjected. 

Hon PIERRE YANG: I am sorry, does the member have something to say? 

Hon Martin Aldridge: I said supporting some communities, not all. 

Hon PIERRE YANG: Thank you, member. 

I will continue. We are proud of the fact that our MPs and candidates went to the community, spoke to the 
community and found out what it needed. We are proud of the fact that Local Projects, Local Jobs has been 
delivering for our community and community groups. We are proud of the fact that we made election commitments 
and delivered on them. We are proud of Local Projects, Local Jobs. 

HON ROBIN SCOTT (Mining and Pastoral) [2.50 pm]: Local Projects, Local Jobs—what a brilliant idea. At 
last there is a chance for Western Australian youth to get to the starting line and perhaps pick up an apprenticeship, 
a traineeship, or even upskill. Again, my enthusiasm was dashed against the rocks of disappointment. Once again, 
the rollercoaster ride from the Labor Party has reached a dip, and this time the rollercoaster car is stuck in the dip, 
its wheels have fallen off and it is covered in spider webs. When I looked into this latest project, it was not long 
before I saw through the scheme and realised it was a slush fund. Listening to Hon Darren West nearly changed 
my mind because his enthusiasm for the project was really terrific. I suddenly also realised why the Mining and 
Pastoral Region got very little funding. By the sounds of it, most of the money went to Geraldton. It would be nice 
if some of that money had been spent in my electorate. Labor metropolitan strongholds got the biggest share of 
the $39 million. Out of the $39 million, $9 360 000, or 24 per cent of the funds, was spent in regional 
Western Australia and $29 640 000 was spent in metropolitan Perth. If I could put it another way, the 
$9 360 000 was spent in an area bigger than 2.5 million square kilometres, whereas — 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon ROBIN SCOTT: Thank you, minister. 

The $29 640 000 was spent in an area of 5 500 square kilometres, so there is a huge difference. I will give members 
an example of where some of the money was spent in metropolitan Perth. The Australian Arab Association was 
granted $100 000 for the Thornlie pop-up cafe food van. Thornlie, of course, is a Labor stronghold. The project 
focuses on training local youth in hospitality, small business and customer service with the opportunity to engage 
with the community and develop a sense of belonging. As far as I am aware, hospitality is a TAFE course. Students 
attend TAFE, and at the end of the course they are given a certificate. Perhaps the operator of the pop-up cafe can 
write on one of his serviettes that a student has done their course with his company, and that might suffice. The 
same applies to small business; it is also a TAFE course. I would assume that customer service training would be 
covered by asking the customers, “Would you like sauce with your pie?” My first question is: how often does it 
pop up? Does the van have to show receipts or invoices for the money that it has been given? No, it does not. All 
it has to do is notify the local media, newspapers and radio stations and of course do a photo shoot with the local 
member with an oversized cheque. I have many pop-up cafe vans in my electorate. One of the more famous ones 
is The Dog Father. It is famous for the Karratha meatball hotdog, which I would recommend to anybody who gets 
to Karratha. Its business started with no help from the government. If anyone suggested to the people in Karratha 
that the government would spend $100 000 of public funds on a pop-up cafe, they would roll around on the ground 
laughing, yet Labor has done that. 

The former member for Darling Range rewarded Roleystone Theatre company with $12 600 for equipment. Let 
us hope that it got its share of the slush fund before the last by-election. 

This government is going to supply a surplus of baristas, not tradespeople, engineers or professionals who could 
assist with the skill shortages in the resources sector and in the oil and gas industries. Both these industries need 
people all the time who are trained in high-end jobs including the inspection, maintenance and refurbishment of 
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equipment. But no; $39 million will teach people how to pour coffee, make beds and dream about being in 
business. It is obvious that it is more important to be able to get a good cup of coffee than train the future workforce 
for tomorrow. I would have liked to have been given the $39 million and, in return, four years from now, I would 
have given the government more than 1 000 fully trained Western Australian tradespeople, trained in every aspect 
of their chosen trade. The benefits would be tenfold. These people would be employed for life and able to support 
themselves and their families. They would not be adding to the dole queues. They would not be going on the 
waiting list for government housing—provided, of course, the government does not shut down industries and 
mining companies in its quest to repair the deficit. 

I have some examples of the grants. The Filipino Australia Club of Perth was awarded $20 000 for facility 
upgrades. My daughter-in-law is from the Philippines. Ruby came here as a young girl and she met my son, Tristan, 
on a mine site. They now have three children. I am very proud of my grandchildren. Ruby maintained her 
relationship with Filipinos through the club and I can assure members that if it needed $20 000, it would have had 
a karaoke night, a barbecue or a quiz night and would have raised the $20 000. It does not need a handout from 
the government. The WA Italian Club received $20 000. My fiancée is half Italian; her father is Italian and her 
mother is English. I have been to many Italian functions. The last one I went to was in one of the top hotels in 
Perth for the annual Italian ball. It was like being at the Oscars. I have never seen so many diamonds, jewels, gold 
bands and rings. That $20 000 could have been raised by just the loose change in their back pockets. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Did you ask them about it? 

Hon ROBIN SCOTT: I can assure the minister that there is no need to give the Italian club $20 000 — 

Hon Sue Ellery: But have you asked the Italian club about it? 

Hon ROBIN SCOTT: I have asked the Italian people whom I know and they just laughed about it. The Perth 
Hindu Temple got $100 000 to upgrade its food hall — 

Hon Sue Ellery: Have you spoken to them about it? 

Hon ROBIN SCOTT: No; did it not get the $100 000? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Order, members! Only one member has the call, and that is 
Hon Robin Scott. 

Hon ROBIN SCOTT: The Rotary food van in Mundaring was given $30 000. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Have you spoken to them about it? 

Hon ROBIN SCOTT: No, I have not. The Macedonian Cultural Centre, which I have not spoken to, got 
$25 000 for an upgrade. This is the one I like best of all, which is for shades and sails. Balingup Primary School 
was given $7 000 for a shade shelter. The children’s playground in Leonora was given $25 000 for shade sails. 
Moving back to the metropolitan area, Beaumaris Primary School was given $40 000 for its shade project. 
Bibra Lake Primary School was allocated $50 000 for its playground shade. The best one of all was, of course, 
Harrisdale Primary School, which was given $224 300 for its shade sails. 

Some of the other talking points include Roebourne Art Group. It was given $20 000 — 

Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! Only one member has the call, and that is Hon Robin Scott. That 
is the only voice I want to hear in the chamber. 

Hon ROBIN SCOTT: Thank you, Madam Acting President. I tried to contact Roebourne Art Group to find out 
what it was doing with the $20 000 for upgrades to resources, but according to Google the organisation has been 
permanently closed for some time. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: That’s not true. 

Hon ROBIN SCOTT: According to Google, it is. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon ROBIN SCOTT: Okay then. There were 28 entries from Pilbara sporting clubs and $20 000 was committed 
for sporting equipment and uniforms for teams in Karratha, Dampier, South Hedland, Port Hedland and Newman. 
However, the total amount awarded to the 28 organisations in the region was $54 000. I would like to find out 
exactly how much was awarded to those sporting groups. 

A whole list of shady deals has been done in the Local Projects, Local Jobs scam. To me, is obvious that the 
McGowan Labor government knows full well it is a one-term government and it is desperately trying to buy the 
next lot of votes. Labor has proved in the last 18 months that it has no grasp of how to manage the state’s finances, 
let alone fix our huge debt. Let us pray that over the next 30 months, a miracle will happen and the government 
starts to do what it promised to do and campaigned to do at the last election. 
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HON TJORN SIBMA (North Metropolitan) [2.59 pm]: Under no reasonable circumstances can any thinking 
person, any moral person or any person with any integrity whatsoever support such a nonsense motion as has been 
put by Hon Darren West. An obviously disingenuous argument has been run by the government through the 
mouths of Hon Darren West and Hon Pierre Yang in an attempt to muddy the waters. There is absolutely no issue. 
In fact, I have issued a statement to this effect. We do not begrudge any recipient of funds who was so lucky as to 
live in a Labor seat or a marginal seat won by the Labor government, but there is a very obvious point to be made: 
this largesse comes at an opportunity cost. There are groups that miss out. The starkest evidence of that is the 
bizarre situation that applies at the Melville Little Athletics club. Some children who live in the seat of Bicton on 
the western side of North Lake Road are running around in new uniforms, but their counterparts who might live 
in the seat of Bateman on what appears to be the wrong side of North Lake Road have to make do with equipment 
and uniforms not so recently acquired. If anything, the utter lunacy that applies at a children’s athletics association 
should have made someone in government realise that they had perhaps got this a little wrong; that they had been 
perhaps a little too cynical or a little too clever, or had overreached just a little. 

There is absolutely nothing in the motion as put that could compel any right-thinking person to consider this to be 
an initiative. This is base electoral pork-barrelling, which is as old as time itself. There is no initiative in this. This 
so-called initiative is of uncertain provenance, uncertain composition and uncertain structure. There are 
fundamental disagreements within executive government itself about whether this is a grants program. On 
7 September last year, when my friend the Minister for Environment read in the Treasurer’s speech, the 
Local Projects, Local Jobs initiative was categorised as a grants program. It was in the budget speech. It has been 
read into Hansard. The Premier has gone out and released press releases calling this a grants program. What is the 
story? Is it a grants program or is it not? Hon Darren West gave us two versions within his own speech. If he is 
not already confused himself, he certainly confused Hansard and he has confused the rest of us. 

Hon Michael Mischin: He has always been confused. 

Hon TJORN SIBMA: He has always been confused. The reason we are moving for a select committee inquiry 
into this program is that these are fundamental questions. With all the talking points that government members get 
from central Bolshevik command, they should all be speaking off the same script; I cannot understand why they 
diverge on a fundamental point. 

There is another issue. An answer was provided to a question yesterday regarding the sequestering of funds outside 
the ordinary Department of Education consolidated account. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS — CONSIDERATION 
Committee 

The Chair of Committees (Hon Simon O’Brien) in the chair. 

Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations — Seventy-third Report — 
“2017–18 Budget Cycle — Part 1: Estimates hearings and related matters” — Motion 

Resumed from 16 May on the following motion moved by Hon Peter Collier (Leader of the Opposition) — 

That the report be noted. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I just want to make a few comments on this. This actually goes way back; this is from 
last year’s estimates hearings. I have a few observations to make on the report and also on the processes. I mean 
no disrespect to Hon Alanna Clohesy—I have great respect for her—but I have to be honest: I did not think last 
year’s estimates hearings worked as well as they had done in the past. I felt that individual members were far too 
constrained in their opportunity to ask questions. I felt far too much time was allocated to the actual committee 
members. Of course, estimates hearings are fundamentally the hearings of the Standing Committee on Estimates 
and Financial Operations—that was identified and I understand that—but the situation was a lot different from 
previous years. In previous years, members had an opportunity to pursue a line of questioning, and if one member 
was pursuing a line of questioning, other members had the opportunity to come in on that line of questioning. I felt 
that opportunity was not provided last time. In response to a comment made in this debate by my very good friend 
Hon Tjorn Sibma that non-members had more time than members, I would say that of course they do; twice as 
many non-members as members of the committee turn up to these hearings. There might be five members of the 
committee present and 10 non-members. 

I ask Hon Alanna Clohesy not to take this personally; this is an observation. I have been in this place a long time. 
I will tell members now that the way the estimates hearings operated the last time was different from the way they 
had operated previously. I personally did not feel that I had sufficient time to scrutinise some agencies. I put in 
those comments. I responded with that casual critique. I was delighted that there were some changes at this year’s 
hearings, which I felt were much better and more productive. That is all I want to say. As I said, I am not making 
a political statement and I am not being overly critical; all I am saying is that last year I felt I was not provided 
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with an opportunity to really get a run into a particular issue or to engage in a line of questioning that interested 
me as well as one of my colleagues, whereas we had been able to do that previously. For example, previously if 
a member raised an issue about a road in a particular town and another member felt the necessity to ask a question 
on that matter as well, they could do so, whereas members were denied that opportunity in the 2017–18 estimates 
hearings. The committee obviously took on board some of those comments—I would like to think so—because 
I felt that the situation was much improved this year. I felt that there was a lot more flexibility this year. It is still 
not quite the way it was. I am a conservative; I like things to remain the way they are. I acknowledge the fact that 
I am a minority now!  

Having said that, there is obviously a good spirit on the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations. 
It is good that the committee is getting involved, but the estimates committee is one real opportunity for the entire 
chamber to scrutinise agencies—it is that one real opportunity. We can ask a plethora of questions but the estimates 
allow us to get in there and find an issue, an issue that they may not be aware of and have no intention of isolating, 
but they get it on the day. With an agency head there, members can scrutinise and say, “Hang on. What about this, 
what about that and the other thing?” That is a great opportunity. As a minister, I never felt threatened in estimates. 
I hope the ministers in the chamber do not. If they are comfortable with their budget and papers, they should feel 
comfortable in estimates. I used to give my directors general, or whoever it might have been, the opportunity to 
answer as many of the questions as they wanted. I did not want to respond with extraordinarily verbose responses 
that would eat into the hour and a half that I had for education. That was not why I was there. The whole point of 
the exercise is to provide our colleagues with an opportunity to identify and nut down on a particular issue, which 
is what the estimates hearings are all about. Estimates are about providing a unique opportunity to scrutinise 
something—not with questions without notice or whatever it might be—because members can actually move in 
on a particular issue and get forensic within that issue. 

Having said that, I thank the chair, Hon Alanna Clohesy, for doing a good job. There is obviously a collegiate 
attitude on the committee. I thank it for a job well done. The estimates hearings are a very, very valuable tool and 
I would like to think that they will continue to play a valuable role in the years ahead. 

HON ALANNA CLOHESY: I thank all members for their comments on this report. I will take a brief moment 
to respond to some of the issues. Yes, this last estimates hearings and the ones just past are different from those in 
previous years; it is a different committee with different personalities and its priorities are different from those of 
the standing committee in previous Parliaments. That makes a lot of difference in the way that the estimates are 
run in not only who chairs it, but also the way in which the committee involves itself in the estimates process. That 
is why there is a significant difference. 

The major reason members did not have as much time to ask a line of questions is that in this Parliament there are 
more opposition political parties. There are more participating members, not committee members, seeking more 
time with each of the agencies. In the previous Parliament, there were, in effect, two opposition political parties, 
Labor and the Greens, that sought time to ask questions in estimates. In this Parliament, there is the Liberal Party; 
the National Party; One Nation; the Greens; the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party; and the Liberal Democrats. 
Each of those parties sought as much if not more time as participating members than did the equivalent opposition 
parties in previous Parliaments, and that, in part, explains why it was difficult to put all those requests together. 

Hon Peter Collier: The Liberals sent only two people. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Yes, but the Liberal Party is only one political party. 

Hon Peter Collier: Yes, I know, but previously we would have had at least half a dozen. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: But not all them always sought the call and not all of them always got the call. It 
was run in such a way as to allow the lead speaker from the official opposition the most time and we tried to spread 
out evenly the amount of time for each other participating member. Participating members got a lot more time than 
committee members. 

The committee wanted to ask its own questions. Yes, the committee took up some time, but it also put a lot of its 
questions that followed themes that it is pursing—I will talk about that in a minute—on notice. The difference is 
that members probably noticed committee members asking questions. The committee has always asked questions. 
I know this because I was on the committee in the previous Parliament and I have always asked questions as 
a committee member. As chair, I would not stop anybody asking as many questions as they could, particularly 
a committee member. The committee is very clear that this is one way of examining the budget in a cycle. There 
are estimates hearings and annual report hearings. 

Another issue was about following a line of questioning. We tried to give one questioner as much time as possible 
to follow a line of questioning. If someone had a similar or related question, I tried to make sure that they did not 
interrupt the questioner because that is the best way of gazumping a question. If a member is asking a question of 
a minister and another member wants to hop in on that line of questioning, they can completely cut off the line of 
questioning of the original questioner, and that certainly happened in the previous Parliament. The idea was to 
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allow the questioner, the participating member, to keep going with their questions without being distracted and 
without another member using their time. If other members had similar questions on a similar topic, it was fairer 
to allow those members to ask those questions on the same topic if they wanted to. 

Those are some of the differences. The committee was concerned to ensure that the hearings were fair and that 
everybody had an opportunity to fairly ask questions based on the time that was available. I think more refinements 
can be made to make it fairer based on the number of members who wanted to ask questions, and maybe the 
committee might need to consider looking at fewer agencies over longer periods of time, keeping in mind that 
more political parties than ever before were seeking the call. That is one solution off the top of my head. I thank 
the agencies, the ministers and the ministers representing for participating in the estimates hearings. They prepared 
and participated with, I think, an openness and clarity around issues, which was welcomed. 

The committee identified a few issues that it continues to carry through in its inquiries, including the provision of 
information to Parliament, which is always of interest to the committee. The committee continued to identify 
instances in which section 82 notices might necessarily be submitted. There were more substantive issues; for 
example, some agencies’ statements of corporate intent, the mismatch between whether the key performance 
indicators in a statement of corporate intent were those met in the budget, the relationship between the two and 
what a second set of KPIs might be in annual reports. The report goes into some detail about the statement of 
corporate intent of one of the government trading enterprises. It is a particularly interesting issue about what KPIs 
are and what they should be. 

Another issue for the committee was why the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal’s annual report is not published 
through the Public Sector Commission. The tribunal gets its own appropriation, so that was an interesting 
discussion about the role of affiliated bodies as an agency. 

A range of topics were identified or discussed, and questions asked, by participating members. Those topics are 
summarised in appendix 2. That appendix demonstrates clearly the depth and breadth of the issues that are covered 
in estimates and what a mammoth effort it is for everyone involved—participating members, members, staff, 
ministers, agency representatives and other witnesses. The committee thanks everyone involved in that process. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I would like to say a few words about the seventy-third report of the Standing Committee 
on Estimates and Financial Operations that was tabled on 8 May this year. If the committee chair or any other 
member has a response to my comments, I would be happy to take that briefly by way of interjection so that we 
do not unnecessarily delay matters. 

I find this type of reporting quite helpful. I encourage the committee to do this by way of a wrap-up of the budget 
estimates hearings for each year. I have to confess that I cannot recall whether this has been a standard practice of 
the committee or whether it is a new thing, but in any event I encourage it to continue. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: There is more substance to these reports in this Parliament. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Yes, terrific. As I say, I find quite helpful several of the things, including the appendices 
at the end that summarise the topics that were raised in the hearing. Like other members who are participating 
members and not members of the committee, we do not tend to go to all of the hearings; therefore, having a helpful 
summary is useful so that we might then be minded to go back to the transcripts if there are particular topics of 
interest. I draw to members’ attention paragraph 2.9 on page 3 of the report under the heading “Changes to 
Committee procedures”, which states — 

In 2017, the Committee made the following changes to the procedures: 

• Members were asked to email the Committee with nominations for agencies to appear for a hearing 

• introduction of the Electronic Lodgement System … 

• individual Members were allocated a specific amount of time for questions at hearings 

• Members were surveyed for feedback on the hearings and the Electronic Lodgement System. 

I am operating from memory, and I defer to the chair who has far greater experience on this committee than I, but 
when I look at the first dot point, I feel that that has happened every year that I have been here. I do not know that 
it could necessarily be categorised as the committee having made a change to the procedures. I stand to be 
corrected if that is a new procedure, but without having the opportunity to interrogate my deleted and sent items 
in my email, I feel relatively confident to say to members that in each year I have been asked to nominate agencies 
to appear and in most of those years I have taken up that opportunity. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: In some years it was not done by direct email; it was done by your party representative or 
leader. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Okay, that perhaps explains it because certainly 2017 is the year that we are looking at 
here and in all previous years I was a member of the Legislative Council supporting the government and I dare say 
there probably was not too much consultation with the respective leaders of the government at the time. 
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Hon Alanna Clohesy: Noted. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: It is probably more of a consultation for opposition members. That probably explains why 
I have taken it upon myself in past years to nominate agencies in any event. 

The introduction of the electronic lodgement system is listed as the second dot point under paragraph 2.9. I agree 
that that is certainly a change that has been made to the procedures by the committee. For what it is worth, I have 
found that to be a helpful process. I do not know whether that is universally the case with other members. 
I certainly have had no difficulty with it. It is easy for me to say that, given that I have outstanding staff who use 
the electronic lodgement system under my direction, so I do not profess to be an expert on the system, but 
I certainly have had no difficulty with it. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: I understand that they probably get a lot of experience in using that, member. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Right, they are now experts in the system, which is fantastic. 

The third dot point is that individual members were allocated a specific amount of time for questions at hearings. 
That certainly was a change to the procedures and, as members can see from the report, that has generated quite 
a bit of feedback from members. We have heard some of that in the debate this afternoon. I will come back to that 
point in a moment. 

Finally, members were surveyed for feedback on the hearings and the electronic lodgement system. It seems to me 
that that surveying process was undertaken in the past, to the best of my recollection, but I hasten to add that at 
paragraph 5.2 on page 13 the report ends with this quote — 

In this round of estimates, the Committee also introduced new procedures for its hearings and reinstated 
the Members’ survey. 

That indicates that presumably for a period there was no feedback. I was not aware of that, so I congratulate the 
committee on reinstating that. Plainly that should happen and it should continue. I think members will agree—
maybe it is a bit of a presumption on my part—that as a result of the feedback that arose from this particular set of 
hearings, the latest round of hearings have been better. It demonstrates the need for continuing to survey members 
and obtaining the feedback. 

I draw to the attention of members, and in particular to the committee, paragraph 2.27 on page 5 of the report, 
which states — 

The Committee is satisfied that the evidence in Table 1 supports the conclusion that the time allotted to 
participating Members was reasonable. 

If members have the opportunity to look at the report, they will find a table entitled “Minutes spent on questions 
in each hearing”. It lists each of the agencies that appeared before the committee in various rows. The columns in 
the table indicate the time that was allocated to committee members and a separate column identifies the time 
given to participating members. The total amount of time provided to committee members is said to be nine hours 
and 21 minutes, but for participating members it is 19 hours and 59 minutes, so the total is 29 hours and 20 minutes. 
Respectfully, that table is not evidence to support the conclusion that the time allocated to participating members 
was reasonable. It is simply evidence that the total amount of time used by participating members was greater than 
the total amount used by committee members. However, there are only five committee members—one of whom 
is in the chair, so there are four committee members. Any number of members could be participating members. In 
fact, it could be every other member in the chamber. By any reading of this data it is hardly surprising that the 
participating members’ total time would be greater than the committee members’ total time. That is supported by 
the recent remarks by the chair of the committee, who indicated that in this Parliament one of the difficulties for 
the committee is the large number of participating members. Respectfully, I request that if the committee is 
inclined to include a table like this in its next report, which I think would be valuable, it would be helpful to identify 
the proportion of time in each of the hearings that was allocated to committee members and participating members 
on a pro rata basis rather than showing the total amount of time. That would give us a bit of a sense of how much 
time was given to participating members versus committee members. For example, the second line of table 1 shows 
data for the Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development, which was not a hearing that I attended. 
I note that, according to the committee, committee members were provided with 27 minutes. 

The CHAIR: Hon Nick Goiran has the call. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I was just remarking on the second line item of table 1 on page 5 of this report. I note that 
in the hearing for the Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development, 27 minutes were allocated to 
committee members. Plainly, one committee member was in the chair, which leaves four committee members. 
That is nearly seven minutes per committee member. Participating members had 55 minutes. For all I know 
10 participating members may have been there, in which case, each would have had less than six minutes each. 
I simply do not know the answer to that question. I think the table could be improved by providing that information. 
Then, and only then, would the committee have evidence to support its conclusion. I encourage the committee to 
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take up that issue. I do that without making any observation about who ought to have the greater amount of time. 
I can understand committee members, who have put their names forward to be on this committee and been 
appointed by this chamber, taking the view that they should have the majority of the time. They are volunteering 
to be on the committee and of the rest of us who are part-time members, if I can use that phrase — 
Hon Stephen Dawson: Fairweather friends! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I am not going to say fairweather friends. I am going to say that part-time members, rather 
than full-time members of the committee, might not be entitled to have quite the same amount of time. I can 
understand why committee members might hold that view. I can equally understand the view of those of us who 
are not committee members, and get only modest opportunities to interrogate agencies, holding the view that we 
would like to maximise the time when we are there, whereas the committee members can effectively call hearings 
whenever they like. I can see an argument for both cases and I do not want to spend too much time debating that. 
I simply ask the committee to ensure that the data it provides in the report in the future will help us to get to the 
bottom of this and ascertain truly whether participating members were given a reasonable amount of time. 
I will move on to paragraph 2.31 of this report under the heading “Members with Executive Responsibility”. I am 
not quite sure why the plural term “members” is used there. I would have thought that the heading should be 
“Member with Executive Responsibility” but it may just be a typo. Paragraph 2.31 says — 

The Chair vacated the chair during those hearings for which she was appearing as a witness (WA Health 
and the Mental Health Commission) and absented herself from relevant Committee deliberations. 

I congratulate the committee on establishing those types of policies and procedures as identified in paragraph 2.32, 
which enabled that to take place. Plainly, that has to be the case. I was encouraged to read at the end of that 
paragraph that the chair absented herself from relevant committee deliberations because it cannot possibly be the 
case that a committee of the Legislative Council that has been tasked with interrogating agencies, including 
WA Health and the Mental Health Commission, could have as one of those members deliberating on those aspects 
the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Health; Mental Health. Plainly, that would be improper, so 
I congratulate the committee and the chair for dealing with that matter. The committee has established a very 
important procedure to ensure proper integrity is maintained throughout the committee process. 
Other than that, I might leave my remarks to our consideration of the upcoming report looking at the annual report 
process, which is a different function that is undertaken by this committee, but I want to ask one question. 
Potentially, the chair can help me and this may have been addressed previously in the debate either today or on 
a previous occasion. The title of this report is “Part 1: Estimates hearings and related matters”. 
Hon Alanna Clohesy: That is explained in both the executive summary and the introduction. The committee 
considers the whole budget cycle. Part 1 of the budget cycle is the budget; therefore, the estimates hearings on the 
budget. Part 2 is the annual report. In terms of accountability, it is the whole cycle. The seventy-fourth report is 
from the end of the previous cycle, so the next report will be part 2. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: That makes sense and is a helpful clarification. That is what confused me. The 2016–17 
annual report hearings did not say part 2, and this is a new process that has been established by the committee. As 
I indicated earlier, I think it is a good one and helpful. Might I be so bold as to ask when part 2 is likely to be 
tabled? 
Hon Alanna Clohesy: I could not reflect on committee deliberations. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Okay. It is a work in progress. With those comments, I join with others in supporting the 
noting of this report. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: I rise to make a contribution to the noting of the seventy-third report of the 
Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations tabled in May this year. In doing so I want to 
congratulate the committee and all the public servants who attended the hearings throughout the course of estimates 
week. I want to reiterate that it is becoming increasingly difficult to adequately scrutinise the budget for a range 
of things. I think Hon Alanna Clohesy mentioned the issue of the increased number of non-government parties in 
this chamber. I also think the machinery-of-government reforms have certainly played a role in making it difficult 
to get public servants who have the expertise that we seek in front of the committee, given that Western Australia 
now has these superagencies, which I think adds to the burden of the committee’s estimates hearings process. 
I want to talk about a couple of things in the report. I know the report did not go as far as making recommendations, 
but I think it made some very good suggestions, particularly under the section “Consideration of related matters”. 
I hope the government will take note of the suggestions on how the budget papers are presented. One particularly 
good suggestion was using paragraph numbering in agency statements. Last year, and increasingly this year, 
members referred to a page number when asking questions and often a specific place on the page to assist the 
ministers, parliamentary secretaries and public servants who are appearing as witnesses. It is difficult when there 
is a long list of bullet points and people have to count up or down and land at the right point on a page. I think that 
is a quite practical and reasonable suggestion that I hope the government and Treasury will consider. 
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We are probably approaching the time to consider whether there is a better way of conducting the estimates 
hearings; I do not know how much of an appetite there is for that. I know the Standing Committee on Estimates 
and Financial Operations has broader responsibilities beyond that week of the year during which we scrutinise the 
budget papers, but obviously for those of us who are not committee members, annual reports and budget papers 
are what we tend to focus on during that week. Obviously, the committee does a lot of good work every other 
week of the year. I note that the other place has a different process; it has a two-committee process of the house. 
One of the things I find beneficial about that process is the greater amount of time devoted to it, but also the way 
in which it is reported. All of those hearings and the evidence that is provided in the other place is reported by 
Hansard, so when it comes to us reflecting on the information that is extracted through the estimates hearing 
process, it is quite easily searchable on the intranet. 

Consideration of report postponed, pursuant to standing orders. 

Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission — Seventh Report — 
“Unfinished business: The Corruption and Crime Commission’s response 
to the Committee’s report on Dr Cunningham and Ms Atoms” — Motion 

Resumed from 9 May on the following motion moved by Hon Alison Xamon — 

That the report be noted. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: As members will be aware, this report is one that has already been subject to 
considerable discussion and debate in this place. I want particularly to acknowledge the very helpful and extensive 
contribution made by Hon Adele Farina, outlining the history of how we got to this point with this report, why it 
is of such great importance to this chamber, and why it is worthy of ongoing consideration. 

This matter is currently still live before the courts. As such, I am concerned to ensure that thorough ongoing 
discussion of the matter can occur in an environment in which we are aware of what the final determination of the 
court process is going to look like. 

Consideration Postponed 

Hon ALISON XAMON: I move — 

That consideration of the seventh report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission be postponed to the next sitting of the Council. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I apologise to the honourable member; I was momentarily distracted. Perhaps she could 
assist and clarify for me by way of interjection the reason we need to defer. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: I thank the honourable member, who I am aware has also been paying quite close 
attention to this particular matter. As I just explained, the court decision on the appeal process for this matter has 
been deferred and we still do not have a final determination. As such, because I think this is an issue that is worthy 
of full consideration, particularly once we know the outcome of those proceedings, I proposed to the chamber that 
we defer consideration until a later date. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: First of all, I thank Hon Alison Xamon for that helpful explanation and I indicate that 
I concur with her that the matter would probably be best postponed at this time. 

Question put and passed. 

Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations — Seventy-fourth Report — 
“2016–17 Annual Report hearings” 

Resumed from 10 May. 

Motion 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I move — 

That the report be noted. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: If I understand correctly, notwithstanding the fact that item 1 today was put to the bottom 
of the list, if we were to get there this afternoon, it cannot come back on this afternoon, can it? 

The CHAIR: Yes, it can. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: In which case, I will make my brief comments on this excellent seventy-fourth report by 
the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations of the fortieth Parliament. I want to make some 
comments on annual report hearings, but as I have indicated previously, it is more about the next round of hearings 
than these ones. These are quite old hearings, if you like. They were conducted in February 2018 and the only 
comment I make to the Chair is that at that time, an annual report was tabled by the then Department for Child 
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Protection. It was possible for a member to request the committee to have a hearing with the Department for Child 
Protection and the individuals who could respond to questions on that report. Plainly, we will not have that 
anymore because it is now the Department of Communities, so that is going to make things a little more 
complicated, not only for the committee but also for members. I want to avoid a situation in which members are 
then asked to simply get the Department of Communities in to interrogate the annual report, because that really 
will not work. I think the estimates process for departments that was undertaken by the committee this year was 
a helpful one, so I encourage it to take a similar approach to some of these megadepartments for the interrogation 
of annual reports. I will perhaps leave it at that.  

Resolved, on motion by Hon Alanna Clohesy (Parliamentary Secretary), that consideration of the report be 
postponed to the next sitting of the Council. 

Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation — Tenth Report — “Annual Report 2017” 

Resumed from 17 May. 

Motion 

On motion by Hon Martin Pritchard, resolved — 

That the report be noted. 

Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations — Seventy-third Report — 
“2017–18 Budget Cycle — Part 1: Estimates hearings and related matters” — Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Just before I was interrupted by the standing orders, I was reflecting on perhaps the 
need to revisit the way in which we have long conducted our estimates hearings in this chamber. I was making 
some very loose references to the process in the other place, which I am not holding up as an ideal model but was 
drawing some comparisons between the two processes. One of those was the way in which the estimates hearings 
in the other place are recorded within Hansard and the internet search of Parliament. When I raised this with 
a member of the committee staff, they pointed out to me that the committee’s page now has a search function 
within each of its inquiries, which I did not know about. Apparently, it is a fairly recent feature of the estimates 
committee, which I have now used on several occasions. My point still is that a person would need to know that 
the committee is in receipt of the information they are seeking in order to use that search function. When a member 
may be searching Hansard on a particular issue, the search would not be looking at what the committee holds 
within its records, which is quite significant and detailed information in many respects, much more significant and 
detailed than we often solicit in this chamber during the Committee of the Whole House stage of a bill or even 
questions without notice. There could be an opportunity to look at the way in which that information could be 
more accessible from a Hansard search. Some work is being done by the Parliament in overhauling its public 
website as well as intranet pages, and that may well consider those issues. 

I want to talk about the pre-imposed questions. Every time we have estimates there is some unreasonable 
expectations of members who turn up and ask the most detailed questions that they could possibly think of and 
expect the public servants on the other side to have a trolley of information ready to hand over. Some really obscure 
and detailed questions are being asked from the floor of the estimates hearings. They are not being asked prior to 
hearings, but they are being asked or put on the record during the hearing. Members will even say, “I am running 
out of time so can you just put all these on notice?” and they will rattle off all these questions during the hearing, 
which consumes time during the estimates process that could be used in asking questions that may well be able to 
be answered by the witnesses. 

I did jump the gun prior to the winter recess in raising a matter during members’ statements. If I am not mistaken, 
it was the last sitting day prior to the winter recess, Thursday, 28 June. I made a member’s statement on the 
seventy-third report of the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations. Members have previously 
canvassed section 3 of the report, “Provision of Information to the Committee”, which is valuable information that 
the committee now monitors and reports on when an agency, minister or parliamentary secretary refuses to provide 
information. That is provided in table 2 on page 7 of the report. I note in the report that three occasions when 
information was refused have been identified. It went on to state that the Minister for Emergency Services and the 
Minister for Tourism had lodged a section 82 notice for each chamber of Parliament, but the Minister for Regional 
Development had not. Paragraph 3.5 of the report states — 

The Committee will contact the Minister for Regional Development on that matter. 

When I made inquiries with the committee, I understand there may have been some administrative oversight in 
contacting the Minister for Regional Development, reminding her of her obligations under section 82 of the 
Financial Management Act. I am not sure whether that has changed since making those inquiries in June, but 
I raised this in a member’s statement on 28 June because of the noncompliance of the minister that was pointed 
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out in the seventy-third report. I would have thought that would have spurred the Minister for Regional 
Development and her office into some action in making sure that she complies with section 82 of the 
Financial Management Act. I note that during the break the minister gave notice under the Financial Management 
Act of a refusal to provide an answer to two estimates questions, one asked by myself and one asked by 
Hon Colin de Grussa, but they relate to the 2018–19 budget estimates hearings, not the 2017–18 budget estimates 
hearings that are the matter before us in the seventy-third report. That obviously continues to concern me, given 
that the committee has raised it, I have raised it in a member’s statement on 28 June and I am raising it again today 
on 15 August. I am not too sure on how many more occasions I am able to continue raising the same point. The 
minister sits right next to the chair of the estimates committee who tabled the seventy-third report in this chamber 
in May this year. I am not sure what the challenge is and I think the only option I have left is to write to the 
Auditor General myself and inform her of the noncompliance with section 82 of the Financial Management Act. 

The CHAIR: Hon Martin Aldridge has the attention of the chamber. We have over seven minutes available to us 
today. 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Thanks, Mr Chair. 

The other point that I want to raise will concur with the observations that some members made that the 2018–19 
budget estimates hearings were an improvement on the 2017–18 budget estimates hearings. I agree with those 
remarks. I also recognise the chair of that committee, Hon Alanna Clohesy, was the only ongoing member of the 
committee after the election and, indeed, four of the other five committee members were new and there was 
a significant number of new members in this chamber. The committee in that first year was going to encounter 
some challenges, not the least, as I said, relating to the machinery-of-government reforms. One comment I want 
to make, which I found was the case with the 2017–18 budget estimates hearings as it was this year, was the 
relatively short time between the estimates hearings concluding and the window in which to provide questions 
post hearing.  

I refer to paragraph 2.8 on page 3 of the report. If I recall correctly, the hearings occurred between 16 and 
20 October 2017. Paragraph 2.8 states — 

Members of the Legislative Council could submit additional questions to any agency by 12:00pm, 
Monday 23 October 2017. 

That is the Monday after the last hearing on the Friday. I think the hearings are from Monday to Friday. I do not 
know how other members deal with questions post-hearing, but I often wait for the hearing transcript to come back 
and I review that transcript not only for the questions or lines of questions that I have pursued but also questions 
from others because sometimes there are similarities and that information allows me to present questions 
post-hearing. That time is obviously very tight. If a hearing occurs on a Friday and I am waiting for a transcript to 
come back—I am not quite sure how quick that process is—I doubt that I would get a transcript from Friday 
afternoon before the weekend and I have until Monday to submit questions post-hearing. I know this certainly was 
an issue again this year. I am not quite sure why that time frame needs to be so rigid, but, certainly, we could have 
some more time to consider the transcripts post-hearing. Often, if we are going straight back into another sitting 
week, as I think we did this year, that also presents challenges. If we have sitting weeks before and after hearings, 
there are obviously time pressures on members to fully review the estimates hearings transcripts and questions 
prior to hearings for preparing questions post-hearings. 

With those remarks, I just want to reiterate my introductory comments and thank the committee and the witnesses 
before the committee in the 2017–18 budget estimates hearings. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I had not intended to contribute to the debate until Hon Alanna Clohesy made some 
comments. I would like to respond to those comments. I was trying to be as charming as I possibly could be with 
regard to my comments. My issue with the previous estimates hearings remains; that is, we most definitely had 
less opportunity to scrutinise the budget papers than last year—most definitely! I have to be honest, I did not like 
the process, and the Liberal Party concurred with my views in that area. We felt that we did not get sufficient time 
to scrutinise the budget papers. The point was made in the report that four out of the five members of the 
Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations were new members and they were not attuned to what 
has occurred in the past. No disrespect to those members at all, but it was different. I want to make that point. 
I have been here for many years and I feel that we did not have the opportunity either as opposition members—
I have been in opposition previously—or as ministers to flesh out issues. That was my point there, and that is 
reflected in the views of the Liberal Party. 
With regard to there being more political parties, as the honourable member pointed out, yes, there were more 
parties, but I would like to point something else out: the estimates committee is made up of five parties and they 
had their representation on that committee. In addition, the Liberal Party, mindful of that, sent two members to 
each hearing. Previously, we would have had up to half a dozen members at each hearing, which we did not have 
this year. To ensure that we did not monopolise hearings we only sent two members. In effect, there was the same 
number of members, if not fewer members, to scrutinise the budget papers, outside of the committee. 
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Hon Nick Goiran brought up the valid point of the proportion of members from each party. I mentioned that point 
in my first contribution, and it is the point I would like to reinforce. The fact that we have the five members of the 
committee who also have other opportunities to scrutinise the budget papers through individual hearings taking up 
what was effectively about 40 per cent of the hearing’s time in some instances is fine, but it has to be acknowledged 
that the estimates hearings are for the entire house. Are they not for the entire house? If I am wrong in that—the 
honourable member is shaking her head—that is something that we need to debate in the future. I do not mind the 
interjection. Is that the member’s understanding of it? That it is an opportunity for the house to scrutinise the 
budget papers. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: Are you talking to me? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, I am. The member was shaking her head when I made those comments. I am not 
being objectionable here, but we need to clarify this. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: I wasn’t shaking my head at you, member. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Okay, that is fine. As I was talking, the member was shaking her head, so I assumed 
that she disagreed with what I had to say. 

I am not being difficult here; I am actually just saying something that my party has said. Normally, we deal with 
these things behind the Chair and work them out in a very amicable fashion. I would like to think that we can do 
that again now; that is why we are having a debate over these reports. 

Previously, the Liberal Party would always send half a dozen members to hearings, but we did not; we only sent 
two members. That confines the number of members here to scrutinise the budget papers. 

The CHAIR: Our time for consideration of committee reports has now concluded for this sitting week. 

Consideration of report adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to standing orders. 

NATURAL GAS (CANNING BASIN JOINT VENTURE) AGREEMENT (TERMINATION) BILL 2017 

Committee 

Resumed from 14 August. The Chair of Committees (Hon Simon O’Brien) in the chair; Hon Alannah MacTiernan 
(Minister for Regional Development) in charge of the bill. 

Clause 1: Short title — 

Progress was reported after the clause had been partly considered. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I will be very brief; I told the minister this, so hopefully we can get this done in time. 
The original state agreement act was criticised by a number of the Indigenous communities in the area. I wonder 
to what extent the Nyikina Mangala, Yungngora, Karajarri Yanja or Yawuru people have been consulted in relation 
to these agreements. 

Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: We are not debating the actual making of the agreements; we are debating the 
termination of the agreements, so I am going to seek advice on the consultation on the termination. It is not clear 
that there was a formal consultation in relation to the termination notice that went through. As I have said before, 
this was really effectively a process in which various joint venture partners decided they wanted to go their own 
ways and there was a dividing up. I know there is ongoing dialogue with Nyikina Mangala, and it would be true 
to say that different groups have different attitudes in terms of their enthusiasm, from not supporting to strongly 
supporting, for the exploration permits in their area. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I thank the minister for that answer and I thank her for coming back into committee for 
a very short time. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 2 to 8 put and passed. 

Title put and passed. 

Report 

Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Alannah MacTiernan (Minister for Regional Development), and 
passed. 

Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm  
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

WANDOO REHABILITATION PRISON 

573. Hon PETER COLLIER to the minister representing the Minister for Corrective Services: 

I refer to the government’s media announcement on Monday, 6 August 2018 about Wandoo Rehabilitation Prison. 

(1) What is the expected cost of operating the prison on an annual basis, and what is its expected capacity? 

(2) What was the annual cost of operating the Wandoo reintegration facility for the 2017–18 financial year? 

(3) What was the average daily prisoner population of the Wandoo reintegration facility for the 2017–18 
financial year? 

(4) Will there be mandatory screening of prison officers for contraband at the Wandoo rehabilitation facility, 
as there will be for visitors; and, if not, why not? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 

I thank the Leader of the Opposition for some notice of the question. 

The Department of Justice advises as follows. 

(1) The expected cost equals $12.45 million. The expected capacity equals 77 prisoners. 

(2) The total cost for the year was to be $13.759 million. 

(3) The average daily prisoner population was 56. Prisoners were held in this facility for only 278 days during 
this period. 

(4) The provision of searches for all facilities/prisons is covered under “Policy Directive 26: Searches”. This 
requires all persons, vehicles and items entering or exiting a facility to be searched, including staff. 

SYNERGY — RENEWABLE ENERGY BUYBACK SCHEME 

574. Hon PETER COLLIER to the minister representing the Minister for Energy: 

I refer to the review of the renewable energy buyback scheme being conducted by Treasury. 

(1) Has the Department of Treasury been provided with the terms of reference for the review? 

(2) If yes to (1), will the Treasurer table the terms of reference and will the minister commit to publically 
releasing the review once finalised; and, if not, why not? 

(3) How many customers are currently receiving a REBS payment from Synergy? 

(4) Has the government set an end date for the REBS; and, if so, what is that date? 

(5) Has the government placed a capacity cap on either the number of REBS customers or the amount of 
energy Synergy will accept under the scheme? 

(6) If yes to (5), what is that cap? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 

I thank the Leader of the Opposition for some notice of the question. 

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) As of June 2018, 238 536 customers receive a REBS payment from Synergy. 

(4)–(5) No. 

(6) Not applicable. 

HALIDON PRIMARY SCHOOL — ADMINISTRATION BUILDING UPGRADE 

575. Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN to the Minister for Education and Training: 

I refer to the minister’s partial answer to my question without notice 570 of 14 August about Halidon Primary 
School. 

(1) What exactly was done in what the minister described as a “redevelopment of the current administration”? 

(2) Who made the Local Projects, Local Jobs commitment to undertake the project; when was it made; what 
precisely was the commitment; to whom was it made; and where can the text or other evidence of the 
commitment be found? 
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Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) It was a new reception, foyer area, office for the manager of corporate services, carpets and painting 

throughout the administration block, and relocation of the information technology server. 
(2) The member for Kingsley has campaigned on this project. As the honourable member would be aware, 

campaigning and advocating for local projects can be undertaken in a number of different methods by all 
members of Parliament or political candidates. 

CAMP SCHOOLS — LEASING 
576. Hon DONNA FARAGHER to the Minister for Education and Training: 
I refer to the answer given to question without notice 490 asked on 26 June 2018 about requests for proposals to 
lease and operate six Department of Education camp schools and Landsdale Farm School. 
I indicate that part of this question was answered yesterday, but I submitted it yesterday. 
Hon Sue Ellery: But it was not you. 
Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Correct. That is why I am asking it again. 
(1) Can the minister confirm that the requests for proposals has closed; and, if not, what is the new closing 

date for submissions? 
(2) If yes to (1)— 

(a) how many submissions were received for each of the camp schools; and 
(b) how many submissions were received for Landsdale Farm School? 

(3) When will the preferred respondents for each camp school and Landsdale Farm School be announced? 
Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question 
(1) Yes. The request for proposal closed on Thursday, 19 July 2018. 
(2) (a)–(b) A total of six submissions were received for the camp schools and Landsdale Farm School. 

Individual numbers are not provided due to the tender process being commercial-in-confidence. 
(3) It is anticipated that the preferred respondents will be announced in late August 2018. 

CHILD PROTECTION — CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE — ROEBOURNE 
577. Hon NICK GOIRAN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Child Protection: 
I refer to the minister’s answer to my question without notice 555 asked on 14 August 2018, in which she informed 
the house that no record was made of the verbal advice she received on 2 July 2018. 
(1) If no record was made, on what basis was the minister able to say with confidence that the advice was 

received on the precise date of 2 July 2018? 
(2) Who provided the advice? 
(3) Where was the advice given? 
(4) Who was present when the advice was given? 
(5) Did the person who gave the verbal advice refer to any document in order to provide the advice? 
(6) If yes to (5), will the minister table that document? 
Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) The minister is able to say that the advice was received on 2 July 2018 as it was provided as part of the 

work of her office in the development of the opinion piece referred to in the member’s previous question. 
(2) The advice was provided by the Department of Communities to a staff member of the minister’s office 

who verbally briefed the minister. 
(3) The advice was given verbally to the minister, who was out of the office. 
(4) A member of the minister’s staff provided the advice during a phone call to the minister. 
(5) The minister’s staff member who was assisting the minister with the development of the opinion piece 

referred to information provided by the Department of Communities. 
(6) Yes. I table the attached email to the answer. 
[See paper 1604.] 
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BHP SOUTH FLANK PROJECT — OFFSHORE STEEL FABRICATION WORK 
578. Hon JACQUI BOYDELL to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 
I refer to an article in The West Australian online of 14 August titled “Union fury as BHP sends South Flank steel 
work offshore”. 
(1) Has the Premier met with BHP to attempt to convince it to use Western Australian steel manufacturers? 
(2) If yes to (1), on what dates did the Premier meet with BHP, and who was present? 
(3) If no to (1), why not? 
(4) What options did the Premier put on the table to incentivise BHP to use local steel manufacturers? 
(5) Does the Premier believe it is appropriate for BHP to send 20 000 tonnes of structural steelwork to 

north east China when Western Australia’s fabricators have the ability to undertake the work? 
The PRESIDENT: I think that last part of the question might be seeking an opinion, Leader of the House. You 
might have the answer to that. 
Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
Madam President, surely you are right. I was going to say you may be right, but of course you would always be 
right. I have an answer anyway. 
(1)–(3) The Premier has met with BHP on the following dates with the following people present: 23 March 2017, 

Mike Henry, Hon Bill Johnston, Neil Roberts and Guy Houston; 7 April 2017, Andrew Mackenzie and 
Guy Houston; 28 April 2017, George Wright and Guy Houston; 21 July 2017, BHP workers, 
Jamie MacDonald, Cale Black and Jo Gaines; 2 August 2017, Edgar Basto, Steve Wood, Guy Houston 
and Jo Gaines; 24 October 2017, Hedland Senior High School trade training students, Jamie MacDonald, 
Caitlin Goddard and Cale Black; 24 October 2017, BHP port operations, Jamie MacDonald, 
Caitlin Goddard and Cale Black; 23 March 2018, Edgar Basto, Kristin Berger, Guy Houston and 
Jo Gaines; 7 May 2018, George Wright, Hon Bill Johnston, Neil Roberts and Jo Gaines; 25 May 2018, 
BHP South Flank Forum, Daniel Pastorelli, Caitlin Goddard and Cale Black; 14 June 2018, Eddy Haegel, 
Rob Carruthers and Jo Gaines; 2 July 2018, Andrew Mackenzie, Edgar Basto, George Wright, 
Rob Clifford, Guy Houston and Jo Gaines; and 25 July 2018, Edgar Basto, Mike Henry, Jo Gaines, 
Lannie LePatterson and Cale Black. 

(4)–(5) The Premier uses every opportunity to promote local content and local jobs and has discussed with 
representatives of BHP the importance of using local steel manufacturers, including addressing 
prospective tenderers at an event in May 2018. The Premier continues to raise the issue with BHP.  

SHARKS — HAZARD MITIGATION — DRUM LINE TRIAL 
579. Hon RICK MAZZA to the minister representing the Minister for Fisheries: 
I refer to the McGowan government’s planned Shark-Management-Alert-in-Real-Time drum lines trial in the south 
west to determine whether the non-lethal technology is effective at reducing shark attacks in Western Australia. 
(1) Why has the information provided by the New South Wales government been deemed not suitable to 

determine the effectiveness of SMART drum lines? 
(2) How many SMART drum lines does the government plan to use? 
(3) Where will SMART drum lines be sourced from? 
(4) When does the government anticipate the trial will commence? 
(5) If successful, in what other areas of the coast will drum lines be deployed? 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN replied: 
I thank the member for the question. The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following information. 
(1) The information provided by the NSW government was insufficient to allow a proper analysis of the 

potential use of SMART drum lines off the Western Australian coast. The NSW government provided 
information on the number of sharks caught but did not provide information on the behaviour of sharks 
after relocation and release. 

(2) Approximately 10. 
(3) This is yet to be determined. 
(4) The trial will start as soon as possible, subject to staff training, capital purchases, tendering processes and 

approvals. 
(5) This will be determined following a scientific review of the trial by the Chief Scientist. 



4564 [COUNCIL — Wednesday, 15 August 2018] 

 

POLICE — FIREARMS — GEL BALL GUNS 

580. Hon AARON STONEHOUSE to the minister representing the Minister for Police: 

I note that there has been confusion across a range of Australian jurisdictions in the past 24 months about the 
legality of gel ball guns, which are sometimes known as gel blasters. 

(1) Are gel blasters legal in Western Australia? 

(2) If yes to (1), can the minister confirm that the WA firearms branch has no active interest in their sale or 
possession? 

(3) If no to (1), can the minister inform the house about the level of correspondence her office has received 
on this issue since the government came to power, and what changes, if any, she proposes to introduce 
around gel blaster sales and ownership? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. The following information has been provided to 
me by the Minister for Police. 

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) The Minister for Police has received minimal correspondence in relation to gel ball guns, which are sometimes 
known as gel blasters. These firearms will be considered for discussion within the recommendations from the 
Law Reform Commission of Western Australia’s review of the Firearms Act 1973. 

POLICE — MEDICALLY RETIRED OFFICERS 

581. Hon CHARLES SMITH to the minister representing the Minister for Police: 

I refer to the 2016 “How do they manage?” report by the Community Development and Justice Standing 
Committee, which found that medically retiring police officers by means of a loss of confidence notice issued by 
the Commissioner of Police under the provisions of section 8 of the Police Act 1892, was inappropriate and in 
need of reform. 

(1) Given that the current Minister for Police has publicly acknowledged the problems associated with 
section 8, why has the current state government thus far failed to introduce legislation to amend the 
section 8 provisions of the Police Act so that WA police officers can be medically retired with dignity? 

(2) Can the minister provide a firm time frame on when such legislation will be introduced? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. The following information has been provided to 
me by the Minister for Police. 

(1)–(2) Work is underway to amend section 8 to differentiate between police officers retired on medical grounds 
and those removed because the Commissioner of Police has lost confidence in them. This amendment 
will ensure that injured or ill officers can retire from the Western Australia Police Force through a process 
that treats them with due dignity and respect. The amendments may be ready to be introduced to 
Parliament later this year but, if not, they will be introduced in the first session of Parliament next year. 

FOREST PRODUCTS COMMISSION — INDEPENDENT AUDIT 

582. Hon DIANE EVERS to the minister representing the Minister for Forestry: 

I refer to the response provided to question 12 in the “2016–17 Annual Report Hearings — Additional Questions” 
document regarding an independent audit of the method of price calculation and payments that is scheduled for 
April 2018. 

(1) Was the independent audit conducted; and — 

(a) if not, why not? 

(b) if yes, who conducted the audit; will the minister please table a copy of the result of the audit; 
and, if not, why not? 

(2) Were any discrepancies found in the payments made by the Forest Products Commission to farmers; and, 
if yes, has the FPC contacted all farmers affected and rectified the payments? 

(3) Were any discrepancies found in the calculation of schedules of base plantation stumpages as tabled 
during the hearings; and, if yes, will the FPC resubmit the schedules? 
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Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN replied: 
I thank the member for the question. The Minister for Forestry has provided the following information. 
(1) No. A delay in the new deliveries and billings system required the April 2018 audit to be postponed to 

August 2018 when the methods of price calculations will be audited. 
(2)–(3) Not applicable. 

STREETLIGHTS — BALLAJURA 
583. Hon TIM CLIFFORD to the minister representing the Minister for Energy: 
I have been informed that as at 5 June, the streetlights on Redgum Drive, Bramble Way and Parkview Drive in 
Ballajura have been not working for months. 
(1) Have these streetlights now been restored? 
(2) If yes to (1), since receiving a complaint, how long was it before the fault was corrected? 
(3) If no to (1), when will the fault be corrected? 
(4) What caused the fault in these streetlights and who was responsible for the damage? 
(5) Across the Perth metropolitan area, how many streetlights are currently not in working order and what is 

the average repair time for these streetlights? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1)–(3) Western Power first received reports of outages in these areas in March. Western Power attended the site 

within its standard five-day period, determined the matter was not a simple bulb replacement, and 
included the fault into its works program. Works on Redgum Drive, Bramble Way and Parkview Drive 
in Ballajura are due to be completed this Friday, 17 August. The work was scheduled to be completed 
last week. However, it was delayed by heavy rain and the planned outage required to finalise the work 
needed to be rescheduled. 

(4) The cause of the outage is a complex cable fault. To rectify the fault, a complete infrastructure redesign 
and replacement was required to prevent a similar outage in the future. 

(5) Western Power uses a combination of community reporting and maintenance-initiated auditing to manage 
more than 250 000 streetlights in the Western Power network. Currently, there are 1 054 open streetlight 
fault orders across the Perth metropolitan area. Western Power responds to community reports of faults 
within five business days and repairs, which are often basic lightbulb or light head replacements, are 
completed on the day of inspection. 

NATIONAL SCIENCE WEEK — REGIONAL EVENTS 
584. Hon COLIN TINCKNELL to the minister representing the Minister for Science: 
During this week’s National Science Week, a number of Perth-centric events are being held in Western Australia 
to promote the sciences. In addition to this, a third science innovation hub has been announced and will be located 
in Perth’s south at Curtin University. With respect to promoting and providing access to the sciences in regional 
areas — 
(1) How many science week events are being held in WA? 
(2) How many of these events are Perth-based? 
(3) How many are regional events? 
(4) Has consideration been given to basing an innovation hub in a regional area; if so, when and for where is 

it planned; and, if not, why not? 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN replied: 
I thank the member for the question. The Minister for Science has provided the following information. 
(1) There are currently 264 events and 33 competitions and online activities in Western Australia registered 

by their organisers on the National Science Week website. 
(2) Over 120 of the Western Australia events are registered as being in Perth. 
(3) Approximately 80 of the Western Australian events are registered as being in the regions. It should be 

noted that some events occur in both the metropolitan and regional areas. 
(4) Out of the state government’s $16.7 million new industries fund, $4.5 million has been allocated to the 

state’s nine regions as the regional new industries fund to support venture creation and accelerate business 
growth to diversify the economy and create new jobs. The Department of Primary Industries and Regional 
Development, as administrators of the RNIF, have sought and will continue to seek regional submissions 
to optimise outcomes from the available funds. 
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ELECTORAL IRREGULARITIES — INVESTIGATION — PILBARA 

585. Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE to the minister representing the Minister for Police: 

I refer to the referral by Western Australia’s Electoral Commissioner of suspected electoral fraud arising from 
voting irregularity in the Pilbara to the WA Police Force. 

(1) On what date was the referral made to the WA Police Force by the Electoral Commissioner? 

(2) Is the minister aware of the referral; and, on what date was the minister first made aware of the referral 
and by whom? 

(3) Is the investigation ongoing and have any charges been laid? 

(4) Which division of the WA Police Force is investigating or has investigated the complaint? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. The following information has been provided to 
me by the Minister for Police. 

It is not possible to provide a response to this question within the required time period. I will have a response 
available on the next sitting day of the Legislative Council. 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT ON IDENTITY MATCHING SERVICES 

586. Hon SIMON O’BRIEN to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 

I refer to the Intergovernmental Agreement on Identity Matching Services of 5 October 2017, clause 5.5 of which 
states — 

The private sector will not be given access to the other Face Matching Services or the Identity Data 
Sharing Service. 

(1) Will private companies be able to use the identification systems contemplated in the agreement to 
establish the identity of, for example, the owners or drivers of vehicles? 

(2) Will any local government be able to access the identity matching systems? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

As obtaining the information is not possible in the time required, I ask Hon Simon O’Brien to place the question 
on notice; however, I will give an undertaking to see whether I can get the member an answer in the next couple 
of sitting days. If I cannot, I will ask the member to place it on notice. 

“CABINET HANDBOOK” — MATTERS REQUIRING CABINET APPROVAL 

587. Hon TJORN SIBMA to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 

I refer to guidance provided in the most recent version of the “Cabinet Handbook” concerning issues that 
“usually require Cabinet approval”. 

(1) Has it always been the practice of the McGowan government to refer “politically sensitive and policy 
issues with significant financial implications, particularly new policy themes and variations to existing 
policies” to cabinet for noting or approval? 

(2) If no to (1), what exceptions to this rule have there been and for what reasons? 

(3) Furthermore, at what monetary threshold is a matter determined as triggering “significant financial 
implications” necessitating referral to cabinet? 

(4) Regarding question (3), have there been any exceptions to the application of this threshold, and for what 
reason or reasons? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1)–(4) The guidelines in this section of the “Cabinet Handbook” are the same as those that applied under the 
former Liberal–National government. Matters with a financial impact are first considered by the 
Expenditure Review Committee. In addition, cabinet has delegated authority to the Treasurer to make 
decisions on genuine parameter adjustments defined as routine, non-discretionary changes to an agency’s 
budget parameters that are outside the agency’s control but within existing policy settings. These 
adjustments must be agreed between Treasury and the agency, and considered by the Treasurer to be both 
unavoidable and non-contentious. 
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When it is determined that approval under the Treasurer’s delegated authority is appropriate, and with the 
concurrence of the Premier, the relevant minister will receive a letter signed by the Treasurer outlining 
the extent and content of his approval. This approval is immediate, and does not require 
Expenditure Review Committee or cabinet endorsement. The Treasurer may determine that a request is 
contentious, and refer the matter to the Expenditure Review Committee for consideration. 

CITY OF KALGOORLIE–BOULDER — COUNCILLORS’ REMUNERATION 

588. Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Local Government: 
I refer to the article in the Kalgoorlie Miner of Wednesday, 25 April titled “Increase to councillors’ pay packets to 
total $115,000”. 
(1) Will the minister confirm that this will cost ratepayers an extra $114 874 in the council’s 2018–19 budget? 
(2) Is the minister aware that the councillors voted to increase the ratepayers’ levy by three per cent at 

a council meeting, and subsequently adjusted this rate to 1.8 per cent at a special meeting? 
(3) Given the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal’s ruling for a pay freeze for councillors to help reduce the 

need for rate increases, does the minister deem this pay rise warranted? 
(4) Given the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal’s ruling for a pay freeze for councillors to help reduce the 

need for rate increases, does the minister deem the 1.8 per cent increase in levy warranted? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1)–(4) Local governments are established as autonomous organisations, under the provisions of the 

Local Government Act 1995. This is a decision to be made by the City of Kalgoorlie–Boulder, within the 
range approved by the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal. It is the city’s responsibility to justify to its 
ratepayers and residents any increase to elected member annual meeting attendance fees, within the 
applicable band limits. In the current economic climate, I have encouraged, and will continue to 
encourage, local governments to recognise the challenges faced by ratepayers and show moderation in 
the rate and fee increases they adopt. 

TAFE — STUDENT MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 

589. Hon ALISON XAMON to the Minister for Education and Training: 
I refer to the National Centre for Vocational Education Research report “Government-funded students and 
courses—January to March 2018”, which notes — 

Western Australian TAFE figures in 2018 have been affected by reporting delays caused by transition to 
a new student management system. 

(1) Can the minister please now advise the updated number of students for this period for the category TAFE 
institutes and other government providers? 

(2) How many of these additional students are from North Metropolitan TAFE; and how many of these 
additional north metro students are a result of delays in enrolment to the student management system? 

(3) Will these student number reporting issues occur again for second semester enrolments? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of the question. 
(1) The National Centre for Vocational Education Research figures reported for Western Australian TAFEs 

were based on March quarter 2018 VET enrolment data collected by the Department of Training and 
Workforce Development. The March quarter collection represents a standalone year-to-date snapshot of 
activity, and is not revised or updated. 

(2) Not applicable. 
(3) North Metropolitan TAFE is working with the Department of Training and Workforce Development to 

address the reporting issues associated with the new student management system. 
KALGOORLIE HEALTH CAMPUS — MAGNETIC RESONANCE IMAGING MACHINE 

590. Hon ROBIN SCOTT to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
Subsequent to question without notice 476 on the subject of a magnetic resonance imaging machine for Kalgoorlie 
Health Campus — 
(1) Has a study been conducted by the Department of Health into an MRI for Kalgoorlie regional hospital; 

and, if so, will the minister table the study? 
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(2) Is the minister aware of an estimates of cost for purchase, installation and maintenance of an MRI machine 
at the Kalgoorlie–Boulder hospital; and, if so, will the minister provide the estimates? 

(3) In light of reported concerns about the possible impact of vibrations from blasting at the Super Pit, will 
the minister confirm that MRI machines installed in the vicinity of major roads are able to survive 
vibrations caused by heavy trucks? 

(4) Will the minister predict an installation date? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1)–(2) The WA Country Health Service has commissioned and is currently finalising the feasibility study that 
scopes out the MRI service in more detail, and therefore it is not yet available to be tabled in Parliament. 
A first draft of the feasibility study has been received by WACHS, but requires further refinement before 
it is complete. The feasibility study will then inform the business case requirements for funding. 

(3) WACHS has recently undertaken vibration monitoring at the Kalgoorlie Health Campus site. The results 
of that monitoring will assist to inform the best method of construction for the housing of the MRI. 

(4) Procurement, installation and commissioning of the MRI could be achieved within 30 months of a budget 
decision. 

RACING AND WAGERING WESTERN AUSTRALIA — DIRECTORS — APPOINTMENT 

591. Hon COLIN HOLT to the minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming: 

I refer to the recent appointment of the new thoroughbred director and alternate director to the Racing and 
Wagering Western Australia board. 

(1) On what basis did the minister appoint the new director and alternate director, who only received 
nominations from three of the eight eligible bodies? 

(2) If the decision was based on a percentage of participation of each of the eligible bodies, will the minister 
please provide a breakdown of this participation? 

Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN replied: 

I thank the member for the question. The following information has been provided to me by the Minister for Racing 
and Gaming. 

(1) As the eligible thoroughbred racing bodies did not provide a unified nomination, appointment of the new 
director and alternate director was made by the minister on the recommendation of the director general 
of the Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries. 

(2) The director general provided the following breakdown of participation of the thoroughbred eligible 
bodies: WA Racing Trainers Association representation, 3.76 per cent; WA Bookmakers Association, 
0.19 per cent; Thoroughbred Breeders Association, 2.64 per cent; WA Jockeys’ Association, 
0.53 per cent; Country Racing Association, 16.79 per cent; WA Racehorse Owners’ Association 
representation, 48.55 per cent; WA Provincial Thoroughbred Racing Association representation, 
12.03 per cent; Perth Racing representation, 15.52 per cent. 

GREENOUGH REGIONAL PRISON — CRITICAL INCIDENT 

592. Hon JIM CHOWN to the minister representing the Minister for Corrective Services: 

I ask the minister responsible for corrective services and who presided over the largest prison break at 
Greenough Regional Prison in recent history the following. 

(1) How many prison officers were employed at Greenough Regional Prison on 24 July 2017? 

(2) How many prison officers were employed at Greenough Regional Prison on 24 July 2018? 

(3) How many prisoners were incarcerated on 24 July 2017? 

(4) How many prisoners were incarcerated on 24 July 2018? 

(5) What will be the cost of rectifying the infrastructure damage from the riot that took place at 
Greenough Regional Prison on 24 July 2018? 

(6) What is the time frame to have the prison back to being fully functional? 

(7) What steps has the minister taken to ensure that public safety will be upheld and there will not be a repeat 
of prisoner escapes in the state prisons and correctional establishments? 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

Unfortunately, it is not answerable in the given time frame and I ask the member to place the question on notice. 
Having looked at it, there are some elements of it that I should be able to give the member, so I will chase it up for 
tomorrow and give the member the answers to the questions we can get a quick answer on. He might have to put 
the rest on notice. 

BROOME HEALTH CAMPUS — SECURITY SERVICES 

593. Hon KEN BASTON to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the contract for security services at Broome Health Campus awarded in October 2017. 

(1) When awarding this contract, what considerations were given to the Buy Local policy as outlined on page 
10 of WA Labor’s “Plan for the Kimberley”? 

(2) Does the workforce of the successful contractor reside in Broome or rotate staff on a fly in, fly out basis? 

(3) How many Aboriginal people are employed by the successful contractor to provide this service at Broome 
hospital? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) A probity auditor was engaged during the evaluation phase of the process. All relevant State Supply 
Commission policies, including the Buy Local policy, were considered and applied. 

(2) The current provider has advised that it currently employs six security officers to provide the 24 hours 
per day, seven days per week service. Of the six security officers, four reside in Broome and two are fly 
in, fly out. The FIFO is on a three-month rotational basis and Resolute Security Services is negotiating to 
have the two staff reside in Broome permanently. 

(3) The provider currently employs one Aboriginal person. 

GST DISTRIBUTION 

594. Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS to the minister representing the Treasurer: 
I refer to the announcement by the federal government of a proposed new GST distribution regime on 5 July this 
year. 

(1) Under the current forecast of economic conditions across the nation, at what iron ore price would 
Western Australia lose its position as the strongest fiscal economy? 

(2) Which state would take over the position as having the strongest fiscal economy? 

(3) Would Western Australia lose the position of having the strongest fiscal economy under current economic 
conditions, including projections of iron ore prices; and, if so, in which financial year is this predicted to 
occur? 

(4) What modelling has Treasury done on this issue and will the minister either table it or provide a briefing? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) For Western Australia to lose its position as the strongest state in 2021–22, as measured by state GST 
relativities, forecast iron ore prices would need to average about $US38 per tonne in 2018–19 and 
$US37 per tonne in 2019–20. The strongest state, as measured by state GST relativities, is based on an 
average of three years of lagged data. So the relevant data years for 2021–22—the first year the GST 
distribution system starts to transition to the new benchmark of the stronger of New South Wales or 
Victoria—are 2017–18, 2018–19 and 2019–20. 

(2) It would be New South Wales. 

(3) Western Australia is not currently forecast to lose its status across the forward estimates as the strongest 
fiscal economy. 

(4) Following are the Department of Treasury’s GST relativity projections consistent with the 2018–19 state 
budget. Longer term projections are highly sensitive to the assumptions used and less robust than 
estimates across the forward estimates. I seek leave to have the following information incorporated into 
Hansard as it is in tabular form. 

Leave granted. 
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The following material was incorporated — 
 

  NSW Vic Qld WA SA Tas ACT NT 
2019-20 0.842 0.968 1.084 0.573 1.503 1.711 1.193 4.302 
2020-21 0.832 0.957 1.097 0.610 1.506 1.647 1.199 4.409 
2021-22 0.822 0.930 1.136 0.649 1.490 1.614 1.180 4.520 

 

TRANSPORT — PRINCIPAL SHARED PATH NETWORK — COTTESLOE 
Question on Notice 1306 — Answer Advice 

HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral — Minister for Environment) [5.05 pm]: Pursuant to 
standing order 108(2), I wish to inform the house that the answer to question on notice 1306, asked by 
Hon Alison Xamon, MLC, of me as the minister representing the Minister for Transport on 15 May 2018 will be 
provided on 21 August 2018. 

MINISTER FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT 

Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations — Personal Explanation 

HON ALANNAH MacTIERNAN (North Metropolitan — Minister for Regional Development) [5.07 pm] — 
by leave: Earlier today, Hon Martin Aldridge continued to say that I have been failing in my duties in failing to 
produce the requisite section 82 Financial Management Act certificates following a refusal to provide information. 
As I have explained to the member on several occasions and have explained to the parliamentary committee, we 
acted on the advice of the Deputy Clerk of the Legislative Council that as no document actually existed, it was not 
appropriate to seek a section 82 exemption not to obtain such a document. The member reflected on my not 
contacting the committee. I have indeed, over the break, set this out in correspondence to the relevant committee 
and have explained that the letter that was indeed to be written to me in relation to this matter, for some unknown 
reason, had been sent to Minister Kelly. I hope that this matter will be dealt with by the committee and a report 
subsequently tabled. 

APPROPRIATION (RECURRENT 2018–19) BILL 2018 
APPROPRIATION (CAPITAL 2018–19) BILL 2018 

Cognate Debate 

Leave granted for the Appropriation (Recurrent 2018–19) Bill 2018 and the Appropriation (Capital 2018–19) 
Bill 2018 to be considered cognately, and for the Appropriation (Recurrent 2018–19) Bill 2018 to be the 
principal bill. 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 

Resumed from 13 June. 

HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West) [5.10 pm]: As members make their way out of the chamber, I take 
this opportunity to comment generally on the appropriation bills by commenting on the economy and specific state 
expenditure. 

Hon Alison Xamon: Do you have any graphs? 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I did not bring graphs today. I am sorry; I am a bit neglectful. Instead, I am hoping 
to build a visual picture. I know this will be deviating from the norm, but I would like to start by reflecting on 
some of the comments Hon Aaron Stonehouse made and his contribution to the consideration of the estimates. 
I appreciate and always have time for the enthusiasm and ideology of youth. I vaguely remember having that 
enthusiasm and ideology myself, although it was some years ago. 

Hon Michael Mischin: Were you young once? 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Apparently, I was young once. I do not remember it! General consideration of my 
peers would indicate that I was born miserable, cantankerous and middle aged, and I am only getting grumpier 
over time. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: And you’re the nice one of the crew! 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: We are not going to put that to a division, Madam President, because I suspect 
I would lose the vote. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! There is only one person on his feet, and I know he is warming up very well. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Thank you very much for your protection, Madam President. 
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Hon Aaron Stonehouse’s comments yesterday were very interesting. I love listening to young people speaking 
passionately about economic issues, which makes me like bikies, who consider themselves one per cent of society. 
I think those of us who like passionate economic debate are the 0.1 per cent. I might get some badges made up and 
send one to Hon Aaron Stonehouse. 

Hon Michael Mischin: And some leather jackets. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Yes, and some leather jackets. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: You certainly won’t have to share them with members on your side. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: We will see how many we need to get made. 

Honourable members, I am still progressing down the road of economic literacy. 

Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Let us not have them directly tattooed onto us! We are economic tragics not 
necessarily any other tragics. 

Much of what Hon Aaron Stonehouse said about capitalism yesterday is ideologically accurate, but as we get older 
and become experienced in the vagaries of life, we soon discover that pure theory is not necessarily reflected in 
practice over time. 

Let us look at these two theories briefly, only because, with great respect to Hon Aaron Stonehouse—who will of 
course be looking after government and this chamber in many years to come—the pure ideologies of capitalism 
and communism are of themselves quite practical. The two extremes at one level make sense. Occasionally 
I lecture in politics and I explain capitalism and communism—the left and right—in the following way. In my 
view, capitalism and the right wing of politics are strong believers in individual freedoms and individual 
responsibilities—that is, reward for effort directly and individually, and responsibility for actions directly and 
individually. I believe from his comments that that is something Hon Aaron Stonehouse and I have in common. 
We believe in that quite strongly and would put ourselves out on the far right of the political spectrum. The left 
wing in my view is that group that believes in collective reward and collective responsibility—that is, everybody 
takes the efforts of all and everybody is largely responsible for the outcomes when they do not work, both in terms 
of economic and social policy. Normally, if I lecture in this, I ask the class to form a line and put themselves 
somewhere on that spectrum of left and right. Unfortunately, because I tend to lecture to young people, I get a fairly 
heavy diversion to the left hand of the line. I then place myself, sometimes right outside the door, on the right hand 
of the line to try to balance that line a bit. 

Both economic theories are particularly good, with one exception for each. Yesterday, Hon Aaron Stonehouse read 
some excellent quotes and presented his argument beautifully. In my view, the only part that was missing was the 
reflection of human nature in the ideology of both ends of the argument. In its purest form, and if human nature 
was always good and equal, capitalism would work beautifully. The same applies to communism. If human nature 
were removed and every person was always good and always equal, communism would work as well. They are 
both equally valid theories. The problem is that at the communist end, there will always be people whose human 
nature means that they will not contribute equally—some without choice and some with plenty by choice. To take 
an equal reward from that, given the frailty of human nature, obviously becomes a disincentive to achieve that. 

At the other end of the scale, capitalism is also equally corruptible. It is easy to quote people who believe in an 
ideology. Hon Aaron Stonehouse referred to some excellent quotes by those who believe in capitalist ideology, 
which I do; I believe in that despite the foibles of human nature. To reflect upon capitalism as a perfect system 
that does not fail removes from that end of the argument that human nature that makes it fall over also. As it is for 
those not to contribute at the left-hand, communist end of the argument, it is equally able to be corrupted at the 
right-hand end of the argument—that those who, in getting ahead and in forming power, put themselves in an 
advantageous position that some people will never be able to equal. It is and has never been the case that equal 
effort has been equally rewarded. That is the problem with the capitalist system. My advice to 
Hon Aaron Stonehouse is that if we are to be true capitalists—I consider myself a true and honest but also aware 
capitalist—we must accept that the capitalist system also can fail on that basis. That human nature, which causes 
the destruction of the communist system universally, can also cause the destruction of the capitalist system not 
infrequently. We capitalists must always be on our guard if we believe that corruption of the system of right-wing 
economic policy can be eliminated or minimised. We should never lose sight of that as capitalists. I hope that the 
right wing of politics and passionate economic thinkers like Hon Aaron Stonehouse eventually, in the fullness of 
time and as we age, get to a point at which we recognise the good parts of our system, the vulnerable parts of our 
system and ensure that we control and manage those vulnerable parts. He made an excellent speech yesterday. 
I wish the entire upper house had been in the chamber to hear it. I know members are very busy on urgent 
parliamentary business and it is difficult to maintain a constant presence in the chamber, but his speech was an 
excellent example of a young person with passion for economic discussion. We would all benefit from a bit more 
discussion about where the economy and economics sit in the social structure. 
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I thank Hon Aaron Stonehouse for his excellent contribution. I urge him to temper his enthusiasm with a bit of world 
experience, which over time I am sure he will. I am sure he will continue to make an excellent economic contribution 
to the Legislative Council of Western Australia. I urge other members to step up to the plate and match the standard 
Hon Aaron Stonehouse has set. I did diverge, but I think his speech was worth commenting on. 

I will also comment on the budgetary process. In the spirit with which we have now started this debate, we could 
improve upon the budgetary process of Western Australia. I have a couple of suggestions. I think that 
Western Australia’s budget process is obviously amongst the best in the world. We are an open democracy. We 
have a very open process in which the opposition can, with sufficient diligence, ask significant questions. I thank 
the Minister for Environment as the economic representative of the upper house. We have a very open economic 
discussion in this place. The question I asked today is a prime example of seeking economic information and trying 
to stimulate that economic debate. His contribution to the debate is good and his support for that democratic process 
is very good. There are a few ways we can make it better. 

I have a very simple suggestion; it might seem very obvious but it needs to be put forward. During the budget 
process at a federal level, which I have been involved with a bit in my period in the wilderness, shall we say, the 
budget lockup includes some members of the opposition. That process allows the opposition to be prepared for 
questions that come up. They do not walk out blind from a budget speech. This happens on both sides, so this is 
not something the Labor government suddenly invented. The opposition members basically listen to the budget 
speech, they are presented with a set of budget books, which are plonked on the ground, and they are then expected 
to walk out and make comments in competition with various business leaders and social groupings who have had 
several hours in a budget lockup to ask questions. The journalists themselves have had several hours in the budget 
lockup working out those questions. Everybody else is prepared in this open debate for budget questions and 
budget analysis, except the poor old opposition, be it the Liberal Party at some period and hopefully the Labor Party 
in the not-too-distant future. The opposition obviously fell behind. I tell this story not necessarily to have a crack 
at a particular media outlet, because I am a big believer in mainstream media, but as shadow Treasurer in 2008, 
I walked out about 20 minutes after having received a set of budget papers, which was my first view of the budget 
papers in that year presented by the then Treasurer, Eric Ripper. Everybody had been in the budget lockup, so they 
had several hours to work out what was in the papers. In the 20-minute period between being presented with the 
budget papers and saying, “I’m not available to the media”, having been given an incredibly cursory look, most of 
the media, having had their stories in the can at that point, disappeared. One journalist took great delight in saying 
that the shadow Treasurer walked out and there was nobody left to ask him any questions. With the exception of 
one journalist, that is basically true. They do not need to because they are prepared in advance. That is probably 
very politically astute because the government gets to embarrass the opposition and when the government flips, 
we will do the same thing in reverse, no doubt, and embarrass the Labor Party in opposition the same way. 

That is not delivering the best outcomes for economic debate. In the future, I would like to see governments look 
at including a representative of the opposition in the budget lockup, obviously subject to the same rules as 
everybody else—they cannot walk out, they give up their mobile phone and they cannot get anything out at that 
point but they are at least prepared to answer questions and forward policy positions—otherwise, we go through 
this cycle and circle of political opportunism simply leading the way. Political opportunism gives way, in my view, 
to a lack of respect for the process. I think it would be a useful process for all sides of politics to have some capacity 
to examine the budget. Even the timing of the budget makes things awkward. In the federal sphere, the Treasurer 
delivers the budget on a Tuesday evening towards the beginning of a sitting week and two days later, on a Thursday 
evening, the federal Leader of the Opposition delivers the budget reply speech as everybody flies out of Canberra. 

In Western Australia, for as long as I can remember, the budget is traditionally delivered on a Thursday afternoon 
in a sitting week. The lower house has question time a little early so the budget speech can be delivered at two 
o’clock. That is presumably designed for a media cycle that has to happen between 2.30 and three o’clock for 
everybody to get their stories into the news. We are lucky in the Legislative Council because when the budget is 
delivered at two o’clock and finished by 2.30, we still have one question time left. We have the opportunity to ask 
a question on the budget. 

In the federal sphere, the government seems less afraid of scrutiny. If the budget is delivered on a Tuesday night, 
members have question time on Wednesday and Thursday to prosecute arguments and put forward questions and 
find out information. In the state sphere, effectively they have to wait until the next Tuesday, so everything is 
effectively done over a weekend. That is designed to minimise scrutiny. Ministers in government race out all over 
the state and present budget presentations carefully prepared by Treasury on all the goodies that will be delivered 
for each region. The Treasurer and/or the Premier deliver the big Perth budget breakfast at the Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry of Western Australia. The government always get an advantage out of that and that will 
obviously continue. Changing the time frame, changing when the budget is delivered and changing the amount of 
scrutiny available before questions are asked would make a difference, in my view, to the scrutiny available to the 
community and it would make the process more open and accountable. If governments are a little frightened of 
what they put in budgets and therefore a little scared of scrutiny and therefore they want to keep the same process, 
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we are back to that acknowledgement that there is something a bit corrupt in the system—that “something is fishy 
in the state of Denmark” conversation. I think there is a way that we can make the budget process a little more 
open and scrutable, and I think that would be a good outcome for everybody. 
The follow-up, I guess, is that we move into the estimates sessions afterwards. I thoroughly enjoy estimates. 
I consider myself a bit of an estimates groupie. I know that I annoy the blazes out of Hon Alanna Clohesy in the 
chair. I have enormously good fun in estimates. That sounds weird too. 
The PRESIDENT: Can you say any more about that? 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Yes, I may seek some counselling later, if I had any respect for the psychology 
profession. 
We can strike a couple of issues with that. I know that members have been having a debate about that today. It is 
almost impossible that we will basically make everybody happy in the process. I get that. Because I am not an 
active member of the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations, I go to a fair number of the 
sessions, and the agency estimates are the same. I love to go along. I plan to get a line of questioning up, so I do 
my very best to make sure it is a good one. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: You’re giving us your modus operandi. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: They are pretty obvious tactics. It is not rocket science. If a new member of 
Parliament, say, a member of the crossbench, takes advantage of that and works out how the system works, I am 
quite happy with that. That is how we work. I recommend that if a member is not a member of the committee, they 
walk in with one good line of questioning—the one that they hope will bring down the government or provide 
them with the information for the next couple of years that will do so—and run that line. 
I understand that we will not make everybody happy every step of the way. When we are in there, it is obviously 
a frustrating process while we wait for everybody to have a turn. Ultimately, in my view, the only solution is 
additional estimates. The only way that we can change that outcome is to put more work on the estimates 
committee. It might be worth looking at over time. I know this is making work for somebody else but perhaps at 
some point the estimates committee could look at a twofold estimates process whereby the committee brings in 
departments to examine—the ones that it is interested in—and has a more generally open process for other 
members. I do not think we could have multiple weeks of committee members together. I would come to every 
one with one line of questioning to everything. If everybody else was in the same boat, it would be unwieldy. The 
committee starts at the end of each of those estimates processes with a round of questions. I apologise; I am making 
work for the committee, but I think that is what its members are paid the big bucks for. If the committee, like the 
Senate — 
Hon Alanna Clohesy: He is joking! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Sorry, Hon Aaron Stonehouse; the committee could look at additional estimates just 
for the committee and then have a week of estimates for us—the great unwashed, as it were. That would potentially 
work as an option. I throw that out there. 
A good part of the Treasury and budget debate might be the various models we could look at in that process to 
provide good scrutiny and accountability. I am not unhappy with the process as it is. I get the unwieldiness of it. 
It is a suggestion that I think over time might make it better. I will remain a bit of a groupie of the estimates process 
because I think that is where we have, apart from the questions that I give the poor old Minister for Environment 
most of the time, the best way of gleaning information out of governments and government departments. “It’s the 
economy, stupid; follow the money”—I think all of those things are incredibly accurate. As much as we like to 
talk about policy and good governance, in the end, in my view, my best advice to members, particularly in 
opposition, is to follow the money. That is where we find government traps—its banana skins. The places we want 
to find are found when we follow the money. That is my first suggestion about the budget process. I think we could 
make it a little better. Having said that, it is not bad. The overall budget process is actually pretty reasonable. It is 
pretty standard no matter who is in power or in opposition; the process is not significantly different. We could 
improve it, and I think we should do exactly that. 
I would like to turn to a few specifics that I find incredibly interesting about the budget process and some of the 
things in the budget and some programs that the government has put in place. I do not propose to go into a lot of 
detail on Local Projects, Local Jobs. I think that debate is being held in another forum. We will go back to that 
again in another motion by Hon Tjorn Sibma. I suggest that would be something that the estimates committee 
might at some point have a look at. 
I was incredibly interested to hear some comments made recently about renewable power. It is a very common 
topic. We had an excellent debate in the chamber last year on where we think renewable energy will go in relation 
to climate change. Although the minister and I have a slightly different view about whether large-scale, small-scale 
or micro renewable energy will be the solution, we are kind of arguing around the edges a bit. After I am proved 
right, he will probably come to my side! It was an excellent debate. I think we are getting somewhere in the process. 
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Let me make a comment on the centralist process that goes on. It does not really matter whether it happens on the 
left side or right side of politics, whether it is federal Labor or Liberal–National, a centralist program has been in 
place for some time. I will come back to that in more detail in a little while. It intrigues me that the most important 
debate the federal government is having at the moment is about the generation of electricity and what form of fuel 
we might use for that and under what circumstances it might be subsidised. I am astounded by that because for as 
long as I can remember it has been the purview of the states to deliver energy to their people. Like so many other 
issues, we kind of get bogged down. When it is convenient federally, everybody jumps on board and we have this 
debate federally. I have seen federal governments fund hospitals in the face of state investment. I am now watching 
a federal debate about how we are going to fund power stations. I do not think the federal government builds power 
stations. I do not think the federal government should involve itself in the process of deciding how power is 
generated. I would rather see the federal government say to the states, “It is your job to provide power for your 
community.” I recognise that the system in the eastern states is now a multistate system. The system in the eastern 
states is an integrated electricity system that goes from Queensland to South Australia. Europe also has an 
integrated power system. It can work across boundaries, but each state still maintains control over its own outcomes 
and destiny. I understand the Netherlands has a huge amount of wind power production. When the wind is not 
blowing, it purchases nuclear power out of France. It still comes through. It is possible that states—in this case 
countries—can manage their own system. States should be managing the power supply and should be responsible 
for making sure that the lights stay on. 

It is very risky for a system to have partial responsibility at two levels of government. My memory of dual 
responsibility of systems is that it usually causes an absolute mess. In the end, responsibility is passed back and 
forth between two systems of government. Ultimately, one never knows who to blame. I think we are far better 
off to have a simple, defined and discernible line of authority that can be questioned. It is dangerous when we start 
to blur those lines. I would recommend that we go back to a more defined set of responsibilities between state and 
commonwealth. That is probably not the community’s expectation because the community does not necessarily 
define the difference between state and federal responsibilities. Many times people do not know the difference 
between state and federal politics, and politicians. Sometimes they get a bit confused about which mob they are 
voting or not voting for. It does become a fairly complicated issue. That is why the political leadership at state and 
federal levels needs to make some strong definitions on precisely where those lines of authority and responsibility 
lie and actually take the responsibility for that themselves. We should be very cautious about allowing any other 
sphere of government stepping in and dictating to us. Western Australia would be within its rights to be quite upset 
if we were being dictated to on what our power infrastructure should look like, for example. 

Perhaps Western Australia is a little more insular and isolated than other states. From my travels, I certainly think 
Western Australia is seen as the wild west versus all of them over there. I have to say that it does not always work 
in our favour. In a lot of negotiations we are frequently not respected because we take that position. We need to 
be a bit smarter about that. The secessionist movement in my view does us enormous harm rather than much good. 
Being an object of ridicule at the end of the day is ultimately the political death of us all. 

Talking about power infrastructure—I have deviated a little again—I was particularly interested quite recently to 
see that the Shire of Collie rejected a proposal to put solar panels on shire offices. The proposal was roughly this: 
the Shire of Collie would fund, through a $90 000 loan, photovoltaic cells on shire buildings. It was expected to 
save the shire, according to staff estimates, towards half a million dollars over the foreseeable future. That would 
be a reasonably good investment from the Shire of Collie. It was voted down. Only two councillors voted in favour 
of it. It was voted down because the Collie councillors’ view was that they should not support renewable energy 
as Collie is a coal town that is doing it tough. There is no doubt that the town of Collie is doing it tough. An 
economic rationalisation has only just started in Collie. It is not complete and, in my view, it will get worse before 
it gets better. We need to do a lot of work around Collie, and Collie will need to do a lot of work to build into the 
future. I thought this was a fairly extraordinary decision by the councillors of Collie, particularly in the face of 
a few bits of information. The Shire of Collie rejected a proposal to put $90 000 of solar panels on the shire roofs 
to save itself near half a million dollars. At the same time, the state Labor government has a $30 million election 
commitment to build a solar farm in Collie. 

The solar farm in Collie, as far as I can tell—although there may be a few jobs in construction—will be remotely 
managed from Perth. The solar farm will not provide a single long-term job in Collie. A $30 million state 
investment in solar technology in Collie flies in the face of the council’s decision to reject installing solar panels 
on roofs to save ratepayers a measly half a million dollars. It does not stop there. The state Labor government has 
also committed to $30 million to a biomass plant in Collie to use renewable energy. The definition of “renewable” 
can be a bit questionable when we talk about biomass plants. I am not proposing to get into a debate with the more, 
shall we say, left-wing members who might think that, depending where a product comes from, it is not necessarily 
renewable. I am happy to have that debate in a different forum. The reality is that it is still a renewable energy 
project worth $30 million. Whilst the Shire of Collie has rejected a $90 000 project to save ratepayers half a million 
dollars, the McGowan government will put $30 million into a solar farm in Collie and $30 million into a biomass 
plant in Collie. 
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But wait, there’s more! No, it is not a set of steak knives. Under the Local Projects, Local Jobs program—
a program of grants or not grants, depending on who we ask — 

Hon Darren West: Not grants. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Was that “not”? This afternoon they are not grants. 

Hon Peter Collier: The Premier says they are. Is the Premier wrong? 

The PRESIDENT: I do not think Hon Dr Steve Thomas needs any assistance from his own team tonight. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: The enthusiasm is getting to us. But wait, there’s more! Under the Local Projects, 
Local Jobs program, the Collie Eagles Football Club received a grant—I think it was a grant—of $300 000 to put 
solar panels on its roof. It is a very interesting process in which the Shire of Collie is rejecting this 
$90 000 proposal, the state government is putting $60 million into renewable energy, and another $300 000 under 
a Labor Party fund to provide a grant to put solar panels on the footy club. Very mixed messages are coming out 
here. I think we should have a bigger debate about where energy is going to go, but we are going to have to 
acknowledge the infiltration of rooftop solar as an energy source. It has the biggest growth in energy production 
in Western Australia at the moment. It has an infiltration rate of about 25 per cent. I looked up how many houses 
might have rooftop solar in the town of Collie, because if it is being traitorous to the energy industry to put on 
rooftop solar, about 820 houses in Collie are in trouble—and the footy club—because they have put solar panels 
on the roof. It was 820 houses at the 2016 census, so I suspect that the figure is higher now. Probably close to 
1 000 houses in Collie have solar panels on their roofs. We need to accept that this is the inevitable outcome of 
life as we know it. Solar energy is starting to become cheaper. 

I have said this before: once we solve the storage issues, solar energy becomes more economically and financially 
attractive, not less, and the future will look very different. That means that we have to manage a transition in the 
economy of Collie very carefully, because right now that is a very vulnerable community. To a large degree that 
community is reliant on coal production, which is not making any money. Taking coal from Collie to use in various 
sources is resulting in, at best, a break even or, at worst, significant losses to the companies involved. There has 
been a significant restructure of the wages profile. I suspect that that will continue and there will be some company 
ructions going forward. There will be a need to either maintain significantly or, I suspect, decommission more coal 
power over time as those old units in Muja C and D, units 5, 6, 7 and 8, start to struggle. Units 5 and 8 have 
traditionally been a bit more problematic than the rest. 

We have to remember that these power stations were expected to close before now. Their life has been extended 
by significant investment in maintenance, but we can only add number 8 wire and baling twine for so long before 
things start to crash. A major redirection will have to happen. A lot of it will be foisted on us. Policy will not 
dictate the outcome. The outcome will happen and policy will have to adapt no matter who is in power. This 
process will take a decade to trickle through. Collie is not going to die. It is a resilient town. It will continue. The 
end of whaling did not end Albany. It is a beautiful town. The coal transition and the transition of that economy 
will not kill Collie, but there is always some pain in the process. Managing the jump is the most important thing 
that needs to be done at this time. 

I will move on to a couple of other topics as we go. I have been running a campaign—the minister has probably 
noticed—on the rural fire division. I will not go into much detail there. The government has announced the rural 
fire division. I think the name is very important because it is not a rural fire service. It is a different fire division. 
The government and the opposition are not miles apart on the proposals that we have put forward. The government 
has made some good steps in this proposal. A couple of things absolutely need to be maintained. The first is that, 
in my view, the division must be housed in a regional area. I still think that it should be headed up by a deputy 
commissioner to give it the oomph that it requires, but, most importantly—I give this to the minister as an absolute 
guarantee—it has to have an operational role. It might not be universally operational. Local fire brigades attached 
to councils will continue to manage local fires, but I can guarantee that we will have no choice but for the division 
to have an operational role, particularly at level 3 fires. With the people who are going into that rural fire division, 
the Department of Fire and Emergency Services cannot afford to lose that operational capacity. I can guarantee 
the minister that there will be another ministerial backflip. We probably will not notice because there are so many 
backflips in the government that has become the status quo. When it happens, of course, we will put out a media 
release and claim credit for it, as we do. The government will try to hide it on a Friday afternoon when nobody is 
watching. “Look over here.” When it happens, I will stand in Parliament and say, “I told you so, minister”, because 
the rural fire division will require an operational role and we will be unable to avoid that. It does not really become 
operational for about a year, so the government has a bit of time to house it somewhere in the south west, I suspect, 
Hon Colin Tincknell, in that Pinjarra–Manjimup kind of area. Ideally, it will put a deputy commissioner level in 
charge of it. The two it has are ideal. At that point, it will have an operational role and I am sure that this house 
will take credit for telling the government where it needed to go, and that will be fantastic. 

Speaking of backflips, I have a couple of quick comments on this week’s backflip on the government’s position 
to put some Shark-Management-Alert-in-Real-Time drum lines in the water off Gracetown. That backflip is 



4576 [COUNCIL — Wednesday, 15 August 2018] 

 

welcomed. Luckily, on this issue we are talking about water, so the backflip is over water, which is a bit safer. 
Backflips over land are obviously a bit more dangerous. The minister who is backflipping is obviously getting in 
some practice on sharks before he will have to do the land-based backflip with the Department of Fire and 
Emergency Services. It is obviously easier for Minister Kelly to backflip when he has a water landing. 

Hon Colin Tincknell: Water first, trampoline second. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Yes, water first, trampoline second, and then land. Can I say it is an excellent 
backflip. In my view, the most important part of this proposal is that it has scientific credibility. I am on the public 
record as saying that the proposal by the federal Minister for the Environment and Energy, Josh Frydenberg, for 
167 drum lines was so large as to exceed the requirement for scientific validity. My question to the government, 
and I think this would ultimately be a question to the Chief Scientist of Western Australia, who will oversee the 
project, is whether the size of the proposed project is large enough to give it scientific validity. 
Hon Colin Tincknell: That is part of the reason. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I think it will have some capacity, but I do not think it will be statistically valid. 
Those of us who have done a bit of statistics would understand the concept of statistic validity. I think the size of 
this particular proposal will not enable it to be statistically valid; therefore, it will need to be increased. My 
back-of-the-envelope estimate is that the project will need between 12 and 25 drum lines to give it statistical 
validity. In my view, that means that the area will need to be extended a little to give it greater coverage and 
provide some quantifiable data. I look forward to having that debate in the not-too-distant future. I hope the 
Chief Scientist will apply the necessary degree of rigour to give the project statistical validity. I am sure he will at 
least convey that view to the government and will suggest that outcome, but he may come up with a different set 
of numbers. That is fine. I think that is a great debate that we can have. However, the backflip is welcomed. The 
proposal that SMART drum lines have a valid purpose is very good. The reason is that it is part of a scientific 
process. Sharks are caught and tagged, and then released, I think further offshore. We know from the New South 
Wales experiment that because of the unpleasantness of the process—it cannot be a pleasant process to go 
through—the sharks then tend to drift offshore a bit further and stay offshore. However, they do not stay offshore 
forever. It is a short-term phenomenon. They eventually move back to their normal migration program. 
The critical part of this process is that it delivers a tagged shark that can be followed and studied. Ultimately, shark 
mitigation requires a multi-pronged approach. It requires the government to look at eco barriers. It used to be called 
netting. We do not call it netting anymore. I apologise for giving the politically correct version of this. It is now 
called eco barriers. Eco barriers placed in appropriate places are very good. SMART drum lines also play an 
important role. Monitoring plays a critical role, particularly when there are known interaction hotspots. I am 
intrigued that we are having a debate about moving the Margaret River Pro. That would be a dreadful shame for 
the Margaret River region. 
Hon Colin Tincknell: It would be a disaster, 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: It would be a dreadful outcome. The member is absolutely right. The Margaret River 
Pro was not damaged by an interaction between surfers and a shark. Two other people were involved. The first 
person was unfortunately a victim of circumstance to some degree, although the shark warnings were available. 
The second person beggared belief, to be honest, because he had been ordered from the water and refused to go. 
I need to put that into a bit of context. I want to make some comments about this because it is critically important. 
Members will remember that it was not that long ago that Mick Fanning was attacked by a shark at Jeffreys Bay 
in South Africa. That was an attack on a surfer in the program. Guess where the World Surf League South African 
competition was held a couple of months ago? It was held at Jeffreys Bay. Therefore, a direct attack on a surfer in 
that circumstance did not result in a scare campaign that resulted in the program being moved. It is still held at 
Jeffreys Bay. A couple of months ago, surfers at Jeffreys Bay were removed from the water while a couple of 
sharks who were moving through were monitored and hazed away from the area. Not long after that, the surfers 
went back in the water and continued to compete. That tells me that if there is enough will, it is possible to manage 
the interaction. However, nothing is ever guaranteed. We would assume that a few years ago, after the first attack 
at Jeffreys Bay, there was monitoring as well. However, we would assume also that the monitoring has improved. 
It is guaranteed that there was no discussion about shifting that event to somewhere else. We need to get better at 
how we manage interactions and at how we monitor and remove sharks. That is why monitoring, be it by shark 
patrols or drones, is critical. Warning signs can be put up. I note that Hon Colin de Grussa has been part of 
a program in Esperance to enhance the warnings for people in a fairly isolated area. That is to be commended. 
Hon Darren West: They put up a sign that a shark is in the area. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Absolutely. That is a good outcome in which the community can get involved to 
make it safer. However, we need to be cautious that while we take this multi-pronged approach to this issue, we 
do not scare everybody out of the water. I hate to tell people that the movie Jaws was not actually a documentary. 
It had us terrified for years. If we have seen that movie recently and try to go for a swim, we are looking around 
for a shark; we cannot help ourselves. 
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Hon Colin Tincknell: I understand a new one is coming. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Yes, and the fish is even bigger, I am told. We think that is a documentary as well. 
The reality is that the government needs to do more to deal with this issue. I am glad the government has decided 
to do more. It is probably still not enough, but it is a small step in the right direction, and that is a plus. However, 
we need to be a little cautious, because the tourism industry in the south west relies on people coming to visit. 
A lot of those people are families who bring their kids to swim in the ocean. If those families are too frightened to 
put their kids in the water, it will cause a problem with tourism. It is not just surfer tourism. There will also be 
a greater problem with general tourism. The communities around Margaret River and Busselton and even towards 
Bunbury rely heavily on tourism dollars, and they are struggling at the moment. It is critical that the state 
government does more. It is also critical that we recognise that this needs to be a scientifically-led debate. That is 
what we will ultimately need to get to. I hope the Chief Scientist will ensure that we have an environmentally 
sensible but also scientifically statistically valid study that will provide some good outcomes that will dictate how 
we handle this process in the future. I am pleased to be able to make some comments along those lines. I am 
a frequent attender at chamber of commerce events in Busselton and around the south west, and it is a concern to 
the industries in that area. 

I now move to a couple of other topics. I would like to mention briefly—noting the government’s activities—the 
potential replacement of the Boyanup saleyards. Members might be aware that there is a regional saleyards 
strategy. That strategy has been around for a long time. It was championed at one point by the then Minister for 
Agriculture and Food and member of this place Hon Kim Chance, whom I had the pleasure of dealing with on this 
issue many years ago. We had reached the point at which the regional saleyards strategy was about four saleyards—
replacement of the Midland, Katanning and Boyanup saleyards, and the upgrade and some funding issues related 
to the great southern or Mt Barker saleyards. The sale of Midland saleyards brought home $79 million net profit 
because of a fair bit of remediation that needed to be done for some contaminated site work. That $79 million 
effectively paid for three of those four projects. Muchea was built, Katanning was rebuilt, Mt Barker was upgraded 
and some money was given to the Shire of Plantagenet to reduce the debt levels in the process. 

Hon Darren West: The Narngulu saleyards were upgraded as well. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Okay, but that was not part of the regional saleyards strategy. The net effect was 
$79 million, and then the money ran out. It was critical that the entire regional saleyards strategy was developed. 
I note that the Minister for Regional Development; Agriculture and Food has recently put out expressions of 
interest for the private development of the Boyanup saleyards. The economics of those yards by themselves with 
a throughput of around 60 000 head are really tight. It is a difficult process to make them stand up on their own. 
I understand that the minister is in discussions about how the Muchea saleyards might be rolled into a package 
deal. Whilst I am not afraid of privatisation, and it is good to see a Labor government in the privatisation area, 
I can suggest other areas it might like to look at for privatisation. We might start with Western Power while it still 
has any value. That value will be gone fairly quickly, so the government should sell it while it can. The privatisation 
process should not necessarily be scoffed at, but it is not an easy argument. Ultimately, if a government does not 
get private investment on a good deal for Western Australia at some time in the future, it will have to rebuild that 
saleyard. My suggestion to government is that it is obvious that royalties for regions should be investing in that 
program. It makes obvious sense because it is an agricultural industry supporting regional areas. That saleyards 
should have been rebuilt previously. That $20 million should have already been spent on it. A government will 
have to do that and step up and put additional money into finishing the regional saleyards strategy, a strategy that 
would probably be a testimonial immemorial to Hon Kim Chance because he was a passionate advocate for that 
particular proposal. That would be particularly important. 

I have a couple of other quick issues before we proceed and allow the next person to jump in. All members should 
be aware of an issue that is starting to bubble along, and that is the funding issue for natural resource management, 
not specifically catchment councils. Every one member present will have a catchment council associated with their 
region, and some lucky members will have more than one—the South West Region has three. But beyond the 
simple catchment council—I will come back to them in a little more detail in a minute—there is a general issue in 
the funding of natural resource management where state and federal governments over time have stepped back and 
stepped away from that process. Members will probably remember that in order to pass the legislation for the sale 
of Telstra, the then Prime Minister, John Howard, required the support of the Democrats. The Democrats held out 
for some pretty good sweeteners, one of which was a fairly significant environmental package that we ended up 
calling natural resource management. It contained the national water and national land packages and it was 
a significant fund of money. Massive amounts of money were put into it. The minister will probably remember all 
this from his days in a previous minister’s office. That funding has largely now been diverted. In recent years, 
a significant amount of what was then natural resource money was moved into Landcare Australia, and a lot of 
that went into Green Army projects. There were some reasonable Green Army projects. There was also an 
enormous amount of wastage in the Green Army program. Federally, we had this vision of the old Green Corps 
programs and those programs of many years ago where young people threw themselves into environmental work 
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and some developed careers out of that. Unfortunately, those days are largely gone. It would be very interesting to 
see the final commonwealth Auditor General’s report on the Green Army projects because I think we could find 
some really interesting outcomes from that, but what happened, effectively, is that the money was shifted out of 
natural resource management and into that program. That left a lot of natural resource managers fairly tight. At 
the same time, state funding has declined for natural resource management. I acknowledge that the current minister 
has managed to hold onto the environment budget reasonably well. The minister must have friends in high places—
a bit of a power player amongst the Labor elite. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: Not at all. We are just very caring about the environment. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: He is one of those behind-the-scenes puppetmasters. He has done remarkably well. 
The PRESIDENT: I think the member is veering off track here. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Sorry, Madam President. I am just trying to impact on his next pre-selection. 
In 2009, the state NRM budget was $30 million, which is a significant amount. I understand that this year it is 
going to look like $7 million and a bit. The commonwealth has stepped back significantly from natural resource 
management funding at the same time as the state, which is not all the responsibility of the current government. It 
has been a gradual and constant decline at a state and a federal level, but the end result is that many environmental 
groups are struggling economically. I have to say that the environment is not the powerhouse policy area that it 
was 10 years ago. The environment is not as sexy as it used to be. Environmental sectors have aged a bit and lost 
some of their youthful appeal. I suspect that that is as much about the economy as anything else. When the 
economy is going well, people think about lots of other things. When the economy is not going so well and wages 
are not growing, everybody thinks about the economy and wages, and the economic tragic in me is like that too. 
But there has been a step back from that focus on environmental outcomes and it is a much tougher environment 
in which to operate. 
I am keen to see that we maximise our effort in the area. Not every NRM project or every NRM council has done 
a sterling job necessarily, but a strong focus on community engagement and environmental outcomes is absolutely 
critical. In the end, we will never be able to pay public servants or a workforce to work those volunteer hours that 
the community does. The community contribution to environmental outcomes, particularly in the larger population 
centres, is absolutely critical. Everybody has those little “friends of” groups. Last week—it might be the week 
before now—Hon Tjorn Sibma and I visited the Friends of Yellagonga Regional Park in the north metropolitan 
region. It is an example of one of those magnificent little community groups with not many members. Most of 
them are ageing like we are, but they are out there pulling up weeds and maintaining an ecological standard in 
their local environmental asset. They are critical and crucial to built-up areas particularly in the metropolitan 
region, but even in the south west with those groups around the larger centres like Bunbury and Busselton. They 
are critical groups. I am intent on making sure that they still have access to the basic equipment that they need to 
maintain those environmental assets. It is not a highly expensive process, but when such a group is struggling for 
the bare basics such as rakes, wheelbarrows and shovels, it is very hard to be active, especially without a shovel 
to dig. When those groups are struggling, we know there is an issue. I get it that the environment is not as sexy as 
it once was, but I would hate to think that we are starting to let it go to a point where it will start to lose its value. 
I was hoping to finish with a few general observations around the budget, in particular where we are going, and we 
also need to understand where we have come from. I hope to complete my contribution based on some history of and 
some conversation about budget repair. I know that my friends in One Nation were very interested to have 
a conversation about GST. I could not go through without necessarily including a little bit of that debate in the process. 
As I said on energy some time ago, economic policy is also something that has been centralised over time. This is 
not a new process. I think it would be useful for us to have a quick examination of the history of economic 
centralisation in Australia so that, in our effort to become economically literate, members are aware of where we 
have come to and why we got there. 
In the 1890s there was debate about whether the colonies of Australia should federate. It was quite an acrimonious 
debate for some period. There was concern particularly about the various economic capacities of the colonies. 
Some colonies were far older and more established and obviously had bigger populations. There was an 
agricultural focus. The squattocracy in New South Wales was fairly well established. They undoubtedly had the 
capacity to look after their areas. That was not the case for every state. Obviously, Western Australia was 
represented at that time by its iconic Premier, Sir John Forrest, later briefly Lord John Forrest. I will quote him. 
I should know this quote off by heart, but I will read out my note in case I make a mistake. I would hate to get it 
wrong. It states — 

… in 1896 John Forrest said—All we desire … is that three fourths of the custom revenue shall be 
returned to the States. Unless the States have some security of this kind the people cannot be expected to 
accept the constitutional bill ... it is like beating the air to tell us that we are to give up our great revenue 
producer—the customs—and that we are to have no guarantee whatever that any part of that money will 
be returned to us, although we shall each have to provide for the payment of interest on our public debts. 
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It is interesting that we were debating public debt in 1896. The circle has turned — 

Hon Stephen Dawson: It was a conservative government in those days as well, wasn’t it? 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I think we largely preceded parties, did we not, in 1896? 

Hon Darren West: Was it 1891? 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: In Australia or in Western Australia? I will have to look that up to see when the 
Labor Party was developed in Western Australia. I was not there at the time, Hon Darren West; I will take the 
member’s word for it. 

At that point, in 1896, about 125 years ago, they were debating the issue of public debt and the returns of finances 
from the commonwealth. It is massively different from the finances of today. The circle has turned and we are 
back to exactly the same thing. Effectively, following those words, in the next year, 1897, it was agreed that the 
Constitution would include three-quarters of the customs duty being returned to the states and the commonwealth 
would exist on the rest. In the early Constitution, the states were the major revenue raisers and the federal 
government relied on the states’ largesse to survive. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: They got the right to do customs duty. Every other state had a big land tax base. We 
didn’t. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: That is why we got a special deal, yes. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: It is one of the ways in which Federation discriminated against Western Australia. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: That is partly why Western Australia did not sign up to the original Constitution. If 
we look at the Australian Constitution that was signed, we can see that Western Australia is not in it. It was added 
in due to the debate that went on. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: That’s right. Then they gave us a five-year deal. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Ultimately, they gave us a 10-year deal. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: A 10-year deal—still not good enough. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Yes. In the initial Constitution, there was a 10-year deal that three-quarters of the 
revenue would go directly to the states. Not just customs duty, but overall revenue was to go to the state. That was 
written into the Constitution at the time, even though Western Australia was not a signatory to the Constitution at that 
point; it was included, I think, the year afterwards. At that point, Western Australia was included in the 10-year deal. 
What do we think happened when the 10-year deal expired? Naturally, those revenues were no longer returned to the 
state. That was the beginning. It was in 1910 that the first centralisation process occurred. The commonwealth then 
started to accumulate the economic fundraising powers that were traditionally part of the states. 

Hon Colin Tincknell: That is why we were thinking of seceding. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: That would not work, member. Unfortunately, that is not the answer and it will never 
be the answer. We will get to that in a bit. In 1908, the commonwealth Parliament stopped paying the states surplus 
commonwealth revenue. Until 1908, for the first eight years effectively, the commonwealth spent what it needed 
to spend and any money left over went back to the states, because the states at that point were the fundraising arm 
of the commonwealth. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: They also had very limited powers in those days. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Is the minister talking about the commonwealth? 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: That is right. It was before the High Court developed a very expansionary interpretation. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: The minister raises a very good point. We will get to the High Court in a minute. 

In 1908, the commonwealth stopped returning commonwealth revenues. In 1910, it legislated to abolish the 
requirement to pass on three-quarters of customs and excise duties that had been transferred to the commonwealth. 
Effectively, over that 10-year period, it became the money-making arm, but with an exception—we will come to 
that in a minute. Members may well know that in those early days, the state raised income taxes. Income taxes 
were not levied by the commonwealth; they were levied by the states. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: We could still do that. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Constitutionally, we could still do that. For those of us old enough to remember the 
Malcolm Fraser days, he debated with the states whether those powers should be partially transferred or there 
could be a dual income-taxing regime. I suspect constitutionally, and the expert advice from most constitutional 
lawyers is, that there could be a dual income-taxing regime. It would be a very brave government, minister, who 
pulled on the proposal for a state income tax as well as a federal one. It happens around the world and is possible 
to do constitutionally, but as Sir Humphrey would say, that would be very brave. 
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Hon Alannah MacTiernan: A courageous move. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: A courageous move by a minister. I look forward with interest to see whether that is 
part of the Treasurer’s debate going forward. At that point in the early part of Federation, the states levied income 
taxes until World War II, when one of our own, Prime Minister Curtin, proposed that income tax would from then 
on be transferred to the commonwealth on the basis that it was required for the war effort. That is probably 
a reasonable argument, although I note—I will check the records—that that proposal was resisted by the states. At 
that point, in 1942, the states did not voluntarily hand over income-taxing powers to the commonwealth. In fact, 
the commonwealth had to legislate those powers away. 

Here we come to the point raised by the Minister for Regional Development on the High Court, because, at that 
point, despite the fact it flew in the face of the intent of the Constitution, the words of Sir John Forrest and the 
interests of most of the states, the High Court, as it has traditionally done, backed the commonwealth when the 
High Court challenge was made, and income-taxing powers were transferred to the commonwealth. The 
commonwealth has taxed income ever since, so it was never returned. That started a process, in my view, of the 
High Court traditionally backing and promoting centralisation as an economic process. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: I think it started well before then. If you look at the engineers’ case, there is a whole 
range of cases where they interpreted very broadly what the heads of power meant. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: That is true, but I am speaking economically. It was a pivotal case. Members should 
be aware that the High Court is a child of the Constitution and the commonwealth. It is obvious that the High Court, 
which is constituted by the commonwealth—a court effectively of the commonwealth—would defend the 
commonwealth. It has been very difficult to find any dissenting view in the High Court to the centralisation agenda 
of the commonwealth, but I note that in one of his last High Court rulings on corporations powers, 
Justice Michael Kirby went against the grain and voted against his fellow judges. As far as I know, that is the most 
significant attempt by a High Court judge to reinforce some power in the states according to the Constitution. 
I think that occurred a year or two before his retirement. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

PARLIAMENTARY QUESTIONS 

Statement 

HON MARTIN ALDRIDGE (Agricultural) [6.21 pm]: I rise tonight to make a few comments following 
a member’s statement I made on 28 June, on our last sitting day prior to the commencement of the winter recess, 
in which I canvassed two issues. One was the matter of question on notice 1120, which was a matter that I raised 
in relation to whether the question and answer provided by the Minister for Education and Training was correct. 
On 28 June I articulated the detail of my concern. I do not want to go over that in its entirety, but I point out that 
I received from the minister an answer to question on notice 1120 that I do not believe was correct. In fact, on 
14 June, I asked question on notice 1416, seeking the minister’s advice on whether the answer was correct before 
making the member’s statement on 28 June, two weeks to the day after submitting that question on notice, raising 
the issue further. I would have thought that lodging a question on 14 June, two weeks prior to my making 
a member’s statement in this place on 28 June, would have rung some alarm bells in the minister’s office that there 
may be an issue with the answer she provided to the house. If the question on notice that I lodged had not rung 
some alarm bells, then certainly the member’s statement should have done, which the minister did indeed sit 
through and was in the house for and responded to. In that response the minister acknowledged my ability to use 
parliamentary processes to extract the answers I sought, but she also invited me to get a quicker response by 
contacting her or her office directly. That was on 28 June. 

We are now a fair way down the track, almost two months on, and I am still no clearer about whether the answer 
I was provided is indeed correct or is incorrect, as I suspect it is. I think that this situation is completely 
unacceptable, given that this is now the third occasion on which I have raised this matter—twice in members’ 
statements and once through a question on notice following the answer to my first question. I am still none the 
wiser about whether this answer is indeed correct. I would have thought that the minister has had sufficient time 
over the winter recess for her office to consider the accuracy of that answer. As far as I can tell from reviewing the 
Hansard yesterday and observing the operations of the house today, no such explanation has been made. Maybe 
the explanation is that the answer was correct. Given that in my original question I asked about education cuts and 
I got directed to an answer about psychiatric services at Joondalup Health Campus, I am pretty sure the answer 
was incorrect. 

I am not sure what more I can do to have the minister provide a correct answer to the house. All I can conclude is 
that there continues to be a potential oversight by this minister or her office in providing a correction to the house 
on this matter. I hope that, third time lucky, we may actually get either a response from the minister that confirms 
the accuracy of her answer or, indeed, a correction and apology to this house in providing the correct answer. 
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I now move on to the other issue I raised on 28 June, which was the noncompliance of the Minister for 
Regional Development with section 82 of the Financial Management Act. On 28 June, I noted that it had been well 
over a year since the government had been sworn in and the minister had been sworn in as a minister, and that 
within that time she had not given a section 82 notice to the Auditor General. Interestingly, since that member 
statement on 28 June, the minister has tabled two section 82 notices: one with respect to her refusal to provide 
answers to me and the other with respect to my colleague Hon Colin de Grussa. 

The continuing problem is that a section 82 notice has not been lodged for a question that I sought the answer to 
in the 2017–18 Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations budget hearings. It was interesting to 
note the minister’s explanation today when she delivered a personal explanation following question time. I have 
reviewed the uncorrected Hansard, which says — 

As I have explained to the member on several occasions … 

The first thing I would like to point out is that I am a little concerned about that statement. Perhaps I have missed 
the “several occasions”. I apologise if I have missed those several occasions on which she has informed me, but 
as far as I am aware I have not been informed on any occasion. She then went on to say — 

and have explained to the parliamentary committee, we acted on the advice of the Deputy Clerk of the 
Legislative Council that as no document actually existed, it was not appropriate to seek a section 82 
exemption not to obtain such a document. 

That is the first time I have heard of that response. Indeed, the question to which I sought an answer was about 
a once-off grant of some $3.3 million to Surf Life Saving Western Australia. I asked in the 2017–18 budget 
estimates hearings and in questions prior to hearings for some information. One thing I sought states — 

(d) Will you provide the business case for the expenditure of funds? 

Answer: No. 

(e) If no to (d), why not? 

Answer: The considerations with respect to the provision of the grant were subject to 
Cabinet deliberations. In any event the funding is continuing a suite of services many of which 
have been operating for a number of years and were supported by the previous Government. 

That is most interesting because my question was seeking the business case for the expenditure of funds. Her 
personal explanation today following question time was that no such document exists; therefore, she cannot 
provide it and therefore she has not refused it. That is my interpretation of the uncorrected Hansard. Indeed, the 
answer she provided to the committee was not that. She said no, she will not provide it, and she would not provide 
it because it was subject to cabinet deliberations. Again, I am concerned about whether the answer she provided 
the estimates committee is accurate, because I am working on the basis that, given the so-called good financial 
management of this government, there would be a business case for the expenditure of $3.3 million. But the 
statement she made to the house is that no such document exists today. 

I have reached the point at which I can no longer pursue this matter. It is my intention to refer this matter to the 
Auditor General tomorrow for her consideration of these matters. 

Statement 
HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral — Minister for Environment) [6.29 pm]: In relation to the 
first issue that Hon Martin Aldridge raised this evening about questions on the education and training portfolio, 
the Leader of the House is away from the chamber on urgent parliamentary business. However, her office has 
indicated that it will follow that matter up tomorrow. Hopefully, we will be in a position to provide a further 
response to the honourable member after that. 

STANDING ORDER 40 — PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Statement 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [6.29 pm]: I will not take too 
long; I will not monopolise the time of the house. Madam President, I seek your guidance on clarification of 
standing order 40, “Personal Explanation”, which states — 

(1) When there is no business before the Council, a Member may, by leave, explain a matter of 
a personal nature. 

I acknowledge that. Members require leave of the house to provide that personal explanation. My understanding 
of that standing order is that it provides a member an opportunity to make a personal explanation, not to make 
a statement on an issue relating to a minister’s ministerial responsibilities. If someone feels that they have been 
impugned or that their character has been defamed in some way, they use that as an opportunity to make a personal 
explanation. 
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On several occasions the Minister for Regional Development has used standing order 40 to make an explanation 
regarding her portfolio responsibilities. I was always led to believe—I was certainly given this advice when I was 
a minister—that the opportunity to make those explanations was through either a ministerial statement or, 
alternatively, a member statement. Members may like to consider this. I would have thought that it is not an 
appropriate use of the house’s time to raise issues relating to ministerial responsibilities under standing order 40. 
I seek advice on that from you, Madam President, at a later stage. 

The PRESIDENT: I take that on board. I will go back and look at what occurred today, in particular, because 
I know that the minister made some comments about what had been alluded to. I will have a look at some earlier 
Hansard as well before providing a response. 

SENATOR FRASER ANNING — INAUGURAL SPEECH 

Statement 

HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [6.31 pm]: Like most Australians, 
I watched the events in the federal Parliament yesterday, in particular a speech that was made, with absolute 
abhorrence and dismay. It was appalling. It was racist, homophobic and bigoted and does not reflect modern-day 
Australia in any way at all. Today, I was most heartened to learn of events in the federal Parliament in which all 
members of the House of Representatives came together to condemn that speech that was made yesterday. We 
heard some very moving and heart-warming speeches, in particular one by Dr Anne Aly from Western Australia—
the first Muslim woman elected to Parliament. We also heard a moving speech by Josh Frydenberg, whose mother 
was a Jew who escaped Nazi Germany. We also heard, as usual, a particularly eloquent and well-crafted speech 
by Senator Penny Wong. It was heartening to see our elected representatives come together in the federal 
Parliament—a place that represents all Australians—to condemn what was said in the Senate yesterday and to 
truly reflect the most multicultural country in the world, a country that was built on multiculturalism and a country 
that prides itself on tolerance and a fair go. 

I am much more heartened about federal politics today than I was yesterday. It caused me to think. As members 
know, I am a musician. Although I will spare the house a musical rendition, it is important that I read the lyrics to 
one of my favourite songs — 

Imagine there’s no heaven 
It’s easy if you try 
No hell below us 
Above us only sky 
Imagine all the people living for today 

Imagine there’s no countries 
It isn’t hard to do 
Nothing to kill or die for 
And no religion too 
Imagine all the people living life in peace 

You may say I’m a dreamer 
But I’m not the only one 
I hope some day you’ll join us 
And the world will be as one 

Imagine no possessions 
I wonder if you can 
No need for greed or hunger 
A brotherhood of man 
Imagine all the people sharing all the world 

You may say I’m a dreamer 
But I’m not the only one 
I hope some day you’ll join us 
And the world will be as one 

TAFE — STUDENT MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 

Statement 

HON ALISON XAMON (North Metropolitan) [6.34 pm]: I rise tonight because I want to make some comments 
about the student management system that is currently being implemented across the Western Australian TAFE 
system. It is an issue that I have been starting to ask questions about this week. I am not particularly overwhelmed 
by the quality of the answers that I have been receiving, but I will get to that in a moment. The reason I am asking 
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questions about this is that I have been speaking to quite a few people within the TAFE system. I am hearing from 
the sector that some very serious concerns are being raised around the problems with the implementation of this 
particular system. I want to make it clear that I am also hearing that if this system is to eventually be implemented 
effectively, people are quite supportive of what the new SMS could potentially do, but right now the implementation 
is going quite badly. 

The implementation began with the North Metropolitan TAFE at the start of this year. We are hearing that the 
enrolment process at that TAFE has proved to be very difficult for both students and staff alike. In effect, enrolments 
are happening entirely in person and on paper. Entering enrolment details into the system has become so time 
consuming that the feedback I have been receiving is that only around nine students a day are inputted into the 
system, which is an appallingly low number when we are talking about thousands of students. Also, that means that 
class lists have been wrong for weeks and weeks on end. We have also heard that some students ended up 
abandoning trying to be enrolled in North Metropolitan TAFE and instead have been enrolled in South Metropolitan 
TAFE or nowhere at all because it has been so difficult. 

I have been asking questions about this. Quite frankly, the answers I have been getting have been evasive and 
certainly insufficient. They in no way match or even account for the level of frustration and concern that is coming 
from the TAFE colleges. I also add that I have been advised by staff, particularly those at North Metropolitan 
TAFE, that they have been told not to talk about this, not to raise concerns and to keep mum about what is 
happening with the implementation problems. When those sorts of directives are given, they will not always be 
followed, especially if the problems are not being resolved. 

The difficulties with the system in semester one were severe enough that, as I referred to in my question today, 
WA’s reporting of TAFE student numbers to the National Centre for Vocational Education Research for January 
to March of this year had to be delayed. I asked a question about this. I referred to the fact that it had been delayed. 
The response I received from the Minister for Education and Training was entirely unsatisfactory. Basically, 
I understand that the figures provided at the time were a snapshot and that that is what was supplied. That is not 
what I asked. I wanted to know what the figures are now. Instead, I got absolutely no answer at all. Likewise, 
I asked questions relating to my specific concerns about the additional North Metropolitan TAFE students and 
what was happening with those numbers. Again, the minister was completely evasive, and did not answer the 
question at all. 

I want to make it very clear that I will not ignore this issue. I will not be shoved away. Lots of questions are to be 
asked about the business case and requirements, the software selection process and the testing protocols. It is not 
good enough to simply blame the implementation of the system on the previous government because the rollout is 
happening now and it is happening under this government. We know that a system that cannot perform the very 
basics without hours and hours of manual labour is not an improved system. That is a huge problem, and it probably 
should not have gone live. It is bad enough that the system has gone live in North Metropolitan TAFE when clearly 
it was not ready to do so. The problem is that this semester it has now been rolled out to all the regional colleges 
as well. I am now hearing similar levels of distress from the regional colleges as I have heard from 
North Metropolitan TAFE.  

South Metropolitan TAFE is due to have the rollout at the beginning of next year. Staff are incredibly alarmed that 
this disaster is unfolding in front of them and that they are going to be the next cab off the rank to deal with this 
problem. I am deeply concerned that the issues have not been addressed. The volume of administration that has 
fallen to lecturers over the last two enrolment periods may be the new expectation. I have been told that the 
lecturers are looking forward to the benefits that a new SMS system is supposed to bring, as I have already said. 
They are absolutely open to having a new system. They have been told of the potential for this. They are very clear 
that the benefits have not been seen but, rather, there has been an explosion in the volume of paper-based 
administration work. It is unclear to me how much of the difficulty has been due to going to production before the 
SMS was ready or how much is inherent in the system itself. 

Despite how frustrating this process has been for lecturers and the administration staff within the colleges, I am 
hearing over and again their commitment to teaching, particularly our young people and people who are trying to 
get a start in the workforce, and all our TAFE students. Their concern is that this rollout is clearly being rushed 
and that identified issues are not being rectified. They are certainly not being rectified in a timely way. Their 
colleagues at other TAFE colleges will face the exact same set of problems that have already occurred in 
North Metro and are currently occurring in regional areas. In fact, if it were not for the rollout to the regional 
TAFEs proceeding without communicating how these issues have or will be resolved, I doubt anyone would have 
spoken up at all. 

We cannot keep pushing a huge administrative burden onto our TAFE lecturing staff and onto the very dedicated 
support staff. We employ them to teach. There are clearly problems with this administration system. The TAFE 
lecturers and support staff are asking that we please put any further rollouts on hold. They have requested that, as 
a stop-gap measure, we go back to the old system for enrolments until we find out exactly what the problem is. 
The one thing we know is that we most certainly cannot look at rolling this out to any further TAFEs right now. 
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FREIGHT RAIL NETWORK 

Statement 

HON DIANE EVERS (South West) [6.42 pm]: I rise tonight to address the lease and management of WA’s 
freight rail network. Since the lease documents were signed off 18 years ago, it continues to be shrouded in secrecy. 
In divesting itself of the state’s Westrail freight business, the Western Australian government sold the freight 
business, rolling stock, terminals and maintenance facilities, and leased the land corridor and below-rail 
infrastructure through a 49-year lease. At present, the Public Transport Authority is responsible for managing the 
freight rail network lease. Unfortunately, the lease instrument, the regulatory regime and the transport authority’s 
management of the lease have not resulted in an efficient system and have not improved on the system that was 
managed by the state through Westrail. Many people would say that it is now much worse. 

In 2014, the Western Australian Economics and Industry Standing Committee, under the chairmanship of the 
current shadow minister for agriculture, Mr Ian Blayney, investigated the management of the freight rail network 
and came up with several damning findings. Of these findings, I wish to focus on the issue of rail line maintenance. 
The inquiry found that although the revenue by the lessee must be taken into account in determining the economic 
or uneconomic status of less viable lines, the lease does not give the government any rights in the decisions to 
close some lines as being uneconomic. In addition, the report found that the decision by the original buyer–lessor, 
Australian Railroad Group, to split the above-line and below-line businesses resulted in the loss of the vertically 
integrated business arrangement that had allowed for greater efficiencies. 

Let me explain below-rail and above-rail businesses. Below-rail business refers to the rail line, its maintenance 
and the lease of the land on which it travels; above-line business refers to the rolling stock and other infrastructure. 
The below-rail business, currently known as Arc Infrastructure after several name changes, has indeed deemed 
several rail lines to be uneconomic. Certain lines have been placed into a new category or standard referred to as 
“care and maintenance”, which means that only the most basic of care, such as weed control, is undertaken. Under 
the terms of the lease agreement, access to WA’s freight rail network is provided through a negotiate and/or 
arbitrate model in which businesses looking to use the network are able to negotiate terms, including price. The 
government becomes involved, through the Economic Regulation Authority, only if the negotiations fail. These 
negotiations may take years to reach an agreement, if at all, causing much frustration. This is currently the case 
with discussions between Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd and Arc Infrastructure—an arbitrator is yet to make 
a decision. 

We need to acknowledge this situation urgently, as lithium mining is growing and discussions are currently being 
held about reopening the Greenbushes–Bunbury line. If this line is not opened, the WA government will be 
expected to maintain and improve the alternative route via road. Based on the government’s agreement to lease 
variations to date, it is highly likely that other line sections may be similarly placed into care and maintenance. If 
the government wishes to challenge the claim that lines are uneconomic, it needs to look at the financial operations 
prior to the split of the above-rail and below-rail businesses. 

The 2014 committee inquiry also found that throughout the Public Transport Authority’s role as the public 
authority responsible for managing the lease and ensuring that the lessee was meeting its lease obligations, it 
provided next to no supervision of the lessee’s right to quiet use and enjoyment of the below-rail infrastructure. 
This approach has proven to be completely ineffective in ensuring the condition of the lines. The condition of the 
entire freight rail network remains below the standard that should be reasonably expected under the terms and 
intent of the lease. 

Another major issue revealed during the inquiry was the lack of transparency around the lease instruments, the 
lease variations and the obligations of both parties to the lease. Several requests by the committee for evidence 
and documents were refused and deemed as closed. The committee found that such developments were a result of 
the absence of competition to the lessee and it advised that regulation of the freight rail network is essential. The 
committee also determined that as much information as reasonably possible should be released into the public 
domain. More alarmingly, it found that provisions of the lease agreement can seemingly be renegotiated and 
amended as desired. None of these issues has been adequately addressed. 

In total, the inquiry made 35 findings and 22 recommendations. The report was almost 300 pages long and very 
well researched. Despite this, the ministerial response was short and seemingly perfunctory, with then transport 
minister Dean Nalder stating — 

Consistent with the lease, the Government’s position is that the maintenance of all leased railway 
infrastructure is the responsibility of Brookfield Rail. 

Brookfield Rail is now known as Arc Infrastructure. He also said that investment in freight railways is primarily 
the responsibility of the private sector. In doing so, the previous government not only dismissed the 
recommendations of an inquiry led by one of its own members, but also lost a golden opportunity to rectify some 
of the many problems it created with its poorly authored legislation. 
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I call on the government to reconsider some of the recommendations made by the inquiry into rail line maintenance, 
which has now gained impetus because of the expanding lithium industry in the south and the need to reopen the 
Greenbushes line to carry the freight burden away from roads that are in disrepair. The line in question is one of 
the many that have been placed in the care and maintenance category that I described earlier. 

Might I also remind the government of its pre-election pledge to reopen tier 3 lines, which have been in limbo for 
many years despite continued calls by grain growers for their reactivation. I call to attention the following 
recommendations of the inquiry. I quote — 

Recommendation 1 
The Western Australian Government not allow any further lines to be placed into care and maintenance. 

Recommendation 2 
The Western Australian Government work with the lessee to include a trigger mechanism that will allow 
the recommissioning of lines already placed into care and maintenance. 

… 

Recommendation 9 
The Western Australian Government revises the lease instrument to ensure that lines are not able to be 
suspended from use without consequence. 

… 

Recommendation 10 
The definition of the term ‘care and maintenance’ should be amended to specify the obligations of the 
lessee and how lines placed into care and maintenance are to be maintained. 

… 

Recommendation 19 
The Western Australian Government undertakes urgent negotiations with Brookfield Rail to allow access 
to Tier 3 lines. 

Recommendation 20 
In the absence of an agreement allowing access to Tier 3 lines, the Western Australian Government 
investigates and pursues all means to recover those lines. 

Recommendation 21 
The Minister for Regional Development clarify whether Royalties for Regions funding can be made 
available for upgrades to the freight rail network and, if so, what process is in place to allow access to 
that funding. 

The government cannot continue to be held ransom to a private operator that enjoys the benefit of the doubt largely 
due to being the fortuitous beneficiary of a poorly drafted agreement. There is clearly a duty of care on behalf of 
the lessee to ensure that all the rail lines in the freight network are kept in good working order, and regulation must 
be clearly legislated to achieve this goal. If the lessee cannot meet these conditions, it should run the risk of 
forfeiting the lease agreement. 

House adjourned at 6.50 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL — CONFISCATION OF THE PROCEEDS OF CRIME 

1315. Hon Aaron Stonehouse to the Leader of the House representing the Attorney General: 
(1) I refer the Minister to the Auditor General’s recent report on the Confiscation of the Proceeds of Crime, and 

specifically to the correspondence on page 11, wherein the Director of Public Prosecutions (DPP) states that, 
and I quote, “The DPP has long submitted that confiscations activities should be centralised in one agency, 
with that agency having powers to investigate, issue notices, manage property and conduct confiscation 
proceedings.  This would likely resolve, or at least make possible the resolution of, many of the issues 
identified by the OAG.  Creation of such an agency would require amendment of the Criminal Property 
Confiscation Act.”  In light of that statement, I ask: 

(a) does the Attorney General acknowledge and agree with Auditor General’s findings that: 

(i) no single agency knows what impact confiscating assets is having on crime; 

(ii) seized assets could be better managed than they are at present to minimise deterioration 
in condition and value between seizure and either sale or return of the asset; and 

(iii) more clarity is needed around the outcomes that the DPP and Western Australia Police 
are to achieve from the Confiscation Account funding they receive each year? 

(2) Does the Attorney General agree with the DPP submission recommending the creation of a single, 
centralised agency with the power to investigate, issue notices, manage property and conduct confiscation 
proceedings and, if yes, what form might such an agency take? 

(3) Does the Attorney General have any plans to review and amend the Criminal Property Confiscation 
Act 2000 beyond those already before this Parliament? 

Hon Sue Ellery replied: 
I thank the Hon member for notice of the question. 

(1) (a) The Attorney General acknowledges the Auditor General’s report and has considered its findings 
and recommendations.  

(i) The objective of the audit was to assess if agencies are effectively and efficiently 
identifying, confiscating and distributing proceeds of crime. Through these performance 
measures we already know, to some extent, the impact confiscations activities has on 
disrupting crime.  

(ii) As the primary purpose of these activities is to disrupt crime, not generate income, it is 
more efficient and effective to allocate funds and resources on confiscations activities 
rather than maintaining assets to preserve their value.  

(iii) The agreement with the Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions clearly specifies 
Key Performance Indicators and the funding is used in accordance with the Director of 
Public Prosecutions Act 1991.  

(2) The audit did not sufficiently take into account the broader legislative framework of the Criminal Property 
Confiscations Act 2000 (CPCA 2000) (WA) and found that the agencies responsible under this act are 
adequately identifying, freezing and confiscating assets.  

(3) The Corruption, Crime and Misconduct and Criminal Property Confiscations Amendment Bill 2017 was 
passed by this Parliament on the 28 June 2018. The Attorney General intends to appoint a suitably 
independent reviewer to undertake a review of the Criminal Property Confiscations Act 2000 (WA) and 
is not currently considering any amendments to that Act at this stage.  

HEALTH — COMPUTERISED TOMOGRAPHY SCANNERS 

1323. Hon Martin Aldridge to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
I refer to Computed Tomography (CT) scanners owned and operated by the Department of Health and its area 
health services in Western Australia, and I ask: 

(a) in what locations are publicly owned and operated CT scanners operating; 

(b) of those identified in (a), will the Minister please list the slice capability of each machine; 

(c) what is the approximate cost for a new 64 and 128 slice CT scanner; 
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(d) with respect to the proposed upgrade to the Kalgoorlie based CT scanner, will the Minister please table 
the recently completed concept brief; 

(e) does the concept brief consider the benefit of a 128 slice machine in comparison to a 64 slice machine; and 

(f) has the State entered into any public private partnership arrangements for the funding and operation of 
CT scanners and has this been considered in the case of Kalgoorlie? 

Hon Alanna Clohesy replied: 
I am advised that: 

(a)–(b) Refer to table below: 

(a) Locations (b) Slice Capability 

Princess Margaret Hospital 1 x 256 (2 x 128) slice 

Perth Children’s Hospital 1 x 384 (2×192) slice 

1 x 16 slice – Hybrid 

Royal Perth Hospital 1 x 128 slice 

2 x sophisticated models not categorised by 
slices, used for diagnostic scanning 

Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital 320 x 0.5 mm rows (160 mm coverage) 

256 x 0.625 mm detector rows (160 mm coverage) 

Osborne Park Hospital 1 x 64 slice 

Rockingham General Hospital, 1 x 256 slice 

Fiona Stanley Hospital 4 x 256-slice 

Fremantle Hospital 1 x 256 slice 

Kununurra 1 x 64 slice 

Broome 1 x 64 slice 

Port Hedland 1 x 64 slice 

Karratha – Nickol Bay (64 slice to be installed in 
new Karratha Health Campus 

1 x 16 slice 

Carnarvon 1 x 16 slice 

Geraldton 1 x 16 slice (To be replaced to 64 slice in 2018) 

Kalgoorlie 1 x 16 slice (To be replaced to 64 slice in 2018) 

Esperance 1 x 16 slice 

Northam 1 x 64 slice 

Narrogin 1 x 16 slice 

(c) Approximate costings range from $500,000 to $850,000 for 64 slice, approximate costings range from 
$600,000 to $1,800,000 for 128 slice. Price variations would be dependent on procurement arrangements 
costs and which software options are included. 

(d) No “concept brief” was completed. For all abovementioned WA Country Health Service (WACHS) 
locations the requirement was to replace an existing CT unit. 

(e) Not applicable. 

(f) The Kalgoorlie 64 slice CT scanner has been funded in the 2018/19 budget. The State has not entered 
into a public private partnership arrangement for the Kalgoorlie CT scanner. Yes, WACHS has previously 
entered into and is currently engaged in public private partnerships for imaging services which included 
CT imaging for a number of sites. A public private partnership for CT imaging has not been considered 
in the case of Kalgoorlie to date. 

__________ 
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