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THE SPEAKER (Mr M.W. Sutherland) took the chair at 9.00 am, and read prayers. 

FIREARMS — LICENCES 
Petition 

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [9.01 am]: I have a petition signed by 477 people that complies with the rules of 
the house. The petition reads — 

To the Honourable Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 
We the undersigned residents of Western Australia oppose the recently introduced increases to licence 
fees for gun owners. We believe the fees are excessive and unfair and do not reflect the true cost of 
providing gun licences. 

Now we ask the Legislative Assembly to voice the case of gun owners aggrieved by these increases in 
licencing fees and examine whether the proposed fees truly reflect the costs of providing firearm 
licences. Further we ask the Assembly to withdraw the fees until there has been a proper consultation 
period with industry and sporting bodies. 

[See petition 41.] 

PAPERS TABLED 
Papers were tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 

URBAN DEVELOPMENT INSTITUTE OF AUSTRALIA WA AWARDS FOR EXCELLENCE 
Statement by Minister for Housing 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Housing) [9.03 am]: I rise to advise the house of the 
Department of Housing’s success at this year’s Urban Development Institute of Australia WA Awards for 
Excellence, which I was pleased to attend on 31 August. UDIA is one of the building and construction industry’s 
peak bodies. Out of 11 categories and three discretionary awards, the department won four awards. This is the 
government’s affordable housing strategy in action, through which the department works in partnership with 
both the private and not-for-profit sectors to deliver outstanding outcomes for Western Australians. 
Mr P.B. Watson: Did you say “inaction”? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I said that this is the government’s affordable housing strategy in action. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Inaction! 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: It is all one word! 

Mr R.H. Cook: These things look better written down. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The department’s winning housing developments are the Lime Street project, which 
won the president’s award and the sustainable urban development category; Living Space, which won the 
affordable development category; and Brighton Estate, Butler, which won the master planned development 
category. For the Lime Street project, the department capitalised on its excellent working relationship with St 
Bartholomew’s House to deliver an innovative new homeless facility that allows clients to move from crisis to 
transitional and, eventually, into long-term accommodation while remaining part of the same community. 
Located in East Perth, the $33 million eight-storey development consists of 148 units and 60 mental health care 
offices. 

Living Space comprises 67 one-bedroom, 56 two-bedroom and seven three-bedroom residential apartments as 
well as six commercial units. The department worked with Probuild Australia to create an impressive complex 
that offers for the first time in a single project a mix of affordable rental, social rental, commercial rental and 
home ownership opportunities designed to be financially sustainable over the long term. The rental revenues 
from the affordable rental, social rental and commercial units will be key sources of ongoing funding to support 
broader affordable housing activities. 

The department’s partnership with Satterley Property Group to develop Brighton Estate in Butler has created a 
community that will be home to more than 25 000 people housed in more than 7 600 dwellings through the 
creation of 5 250 lots. 
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Besides these four awards, the department was also recognised as a finalist—in the top three—in seven 
categories: affordable development, Banksia Grove, in partnership with Banksia Grove Development Nominees; 
high-density development, Building for Diversity, a partnership with Foundation Housing, and the Lime Street 
project; urban renewal, Building for Diversity, and the New North partnership with Satterley Property Group; 
medium-density development, Living Space; sustainable urban development, Building for Diversity and Living 
Space; residential development under 250 lots, The Village at Banksia Grove, a partnership with Banksia Grove 
Development Nominees; and residential development over 250 lots, The Village at Wellard, a partnership with 
Peet Limited. 

MUJA AB — REVIEW REPORTS 
Statement by Minister for Energy 

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Minister for Energy) [9.06 am]: I rise to inform the house of the state 
government’s decision on the future of the Muja AB power station in Collie. On 25 June I informed the house of 
the government’s decision to suspend refurbishment of the Muja AB power station. On 27 June I provided a 
detailed account of the government’s decision to suspend works, subject to undertaking an independent external 
technical review and an independent external commercial review of the entire project. This was the responsible 
course of action. Given the history of the project and the significant growth in costs that had been presented to 
government over the previous 12 months, the government did not have sufficient confidence in the future 
viability of the project and was therefore not prepared to invest any further public funds in it without first 
undertaking a full review of the project. I am pleased to inform the house that the independent reports are 
complete, have been provided to me, have been considered by the government and will be tabled today in 
Parliament as per my prior commitment to this place. 

Based on the advice of the independent reports, the government has determined that the best course of action is 
to continue with the refurbishment of the project through to completion, and to maintain the plan to sell at least 
50 per cent of Verve Energy’s share in the project in the future. The independent reports reinforce my view that 
there were serious flaws in the original business case pursued by the former board and senior executive of Verve 
Energy. Further, the joint venture partner, Inalco–Kempe, was not a suitable partner for a project of this size and 
its financial capacity was mismatched to the standing of Verve. The independent reports also identified 
deficiencies in the inspection program, which failed to identify corrosion and the need to replace waterwall 
tubing which ultimately failed and resulted in the significant cost overrun. 

The advice presented to the government in 2009 and upon which it relied to make the decision to refurbish Muja 
AB was seriously flawed. Following receipt of the independent reports, the government was faced with a 
decision: should further funding be committed to complete the project or should the refurbishment be 
abandoned? These independent reports recommend that completing the project represents the best value 
proposition going forward to the government. The independent reports also advise that there are no substantive 
technical reasons that could prohibit the return to service and operation of the plant for a further period of 10 to 
15 years. While there will always be risks associated with thermal power plants, particularly those of the age of 
Muja AB, I am confident that this is the best course of action given the independent advice received and the 
governance and operational structures Verve Energy has put in place since the boiler failures. I will continue to 
update the house on the status of the project and I table the reports of the independent review. 
[See papers 765 and 766.]  

R U OK? DAY 
Statement by Parliament Secretary 

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley — Parliamentary Secretary) [9.09 am]: Today is R U OK? Day. This 
national day of action encourages people from all walks of life across Australia to check in with family, friends, 
neighbours and colleagues and simply ask, “Are you okay?” If we connect with someone we care about and have 
an open conversation with them, we can help stop little problems turning into big ones. R U OK? Day is now in 
its fifth year. In 2012 an estimated one in three Australians asked the question. 

Research shows that people who have strong relationships are less likely to consider suicide as an option when 
struggling with life. Regular face-to-face conversations can help us to build and maintain strong relationships 
with friends and family. Last year the state government commissioned research on attitudes towards mental 
illness and stigma in Western Australia. More than 1 500 Western Australians participated in the study, which 
found that: the majority of people think that mental illness is a real medical illness, and not a sign of personal 
weakness or a problem that someone needs to snap out of; people are more likely to stigmatise when they do not 
know someone with a mental illness; and, more than half of consumers have self-stigmatised, with three in 10 
not disclosing illness in the workplace and the same number avoiding social events. Stigma, shame and fear 
surrounding mental illness can weigh heavily on people’s minds and prevent them from seeking necessary help. 
We all have a role to break down stigma and challenge stereotypes and prejudice. 
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Each year, one in five adults and one in four young Australians will experience a mental illness. Over a lifetime 
this amounts to almost half of the population. Mental illness really is everybody’s business. If mental health 
problems can be identified and addressed early on, people have a much stronger prospect of recovery and can 
maintain a better quality of life. 
The state government strongly supports events like R U OK? Day. We have significantly increased investment 
and provided a greater focus on mental health promotion, prevention, social inclusion and stigma reduction. The 
total cost of the purchased initiatives by the Mental Health Commission in 2012–13 was $3.2 million. This 
includes ongoing support for the statewide mental health promotion campaigns Act–Belong–Commit, the Music 
Feedback campaign for young people, the Changing Minds: Mental Health Truths school education program by 
Arafmi Mental Health Carers and Friends Association, and the national depression and anxiety initiative 
beyondblue. 
On Tuesday, which was World Suicide Prevention Day, 150 agencies and stakeholders came together to hear 
speakers talk about the employee assistance programs, issues for fly in, fly out workers and families, and 
examples of agency suicide prevention plans by the Department of Mines and Petroleum and the West 
Australian Football Commission partnership. I would like to commend all of the One Life suicide prevention 
strategy partners for their commitment to enhancing mental health, strengthening social capital and reducing the 
number of suicides. 
By opening communication channels, listening to people facing hard times, being a friend and connecting people 
to services and community networks, we can make a real difference to people’s wellbeing and recovery 
journeys. I encourage members to take the opportunity to ask their family, friends, colleagues and neighbours, 
“Are you okay?” 

SUE SINCLAIR — PUBLIC HOUSING 
Grievance 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn) [9.14 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Housing. Today I grieve about 
the tragic case of Mrs Sue Sinclair’s family and her current predicament. Mrs Sinclair is sitting in the Speaker’s 
gallery. The minister has been made well aware of this case because of the media attention it has attracted.  

I will go over the issues. In May 2012 Mrs Sinclair moved with her son, Nigel, into a two-bedroom ground-floor 
unit in Subiaco Road opposite Patersons Stadium. Nigel, who had been on the priority waiting list for some time, 
was suffering the ongoing effects of a muscle wasting cancer that was attached behind his liver and growing 
prodigiously. Mrs Sinclair moved in with Nigel to be his full-time carer.  

Mrs Sinclair was married to Mr Cyril Hunter, an Indigenous man from Derby, who was an employee of the 
Department of Agriculture during the 1970s and 1980s when it carried out spraying of 245T, otherwise known as 
the herbicide Agent Orange, in the Kimberley. Mr Hunter died of various toxic related cancers on 5 November 
1983. Nigel died in July this year aged 31. When Mrs Sinclair and her husband were living in Derby, Mrs 
Sinclair would wash Mr Hunter’s clothes after he came home from spraying Agent Orange as part of the 
roundup program of weeding. During this time she was pregnant with Nigel. There is strong evidence that the 
cancer that killed Nigel was directly related to Mrs Sinclair’s continual toxic exposure to clothes that were 
heavily laden with 245T. Vietnam veterans recognise the cancer that killed Nigel as being directly associated 
with exposure to Agent Orange.  

On the day of Nigel’s memorial, 19 July, the Department of Housing rang Mrs Sinclair and told her she had 
three weeks to vacate the premises. Due to the nature of his death and the age at which he died, Nigel’s body 
could not be buried until it had undergone post-mortem, so a memorial was held. It may have been unfortunate 
timing that the Department of Housing rang on the day of Nigel’s memorial. Despite being told by Mrs Sinclair 
what was happening that day, the Department of Housing representative proceeded to tell her that she was going 
to be evicted from the Homeswest unit. Telling her that information on the day of her son’s memorial is akin to 
pure heartlessness.  

Mrs Sinclair took Nigel’s body to Derby for burial as Nigel had requested. On the day of the burial she received 
another phone call. Again, one could say that it was unfortunate timing, but the department representative told 
Mrs Sinclair that she would be required to hand over the keys to her unit to the department’s office by 
22 August. As the minister knows, as a result of the media attention that Mrs Sinclair’s story attracted, the 
department has waived the three-week deadline it gave Mrs Sinclair to remove herself from the premises and has 
extended the date to 2 December. Mrs Sinclair is also on the priority waiting list. Although she was not on the 
notice as being on the tenancy, which often happens when someone lives in a Homeswest unit, she had filled out 
the forms before Nigel’s death. However, after Nigel’s death she was told that they were the wrong forms. On 
behalf of Mrs Sinclair, I plead with the minister to intervene, because the state has already done enormous 
damage to her family. Her husband died as a result of spraying Agent Orange for the Department of Agriculture 
in the 1970s and 1980s. Her son died because of her exposure to Agent Orange when she was pregnant with him. 
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Does the minister really want this woman kicked out of her unit days before Christmas after, effectively, what 
the state government has done to her family? It would be heartless—unbelievably heartless—to do so. Please 
allow Mrs Sinclair to take up tenancy in the unit so that she can continue to live there. Normally that would have 
occurred as a result of her name being on the tenancy recognition part of the contract, but she filled out the 
wrong form. I plead with the minister to give this woman a home—she deserves it. The state government has 
done awful damage to her family. 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Housing) [9.19 am]: I thank the member for Cockburn for 
bringing this grievance to my attention. As the member quite rightly said, I have been across this issue because 
of the media attention it has attracted. I offer my condolences to Mrs Sinclair for the loss of her son. Research 
suggests that the loss of a child is the number one traumatic experience that a family can go through. I 
acknowledge Mrs Sinclair’s mother, Joy Sinclair, who wrote to me. Joy has a Medal of the Order of Australia, 
which is not easy to get; obviously she is a key person in our society. I looked her up on Google and note that 
she is a committee member of the WA branch of the Order of Australia Association, so she is a well-respected 
member of the community.  

Member, I did not know that Mrs Sinclair’s husband was a Hunter from Derby. As the member knows, I lived in 
Derby, and I think I know a family member, Eric Hunter, who worked at Main Roads and was quite close to me. 
I know that when I was up there Agent Orange was an issue. Not that I knew much about it, but back in the late 
1970s there were certainly stories going around that Agent Orange was used and drums were around. It was an 
issue. It is unfortunate that that chemical was used by the then Department of Agriculture.  

I also recognise that, perhaps, some of the phone calls made by the Department of Housing were made 
inadvertently on days when it would have been a bad time for a call, but I am sure it did not do that knowingly in 
that case. As the member knows, as he has a bit of experience in the housing portfolio, the situation with 
tenancies is that if someone is a tenant of a house and someone else moves in, there is a process in place by 
which that person can be added to the tenancy. The form is not that difficult to fill in, and a tenant is required to 
notify the department if someone moves in. 

Mr F.M. Logan: Nigel’s bodily situation did not allow him to go and do that. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I understand that. Someone else could have assisted him to fill the form. 
Mr F.M. Logan: His mum did. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: It was a very difficult and traumatic situation at the time and I can understand that they 
did not get around to filling in the form.  

Mr F.M. Logan: No. She actually filled in a form, but she then found out that that form would have been okay 
before Nigel died, but she found out later that it was the wrong form that was filled in. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: I will let the house know the facts according to what the department has provided to me. 
Nigel occupied Unit 27, 154 Subiaco Road on 22 May 2012 as the only tenant of the house. Indeed, he was an 
outstanding tenant. There were no tenancy issues; there was no disruptive behaviour—not like some around that 
area. The rental payments were made regularly and the annual inspection on 22 May was fine. There were no 
issues, so he was what we would call an exemplary tenant. On 5 July 2013, a rental subsidy form dated 2 July 
was hand delivered to the department that listed Mrs Sue Sinclair as the only householder. On 12 July, the 
department received confirmation from Sue that Nigel had passed away, and the Public Trustee later advised that 
this occurred on 4 July. Sue requested three weeks to vacate the property, which was granted. At that time the 
department did not allow Sue to take over the tenancy because she was not listed as a householder during Nigel’s 
tenure. Even then, if someone is put on the form, they still have to be assessed. People have to know something 
about a person before they can be put on the housing list. It could be the member or me who was in the house; a 
person has to be assessed on their income. That is why that process is in place, member. 

On 6 August, the department contacted Sue to ascertain when the keys would be returned. Sue requested a 
further month to vacate the property because of family commitments, which is perfectly understandable. At that 
time the department declined that request but granted a further seven days in which to return the keys and this 
was later extended until 23 August. On 8 August, Sue submitted an application to the Derby office for housing in 
the south east metropolitan region and she also listed her partner, James Hawke, on the application. On 
14 August, an advocate from the Southern Aboriginal Corporation contacted the department, and the department 
reiterated that the succession of the tenancy would not be possible. However, a further extension until 
6 September was granted. On 26 August, Sue contacted the department’s head office; her application for housing 
was discussed and it was agreed that the department would contact her about the documentation required to 
allow her to complete her application. It was the next day that the department was asked by the ABC to provide a 
comment. 

Mr F.M. Logan: All I am seeking is that there is flexibility and I am asking you to show leniency because this is 
a special case. 
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Mr W.R. MARMION: I understand that. I will get to that in a tick. 
Sue has previously had a Keystart home loan, which was discharged in 2001, so we have been trying to assist 
Sue over the years. We have assessed her and her partner. Even with a dual income, they are eligible for a 
department house. As the member correctly said, we have given them a three-month extension and the 
department will be looking at that and working through this over the next three months to see whether anything 
can be done for Sue. 

NORTH PERTH PRIMARY SCHOOL — ROAD SAFETY MEASURES 
Grievance 

MS E. EVANGEL (Perth) [9.26 am]: My grievance today is to the Minister for Transport. It is about the 
installation of road safety wig wags at Charles Street that will service the growing North Perth Primary School 
community. The North Perth Primary School is located on Albert Street, North Perth and has around 400 
students enrolled from years K–7. It was established in 1899 and has a long and vibrant history in the Perth 
electorate. It is this connection with a rich and interesting past, along with the enthusiasm and energy of the 
current students, teachers and parents that distinguishes North Perth primary as a dynamic school community. I 
am aware of the minister’s knowledge, interest and commitment to the growing needs of our outstanding Perth 
electorate and schools and how the increased population growth requires urgent consideration with special 
respect to issues such as roads and transport. 

As I mentioned earlier, North Perth Primary School has a long history, as does the area itself. We have seen 
many population growth cycles and certainly changing demographics. However, we are currently in the midst of 
a family population explosion which of course means many more children attending the local primary schools. 
Student safety is an absolute priority for the school community. The parents and citizens association has been 
actively involved in securing road safety around the school. North Perth primary is a school that encourages 
children to walk to school. We see hundreds of families walking to school every day, which obviously is a very 
good thing; we should be encouraging and facilitating this. On National Walk to School Day earlier this year, we 
had the Minister for Education, Hon Peter Collier and Hon Liza Harvey join me and the North Perth community 
for the walk to school. The school’s involvement in the celebration of this day is testament to the school’s 
commitment to walking to school. 

North Perth Primary School has a relatively small catchment area. The majority of students live in North Perth 
with a small section in the adjacent suburbs of West Perth, Leederville and Mt Lawley. The school is now a local 
intake school and enrolments are limited to children living within this immediate area. I am sure that the minister 
agrees that we have all the right ingredients to encourage students to walk to school. This is why it is imperative 
that we provide all the necessary safety devices to ensure the children’s utmost protection while crossing roads.  
I mentioned earlier the P&C’s commitment to ensuring the safety of the school community, and if the minister 
will indulge me, I will share one example. North Perth primary faces View Street to the south which is a popular 
entry point to the school. Children need to cross View Street to reach the school when coming from this 
direction. The school has engaged in a very long struggle with the Public Transport Authority to have a 40-
kilometre-an-hour school zone installed. The issue was a small park that belonged to the council that is also used 
by the school. As the school did not directly adjoin View Street, it took years to have a 40-kilometre-an-hour 
school zone installed. It was not until the Minister for Police, Liza Harvey, thankfully accepted my invitation to 
come out and see the road safety situation that we managed to have the Public Transport Authority agree to 
install the 40-kilometre-an-hour school zone. View Street connects the busy Fitzgerald Street to Charles Street, 
and there is a lot of dangerous rat-running down that street. Thankfully—I must thank the minister—we did get 
the 40-kilometre-an-hour school zone installed, and we are currently in the midst of a six-month trial before the 
PTA makes this a permanent 40-kilometre-an-hour school zone.  

Moving on to the issue of the flashing wig wag signals on Charles Street, minister, I really think that the North 
Perth Primary School community deserve and need to have these signals installed as soon as possible. I am sure 
members are aware that Charles Street is a very busy road. A crosswalk attendant is currently positioned at the 
Charles Street crossing area every morning and afternoon. I must add that it took many years and thousands of 
hard-earned P&C dollars to have that crosswalk attendant placed at the Charles Street crossing. For the 
minister’s reference, the P&C were caught in a catch 22 situation because the PTA required a certain number of 
students crossing at Charles Street in order to have a crosswalk attendant allocated, but of course this street was 
not being crossed at all because of the dangerous traffic levels. We even saw situations in which parents would 
drive their children to school literally up the road rather than risk their children crossing the dangerous Charles 
Street. The P&C was left with no choice other than to employ and pay for out of hard-earned P&C funds a 
crosswalk attendant for a period of six months, during which time they recorded the daily number of students 
crossing Charles Street. Once the PTA received this count, a permanent crosswalk attendant was allocated. 

The minister may be wondering why I am going over all this history. There are two main reasons. The first is 
that I want to show the minister the level of dedication the North Perth Primary School community has towards 
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ensuring their children’s safety. Secondly, I want to demonstrate just how long that community has waited for 
simple and essential safety measures. The final part of the Charles Street safety measures are the flashing wig 
wag lights that the government has committed to. Charles Street, we all know, and as I have mentioned, is a very 
busy road, especially in the mornings and afternoons. It also happens to be gridlocked travelling into the city in 
the mornings and away from the city in the afternoons. However, the quiet side of the road is conducive to 
speeding at those times because of the relatively free run that it affords. The wig wags, as the minister knows, 
can be seen from a distance and would provide adequate warning for motorists as they approach the school 
crossing. 

The school community has been waiting all year for the wig wags to be installed. We were informed that the 
estimated installation date would be February 2014. I do not see why this issue needs to be dragged out any 
further. The school community has waited long enough. I request the minister’s urgent attention to this matter 
and hope that these wig wags can be installed as soon as possible. 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Minister for Transport) [9.33 am]: I thank the member for Perth for that 
series of requests on behalf of the parents, teachers and students of North Perth Primary School. I also highlight 
to the house the representations made to me in relation to North Perth Primary School by the member for Perth 
in the six months since her election. I have such a good understanding of the area around the school that I feel 
like my own children attend there. One of the things that I have found in this role, especially when it comes to 
the existing flashing lights that we have put in 40-kilometre-an-hour zones, is that I have come to understand the 
intensity with which school communities focus upon issues of child safety in and around their schools. Mr 
Speaker and I have attended schools in his electorate, just up the road from North Perth Primary School, and I 
have considered the member’s arguments and can provide the following information to her and the school 
community.  
Firstly, I speak in relation to the wig wag signals on Charles Street. Congratulations to the school community for 
the work they have done over a number of years on positioning a crossing guard. As the member said, once the 
crossing guard was there, strangely enough, pedestrian crossings by students increased quite dramatically. Main 
Roads intended to install the wig wag signals in February next year; it has subsequently advised me that it will 
be able to do it by late October. I anticipate that those signals will be put in over the coming weeks. The wig wag 
signals should work really well in conjunction with the crossing guard to provide a completely safe environment 
because, as the member is aware, just having a crossing guard on a road like Charles Street, given the volumes of 
traffic, does not provide the safest possible environment. The wig wag signals will provide a very clear 
indication to road users that there is a reason for them to slow down ahead—that reason, of course, is the 
guarded school crossing. Thanks to the efforts of the member, the installation of those wig wags will happen six 
months earlier than had been anticipated. I think that is a great reflection of the efforts of the member and her 
representations on behalf of that school community.  

I might also have a quick chat about View Street. It is an interesting school and I am interested to hear that the 
Minister for Police, the member for Scarborough, attended North Perth Primary School with the member. She 
has a similar school in her electorate; I cannot remember the name of the school but I attended it with her. There 
is a school, a park and then a road. Traditionally, Main Roads say that that road is separated by the park from the 
school and therefore does not qualify for the 40-kilometre-an-hour zone. I think it may have been Doubleview. 
What often happens—this certainly was the case in the member for Scarborough’s electorate, and definitely the 
case here at North Perth primary—is that the school and the park become one and the same, and the park 
becomes the major thoroughfare by which the students access their homes. Inevitably the road adjacent to the 
park, in this case View Street—my recollection is that there is the park and then View and Olive Streets — 
Ms E. Evangel: And a playground. It is as if the park is part of the school. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Yes. The Multicultural Federation Garden I think is the term.  

Clearly there is a lot of pressure on View Street in terms of pedestrian crossings associated with children going 
to and from school. The member rightly pointed out that after some significant representations on her behalf and 
the school community’s behalf—some little flyers and a whole range of other things—Main Roads has installed 
a 40-kilometre-an-hour zone for a trial period. My understanding is that the trial period is progressing well. The 
good thing for the school community is that after six months, and once the trial period is successful—I think they 
were installed a little while ago — 
Ms E. Evangel: Three months ago. 
Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Perhaps we are halfway through the trial. Once the trial is successful and the 40-
kilometre-an-hour zone becomes permanent, that school will qualify for the flashing signs. With the 
government’s plan to spend $36 million rolling out flashing signs to every school in the state that has a 40-
kilometre-an-hour zone, North Perth Primary School will also receive flashing signs on View Street to provide 
further protection—that is, an upgrade from the 40-kilometre-an-hour school zone. That will take a little while. 
There are a few more months left of the trial, and with the rollout of those flashing lights, which has started but 
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will be ramped up next year, we will ensure that North Perth Primary School is included in the early rounds of 
that program. I think it would be fair to say that on the back of the member’s efforts working with the local 
school community, we have made some fairly significant steps forward in delivering better safety outcomes for 
children and their families who choose to walk to school. The wig wag signals are to be installed in October, in 
the next few weeks, the 40-kilometre-an-hour zone on View Street is under trial, and I cannot see any reason 
why it will not be successful, and that will then flow into the installation of flashing lights. What the member has 
been able to deliver in conjunction with the school community is a vast improvement in safety outcomes for 
those young children who decide to walk to school.  

The member is right with her observation that encouraging young kids to walk to school, or from my point of 
view, to ride to school, is a very worthwhile aspiration for a school community. It is not just about health and 
wellbeing outcomes; it is also about socialisation outcomes. Nothing gives one more pleasure than seeing a 
group of kids walking home together, enjoying each other’s company and learning to interact out of school but 
socially together, rather than just getting in the car and going straight home and plonking in front of the telly. I 
congratulate the member for Perth and the school community for these very positive steps forward, and I look 
forward to the day we come out and turn on those flashing lights. 

457 VISA HOLDERS — PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHARGE 
Grievance 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [9.39 am]: I was hoping to address my 
grievance to the Premier, but he has elected not to come for this grievance despite my request; therefore, I 
assume the grievance is to the minister representing the Minister for Education in the other place.  
This is a grievance on behalf of victims of the government. Those victims are the 8 600 children of 457 visa 
holders in Western Australia. In particular, I raise the case of Greg and Tammy Kearney from the United States, 
who are here today in the gallery. Their case involves their 14-year-old son who attends a public high school in 
Western Australia. I will just provide to the house the circumstances surrounding Greg and Tammy. Tammy is 
blind. She has come along today with her husband, Greg, and her guide dog, Rex. They have lived in Western 
Australia four and a half years, having come here to work for the Association for the Blind of Western Australia. 
They have very specific skills that are used by the Association for the Blind. In the case of Greg, his role is to 
manage accessible media, which involves very specific skills; namely, turning print into braille and ensuring that 
talking books for blind people, both in Australia and overseas, can be created at the Association for the Blind, 
which is, as I recall, located in Victoria Park.  
Tammy has a role in which she makes braille books for children. Tammy and Greg came to Australia four and a 
half years ago from the United States with their son, not only for a specific task, but also to be involved in a job 
they perform on behalf of the Western Australia community. They work for a charity; they are not highly paid. 
When I asked Greg this question, he advised me that he is paid significantly less than $100 000 a year to perform 
that role for a Western Australia charity, helping blind people not only in Western Australia but around the 
world.  
Greg advises me that only 30 people or so in the entire world have the skills to undertake this sort of multimedia 
work and other work in providing material for people who are blind so that they have accessible books, 
technology and the like. The family is not on big money. They have come to Western Australia to perform a role 
that, as far as I understand, no other Western Australian has the skills to perform. What a wonderful thing to 
have these people come here and perform that role! They are great contributors to the Western Australian 
community and are not on the big mining incomes or the big incomes that seem to be assumed for 457 visa 
holders. What wonderful people we have in our community undertaking this role. However, they have now been 
hit with a $4 000 per annum bill for their son to go to school. They pay their taxes, they pay their mortgage or 
rent, they make their contribution to society, they meet their income tax, goods and services tax and all the other 
obligations that are put upon them by our society, and yet they have to pay $4 000 per annum for their son to go 
to school; whereas, other people’s children are not subject to this charge. This is unfair. It is un-Australian for 
the government to have done this to these people.  
I have heard of other examples and I want to raise one very quickly. We know that there is big demand for skills 
in the wheatbelt. The upper house member Hon Darren West brought to my attention recently the case of a 
muffler mechanic—this is what he described this gentleman as—from the Philippines. He came to the wheatbelt, 
and he is paid $49 000 a year to perform a role in a wheatbelt community, which otherwise would not have a 
mechanic with those particular skills. He has four children in public schools. He earns $49 000 a year! This 
move by the government has sent his children and his wife home. It has split his family. That community in the 
wheatbelt will most probably lose someone who carries out an essential position. This change is un-Australian. It 
is hurting people who can least afford it and it is victimising those people simply because they cannot vote. 

I have looked at the budget, and I notice that the Premier has now come up with this line of, “We’re establishing 
the criteria.” The budget speech states that children will be charged this fee. Page 4 of budget paper No 3 states 
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that every one of these children will be charged; and there are 8 600 of them in Western Australia. When we do 
the sums, the total is $120 million booked in the budget. That means every single child of a 457 visa holder will 
pay that $4 000; that is what the government’s budget says. These mealy-mouthed words by the Premier that 
suddenly criteria are to be established do not reflect the reality of the budget that was handed down a month ago.  
What is more, I am advised by journalists that in the budget lock-up the Treasurer made a specific point of 
saying that every child of a 457 visa holder will pay that $4 000. That was one of the selling points of the fiscal 
action plan of the government. For the Premier to now say, “We’re looking at the criteria”, denies his own 
budget. It is disgraceful for the government to attack these families and these children in this way. It is 
disgraceful because it has been done knowing that these people cannot vote. It has impacted upon families like 
those of Greg and Tammy and the wheatbelt motor mechanic I referred to. It attacks them where they are most 
vulnerable, which is the education of their children.  
I say to the government that this is wrong. It needs to withdraw this attack on these people and on these children. 
The government needs to explain why it handed down a budget that indicates that every single one of them will 
pay and it needs to explain the words about the criteria. All this needs to be explained, because these people who 
have come to this country to work, like Greg and Tammy Kearney and their son, deserve better than this 
shocking treatment. 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [9.47 am]: I am responding on behalf of the Minister 
for Education. I acknowledge the issues that have been raised by the Leader of the Opposition and the 
contribution made by the family he referred to. Obviously, I was not previously aware of their role, but no doubt 
they are making a significant contribution to the area in which they work. However, we should not be making a 
policy simply on the basis of only one or two examples, albeit those examples do need to be taken into account 
in the final criteria, which are determined as a result of policy. Most people in the community probably accept 
and even support the notion that the charge is reasonable for people who are not permanent residents of Western 
Australia or Australia and who, in not all cases, but in a significant number of cases, are probably employed on 
quite high incomes. They are not here for the long term in Australia or Western Australia; therefore they are not 
making a long-term contribution to the taxation system out of which we fund our government schools. They 
should make some contribution to the costs of educating their children. It is appropriate to acknowledge that the 
average annual cost of educating a student in a Western Australian government school is approximately $15 000. 
The government is proposing to charge $4 000 per student for the children of 457 visa holders. However, it is the 
case that the detailed criteria are currently being determined — 
Mr M. McGowan: Why did the budget say all were paying?  

Mr J.H.D. DAY: We cannot have it both ways. Opposition members either want the government to change what 
was announced in the budget or want the budget to be maintained. It should decide which position it actually 
wants.  
Mr M. McGowan: You should have listened to what my argument was! I will make it again, if you want.  

Mr J.H.D. DAY: The opposition is completely sitting on the fence on the issue. It is relevant to note that similar 
fees are charged in two other jurisdictions in Australia. I understand that in New South Wales the fee is 
approximately $5 000 per student per annum and in the ACT it is up to $14 000 per student per annum. Both 
jurisdictions, I understand, offer exemptions for lower-income earners and those with skills in demand. Although 
the assumption in the budget has been that there are 8 600 457 visa students in Western Australian government 
schools, work is being done to determine more precisely the number. There is some concern that it may not be 
exactly at that level because, in some cases, although families have come here on 457 visas and their children are 
enrolled in schools under that status, they end up gaining permanent residency and a change in the records does 
not necessarily occur in the schools. So the number may not be as high as 8 600, and that work is being done at 
the moment to more precisely determine the figure. 
We should not draw too much from the figures that I am about to mention. However, during the estimates 
committee process, the opposition asked for supplementary information to be provided about the proportion or 
the percentage of students at each government school in the state who come from families who are 457 visa 
holders. As I said, work is being done at the moment to more accurately determine the figures. The schools at 
which the highest number of students are located are Mindarie, Hillarys, Beaumaris, Highgate and Comet Bay 
primary schools. In terms of proportions, it is interesting to note that a significant number of the schools with a 
higher proportion—10 per cent or over—are in areas that most people would regard as fairly well off, but not 
exclusively. The list provided to the opposition and to the Parliament as supplementary information includes 
Applecross Primary School, with 15.42 per cent of students; Beaumaris Primary School, 11.44 per cent; 
Cloverdale Primary School, 11.65 per cent; Como Primary School, 15.58 per cent; Cunderdin District High 
School, 13.29 per cent; Freshwater Bay Primary School, 11.99 per cent; Highgate Primary School, 17.35 per 
cent; Hillarys Community Kindergarten, 15.79 per cent; Hillarys Primary School, 13.71 per cent; Kalgoorlie 
Primary School, 10.73 per cent; Lake Monger Primary School, 11.4 per cent; Mindarie Primary School, 



4012 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 12 September 2013] 

 

13.22 per cent; Mosman Park Primary School, 9.68 per cent; Mount Claremont Primary School, 10.97 per cent; 
Roseworth Education Support Centre, 10 per cent; Poynter Primary School, 10.41 per cent; South Perth Primary 
School, 13.71 per cent; South Stirling Primary School, 10 per cent; Subiaco Primary School, 12.91 per cent; and 
Victoria Park Primary School, 13.39 per cent. As I said, it is not exclusively the case, but in many cases those 
schools are located in areas that most people would regard as being relatively well off. Work is being done at the 
moment to finalise the criteria. Consideration is being given to a range of options, including phasing in the 
introduction of fees for all 457 visa–dependent students; introducing fees on a prospective basis—in other words, 
only for families who come here from a certain point in the future; possibly having a sliding scale of fees for 
multiple dependents when families have more than one student in a government school, and a lower fee could be 
provided for second and subsequent students; and allowing for some hardship provisions. The government is 
looking at this issue seriously and responsibly, taking into account the costs on taxpayers generally of 
government school students who come from families on 457 visas who are not resident in Australia in the long 
term. 

LIQUOR LICENSING REGULATIONS 
Grievance 

MR F.A. ALBAN (Swan Hills) [9.53 am]: My grievance to the Minister for Racing and Gaming is about an 
issue that has been a thorn in the side of many of my constituents who have restaurants or wineries and is 
impacting on their ability to service their customers. Some of these people are also members of the Australian 
Hotels Association. Some locals might have an understanding of the regulations, having been exposed to them, 
and happily accept them. However, the Swan Valley and the hills have well over two million visitors a year, 
which we are very grateful for, and many of these—at least a third, or some 700 000—are interstate or 
international visitors. It would be foolish to implement regulations that would embarrass our proprietors and 
perhaps insult our guests. Although the recent extended trading permit allowing restaurants restricted to 120 
people or fewer to supply liquor without a meal has been welcomed within the food industry, there are anomalies 
that are not only onerous and embarrassing, but also of great concern to many within the industry, and there are 
unlikely consequences of these permits. 

On request, I have visited several premises, and proprietors have asked for the following circumstances to be 
brought to the minister’s attention, particularly in view of this act being reviewed shortly. I will set out the key 
concerns that have been raised as being potentially in violation of the previously mentioned extended trading 
permits. A group of people celebrating a birthday commonly wish to make a traditional toast. According to 
regulation, they are unable to consume liquor while standing and making a toast. If they wish to stand for a toast, 
they must stand, toast, and then sit down before consuming alcohol. That is funny in Australia. Can members 
imagine an international visitor laughing even more? In the case of a large group booking of a few tables for a 
corporate meal, or in any situation in which the booking is spread over separate tables, rather than being put 
together at one large table, guests are unable to move between tables with alcohol in hand as, once again, alcohol 
must be consumed while seated. Group cocktail events with finger food are not allowed in a restaurant with an 
extended trading permit. I understand that these events would be allowed under a special facility licence. Many 
venues similar to Swan Valley restaurants and wineries are located in the south west, more than 40 kilometres 
from the metropolitan area, and are available as regional venues. Unfortunately, the definition of “tourist” under 
regulation 9A(9)(a) of the Liquor Control Regulations 1989 is a person who is — 

staying at a place that is at least 40 km from his or her usual place of residence … 

This means that the Swan Valley’s close location to the city is a hindrance to venues operating under a special 
facility licence. If a group of guests wish to pay individually using the pay-as-you-go method, a regulation under 
the current applicable liquor licence does not permit guests to order at the till and pay at the same time. All 
orders must be taken at a table and the result is often as follows: guests are seated, orders are taken individually, 
and guests must then get up from the table at which they have just sat down to move to the till to pay for their 
order, and then return to the table and wait for the order. Although these are often viewed as restrictions, the 
policing of which is not of significant importance or concern, for the licensees it is something from which 
significant impacts can potentially arise, including not only the risk of violation of these restrictions, but also 
miscommunication and the customers lack of understanding of the restrictive nature of these regulations, which 
could leave a group of customers feeling slighted when a casual group may wish merely to move to the register 
and purchase as desired.  

As the member for Swan Hills, which covers part of the Swan Valley, the hills wine region and the 
establishments based there, I have the responsibility to represent the tourism interests of these constituents. Our 
culture has changed. No longer do we stand like camels at a well for our weekly top-up. We have adopted the 
European approach of drinking alcohol with our food, sometimes at formal meals, and sometimes at less formal 
events at which we eat canapés and tapas. Yes, some bar regulars are still at large, but it is not necessary to 
penalise a few in smaller venues and more formal functions. It is easier to safely and effectively manage a room 
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in which alcohol is being served. Generally, if someone chooses to go out on a bender, they will not go to a 
restaurant that has a more formal setting and, generally speaking, is better presented and serves higher-priced 
food. Once a patron has selected their venue, no amount of regulation will force them to go elsewhere for their 
drinks. However, many of the restrictions and experiences they encounter will remain. Although the onus is on 
the proprietor to provide the best service to meet the customer’s needs in a responsible manner, the specific 
restrictions imposed on their clientele, which affect their celebrations, their dining experience or their family 
event, are out of the proprietor’s hands, with little understanding of the clientele. These regulations are difficult 
to police, and it is certainly not customer friendly or acceptable to demand—no matter how politely—that these 
customers sit down if they want to sip their beverage. I thank the minister for his consideration of these points.  

MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin — Minister for Racing and Gaming) [10.00 am]: I thank the member for 
Swan Hills for the grievance and the way he presented it. This grievance is about the restrictions that apply to 
restaurants supplying liquor to patrons who are not consuming a meal under a liquor-without-a-meal permit. The 
member raised a really fair and relevant grievance. It is a good grievance, and I recognise and understand the 
points the member made and some of the frustrations that occur within the industry. I want to acknowledge that. 
The member will know that the government has already made some changes in this area to make restaurants 
better places to visit, by relaxing some of the rules that can sometimes be seen to intrude on patrons or the 
licensee. This issue is part of the terms of reference of the liquor review, which will be in this place by 
November for members to look at, and I hope that some of the points the member for Swan Hills has made will 
be included in that.  
I will give the member some background. In 2006, changes were introduced that, amongst other things, allowed 
licensed restaurants to serve liquor without a meal in any part of licensed premises. However, during debate on 
that legislation concerns were raised by the hotel industry and others in the community about restaurants 
becoming quasi-hotels, which is a fair concern, and increased problems from alcohol-related behaviour. The 
main concern was to retain the integrity of a restaurant. We wanted people to enjoy their visits to restaurants and 
to have a beer or a wine, perhaps without having a meal, but we needed to make sure that a restaurant was not 
like a mini-hotel and people would stop going to the restaurant for meals. A number of conditions were applied 
to restaurants that wanted to serve liquor without a meal. For example, the restaurant must always be set up and 
presented for dining; tables cannot be removed or shifted to create dance floors; the kitchen must be open and 
operating at all times that liquor is available; and the restaurant’s full menu must be available at all times. In 
addition, liquor may be consumed only by patrons sitting at a dining table, table service must be provided by the 
restaurant staff, and there is to be no bar service. That reform became law in 2007. The requirement for patrons 
to be seated at a table is a fundamental requirement included in the Liquor Control Act. That may be looked at 
by the review committee. 

However, the remainder of those conditions—some of which the member raised—are imposed through the 
permit conditions. Under the permit system, about 130 licensed restaurants received approval to serve liquor 
without a meal. When the sailing world championship came to Fremantle, the director of liquor licensing and I 
were approached to approve a dispensation for liquor without a meal permits, so that people did not have to be 
seated at tables. I declared the sailing world championship a special event under provisions in the act, and for the 
duration of that event those restrictions were eased so that patrons were able to consume liquor without a meal 
while standing in Fremantle restaurants. That was a good thing to do. However, there was no commitment for 
that to be a permanent relaxation of the rules. From speaking to people, restaurateurs and police, I found there 
were no reports of trouble from the changed arrangements; so, generally, it went pretty well. Members will 
remember that in the lead-up to the last election the Premier committed to more flexibility for restaurants to 
serve liquor without a meal. As the member for Swan Hills mentioned, that was designed to allow restaurants to 
accommodate no more than 120 patrons without going through the application process, which is in line with the 
small bar regulations to serve liquor without a meal. In addition to that, we have dispensed with the requirement 
to provide evidence of local government planning approval. Licensees must ensure that the relevant planning 
requirements are complied with, but they do not have to get approval from the council. We have streamlined the 
process, and that is being turned around in 10 days at a minimal cost of $50. Those changes started in June this 
year and have speeded up the process. Since then, 104 restaurants have obtained liquor-without-a-meal permits 
under those modified rules. That is where we are at the moment. As I said, the Liquor Control Act is being 
reviewed, which is a really important part of this process. The review body will have a good look at what 
occurred at Fremantle and will come back to us with recommendations in November, when it is due to report.  

The member raised some specific issues, and technically he could be right, but as an enforcement priority, it 
would have the lowest of the low priorities. Someone might have been chipped about those issues, but, generally, 
that is not the case. However, the member raised those points and I take them on board. I agree with the member 
that someone should be able to stand up and toast someone. That was ridiculous, and the conditions were read 
technically. I take the member’s points on board; the conditions are technical but they have not been a priority 
for enforcement because we like to think that people apply commonsense. That may not always happen, but 
generally it does.  
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In conclusion, I accept the member’s argument that visitors to Western Australia might be frustrated by some of 
our rules. That is a fair point. One thing I have learnt in my time as minister is that there is always a balance, and 
people have a wide selection of views. The last time changes to the Liquor Control Act came into this place we 
had 12 hours of debate, and no doubt when the recommendations arising from the review are brought into this 
place, it will be the same. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Who is doing it?  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: I will tell the member later.  

The member for Swan Hills said that if someone chooses to go out on a bender, they will not go to a restaurant 
that has a formal setting. I agree, but we have to have something in place to ensure that does not happen. We 
have to be a little careful in what we do. I take the member’s point. The review will probably result in changes, 
but we must make sure we do not reach the stage at which people do not want to go to restaurants because they 
are no longer restaurants. I do not think we will get to that point. The review is headed by John Atkins, 
Nicole Roocke and Ian Stanley. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND JUSTICE STANDING COMMITTEE 
Extension of Reporting Date — Statement by Deputy Speaker 

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER (Ms W.M. Duncan): I have received a letter from the Community Development 
and Justice Standing Committee advising that the committee has resolved to extend the reporting date on its 
inquiry into custodial arrangements in police lockups to 28 November 2013. 

UNCLAIMED MONEY (SUPERANNUATION AND RSA PROVIDERS)  
AMENDMENT AND EXPIRY BILL 2013 

Introduction and First Reading 
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr T.R. Buswell (Treasurer), and read a first time. 

Explanatory memorandum presented by the Treasurer. 

Second Reading 
MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Treasurer) [10.08 am]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

The bill amends the Unclaimed Money (Superannuation and RSA Providers) Act 2003 and the State 
Superannuation Act 2000 to provide for the transfer of state–held unclaimed superannuation, and its ongoing 
responsibility, to the Australian Taxation Office. This bill had previously been debated in the Legislative 
Assembly and passed the third reading on 13 September 2012. However, the Bill lapsed because it did not 
complete its passage through the Legislative Council before the Parliament was prorogued on 
14 December 2012.  

Unclaimed superannuation typically arises when a superannuation provider is unable to contact a member with 
an entitlement to a benefit after a prescribed period, or where no contributions have been made by an employer 
on behalf of a member after a prescribed period. Centralised administration of unclaimed superannuation with 
the ATO will facilitate superannuation fund members being reunited with their lost or unclaimed superannuation 
through the extensive data matching and personal identification capabilities of the ATO.  

All states and territories have agreed to the transfer of their lost and unclaimed superannuation money and 
ongoing responsibility to the commonwealth in support of the interests of superannuation fund members who 
will benefit from the centralisation of unclaimed superannuation arrangements with the ATO. Implementation of 
the transfer proposal will also bring lost and unclaimed superannuation arrangements of states and territories into 
line with commonwealth regulated superannuation schemes, which have been required to pay lost and unclaimed 
superannuation monies to the ATO since 1 July2007. 

The state’s lost and unclaimed superannuation to be subject to the transfer proposal arises from two sources. The 
first source is unclaimed superannuation held in the consolidated account paid to the Treasurer by private 
Western Australian–registered superannuation funds up to and including 30 June 2007 under the Unclaimed 
Money (Superannuation and RSA Providers) Act 2003. The transfer amount to the ATO in this regard is 
expected to be around $200 000 and therefore the transfer will have negligible impact on the consolidated 
account. Once this payment has been made to the ATO, the Unclaimed Money (Superannuation and RSA 
Providers) Act 2003 will become redundant, as no unclaimed superannuation will remain under the state’s 
jurisdiction to be administered by the act. Accordingly, the changes in the bill provide for the expiry of the act. 

The second source of state-held unclaimed superannuation is superannuation meeting the lost and unclaimed 
superannuation definition paid under the State Superannuation Act 2000 in relation to members of Government 
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Employees Superannuation Board–administered schemes prescribed under the relevant commonwealth 
legislation for inclusion in the transfer regime. The schemes prescribed for this purpose are the West State Super, 
GESB Super and GESB Super (Retirement Access) schemes. Under the transfer arrangements, GESB will make 
an initial payment to the ATO of the accumulated stock of lost and unclaimed superannuation in relation to 
members of the accumulation schemes at the transfer implementation date and subsequent ongoing payments to 
the ATO in accordance with ATO reporting and payment requirements. The transfer amount to the ATO in this 
regard is expected to be around $13 million. These payments are fully funded and will be met from the 
Government Employees Superannuation Fund and will therefore have no impact on the consolidated account. 

I commend the bill to the house. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Ms S.F. McGurk. 

LAND TAX AMENDMENT BILL 2013 
Third Reading 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [10.12 am]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

By way of explanation, the Minister for Finance is dealing with some media inquiries at the moment for a short 
time and I have asked him to be in this place as quickly as possible. In the meantime, I will deal with the bill. 
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [10.13 am]: I rise to speak on the third reading of the Land Tax Amendment 
Bill 2013. Again, I thank the advisers who briefed us on this bill. It is not a very complex bill; it is basically just 
another tax grab bill. As discussed through consideration in detail and in the second reading debate, this bill 
seeks to increase all tax rates by 12.5 per cent. 
Can I clarify whether I have 20 minutes or 15 minutes to speak so I can pace my speech? I am told I have 
30 minutes!  

Several members interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I did not realise that, so I will prepare myself for 30 minutes. I will ask for a glass of water 
because I will be here for a while! 

This bill seeks to increase the tax rates by 12.5 per cent. This measure will collect another $338 million over the 
forward estimates period. As we have outlined, this is yet another example of the tax-and-spend approach being 
taken by the Barnett government. In the budget papers we see that one of the key issues is the amount of new and 
increased taxation revenue introduced to this budget process. The fiscal action plan outlined in the Economic and 
Fiscal Outlook shows $1.6 billion of increased and new taxation measures in this budget. That is a record. Over 
the dinner break last night I did a quick analysis and looked at the taxation effort under this government this year 
compared with what was a very highly criticised taxation effort in the first three to four years of the previous 
Labor government. I wanted to get some context, because I recall that a lot of third parties, including the Real 
Estate Institute of Western Australia, the Property Council of Australia and the whole list of conservative third 
parties, heavily criticised the previous Labor government about its taxation effort in the early 2000s. I will now 
give that context. When the Gallop Labor government won the election in 2001, there had been five budget 
deficits in eight years. There was actually a deficit, I think, in 2000–01 and there was a recession—so two 
quarters of negative growth in gross state product for WA. There was also declining revenue growth. That is the 
economic and financial setting that the Gallop Labor government inherited in 2001—deficits, falling revenue and 
a recession were the three factors. When the Gallop Labor government took power in 2001, it inherited the books 
of another government, the Richard Court government, so it had to make some taxation changes to ensure the 
budget was structurally sound. 

Let us go through the setting of the current government. This government has had increasing economic activity 
and increased revenue growth, and, this is the key point, it inherited its own books; it did not inherit another 
government’s books. Therefore, the Liberal–National government knew the financial setting and yet it asks this 
Parliament to approve $1.6 billion worth of new and additional taxation measures as part of the much-vaunted 
fiscal action plan. Let us go through the taxation measures. As I said, this land tax package, which is a 
12.5 per cent increase in rates, is due to collect $338 million this year and over the forward estimates. It is 
$73 million in 2013–14; $80 million in 2014–15; $88 million in 2015–16; and $97 million in 2016–17—that is a 
total collection of $338 million. As I said, that is part of a $1.6 billion package. We have already debated, and 
the government pushed through—I think the government declared an urgent bill—the deferral of the abolition of 
the transfer duty on non-real property, and that was worth $527 million. The government halved the private 
concession rate for motor vehicle registration, which is due to reap $155 million. It has introduced this new 
unfair tax on children of $4 000 for over 8 000 children in our schools—$120 million. We heard the Leader of 
the Opposition provide some very, very sad examples of what this government is doing. Although the Leader of 
the Opposition highlighted only two examples today, there will be thousands of very similar examples. The 
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government’s approach was poorly researched. It was a very cynical policy move. I know there has been a lot of 
criticism of other governments, particularly the former Labor government, for cynical and “not researched” 
policy moves, but I do not think anything can match what this government is doing to 457 visa holders. It has 
said, “Let’s introduce a new tax on the children of 457 visa holders because they can’t vote”! It is the only logic I 
can think of. It is not as though they are not paying tax. These people are living in the community and paying 
tax. They are paying local, state and federal governments through council, state and federal taxes and charges. It 
was a poorly researched and highly cynical attack on 457 visa holders.  

Another point about this tax grab is that there has been a lack of commentary from some of our key business 
groups. The Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia should be ashamed of itself. I saw the 
CCI on TV criticising federal Labor for introducing fees on 457 visa holders. In WA, where business lobby 
groups have been calling for more overseas workers to help some very-difficult-to-staff industries, we have a 
government that has done more to attack these people than any other federal or state government in our history. 
The lack of commentary from the CCI has been absolutely deplorable. It actually undermines its credibility as a 
lobby and a stakeholder group. If the business community seriously believes that a fee of $4 000 per child for 
457 visa holders is good policy, it has completely missed the point.  

The last key taxation measure is the tax administration package worth $454 million. That includes the sum of 
$260 million brought forward by way of stamp duty on high and complex transactions. We debated that 
yesterday and the day before. That relates to the introduction of what is known as interim assessments of high 
and complex transfers under the stamp duty act. Another $160 million to $180 million will be collected from 
improved compliance. The interesting thing about the Office of State Revenue—I think it is probably the only 
part of government in which this happens—is that if more people are employed, the government gets more 
money. It is not an expense, in a sense; it is a net addition to the state budget. The greater the number of taxation 
officers  employed, the greater the revenue. I cannot remember how many additional staff have been employed, 
but I think it may be about 20. We did get that figure in the briefing but I do not have those notes with me. The 
government is booking additional revenue. I understand that that increased compliance effort is mainly centred 
around complex stamp duty transactions and payroll tax. All up, it is a taxation effort of about $1.6 billion over 
four years.  

I did some research and I will compare and contrast some of the highly criticised taxation efforts made by the 
former Labor government in 2001–02, 2002–03 and 2003–04. That was coupled with some significant tax cuts 
in 2004–05. I will put the budget in context to try to give members an understanding of it from a more historical 
view rather than a purely political point of view. I looked at the cumulative impact of the first four budgets under 
then Premier Geoff Gallop. When one adds all the taxation efforts over four budgets, the Gallop Labor 
government inherited five deficits, falling revenue and a recession. The taxation effort being undertaken by this 
government in this year is comparable to—or probably even greater than—that done in the first part of the 
2000s. That shows the significance of the taxation effort being introduced by this government.  

Let us go through it. Has the government not had the money? No. There has been increasing revenue growth. 
Revenue growth has increased by over 40 per cent since 2008. The government has been unable to manage the 
finances and has allowed debt to grow uncontrollably. Net interest costs are nearing $1 billion across the total 
public sector. When we left office, the general government sector had no debt. It actually had money in the bank 
but now it is significantly in debt. That part of the total public sector does not normally have user charges. It is 
basically reliant on taxation revenue and general revenue to service general government debt, and that debt has 
ballooned. That debt is outside our government trading enterprises. The government has overseen what has been 
the deplorable management of the state’s finances, and it is starting to impact on the community. Many people in 
the community have asked me what has happened to debt and I go through with them the massive increase in 
debt that has occurred under this government. Over the past couple of weeks, we have had the issue related to the 
education of children of 457 visa holders. When a government is put in such an extreme financial situation, it 
will start making stupid, ill thought out and callous decisions. I know that because I have seen it. The 
government has been spending so much that debt is completely out of control. We have a debt monster that is 
10 times the debt dwarf that the former Labor government left. As a result, what has the government done? It has 
made very stupid and bad decisions. The 457 visa decision is one and its attack on schools is another. This will 
continue because the government has not even corrected the books for next year or the years after that. We will 
be debating further taxation measures for the next four years because the government has not corrected the 
mistakes it has made. They are getting worse and worse and worse. This is a matter of  how expenditure across 
government is prioritised.  

I said yesterday that we all like nice things. We all like top-of-the-range, nice things—nice projects and shiny 
new things—but we cannot buy them all at the same time, which is what the government has done. It has gone 
on a spending spree on major projects that are nice to have but they should have been spaced out over a longer 
period. As a result, the government has built up debt in “non-productive assets”, which is the technical term. 
There will be some benefits from these assets, but they are normally termed non-productive assets. As a result, 
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the government will make silly, stupid decisions, such as cuts to education. Those decisions will suit it for the 
next six months but over the longer term they will deliver worse outcomes for the community and the people of 
Western Australia. That is just the setting of this Land Tax Amendment Bill.  

I will go through some of the details we went through during consideration in detail. I was disappointed that the 
house did not accept the proposed name change that the member for Cannington put forward last night. The 
“Land Tax Grab and Liberal Tax and Spend Bill” was the alternative name that the member for Cannington put 
forward.  
Mr P. Abetz: That was a joke. It was an embarrassment to your side of the house.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: No; that is the minister. He is the embarrassment.  

Mr P. Abetz: It was a misuse of the parliamentary process.   

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not know why members would say that! I think it better reflected the intent of the bill. 
The government is basically trying to claw back a bit more money to try to balance the books for the next six to 
12 months. That is all it is about. The bill has been introduced by a minister who has said that the priority of any 
government should be to cut taxes, not increase taxes. When the minister was the head of the Institute of Public 
Affairs, he used to rail against tax increases or any taxation measures being introduced by any government, 
particularly Labor governments. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: He used to talk about changing the nature of taxes, too. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will let the member for Cannington outline that in his third reading contribution. 

This is a massive tax grab. I will go through some other aspects of the consideration in detail stage. Again, I refer 
to the timing of the bill. It creates many questions about retrospectivity in that decisions were made on the 
expectation of a certain tax rate. This all comes down to the timing of the budget. Because of the late 
introduction of the budget, many of the revenue measures that have been brought in as part of this budget round 
have been retrospective in some form. This bill is one example of the taxation measures that will be retrospective 
in some form. This is due entirely to the lateness of the budget. The member for Cannington may outline the 
retrospectivity of this bill. There was a clear retrospective element to the Revenue Laws Amendment Bill 
whereby a new taxation regime will apply to transactions that were undertaken under a different taxation regime. 
There is definitely a retrospective element to this bill. There will be significant increases for everybody who 
currently pays land tax. 

I have also mentioned the metropolitan region improvement tax, which forms part of the land tax bill that people 
receive. As we know, everyone in the metropolitan area who pays land tax also pays the metropolitan region 
improvement tax. One of my criticisms about the MRIT is that, despite the government collecting more and 
more money through the MRIT, a stable amount has been allocated to land acquisition. I went through the 
figures in 2003-04. At that time, the government was collecting around $40 million through the MRIT and was 
spending over $40 million on land acquisition. In 2012–13, as I recall, the state government collected 
$85 million through the metropolitan region improvement tax but spent only $42 million on land acquisition. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: It is a bit like the road trauma trust account. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is exactly right. There are a number of examples across government. The Perth parking 
levy is another example, as is the metropolitan region improvement tax. Legislation and policy have been set 
over decades to raise revenue for specific purposes, through direct hypothecation in some cases — 

Mr W.J. Johnston: That’s a good word. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I love “hypothecation”. It is not used enough in parliamentary debate. “Tranche” is another 
good word often used in parliamentary debate. 

Mr P.C. Tinley: Facile. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: “Facile” gets used too much! 

In 2012–13, $85 million was collected through the metropolitan region improvement tax, but only $42 million 
was spent on land acquisition. That means that $43 million is being used to fund the ordinary work of 
government. I think about $10 million of that has been allocated to the Department of Planning for its staff 
because of the budget mess the government has created. I want to make sure that members are very clear about 
this. There was a significant difference between the amount spent on land acquisition and the amount of tax 
collected. This changed in 2008–09. It did not occur before that. In fact, in every year from 2003-04 to 2007–08 
except one, the amount spent on land acquisition outstripped the amount of tax collected. This was completely 
reversed in 2008–09. Now the state government taxes people through the metropolitan region improvement tax 
on the premise that that money goes towards the purchase of property for public good, whether that be for roads, 
parks and recreation, or reserves for roads and public transport corridors. 
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Mr P. Abetz: Is it for Bush Forever as well? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It was, yes, but the Bush Forever program finished in 2012–13. We have discussed this in 
debates. The Minister for Planning outlined —  

Mr P. Abetz interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, I think the member raised that. There is still money to do that, but the actual program 
for finding new property has finished. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: And Bush Forever was introduced by a former Liberal government. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, by a former Liberal government. I know that a lot of the conservatives have criticised it. 

Mr P. Abetz: The tax is supposed to help pay for that. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, that is right. I am not sure why I am defending the government’s purchase program, but 
the minister has outlined that the program is still underway for the Bush Forever blocks for which the purchase 
program has started. Is that correct, minister? 

Mr J.H.D. Day: When they are required to be purchased, the funds will be made available at the appropriate 
time. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will not speak any more about this, because the member should sort it out with the minister. 
I was probably being a bit too generous. 

Mr P.C. Tinley: Like you were with the member for Forrestfield. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I know. I will let the member and the minister sort that out. I do not want to be too generous 
in case the government disappoints me once again on this issue. 

Point of Order 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: A very interesting discussion occurred during the second reading stage of the Land Tax 
Amendment Bill. We are now on the third reading stage of the bill. It is a highly specific bill that will increase 
the rate of land tax. It is a normal requirement that third reading debates be very specific to the legislation. I 
think we have been pretty tolerant for 22 minutes while the member has ranged over a variety of government 
expenditure and so on. Points were made during the second reading stage. I ask that the member be required to 
confine her comments specifically to the bill. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The minister has raised a valid point of order. I hope that the member for 
West Swan will confine her remarks specifically to the bill and matters that have already been raised. 

Mr N.W. MORTON: On a further point of order, I see that the member for Willagee has now returned to his 
seat, Madam Deputy Speaker, but can you remind him to refrain from commenting when he is not sitting in his 
allocated seat? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you, member for Forrestfield. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I apologise for taking the member for Southern River’s interjection. Obviously, he was 
trying to seek more information from me than the Minister for Planning would ever give him. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, will you please confine your comments to the bill? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: If the Minister for Planning were to talk to his backbenchers a bit more, they would not need 
to interject on me and I would not need to try to get that information for them. 

Returning to the Land Tax Amendment Bill, I was talking about the land tax rates for 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–
12 and 2012–13. The bill will increase the land tax rates for properties worth from $300 000 to $11 million. I 
will go through some of the aspects because members are often asked in their electorate offices and by extended 
family exactly how land tax operates. One of the key issues that I think is very important is that it is aggregated 
land. For example, if somebody owns one or two properties, they are subject to land tax and the land values are 
aggregated. Because it is a progressive scale, sometimes there are significant increases in the land tax payable. I 
might seek clarification from the Minister for Finance, because I have not researched this part of it, but to apply 
a 12.5 per cent increase on all rates will probably exacerbate progressivity because a percentage is applied on a 
base. This government is introducing an even more progressive land tax scale. That is something that we missed 
yesterday, member for Cannington; this government is exacerbating the progressivity of this tax, which is 
interesting. This bill increases rates by 12.5 per cent. Over 50 per cent of land tax payable in this state is paid by 
taxpayers who own land with an aggregated value of more than $11 million, which are big commercial premises 
such as big shopping centres.  
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Mr W.J. Johnston: It is aggregated value, so if an older person keeps their assets through owning lots of 
property, they will be taxed at a higher rate.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: A value of $11 million is high when we look at unimproved land value; we are not referring 
to just house value, but the value of the underlying land. People who own a lot of investment properties in the 
inner city—possibly the candidate for Perth might have been subject to it—will pay this higher rate. We opposed 
this bill at the second reading stage because, basically, it is another cash grab by a government that has lost its 
way. It has completely lost its way in managing state finances and policy decisions.  

Mr P.C. Tinley: It believes in nothing.  
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is right. As we said, the worse the government’s finances are, the more stupid, callous 
and heartless its decisions are in education cuts and other policies. We oppose this bill. This government has not 
managed its finances over the past five years. This bill is another broken promise. The Barnett government 
promised to lift the taxation threshold off business, but it has increased that taxation burden. This bill is also 
necessary because the government did not fund its election commitments properly.  
MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [10.43 am]: I rise to make some remarks on the Land Tax Amendment 
Bill 2013 at the third reading stage. We looked at quite a number of clauses during consideration in detail. The 
first issue I want to discuss is the retrospectivity of this decision. I am never quite sure why the minister will not 
answer questions. Sometimes I think it is for some political reason, and this is one of those instances. Never once 
did the minister explain why the bill needs to be retrospective. I gave a range of alternatives that could have been 
applied to prevent the retrospectivity of this decision to increase land tax rates. For example, we talked about 
having the opportunity for the rate to be fixed at the existing rates from 1 July to the day of the announcement of 
the change in the budget on 8 August. That is quite a common practice; it is not at all unusual for tax legislation 
to have effect from the date of the budget announcement or some other specific date. The minister said that land 
tax is billed once a year, with effect from 1 July, for properties held on 30 June, and invoices are issued late 
in September. That does not change the fact that this is a retrospective amendment. The reason for that is that 
people have made plans. For example, a person leasing a residential property is unable to specifically pass on 
land tax to the tenant; they will have already set the rent for the period and now the government is increasing the 
land tax for that property owner. Owners have approached me over a long period to complain about land taxes 
and the high values that they have to pay for their property portfolio. That has a great impact on them being able 
to make low-cost rental properties available to the community. This is a genuine issue.  
I am not quite sure why the minister did not want to utter the word “retrospective”. As I said, by the plain 
reading of the words in the bill, it is very obvious that it comes into effect before the date on which it has passed 
Parliament. It states that the rest of the act is deemed to come into operation on 1 July 2013. There is no 
construction of those words other than to say that that is retrospective. If it was not retrospective, why would it 
have been deemed to come into operation on a day prior to the day of royal assent? The sole reason it does that is 
to make it apply retrospectively. As I said in debate last night, that is not automatically a problem. That does not 
necessarily mean it is a fatal decision of government and it should be rejected, but I do not understand why the 
minister cannot admit what is obvious to every person who reads the legislation.  
We had quite an interesting discussion about the impact of land tax on properties with an aggregated value of 
more than $11 million. I think 58 per cent of land tax is raised on such properties; the minister will correct me if 
I am wrong. We also discussed the types of properties that were covered. I cannot quote from last night’s 
Hansard because it is not final yet, but the minister also specified the number of landowners with land that falls 
into each bracket for land tax. That is an interesting issue; quite a large number of people pay no land tax 
because the underlying taxable value of their aggregated land holdings is less than $300 000. I found that quite 
interesting.  

I am surprised, as the member for West Swan observed, that the Property Council of Australia has made no 
comment about the 12.5 per cent increase in land tax rates. It would have been quite helpful for the opposition to 
have had some detailed commentary from the Property Council while we were dealing with this bill. The 
decision by the Property Council to not talk to the opposition and the community at large about its concerns is 
noted by the opposition. Equally, I make the observation that the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of 
Western Australia, at the time of the election, had three claims on the two major parties: it wanted the payroll tax 
threshold increased from $750 000 to $1.5 million; choice in electricity providers; and a reduction in red tape. So 
far this government has given it zero out of three. It is clear that the Chamber of Commerce and Industry’s 
decision to be silent in the public policy debate on taxation issues in this state is not a good decision, because the 
government so easily ignores its views. The fact that the government is increasing taxes, not cutting them, is 
doing nothing about moving down the regulatory reform process in electricity and has done — 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I ask the member to focus on the bill before us.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Absolutely; I am indeed doing that. The government is also doing nothing about red 
tape. We had a long discussion last night about the fact that this money is being raised for the government’s 
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general needs. We talked about the government having abandoned its 2008 commitment to provide ongoing and 
broad tax relief to Western Australians. That is fine. I am happy that the government has abandoned a 
commitment that it did not deliver in 2008 and now says is no longer a policy objective for this term of 
government. That is for the government to decide. It is unusual for a Liberal government to not have a tax reform 
agenda. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Or at least pretend, as the member for Warnbro interjects so helpfully. Usually a Liberal 
government would at least pretend that it has a tax reform agenda but, as we discussed, it is not even bothering 
with that anymore. 
We moved an amendment to clause 2 of the bill that, if passed, would have required the government to apologise 
for its education resourcing cuts. That motion was defeated. I make the point that the new provisions for land tax 
in this bill will deliver to the government $73 million in the current financial year and a total of $338 million 
over four years. That is net of the effect of fiscal drag, as there is no commitment from the government to deal 
with fiscal drag. The answers to a couple of questions we asked of the Minister for Finance on the fiscal drag 
issue indicate that the amount raised by this land tax provision will be $338 million plus fiscal drag. That extra 
money still will not deliver proper funding for schools. The amendment we moved dealt with that issue, which is 
why I am raising it at this stage. I think it is quite important. Without straying from last night’s debate and 
without doing anything other than commenting on the discussions during consideration in detail, I make the 
point that we moved an amendment to clause 2. It would have been a good thing if the government had been a 
bit more respectful to the schools in the state to which it is making such swinging cuts. As discussed last night 
during the debate — 

Point of Order 
Mr N.W. MORTON: Madam Deputy Speaker, you have already cautioned the member for Cannington on 
straying from the bill we are discussing. He continues to mention the debate from last night and about education 
in schools. I do not find that relevant to the discussions here. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: On the point of order — 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I will deal with the point of order, thank you. Member for Forrestfield, there was an 
amendment moved to the bill that referred to that issue, so I think it is a valid discussion. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker. That is why I was framing my remarks 
in exactly the way I was. I was framing them around the issue that had been put before the chamber, as I 
understand my obligation in the third reading debate is to talk about matters that were discussed at the 
consideration in detail stage. I very much appreciate your guidance, Madam Deputy Speaker, at every turn so 
that I do not stray from my obligation to the standing orders, and I appreciate your assistance in that matter. 
Perhaps if the member for Forrestfield had been in the chamber during the debate, he would have been better 
informed for framing his point of order. 

I was just about to move off this topic, but having lost my train of thought I need to go back to develop it again. 
It would have been a good thing if the government had accepted the amendment, as it would have been 
appropriate and respectful to the schools and communities of Western Australia for the government to 
acknowledge and apologise for the swinging cuts it is making to the education sector. That was the purpose of 
the amendment moved last night by the member for West Swan. If it had been accepted, the operation of the bill 
could have been implemented after that contrition had been demonstrated by the government of Western 
Australia. I think that contrition is often an appropriate response from government, but not one I expect to see 
much of from the current government—a government dominated by hubris and arrogance. 

I now want to move on to my conclusion, which is that we do not see a policy agenda and we do not see a 
philosophy reflected in the various legislation that is brought to us. We had a discussion last night about the 
money that will be raised by this bill and the people impacted by it. Justification for such a bill always seems to 
be, “Oh well, we’re spending our money on all these good things.” The community will judge—the Premier will 
probably argue that the community has judged—the agenda that the government is building and using its money 
on. But the government must understand that there are impacts every time it makes a decision like this. As was 
discussed in the processing of this bill and the Revenue Laws Amendment Bill, these bills have not been 
considered by the regulatory gatekeeper. There has therefore been no opportunity to examine the impact of these 
bills on small businesses and the broader community, and given that that was a commitment of the government, 
it is strange that it is has not adhered to that commitment. 
At the end of the day, we know that the government has the numbers in this place to pass this legislation, no 
matter how deceptive and deceitful the legislation may be. We have noted on a number of occasions the 
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difference between what the government said when it was in opposition compared with what it is doing in 
government. We have noted the difference between what the minister himself said before he entered the chamber 
and what he is doing now in the chamber. That is why we are opposed to this bill and do not intend to support it. 

Division 
Question put and a division taken, the Deputy Speaker (Ms W.M. Duncan) casting her vote with the noes, with 
the following result — 

Ayes (35) 

Mr P. Abetz Mr J.H.D. Day Dr G.G. Jacobs Dr M.D. Nahan 
Mr F.A. Alban Ms W.M. Duncan Mr R.F. Johnson Mr D.C. Nalder 
Mr C.J. Barnett Ms E. Evangel Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr J. Norberger 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mr J.M. Francis Mr R.S. Love Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr I.M. Britza Mrs G.J. Godfrey Mr W.R. Marmion Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr T.R. Buswell Mr B.J. Grylls Mr J.E. McGrath Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr V.A. Catania Dr K.D. Hames Mr P.T. Miles Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mrs L.M. Harvey Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr A. Krsticevic (Teller) 
Ms M.J. Davies Mr C.D. Hatton Mr N.W. Morton  

Noes (18) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr W.J. Johnston Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.C. Tinley 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr D.J. Kelly Ms M.M. Quirk Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr M. McGowan Mrs M.H. Roberts Ms S.F. McGurk (Teller) 
Ms J. Farrer Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti  
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire  

            

Pairs 
 Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr B.S. Wyatt 
 Mr A.P. Jacob Mr D.A. Templeman 

Question thus passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.  

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2013–14 BILL 2013 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) CAPITAL 2013–14 BILL 2013 

Estimates Committees A and B Reports and Minutes — Presentation 
MS W.M. DUNCAN (Kalgoorlie — Deputy Speaker) [11.02 am]: I present to the Legislative Assembly the 
reports and minutes of Estimates Committees A and B. 

[See papers 770 and 771.] 

Estimates Committee A Report — Adoption 
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER (Ms W.M. Duncan): I move — 

That the report of Estimates Committee A be adopted. 
As members are aware, the estimates committees were held from 20 August to 23 August. On each of those days 
we had two committees sitting—committee A and committee B—in the two chambers of the house. They sat 
from 9.00 am to 10.00 pm each day. It was quite a timetabling challenge for the staff, and I would like to thank 
them for their contribution, particularly the Deputy Clerk, Kirsten Robinson, and Scott Nalder, as well as Jaclyn 
Berry and Pierra Sanders who put a great deal of effort into preparing the timetable and making sure that 
everything ran smoothly. I thank the Acting Speakers involved, the members for Southern River, Geraldton, 
Mirrabooka, Maylands and Morley, for their contribution, and in particular the member for Forrestfield who 
came in to help out. It is quite a demand on members’ time.  

Members may be interested to know that in Estimates Committee A, 168 opposition questions, 67 government 
questions and 302 further questions were allocated. In Estimates Committee B, 246 opposition questions, 120 
government questions and 483 further questions were allocated. According to the figures that have been 
provided to me by the parliamentary staff, a total of 414 opposition questions and 187 government questions 
were asked. Another interesting aspect is that in committee A, 59 supplementary information requests were made 
and all have been answered; and in committee B, 48 supplementary information requests were made and all have 
been answered. I thank members for their cooperation and commend these reports to the house. 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [11.05 am]: I rise to comment on the 
conduct and process of Estimates Committee A. When I was a young man, which was at least the Tuesday 
before last, I would watch Senator John Faulkner sitting in late-night committee meetings slowly pulling apart a 
minister or a department or sorting through the entrails of a budget. I would look at the very detailed analysis 
associated with that process. That was always the impression I had of what would happen when I got to 
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Parliament—that there would be a timeless opportunity to chew over the facts and delve into the details of the 
budgets and legislation that were before the chamber. I guess, like a lot of people, I have had my expectations of 
Parliament somewhat curtailed. As we understand the reality associated with the process, we know that we have 
neither endless hours nor endless opportunities to cross-examine people. 

In years past I have been very frustrated by the estimates process because it was almost a lottery to get an 
opportunity to cross-examine a minister, to ask follow-up questions and to get a response to questions asked by 
other members of the committee, and then to try to get the information that one was looking for. I thought the 
process and conduct of the committee this year was much more effective and much more efficient than it was in 
years prior. We opposition members not only had the opportunity to go into some detail on the question before 
us, but also had the opportunity to get a response to other questions. This provided all members at the committee 
with a very important opportunity for further inquiry into matters at hand. The pleasing thing was that this 
process did not vary between the different chairs of the estimates committee. A consistent approach was taken 
between the various chairs, and for that reason we could move forward with some confidence and a great deal 
more certainty about the way we could conduct the inquiry. We were not desperate to blurt everything out in the 
first sentence out of fear that we were not going to get a second bite of the cherry. In particular I commend 
Madam Deputy Speaker for the role that she played as chair of Estimates Committee A.  

As has become the custom, the minister certainly filled this place with his various advisers. 

Dr K.D. Hames: I only had half of what you had. 

Mr R.H. COOK: So the minister keeps reassuring us. There was an army of advisers and public servants to 
assist the minister in division 9 dealing with the Department of Health. As usual, the minister was generous with 
the opportunities he gave us to seek further answers from the department assembled. I should say, however, that 
that was of neither great comfort nor utility when it came to the answers provided by Mr Wayne Salvage, which 
were so precise, complex and detailed that one really needed a good three-week period afterwards to go through 
the Hansard to dissect exactly what he said. He must be considered a public servant par excellence.  

Dr K.D. Hames: The former chief executive officer gave double that length of speech. You would get to the end 
of it and you would have no idea what he said.  

Mr R.H. COOK: It was not the length of time he took to answer the questions but just that he provided 
extraordinary detail and went through his answers with forensic analysis, almost to the point where one begged 
for mercy for him to answer no more.  

Dr K.D. Hames: There were some good discussions. 

Mr R.H. COOK: He is very, very good, as indeed were all members of the department who were advising the 
committee. Obviously, it remains a frustration for us that we never come away from an estimates committee 
meeting with full details or exactly those nuggets we were looking for, but it is fair to say that we were given 
ample opportunity to work our way through the division. As it relates to almost a quarter of the budget, 
obviously it requires — 

Dr K.D. Hames: More than a quarter; it is 26 per cent.  

Mr R.H. COOK: It is 26 per cent of the budget; the minister is improving! As health involves 26 per cent of the 
overall budget, we are given due time and opportunity to undertake that analysis. There is a great deal of detail in 
the health budget and there is a great deal of information that we, as members, have to get our heads around to be 
familiar with it. One of the frustrations with the WA health budget is the ongoing difficult relationship it has 
with the provision of mental health services. That is never more evident than in the answers we continue to 
receive on the redevelopment of Graylands and Osborne Park Hospitals. When we ask the Minister for Health 
what is happening with the redevelopment of Graylands Hospital, he says, with his hand on his heart, “I would 
love to provide some answers to the good member with regard to that, but that is of course to do with the 
Minister for Mental Health and you will need to talk to the Minister for Mental Health about that.” I kid 
members not, but on other occasions when I have gone to the Minister for Mental Health to ask about these sorts 
of matters, which of course occur in a different part of the budget, the Minister for Mental Health puts her hand 
on her heart, or his hand on his heart as it was her representative at that time, and says, “I’m sorry, sunshine, but 
that actually involves the health budget; it is nothing to do with me.” These are ongoing structural issues that we 
will continue to have to deal with. Perhaps there will be an opportunity at some point in the future for the 
Minister for Health and the Minister for Mental Health to sit together with all the advisers duly assembled and 
we might get to the bottom of the matter of the capital development associated with the mental health portfolio.  

Dr K.D. Hames: Alternatively, because we have split off the funds for mental health services, we could have 
that in the budget of the Minister for Mental Health. That would mean that the health advisers would have to join 
him or her in that division, but it is not impossible to have that component in that minister’s division.  
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Mr R.H. COOK: It has never been completely obvious to me why that capital component is in the health 
budget; the Minister for Health is then essentially a proxy for the Minister for Mental Health. That is perhaps one 
of those other things that we need to think about. I am still not entirely convinced about the full merits of that 
division between health and mental health, because it creates some problems in terms of wraparound policies 
that are there for the benefit of patients as required. However, that is as it is. From that point of view, we have to 
make do.  

I thank the other members of the committee for their participation. In particular I make note of the member for 
Mandurah’s contribution to the debate, particularly around finding some sort of definition for that somewhat 
elusive word in the English language, “eradication”. I am speaking about the eradication of mosquitoes from 
areas of high risk. It will not surprise members that we were locked in hot debate for some time trying to define 
“eradication”. I think it is fair to say that even though the members for Dawesville and Mandurah represent 
similar areas, they stand in stark contrast on what they think “eradication” means. We might one day have 
standing orders provide a specific reference to “eradication” so that we can understand whether mosquitoes will 
indeed disappear from the face of the earth in the Mandurah, Bibra Lake and Maylands areas, or if — 

Dr K.D. Hames: I will find out how much a mosquito eradicator costs; you put it in your backyard and it kills 
mosquitoes. It is called a mosquito eradicator.  

Mr R.H. COOK: The minister has provided an extra dimension to the debate; we now also go into trademark 
law and how that might apply!  

Just on the issue of unit costs, one of the features of the examination of division 9 included an examination of the 
issue of activity-based funding in health. This is a curious aspect of the whole budgetary process. As the minister 
explained, under activity-based funding if 10 patients walk through the hospital door, they are funded as if 12 
patients had walked through the door. The problem is that if the Department of Health predicts that only 10 
patients will walk through the door, that is an on-cost to the health budget. How we predict the level of demand 
is really quite important in making sure that there is some integrity to the health budget. The fact of the matter is 
that we do not know what the health budget is, because so many aspects of it are now tied to these activity levels. 
The minister is in part absolved from any responsibility for the extent of his budget because he simply passes 
that off as activity-based funding, which is therefore outside the confines of the budget. That is not a problem 
when a government is moving quite smoothly through the budgetary process, but when a government is 
managing a razor-thin budget surplus it becomes a real issue; that is, has the department predicted the activity 
level inside the health system to the extent that the government can therefore be confident about its operating 
surplus? Those are very real questions around the issue of the effectiveness of the whole budget process. Indeed, 
while the health budget has grown by eight per cent year on year, the government has predicted that this year it 
will grow by only 4.5 per cent. That invites a very real question: why are we seeing only a 4.5 per cent growth, 
and is that not a real issue in the context of the government’s overall operating surplus? The minister explained 
that that is not the case. The minister said that it will not be a problem if the budget is out of whack because we 
will simply go back to the midyear review. That undermines a range of things. The first is that it undermines the 
fiscal action plan, which the Treasurer talks about, because he knows that in part his fiscal action plan is 
handcuffed to the activity-based funding program inside the Department of Health. A resurgence of growth in 
the demand for health services leads to growth in the actual health budget, and that has a very real impact on the 
government’s overall budget management. The activity-based funding model is based upon a weighted hospital 
separation process by which a price is applied to the costs of a hospitalisation episode. This is based upon an 
average weighted acuity to the issue that the person is in hospital for. This provides us with an overall price. 
Ultimately, therefore, if we understand the number of visits or separations from that hospital, we will understand 
the costs to the health system. If we eradicate every mosquito in the Mandurah area, it is important to know the 
number of mosquitos. If we have a number of mosquitos and we have—I think it is a $3 million promise — 

Dr K.D. Hames: Four.  

Mr R.H. COOK: If we have a $4 million promise for the eradication of mosquitos, we can therefore provide an 
efficient price for the eradication of mosquitos.  
Mr T.R. Buswell: You’d have to know the rate of reproduction as well.  

Mr R.H. COOK: Indeed, that comes down to the population projections, which is one of the issues that we have 
criticised the department for before.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: And migration! They might fly in from other areas. 
Mr R.H. COOK: For mosquitos — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: And FIFOs!  

Mr R.H. COOK: If we divide the cost of the mosquito eradication program by the population projection and the 
rate of reproduction of mosquitos then we have a cost per unit for the eradication of mosquitos in the Mandurah 
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area. Now that would be an efficient budgetary process that we would expect the government to adhere to with 
some diligence and discipline in the future.  

Dr K.D. Hames: Very true; except that it is a Western Australia–wide mosquito eradication program, not just 
Mandurah.  

Mr R.H. COOK: I understand the promise completely, minister! But I am being kind to the minister; I assume 
that Mandurah will be his first port of call, given it is a topic about which the minister and the member for 
Mandurah have locked horns for some time in the Estimates Committee A hearings. When we get to the sandfly 
eradication program, which I am sure the minister will ultimately announce as part of the northern health 
initiative, we can maybe seek further calculations around those issues and we can move forward with similar 
budgetary discipline to make sure we eradicate sandflies as well as mosquitos.  

The Estimates Committee A hearings were a useful process, although I think it is fair to say that, with the open-
ended nature of a lot of the spending commitments in health, and from my emerging appreciation of the 
budgetary process, the midyear review now comes into sharp focus in the ongoing analysis of the budgetary 
process. For instance, the government has signalled a range of capital expenditure outside the budgetary process. 
Also, as I discussed, this committee was capable of examining a range of recurrent expenditure that falls outside 
the striking of the budget and therefore the budgetary process. From that point of view, there is a need for the 
estimates committee process to be extended beyond the simple—I should not say “simple”—beyond the discrete 
budget itself. As we now know, given the dynamic nature of government and the open-ended nature of the health 
budget itself, there is a need for further ongoing analysis by an estimates committee to cross-examine ministers 
on government expenditure in this area to make sure we capture a true representation of the budget and to 
provide an examination of that process to ensure accountability is maintained.  

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro) [11.24 am]: Enthralling though I find the discussion about the mosquito 
population in Mandurah, I must draw the attention of the house to more pressing matters, in my view, with 
respect to Estimates Committee A. My concerns about Estimates Committee A also apply to Estimates 
Committee B because, contrary to the view of the member for Kwinana, I was not very pleased with the way the 
estimates hearings were arranged and organised; particularly in the portfolios I have to focus on. I do not want to 
contradict him too much, but my experience of the estimates hearings was yet again one in which it appeared 
that the government chose to shield poor-performing ministers in controversial portfolios from proper scrutiny. It 
does this, and has done this in the past, through arranging for the programming of the ministers representing 
those portfolios to be concurrent with each other; thereby restricting the ability to question either or both of the 
ministers in question about their portfolios and the flaws and failures they have committed.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: How does that work? 

Mr P. PAPALIA: If the Treasurer would allow, I am about to explain. In this case, we are talking about the 
Minister for Tourism, who is newly appointed. The government had very embarrassingly just sacked its quite 
popular tourism minister—popular amongst the sector, albeit having failed to deliver on a pre-election promise 
to increase destination marketing funding to the tourism sector—the member for Dawesville. He was sacked just 
prior to the estimates hearing, and replaced with the member for Scarborough. This minister had had only days—
I think it was not a week, it was days—in the portfolio. It would have been interesting to question her thoroughly 
in her portfolio about the circumstances that led to the breaking of a significant promise to the tourism sector. 
That would have been a worthwhile activity; certainly worth a degree of time to focus on in the estimates 
process. But her appearance in Estimates Committee A was programmed at exactly the same time as the Minister 
for Corrective Services in the Estimates Committee B hearing; that is, specifically for four o’clock. I am not 
talking about a window within which we might have had some flexibility. It was specifically at a time when, 
because I represent both of those portfolios, I could not physically be in both places.  

To his credit, the Minister for Corrective Services provided a degree of flexibility, demonstrating his willingness 
to shift amongst his other portfolios by moving that particular division to the front of his time allocation. But the 
problem is that it then meant we had to constrain all the questioning of the corrective services portfolio to an 
hour as well. We had one hour to talk about corrective services, and it is not as though there was not much 
interest in corrective services. It is not as though it was free of any public interest or controversy in the few 
months prior to estimates. There were and are significant issues in the corrective services portfolio—perhaps 
much more significant than might be expected of a division that does not have a huge allocation of funds by 
comparison, for instance, with health, where they get many hours to discuss things such as mosquito populations 
in one or two electorates. To the extent that that shadow portfolio holder was very comfortable with having had 
enough time to question his minister, this was not the case with corrective services. It is not the minister’s fault. I 
understand and appreciate his willingness to shift that particular division so that we at least had an hour. 
However, I do not think it was adequate. It was made less so by the determination of the member for Bunbury to 
ensure that he prosecuted his fair share of dorothy dixers on behalf of the government. 

Mr N.W. Morton: You wasted a bit of time in that session, if I remember rightly, too!  
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Mr P. PAPALIA: The member does not remember rightly. What he remembers is — 

Mr N.W. Morton interjected. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Having been here a little longer than a few months, I have attended a few estimates 
committees on occasions on which ministers are comfortable with their portfolio, and I am not necessarily 
suggesting that the current minister is not. During previous estimates hearings, the former Attorney General and 
Minister for Corrective Services, the then member for Bateman, was quite comfortable with directing members 
on his side of the house, noting that we had a time constraint and noting the controversy associated with his 
portfolio, to not ask dorothy dixers. 

Mr J.M. Francis: I hope the member realised that I tried to make the government answer as quickly as possible 
so that I could spend more time on his questions. 
Mr P. PAPALIA: I appreciate it is difficult to control but, as the minister knows, we had only an hour and, as I 
said, the member for Bunbury was very determined that he would ask as many dorothy dixers as he could, and I 
understand that. Earlier I suggested that that may be a tactic employed by the government, and I only say that 
because it has happened so frequently in the six years that I have been a member of this place—at least half that 
time, or every second estimates hearing. It may be a coincidence, but my concern is that it draws into question 
the willingness of the government to expose itself to proper scrutiny, particularly in certain portfolios. Tourism is 
a controversial portfolio because there was a significant broken promise. Prior to the election, the Barnett 
government promised additional expenditure of $24 million over four years in destination marketing—not a 
large amount of money in the scheme of the budget, but a significant amount of money for the tourism sector. 
During estimates, we managed to elicit from Stephanie Buckland of the Tourism Commission that for every 
dollar of expenditure in destination marketing, modelling suggests the state receives a revenue return of $15 to 
$19, which is significant. If the government then breaks its promise and delivers only $9 million rather than its 
additional $24 million, that ratio of a return of $15 at least to every dollar spent means the government has 
broken a significant promise and its broken promise will hurt the tourism sector. But it was not just that a 
significant amount of money was removed from the budget. For months the tourism sector had planned, invested 
and projected its returns based on the additional expenditure. This government was, in effect, ripping the rug out 
from under a sector that has been doing it tough in recent times with the elevated Australian dollar and the 
associated challenges, and more recently the downturn that has the mining sector transitioning from construction 
to production, which has resulted in a massive drop-off in business travel. The tourism sector knew all those 
things and had projected and planned for those other factors in a professional and efficient fashion. It had 
anticipated that the government would keep its word on its investment, which has such a direct return. It is so 
well modelled and has been so well documented for some time now that the tourism sector knows that if the state 
injects that dollar, then, on behalf of the rest of us, the sector will receive a $15 to $19 return. 
Beyond that, returns are modelled for the number of jobs generated. Again, bearing in mind the transition of the 
mining sector from construction to production, which results in a reduction in employment and a need to fill that 
gap to step up to the market and ensure we do not suffer prolonged increases in the unemployment rate in this 
state, the opportunity to put in a dollar and know that we will get that return in the order of one job for every 
$100 000 spent by the state in destination marketing is extraordinary. I suggest a known return is almost unique 
at a state level. When the government broke that promise, it was significant. I wanted to draw the new minister’s 
attention to the seriousness of what her predecessor had done, and the seriousness of what she has done as part of 
the cabinet. Breaking that promise meant a lot to a significant sector in Western Australia, and it meant a lot to 
the rest of us because we need the tourism sector to step up and fill the gap as commodities come off and the 
mining sector reduces its contribution to state employment and revenue. That is essential. That was one of my 
disappointments.  

My other disappointment, looking across to the Minister for Corrective Services, is that during the estimates 
committee we were constrained by necessity to spend only an hour on the corrective services portfolio. We know 
there has been much controversy with corrective services throughout the tenure of the Barnett government. I am 
glad the member for Forrestfield is here because last night he interjected during the course of a contribution, 
suggesting to me that the Labor Party in office had somehow contributed to the growth in the prison muster. I 
commend to the member for Forrestfield a wonderful paper called “Justice Reinvestment—an option for 
Western Australia?”, written and published in the Law Society of Western Australia’s magazine Brief in 
September 2010. It has an excellent author, who occasionally suffers from a lack of modesty. It was written by 
me, but it is a good paper and in the first paragraph the member for Forrestfield will be able to read that in the 
first 18 months of the Barnett government, the prison muster of Western Australian soared by 27 per cent.  

Mr N.W. Morton: Despite your modesty, member, I will have a read.  

Mr P. PAPALIA: Good. It is a good paper. If there is one field of endeavour that the Barnett government cannot 
brag about, it is reducing — 
Mr N.W. Morton: Shall we debate the Labor Party’s record on law and order?  
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Mr P. PAPALIA: I would happily engage in that anytime the member wants, as would many of us on this side 
of the house, but not during debate on the Estimates Committee A report.  

The point is that this portfolio needed focus. It has been a calamity for Western Australia. That 27 per cent 
increase in the prison muster in the first 18 months under the Barnett government increased by $90 million the 
recurrent expenditure by the taxpayers of Western Australia on housing prisoners. If members look at past 
budget papers, they will see a consistent escalation in the cost to the state of only housing—doing nothing in the 
way of reducing recidivism—prisoners. That alone would be worthy of great focus but, as the minister knows 
and as the members on the government side should know, juvenile detention in this state has been consumed by 
absolute chaos in the past six months as a direct result of an appalling decision by the Barnett government, made 
as far back as 2009, to shut one of only two juvenile detention facilities and cram all juveniles into the one 
remaining facility. That matter deserved far more scrutiny than it got. Unfortunately, because of the scheduling 
of both those portfolios concurrently during the estimates committees, it was not possible to give it more 
scrutiny. I urge anyone responsible for planning next year’s estimates committees to take into consideration what 
has been going on in some of these portfolios and to not open the government up to accusations of cover-up or 
the shielding of weak portfolios or weak ministers through the double booking of portfolios.  

Mr J.M. Francis: For the record, the member called me the day before and asked me to reschedule three 
portfolios and off-budget authorities, which required me to go out of my way to make time available to fit in 
with his schedule.  

Mr P. PAPALIA: The reason I called the minister is that the people who had been negotiating on my behalf for 
a week or more before that time had met with fruitless outcomes. I appreciate what the minister has said. I am 
now speaking to the people who may have done the scheduling this year and to those who may do the same thing 
in the next few years. I ask that they take into account the challenge of programming at the same time portfolios 
that have significant issues. They may not be as large budgetary wise as the health and education portfolios, but 
some of them draw just as much attention. The scheduling must consider the public focus at the time, and I ask 
that they be a little more flexible in the future.  

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [11.40 am]: I took part in Estimate Committee A and I was very 
disappointed with the conduct of that committee and the lack of transparency by the minister responding to 
questions for the tourism, police and road safety portfolios. I will start by briefly mentioning the tourism 
portfolio. The Minister for Tourism told members of this house who asked questions during the estimates 
committee to ask their question via the freedom of information process. That shows contempt for this 
Parliament, and certainly for any form of transparency or accountability. With the current member for 
Scarborough, the Minister for Tourism, half the time we do not know whether it is because she does not know 
the answer or she is being deliberately obstructive—perhaps it is a combination of both. I want to put on record 
that no minister should front the estimates committees and say, “Why don’t you put in an FOI application?” 
Under the Westminster system, ministers need to be accountable in this Parliament. We have a long history of 
transparency and accountability via the estimates committee process. We did not see that from the Minister for 
Tourism.  

We then went on to the portfolio of police, which was also allocated to Estimates Committee A. What I saw 
happen there, I have never ever seen happen in this Parliament before. I do not think it has ever happened in this 
Parliament before! The member for Hillarys was excluded by the government from a committee that he wanted 
to be on. If it were not for the graciousness of the member for Mandurah, a Labor member of Parliament, giving 
up his position on the committee, the member for Hillarys would not have been able to fully participate in that 
committee. 
Several members interjected. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Some members on the other side can interject and laugh about it, but it is a serious 
matter. Even though the member for Hillarys is a Liberal Party member, and I have had a lot of arguments with 
him over the years, the one thing I have always conceded is that he is very genuine on the topic of road safety. 
Many members here will be aware of his personal circumstances; some of the newer members may not.  

Mr J.M. Francis: He just came over, no doubt, to ask you to make this point in your speech!  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I have some yellow tabs marked “Rob J” on my copies of the budget statements, which I 
attached much earlier and which I always intended to refer to. The minister is starting another character 
assassination of the member for Hillarys.  
Mr J.M. Francis interjected.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I have raised nothing here that did not happen in the house! The minister is interjecting 
about the member for Hillarys. Does the minister know his personal circumstances when it comes to road safety? 
Does the minister think that perhaps the member for Hillarys has a right to be on that committee and to ask a few 
questions? The member for Hillarys championed the cause of putting 100 per cent of revenue from speed and 
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red-light cameras into the road trauma trust account. As the former Minister for Police, the member for Hillarys 
was transparent and put that information in the budget. Can members guess what this new minister has done? 
The new minister did not include the Road Safety Council in the budget papers. We had one line hidden in the 
transport minister’s budget. We asked what line item we could refer to in the budget papers. Where was the 
budget for the Road Safety Council, and how could we know where over $100 million worth of speed and red-
light camera funding was being spent? There was no transparency. I largely blame the Treasurer for this, because 
he is the trickiest and least transparent of all! He has been too clever by half. On the day of the estimates 
committee hearings—I do not have the paper copy here with me, but I have a copy on my iPad—we were given 
a single page. It could not be tabled by the minister during the estimates process, so she had to hand it across the 
chamber, and we got a few quick copies. The minister said, “Ask your road safety questions!” What kind of 
transparency or accountability is that? We got one page, and what we found, on the spot, was an allocation in 
round figures of $76.5 million listed to be expended by the government. We also found that the Road Safety 
Council had allocated $104 882 million, which is a significant discrepancy. We know from the previous 
minister’s press release that in 2012–13 he announced over $87 million worth of projects to be funded out of the 
road trauma trust account. That represents a $10 million drop in the money available to the road trauma trust 
account from speed and red-light camera fines. Clearly, the expert committee, the Road Safety Council, believed 
there would be over $100 million available. Why else would it have attempted to allocate $104 million? I might 
get the figure slightly wrong, but about $40 million is sitting around in the road trauma trust account that was not 
expended in 2012–13, which the government is holding there to balance its books. Far from spending 100 per 
cent of the revenue raised from speed and red-light cameras on road safety, some of it is being kept in the bank 
account to balance the books, and the rest of it is not being allocated at all.  

When we look at the actual expenditure there—it is difficult to raise these matters when we are given the page 
on the spot—we find that the Road Safety Council has one set of recommendations and the cabinet, through its 
processes, and the Treasurer, have signed off on something else. It is not just that they trimmed the budget and 
said that the council could not have all of that and they would trim it by about 30 per cent; they trimmed it by 
vastly more than that because the administration costs of government were then allocated by cabinet. I will 
highlight these examples. The Road Safety Council made no allocation in business case 4, excess and 
inappropriate speed crashes and enhanced speed enforcement administration costs for WAPOL, but cabinet 
allocated $7.4 million. Again, the budget papers show more administration costs for the Department of 
Transport, but the Road Safety Council said that it did not think this money should be spent on administration. 
The Treasurer raked in $2.5 million from the Department of Transport. Similarly, the Department of the 
Attorney General received $103 000 for its administration costs. Over $10 million, which was not recommended 
by the Road Safety Council, has been siphoned off in administration costs. I raised the point yesterday in 
Parliament that part of what the $87 million was supposed to go on last year was to provide 64 000 extra hours’ 
worth of traffic patrol. When we look over the last five years, we find an incredible decline in the amount of 
traffic control carried out by WA Police. That was something the former Minister for Police said he would fix, 
and he allocated money from the road trauma trust account to cover the wages of 20 officers and for 64 000 extra 
hours. What do we see from this minister? She is running a shambles. Yesterday the minister said, “Why don’t 
you try putting a question on notice?” I put a question on notice months ago, knowing that the Barnett 
government had promised it would increase the traffic patrol hours. The government knew that, prior to the 
election, the RAC had called for a stop in the decline in road traffic patrol hours, because that is important to 
achieve the road safety outcome.  

I asked the minister what the traffic patrol hours were for each of the last five years. I got an answer in 
Parliament, which I compared with the annual report, and it was chalk and cheese—the figures were not even 
close. We got to estimates and I asked again, and guess what? I got a different set of figures again. I told the 
minister that those figures were a bit closer to the ones she gave me in answer to the question on notice, but they 
were not exactly the same, and I asked her how she explained that the figures in the annual report were nothing 
like the other figures. We saw the embarrassing situation on Monday when the Minister for Police had to issue 
an erratum to the police annual report because—guess what?—the figures were wrong. This minister has no 
knowledge of or interest in the traffic patrol hours. This is a core thing for road safety. The former minister 
understood that and he allocated the money for it. What has happened to the money out of the road trauma trust 
account that was supposed to give 64 000 additional hours’ worth of traffic patrols? Does the Treasurer know? 
Western Australia Police has admitted to a decline of about 12 000 hours, and since about 2008 there has been a 
decline of around 132 000 hours’ worth of traffic patrols. 

I still have not quite finished on the issue of the member for Hillarys, whom the member for Mandurah very 
graciously let sit in on the estimates committee. On that evening the member for Hillarys said to estimates 
committee A that staff from the Minister for Police’s office had instructed the people doing the committee roster 
for the Liberal and National Parties that he was not to be a member of the committee. The member for Hillarys 
said that he would lodge a complaint with the Public Sector Commissioner. I hope that he has done that and I 
expect he would have done so because he generally keeps his word. I hope that that is being investigated 



4028 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 12 September 2013] 

 

properly because never before has anything like that happened, with people outside this Parliament—people in 
the minister’s office—dictating which members of Parliament can be on which committee. That is certainly a 
matter worthy of investigation.  

I am glad the Treasurer has come back into this place because I want to deal with the matter of efficiency 
dividends and the tricky way that this whole budget has been done. I follow the police budget fairly closely; I do 
not follow all the other budgets closely. The police budget, of course, was a subject of committee A. Last year, 
not this year, the efficiency dividends for that year and the out years were listed. This year that has not occurred. 
I put it to the house that this is because, again, we have a Treasurer and a government that are not transparent and 
not accountable. They do not want to tell people what the actual so-called efficiency dividend cuts are.  

We know that last year’s budget was built on a lie. Last year the government said that there would be a 
$21 million efficiency dividend for police. By midyear that figure was going to go up to closer to $40 million, 
and it ended up being an efficiency dividend of about $28 million, which is a cut to the police budget. When I 
say that the budget is a lie, in the budget there are all the divisions, the line items and those allocations of money. 
However, they are not real, because shaved off various areas are the so-called cuts or efficiency dividends; the 
government is not transparent or accountable about telling us and does not want to even admit where they are. I 
thought that was pretty bad last year, but at least last year that money was listed in the budget.  

When I asked questions about it in estimates—I gather some similar stonewalling happened in other budget 
hearings—I was told that they were not listed in the budget and so I could not be told. That is my first 
summation of what the minister said. I explained to her that last year those figures were listed: $21.184 million 
for 2013–14, $33.458 million for 2013–14 and $59.56 million for 2015–16. Then we found out that the 
efficiency dividend totalled $28.3 million, so it is not the $21.84 million that was in last year’s budget, but $28.3 
million. I said that that figure had blown out and gone up, and that the Treasurer was raking in more from the 
police service. I asked what would happen in the next few years. After a while—it was like drawing teeth—those 
figures were provided to us by Mr Kannis, at the minister’s request. What did we find out about the hidden 
figures—the ones we were not told about in the budget? We found out that the $33.64 million I referred to as 
being listed in last year’s budget papers as the cut for 2014–15 had gone up to $46.4 million. On the face of it, 
that is more than $30 million extra cut out of the police budget for 2014–15. On top of that, there is $3.5 million 
for the global savings target, which I do not have time to talk about just now, so that is $49.9 million. Therefore, 
the so-called efficiency dividend announced last year just on the police budget for 2014–15 has blown out from 
$33 million to $49.5 million. That is nearly $50 million worth of efficiency dividend that puts a lie to just about 
the whole police budget. In 2015–16 that same figure comes to $63.1 million when the global savings target is 
added in. And guess what? The efficiency dividends announced last year actually go on for a further year 
because this year I found out that in 2016–17 the efficiency dividend will be $68 million plus $3.5 million, 
which comes to $71.5 million to be raked out of the police budget.  

That is not acceptable. This is not a transparent or accountable way of doing business. I have a bit of experience 
and I also have some contacts in the police service, so I know what is happening there. If I did not, and if I were 
a new member of Parliament who did not know up from down, I would say, “I am not allowed to know that, am 
I, minister?” I do know that. There are hundreds of millions of dollars being cut out of the police budget for 
which the government is not accountable. 
Dr A.D. Buti: Mr Acting Speaker — 

Mr J.M. Francis: Mr Acting Speaker — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Jandakot. 

Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 
Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I clearly noticed that the Acting Speaker gave the call to the member for Jandakot. I refer 
to the standing order relating to disputing the ruling of the Chair. That sort of response is inappropriate. The 
member for Jandakot clearly has the call. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.C. Blayney): Member for Jandakot. 

Debate Resumed 
MR J.M. FRANCIS (Jandakot — Minister for Emergency Services) [11.57 am]: I will only be a couple of 
minutes, member for Armadale. I want to make a couple of very quick points. I place on the record my 
acknowledgement of the role Madam Deputy Speaker played throughout the estimates committee, and also the 
other chairmen. Having been an Acting Speaker in the last term of Parliament, through four years of estimates 
committees, I think the contribution that the chairmen make to the whole process should be acknowledged. The 
role takes a significant amount of the week of those who are on the roster. I also acknowledge the contribution 
made by the member for Forrestfield, who had never been in the chair before. He was put in the deep end to 
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fulfil that role. I am not quite sure what happened there, but I acknowledge his contribution and his 
professionalism in that role. 

I make another very quick point, more for the benefit of members on my side. If they want to know why the 
party of the people opposite got only 29 per cent of the vote on the weekend, we just have to look at the 
contradictions we see day in, day out from the Labor Party. I have just heard the member for Warnbro — 

Point of Order 
Dr A.D. BUTI: What relevance does the election result have to Estimates Committee A? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister, we are talking about estimates and I would like you to finish up. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Absolutely. I am talking about estimates and comments made by two previous speakers 
from the Labor Party about estimates. We just heard the member for Warnbro criticise the government because 
its members got too many questions, and then we heard the member for Midland criticise the government 
because a government member did not have enough questions. If we are to hear a contradiction from the Labor 
Party any time today, I am guessing we have just heard it. The Labor Party cannot have it both ways. We cannot 
have one Labor member say that government members got too many questions, and the next Labor member say 
that government members did not get enough questions. Were it not for the generosity of a Labor Party member 
of Parliament, he would not have got any questions! Come on—get the story straight! Be consistent, and then 
members opposite might get some credibility with the people of Western Australia.  
DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale) [12 noon]: As usual, that was a pathetic performance by the Minister for Corrective 
Services, who likes to gloat that he is a personal friend of the Prime Minister–elect. Maybe he should be 
concerned about his own portfolio!  

I want to raise a matter relating to a supplementary answer I received involving the Law Reform Commission of 
Western Australia. The budget papers show us that the Law Reform Commission is now being meshed into the 
Department of the Attorney General. I believe the Premier was asked about this by someone on radio. The 
Premier really did not have much knowledge of the issue. In the supplementary information that I received from 
the Attorney General, he mentions that the Law Reform Commission now being within the Department of the 
Attorney General is no different from the situation in the Northern Territory or in South Australia. In the 
Northern Territory, it has never been a statutory authority; in South Australia, it runs out of the School of Law. It 
is not appropriate to compare us with the Northern Territory or South Australia. Although the issue does not of 
course resonate as a major media issue, it is a very important one.  

The Law Reform Commission of Western Australia serves a very important function. It is an independent 
statutory body that undertakes research and provides recommendations on various terms of reference that are 
given to it by governments. Its magic, or its strength, is its independence. It is a statutory body. The 
Attorney General has now brought the Law Reform Commission within the structure of the Department of the 
Attorney General. He may say that it is still an independent statutory body and that the commissioners are 
independent, which may be so, but the staff of the commission, and any additional staff—that is, research 
officers, who do the bulk of the work in preparing reports—now come within the employment structure of the 
Attorney General’s department. Therefore, the Attorney General’s department now has complete power to 
appoint whom it thinks it should appoint to positions such as research officer positions. The government, through 
the Department of the Attorney General, now has complete sway as to who is employed to write its reports, 
which the commissioners basically sign off on eventually. The independence of the Law Reform Commission of 
Western Australia is put into question.  

I have with me a letter dated 3 September from the Aboriginal Legal Service of Western Australia to 
Hon Michael Mischin. It is important to read this letter. It goes to the point of the danger and the consequences 
of this move by the government. The letter states — 

Dear Attorney General 

I am writing to express my concern with the decision taken in the 2014–15 State Budget to transfer the 
administrative functions of the Law Reform Commission … to the Department of the Attorney General. 
The Aboriginal Legal Service … believes that the transfer of these functions will significantly 
undermine the independence of the Commission and, ultimately, the quality and credibility of its work. 
The success of the Commission over the past 40 years has rested on its independence from 
government—both real and perceived. The Commission has built an exceptional reputation as a 
staunchly independent and evidence-driven organisation, underpinned by its status as an independent 
statutory body. This reputation allows the Commission to engage credibly with the community and 
diverse stakeholders about contentious issues, and propose controversial law reform recommendations 
if the evidence calls for it. 
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While ALSWA has sometimes disagreed with the Commission’s recommendations over the years, we 
have never had cause to question its independence. However, an apprehension of partiality will 
inherently attend any review of the efficacy of justice-related legislation undertaken by the very 
government department responsible for its development and administration. 
Quite simply, this decision will create the real risk that analysis of important law reform issues will 
become confused in its objects. Public confidence in law reform proposals in Western Australia is likely 
to be eroded accordingly. 

The decision to subsume the functions of the Commission represents bad policy and bad public 
administration. The ALSWA calls on the State Government to review it immediately, in consultation 
with stakeholders and the community. 

That letter from the acting chief executive officer of the Aboriginal Legal Service of Western Australia resonates 
with a letter sent to the Attorney General by the former chair of the Law Reform Commission of Western 
Australia, Professor Mary Anne Kenny from Curtin University. This decision by the Attorney General to bring 
the administrative functions of the Law Reform Commission into the Department of the Attorney General will 
undermine the independence, effect and efficiency of the Attorney General’s department.  
There is one other thing, because I have only a minute left. It is mentioned in the supplementary information that 
two previous reviews, undertaken in 1995 and 2002, resulted in decisions that the Law Reform Commission of 
WA remain as a statutory authority and not be incorporated into a department. But what does the 
Attorney General do? He incorporates it into a department, which goes completely against the previous reviews 
of 1995 and 2002. I have not found one third party with an interest in law reform who has supported this move to 
bring the Law Reform Commission into the Attorney General’s department, which has basically minimal 
budgetary savings. 
Question put and passed.  

Estimates Committee B Report — Adoption 
THE ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): The question is — 

That the report of Estimates Committee B be adopted. 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [12.06 pm]: I rise to speak to the motion that the report of Assembly 
Estimates Committee B be adopted. Assembly Estimates Committee B dealt with Treasury; and I know some 
members want to speak about the Transport component. This has been reflected by some comments made by 
members on this side and—indeed, it is not new—comments made by Liberal Party members. I cannot confirm 
for sure, but I have no doubt that when National Party members sat on this side of the house, they spoke about 
the appropriateness of government members asking questions during estimates. I will not labour the point 
because oppositions always seem to say it and the government always seems to ignore it. Maybe the time has 
come to address the appropriateness of government members asking questions during estimates hearings, bearing 
in mind that the very first question asked by a government member during the Treasury estimates hearing was in 
and around the issue of iron ore and royalty redistribution—an area that had been well canvassed—simply to 
allow a political point to be made, which of course defeats the purpose of estimates.  

The first cab off the rank in Estimates Committee B on 21 August 2013 was the Western Australian Treasury 
Corporation. We had quite a useful and interesting exchange with Mr Collins, the chief executive officer of the 
Treasury Corporation. His knowledge is indeed deep about the bonds that are on issue by Western Australia. He 
made the point that the market has already factored in a downgrade for 10-year bonds. There is a perception in 
the marketplace that at some point—I guess in the medium term—Western Australia will indeed have a credit 
rating downgrade. We had a discussion. I quote Mr Collins — 

In our particular case — 

He had just been referring to Queensland bonds — 

if we look at 12 months ago, we were trading at very similar rates to Victoria, which is also AAA-rated 
and was on stable ratings. Out to about the 2017 maturity we are still fairly close to Victoria, but at the 
10-year part of the curve our spread has widened relative to Victoria by about 12 to 15 basis points.  

I then asked, “Is that because of perception?” and Mr Collins responded, “Yes.” I then asked, “Is there a view 
that the AAA rating will be lost in WA?” Mr Collins responded, after the Treasurer deferred to him — 

Negative outlooks were issued in 2012, first by Standard and Poor’s, which, on 24 October, surprisingly 
put us on negative outlook. At the end of August it had reaffirmed us as stable, so the market was a bit 
surprised six weeks later that we were put on negative outlook. Then, of course, Moody’s followed 
in December and put us on negative outlook. For those reasons, that is naturally going to change the 
perception of market participants, because it is sort of a warning sign.  
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Mr Collins made the point that that is indeed a warning sign. For the long-term 10-year bonds, we are paying a 
premium for the market’s perception that WA will lose its AAA credit rating at some point.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: I think we had a discussion about that premium being a third of the way to where — 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Yes, I am coming to that, too. The conversation continued. I asked — 

What percentage of state debt is held in 10-year bonds?  

Mr Collins said — 

At this stage we have about $1.2 billion outstanding of our 10-year bonds.  

I then asked, “Out of the total current as at 2012–13?” Mr Collins responded — 

As at 2012–13 we had $1.2 billion, and we had approximately $22 billion in bonds outstanding.  

The Treasurer made the point — 

… there is another driver in and around a move to longer term bonds; … 

There was commentary from rating agencies during the global financial crisis that Western Australia held too 
much — 
Mr T.R. Buswell: It was last year. Some of the commentary was from last year.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: Was it last year? There was commentary last year that the state was too exposed at the 
shorter end of the market. Mr Tim Marney made the point — 

Historically, our split between short term and long-term bond issues has been 50 per cent short term, so 
less than 12 months, and 50 per cent longer term.  

It is important to note that the definition of “long term” is anything longer than 12 months. I would not have 
thought that that would be considered a long-term bond, but that is how Treasury Corp has — 
Mr T.R. Buswell: Finance markets.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: I am not surprised that finance markets consider 12 months to be longer term. Tim Marney 
made the point — 

The rating agencies became quite concerned post-GFC, in an environment that had considerable risk in 
terms of refinancing and the availability of finance, that our portfolio was too short. That caused us two 
risks relative to other jurisdictions. The first was the ability to refinance short-term debt.  
… 
The second was the repricing risk for our floating rate debt; basically, the concern was that with the 
pricing risk being short, we were very sensitively exposed to any movements in interest rates. 

Which makes sense, of course — 

It was a deliberate strategy at the time, however, given that interest rates were historically quite low. In 
an environment where it is difficult to see interest rates going too much lower—given that there is not 
much left—it would be prudent to respond to their concerns but also to the market, and shift that 
balance of short–long. We have taken a decision to go to 30 per cent short, 70 per cent long 
by December 2014.  

I assume that that would be quite a shift over the next 18 months. There was a considerable amount of debt. Bear 
in mind we are about 50–50 now and by the end of next year we will move 20 per cent of our debt out of short 
and into longer term debt. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Can I make a point? You move it as it matures.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: I assume it will mature and therefore be reissued as longer term debts, but that is still a 
significant shift. We will move 20 per cent of the state debt from short term to long term, for which we are 
paying a premium. Mr Collins made the point that because of those market perceptions, we are paying a 
premium. Moving more of that debt into longer term may cause that spread to narrow as more of our debt goes 
into that 10-year range. Mr Marney also made the point that he will look to put some of that debt into 15-year 
bonds and not only 10-year bonds. It was quite an interesting discussion about how the market considers state 
debt.  
There has been a lot of discussion on debt. I made this point in my reply to the budget speech: despite the 
Treasurer saying during the election campaign that his aim is to stabilise net debt in the government’s second 
term and that any extra revenue generated will go into paying down that debt, clearly a decision has been made 
to move away from that. That is why we see an upward trajectory of state debt in not only the forward estimates, 
but also the 10-year long-term projections provided by Treasury. I make the point that the market is factoring in 



4032 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 12 September 2013] 

 

some form of downgrade in our debt in the medium term. That is my definition of “medium term” as opposed to 
the market’s or the Treasurer’s.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: I think we also had a discussion about the fact that the premium at the 10-year bond end was 
about one-third of Queensland’s.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: Queensland has had the downgrade.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Which represents the factual implication of the negative watch, which is that there is a one in 
three chance that we will be downgraded. It is sort of logical.  
Mr B.S. WYATT: The point I am making is that we are already paying for that. We do not have to have a 
downgrade to pay more for debt.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Of course. But if I said to you that there is a one in three chance that you will get 
downgraded, you would reasonably expect the market to factor it into your cost.  
Mr B.S. WYATT: That is true; I would expect that.  

Ms R. Saffioti interjected.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: Correct. It had not come up in discussion in Parliament before I — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: The financial market, in particular, processes information pretty quickly.  

Ms R. Saffioti: You could have let us know.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: Yes, particularly when a decision had been made, Treasurer, as Mr Marney pointed out, to 
shift our debt from a 50–50 short-term and long-term mix to a 30–70 short-term and long-term mix by December 
2014. Bearing in mind that as at 2012–13, approximately $22 billion in bonds were outstanding, by the end of 
next year more bonds will be outstanding, so that is a significant shift of money from the short to the long term.  
Mr T.R. Buswell: For me, the highlight of that committee was when I was about to tell you some of them.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: I know. The Treasurer was about to tell us that the central bank of Kazakhstan was a huge 
investor in Western Australian bonds.  
Mr T.R. Buswell: No, it was not that one.  
Mr B.S. WYATT: I hope it was not the central bank of Kazakhstan.  
Mr T.R. Buswell: What does it matter? 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The Treasurer is right. It does not matter who is buying our bonds; reflecting on who is 
willing to buy our bonds is perhaps the only issue I have.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: They are all oversubscribed so far.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: I have no doubt they are oversubscribed, particularly at the 10-year level when they will have 
a greater interest rate than they will have at the short-term level — 
Mr T.R. Buswell: It is less than Queensland.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: By the way, for the record, I do not know whether it was Kazakhstan. I do not mean to 
denigrate Kazakhstan, but certainly the Treasurer was one word away from — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I would not even speculate. As I felt Mr Collins’ hands wrap around my throat, I thought I 
had better stop!  
Mr B.S. WYATT: He was not particularly subtle. It is worth repeating. He certainly let the Treasurer know that 
he was not being as discreet as he should be as the Treasurer of the state. I asked the Treasurer some questions 
on the full-time equivalent position numbers in the Treasury because I was curious about whether we had 
delivered the savings that were announced by former Treasurer Christian Porter in the 2012–13 budget. Some 
members will recall that in a media statement dated 17 April 2012 headed “GST slash calls for strong decisions”, 
the then Treasurer outlined a number of savings that he had implemented that would apply across the next 
two years. In particular he outlined, and I quote from that media statement — 

• … a two-year freeze on the growth in the number of public sector workers to further control public 
sector salaries expenses—except frontline services in police, education and health. This measure will 
require all departments to operate for the next two financial years inside their FTE cap as it was set in 
2011–12. These savings will not impact on frontline service delivery outcomes  

Importantly, the former Treasurer stated that these savings would form part of the 2012–13 state budget. The 
assumed savings, therefore, according to this announcement, were already booked into the 2012–13 budget and 
the 2013–14 out year. I asked Mr Porter about that during the estimates committee hearing last year, which again 
was Estimates Committee B coincidentally, and Mr Porter said that it was correct that the full-time equivalent 
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cap—whatever it was in 2011–12—would be frozen. Because he had excluded police, education and health, that 
meant a cap of 37 763 FTEs in the public sector. I asked what that meant for Treasury and was told that in the 
2012–13 budget it meant a cap of 282 people. Therefore, for Treasury the frozen cap was 282 FTEs. 
Interestingly, during our discussion in the estimates committee hearing this year, Treasury was already at 297. 
The point I am making is that, while using Treasury as an example, savings that were embedded in Christian 
Porter’s budget in 2012–13 were not met. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Well — 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Treasurer, just let me finish, as I have some answers to questions on notice with me to work 
all this out. If that is not indeed the case, the Treasurer can certainly let me know. Unless right now the FTE is 
37 763 or fewer, those savings were not met despite them being embedded in the 2012–13 budget. 

The reason I say this is that a flurry of savings announcements have been made by the government under various 
Treasurers. I have always had doubt about whether those savings have ultimately been met. They embed them in 
the budget to make the budget look better than it otherwise would, yet when we go back and look at delivery, we 
find it is not the case. I have made the point about the Treasurer’s previous wages policy that stated that if people 
could prove productivity offsets, they could negotiate up to the level of the consumer price index. 

We had some discussions with the Treasurer on the nurses’ enterprise bargaining agreement, which members 
may recall was effectively entered into during the election campaign. I quote what the Treasurer said in 
Estimates Committee B — 

My understanding is that the Liberal Party, as part of our suite of policies, went into the election 
campaign with a policy to fund a certain wages outcome with nurses. 

Actually, Peter Conran, director general of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet—not the Liberal Party—
put that offer to the nurses. Even though Mr Conran and the Liberal Party are closely associated, it was not the 
Liberal Party but Mr Conran who entered into that agreement. The nurses accepted that. Does that mean they 
could have a cause of action or claim against the Liberal Party or the government of WA? It would be against the 
government of WA. So the nurses entered into that agreement that clearly provided a much more significant 
outcome than they would have otherwise been entitled to under the previous wages policy. There were no 
productivity offsets, as was confirmed by the Minister for Health in Estimates Committee A. They therefore 
should have been entitled to only a CPI rise under that wages policy, which, from memory, was 8.25 per cent. 
Instead, they ended up with 14 per cent. 

This is the issue. I asked the Treasurer about the role Treasury played in making and costing that offer and 
putting it to the nurses’ union, the Australian Nursing Federation. No role was played. I remember asking the 
adviser at the back left of where the Treasurer was sitting in the chamber whether Treasury had any role. The 
answer from the adviser was that it played no role at all. This is the problem with the key policy for spending 
control that was simply ignored. The Treasurer made the point that the Nursing Federation representatives 
behaved terribly. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: They did. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: He said that they were just awful during the election campaign. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: They were terrible. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: What did the government do with its big, brave wages policy designed to keep pay rises to 
the level of CPI? It threw money at it. That is what the government did. It did not worry about the wages policy. 
Mr Conran certainly did not worry about the wages policy. The Treasury advisers had no idea about it. I think 
the Treasury advisers worked out what had happened when they read it in the newspaper. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr B.S. WYATT: All these new rules! 

Ms R. Saffioti: Since 1901! 

Mr B.S. WYATT: This is the new, fandangled way we run this Parliament! 

The point I am making is that Treasury was not involved in the nurses’ EBA. The Under Treasurer, Tim Marney, 
had no idea about it. 

The highlight for me during the election campaign—there were many—was when Hon Ken Travers and I had 
the pleasure of a briefing from the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. Peter Conran, on behalf of the Liberal 
Party or the government, had made a significant multimillion-dollar offer to the nurses. We therefore thought we 
would call DPC, as we were in caretaker mode, and get a briefing. A gentleman came to the opposition office 
across the road and we asked him, “How much is it going to cost?” He said, “I don’t know.” We asked, “What 
role did the wages policy play in Mr Conran making this offer?” He said, “I don’t know.” We asked, “What are 
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the terms of the offer?” He said, “I don’t know.” It therefore became quickly apparent that Mr Conran had found 
himself somebody who had no idea about the policy to brief the opposition on that very policy. And so away he 
scuttled. However, the Treasurer stood in this place yesterday and talked about the fiscal plan, the FA plan — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: FAP we call it. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: — that was trumpeted in the budget and upon which that $47 billion, 10-year debt figure is 
based. Straightaway, within hours of the FA plan — 
Ms R. Saffioti: Sweet FA. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: It’s not sweet, I can tell you that. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I know that some members opposite think it is a pretty sweet FA plan. We saw what 
happened with the solar panel decision when the Minister for Energy suddenly realised he should have got some 
legal advice on it. That program disappeared. The way the finances were being managed caused me no end of 
discomfort. Despite $120 million having been booked into the revenue side of the budget for the plan to charge a 
school fee for 457 subclass visa students, we then heard the Premier say after the election, “We have yet to 
determine the criteria.” So, the government booked in the revenue and then worried and scratched its head about 
how it would determine who would and who would not be charged the $4 000 fee. It is just extraordinary! 

The Treasurer said yesterday that these things are small parts of the $6 billion plus in savings embedded in the 
budget. The key component, I would have thought, is the new wages policy. The record of this government on its 
wages policy is not a good one. The government did not meet it in its first term of government. That is the 
reality. We all recall the FTE cap that became a moving beast; it kept moving up and up and up. The wages 
policy was not met. Good luck to the Australian Nursing Federation; it absolutely cleaned up on its deal. The 
government was so angry with the way in which the nurses behaved that it threw money at them. I am sure they 
have learnt their lesson to not do that again! I am sure unions across the state have learnt their lesson; never 
challenge a Liberal government for a better EBA deal during an election campaign because it will throw more 
money at them! They will never do that again; they have learnt their lesson there!  
Mr T.R. Buswell: Ask the train drivers.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: This is the interesting thing. I referred earlier to that new word the Premier has found since 
the federal election—mandate. The test of the government is how hard it is going to be in the first year and how 
hard it will be in the final year. The final year leaves a lot to be desired. That final 12 months leading up to 9 
March 2013 was fairly ordinary. We saw that just this week with the Insurance Commission of Western 
Australia and the treatment by the government of that revenue, despite not disclosing that decision. Now, of 
course, the repercussions of the EBA deal with the nurses will be felt. The Treasurer made the point in the 
estimates committee that — 

That particular EBA, though, is still in arbitration around a range of conditions, and that is still being 
worked through. There is actually a risk that the arbitrated settlement of the dispute around some of 
those conditions may further inflate the totality of that wages outcome, so that is something that is still 
being worked on.  

It still may cost us more! There is further pressure. That is why the fiscal action plan, built around a sudden 
strengthening of the spine on wages outcomes, simply cannot be believed. The performance over the nurses 
highlights that. The entitlement was CPI with no offsets. Not only were there no offsets, but also it looks as 
though the conditions will require taxpayers to fork out more money. That is the reality. Much has been said 
about this fiscal action plan. No doubt when the Treasurer flew across to Sydney and spoke at length to the credit 
rating agencies he said, “We will honour this fiscal action plan. That is why you can trust us to keep our AAA 
credit rating.” No doubt they will be watching with some interest.  

I will conclude by making some comments around the 457 visa policy. There has been some commentary from 
members on both sides of Parliament—National Party members in particular—and people outside the Parliament 
around this view that every 457 visa holder is making a huge amount of money. The idea is that because they are 
making a huge amount of money, the government can hit them up. The member for West Swan made some 
comments about this. Just before I got to my feet I got a supplementary answer to a question I asked in 
Legislative Assembly Estimates Committee B. I asked the minister representing the Minister for Education 
whether he could provide me with the percentage of students in each school in WA who are kids of 457 visa 
holders. It did not strike me as right that all those kids were tucked away in our state’s best suburbs. The 
supplementary answer proves the point. It highlights that some schools located in high socioeconomic areas do 
have higher percentages of students whose parents are on 457 visas. The highest percentage, at 17.35 per cent, is 
Highgate Primary School. I went through and had a quick look at all the schools for which the percentage of kids 
of 457 visa holders in the school population was above five per cent. Those schools include Applecross and 
Attadale, not surprisingly. Avonvale Primary School in the wheatbelt has a high number at 6.4 per cent. At 
Balcatta Primary School, 7.5 per cent of students are from 457 visa families. The figure for Beaconsfield 
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Primary School is nearly 10 per cent. The figure for Beaumaris Primary School is 11.4 per cent; Belmont City 
College, 8.6 per cent; Belmont Primary School, 6.3 per cent; Brentwood Primary School, 5.17 per cent; Bunbury 
Primary School, 5.25 per cent; Caladenia Primary School and Cannington Community College have just over 
five per cent; Carey Park Primary School has nearly 10 per cent; Carlisle Primary School, which is just outside 
my electorate but services my electorate, has six per cent; Caversham Primary School has a high number; 
Cloverdale, Comet Bay and Connolly are in that list; and Cunderdin District High School has 13.3 per cent, 
which is an incredibly high percentage of students whose parents are 457 visa holders. I do not imagine the 
people in that area are making $150 000 a year. Curtin Primary School, just outside my electorate in Karawara, 
has 7.3 per cent and Dalwallinu District High School has six per cent. I could go through them all but I will not. 
East Victoria Park and Victoria Park in my electorate both have a high percentage of students whose parents are 
457 visa holders.  

Mr M.P. Murray: One figure you will not see in there is that for refugee children, who are not allowed to go to 
the schools, which I think is disgraceful.  
Mr B.S. WYATT: That is right; they have to go to non-government schools.  

Mr C.D. Hatton: What is the point, member?  

Mr B.S. WYATT: The point I am making is that the assumption, stated by the Premier on radio, is that 457 visa 
holders are making — 

Ms R. Saffioti: Minister Day repeated it today.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: Minister Day repeated it today. The assumption is that people on 457 visas have large 
incomes; therefore, they can easily contribute $4 000 a year to the education of their children. The reality is 
different. That is what that supplementary answer proves. That is why I made the point. Balcatta Primary School, 
which I assume is in the member for Balcatta’s electorate — 

Mr C.D. Hatton: I just looked at the stats on that.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: The reality is different from what Minister Day and the Premier have been saying. That is 
why there has been so much focus on how the government could drop that into the budget without any 
consultation or any significant notice and just assume, when making the public argument for this, that all those 
people are making a fortune.  

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [12.36 pm]: I will make some comments on the appropriation bills and the 
estimates committees, but I will first conclude the comments of the member for Victoria Park on the 457 visa 
issue. One reason this very stupid and rash decision was made was because of the budgetary situation the 
government is in. It has mismanaged the state’s finances. There have been a number of ill-thought-out decisions 
in this budget, and this is one of them. We will see a winding back of this decision because it is not sustainable in 
the community. Again, it goes to the integrity of the budget, which is something we explored during the 
estimates committees. The $120 million written into this budget was costed on the fact that 457 visa holders 
would be paying $4 000 for each of their children to go to school. It is clear that the government is going to 
redefine the criteria, because it is just not sustainable. This again goes to the integrity of this budget, which has 
unwound bit by bit since it was introduced into this house about six weeks ago.  

In relation to the estimates committee process, I thank those members who chaired the proceedings. I 
acknowledge the member for Forrestfield; I thought he did pretty well for his first time. I also acknowledge those 
members from our side of the chamber who were in the chair and who also did well. Some Chairs looked at me 
as if I had no right to ask a question—they gave me the evil eye, or the malocchio as my mother would say in 
Calabrian. I found some of the Chairs quite off-putting when I asked some legitimate questions—they looked at 
me as if I were from another planet or should not be asking questions. Basically, the role of the estimates 
committee is for the opposition to ask detailed questions about what is in the budget and the integrity of the 
budget. I think the member for Swan Hills understands what I mean by malocchio.  

Mr C.D. Hatton: Pure Calabrese.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is pure Calabrese.  

Mr F.A. Alban: Southern Italian, not northern Italian.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. I will go through some of the key facts. One of the key things I want to focus on today 
is the transport discussion and in particular the funding of key road and rail projects in this budget. We have seen 
the unwinding of many of the assumptions and figures in the budget. We have seen the policy reversal on the 
solar feed-in tariff, which has wiped tens of millions of dollars out of the budget. We will see the unwinding of 
the 457 visa issue, because it is an unsustainable, stupid and ill-thought-out decision. It must have been made 
very late in the piece to try to fix the budget and without really understanding or realising the consequences. I 
think the decision was made because 457 visa holders cannot vote, so they were an easy target. As we have seen 
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this morning from the Leader of the Opposition, by way of example, and in the list just read out by the member 
for Victoria Park, there are many people on 457 visas who are not earning $150 000 or $200 000 but who are 
providing key and essential services to either regional WA or the WA community as a whole. Those people are 
not on big bucks but they are paying state and commonwealth taxes and local government rates; they deserve the 
same rights in education as everyone else.  

We explored through the committee process one key issue with road and rail projects; namely, what funding 
from the federal government was embedded in the forward estimates for key projects? As we understand and 
know, the federal Labor government allocated $500 million for rail projects in Western Australia. Two key 
projects that this government wants to undertake, the Metro Area Express light rail and the Perth airport line, 
were notionally put aside. That money is gone. The Treasurer should come into this place in the next number of 
weeks and explain what the government intends to do about managing the budget on those key issues because 
that money has simply disappeared.  
Mr D.J. Kelly: He’s going to beg Tony Abbott for the money. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I will certainly seek some clarification. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: When the Prime Minister–elect says that public transport is not his “knitting” and that the 
federal government will not fund any urban rail projects throughout Australia, and when the federal 
government’s costing document released on the Thursday before the election explicitly states that the money has 
been taken away from WA, I look forward to the Treasurer’s discussion. I think the Treasurer made it clear to 
everybody that that money is gone—$500 million is gone. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I understand that. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Where was the press release criticising them for that before the election? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I had a conversation. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: A conversation! I remember that when Tony Abbott initially said they were not going to 
fund rail projects, the Treasurer said that it did not matter because we will get more money for road projects. 
That has not happened either. 
Mr T.R. Buswell: We got some money. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Some—but embedded in the forward estimates are the two key regional projects of the North 
West Coastal Highway and the Great Northern Highway Muchea to Wubin. As was discussed through the 
estimates—we did get numbers and these are the Treasurer’s comments—the total commonwealth funding 
contribution for the $385 million Great Northern Highway Muchea to Wubin project is $308 million. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Correct. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There is an 80 per cent to 20 per cent split. The commonwealth contribution by financial 
year is zero in 2013–14; $24 million in 2014–15; $64 million in 2015–16; and $172 million in 2017–18. That is 
a significant contribution currently included in the Treasurer’s numbers that has now been taken away. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: As I said previously, I will be seeking clarification from the commonwealth once the relevant 
minister is appointed. If they have taken that money away — 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Did the Treasurer try to seek clarification before election day? 

Mr D.J. Kelly: What is the Treasurer going to do? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I am not going to say “thank you”! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I ask again: did the Treasurer seek clarification before the federal election day? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I attempted to, but there was a fair bit going on. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Okay. I ask because the deputy Liberal leader confirmed on Friday—it was reported in 
Saturday’s paper—that those two road projects are not funded as they were part of the regional investment fund 
under the NB2 — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: You’re right about the North West Coastal Highway. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: They both are. There is a document on the Infrastructure Australia website that shows that 
those two projects are part of the regional investment fund. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I am not sure that that is consistent with the advice I received—I will check—from then 
Minister Albanese. I will find out. It is a big issue. If they are not going to fund those — 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is a huge issue. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: It is a huge issue for regional WA. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is why I raised this in the estimates hearings. I had hoped that the Treasurer sought 
confirmation on those issues before the federal election. Does the Treasurer think the federal government is 
going to care now? This is a classic example of those opposite rubbishing the former federal Labor government 
year after year after year about the goods and services tax distribution, and in the first three days after being 
elected the commonwealth Liberal government has ripped $1 billion from the state. This is not from possible 
road projects or a notional figure; it is $1 billion of funding that is in the Treasurer’s state budget he brought 
down. That is very significant. We talk about issues about ratings agencies and the unwinding of revenue, but 
now there is a $1 billion hole in the government’s funding. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: We need to seek clarification. But I can tell you this: if the commonwealth steps away from 
those two road projects, it is highly unlikely that that money will be spent. That is not necessarily a hole because 
the projects will cease. That’s a big problem. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There will be less road funding for Western Australia? With the election of a federal Liberal 
government the Treasurer has secured less road spending in Western Australia. We make that clear right now. 
The Treasurer should have sought confirmation before federal election day. I raised it in this chamber. The 
Treasurer was busy talking about GST distribution and $1 billion has been ripped out. We all said it and we all 
knew it. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: They were too busy ordering the champagne. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Exactly, member. I knew what they were doing, and I am in opposition! The Treasurer must 
have known. I knew money had been ripped out of the rail projects; that was clear. I also knew that the federal 
government was not going to give the Treasurer more money for road projects to make up the amount because it 
was making billions upon billions of dollars of commitments in the eastern states. In every key speech Tony 
Abbott gave during the past three months, he mentioned a $6 billion project here and another $3 billion project 
there—they were huge. He never mentioned one project in Western Australia, until very late in the piece when 
he committed to the Swan Valley bypass and distributed some flyers locally about Tonkin Highway. Does the 
Treasurer have confirmation on the Tonkin Highway flyovers? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I believe so. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: He believes so.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: When the minister is appointed, we will write to him and seek clarification. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: They have an election mandate. Did the Treasurer seek confirmation before the federal 
election day that those overpasses would be funded? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I will seek clarification and I am seeking clarification — 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The answer is no. Those opposite were too busy rubbishing the federal Labor government, 
while Tony Abbott was taking hundreds of millions of dollars out here and there, and the Treasurer and Minister 
for Transport never sought confirmation. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Again — 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No—again nothing! The Treasurer did not do his job because he did not seek secure funding. 
Now he has a budget that is unwinding by the day. We saw a policy reversal on the solar feed-in tariff subsidy 
and there will be a policy reversal on 457 visas because it is not sustainable and it is not fair. Everyone knows it. 
Now we have seen $1 billion taken away — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: That’s not true. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Treasurer cannot confirm otherwise in this place. We know, and the government’s 
federal deputy Liberal leader said, that those two road projects were not funded. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: We will see. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: The Treasurer will stamp his feet. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: And I will shake my fists. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Treasurer should have sought confirmation before federal election day.  

We also tried though the estimate process to see what activity was happening in ministerial offices before the 
state election day. What sort of work was being done on costing our commitments and their commitments. It was 
only through a freedom of information request that we saw the activity being undertaken in the Treasurer’s office 
before the calling of the state election. Up until 5 February, the Treasurer was committed to the bus rapid transit 
lane to Ellenbrook. The Treasurer had signs printed and wanted to wrap a bus in special plastic to make it look 
like a special BRT bus. Just like the hydrogen buses.  
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The minister ordered buses to be wrapped up just so they looked like special buses. He spent taxpayers’ money 
doing animations for a project, and he got the Department of Transport to do this work. 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 4059.] 

VOLUNTEERS — GOVERNMENT ASSISTANCE 
Statement by Member for Mirrabooka 

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Mirrabooka) [12.50 pm]: I raise in this house the plight of grassroots organisations in 
our communities and their ongoing challenge to serve their neighbourhoods. People in the Mirrabooka 
electorate, while keen to actively pursue issues of concern in their local areas, are less able to commit to 
volunteering on committees because of family and work demands. Long working hours and busy lives have seen 
falling memberships for organisations such as the Balga Action Group Inc and the Nollamara–Westminster 
Action Group. Although the members that remain are committed, active, vocal and forceful advocates on behalf 
of their communities, they find it difficult to meet the restrictive requirements of the Associations Incorporation 
Act 1987. On 9 May 2013, the parliamentary secretary to the Minister for Commerce said in this house that the 
legislation to address rules that hinder our local community organisations would be debated in the September 
session of Parliament. Here we are in September and we are still waiting, after four years of no action. 
Organisations such as the Balga Action Group face discontinuance because of the requirements of the act. I have 
spoken on many occasions in this house about the good work of the leaders in our community and of people such 
as Alan Stafford, Cynthia Maton and Margaret Coyle. I have highlighted the work that they do to ensure not only 
the wellbeing and amenity of Balga, Westminster, Nollamara and Mirrabooka, but also the delivery of 
infrastructure to those areas. In the past, they have taken on the government and local councils to change the face 
of our suburbs, but they are now facing their biggest test, which is to continue to serve their community and meet 
the requirements of an act that does not serve their requirements. I call on the government to support volunteer 
organisations with all means possible, including not only changing the act because people want to take 
ownership of their neighbourhoods and communities, but also allowing organisations to respond to modern-day 
demands. To ensure the Mirrabooka electorate and other communities prosper, it is of paramount importance to 
make changes to the act and provide assistance through local government, especially as the Department of 
Commerce now includes the responsibility for communities. We need change for our communities and the Balga 
Action Group and the Nollamara–Westminster Action Group need support to continue servicing their 
communities. 

WARWICK BOWLING CLUB — TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY 
Statement by Member for Kingsley 

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley — Parliamentary Secretary) [12.52 pm]: I recently had the pleasure of 
attending the twentieth anniversary of the Warwick Bowling Club. In November 1993, the City of Wanneroo 
allocated land in the Warwick Open Space conservation area for the new bowling club. A committee was formed 
and commenced fundraising. In 1993, the 111 foundation members oversaw the establishment of the club, the 
planting of the initial two bowling greens and the social activities of the members. Initially, bowls was played 
using the greens at the Stirling Bowling Club, formerly known as the Yugoslav Centre. Many hours of intense 
and productive work were spent to get this vibrant club up and running. The land was cleared in September 
1995, planting commenced on Australia Day 1996 and the A green was ready for play in October 1996. By 
2000, there were already three greens in action and the club had a membership of 260. In 2003, lighting was 
installed on two greens. This club has shown tremendous commitment and enthusiasm to its members and the 
community. There have been many laughs and good times throughout the years, as well as quality bowling. The 
26 foundation members who attended the anniversary lunch, many of whom are still active at the club, were Ron 
Ahrens, Betty Batten, Audrey Brown, Laurie Chapel, Neville Firkins, Eric Fleming, Betty Grant, Jean Gregory, 
Jim Gregory, Keith Higgins, Alan Lacey, Archie Laidlaw, Pat Leaman, Peter Leber, John Leeder, Beryl 
Leppard, Trevor Leppard, Ken McCarthy, Ken O’Brien, Corrie Seetsen, Ernie Seetsen, Ted Stiles, Charlie 
Taylor, John Thorburn, Margaret Wilson, and Reginald Wilson. As the club’s patron, I wish the club every 
success over the next 20 years. 

FRANK CHULUNG AND REG BIRCH — RECOGNITION 
Statement by Member for Kimberley 

MS J. FARRER (Kimberley) [12.54 pm]: I would like to recognise Mr Frank Chulung and Mr Reg Birch for 
their contributions to the Labor Party. Since the 1960s, Mr Frank Chulung has worked tirelessly to educate 
members of his family and other people about the voting system and what it means to have a voice. Mr Reg 
Birch has helped people understand the various tiers of power at work within local government and the state. He 
has been a mentor for young people and has educated them about how to voice issues of concern to them. Both 
those men gave a lot to the Labor Party. I would also like to thank my grandson Seymour Little, who, at just 19 



 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 12 September 2013] 4039 

 

years of age, gave up his leisure time to help me campaign at the last state election by driving me around the 
Kimberley, and he recently did the same during the federal election. I thank them. I also thank members of my 
family and friends—Shonelle, Noelene and various others—for their support during that time and for their help 
in providing food and places to sleep. I thank Minetta Farrer for allowing me to use her four-wheel drive vehicle 
to get to places, even though we blew a few tyres during this hard time. Well done, and thanks for supporting my 
Labor campaign. 

WARWICK SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL — DANCEFEST 2013 
Statement by Member for Girrawheen 

MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen) [12.55 pm]: Last Friday night I had the privilege of attending Warwick Senior 
High School’s Dancefest 2013. The lively and colourful performances ranged from whole class dances 
choreographed by specialist dance teachers to smaller group dances choreographed mainly by the students 
themselves. It showcased solo pieces that year 12 students would shortly need to perform for their formal 
assessment.  
A night such as this requires lots of hard work, preparation, goodwill and the selfless commitment of many. I 
acknowledge the dedicated dance teacher Janne Nolan and music specialist and announcer Stephanie Watson, as 
well as all the dancers from years 8 to 12. Backstage were Sharon Reid and Di and Alan Holloway; photography, 
Suzanne Goldman; costumes, Rhonda Naylor; and music, Sian Gianney and Alicia Naylor. The enthusiasm was 
infectious and it was terrific to see so many students participating for the sheer joy of it with great support from 
family, friends and supporters. A highlight was the item by staff members led by principal Lesley Wintle. It was 
by no means expertly executed and was the source of some mirth, but they were an energetic, mostly cohesive, 
dedicated team going above and beyond for their students.  
Warwick Senior High School fosters students who are well rounded, and participation in events such as this 
assists in that regard. In that context, I congratulate Nyomi Waiata Jenkins, a year 12 student last year, who last 
week received the Prime Minister’s Award for WA in the Australian vocational student prizes. Nyomi got great 
grades and was a top netballer who assisted with coaching; she received the vocational education and training 
award for excellence and was active in fundraising for charity as a member of the student council. She has a 
bright future ahead.  

KENNEDY BAPTIST COLLEGE — OPENING 
Statement by Member for Bateman 

MR M.H. TAYLOR (Bateman) [12.57 pm]: Our education system is one of the cornerstones of our society, 
and a well-rounded education is one of the best gifts that we can impart to the next generation. It was therefore 
my great pleasure to attend the official opening of Kennedy Baptist College on Friday, 26 July 2013, along with 
the Minister for Education, Hon Peter Collier, MLC, who officially opened the college’s new facilities.  

The college commenced this year as a merger of two schools on the existing site in Murdoch—Winthrop Baptist 
College and Somerville Baptist College. Kennedy Baptist College now provides a high quality education based 
on Christian values to approximately 1 300 students from years 7 to 12. Its new facilities include a new 
administration building, student support centre and research and study centre. These facilities are of a very high 
standard and I commend the college for its investment in strategic educational infrastructure that will serve its 
students very well for many years to come.  
Not only does Kennedy Baptist College boast an excellent range of educational facilities and programs, but its 
values of faith, integrity, boldness, growth and service are wonderful traits to be imparting to our next generation 
of leaders and society makers. The college’s staff and student leaders embody these values, led by principal 
Mark Ashby and the college board, who are doing an excellent job guiding them through this new and exciting 
phase of growth and development. I commend Kennedy Baptist College as it continues its excellent work of 
educating children and equipping them for success both through school and later in life.  

COLLEGE OF ELECTRICAL TRAINING — JOONDALUP 
Statement by Member for Joondalup 

MR J. NORBERGER (Joondalup) [12.58 pm]: I take this opportunity to publicly acknowledge the National 
Electrical and Communications Association. NECA WA is the primary industry association representing 
electrical and communications contractors, and currently has over 800 members. Importantly, NECA WA 
operates the College of Electrical Training, which was awarded the WA small training provider of the year 
award in 2010. The college offers a wide range of apprenticeship, pre-apprenticeship, professional development 
and refresher training opportunities for the electrical and communications industry and has been operating since 
1996. Recently the college opened its newest campus in the heart of Joondalup, a move I applaud and welcome. 

I was given the opportunity to tour the new campus in June and, as someone who understands the vocational 
education and training sector intimately, I was thoroughly impressed at the thought and investment that 
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NECA WA has put into this new facility. The campus is truly state of the art with integrated energy conservation 
and energy generation capabilities. The facility has three classrooms, three workshops, 10 laboratories and a 60-
seat auditorium offering students a truly blended learning opportunity in the heart of Joondalup.  

I commend NECA WA for not only investing in the future training outcomes of this state but also seeing the 
opportunities and benefits of making Joondalup the home of their newest campus.  

UNCLAIMED MONEY (SUPERANNUATION AND RSA PROVIDERS)  
AMENDMENT AND EXPIRY BILL 2013 

Appropriations 
Message from the Governor received and read recommending appropriations for the bill. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

MUJA AB — REFURBISHMENT 

481. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 
I refer to the Premier’s comments about his decision to refurbish the Muja AB plant when he said that it — 

… will be private sector investment, not State Government or taxpayer funded. 

I refer also to the damning KPMG report released today. 

(1) Why did the Premier and his cabinet approve this project when there was no business case? 

(2) Why did the Premier approve the formation of a 50–50 joint venture between Verve Energy and Inalco, 
with Verve bearing a disproportionate share of the risk? 

(3) Why did the Premier approve this project when the KPMG report states that the risks were foreseeable? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
(1)–(3) I have said a number of times that this has been a failed project. I think if the Leader of the Opposition 

reads the report, he will find a number of references to Verve unilaterally making various decisions. I 
am not apportioning total blame on Verve; I do not mean to do that, but clearly decisions were made 
within the organisation that proved to be poor decisions and the degree of scrutiny was inadequate. We 
have copped that — 

Mr M. McGowan: Copped it? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes, we have copped it; we have apologised for the effect. The now Minister for Energy 
has spent an enormous amount of time looking at what has happened. He has reviewed both the technical and 
financial aspects of it and we have, after a lot of consideration, made a decision to complete the refurbishment. I 
remind members that units C and D are operating and they are operating well. It is an old power station, but the 
advice that has been given, particularly engineering advice, is that we can complete the refurbishment and it 
becomes part of the power system. So, it is not a happy story. It is not a happy story at all but, hopefully, we will 
get out of this and, hopefully, as is suggested in the reports, the project will end up covering itself. 

Mr M. McGowan: It won’t cover itself. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Leader of the Opposition says that, but I am hopeful. I am an optimist; the Leader of 
the Opposition is a pessimist. 

Mr M. McGowan: You said it would cost nothing. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes, at the time that was the proposal that we brought forward. We did not expect to find 
corroded pipes. 
Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: That was the advice that was given to the government of the day.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: It is a failed project; I said that right at the beginning.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, I am trying to provide an answer.  
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With a bit of luck and with good management of the project from here on, hopefully, not only C and D but also 
A and B will come back into commission. When A, B, C and D are producing, we will bring about 1 000 
megawatts back into the system. 

MUJA AB — REFURBISHMENT 

482. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 

I have a supplementary question. When the Premier says he has copped it, why does that not include sacking the 
person responsible, Hon Peter Collier, who has cost taxpayers on this project alone $336 million, in addition to 
$600 million in other failed projects? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

The Leader of the Opposition continues his personal attack on Hon Peter Collier. He does it all the time. If he 
would recall what I have said a number of times in this Parliament, Verve has some responsibility—quite a lot of 
responsibility—the then Minister for Energy had some responsibility, the Treasury had some responsibility and I 
as Premier have some responsibility.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I have made the point — 

Mr M. McGowan: You can say it all you like—no consequences. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I have just said it. But the Leader of the Opposition will continue his personal attack 
because that is in his nature. 

FIONA STANLEY HOSPITAL — HELIPAD 

483. Mr P. ABETZ to the Minister for Health: 

On behalf of the member for Forrestfield, I acknowledge and welcome the year 7 leadership group and the 
principal from Maida Vale Primary School in the Speaker’s gallery today.  

I notice that testing of the Fiona Stanley public hospital helipad occurred recently, with the first landing of an 
emergency helicopter on site. With this in mind, could the minister please update the house on the progress of 
works at Fiona Stanley Hospital? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

I first acknowledge and welcome to the chamber the wonderful students from Halls Head Primary School and 
their teacher Mr Beckingham. Thanks, Mr Speaker, even though I did not get to ask you, for letting them sit up 
there. 

We recently had the pleasure of going to watch the first helicopter landing at the new Fiona Stanley Hospital, 
and it was very impressive. The helicopter came in from all directions to see the effect of winds and to make sure 
that helicopters can land safely from every direction. All the noise and vibration monitors were up in the 
hospital. The pad itself is situated on a bed of rubber so that it mitigates any vibration that affects the hospital. It 
is located right above the operating theatres and the emergency department with a special lift to take people 
down. It is the only helipad outside the CBD and patients who need urgent treatment, particularly burns patients 
or cardiothoracic patients, both of which will be located at the new hospital, will be taken especially to that 
hospital. Also, for those members in the south west, if we get urgent cases and the patients desperately need 
critical care and treatment, they will stop at the first available hospital as they come north, which will be Fiona 
Stanley. 

The hospital is going very well; it is 94 per cent complete at this stage. I have to say that it is looking amazing; it 
is looking extremely good. The hospital is going very well; it will open, as we said, in October. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: It will provide state-of-the-art treatment for people in Western Australia. We are very proud 
of what has happened at the hospital. I well recall the promises under Labor. Every single year it was delayed by 
a year, so we had four consecutive years of delay under the previous Labor government for the opening time 
from 2010. In the lead-up to the 2008 election, the Minister for Health at the time went there and some 
bulldozing was done. Almost none of the work had been done and it was nowhere near ready to be progressed. 
Certainly, not enough money was put aside to do the job. Two billion dollars has been committed to build the 
new hospital. I think it will be the great pride of this government when it is completed. 
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MUJA AB — REFURBISHMENT 

484. Mr W.J. JOHNSTON to the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to the Muja AB debacle and the minister’s comments today that the government had decided to proceed 
with the project for a $52 million return over 10 years but only after writing off approximately $300 million 
already spent. 

(1) How much more is the taxpayer expected to pay for this project to get it fully operational? 

(2) Given that the plant is already aged, what is the risk of further maintenance being required that will 
erode the anticipated $52 million value over 10 years? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN replied: 
I thank the member for the question. 

(1)–(2) I urge the member to read the report. All those answers are given in it in detail, but I will 
answer now. The report is very comprehensive; it follows a request that I made to have a very 
conservative estimate going forward. Nothing has been written off. When we go out there and make a 
financial decision, things that are already expended are not that relevant to the decision at hand; it is the 
benefits going forward. Therefore, it did not include the sunk costs—the $290 million already 
expended; it looked at the benefits going forward. It found that on a 10-year basis, comparing the 
alternative—we had to look at the alternative; that is, not completing 1 and 2—there is a $70 million net 
present value to the state. Over 15 years it brings a $90 million benefit for the state.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: That is ignoring the $290 million sunk cost.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The question we faced—I am looking forward to the opposition’s position on this—was: 
what do we do now? We made a decision; we called a halt.  
Several members interjected.  

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I am finding this answer electric, so can you please keep your voice 
down. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: Boom, boom!  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The decision we faced was: what to do now? We asked a set of engineers to give us 
independent technical advice, and they said they could not find any major risk to completing the project and 
operating it successfully for 10 to 15 years.  
Mr W.J. Johnston: Haven’t you read the report?  
The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington!  
Dr M.D. NAHAN: There might be some risks; there is always risk when operating plants, but completing it will 
diminish the risk because there will be four operating units rather than two. The benefits of going ahead with it 
are that it will generate more revenue. The KPMG report, which is a very conservative assessment, shows a 
$70 million to $90 million net present value in going ahead with the project. I wonder what the opposition will 
do. They have been carping and whining on the sidelines. Will the opposition support this decision? The member 
for Collie–Preston does.  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Members!  
Dr M.D. NAHAN: The member for Collie–Preston has been complaining that we might not go ahead with it. I 
understand why. This project will generate 40 full-time jobs and 130 construction jobs within Collie. That is very 
important.  
Several members interjected.  
The SPEAKER: Members!  
Dr M.D. NAHAN: The real question is: what will be the overall benefits of this? This assessment does not 
include the full benefits to Verve. It does not include the portfolio benefits; that is, Verve’s ability to use widely 
in its portfolio the energy generated from Muja AB.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: What a load of rubbish; that’s just stupid.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The member for Cannington is now an engineering expert! 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected.  
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Dr M.D. NAHAN: A man who spent all his life climbing the greasy pole of the Labor movement is now an 
engineering expert! Yeah, yeah, yeah!  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Verve’s assessment is based on including the portfolio benefits and the fixed costs. Muja AB 
is fixed in the middle of the Muja energy power plant complex, which includes Muja A, B, C and D and they 
share all sorts of facilities, such as transmission lines and water. It is Verve’s estimate that once we include the 
ability to defray those fixed costs and the portfolio benefits—the ability to operate on a short-term energy 
market, which is real; members opposite might not be able to imagine that but it is real—most, if not all, of the 
sunk cost will be recouped. 

MUJA AB — REFURBISHMENT 

485. Mr W.J. JOHNSTON to the Minister for Energy: 
I have a supplementary question. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected.  
The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen! I call you to order for the first time.  
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Can the minister confirm that the report indicates that the return he spoke of is after the 
investment is written off?  

Dr M.D. NAHAN replied: 
The report is very detailed.  
Mr W.J. Johnston: Yes, and I just asked a simple question. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: It lays out its methodology and says that its calculations do not include costs already 
incurred—sunk costs—nor does it include portfolio benefits, Verve’s fixed costs, premium under steam and 
other factors. It does not include the excise of Labor’s carbon tax. It produces coal, so that will help reduce costs 
significantly. However, Verve must include these, so Verve’s assessment is that once they are included, even 
though this project has not worked out anywhere near what we hoped, if we had to start again, we would not go 
down this path.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: You might get a business case next time.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: This project took birth under members opposite.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: That’s not true. That’s a lie; you know it’s not true and that makes it a lie. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr J.M. FRANCIS: The member for Cannington clearly made an allegation.  
Dr A.D. Buti interjected.  
The SPEAKER: There is a withdrawal of remark on the go, member for Armadale, and it has to be heard in 
silence. I call you to order for the first time.  
Mr J.M. FRANCIS: The member for Cannington clearly called the minister a liar, Mr Speaker. It is 
unparliamentary and untrue, and I ask you to direct him to withdraw.  
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am happy to explain, because apparently you did not hear what I said, Mr Speaker. 
The SPEAKER: There is no need for explanation; it is a withdrawal of remark. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I did not say he is a liar. That is not what I said. I said he lied, and I am happy to 
withdraw that. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 
Several members interjected.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I think we saw the true character of the member for Cannington.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: I fessed up. We know your character; you won’t admit what you said.  

The SPEAKER: Members! Member for Cannington, I call you to order for the first time. Minister, can you 
wind up this answer please? Thank you.  
Dr M.D. NAHAN: It was a tough decision. We halted the refurbishment, had an investigation done and tabled it 
in Parliament in full, in detail. Members opposite claimed that we would not do it but we have done it. We made 
the decision on the basis that it will provide benefits and it will be the best thing for the state. Members opposite 
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have to watch their position. They have sat there carping, complaining and whining. The member for Collie–
Preston is the only one who —  
Mr W.J. Johnston: You’re the one in charge. What’s your problem?  
The SPEAKER: Members! This is question time. The minister is supposed to answer and people are trying to 
drown him out. Can you wind up this answer, minister? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes; thank you very much, Mr Speaker. This was a tough decision but it is the right decision. 
I look forward to members opposite supporting this decision because it will add value for taxpayers and it will 
greatly help the people of Collie.  

EDUCATION RESOURCES — TEESE REPORT 

486. Mr C.D. HATTON to the Premier: 
I refer to comments by the opposition and the State School Teachers’ Union of WA that teacher numbers will be 
cut next year. Can the Premier please outline how the state government’s reform of the way we staff schools and 
an additional $300 million in the education budget this year will affect students in the government school 
system?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
I thank the member for Balcatta for the question. It gives me an opportunity to reiterate the funding and staffing 
arrangements for government schools in the coming year. There are currently 21 000 full-time equivalent 
teachers within our school system. We expect about 8 000 additional students to be enrolled next year in 
accordance with the trend over the last few years. That growth of 8 000 students is factored into the staffing 
formulas for next year. Growth is implicit within the system. Next year, the total number of FTE teachers will 
stay, essentially, the same at 21 000. But there will be a redistribution across all schools according to the 
recommendations of the Teese report. Projected growth has already been taken into account for staffing next 
year. The result is that the teaching workforce will be spread a little more thinly across schools. That is self-
evident—a mathematical truism—but it will not be a great change. In 2013, this current financial year, there will 
be one teacher for every 13.15 students. In 2014, as these changes are made, there will be one teacher for every 
13.53 students. In other words, there will be an increase of 0.38—just over a third of a student per teacher—a 
very small adjustment across the system.  

I make the point that these reforms need to be made. There will be a high degree of change in enrolments next 
year. New schools will be coming on. Makybe Rise Primary School—I am not sure whether it is a new or 
recently opened school—will have an additional 371 new students next year, whilst there will be 73 fewer 
students at Ocean Reef Primary School. All those projections have been built into the staffing formula. That will 
restructure and restaff schools at the right level. As another presumably 8 000 students come in in 2015, that will 
result in a further overall net growth in teacher numbers. That is what is happening.  

To the 29-per-centers opposite, I again make the observation that since this government was elected in 2007–08, 
it has increased education funding by 55 per cent from $2.8 billion to $4.4 billion. This coming year—2014—an 
extra $300 million, or seven per cent, will be put into the system. We could compare that, as members did last 
night and the day before, with 2005–06, when the Labor government cut the education budget by seven per cent 
in one year. That seven per cent cut in 2005–06 amounted to — 
Mr M. McGowan: Go back and drink more champagne. 
The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Aren’t we nasty today? 
The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition and Premier! Premier, continue to answer the question. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: In 2015–16, the Labor government cut seven per cent, or $197 million, from the education 
budget. I remind members opposite that when the Leader of the Opposition was the Minister for Education and 
Training, all 21 000 of our teachers, or however many it was at that time, were the lowest paid in this country. 
Under this government, they are the highest paid in Australia. To the 29-per-centers opposite, that is why they 
are where they are today.  

INSURANCE COMMISSION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA — DIVIDENDS 

487. Mr B.S. WYATT to the Treasurer: 
I refer to the consideration in detail stage on the Insurance Commission of Western Australia Amendment Bill 
2013 on 20 June this year. In response to the question about whether Treasury or the minister started to write into 
the budget an estimate of dividends from this bill, the Treasurer replied — 

It will be written into the budget papers but that is dependent on this legislation passing through 
Parliament. As to which years it is written in will depend on the timing of the passage of this legislation.  
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(1) Is it not true that despite the Treasurer’s statement in the Parliament, the revenue from the Insurance 
Commission dividend had already been written into the state finances for the years 2012–13 through to 
2016–17—some $141 million?  

(2) Why did the Treasurer mislead the Parliament by stating that the revenue would be claimed only once 
the legislation had passed through the Parliament? 

(3) Did the Treasurer instruct Treasury to ensure that the Government Mid-year Financial Projections 
Statement did not specifically highlight the government’s decision of October 2012 to require the 
Insurance Commission of Western Australia to pay a dividend to government?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied: 
(1) During consideration in detail we were dealing with the bill on hand, which was the 2013 bill. I have 

reviewed every line of that debate in Hansard. I was very clear in every response I made to refer to that 
particular bill and the application of that bill. I stand by those comments. They were made then and I 
stand by them now.  

(2)–(3) In the second part of the question, the member insinuated that I picked up the phone, called Mr Marney 
and said, “Remove any reference — 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Don’t rephrase the question; just answer it. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: If the member for Bassendean wants to ask me a question, he should hop up and ask me a 
question any day of the week.  

In response to that question, that did not happen. I sought clarification from Mr Marney yesterday about that. I 
did not have a conversation with Mr Marney about the removal or inclusion of any matter relating to the 
dividend in the midyear review. I have asked Treasury to explain to me where that appeared in the midyear 
review, as is required of Treasury under the relevant state legislation. Yesterday the member for West Swan 
insinuated that the legislation of this state compelled Treasury and the government to present information in a 
certain way. The member is wrong. The Government Financial Responsibility Act 2000 requires the Under 
Treasurer to take account of the implications of all relevant decisions; in other words, to ensure that they are 
included in the financials. Guess what? They are in there.  

INSURANCE COMMISSION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA — DIVIDENDS 

488. Mr B.S. WYATT to the Treasurer: 
I ask a supplementary question. In light of the fact, as per the answer, that all the revenue from the dividends 
from 2012–13 to 2016–17 was written into the midyear review, how can the Treasurer’s statement to Parliament 
that “which years it is written in will depend on the timing of the passage of this legislation” be correct?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied: 
We were dealing with the legislation before the house at the time.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: You were very deceitful, Treasurer. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park, you ask a question and then you interrupt all the time. I call you to 
order for the first time.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: “Careful” is the word that springs to mind. Yesterday I took the time to go back to the 
midyear review. If I had been in opposition at the time and I had read a feature box at the front of the midyear 
review that referred to some dividend arrangements, I would have taken the time to work out what they meant. 
There is a big hole there. I would have needed only three things—a calculator, a willingness to do a bit of hard 
work and half a brain—and I would have worked it out myself.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park, I call you to order for the second time.  

NATIONAL RENTAL AFFORDABILITY SCHEME 

489. Mrs G.J. GODFREY to the Minister for Housing: 
I note the minister’s recent announcement about further support for the national rental affordability scheme. Can 
the minister advise the house how these efforts are assisting those on low to moderate incomes to access the 
private rental market?  

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 
I thank the member for Belmont for her very good question. There are 22 national rental affordability scheme 
houses in her electorate of Belmont. They are a key part of this state government’s affordable housing strategy to 
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deliver 20 000 new affordable houses by 2020. I had the privilege of visiting what is now called University Hall, 
previously known as Currie Hall, in my electorate. The Leader of the Opposition’s representative, the member 
for Armadale, and I were at the opening of 500 new NRAS units at University Hall. We both had the opportunity 
to walk through the units. In my view, it is probably some of the best college accommodation in Australia—it 
certainly is a lot better than in my day. It forms part of our strategy to deliver more affordable houses in Western 
Australia. We recently agreed to jointly fund another 1 000 houses with the commonwealth. That brings our total 
number of NRAS-funded houses or dwellings for low to moderate-income families in Western Australia to 7 000 
commitments—7 000 houses, dwellings or university accommodation units. That goes a long way to delivering 
20 000 houses by 2020.  

For those people who do not how the NRAS system works, investors or community housing groups can apply 
for a subsidy through NRAS. It is jointly supported by the state and commonwealth governments. The deal is 
that it provides new houses at 20 per cent below the market rate for rentals. I am very pleased with how this 
government is delivering our affordable housing strategy. One of the major components of that strategy is the 
NRAS scheme, under which 7 000 houses will be delivered by 2016. In fact, by June 2014, we will have 2 040; 
by 30 June 2015, we will have delivered 5 000; and by 30 June 2016, we will have delivered 7 000. We already 
have 1 427 houses available for occupancy.  

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN CRICKET ASSOCIATION — 2014–15 TEST SERIES 

490. Mr P.B. WATSON to the Minister for Tourism: 
I refer to the minister’s answers yesterday spruiking upcoming major tourism events, in particular the Perth 
International golf tournament, which the minister claimed had a reach of 424 million homes, and the loss of the 
Australia versus India test at the Western Australian Cricket Association ground that would have reached over 
1 billion in the target markets of the subcontinent and around the world.  
(1) Considering Western Australia was snubbed for any significant games of the ICC Cricket World Cup, 

what steps did the minister take to secure the Indian test match for Western Australia? 

(2) Was the minister aware yesterday that WA had lost the biggest televised sporting event for the 2014-15 
summer?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY replied: 
(1)–(2) I thank the member for Albany for his question. I am at the end of a cold, so members will have to 

listen carefully; my voice is going. 
Mrs M.H. Roberts: It’s too much time at the fashion festival.  
Mr C.J. Barnett: Don’t you like fashion?  
Mrs M.H. Roberts: We know you like fashion and champagne, don’t you? 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I am unwilling to raise my voice in response to interjections. 
This is a very disappointing decision made by Cricket Australia. Cricket Australia chose that it would limit itself 
to four matches in this cricket series. We missed out on one of those matches, which is a kick in the guts for 
Western Australian cricket fans. We are busy preparing for the Cricket World Cup in 2015. We have 
endeavoured to work with the WACA to ensure that our Perth cricket fans are given every opportunity to have 
additional content to offset this decision.  

Ms R. Saffioti interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: This was an economic decision, as I understand it, of Cricket Australia. I have been 
advised that it has about $45 million in the bank, and it decided, despite the fact that our time zone aligns 
perfectly for live coverage of this test to India and the east coast, that it would move this match to another 
destination. We are committed to securing and ensuring that the 2015 Cricket World Cup in Perth will provide 
opportunities for Western Australian cricket fans to enjoy their sport of choice. We are also working towards 
ensuring that we have a successful Ashes series this summer.  

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN CRICKET ASSOCIATION — 2014–15 TEST SERIES 

491. Mr P.B. WATSON to the Minister for Tourism: 
I have a supplementary question. What efforts did the minister make to make sure that we got that test match 
when we found out earlier that we were not getting the Cricket World Cup? We have four minor games. What 
part did the minister play? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: That’s part of the World Cup. 
Mr P.B. WATSON: They are minor games. 
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Mr T.R. Buswell: You said we didn’t get the World Cup! 

The SPEAKER: Just ask your question, please.  

Mr P.B. WATSON: Yes, just mind your own business! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: After we were given downgraded World Cup one-dayers, what effort did the minister or 
her department make to make sure that we got this test match in 2014–15?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY replied: 
Tourism WA did have conversations with Cricket Australia, but Cricket Australia has its own decision-making 
process.  

Mr P.B. Watson: When did you have the discussions? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I did not have personal discussions with Cricket Australia.  
Mr B.S. Wyatt: When did you know though?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I was advised at 6.15 pm last night that Cricket Australia had decided to pull this game 
from us, and I am really disappointed about it.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: To talk down our efforts for the Cricket World Cup in 2015, I think, is absolutely 
appalling. We are working very hard on ensuring that we have a really good series of games here for Western 
Australian cricket fans.  
Several members interjected. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I would recommend that members opposite place their questions about that to the 
Minister for Sport and Recreation, who has an interest in this as well.  

STATE NETBALL CENTRE 

492. Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE to the Minister for Sport and Recreation: 
I understand construction has commenced on the new state netball centre at the Matthews netball precinct. Can 
the minister please give an update on the project, and advise how this facility will benefit netball in Western 
Australia?  

Mr T.K. WALDRON replied: 
I thank the member for Churchlands for the question, and for his support of the project. Of course, the state 
netball centre is in the member’s electorate and I know he has been a strong supporter of it.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: He is a very hard worker! 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr T.K. WALDRON: Netball is a massive sport in this state and it is a fantastic sport. There are more than 
70 associations, 1 200 clubs and 40 000 registered players. That is registered players, but there is a lot of 
midweek netball, social netball and mixed netball—it is fantastic! Having four daughters, I have watched heaps 
of netball over the years and seen its great benefits. This state netball facility has been much needed for years 
and has been overlooked and overlooked, but we made the decision to go ahead because we saw the great need 
to support this important sport with this great facility.  

Balcatta-based PS Structures has been awarded the contract to build the new facility. It is an $18.8 million 
contract for the state netball centre, and we turned the first sod in August. The facility will include four indoor 
courts, nine competitor change room facilities, and, really importantly, facilities for West Coast Fever, which 
will certainly give our premier netball team a great boost. There will be spectator seating for 1 050, so state 
netball can utilise that centre. There will be offices for Netball WA, which will centralise and give netball in this 
state a huge focus. There will also be kiosk facilities et cetera.  

Once again, the planning for the facility has been extremely thorough, and we expect completion in the third 
quarter of 2014. Member for Churchlands, I am also delighted that as part of this whole development, the 
Matthews netball precinct is being developed along with the Town of Cambridge, with new courts and new 
buildings for the Perth Netball Association, so it will also have a new building out there at Matthews. There will 
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also be road parking and traffic upgrades, which are greatly needed in that area. We have had great support from 
the Town of Cambridge and Netball WA, and this is a great opportunity for us to continue to grow netball. I 
thank the Department of Sport and Recreation and VenuesWest, which have had a huge role in this whole 
project. Once again we will deliver it, as we have with all the sporting facilities in the past four or five years, on 
time and on budget.  

COUNTRY AGE PENSION FUEL CARD 

493. Mr M.P. MURRAY to the Minister for Regional Development: 
I refer to the failure by the minister’s government to index the Country Age Pension Fuel Card, as promised in 
the 2013 state election, and the minister’s broken promise to increase the value of the fuel card from $500 to 
$550 from 1 July this year.  
(1) Why has the minister denied pensioners in the regions the increases to this program that he promised 

them for this year? 
(2) Will the minister now correct this broken promise so that pensioners hit hardest by this government’s 

cost-of-living increases are not further out of pocket? 

The SPEAKER: Minister for Corrective Services, I do not know what is so funny, but I call you to order for the 
first time. Did the Minister for Regional Development get that question?  

Mr B.J. Grylls: I did not hear it; I want him to ask it again.  
Mr M.P. MURRAY: I would love to ask it again! Does the minister want me to repeat the first words, because I 
am sure he did not understand it the first time! 
I refer to the failure by the minister’s government to index the Country Age Pension Fuel Card, as promised in 
the 2013 state election, and the minister’s broken promise to increase the value of the fuel card from $500 to 
$550 from 1 July this year.  
(1) Why has the minister denied pensioners in the regions the increases to this program that he promised 

them for this year? 
(2) Will the minister now correct this broken promise so that pensioners hit hardest by this government’s 

cost-of-living increases are not further out of pocket? 
Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 
(1)–(2) The answer is yes. It gives me great pleasure to announce that on Monday the cabinet endorsed the 

increase in funding to the fuel card in regional Western Australia. We were just preparing the media 
statement to make that known, but it gives me the opportunity to speak about it in Parliament.  

Several members interjected. 
Mr B.J. GRYLLS: This was a commitment of both the Liberal Party and the National Party in the election. It is 
a very, very important commitment to regional Western Australians who love and cherish the Country Age 
Pension Fuel Card; it is also made available to disability pensioners and carers. It is a really important way of 
allowing them to stay mobile in regional areas. There are now around 46 000 recipients of the Country Age 
Pension Fuel Card, and we believe that will grow to more than 50 000 by the end of the budget forward 
estimates period. From 1 July next year the card will have a value of $550; for subsequent years it will be 
indexed each year. This is an outstanding outcome for pensioners in regional Western Australia, and I thank the 
member for Collie–Preston for his outstanding question today. 

COUNTRY AGE PENSION FUEL CARD 

494. Mr M.P. MURRAY to the Minister for Regional Development: 
I have a supplementary question. Will the minister backdate that card increase as per his promise at the election? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 
The card increase to $550 will apply from 1 July next year and it will be indexed from then on. 

SCREENWEST–ABC TELEVISION CO-PRODUCTIONS 

495. Mr R.S. LOVE to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
I read with interest in Monday’s The West Australian that a film shot in parts of my electorate will be broadcast 
on the ABC this week. Can the minister update the house on the state government’s support for the film An 
Accidental Soldier? 
Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 
I am pleased to respond to the question and to confirm that the screen industry in Western Australia is continuing 
to grow and develop strongly. I understand that Western Australia is now producing three to four full-length 



 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 12 September 2013] 4049 

 

films each year, or approximately 20 to 25 per cent of the total number of Australian films released in Australian 
cinemas each year, as well as a whole range of other productions, of course. Amongst other things, the industry 
is assisting in promoting Western Australia and is producing images of Western Australia that are shown 
nationally and around the world. It is also an important developer of skills and employment, with approximately 
250 entrepreneurial companies and 500 crew involved in producing high-quality productions in Western 
Australia. 

There are two productions in particular that will premiere on ABC television over the next two weeks. One is An 
Accidental Soldier, which the member referred to. It will premiere this coming Sunday at 8.30 pm on ABC1. I 
encourage members to watch the production. I look forward to doing so myself. It was filmed in the locations of 
Moora and New Norcia in the member’s electorate, and also at the Midland railway workshops, the ABC studios 
in East Perth and Fremantle Prison, and in Carmel in the Kalamunda district. I was pleased to visit the filming in 
Midland and Carmel on two occasions towards the end of last year. 

Dr A.D. Buti: Did you get a walk-on bit? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: No, but I was very interested to see the production and the way in which scenes had been 
created to resemble France in World War I; for example, the scene in Carmel was a wonderful, authentic scene, 
and we will see it on ABC television on Sunday evening. The movie tells the story of a young Australian baker 
who enlists in the Australian and New Zealand Army Corps and who, amid the terror and chaos of World War I, 
becomes a deserter and falls in love with a French woman. It is directed by Rachel Ward. I recommend the 
production on ABC television on Sunday evening. 

The other production, Serangoon Road, is a 10-episode series, the first episode of which will premiere on ABC 
television on Sunday, 22 September at 8.30 pm. It will be shown at prime time. It is set against the backdrop of 
1960s Singapore. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: From the one episode that I had the privilege of seeing last week, it is a serious and high-
quality production. Serangoon Road is set in 1960s Singapore during a time of violence and crime. It is a 
significant co-production that saw, for the first time, ScreenWest and the ABC partner together with HBO Asia, 
the Media Development Authority of Singapore and the international distributor Content Media. It has been 
produced primarily by Paul Barron, with the involvement of many other people. 

These productions are symptomatic of the strength of, and the development occurring in, the screen industry. I 
commend all those involved and the support provided by the government on behalf of Western Australian 
taxpayers through ScreenWest and the partnership that has been established with the ABC to ensure that these 
productions are made. 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION — CONTRACTS 

496. Dr A.D. BUTI to the Premier: 

I refer to comments made by the director general of the Department of Education, Sharyn O’Neill, that some 
temporary teachers on short-term contracts might not be re-employed as a result of the government’s education 
cuts, which comments have been reiterated by the Minister for Education. 

(1) How many of these contract teachers will lose their jobs? 

(2) When will the teachers affected by these job losses be made aware that their contracts will not be 
renewed? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

(1)–(2) I would have thought that the member for Armadale would have listened to my previous answer when I 
said that the number of teachers will stay at the current level of 21 000. 

Dr A.D. Buti: I’m talking about the temporary teachers. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am trying to answer the question. The number of teachers in the state school system will 
stay at 21 000 full-time equivalents for 2014. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Twenty-one thousand what?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: There are 21 000 FTEs currently. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Exactly. 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT: That is the approximate number of employees; there will be approximately the same 
number next year. A significant number of contract teachers are always employed. I would think that most of 
those teachers would retain their position. 

Mr M. McGowan: Most? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Listen to the answer, please. It may well be that, as the FTEs are redistributed, the 
contracts of some of those contract teachers may not continue at the school they are currently at. Some will 
possibly lose their jobs, but I would think that the vast majority of contract teachers will retain their jobs, 
particularly if they are willing to accept a contract of employment at another school. I add the point that, within a 
workforce of 21 000 FTEs—in reality, probably well over 25 000 people—there is a natural turnover of up to 
1 000 teachers a year leaving the profession through retirement or moving interstate. Within that churn, if you 
like, of 1 000 teachers, I would expect those contract employees to keep their jobs. It might not be at the school 
they are at now; for some of them it will be at another school. For new graduates, it may be a slightly more 
difficult year in which to get employment, but hundreds of them will be employed next year in the state school 
system just because of that churn of 1 000 teachers leaving every year. 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION — CONTRACTS 

497. Dr A.D. BUTI to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. The Premier has admitted previously that there will be an increase in the ratio 
of students to teachers in our schools. Will that result in worse education outcomes for Western Australian 
students? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Will an increase from 13.15 students per teacher to 13.53 students per teacher, which is an 
increase of 0.38 or just over one-third — 
Mr D.J. Kelly: Minus the education assistants as well. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, I call you to order for the first time! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The question is: will that have an effect on the quality of education? In my view, no, it will 
not. It is a very small change in the ratio. Indeed, I think the reforms that are taking place more broadly in 
education are far more important and far more positive. This reform is long overdue. All these questions 
emphasise that the mob opposite are incapable of fundamental reform. 

MUJA AB — KPMG REPORT 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [2.48 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended so as to allow the debate of the following motion 
forthwith — 

That this house condemns the Barnett Liberal government for its failures in managing the 
Muja AB project, as detailed in the KPMG report tabled by the Minister for Energy today, and 
calls on the Premier to provide a full and comprehensive response to the report to the house, 
and explain his and the cabinet’s role in this taxpayer-funded financial disaster. 

I understand that there has been discussion across the house and that the government is agreeable to giving 20 
minutes to each side to debate the loss of $336 million of taxpayers’ money and the details of this particular 
report. If the government is prepared to agree to that, I will sit down and we will commence the debate, but if it 
is not, I will set out why this matter is urgent. 

Dr K.D. Hames: We agreed to the 20 minutes, but I will talk about that when I move the amendment. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: Sit down and we will respond. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: This is a matter of some urgency. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: Sit down and we will respond. 
The SPEAKER: Let the Leader of the Opposition speak and then we will move on.  
Mr M. McGOWAN: Ordinarily, if there is an agreement between both sides of the house, there is a courteous 
arrangement, and we express across the house what the details are. All I seek while I am on my feet is an 
explanation from the government so I do not have to suspend standing orders again if the agreement is not as I 
understand it. Is there an agreement for 20 minutes a side under MPI rules?  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Sit down, and you will be told.  

Mr R.H. Cook: Why are you so arrogant?  
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Mr C.J. Barnett: Sit down, and the Leader of the House will respond.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: I mean, you are standing there mute.  

The SPEAKER: Right, members! The Leader of the Opposition is on his feet. Let him speak and the Leader of 
the Opposition can decide where he wants to take it from there.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I will set out why it is urgent, and I will ask if the Premier agrees to set 20 minutes a side 
as is the normal courtesy in these matters. 

Dr K.D. Hames: The Leader of the House has indicated already that is agreeable.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: With conditions.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I would like to know what the conditions are.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Sit down, and we will tell you.  
Mr M. McGOWAN: Ordinarily, we explain— 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Members! I am not asking anyone else to speak.  

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro! 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Yeah, I have too. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I think the Leader of the Opposition has an idea of what is happening. He can now continue to 
do what he has to.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I have the idea that there are 20 minutes a side, with conditions. I am asking what the 
conditions are. That is a reasonable thing to ask the government. What are the conditions? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Well, sit down and we will tell you.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker, this report sets out a damning indictment of the government’s management of 
this matter, and I am seeking 20 minutes a side under MPI rules; is that the agreement? 

Standing Orders Suspension — Amendment to Motion 
DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Deputy Premier) [2.51 pm]: For members’ information, I am acting Leader 
of the House, as the Leader of the House is paired, so I am standing in his place. Just to make clear the 
discussions that were held, the government would like to finish the budget bills today. We have talked about that 
and we will seek an additional hour to compensate for the loss of time, the idea being to try to get through those 
budget bills. I move — 

To insert after “forthwith” — 

, subject to the debate being limited to 20 minutes for government members and 20 minutes for 
non-government members 

Amendment put and passed. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion, as Amended 
The SPEAKER: Members, as this is a motion without notice to suspend standing orders, it will need to have an 
absolute majority in order to succeed. If I hear a dissenting voice, I will be required to divide the Assembly. 
Question put and passed with an absolute majority.  

Motion 
MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [2.53 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the Barnett Liberal government for its failures in managing the Muja AB 
project, as detailed in the KPMG report tabled by the Minister for Energy today, and calls on the 
Premier to provide a full and comprehensive response to the report to the house, and explain his and the 
cabinet’s role in this taxpayer-funded financial disaster.  

This is the first opportunity the opposition has had in this house to properly raise the issues contained in this 
report. This report shows in clear language that a financial disaster and a litany of mistakes were involved in the 
loss of $336 million of taxpayers’ money in the refurbishment of the Muja AB power plants. We have yet to see 
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a proper response from the government and the Premier to the findings of this report. The Minister for Energy 
was not in the cabinet when these decisions were made—which this report shows and which I will go through 
shortly—on a false basis, without due diligence, a proper business plan and proper analysis, and which did not 
take into account obvious risks. He was not there and I do not blame him. I blame the chairman of the cabinet—
the Premier—and the minister of the day, Hon Peter Collier. They are the people responsible for what has gone 
on here and they are the ones who need to stand and answer these questions and provide a comprehensive 
response.  

We are going to have 20 minutes from the government on this, probably five minutes from the Premier, for a 
$336 million—at this stage—financial debacle in Western Australia caused by government incompetence. Surely 
this matter deserves more attention than that from this government, yet that is all we will receive in relation to 
this matter.  

When this matter came before the people of Western Australia in 2009, the people of the state were advised by 
the Premier that around $100 million would be spent on reconditioning Muja AB and bringing them up to meet 
modern environmental standards for coal-fired power stations. The Premier also said at that time — 

Can I stress, that $100 million will be private sector investment, not State Government or taxpayer 
funded.  

The Premier himself, on 11 May 2009 promised this would cost the taxpayers of Western Australia nothing, and 
now we learn from this report that the cost it is up to $336 million, and will potentially grow. That is another 
question the Premier and the then Minister for Energy need to answer. How much further will the cost grow on a 
power project that was meant to cost the taxpayers of Western Australia nothing whatsoever? How much further 
will it grow? Those questions have not been answered. The Premier needs to answer those questions.  

I will take members through the report. It shows quite clearly the failures involved on the part of the government 
and Verve. Page ii of the KPMG report, “Muja AB Project Assessment”, states — 

There appears to have been no methodical approach to applying a typical investment decision 
framework to this Project.  

Verve bore a disproportionate share of the risk. The report continues — 

In particular, had the true commercial value of the Verve financing guarantee been recognised in the 
context of the Project’s risk profile, alternative partners, ownership structures, financing arrangements, 
and delivery models should have at least been serious considered.  

The report states further — 

Verve effectively unilaterally guaranteed all of the critical financing, third party supply and offtake 
contracts underpinning this Project.  

In other words, the executive summary of the report says that no business case was presented to government; 
there was no methodical approach of applying investment decisions; there was an unfair playing field, or an 
asymmetric risk profile between the parties; and that Verve undertook to guarantee all of the matters, such as 
financing, off-take contracts and the like.  

Further on, the report is even more critical of the government, not Verve. At page 9 it states — 

There is no evidence that a clear Government or Verve policy existed in terms of an approval 
framework for offering guarantees in the context of this Project.  

There is no evidence that a clear government or Verve policy existed—the government, not Verve. While the 
government rolls out and blames Verve, the report is quite clear that the government bears some responsibility 
for what has gone on.  

I recall, in the debates on this matter back in May or June, the government asking how anyone could have known 
about this risk. How could anyone have known about this engineering risk? This report says the government 
should have known. Page 15 of the report states — 

In view of the subsequent overruns of time and cost due to extensive replacement of boiler waterwall 
tubing … there has been a lot of conjecture as to whether this was foreseeable at the scoping stage.  

The short answer, with some hindsight, is probably yes.  

The report says that the engineering problems the government faced were foreseeable. 

Therefore, the government cannot ask how anyone could have foreseen these things, which is what it asked in 
May and June, because the KPMG report states that it was a foreseeable risk. The power plant has been 
operating for 50 years. Surely, before undertaking a refurbishment of a 50-year-old power plant, alarm bells must 
have rung in cabinet to signal that the government should have the engineering problems checked before signing 



 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 12 September 2013] 4053 

 

off on a deal that would cost Western Australian taxpayers hundreds of millions of dollars. Surely, the alarm 
bells rang in cabinet to signal that there might be an issue. The KPMG report exposes the government for failing 
to do due diligence, for not having a business case, for not asking the right questions of the minister and for 
entering into arrangements with companies that clearly were not up to the tasks with which they were entrusted. 
The report exposes the government’s litany of failures.  

The Premier has not answered any questions about this issue today. The Premier should be handling this matter; 
indeed, he should have opened it up for debate. The Premier should have gone to the front steps of Parliament 
House to answer questions from the state’s press. Instead, the Minister for Energy rolled out there, released the 
report at the same time he arrived there, and said that there was nothing to see and ran back inside the building. 
That is exactly what happened. The minister did not give us time to properly scrutinise and digest the report. He 
did not give members of the state’s media a chance to examine it and ask informed questions. The minister ran 
outside, released the report, did a press conference, and then scurried back into the building—with the Premier 
nowhere to be seen. It is a bit similar to rolling into 6PR’s studios and ordering the television cameras out. This 
is about a lack of scrutiny and a failure to allow a proper examination of what the government has done. The 
government is running away and arrogantly hiding from the public on a matter of importance in Western 
Australia. Why have we not received a proper explanation of this issue? The government has said that all this is 
in the past and that it involved the Verve board. It was those people back then. It is has said that it has taken 
responsibility for the issue and copped it on the chin. What responsibility? Responsibility without consequence is 
not responsibility at all. There needs to be a consequence for the government’s massive failure and massive loss 
of taxpayers’ money.  

The person responsible for this, Hon Peter Collier, must face consequences. He is to the opposition a gift that 
keeps on giving—incompetence writ large in education and energy—yet he survives and continues to prosper in 
this government. Why is that? He is a senior factional heavyweight in the Liberal Party; it is indisputable. He has 
been promoted despite the greatest incompetencies of the last 20 years inside a government. He lost $1 billion in 
the energy portfolio. People are losing their education jobs even though he promised them that they would not 
lose those jobs. Why is it that there is never a consequences for failures inside this government? In fact, the 
people who have been sacked have not done anything as remotely as serious as the actions of Hon Peter Collier. 
For example, the Deputy Premier—correct. He did not lose $1 billion. Admittedly, I do not think he did the right 
thing, but he did not lose $1 billion. If the Deputy Premier wants to admit that he has been claiming $1 billion in 
claims and living away allowance, please tell us now because I think that would be an issue. The Deputy Premier 
was sacked from a portfolio because of the allowance issue, which, I think, involved $4 000 or something of that 
nature. However, Hon Peter Collier loses $1 billion and he is promoted! What sort of standards are those? What 
sort of a way of governing cabinet and the state is that? The Premier needs to stand up and answer questions. 
Where are the consequences for the minister? Why has this taken place?  

The Premier should release all the documentation provided by Verve, the Office of Energy and Treasury that 
guided the government in its decision to continue with this refurbishment. Until we see such information, we do 
not know whether the government has made the right decision. The Premier must release all the information, not 
only the KPMG report. He must release all the advice the government received so that the opposition and the 
public can make a proper judgement about this issue. The government must come clean and explain, most of all, 
how those people who in the course of their ministerial career have made such a fundamental mess of such a 
serious matter and lost so many Western Australian taxpayer dollars can assume responsibility without any 
consequences. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [3.08 pm]: The KPMG report is a damning report. Let us get a few things 
out straightaway. Any member who stands in this chamber and states that the report suggest that the project will 
make money over its life is either lying or has not read the report. Any person who stands in this place and says 
that would be lying. The report does not say that the project will be profitable. Rather, it says that if all the 
money spent on the project up to 31 August 2013 were discounted, the project would be cash flow–positive in 
the future. If a minister or any other member stands in this chamber and claims that the report states that there 
will be a return on the investment of taxpayers’ money, they are either lying or they have not read this report. 
This report makes it clear that that statement is untrue. It is interesting that the Minister for Energy went out to 
the media today and made that statement. I do not know why he said that. I am not accusing him of lying—
rather, I am making the point that he made a statement that is not true. Either he knew it was not true and has to 
bear the consequences in the media or he has not read the report. They are the only two alternatives. No-one 
could read this report and then say that this project will return its investment to the taxpayers. The executive 
summary on page 5 of the document shows that that statement is untrue. According to KPMG, the project will 
never return its investment to the taxpayers of Western Australia. Anybody who stands and claims differently 
has either not read the report or is not telling the truth—and is probably deliberately not telling the truth. That 
claim cannot be made regarding this project.  

On 8 February, Hon Peter Collier said on ABC television news —  
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We did have an issue with the boilers and that was a fundamental issue that was unforeseen. 

We now know it was unforeseen because Minister Collier did not do his work, despite the fact that he was the 
minister responsible and he was paid to do so. We now know that the project planning was completely 
inadequate. This report makes it clear that there was no business case and that the engineering works were 
inadequate. I am not inventing those comments. I have read the KPMG report and I am now pointing these 
things out to the chamber. Every occasion on which the Minister for Energy rose in this place and said that the 
government did due diligence and looked at all these things was not correct. Maybe he simply did not know the 
truth. But now that he has the benefit of the KPMG report, he cannot repeat those statements in this chamber 
because they are untrue. He knows they are untrue or he has not read the KPMG report. He can take only one of 
two positions now: either he has to tell the truth or suffer the consequences of his behaviour. Every single page 
of the report is damning of the government’s procedures. I make the point that government members are relying 
on documents that are not before the media and not before the Parliament of Western Australia. They said that 
they were relying on a Verve report that is not included in the KPMG report. That is exactly what the Minister 
for Energy said in question time today. Well, table the Verve advice! There must be a proper accounting for this. 
This matter is not at rest. This is not the end of this debate. There must be a proper and thorough investigation, 
until we know every fact about this matter and exactly what is happening here. This government is protecting the 
guilty.  

When the Premier came out of the cabinet meeting on 11 May 2009 and told the media about his decision to 
have Muja AB refurbished, at no cost to the taxpayers of Western Australia, he did not talk about Verve Energy. 
In fact, Verve Energy was not mentioned by the Premier, other than to say that Verve will contribute to the 
power station. In that media conference, the Premier did not talk about Verve; he talked about the private sector. 
The Premier now blames Verve for these decisions. These are decisions that the Premier made. He said that 
cabinet had decided these things. That means, according to the KPMG report, that cabinet made the decision to 
invest this money, with no proper procedures for the guarantees that the government was giving to the private 
sector, and with no proper procedures to do the required engineering analysis. We know all these things, because 
they are in the KPMG report. Yet the former Minister for Energy could lose all this money for the state, and face 
no consequences. Western Australia is the only state in the nation in which a minister has not been held to 
account for wasting taxpayers’ money. Why is that so? 

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Minister for Energy) [3.11 pm]: It is a pleasure to respond to this motion. 
This is an important matter. I would encourage everyone to read the two reports that we tabled today. They are 
lengthy and detailed. The engineering report from Parsons Brinckerhoff is particularly detailed. These reports 
arise from a decision made in June by the government to suspend the refurbishment of Muja AB, because we 
were not confident about the assessment provided at that time, particularly with regard to the engineering risks 
associated with that project. One of the questions raised is: are we confident now about that refurbishment? 
There are always risks associated with a power plant, particularly one of this age. The Parsons Brinckerhoff 
report states — 

There are a range of risks associated with the operation of any thermal power plant that tend to increase 
with age. 

This is an old plant. It continues — 
Based on the documentation reviewed, — 

Parsons Brinckerhoff had access to all of the documents, from the beginning of this project until now — 
and assuming that the required changes to the boiler lay-up are undertaken, — 

Those changes are planned — 
Parsons Brinkerhoff is not aware of any substantive technical reasons that should prohibit the return to 
service and operation of Muja A/B Power Station. 

There is also a report from KPMG that analyses the decision-making processes from the beginning of the project 
until now, and provides a financial assessment of the project going forward. In fact, KPMG took a very 
conservative approach, at our request. It did not include all the benefits that might accrue from this project. It 
looked at the project from both a 10-year and a 20-year perspective. It did not take into consideration the sunk 
costs; that is, the costs already incurred. That is appropriate, because the decision that we have made is to go 
forward. The two decisions that we faced were: do we finish the project, or do we not finish it? We could have 
done a number of other things. We could have asked the private sector to come in and finish the project. But the 
advice that we received was that that would be very complicated and would probably not be effective. We could 
have sold the whole plant. But we were advised that would undermine the value of the plant, because no-one 
would want to buy a partly finished power plant. Those were the two decisions that we faced. 

We provided KPMG with all the data, and it took a very conservative approach. The assessment by KPMG was 
that the cost of completing the refurbishment would be between $50 million and $90 million if we looked at a 
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10-year investment horizon, and that the benefits of going ahead would be $52 million over 10 years or 
$96 million over 15 years. That is a substantial amount of benefit. Therefore, given the advice of the independent 
engineers, and the advice of KPMG, the government decided to complete the refurbishment of the plant. That 
will entail a total cost of $336 million. That is consistent with what is in the budget. 

Mr M. McGowan: Do you guarantee that? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The Leader of the Opposition, of course, being a whirling dervish, has said that the loss will 
be $336 million. That amount of $336 million is the cost of refurbishing boilers 1 and 2; boilers 3 and 4 are 
operating. We are making that investment in order to generate electricity. The total capital investment for that 
refurbishment will be $336 million, and that will enable the plant to operate for the next 10, 15 or 20 years, 
thereby enabling us to generate and sell electricity. It is not a complete loss. 

I now go to the history of this project. Muja AB were shut down after the disaggregation of the electricity system 
to reduce the capacity allowed to Verve Energy. Immediately after the plant was shut down, Verve looked at 
what it should do with the plant, because it faced the choice of either doing nothing with the plant or spending 
$20 million to refresh the plant. Verve went out for tender for the refurbishment of the plant, and it got a lot of 
tenders. However, it was approached by—or it approached; I am not sure—a group from Victoria call Kempe 
Group, which proposed that Verve enter into a 50–50 joint venture whereby Verve would donate the plant and 
Kempe would refresh the plant for a fixed-price contract. That would enable Verve to avoid the cap that had 
been set by the previous government, because it would be a private sector venture. It would also enable Verve to 
avoid the $20 million cost of having to tear down and refresh the plant. Verve then went to the government of 
the day and said this was the approach that it had chosen to take, and the government gave the tick off to that. 
Verve and Kempe then started their negotiations, which took some time. They then signed a memorandum of 
understanding under our government, and in 2009 we gave them the go-ahead to do this. That is the process that 
was undertaken. That was a faulty process, because clearly Verve was trying to get around the cap and maximise 
the value of its asset, which had been shut down prematurely. 

As part of that context, there was the gas explosion at Varanus Island, and the plant was turned on again for 
about nine months, which saved our bacon at that time. There was a concern that this state was placing too high a 
reliance on gas, and we therefore needed to have this coal-fired power station. At the same time, the market was 
saying that we needed a substantial increase in electricity-generating capacity. There was also a discussion about 
how we could address greenhouse gas emissions, and a concern that we would not be able to build any additional 
coal-fired power plants. Therefore, the aim was to refresh this plant so that it could operate for another 10 or 15 
years, and that would buy time until new technologies were developed for more efficient and less polluting coal-
fired power stations. These were all legitimate discussions that were taking place at that time. So there was a 
large amount of pressure to do this. There was also a desire by Verve to go to the private sector in order to get 
around the cap.  

The engineering report makes it clear that Kempe was not a suitable joint venture partner. It did not have the 
financial capacity to wear its 50–50 share of this project, and it did not have adequate experience in refreshing 
these types of plants. 

Mr F.M. Logan: So why was that not recognised?  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I do not know. Why did the previous government not recognise that? It gave them the tick to 
enter into negotiations! You were the minister at the time! You gave them the tick! You gave them the approval!  

Mr F.M. Logan: This press release says that nothing was happening until August! Get your documentation out! 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! Member for Cockburn, I call you to order for the first time. Minister, I 
call you to order for the first time as well. This debate has been informative and sensible, and I do not want it to 
degenerate. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: There is no doubt that Kempe was an inadequate joint venture partner. It was agreed to set 
up a joint venture as this was the only way that Verve could enter into this because the cap prevented it from 
operating this plant in any other way. That was the only way. Verve entered into a joint venture with Kempe and 
set up the Vinalco joint venture. The plan was for the joint venture to spend $175 million to rebuild the plant, 
including engineering, capacity credits and other linkages. It was to cost $175 million. There is an idea that it 
was going to be a zero cost; I do not know how an old plant can be refreshed for zero cost. If members opposite 
know, let me know. The expenditure was to be done in a joint venture partnership funded by a loan from, I 
believe, the National Australia Bank—one of the banks. It was not coming on to the state’s books. It was to be a 
50–50 joint venture for the total cost of $175 million. Things were going pretty well until Kempe ran into 
financial problems because it signed a fixed-price contract to refresh the plant but the project went way over cost 
by 20 per cent to 30 per cent, and Kempe was struggling. In July last year, there were blowouts in the heating 
tubes. These incidents are all documented in full.  
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The engineering report and the KPMG report raised the issue of whether adequate due diligence was undertaken 
to ascertain whether or not we should have known about the heating tubes. It was a big issue. The member for 
Cannington suggested that Hon Peter Collier, the then Minister for Energy, should have questioned Verve about 
the other reports and that he should have known.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: What about the business case? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The report actually says that there was not an adequate synthesised business case. A large 
amount of research was done on engineering and other aspects of business but Kempe did not pull together a 
coherent synthesised business case. It was a faulty process. There were faulty processes in the decision making. 
The report asks whether with hindsight they should have known about the tubes and says, probably, yes. That is 
what the report says and we have put it out there to be looked at. I am not going to question that. Hindsight is a 
powerful and nice thing that I do not have the benefit of right now. In hindsight, would I go down this route? No, 
I would not, but I had to live in the present and in the future.  

Were there faulty processes in the business decision and in the joint-venture process? Crucially, were there faulty 
processes in Verve underwriting the loan? There are two reasons for this: firstly, Kempe, the joint venture 
partner, did not have adequate credit worthiness or the fiscal strength to enter into a deal like that. Secondly, 
Muja AB is part of a wider power station, including Muja CD, and it is very difficult to extract Muja AB from 
Muja CD as they share all sorts of facilities in a common-lease and common-environment agreement. Verve did 
underwrite it, and that is the key problem. Verve underwrote a weak joint-venture partner and guaranteed the 
loan.  

The question is: should that have been done? No. Should the government have been informed about the strength 
of the tubes and that they would cause a blowout? All we can say is that Verve has never had that experience 
before. I might add that the tubes rusted from the outside, not the inside. All sorts of probes were sent down the 
tubes to look for corrosion inside. Hindsight is a powerful thing; they should have done it. Should the minister of 
the day micromanage the decision-making process about the engineering assessment? No.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Should the minister of the day require a business case? 
The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Was there an adequate business case? No. Was there a business case? Yes, there were 
numerous ones. I might add all the minister’s advisers and Treasury ticked off on it, otherwise it would not have 
been done. Strangely enough—I bet there was an assessment of this—the Auditor General looked at the sharing 
of risk between Verve and Kempe and gave it the tick.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: What a load of rubbish! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: We have learned a large number of lessons from this but we have to go forward. This report 
says that the wisest thing is to finish the plant as forecast in the budget and it will give the state a net gain of 
between $50 million to $90 million over the 10 or 15 years of the project. That is what it says. If members 
opposite do not agree with that, they will have to explain why they do not. Is there a political risk with this? Yes. 
What happens if something happens to the plant? I cannot guarantee engineering matters but I have to take 
responsibility for this. That is called leadership. 

Mr F.M. Logan: Take responsibility and resign. That is the Westminster thing to do. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Really, take responsibility — 

The SPEAKER: Minister.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: That is an important thing to do. This report goes into great detail about what was and was 
not included. Firstly, it states quite clearly that it took a very considered approach and considered the portfolio-
related benefits. The business will be operated, in part, with Verve’s kit within the whole Muja operation. There 
are huge benefits in operating a plant as part of a portfolio. Secondly, it is built in the integrated Muja AB and 
CD facility and can share water, ash handling, transmission lines and all sorts of things. When it operates as part 
of that unit, it shares some of the fixed costs and maintenance facilities. These are substantial and are not 
included in the report. There is also the potential to trade on the short-term energy market that is not included in 
the report. KPMG was asked to be very conservative and it did what we asked it to do. However, if these are 
added back in, Verve estimates that, over 15 years—assuming it is 15 years—the profit will cover — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: KPMG says to assume it is 10 years. That is what KPMG says. That is exactly what KPMG 
said. You should not lie to the chamber. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The member for Cannington should see an optometrist. 
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Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr J.M. FRANCIS: The member for Cannington has again just accused another person in this chamber of lying 
and telling lies to the chamber, for the second time today. I ask the Speaker to direct him to withdraw. 

The SPEAKER: I have told members before that withdrawal of remarks are to be heard in silence. I call the 
members for Cannington and Cockburn to order for the second time and I call the member for Armadale to order 
for the first time. 
I did not hear what the member for Cannington said. If he did say anything untoward, please withdraw. If not, 
the member is entitled to respond. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I did not say that the member was lying; I said that the member should not lie. That is 
clearly within the standing orders. 

The SPEAKER: Withdraw that statement. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: I refer to table 3.4 “Summary Indicative Valuations” in the KPMG report, which have 
options of 10 years and 15 years. The KPMG report looks at two scenarios for the options that were explored, 
and they are 10 and 15 years. Point taken, member for Cannington.  

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I do not want any further interruptions.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Anyway, KPMG looked at 10 and 15 years.  

I go back to the issue. According to Verve, if we include the ancillary benefits to Verve, it expects to cover the 
total costs. The reason is that when the project first came to the government, it was a ripper; it was going to give 
a substantial multi-hundred-million-dollar benefit. Most of that, if not all of it, has been eroded by these 
overruns.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: According to this report, 100 per cent has been eroded. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes, but the task we have is going forward. We will commit to completing the project—total 
capital costs of $336 million. We will de-risk it. We will sell down at least 50 per cent of it.  
Mr M. McGowan: You’re going to de-risk it? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes; de-risk means getting it up and operating. We will de-risk it and we will sell down 
50 per cent. That would allow us to take the $140 million — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: De-risk means privatising. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: It is a private venture, member—it always was! 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Anyway, that will allow us to take the project-based debt off the books, reduce the state’s 
exposure to it, operate it for a period and defray if not all, most, of the expenditure to date. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: No; that’s not true! 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: The member for Cannington lives in a different world from anybody else.  
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: The member walks around with blinkers covering his eyes.  
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: But that is the decision. There are some ancillary benefits to this in that this will continue the 
operation in Collie. It will create 120 to 130 jobs in the construction sector during the next six months or so. It 
will also create 40 ongoing jobs in the operation of the power station. That is not insignificant. It will also, of 
course, keep activities going at Premier Coal. So, there are some ancillary benefits that people opposite, except 
the member for Collie–Preston, continue to ignore or avoid—strange that. This brought us a large number of 
lessons not only about decision-making, but also the whole electricity system.  
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Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The structure of the system needs to change. We curtailed Verve to force it down to off–
balance sheet transactions solely in the private sector to avoid a cap, which led to distortionary decisions. We 
will not repeat that; we will not enter into these off–balance sheet transactions in the future. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [3.33 pm] — in reply: This motion is quite 
clear. It called on the Premier to provide a full and comprehensive response to a huge loss, a taxpayer-funded 
financial disaster, yet we had to endure a 20-minute rambling ramshackle performance by the minister over 
there, full of hopeless rhetoric. We did not hear from the Premier about this massive taxpayer-funded loss of 
money. Surely, the Premier of the state should have treated this matter with a little seriousness before the house 
today. Surely, the Premier of the state, who made the claim to the public of Western Australia that there would 
be no cost in this project, should have explained why there was a massive cost. Surely, the Premier should have 
taken that responsibility, yet he declined in his cowardly way to stand and address this issue. A cowardly — 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: I have a point of order. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you very much, member for Warnbro! I am just going to repeat myself: points of order 
are to be taken in silence. Can I hear your point of order? 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Thank you, Mr Speaker. The member for Rockingham, the Leader of the Opposition, 
knows very well, as he has been here a long time, that it is unparliamentary to refer to someone in that language. 
I ask you again to direct him to withdraw. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The member said that he acted in a cowardly way; he did not say that he was a coward. 
But even if he had, it still would have been parliamentary.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, I have told you that points of order are to be taken in silence. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: What about all those people on the other side of the chamber? 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I am now going to call you for the third time. If you want to discuss it 
with me afterwards, you can. I just ask everybody to temper their language. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier in a cowardly fashion failed to answer the questions posed by this report. 
This report is a damning indictment on the government. The least the Premier could have done is stood and 
explained why he made that decision, how this matter came to happen in the way it did and answer the specific 
questions contained within this report. Why was there no comprehensive business case? Why did the Premier 
allow a 50-year-old power station to be refurbished at massive cost when he said that it would not cost the 
taxpayers of Western Australia anything? This has been a scandalous affair! It is a stain on the state, a stain on 
the Western Australian government and a stain on this Premier and he does not even have the courage to stand in 
this house and explain himself.  

Division 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
 

Ayes (18) 

Dr A.D. Buti Mr D.J. Kelly Ms M.M. Quirk Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr F.M. Logan Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Ms J. Farrer Mr M. McGowan Ms R. Saffioti Ms S.F. McGurk (Teller) 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire  
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.C. Tinley  
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Noes (34) 

Mr P. Abetz Ms W.M. Duncan Mr R.F. Johnson Mr D.C. Nalder 
Mr F.A. Alban Ms E. Evangel Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr J. Norberger 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.M. Francis Mr R.S. Love Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mrs G.J. Godfrey Mr W.R. Marmion Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr I.M. Britza Mr B.J. Grylls Mr J.E. McGrath Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr T.R. Buswell Dr K.D. Hames Mr P.T. Miles Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr V.A. Catania Mrs L.M. Harvey Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr A. Krsticevic (Teller) 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr C.D. Hatton Mr N.W. Morton  
Ms M.J. Davies Dr G.G. Jacobs Dr M.D. Nahan  

            

Pairs 
 Mr D.A. Templeman Mr G.M. Castrilli 
 Ms L.L. Baker Mr A.P. Jacob 
 Mr M.P. Murray Mr J.H.D. Day 

Question thus negatived. 

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2013–14 BILL 2013 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) CAPITAL 2013–14 BILL 2013 

Estimates Committee B Report — Adoption 
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [3.40 pm]: I am very keen to make some comments on the proceedings of 
Estimates Committee B. Committee B enabled us to look at the budget papers relating to a range of portfolios. I 
was involved in the consideration of the water portfolio, agriculture, lands, the WA Land Information Authority, 
the new Department of Parks and Wildlife, the Department of Environment Regulation, the Botanical Gardens 
Authority and the Environmental Protection Authority. I would like to comment on the way this process 
unfolded and will begin by saying I second some comments made earlier about the chairing by the member for 
Forrestfield. I think he stepped into that role in a very considered way, and that was good. Some comments were 
made about the chairing of some hearings that could be looked at with a view to improving that chairing process 
so that there is better analysis of the budget. That is what it is about. After all, the budget estimates process is 
about careful analysis of the budget. The process that allows for extensive questioning from the government 
diminishes the overall aim of exploring the detail of the state budget. Often questions asked by government 
members are responded to by ministers in a fashion that suggests the minister was well aware of the question; 
ministers even had written answers they could read from. I do not think that is productive. Indeed, there were 
examples in which it was clear that the answer was recycled information because it was almost identical to the 
comments presented in a media statement. That is just not helpful.  

However, I thought the responses from the Minister for Water, who also covered the agriculture portfolio, were 
quite candid. He was clearly confident with the portfolio he was dealing with and could give considered answers 
and, where necessary, delegate to the senior bureaucrats, the director general and directors from the various 
agencies he had with him. That was a useful process. Bearing in mind the Minister for Water was representing 
Hon Ken Baston, the Minister for Agriculture and Food, it was very important that we could ask questions 
directly of Mr Delane, the director general of the Department of Agriculture and Food. I have known Mr Delane 
for a number of years and I know he is a very earnest and considered man and is well across the details of his 
portfolio. However, I was disappointed to find that he was not able to explain elements of the agriculture budget 
in the estimates hearings. When we asked questions on notice, answers came back that more or less repeated the 
answers given in the estimates hearing. I refer particularly to questions about the budget for the Commissioner of 
Soil and Land Conservation. We asked what the total budget was and how many FTEs the commissioner has. 
We were told during the hearing that the details of the commissioner’s budget had not been determined, but that 
the commissioner’s budget for 2012–13 was $585 000. Through the supplementary question process, we learnt 
that the budget for 2013–14 had not been allocated to the project but was anticipated to be at a similar level to 
the 2012-13 budget allocation. Even with the benefit of extra time, the Department of Agriculture and Food was 
unable to tell us the budget allocation for this very important service. It is a service that relates to the 
preservation of our natural resource, our soil assets. It is part of the agency that monitors land degradation and 
seeks to ensure that we do not suffer massive soil loss and, therefore, our agricultural base. I was disappointed to 
hear that the commissioner’s budget was likely to be similar to that of previous years, but there is no detail yet so 
the commissioner cannot do any strategic planning. It is especially relevant considering the Department of 
Agriculture and Food is one of the few agencies that has had its overall budget boosted by $26.7 million in just 
one year. It has increased from $191.8 million to $218.5 million. That is great. Of course, we want to see 
agencies doing better from the budget. But, with that, we should be able to see where the money goes. It is 
extremely disappointing that we could not be told how a vital service that underpins the viability of our 
agricultural sector will be funded. From a process point of view, it is a problem that the Department of 
Agriculture still does not know, bearing in mind the hearing was held on 20 August and I received this 
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supplementary information in the last few days, and it does not tell me anything more than we learnt on 20 
August. That is extremely disappointing. It does not tell me anything about the number of FTEs or the sorts of 
projects that will be undertaken or what the priorities are for that service. It is quite telling. With a budget of, 
roughly, $585 000, we are talking about five FTEs, bearing in mind they are people often located in regional 
areas. They need to travel over extensive areas. They have responsibility for not just the agricultural region but 
also the pastoral region and cover massive areas, usually in four-wheel-drive vehicles. It is extremely 
disappointing that the agency is not seeking to bolster the commissioner’s budget such that we can identify areas 
of increasing degradation and work out programs to remediate problem areas.  

I also put to the Minister for Water questions about the funding arrangements for the various catchments. This 
was a question to the minister in his role as the Minister for Water overseeing the operations of the Department 
of Water. I wanted to know what the investment level was at a catchment scale, recognising that anything to do 
with natural resource water management should be considered through that prism of catchment management. I 
was told that it is not done on a catchment scale but through a regional approach. I could understand a regional 
approach if the regions were amalgamations of catchments but that is not the case. Those regions are essentially 
administrative but they relate somewhat to catchment boundaries. That was disappointing. That was confirmed 
by the provision of supplementary information to the estimates committee. I will go into that in more detail later.  

I want to turn to an issue that is very important when we consider the processes around the various committees. 
This would apply to both Estimates Committee A and Estimates Committee B. I am talking about machinery of 
government changes. Naturally, from time to time, we find a need to reorganise the machinery of government 
sometimes by repositioning services within agencies or amalgamating or disaggregating agencies. That is fair 
enough. Normally those changes are done because there is a view that a greater efficiency can be achieved by 
disaggregation or amalgamation. I am thinking in particular of the situation with the former Department of 
Environment and Conservation being split into the Department of Parks and Wildlife and the Department of 
Environment Regulation. That split meant that we were analysing a budget that was quite comparable with the 
DEC budget of previous years, but there were some essential differences. I object to the fact that extra time was 
not allocated us.  

I offer this recommendation from my observations of the operations of Estimates Committee B: when machinery 
of government changes are implemented, additional time should be given to the analysis of the budget of the new 
agency structure. That is critical because it was claimed from the outset that the new agency structure was done 
for efficiency reasons. If we do not have the time to analyse that, that is not fair or reasonable. We have some 
work to do to ensure that it becomes part of our practices that if the government of the day decides to implement 
a machinery suite of changes, those changes are subject to more in-depth scrutiny than the normal scrutiny that 
takes place for each portfolio area. Of course, we have a standard practice that is rolled out each year in which 
environment, energy, education and health get so many hours allocated to them; all the agencies have a fairly 
standard allocation of time. If there has been a dramatic change in an agency’s structure on the basis that it will 
give us extra efficiency, extra time should be allocated so committees can tease out the facts and see what 
benefits there have been. Otherwise we have the ridiculous situation of changes being made without the 
opportunity to test them.  

Even with the limited time we had in Estimates Committee B, we attempted to test what had happened with the 
changes in the move from DEC to DPaW and DER. One area that was of particular interest related to the staffing 
levels of a former DEC service that was split across DPaW and DER. In previous years there was the service 
heading “Environmental Sustainability and Climate Change”. The combined figure for that service was 85 FTEs 
in 2012–13, but when we looked at the figures presented in the budget papers that we were given just a few 
weeks ago, the figure had dropped to 75 FTEs. The numbers did not add up. We asked the agency about that. 
Dr Byrne from the Department of Parks and Wildlife, who manages all things accounting at the agency and does 
an admirable job of that, said that the discrepancy could be accounted for by the fact that —  

Each service includes both back-office functions and front-line services.  

We have suddenly had this revelation that some of these people are not working in the area of environmental 
sustainability and climate change, as was previously indicated, but they are doing back-office type work. That 
would account for the discrepancies. It is a revelation because it shows that sometimes the FTE levels that we are 
given are not applicable to the work that the service area might suggest is what the community would expect. 
That is disappointing. It really gets back to the point that we need to analyse the figures that are presented to us 
very carefully, especially when we have had machinery of government–type changes.  

There are many other areas that Estimates Committee B got into that I want to talk about. In the time available to 
me, I want to conclude by talking about the issue of the shielding that was apparent in some of the hearings. I 
accept that the Minister for Environment is a new minister, whereas the Minister for Lands and the Minister for 
Water, experienced ministers, were candid; they did not need that shielding. It was apparent that the Minister for 
Environment was shielded and also made the mistake of reading his answers. That does not enhance the quality 
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of debate in this place; it simply absorbed time such that members became frustrated and it degraded the quality 
of the debate. The Minister for Lands and the Minister for Water were helpful. I am certainly keen to continue to 
work with the Minister for Lands on issues around pastoral lease renewals. He and I might have slightly different 
views but I think the debate that we had in the chamber in Estimates Committee B was productive. He 
understands my position on the issue and knows that he has to work with the industry to help it accept that a big 
suite of changes are in the offing as we move to the deadline of 30 June 2015 for the current lot of pastoral 
leases. Parliament can work really well when we have ministers who are prepared to be cooperative, open and 
candid with members and seek the benefit of their questioning and their wisdom. 

Question put and passed. 

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2013–14 BILL 2013 
Third Reading 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Treasurer) [3.59 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time.  

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [3.59 pm]: During the 2013 election we heard the Premier say to the people 
of WA, “You can have it all. There are no fiscal consequences. After the election, it will still be fine. You will 
have your stadium, Elizabeth Quay, and education and health is going ahead. You can have it all. Don’t listen to 
the Labor opposition.” When we announced our savings during the election campaign, the Premier said, “Don’t 
be ridiculous; that’s just crazy. You’ve just got to keep going.” Then he had the audacity to say, “Not only can 
you have it all, but it’s all fully costed and it’s all fully funded”! We then found out, two days before election 
day, that the fully funded component was rubbish, although it has only emerged over time how dramatically that 
was utter rubbish. The great lie of the 2013 campaign is the “fully funded, fully costed” rhetoric that the Premier 
went on about. We now find after the election that there will be tax rises. Bill after bill after bill that will increase 
taxes has been brought to this house. Now, under the guise of education reform, we see that a suite of cuts will 
also take place. I do not recall any of that being mentioned during the election campaign when all these issues 
were raised.  
Since the federal election last weekend, the Premier has come across a new word that he quite likes—mandate. 
He has now decided that there must be a mandate; Abbott has a mandate, therefore the opposition must comply, 
but I do not recall many of the significant things the Premier is doing being mentioned during the election 
campaign. Does the Premier have a mandate for his forced amalgamations? No. Does he have a mandate for his 
public sector sackings? No. Does he have a mandate for his education cuts? No. Does he have a mandate for his 
tax increases? No. The reality is—I made the point yesterday—that in the year leading up to an election, we had 
the Premier say, “You can have it all.” He was being a little mischievous along the way, hitting the Insurance 
Commission of WA up for a dividend but not telling anybody about it. That was hidden away; and then we had 
the Premier and the Treasurer, during debate on that bill, telling us complete mistruths. The Premier said the 
decision had been made after the election—not true. Cabinet made that decision in October last year. We had the 
Treasurer also saying, “Well, it’s not in the budget and it won’t come into the budget until this legislation passes 
the house.” Not true! It was already in the state’s finances. There was a complete cover-up before the election, 
and complete deceit post-election. It has been an abysmal performance by the state government. That deception 
is contrary to the Government Financial Responsibility Act, exactly as the member for West Swan pointed out. 
In the past when specific changes have been made to dividend policy—for example, increasing dividend payout 
ratios—it has been specifically mentioned in the financial documents. There it was—in the budget. When the 
amount to be paid is changed, it is specifically mentioned, yet when the government makes a completely new 
policy concerning who pays that dividend, there is nothing! Then when specific questions are put to the Premier 
and Treasurer, we get nothing but misleading statements in the house. That is the reality about what happened 
with the Insurance Commission.  

In the lead-up to the election campaign, when debt was just starting to emerge in the public’s mind, The West 
Australian article of 19 January quoted the Treasurer as follows — 

He said the Government would aim to stabilise debt in its second term, if re-elected, and stated that it 
would have a fully costed plan before March 9. 

I cannot help but snicker at that. The Treasurer also stated that any increase in royalty revenue would mainly be 
used to pay off net debt. Then we saw the budget, in which that idea of stabilising debt had been abandoned. 
Former Treasurer Porter stood in this chamber just over a year ago and delivered his budget speech and said net 
debt would be peaking and then declining in the out years. In one year that has been abandoned. What has 
happened since the Premier said that in reality the debt does not have to be paid back, and as a guide he was 
planning to keep net debt under $20 billion? The state has received $6 billion extra revenue. There has been a 
fundamental change in the way the government seeks to manage debt. Interestingly, the Treasurer set this out in 
vague terms at the WA Business News budget breakfast on the day after he delivered his budget. In defence of the 
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debt levels, he said, as reported in The West Australian of 10 August, that the reason was because “the 
community wants us to”! That was the reason! I am sure if the government went out and promised members of 
the community $1 million each, they would probably want the government to give them that as well! That is the 
reality.  

I referred earlier to the nurse enterprise bargaining agreement, which showed the utter inability of the 
government to meet its own wages policy. The Premier critiqued the Australia Nursing Federation and 
condemned its behaviour, then threw money at it. A lack of rigour and spine in the way the finances are managed 
by this government is getting us into this trouble! Now the government is looking to the education sector to find 
some room to help fund the “fully funded” election promises. For heaven’s sake; that is just simply lack of 
mandate—the word the Premier is enjoying. That is why I made the point earlier that everything with the fiscal 
action plan is dependent upon the government meeting, in particular, its new wages policy. There is significant 
doubt about that. It was unable to meet it in its first term, and I have previously pointed out that the wages policy 
in the first term should have delivered an increase in salaries of between 13.25 per cent and 21.2 per cent; that 
was the range of consumer price index to wage price index between 2008-09 and 2012-13. Instead, we saw a 
37 per cent increase in salaries, at a cost of more than $3 billion. Therefore, the government failed in its first-
term wages policy; it failed with the full-time equivalent cap; it failed to deliver the savings that former 
Treasurer Porter embedded into his budget last year—the one when he said net debt will be peaking and then 
declining; and now the government expects us to believe that the fiscal action plan will deliver $6 billion more in 
savings across the forward estimates when the government has already walked away from two components of 
the plan. It is just simply not believable. I do not think we have seen a government before, within hours of 
handing down its budget, walk away from some measures within it.  

After the budget was delivered, this government, after booking $120 million in revenue in respect of the children 
of parents on 457 visas, said, “We have yet to determine the criteria.” Who is running this show? There is 
financial chaos within the centre of this government. I do not know who is in charge of running the finances of 
the state. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Neither do they.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: Therein lies the problem, member for Cannington—neither does the government.  

When the government came under huge pressure over the policy to breach contracts over the solar feed-in tariff, 
the Treasurer walked into a meeting with the Premier and energy minister and said that there was no way they 
were walking away from that policy as it was a key component of their fiscal action plan. An hour later a 
statement was released, “Oh, actually we are.” The Treasurer explained it away over the dynamic decision-
making processes of government. For heaven’s sake; this is why we already pay a premium on our interest on 
our 10-year bonds that will only increase, as I outlined earlier today. As we move more of our debt into long-
term bonds, we will pay higher rates of interest on that debt. That is the reality of the financial chaos at the heart 
of this government. This budget proves the point—let alone the deception over the Insurance Commission 
dividend payment.  

I now make some comments about the decision by Chief Justice Wayne Martin to overrule the Environmental 
Protection Authority on James Price Point. It is an interesting decision by the Chief Justice. I recommend that 
members read it, which I did in some detail. I draw members’ attention to a couple of pages. At page 54 of the 
decision, the Chief Justice refers to section 12 of the Environmental Protection Act, which is the key section that 
he considered. It is titled “Disclosure of interests by Authority members”. Section 12 is fairly clear; it is not a 
complicated section. It sets out when disclosure must take place and the consequences of that disclosure for 
members of the Environmental Protection Authority. The Chief Justice states —  

Once a member has made disclosure of a pecuniary interest, the section provides the consequences 
which follow from disclosure. There is no role for the chairman to determine what should be the 
consequences of disclosure. 

That is fairly clear in section 12. The Chief Justice went on to find —  

It is appropriate also to observe that the policies adopted by the EPA from time to time with respect to 
conflict of interest did not accord with the structure and operation of s 12 of the Act. For example, the 
document prepared by the Chairman on 25 October 2011 purported to distinguish between interests 
which would preclude any participation in a matter before the meeting, and interests which would 
entitle a member to participate fully in discussion, but not to vote. Section 12 does not countenance any 
distinction of this kind. Under the section, a member … is disqualified from all participation in relation 
to the relevant matter. 

That is correct, and section 12 is crystal clear on that point. But there is a disturbing point, and the Chief Justice 
noted that the document of 25 October 2011 was annotated with the following — 
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Advice on the above strategy was sought from the Public Sector Commissioner. His office believed it to 
be reasonable given the circumstances but suggested some minor changes to EPA’s Code of Conduct to 
ensure consistency with the strategy, which has been done. 

That is a significant annotation, because it indicates that the Public Sector Commissioner ticked off on the EPA’s 
processes—as is the jurisdiction of the Public Sector Commissioner—in clear breach of section 12 of the act. I 
dare say that the Public Sector Commissioner now needs to go through the processes that his office has approved 
for other government agencies, because the result was that for over two years the EPA did not hold one valid 
meeting in its deliberations on Browse. That is the reality of the chairman getting it wrong and of that decision 
being endorsed by the Public Sector Commissioner. That is a significant failure. The Public Sector 
Commissioner now needs to revisit the advice he has given to all other government agencies on the issue of 
conflicts of interest, because the dramatic result from that failure of both the chairman and the Public Sector 
Commissioner was that, for a period of over two years, the EPA did not hold a valid meeting in its consideration 
of Browse. That is not a small issue. I encourage all members to read the decision of Chief Justice Wayne 
Martin. 

To conclude with the budget, as I have said, the Premier said to Western Australians throughout the election 
campaign, “You can have it all. There is no limit to what we can provide you. You can relax; there are no 
consequences for what we are promising, because it is all fully funded and fully costed.” That was the great 2013 
election line. We now know that, because although the government brings into this place bill after bill to raise 
taxes, education funding is being cut as a consequence of the fact that the government did not tell the truth when 
it said that its commitments were fully funded. Instead of making the tough decisions, the Treasurer says, “This 
is what the community wants; we are going to continue to proceed.” Ultimately, future governments, and my 
children and the children of other members, will have to pay this price. This is because we have a Premier who, 
as John Langoulant identified all those years ago, has no interest in financial management. 
MS J. FARRER (Kimberley) [4.13 pm]: I rise to talk on the third reading of the budget debate. Today I make a 
plea on behalf of the tourism industry in the Kimberley, and in particular Broome, for a better deal from the state 
government. After only a two-and-a-half-hour flight from Perth, people can arrive in tropical Broome, a place of 
great importance in Australian history where people marvel at the unique country and are amazed by the 
remarkable contrasts in colour and culture. The Kimberley is a magnificent place. It has been my home for my 
whole life. It is a place that is held dear by all locals, many people in this chamber and people from around 
Australia who come to see it. Its natural beauty, magnificent wildlife, stunning climate and special people 
combine to make it one of the nation’s tourism gems. 

Over the past 40 years it has become world renowned as one of the world’s last great environmental jewels and a 
wonderful place to visit. The community of Broome relies heavily on the tourism industry. It has a diverse range 
of hotels, motels, apartments, backpacker accommodation, restaurants, cafes, bars, shops and other tourism 
businesses that rely heavily on the tourism trade. Many people have invested their life savings in creating viable 
tourism businesses that employ many locals and help generate vital jobs in the Broome community. Chinatown 
is unique to Broome and can be compared with any other regional community across Western Australia and 
perhaps even the nation. 

Hotels and tour operators are doing it tough. The effect has brought hardship to many local and small business 
owners in the area who rely on visiting tourists to maintain their livelihoods. We have heard that Broome’s small 
businesses, hoteliers and tour operators have been making cuts to their staff numbers due to the downturn in 
profit. We are only 2 000 kilometres away from our state’s capital city, but freight is expensive and it adds a 
large cost for these small businesses struggling to stay afloat. That is why I am so concerned by the drop in 
tourist numbers that has hit Broome in the last few years. In the Kimberley alone, the number of domestic 
visitors has dropped from 523 000 in 2008 to 426 000. The number of international visitors, who are crucial to 
the economy as they stay longer and spend more, has dropped from 48 649 in 2008 to only 34 147. This has 
meant that a total of 111 502 visitors to the Kimberley in 2008 were lost by 2013. This has hurt local businesses, 
jobs and industries. Some of the blame can be attributed to a relatively high Australian dollar making overseas 
travel more affordable, but that is only part of the reason. 
Broome still has a wonderful appeal and attractions that overseas destinations cannot match. Some of the blame 
for the decline in tourism may be as a result of the mishandling of the James Price Point project. The land 
acquisition and environmental approvals were hugely bungled by the Barnett government. The anguish and 
unhappiness with the management of the process was beamed to television sets around Australia and 
internationally, and featured in newspapers everywhere. I think those issues have really impacted on the Broome 
tourism industry. The Barnett government needs to fix the problem it has created. People in Broome deserve no 
less. There needs to be an emphasis on promoting and advertising Broome and the Kimberley by Tourism WA. 
This needs to include television and print advertising around Australia and even internationally. I understand that 
the Minister for Tourism is scheduled to travel to Broome soon and intends to discuss what can be done to revive 
the industry. The advertising needs to highlight the wonderfully diverse multicultural Broome community and 
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the natural wonders of the Kimberley. It needs to highlight our ancient Aboriginal culture and history, which 
interests many tourists from overseas and interstate. It needs to show that our community is harmonious and 
hospitable, not divided and angry. Only by doing this can the Barnett government make up for the damage it has 
done. 
Tourism WA figures show that for every dollar of tourism advertising, between $15 and $19 of tourism-related 
revenue is generated. The tourism industry was promised an additional $24 million for marketing before the state 
election, but only $9 million has been delivered. If the government is looking for a funding source, it should use 
royalties for regions to fund a specific $5 million advertising campaign, as an initial contribution, to boost 
Broome’s tourism industry. A $5 million boost in advertising around Australia and overseas would be a great 
start to help overcome the problems caused by recent events. As we all know, people love to go to Broome; they 
love the climate and they love holidaying there. We need to make sure that the tourism industry supports Broome 
businesses. As well as television and print advertising, such a campaign could focus on bringing tourism industry 
representatives to Broome to show them how understanding the community is. It could also involve working 
with airlines on joint marketing campaigns specifically related to Broome. When the Barnett government spends 
billions on projects in the Perth city centre, the least it could do is to help the struggling Kimberley tourism 
industry. I strongly urge the government to take up my suggestions. There is a lot of potential in Broome. People 
come to Broome and the Kimberley to see what we have. It is probably one of the last frontiers of this country 
that has a lot of pristine areas. The Kimberley is so beautiful. We need to encourage more tourists to come to that 
part of the world.  
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [4.21 pm]: I rise to make my contribution to the third reading debate of the 
Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2013–14 Bill 2013. As has been outlined by the shadow 
Treasurer, this is probably the first time that a budget has been out of date by the time the budget bills have 
reached the third reading stage. So much has changed since this budget was brought down. We have seen the 
unwinding of the solar feed-in tariff, I think we will see an unwinding of the 457 cash grab, and of course 
$1 billion has been wiped out of the budget through the election of the federal Abbott government.  

I want to talk today about expenditure on public transport and in particular about the bus rapid transit system that 
was designed for Ellenbrook. I do not want to go through the history of this too much because I have only 15 
minutes in which to speak, but I think we all recall the history of public transport initiatives for the people of 
Ellenbrook. During the 2008 election campaign the Premier announced that a Liberal government would build a 
rail line to Ellenbrook. Despite making this very clear and strong commitment, the Barnett government walked 
away from that during the last term. In walking away from that commitment the government said that it would 
not build a train line but would build a new, fancy bus rapid transit system, which would have a dedicated lane 
from Bassendean station to Ellenbrook and would provide rapid and direct services. That is what the government 
promised. Everyone in Ellenbrook, and in particular the City of Swan, was expecting that promise to be fulfilled. 
As late as 9 January, the Minister for Transport was quoted as saying that a bus rapid transit system was a 
priority of the government. It undertook planning. I recall that the government spent $630 000 on a study that it 
commissioned from consultants AECOM. The City of Swan was briefed on 23 January. The government sat 
there with a very impressive overhead presentation and said, “Look at our bus rapid transit system!” During the 
election campaign the Labor Party announced its very impressive public transport options. About five weeks 
before the election, a few of us noticed that the government had not announced anything for Ellenbrook in terms 
of public transport. In particular, there were no details about the bus rapid transit system. I remember some 
media inquiries about it; they rang me and asked whether I had heard anything about the bus rapid transit system 
and I said that I had not. The Premier was asked about it on the Tuesday before the election and he said that the 
government was not going to do it anymore. The transport minister was asked and he said that the government 
might be doing it.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: The Premier called a radio station, didn’t he?  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I cannot recall. The election came and went and there was no commitment to a bus rapid 
transit system. Many of us were left scratching our heads, because yet again the story of public transport for 
Ellenbrook left more questions than answers. I decided to make a freedom of information application to find out 
exactly what happened in government on this proposal, to which the government had committed and which it 
had promised the people of Ellenbrook after it broke the election promise to build a rail line. I made an FOI 
request to the minister’s office. What I received makes very interesting reading. It starts in mid-December when 
the so-called independent Department of Transport sent emails to the minister’s office about all the information 
it would need for the upcoming months. There was email after email. This email from the minister’s office to the 
department on 18 December states — 

Could your team please get started on a few media statements for the Minister that we’ll roll out?  
… 
3) Bus rapid transit system to Ellenbrook. How does this work, what’s the plan, any images we 

can use? Update on where the project is at. 
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Mr P. Papalia: When was this?  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This was back in December. There were more and more emails.  

Mr T.R. Buswell interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: What was that?  

Mr T.R. Buswell: I said that a picture is worth a thousand words. You said “illustrations”, that’s all. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Illustrations. An email from 9 January states — 

The Government will make an announcement about the route for the Bus Rapid Transit system between 
Ellenbrook and Bassendean shortly. 

The email said that $630 000 had been spent on the study. It keeps going. As we entered January, some key 
emails and information came through. The government and the minister’s office asked the agency to prepare 
animations for the project.  
Mr B.S. Wyatt: Animations—like Peppa Pig?  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Fly throughs.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Animations, posters—the whole lot. We have since found out that the department spent over 
$5 000 on animations and publicity for this project through the month of January. An email from the department 
to the minister’s office on 10 January states — 

Hi Kate, 

FYI I sent Rachael the attached email earlier, which is relates to this. I’m pulling together the 
animations for the four NB2 project announcements (including Ellenbrook).  

Another email states — 

We are working on providing the following detail for the Minister’s announcement:  

Here we were in January, a few weeks before the government went into caretaker mode, and the department was 
being commissioned to undertake significant publicity work for a project that the government was meant to 
announce. This email states — 

Kate 

We are working on providing the following detail for the Minister’s announcement:  

1. Animation of the full route—15 sec and 30 sec overview of the route and key features 
(eg stations, park and ride)—for the evening news 

2. A1 picture of the route and key features, based on the animated picture. 
3. Artist impression of Ellenbrook station 
4. Concept design of the Ellenbrook station 
5. Artist impression of the transitway, showing a bus on the transitway adjacent to traffic 

on Lord Street.  
6. Concept design for Gnangara Road station and park and ride facility 

Another email states — 

I wanted to advise that the animations, poster, media statement and factsheets for the Ellenbrook BRT 
and … 

The next section was blacked out; I think it would have said “MAX”. The email continues — 

announcements will be sent to your office tomorrow. 

This email was sent on 21 January by the Department of Transport. It continues — 

If any of the materials are behind schedule, will Wed morning still be ok?  

There they are doing the animations and posters on the BRT project. There are more emails. I will not go 
through all of them because I just do not have the time. On 23 January all of this publicity arrives in the 
minister’s office. An email from the receptionist states — 

Hello Kate 

Two packages have just arrived, one of them is a huge picture (frame).  

On 23 January the minister’s office was receiving animation and posters of the BRT. The receptionist is sitting 
there and in comes the animation of the BRT ready for the election campaign which, we now know, the Premier 
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is not going to commit to. The government commissioned and paid for animations, posters and other publicity 
for the BRT project with taxpayers’ money. On 23 January they are very happy. The minister’s office has all of 
these great animations and the posters. Then, correspondence from the minister’s office states — 

Will get back to you on the bus stop signs.  

Of course, it will, because they also wanted to put signs into the ground where the mythical BRT would stop. 
The government commissioned signs for where the bus stops were going to be, but then said it would get back to 
them on the bus stop signs.  

Mr T.R. Buswell interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The minister’s office. 

Several members interjected.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The minister still wanted the Department of Transport and the PTA to create a mock design 
of a special BRT bus, similar to the hybrid bus image—the same bus model as the standard, just with a different 
wrapper or sticker—and asked whether it would be difficult to create and how long it would take. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I love my buses. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: On 23 January, the minister’s office was asking the Department of Transport for a special 
big wraparound sticker for a bus to make it look like the hybrid bus.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: No, to make it look like a BRT.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, similar in style to the BRT. 

On 31 January, the Department of Transport, with the minister still in caretaker mode, asks — 

Are you able to provide an update on any of the announcements below? I’ve only just have received the 
final art work for the Ellenbrook announcements., sp could could you advise what time the event will be 
tomorrow (if going ahead)?  

That was 31 January. Another email of 23 January states — 

I’ve been advised that the signs take approx. 2 weeks following artwork approval. When were you 
planning the announcement?  

These were the bus signs they would get ready, as the minister did on other signs for projects that were nowhere 
near being finished  

Mr C.J. Barnett: The one for the stadium too, that is huge. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is good to see that the Premier has woken up. An email on 4 February stated — 

I have received BRT graphic work this morning.  

The last email I have is dated 5 February — 
I also believe you plan to release the Ellenbrook BRT … statements (both with your office) after 
caretaker?  

Here we have it. This was the minister and the Department of Transport, working together, using taxpayers’ 
money to prepare animations and posters that were going to be used during caretaker stage, and then the minister 
never did it. 
Mr T.R. Buswell interjected.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Why did the minister not do it?  

Mr D.J. Kelly: Panic.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.M. Britza): Excuse me, member for Bassendean!  

Mr D.J. Kelly: One word, “panic”.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Okay. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Now there is no rail line to Ellenbrook, and the government has walked away from the bus 
rapid transport system, and it is proud of it.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Your record of success as a member of Parliament has been appalling. You have not got 
anything for the people of Ellenbrook. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Look at the Premier. Look at him.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: They should have voted for Natasha Cheung. They could have been on a winner.  
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The ACTING SPEAKER: Okay, members. Member for West Swan.  
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There the Premier was, going around in my electorate, with Channel Ten cameras behind 
him, with Natasha Cheung at Ballajura Community College on election day, ready for the filming.  
The government has walked away from the train line and it has now walked away from the BRT and has no 
other offer on public transport for the people of Forrestfield.  
Mr T.R. Buswell: Forrestfield? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I meant Ellenbrook. I am obsessed. 
The government has absolutely ignored the people of my area. Honestly, this is an example of a government that 
has deceived and used taxpayers’ money to develop party political propaganda in its office, which it then never 
released. 
Mr T.R. Buswell: Public information material.  
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I asked the minister to bring it in. Let us see it. Let us see the BRT signs and the animation. 
Where are they? In whose backyard shed are they?  

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler) [4.36 pm]: I would like to speak on the budget’s inadequacies in the law and 
order area. I have already said during the estimates committee and my second reading contribution that the 
government had gone to the people with a fully costed promise to deliver night courts to Western Australia and 
to have a night court in Roe Street to deliver swift justice for overnight arrests. Yet we find in the budget that it 
was not fully costed and fully funded as the Premier had told the people of Western Australia; it was just an 
ambition. It had spent hundreds of thousands of dollars on building a court facility at the new police complex, 
but had not provided funding for staff, legal aid or a judge at the court. That is absolutely ridiculous.  
As we go on further we find in the Attorney General’s portfolio area matters that, although they do not stand out 
to the people of Western Australia like the education cuts or the Muja power station debacle, are debacles of the 
first order. The government’s decision not to replace retired Justice Narelle Johnson in the Supreme Court and 
throwing extra workload on the Supreme Court was met with contradictory statements by the government. First 
of all, it was that, whilst there was a bit of a hiccup in homicide cases, that was not expected to continue and 
there were fewer civil filings. That is not true. The Chief Justice protested in writing to the Attorney General 
about that. Then, when Justice Lindy Jenkins criticised the government in open court for failing to replace a 
justice who had retired at the Supreme Court, the government responded by saying it would rejig the 
jurisdictions, and would send some of the life cases to the District Court in recognition that the Supreme Court 
could not cope under the present system.  
Where the government has really failed the people of Western Australia, and where it and the Premier has 
remained tight-lipped during the election campaign, is in what he called the anti-bikie laws. The government 
introduced into this Parliament last year and sought the opposition’s support for the Criminal Organisations 
Control Act, otherwise known as the bikie laws or the anti-association laws. Those proposed laws provided for a 
process to be held at the Supreme Court, by a judge sitting persona designata; that is, not sitting in a judicial 
capacity, but a Supreme Court justice who agrees to come out of the list and sit in his personal capacity to 
adjudicate upon police applications for declarations that organisations are serious criminal organisations. I have 
said before, and I repeat it now, the Supreme Court does not have the capacity to do that. The Premier should 
have come out and said that the government has the headline it wanted on the anti-bikie laws and now it is going 
easier.  
It does not get any better than the headline in The West Australian, “Bikie anti-association laws passed”, 
followed up with the government’s press release stating that WA now has some of the toughest organised crime 
laws in the country after passing a bill that can ban bikie gang members from associating. What the Premier did 
not say and what the public has not been told is that when one goes to the State Law Publisher site and the 
compilation of the legislation, they can see that parts 2 to parts 10 of the act—the guts of the act and the real 
purposeful parts of the act—have never been proclaimed and brought into operation. The Supreme Court does 
not have the capacity to deal with one of these applications. We have seen from the judgement of Mr Justice 
Johnson from New South Wales, who was deciding the application brought against the Hells Angels Motorcycle 
Club in Sydney in the case of Wainohu that he had to consider 83 lever arch folders of secret evidence on the 
application to have them declared. As we all know, the judgement failed on constitutional grounds, but 
nonetheless, he said it was months of work to go through 83 folders. Imagine what would happen in Western 
Australia. Even if this law were proclaimed, and there has been no sign from the government that it will be 
proclaimed any time soon, the prosecutors will have to go down to the Supreme Court, to an overworked bench, 
and ask one of the justices to take themselves off the bench—they have to agree under the legislation—and leave 
the court further depleted to consider one of the anti-association applications. 

It is timely that I address the government’s failure to proclaim the provisions of the Criminal Organisations 
Control Act because in November 2012 the papers were full of the government’s trumpeting of the toughest laws 
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in the country, which are not operative and have never been brought into operation. Today the papers are full of 
the news that 1 000 bikies are coming to town and being managed around the state by a police contingent, the 
likes of which, the police say, has not been put together since the visit to this jurisdiction of Her Majesty the 
Queen. We know what security arrangements were required then. The taxpayers and the people of Western 
Australia have a right to be critical of this government and say that it is full of wind and bluster. It trumpets these 
laws yet 1 000 bikies come to town. We now know that the laws have never been brought into operation by this 
government. The Liberal Party should have gone to the people before the election and said that as part of its 
election promises it would immediately proclaim the laws if elected. That would not have affected the bottom 
line of the budget, but that has not happened. The government has been asleep at the wheel on this one. 

I saw the head of the police gang crime squad, acting detective inspector Jeffrey Christmass, on television 
warning the public of Western Australia that the Rebels bikie gang is a very serious criminal organisation 
involved in serious crime. That is what the acting inspector in charge of the gang crime squad said. It was to 
meet this very challenge that the Liberal–National government asked members on this side of the house last year 
to support the Criminal Organisations Control Bill 2011. Every person on this side of the chamber supported that 
legislation. I did raise a query about one part concerning mandatory sentences because I thought it might be 
unconstitutional and another part about the way that a criminal organisation was proved to be such during a 
criminal trial that may be unconstitutional. Putting those two caveats aside, the rest of the bill that dealt with the 
declaration of criminal organisations — 

Point of Order 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: In budget debates, certainly in the second reading, it is a general debate and members can 
talk on whatever topic they wish; but in the third reading it is generally confined to the budget itself. The 
member opposite is an experienced solicitor and barrister who would very easily be able to tie his speech into the 
budget if he wished to do so; but he is not even making an effort. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Further to the point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, at the start of his speech the member 
for Mindarie—maybe the Premier was not in the chamber—quite clearly outlined that there was not an 
appropriate budget allocation for the proclamation of this legislation. That is the basis for his argument. Premier, 
what he has said is perfectly in order. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: He can talk about Supreme Court resources if he wants to. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.M. Britza): I instruct the member to keep to the budget account. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Certainly. When we look at the budget, we know that to bring one of these criminal 
organisation applications the police have to have both the information technology and manpower resources to 
take people out of the organised crime squad and put them into a dedicated role for months at a time to prepare 
one of these complex applications.  
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, make sure you bring it back; I’m watching. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Yes I am going to the resources of the police department. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I’m trying to help you. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The Premier is not helping anyone; he could get out there and proclaim the act and then 
some action could be taken against the 1 000 bikies, described by acting inspector Christmass as a serious 
criminal organisation, who have roared into Perth today. The police need resources to deal with them and we 
know that at the moment police resources are depleted. That is obvious from the budget. There is no allocation in 
the budget for a squad or for extra resources to prepare one of these applications to have a group declared a 
serious criminal organisation. No wonder the government cannot proclaim the legislation and deal with the 1 000 
bikies who have ridden into Perth today because it has not given the police resources and it has taken resources 
from the Supreme Court—the very body that will have to sit down for some months to decide whether or not a 
group is a serious criminal organisation. Without these resources it cannot be done. The bikies make a mockery 
of the government’s press releases stating that Western Australia has the toughest laws. The government has not 
proclaimed them and it cannot proclaim because it has not provided the police or the courts with the necessary 
funding or infrastructure to deal with criminal organisations. It is just not there, so the act lays in abeyance 
waiting for some time in the future when budgetary resources will be made available. 
Looking at the out years of the budget and what is ahead for Western Australia is blue sky mining. We know 
from the resources required in other jurisdictions to deal with criminal organisations that, firstly, the police have 
to be given the proper resources and, secondly, the Supreme Court cannot be denied a justice, as it is currently 
being denied. Those opposite hold the thought in their heads that they can just waltz down to the Supreme Court 
Gardens and ask another justice to stand aside from the bench and sit persona designata to hear one of these 
applications for an indeterminate period of time—it is just not going to happen. The Corruption and Crime 
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Commission has come in within budget and that is why we noted in the debate on that bill that the place that had 
sufficient resources to deal with these applications was the CCC itself. The police could go to the CCC and seek 
one of these declarations that would not involve the judiciary and people could have a right of appeal to the 
commission. I stress that by the government not supplying these resources, the bikies are making a mockery of 
the government’s stand on anti-association. They are just giving the government the bird. They have ridden into 
town with 1 000 members. Are police resources going into preparing an application to have them declared a 
serious criminal organisation and be shut down? No. The police resources are going into chaperoning them 
around Western Australia. It is a disgrace. 

MR P.C. TINLEY (Willagee) [4.50 pm]: I need to gather my thoughts for a second and digest the enormity of 
what the member for Butler has said in relation to how the police department is nothing more than a tour guide 
organisation for a bunch of outlaw bikies. I learnt something from that, and I hope members opposite—in fact, 
everybody in the chamber—learnt something from that.  

It has been a very good process to go through the estimates committees for this budget and to now be able to 
finally settle this book of accounts. The member for West Swan made the very good point that never in 
anybody’s living memory of this place have we seen a budget that has been so quickly outdated by the backflips, 
the prevarications and the outright fabrications of this government. There are many things that we could talk 
about, and there are many things that members on this side have talked about, in relation to the fiscal outlook of 
this state, the rising debt levels of this state, and the time it will take for the generations after us to pay off this 
debt. However, as far as I am concerned, there is no more important point to dwell on in this budget than the 
education section. The education section of this budget, and the education attitude of this government, despite 
what it would have us believe, is nothing more than shambolic. In this budget, the government has identified cuts 
as reform. We cannot ignore the fact that that is a complete fabrication of what the ambitions of this government 
should be. The government has confused the documents, and it has used the report of the eminent Professor 
Teese to shore up what it has done in the budget, in an attempt to paper over a black hole of its own doing.  

The Premier has said in this place that there will be a rebalancing of the teaching population, but there will be no 
net reduction in the number of teachers; it will all be okay. The Premier often gets confused between what he 
would have as an ambition in 2015 and what he needs to do in 2014. That is why the education budget has an 
amount of $285 million in the forward estimates for the provision of public sector reform. That is over three 
times that amount allocated anywhere else in the budget for public sector reform. That will constitute the single 
biggest cut to the education budget. We never got to the bottom of that in estimates, and we never got to the 
bottom of that in question time, from what I can determine, to see what will be the effect of those cuts to 
teaching staff. We asked a question today about teachers on contracts. I have a teacher in my patch who has been 
employed for eight years on a 12-month fixed-term contract. She has been working hard, from year to year, with 
no job security, but she is not deterred, in the hope that she will get to a level 3 position. However, we have now 
discovered that should she survive the end of her contract and achieve a level 3 position, the incentive for a 
school to take on a level 3 teacher, or 0.01 of an FTE, has now gone.  

These little insertions and little cuts are causing great concern. As we discovered during the estimates, bulk mail-
outs for schools used to be done through central office. The government has now decided to decentralise that. 
Great! The government has allocated $4 per child per school per year for mail-outs. I have asked schools what 
the impact of that will be, and they have said that even with the iPhone and smart phone apps that they run, and 
even with their email and their website, they still need to mail out at least eight to 10 pieces of information per 
child per year. This might sound trivial, but it has an impact. Some of the families in my electorate do not have a 
lot of technology; and, even if they do, they are not predisposed to using it at a great rate. Therefore, to ensure 
that messages get out to the parental community of the school, they need to use physical mail.  

That is notwithstanding the mandated requirements that come from central office. Central office might send 
600 flyers to Hamilton Senior High School and say this must be sent out to parents; this is important. Hamilton 
Senior High School, which has an app and a website and actively pursues SMS messaging in relation to absentee 
and those sorts of immediate notices, does everything it can to communicate with parents. I know that is the 
case, because I am on the council of that school. But that school will not be able to meet all the requirements 
with regard to giving reports to parents and communicating with parents, simply because of the large number of 
mandated messages that need to be sent to the child’s home. So the council of that school has resolved to bundle 
up those messages and return them to head office with a note saying, “We cannot send out these notices, because 
we do not have provision for postage, so would you please send them out and make provision for the postage.” It 
is as simple as that. The government is now down to cutting postage costs. We know that things are crook when 
we are reaching for those sorts of cost-saving measures.  

As I have said, there is $285 million in the forward estimates for public sector reform. We do not know whether 
people on fixed-term contracts are included in the total number of job losses. We do not know what the end state 
of this will be. What we do know is that it will not be uniform. Melville Senior High School will lose 13 FTE. 
Hamilton Senior High School will lose six or eight FTE. Melville Senior High School has 1 015 kids, so we 
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wonder how can it afford to lose 13 teachers. One would think that school would need every one of those 
teachers.  

Mr M.H. Taylor: Does Melville Senior High School have one T3 teacher for three English lit students? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: I have no idea. What I do know, member, and what the member would know, is that 
Melville Senior High School has engaged in innovation in this area. It has partnered with Hamilton Senior High 
School, North Lake Senior High School and South Fremantle Senior High School to cobble together to provide 
what ought to be the absolutely inalienable right of every citizen of Western Australia—namely, a full education 
from one single institution. There are kids in my patch who get on a bus on one day to go to South Fremantle to 
learn one thing, get on the bus on another day to go to Melville to learn physics, and get on a bus on another day 
to go to North Lake to get the English lit that they need. The simple fact is that the system down my way is 
stretched to the point at which these schools have had to come together in a way that is not the optimal 
arrangement for our kids. I would want my kid to go to one school in the morning and come home in the evening 
from that same school.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.C. Blayney): Members, I would just ask that the conversations be kept as 
quiet as possible, please, for Hansard. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: What I find really unconscionable is that this government has decided to have a one-size-
fits-all, blanket cut, and say it is all okay.  

It runs right down the chain; the little primary schools in my patch are not unaffected. Hilton Primary School has 
only about 160 kids. It is the absolute centre of one of the older suburbs and supports a full K–7 program and 
Kulunga Aboriginal Kindergarten. Kulunga Aboriginal Kindergarten is particularly important to the community 
and me because the kids from my area who are most likely to be represented in the crime statistics are 
Aboriginal kids. It is an inalienable fact. One of the most important things we can do is engage them early. We 
have parents who are willing to get their kids to Kulunga. It is only a small kindergarten and it needs to fill a 
quota of 20 enrolments to be funded. Kulunga got a letter from the Department of Education not a few weeks 
ago stating that if it did not make quota by a certain date, its funding would be cut. Members might think that in 
the normal course of things that is a fairly reasonable request, but the fact is that this 50-year-old facility has 
always made quota. The statistics that I am happy to rely on are that over the last eight years, it has always made 
quota. However, it has never made quota on time. Let us face it: if we are servicing some of the most 
disadvantaged people in the community, it will take a bit of latitude and a little flexibility to accept that 
culturally some of these families are unable to meet the organisational requirements of a bureaucratic system 
such as the education department. It is absolutely essential that we understand this point over and above any 
other: we cannot just have an economic rationalist argument for rebalancing in the system without investigating 
the impacts. It is not one size fits all; it has an impact right here, right now. A 50-year-old kindergarten that has 
been working with generation after generation of the same families to ensure that those kids have a better 
opportunity is about to close. I am grateful that at this stage the Minister for Education has agreed to discuss the 
issue with me so he can understand it in detail. I hope that he will be able to intercede to protect something that 
is a very important part of the Hilton community. 

Hilton primary is not the only school affected; Coolbellup Community School is affected too. The school is a 
lovely new facility and is itself an amalgamation of three primary schools. It had a long hard road to build up its 
numbers and to build confidence in the community for parents to send their children there. But what we see now 
are the little indicators that give us a message that something is not quite right in the community, something is 
not quite working well, and there is no better place to look than in the breakfast club. I am advised that the 
breakfast club at Coolbellup Community School has 64 kids. This is a school with fewer than 200 kids. I grant 
that not all those kids are in genuine need. I have been down there and I have worked there. I know what it is. 
But one of the most important things with those sorts of things is to understand why kids who do not necessarily 
need the breakfast club are welcome at the breakfast club; if they go, it becomes a social event and there is 
less stigma around the breakfast club for those kids who turn up without tucker—without lunch. These kids can 
get a feed and have a good start to the day instead of getting to 10 o’clock or 11 o’clock in the morning and 
losing concentration and starting to muck around, which is when the spiral starts and away they fall out of the 
system.  

These cuts will only put more pressure on families in my patch, and I am seeing it now. The chaplain at 
Coolbellup Community School spends hour after hour running around the neighbourhood reassuring families 
that it is really important that they get their kids to school. She picks them up and does all sorts of things. We are 
trying to work to get her a small bus to see whether that can help. But the chaplain at Coolbellup Community 
School is also spending more time with staff who are stressed. If we go to a one-size-fits-all teacher ratio model, 
there could be, say, 22 kids in a class. If there are 22 really tough kids, life is hell. It does not matter 
whether there are 32 or 22, it is tough as hell. If there are 32 bright kids who are functioning well, it will not be 
an issue.  



 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 12 September 2013] 4071 

 

This budget strikes right at the heart of not only our current communities but also our future economic viability 
because if those kids do not get the start—we all know it; all parents know it—that they deserve, that they should 
have in a state as rich as Western Australia, what hope do they have beyond that? 

MR D.J. KELLY (Bassendean) [5.05 pm]: Much has been said to date about the many inadequacies in this 
budget and I want to draw the chamber’s attention to a few of them. In my previous position, I represented in the 
education system cleaners, gardeners, education assistants and a few others. I want to first deal with some of the 
impacts of this budget on those people. 

In 1996 when the Howard government introduced the Workplace Relations Act, there was what I thought was a 
pretty spot-on Alston cartoon in The West Australian that had an employer listening to a series of workers come 
through his office pleading their case for a better individual workplace agreement. They all pleaded their case 
and the punchline at the end was that the boss sat back and said, “I’ll just sack the lot of you. I’ll sack the 
apprentice and give myself a pay rise.” I am not saying that all employers are like that, but it is quite often the 
case that the people at the bottom of the employment hierarchy—in the case of that cartoon, the apprentice—get 
the least consideration. I stuck that cartoon on my office wall and it stayed with me basically from 1996 until the 
day I left the union.  

When I look at the education changes that this government has made, I think this government shows that same 
disregard for people who in their eyes sit at the bottom of the employment hierarchy. In the case of schools, 
cleaners and gardeners sit at the bottom of that hierarchy. One of the changes that has been made in this budget 
is the one-line budget, which allows money that would previously be allocated to things such as cleaning and 
gardening to be spent elsewhere in the school. That to me shows a complete disregard and lack of respect for the 
work that these people do in schools. We can ask, “Who cares what the gardening is like?”, but when we go to a 
school, one of the first things we notice is what the grounds look like. That is why under the current 
arrangements, gardening resources in schools are assessed according to the nature of the buildings, the nature of 
the grounds and the age of the school. All those things are taken into account to come up with the gardening 
allocation because there is a recognition that not only the first thing people notice when they come to the school 
is what the grounds look like, but also it is a positive addition to the learning environment if schools have good 
grounds. Some people opposite are teachers—the member for Forrestfield just looked up—so they know that the 
gardening in a school is extremely important; likewise the cleaning. The current cleaning formulas are worked 
out on square metreage; 300 square metres of classroom is what one cleaner is expected to clean in one hour. 
Schools are allocated cleaning and gardening resources based on the job that needs to be done.  

We all expect schools to be clean and the gardens to be presentable so that public schools can present their best 
face and kids have a good environment in which to learn, yet under this model, schools having been allocated 
cleaning and gardening time will be able to spend it on something else. We could say that the principal is in the 
best position to make those judgements. It is completely unfair for the people at the bottom of the employment 
hierarchy to have their workloads and allocations determined at the whim of the principal. No-one is going to put 
up with classrooms being dirty. As occurs now, cleaners will be pressured to get the job done, regardless of the 
allocation. To just say that it can be left up to the principal puts the cleaners and the gardeners under immense 
pressure. The appearance of our public schools, the learning environment that our kids operate in and the 
cleanliness standards will take a hammering, especially if it is done in an environment where other aspects of the 
school budget are cut. Once again, this shows that this government does not respect the work that people such as 
cleaners and gardeners do in our schools.  

In question time today the Premier justified his cuts to teaching staff by saying “Oh, well, I think it was 0.3 of an 
FTE change, on average, across the state.” He did not mention that some teachers, assuming those averages are 
right—I think there is some conjecture about that—will not only have more students to teach, but also they will 
not have an education assistant to assist in their classroom. The fact that the Premier, in justifying what he had 
done, did not even see fit to address the question of the reduction of EAs in his answer yet again shows that not 
only does he not respect the work of the cleaners and gardeners, but also he really does not respect the work of 
the EAs. In the Premier’s mind and in this government’s view, they are just the mums who come in and cut up 
the fruit. That is such an archaic and patronising view of the work that these people do in our schools. They are 
professional people who play a vital role in assisting students make the most of their opportunities at school. If 
kids have learning difficulties or physical disabilities, an EA can be the difference between whether a kid makes 
it or whether a kid falls through the cracks. If the EA is not there, that child or group of children that EA works 
with suffers, but then everybody else suffers as well because the classroom teacher then has to spend time with 
those students and the whole atmosphere in the class can change. Again, this government does not value the 
work of the people that it perceives to be at the bottom of the employment hierarchy. We can judge people by 
how we treat kings and queens. I think we judge people by how they treat the people whom they perceive to be 
at the bottom of the employment hierarchy. This government shows absolutely no respect for those people who 
perform those important functions in our schools.  
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As for the reductions in teacher time, again, I do not think the Premier really understands what he is doing. The 
level 3 teachers who currently have an allocation of 0.1 of an FTE in addition to their normal allocation use that 
additional time in a variety of ways in schools. I was talking to a P&C just last night in Anzac Terrace Primary 
School in my electorate. The extra 0.1 of an FTE that that level 3 teacher attracts has been used to run a literacy 
program in that school. With that extra 0.1 FTE, that level 3 teacher coordinates a band of volunteers who come 
into the school and work with kids in small groups to improve their literacy. It is structured such that the same 
volunteer works with the same group of children for a number of years, so they follow them. I forget whether it 
is from kindy to year 2 or from year 1 to year 3, but it is for a couple of years. That is incredibly important to the 
school. I should not have to lecture people on how important it is that children are able to read and write. That 
program ensures that kids are not falling behind in their literacy during the earliest years of school. With these 
cuts, that 0.1 of an FTE goes. Volunteers do not coordinate themselves. They do not train themselves. That 
program will go. The Premier might say that, on average, it is only point something of an FTE, but when we look 
at how it impacts upon individual schools, we can see that these are very significant changes.  

One of the high schools in my electorate believes that it will lose $450 000 out of its next budget. Again, the 
Premier may not think that this person’s role is important, but it managed to recruit an EA who speaks Farsi. It 
did that because of a particular cultural group in the school that is struggling. It recruited an EA with that 
language skill with its school support programs resource allocation money to help that group of students gain the 
best possible start in life. The loss of the SSPRA money means that that EA will go. The member for Forrestfield 
knows exactly what I am talking about. Does he want me to call him Premier because he is sitting in his seat? He 
knows exactly what I am talking about. To have that EA leave the school is just an appalling outcome for that 
school community.  

I urge the government to rethink what it is doing in the area of education. I have not found any winners in my 
electorate. I suspect that if government backbench members look in their electorates, they will not find too many 
winners, if any at all, in their electorates.  

I wish to make a few comments about a couple of other issues. One of my favourite parts of the budget—it is 
under “Health Spending” on page 68 of budget paper No 3—is the admission by the government that it really has 
no idea how much the commissioning of Fiona Stanley Hospital will cost. Because it has delayed the opening of 
Fiona Stanley Hospital, it is in negotiations with Serco Australia to figure out how much additional money it will 
have to pay. The budget papers basically say that the government does not know how much it will cost, “either 
precisely or a general order of magnitude”. It could be a little or it could be a hell of a lot. Fiona Stanley Hospital 
is not a nursing post somewhere that does not matter with a small budget; it is a major teaching hospital that will 
take us into the twenty-first century. The Labor government planned it. We put aside additional money for it. 
The only thing that the government has done is to decide to privatise the services at that hospital and have Serco 
in there. The government is now in a position of not knowing what that is going to cost it. We could say, “I told 
you so”; it is exactly what we said would happen with a contract like this. If the government ran that hospital and 
had delayed the opening, it could have made other arrangements. Because it has contracted a huge multinational 
that is running up costs employing staff, the government now has to pay it some sort of compensation. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: We are making other arrangements. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: Yes, it is. It has an obligation to mitigate under the contract, but it does not mean it is going to 
come down to zero. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: It’s all in hand.  

Mr D.J. KELLY: Oh, yes! That is why the government’s budget papers state that it does not know either 
precisely or in any order of magnitude.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: We’re going to let them do the cleaning in the schools next! 

Mr D.J. KELLY: The fact that the Treasurer has interjected —  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Point of order!  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, member! Your time is up.  

Mr D.J. KELLY: I thank members for their time.  

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [5.20 pm]: I just rise to make some comments on this year’s budget. I 
want to start with some questions I asked the Treasurer in Estimates Committee B on Wednesday, 21 August 
about the costings for MAX light rail. I said — 

The Treasurer said that the costings estimate was provided to him prior to the caretaker period. Was the 
information provided to him as part of a cabinet process? 

There were a couple of false starts, and then the answer was yes.  
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Of course The West Australian has made freedom of information requests on the MAX light rail project for all 
documents from and within the offices of the Premier and the Minister for Transport. The West Australian, of 
course, has been denied those FOI documents on the basis that those materials belong to Liberal Party. That is 
interesting; it just seems a matter of law that if the Liberal Party sent documents to the Premier’s office, they 
would become the property of the Premier. They cannot have been the property of the Liberal Party, because 
otherwise how come they are in the possession of the office of the Premier and the office of the Minister for 
Transport? So that is the first non sequitur regarding the reply to the FOI. I make the point that when I was 
secretary of the Labor Party, every time anybody applied to the Labor Party for a document, whatever it 
happened to be, and we were asked for third party approvals, we always gave third party approvals. We never, 
ever resisted any FOI request made of a government minister’s office when I was secretary.  
But there is another issue here in that the government has, on a number of occasions, said we could trust the 
MAX light rail costings because they were done by the public service. So the question is: how did those MAX 
light rail costings, which were produced, as the minister said, as part of the cabinet process, get to the Liberal 
Party? Cabinet documents are special in the Western Australian public service because they are not subject to 
FOI. It would be very interesting to know how documents produced as part of the cabinet process got to the 
Liberal Party.  
If the Minister for Transport interjects and says, “Oh well, that’s not the costing document the Liberal Party 
used”, then what was the basis of the Liberal Party’s costings of MAX for the election campaign? It was either 
material prepared by the Department of Transport that the minister told me was prepared as part of the cabinet 
process or it was prepared somewhere else and therefore cannot be refused access under the FOI system. As I 
say, any document in the possession of a minister’s office cannot belong to the person who sent it to them; it can 
only belong to the person who received it. I will give you an example, Madam Deputy Speaker. If you sent a 
letter to me, it would be my decision what I did with that letter, not your decision. If the government says there 
was some secret legal agreement that meant that the documents provided by the Liberal Party to the 
government—even though they are in the possession of the government—did not belong to the government, the 
agreement itself would be open to FOI and would need to be disclosed. Clearly, The West Australian is right to 
continue to pursue this matter because there is clearly something to be answered here. Either the Liberal Party 
did not tell the truth at the time of the election, or there is some other scandal that we will have to investigate. 
Clearly, it would be entirely improper for any member of cabinet to have given cabinet documents to the Liberal 
Party. Perhaps this is a matter that the Public Sector Commissioner could investigate, because clearly there is 
something smelly here and it needs to be resolved.  
In Estimates Committee A on 20 August, I asked the Premier, in his capacity as Minister for State Development, 
some questions about the James Price Point site that he properly answered. I asked — 

I heard the Minister for Transport on the radio today saying that he thought that James Price Point 
would be a good spot for an onshore service base for the floating liquefied natural gas proposals in 
Browse and Prelude. Is the government’s current position that it wants to use the James Price Point 
precinct as that service base? 

The Premier replied — 
I still regard James Price Point as a site for liquefied natural gas. It is very clear that the Woodside 
project will not and does not intend to do that, so there are some issues there. I have made public 
comments over the last month or so that if LNG does not come there, at least we would hope to see the 
supply base located there, which could service that and other projects in the future. 

That is reasonable—I am not saying that is something that should not occur—but the Labor Party would have to 
examine that if it went forward. We would have to have consultation with stakeholders and we would be guided 
principally by the views of the native title holders in the Kimberley, as we were when we voted on the Browse 
(Land) Agreement Act 2012, and I want to turn to that act right now.  
I turn to clause 3(a)(i) of schedule 1, “Permitted use of LNG Precinct”, which states — 

the LNG Precinct will be used only for the receipt of Petroleum, pre-treatment and processing of 
Petroleum into LNG and other products (excluding downstream processing), the storage, loading and 
transporting of LNG and all things necessary and incidental thereto, including the Precinct Supply Base 
and purposes associated with the administration and management of the Port by the Port Authority (the 
Permitted Precinct Use); 

That obviously refers to a precinct supply base, and members might think that means that this act authorises the 
use of James Price Point for a supply base. However, to fully understand what is here, we need to go back in 
schedule 1 to the definitions. “Precinct supply base” is a defined term in the act, which reads — 

Precinct Supply Base means an area within the LNG Precinct used by a Proponent to supply that 
Proponent’s (including a joint venture in which a Proponent has a participating interest) offshore 
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facilities that are supplying or intended to supply Petroleum to the LNG Precinct or that Proponent's 
activities relating to the exploration for or production of Petroleum intended for supply to the LNG 
Precinct. 

That means that although a precinct supply base is a permitted use for James Price Point, it is only a permitted 
use when that supply base is supporting offshore facilities that are providing petroleum, which includes gas, to 
an LNG facility on shore. That means the James Price Point precinct cannot be used as a supply base for floating 
LNG without amending the Browse (Land) Agreement Act 2012, and let us understand what that would require. 
For the Parliament to amend that agreement, the government of Western Australia would have to get an 
agreement from the native title parties in the Kimberley. So, when the minister says that would be a good spot 
for a supply base and the Premier speculates that it is a possibility—I am not trying to say he went any further 
than that—I make the point that it will only be a possibility if the Indigenous people of the Kimberley agree.  

The Premier made strong comments during debate on the Browse (Land) Agreement Act about having involved 
the Indigenous community in coming to the final decision. Some other people will comment about that in a 
different way; they might say that the many Indigenous people in the Kimberley felt that they had no choice but 
to agree to the terms proposed to them by the government, because the government said that if they did not 
agree, it would compulsorily acquire the land. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member, relate your comments to the bill before us, please. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am. I can find the line item in volume 2 of the budget papers. There is a series of 
commentary under the state development portfolio, and this is a major part of the operations of the Department 
of State Development. I do not think anyone in the chamber has any doubt about the importance of the Browse 
project, which is why I asked those questions during the Assembly Estimates Committee A hearing. That is why 
I am saying that if that is the intention of government, there is no clear pathway forward for the government, 
because it will require agreement of the native title parties in the Kimberley and the consent of this Parliament. It 
would, of course, be a repudiation of the commitments made by the Premier when he said that that precinct 
would be used only for that liquefied natural gas purpose. 
I now turn to the Estimates Committee A hearing on 20 August 2013. I asked the Premier questions about the 
Albany pipeline. The Albany pipeline is not funded in the budget, even though it was a promise made to the 
people of Albany at the time of the election. There is also no mention in the budget of what the government will 
do about building a power station in Albany. The Premier said that Verve might build a power station in Albany, 
if a pipeline were ever to be built. I am sure that the Premier would not tell the people of Albany that without 
having done some sort of plan or business case, so it will be interesting to see that plan or business case. We 
learnt today from the KPMG report about the Muja AB project, which of course is referred to in volume 2 of the 
budget papers, that one of the big mistakes made by the government was that there appeared to be no methodical 
approach to applying a typical investment decision framework to this project. That blew up on the taxpayers of 
Western Australia and it has cost us $330 million. According to KPMG, it will never return its investment to the 
people of Western Australia. I would hate to think that the Premier made a commitment for a power station in 
Albany, because a gas-fired power station in Albany could blow up in the same way that the Muja project blew 
up. We would not want to have to go through the same drama in three or four years for a power station in Albany 
as we have gone through to try to get to the bottom of what happened with the Muja project. I trust that the 
government is doing the right thing by the people of Western Australia and has a solid business case. 
I also point out that the Premier was quite boastful when he said — 

I am pretty good on pipelines actually; it is one of my strong suits. 
It is interesting to consider the Albany pipeline when we look at the budget and whether we should support it. 
The Premier, as the Minister for State Development, was also responsible for the Windimurra pipeline. He made 
the state take all the risks for the spur line to the Windimurra project. When the Windimurra project closed 
down, there was no off-take to justify the pipeline, but the government still had the debt from building the 
pipeline. I hope we will not go through that same sort of situation again. 
The final issue I want to cover in my contribution on the recurrent expenditure in the budget is about the Public 
Sector Commissioner. The member for Girrawheen asked quite detailed questions about the Public Sector 
Commissioner changing the terms of reference of an inquiry into the Minister for Energy, and they can be found 
on page E92 of the Estimates Committee A Hansard. There still has been no proper accounting from the Public 
Sector Commissioner. I also asked why the Leader of the Opposition’s office was refused documents under the 
freedom of information process on the basis that they would disclose a criminal investigation in respect of the 
complaint about the Minister for Energy. After asking questions for two years, we still do not know what illegal 
conduct was being investigated. 

DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale) [5.35 pm]: I have two or three issues that I want to traverse in my 15-minute 
contribution to the third reading debate of the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 2013–14 Bill 2013 
and the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2013–14 Bill 2013. The first relates to transport. As we 
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know from the budget papers, transport is always a high-expenditure commitment that governments have to 
make. Of course, rail transport is incredibly important for those who live in the Armadale area. It is a shame that 
the Minister for Transport is not in the chamber at the moment. In the last Parliament, I asked him a series of 
questions on notice about the number of carriages per journey and passenger numbers. He failed to answer those 
questions. I put those questions on notice to him in this Parliament and he has refused to answer them. The 
number of carriages being utilised on the Armadale lines vis-a-vis other lines is an important issue. It was 
brought into stark reality today when I received an email from a constituent who copied to me a complaint he has 
made to the Public Transport Authority. It states — 

“As a regular train commuter from Kelmscott to Midland, I would like to bring to your attention the 
following:- 
This week’s train service that left Kelmscott station at about 6.15am has been a TWO CAR SERVICE 
where over the last year or so it has been a FOUR CAR SERVICE. One morning this week the train 
driver apologised, for only having two cars, not four. On the four car train there are a number a 
passengers standing by the time it reaches Perth, this week with just two cars it was extremely 
overcrowded and uncomfortable. I normally alight at Claisebrook to transfer to the Midland line but 
this week I had difficulty alighting in the time allowed and thus had to carry on to the next station, 
missing the connecting train to Midland. 
When reaching Claisebrook, it is apparent that the PTA cares little about the Armadale line as I noticed 
several Two Car Trains idle, at the Depot. 
It may be time for a senior officer from the PTA or the Minister for Transport to travel on peak hour 
trains to witness the overcrowding. 

I have experienced the same congestion travelling on the Armadale line during peak hour when there are only 
two carriages. Some mornings I have picked up a three or four-carriage train from Fremantle during peak hour. 
The patronage on the Fremantle line is nowhere near as dense as the patronage on the Armadale line. It is 
confusing why there seem to be regular two-car services on the Armadale line during peak hour, but more cars 
service the Fremantle line when it has nowhere near the same volume of passengers. It will be interesting to get a 
response from the Minister for Transport, because we know that the amount spent on transport infrastructure is a 
large proportion of the budget. The Minister for Transport agreed to visit the Armadale electorate to discuss 
particular transport issues; that offer is still open and I hope he agrees to do that. 
Education has been at the forefront of much of the debate this week. It looks as though the member for 
Forrestfield is the acting Premier. He has been the star defender of the education cuts. I congratulate the member 
for Forrestfield for his quick promotion! He may take over from the current hopeless Minister for Education by 
the end of this parliamentary term. At least the member for Forrestfield knows something about education, even 
though I do not necessarily agree with what he has said this week.  

The area on which I want to spend most of my remaining 11 minutes is health, particularly with regard to an 
experience I was fortunate to have had in the last couple of weeks. However, before I do that, I want to talk 
about Armadale Health Service. It is good that the Deputy Premier is sitting next to the Premier-elect, the 
member for Forrestfield. As the Minister for Health very well knows, there is incredible stress and demand on 
the Armadale Health Service. It is a major regional hospital. There is no doubt that funding has been put into that 
hospital, but it is not keeping up with the demand. I am sure that the member for Darling Range and Minister for 
Local Government can attest to the demand on the Armadale Health Service as a regional hospital. A decision 
was recently made to close all eye surgery at that hospital. That is a major concern. One can argue that patients 
can go to another hospital, but the overwhelming demographic of people who require eye surgery and eye 
treatment is the elderly. Often they have eye problems, so they cannot drive. They will now have to get to 
Bentley Hospital. The problem with trying to get to Bentley Hospital by public transport is that the bus service is 
rather infrequent and there is some distance to walk, which can be difficult for elderly people. People could take 
the train to Bentley, but the problem is that they cannot go direct from the Armadale, Sherwood, Challis or 
Kelmscott stations but would have to get off at Cannington and then get on another train and get off at one of the 
stations just before Welshpool. It is asking a lot to expect people—usually elderly people—who require eye 
surgery to catch public transport to Bentley. The problem with Bentley Hospital is that the waiting list is 
enormous. We have been told that before the closure of the Armadale eye facilities, there was a one-year waiting 
list for operations at the Bentley Hospital. Many people are choosing to go to other hospitals that are further 
afield.  
I had a discussion yesterday with the Minister for Health and wish to compliment the government on spending 
some of its health budget on training health professionals in Tanzania. Also, some of our trainee doctors and 
nurses travel to Tanzania. The Minister for Health mentioned to me yesterday that he has also established a 
program under which our health professionals can take time off their work in Western Australia to spend two 
weeks in various Third World countries. That was very encouraging. I would very much like some of our health 
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professionals to consider spending some time in Zambia, and I will tell members why. During the last two-week 
parliamentary recess I was fortunate to spend some time in Zambia. While there, I was fortunate to have a 
discussion with Zambia’s health minister and minister for child development and also various medical 
professionals. I was in Zambia as part of a charity called Health Hope Zambia, which was established by a local 
constituent of mine, Brendan Clark. Brendan Clark is a very successful young businessman who has his business 
office in Kelmscott. He has established this fantastic charity called Health Hope Zambia. We did a charity bike 
ride called ride4life from Livingstone to Lusaka, which was a distance of roughly 500 kilometres, with over 100 
of those kilometres on dirt tracks. It was a quite demanding exercise. Eleven Western Australians were involved 
in the charity bike ride, and they should be acknowledged. I believe the Premier sponsored one of the riders, Dr 
Neale Fong, whom many members would know is a former director general of Health. The member for 
Bassendean sponsored another one of the riders, Jules Tripodi, and the other riders from Western Australia were 
John Elliott, Michael Longman, Rachael Clark, Reid Smith, Melissa MacNish, Rachael Thomas, Charles 
Kamwi, Brendan Clark and my good self.  

What became quite obvious from this bike ride is that Western Australia is such a rich state, and we must look at 
how we can help developing countries. As we know, the soon-to-be Abbott government has decided to slash 
$4.5 billion in foreign aid. When a private charity that has been set up by a young Western Australian from 
Kelmscott can hold a bike ride that can raise over $260 000, we must wonder how the federal government can 
decide to slash $4.5 billion from our foreign aid budget. The bike ride went through a number of villages. The 
charity has an ambulance service—there is no ambulance service in Zambia—and as we travelled through the 
various villages, HIV testing was undertaken. Unfortunately, a number of positive results were taken from 
mothers with young infants, which was very alarming. Even though the challenge of the ride in very hot weather 
over dusty, corrugated dirt tracks was very demanding, nothing was as demanding as our visit to the malnutrition 
ward at the University Teaching Hospital in Lusaka. The money raised by the bike ride—over $260 000—will 
be used to refurbish the malnutrition ward at the University Teaching Hospital. We visited that ward — 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, it is a great story, but please relate it to the bill.  

Dr A.D. BUTI: It is related to the health budget and the services in Tanzania. I am encouraging the Minister for 
Health to look at other countries in Africa such as Zambia. I am relating to him a personal experience that I hope 
may convince him to consider these countries in next year’s budget process.  

When we visited that malnutrition ward, we saw starving babies, two or three to a cot. One day we visited, and 
the next day when we went back we found that one of the babies we had cared for had died half an hour before 
we arrived, and another baby died half an hour after we left. We also had a tour of the other sections of the 
hospital, and the conditions were absolutely appalling. Up to 47 per cent of children in Zambia have suffered 
from malnutrition. I urge the Minister for Health, who has shown an interest in improving the health of 
Tanzanians and using Tanzania as a training ground for our medical professionals, to branch out and consider 
helping other countries such as Zambia. Zambia can also provide a commercial spin-off; its resource potential 
for Western Australia is untapped, with copper being that country’s main mineral resource. At this stage, the 
connection between Australia and Zambia in terms of commercial opportunities is in its infancy. I encourage the 
government to consider commercial opportunities in Zambia, and I urge the Minister for Health to branch out 
from delivering services and training facilities in Tanzania and to perhaps look at other countries such as 
Zambia. If he wants to visit Zambia with me at some stage, I am more than happy to do so. I am sure he would 
be moved and impressed by the work done in Zambia by the Health Hope Zambia charity, which was set up by a 
Kelmscott resident, and the way in which that charity is refurbishing this malnutrition ward at the University 
Teaching Hospital. Of course, it is the main teaching hospital in Lusaka, but the conditions there are deplorable. 
While I continue to advocate for better health facilities at Armadale–Kelmscott Memorial Hospital, it is all 
comparative, and one cannot help but be moved by what one sees in countries like Zambia. The people and their 
spirit are fantastic. The work of the 11 riders I have mentioned was outstanding. I could not have spent six or 
seven days with a better bunch of people than those I had the pleasure of spending time with in Zambia. 
Unfortunately, I then had to come back and spend time in the presence of certain people who can be very 
challenging at times. I am not looking at the Minister for Corrective Services at all! I do compliment the Minister 
for Health.  
MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro) [5.50 pm]: In the time available, I want to return to a matter I have already 
covered in what seems like a long time ago, long before the many broken promises that have become clear after 
the budget process and long before it became clear how significant were the cuts to the education portfolio and 
education jobs which were not mentioned in the budget process. At the time of the budget, I was focusing on the 
broken promises in my electorate that had become clear since the election. There is a cavalcade of broken 
promises right across the entire spectrum of state government activity. There is no doubt that in every single 
electorate there would be evidence of broken promises, and they are certainly evident in the electorates of 
opposition members. I can easily locate a major broken promise in the electorate of Warnbro. It is one I brought 
to the attention of the house during the second reading debate and I revisit it now. It is an undeniable promise of 
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the Barnett government, which was delivered via its endorsed candidate before the election campaign and the 
caretaker period.  

When the Liberal candidate for Warnbro had been fully endorsed and was, I assume, under the guidance and 
leadership of the Liberal Party of Western Australia, he made a commitment on behalf of his party, in November 
2012, to deliver a train station at the Paganoni Road site of the southern suburbs rail line. We know that it was no 
small promise but a significant promise, because the Barnett government promised during the election campaign 
another train station and, fortunately for the people of Aubin Grove, that promise has not yet been broken. That 
promise was included in the budget and amounts to $57 million to provide essentially the same facility promised 
in the electorate of Warnbro at Paganoni Road.  

I want the house to know how we became aware of this promise. People in the electorate and those paying 
attention at the time noticed a report by Mr Brian Oliver, entitled “Paganoni road station pledge” in the Southern 
Telegraph on 26 November 2012. That article is accompanied by a photograph of a gentleman in a suit and 
floppy sun hat, leaning comfortably against the big sign at Paganoni Road which points left to Bunbury via 
Forrest Highway and ahead to Mandurah. The story reads — 

Joel Marks claims the electorate of Warnbro has been neglected by Labor for more than two decades 
and has committed to a train station at Paganoni Road in his quest to unseat Paul Papalia at the State 
election.  
The Warnbro Liberal candidate said public transport was high on the agenda for the electorate.  
Mr Marks said a train station at Paganoni Road was needed to reduce travel time for commuters and 
ease the pressure on neighbouring stations at Rockingham, Kwinana and Wellard.  
He said it took Singleton residents up to 40 minutes by bus just to reach Warnbro train station.  

There is then a quote from Mr Marks — 
“There are a lot of people there that want to be accessible to public transport (because) they work in the 
city,” he said. 

The story continues — 
Warnbro MLA Paul Papalia said he had been an advocate for a train station at Karnup (Paganoni Road) 
since 2008 and rejected Mr Marks’ claim Labor had neglected the electorate.  

The story concludes with a quote from me —  
“The reason we have congestion on our trains is the Government of the day has failed to invest in public 
transport in the past four and a half years,” he said. 

That Paganoni Road station pledge was a very clear statement by the Liberal party. Prior to the formal election 
campaign and prior to the caretaker mode before the election, the Premier was still the Premier; the Deputy 
Premier was still the Deputy Premier; the Treasurer and Minister for Transport was still the Treasurer and 
Minister for Transport—all those people were still in place—and Ben Morton was still the guy who was running 
the Liberal Party campaign. That would have been brought to the attention of all those people. We know that the 
government’s media monitors monitor all sorts of contributions from anyone in a political sense, and certainly 
they would have brought to the attention of the Treasurer and transport minister, the Premier and the Liberal 
Party hierarchy in the Parliament of Western Australia that their candidate in the electorate of Warnbro had 
promised a $57 million railway station for the Paganoni Road site.  

But there was no retraction. There was no public statement by the Minister for Transport and Treasurer. There 
was no public statement by the Premier. There was no acknowledgment or claim that their candidate had gone 
rogue and had made a promise without their knowledge, without their consent and without their support. There 
was no statement from Mr Morton—not Mr Morton the member for Forrestfield, but his offsider in Menzies 
House. There was no statement from that chap. There was no statement from the Liberal Party campaign. There 
was no statement from the government of the day, which at that time was still the government of the day, 
because this was well prior to the caretaker mode. So it was assumed by the people in the electorate of Warnbro 
that yet another significant commitment had been made by Premier Barnett through his candidate for the 
electorate of Warnbro.  
In case anyone had still been in any sense concerned that perhaps this was a candidate-alone promise that had not 
been endorsed by the Liberal Party and was not backed up by the government of the day, not backed up by the 
Premier and not backed up by the Treasurer and Minister for Transport, their concerns would have been allayed 
on election day, because at every booth in the electorate there were signs like the one that I am holding up now. 
These signs were displayed for people to read as they queued to vote in the March state election. The sign reads, 
for the benefit of Hansard — 

We NEED a Train Station at Paganoni Rd NOW!  
Not in 6 years.  
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That is a not very subtle reference to the state Labor Party promise for a train station at Paganoni Road, with a 
set time frame. The Liberal Party—the government of the day—was suggesting that was not soon enough and it 
was criticising, by virtue of this sign, that promise. The sign went on to say — 

A voice in a Liberal Government will deliver it SOONER. 

At the bottom of that sign were the words, “Joel Marks, Your Liberal for Warnbro”, and the Liberal logo, 
“Making Decisions; Getting Things Done”, and a photo of the candidate. 

It is clear that a promise had been made to the people of the electorate of Warnbro, on behalf of the Liberal Party 
and on behalf of the government. That is the same government that is sitting over there now, the same 
government that has broken so many other promises around this state, and the same government that has 
disappointed so many people in such a short time frame since the election. It is clear that a promise had been 
made to the people of the electorate of Warnbro on behalf of the Liberal Party and the government, the same 
government sitting over there now, the same government that has broken so many other promises around the 
state and the same government that has disappointed so many people in such a short time frame since the 
election. It is clear that promises were made by the government to the people of the electorate of Warnbro. Not 
included on the sign and in the report in the Southern Telegraph of 26 November 2012 was an unspoken caveat 
that appears to be appended to just about every single promise of any magnitude made by the Barnett 
government at any time prior to any election and enforced only post-election when it has achieved its objective 
of getting elected. That is the caveat that says, “This is not a real promise; it is only for the purposes of the 
election.” It does not matter whether it is a candidate, the Premier, the Treasurer, the transport minister or the 
Deputy Premier, all of them apply that caveat to any promise they make to the people of Western Australia and 
the people of Western Australia are getting tired of it. They say it to us wherever we go and they said it to us on 
the booths in Brand on the federal election day. They said, “Can you believe this Barnett character? In such a 
short time he has broken so many promises, he has backflipped on so many commitments and he has let so many 
people down. Can you believe it?” I am sure, were those people given the opportunity to vote today, there might 
well be a significant turnaround. During the short period of three days of sunshine after the federal election that 
the Premier enjoyed, I lost count of the number of times he spoke about the primary vote for federal Labor in 
WA. Were the people of Western Australia to be given the opportunity today to reject the people who deceived 
them, the government who misled them, the Premier who engaged in a complete fraud at the time of the state 
election in March, they would grasp it with both hands. I am sure that we would see, were there such an election 
today, a number of members of this Parliament rejected and replaced with people from the Labor Party. 
Fortunately for the Premier, and for a lot of members in Parliament on anything below about a 15 per cent 
margin, we have four-year fixed terms.  

Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: As a consequence of the four-year fixed terms we can continue to look at the smiling face of 
the member for Swan Hills for another three years. We can continue to listen to the bluster and loyalty to the 
government, despite its fraudulent behaviour, from member for Forrestfield when he gets on his feet so 
frequently to demonstrate in question time that he is still there. We can look forward to all those sorts of things. 
We can look forward to the grumpiness and the miserable attitude of the Premier who so clearly does not enjoy 
the job and continues to impose his moodiness upon the rest of us. We can look forward to that for another three 
years because the state has four-year fixed terms now and they could not have come soon enough for the 
Premier—only just in time. As has been observed by many journalists and observers of politics in this state over 
the last couple of months, the Premier in many respects was saved by the ability to hold out, to keep up the 
deception, and to continue to maintain the mirage and the veiled impression of honesty for just long enough. He 
was fortunate enough to maintain that for just long enough so that he was able to get through to the state election 
in March and then stumble over the line to where the truth was revealed. Immediately after the election the 
promises began to be broken one after the other—one after the other they fell. The fully costed, fully funded joke 
was revealed in its entirety. The nastiness and the meanness became evident in the way he treated people who 
had engaged in a moral, if not legal, contract for the solar panel rebate; the 457 visa fiasco; the broken promise 
regarding forced amalgamations in local government; and the most savage cuts to education in 39 years, 
according to the president of the Western Australian Primary Principals’ Association. All these things have come 
into stark clarity since the election, in such a short time; it has been almost six months. Were the people of 
Western Australia to have seen that prior to March, we know what the result would have been. I am sure that the 
people on the other side of the chamber are just counting their lucky stars and are very, very thankful. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Dr K.D. Hames (Minister for Health). 

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 2) 2013 

Receipt 

Bill received from the Council. 
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FAIR TRADING AMENDMENT BILL 2013 
Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion by Mr P.T. Miles (Parliamentary Secretary), read a first time. 

Explanatory memorandum presented by the parliamentary secretary. 

Second Reading 
MR P.T. MILES (Wanneroo — Parliamentary Secretary) [6.07 pm] — by leave: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

The Fair Trading Amendment Bill 2013 has two objectives. The first, and primary, purpose of the bill is to bring 
the Australian Consumer Law in Western Australia into line with the Australian Consumer Law in force in all 
other Australian jurisdictions. Its second purpose is to make a number of amendments that will improve the 
administration of the Fair Trading Act 2010 and correct a small number of anomalies and drafting errors. 
The Australian Consumer Law is a nationally consistent consumer law. Under the Intergovernmental Agreement 
for the Australian Consumer Law, Western Australia agreed to apply the Australian Consumer Law as a law of 
Western Australia. This was achieved by the Fair Trading Act 2010, which came into operation on 1 January 
2011 and applied the commonwealth Australian Consumer Law in force on that date as a law of Western 
Australia. However, unlike other Australian jurisdictions, Western Australia’s Fair Trading Act does not 
automatically apply amendments made to the commonwealth Australian Consumer Law to Western Australia. 
Instead, such amendments must be adopted by specific amending legislation passed by the Parliament of 
Western Australia. 

The Australian Consumer Law in Western Australia currently differs from the law in all other jurisdictions due 
to amendments that have been passed and have come into operation since the Australian Consumer Law was first 
enacted. Those amendments have been agreed to by all jurisdictions, including Western Australia, pursuant to 
the voting arrangement provided for in the intergovernmental agreement. Accordingly, this bill amends the Fair 
Trading Act 2010 to apply the commonwealth Australian Consumer Law in force on 1 January 2013 as a law of 
Western Australia. This means that Western Australia will adopt all the amendments to the commonwealth 
Australian Consumer Law that have come into effect up to and including that date. 

In addition to aligning Western Australian Consumer Law to that of the rest of the country, the bill will ensure 
that the amendments to the commonwealth Australian Consumer Law will apply to Western Australian 
businesses that are not corporations. The limitations on the commonwealth’s constitutional powers to legislate 
mean that the commonwealth Australian Consumer Law applies only to corporations. Businesses that operate 
under a different business structure, such as sole traders or partnerships, are governed by the Western Australian 
version of the Australian Consumer Law. Although there may be only a few differences between the two 
versions of the Australian Consumer Law, businesses should not have to operate under different laws depending 
on their business structure. It is advisable that Western Australia adopt the amendments that have occurred so 
that the law under which businesses operate is the same, regardless of their business structure and so that 
consumers can enjoy equal protection from uniform laws regardless of the business structure of the entity with 
which they are dealing. 

The amendments sought to be adopted include the introduction of interpretive principles into the unconscionable 
conduct provisions in order to assist the courts, consumers and businesses to understand the scope of the 
prohibition on unconscionable conduct. These principles clarify, rather than alter, the effect of the statutory 
prohibition of unconscionable conduct. 

Other minor amendments affecting the definition of “document” and references to the Standards Association of 
Australia in the Australian Consumer Law will also be adopted. As well as aligning Western Australia’s version 
of the Australian Consumer Law with the rest of Australia, the bill also makes a number of other amendments to 
the Fair Trading Act 2010. It amends the Fair Trading Act to empower the Commissioner for Consumer 
Protection to assume conduct of any legal action already commenced by a consumer or business, or to defend 
any legal action against a consumer or business that is already underway. This will serve as an adjunct to the 
power the commissioner already possesses to institute or defend proceedings on behalf of a consumer or 
business where it is proper to do so and in the public interest. 
Furthermore, the bill makes it an indictable offence to not comply with an order of the Supreme Court or District 
Court that prohibits the payment or transfer of money or other property. It expands the number of licensing acts 
in the consumer protection portfolio under which the commissioner can exercise specific investigation and 
enforcement powers. It also addresses anomalies and drafting errors in the Fair Trading Act 2010. 

The reforms in this bill will enable Western Australia to meet its obligations under the intergovernmental 
agreement for the Australian Consumer Law as well as improve the clarity and effectiveness of the legislation.  
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I commend the bill to the house. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Ms S.F. McGurk. 

STATUTES (REPEALS AND MINOR AMENDMENTS) BILL 2013 
Receipt 

Bill received from the Council. 

House adjourned at 6.13 pm 
__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — COMMUNICATION AGREEMENTS 

305. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
I refer to the signing of communication agreements following the formation of the new Ministry, and I ask: 

(a) could the Minister provide the date when communication agreements were signed by the Minister for 
each respective department, agency or government-owned corporation the Minister is responsible for; 

(b) the names of the people who signed off on each agreement; 

(c) the name of the department contact for each agreement; 

(d) as at 7 June 2013 have any communication agreements not yet been signed and if so, what is the name 
of the department, agency or government-owned corporation that a communication agreement has not 
been formalised; and 

(e) could the Minster table a copy of each communication agreement? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
(a)–(c)  The details for required communications agreements between the Attorney General; Minister for 

Commerce and relevant agencies are as follows: 

Agency  (a) Date signed   (b) Signees  (c) Department Contact 

Department of the 
Attorney General 25 March 2013  Cheryl Gwilliam  Please refer to part (b) 

Department of 
Commerce 9 April 2013  Brian Bradley  Please refer to part (b) 

WorkCover  18 April 2013  Michelle Reynolds  Please refer to part (b) 

(d)  The Attorney General is presently seeking clarification on application to other bodies. 

(e)  Yes. [See paper 767.]  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CROSBY/ TEXTOR RESEARCH 

609. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Crosby/Textor Research, since 1 July 
2012 and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
No. 

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — SANTORO CONSULTING 

621. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Santoro Consulting, since 1 July 2012 
and, if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
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(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
No. 

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — DUDA & WILLS 

633. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Duda & Wills, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
 

(a) (b) (c) (d)–(e) 

1 November 2012 
Top Iron Pty Ltd and 
China Volant Industry 
Corporation 

This was a courtesy meeting whereby the 
attendees provided me with an overview of 
their business interests and operations 

Attorney General 
Mr Jeremy Lee 
Dr Andrew Whitehead 
Mr Wu Xiaonian 
Liu Erqi 
Mr Bruce Richardson 
Mr Nick Revell 
Messrs Yu, Xu and Li 

28 March 2013 AME Pty Ltd E-mail seeking a meeting Peter Groves, Fay Duda 
4 April 2013 AME Pty Ltd E-mail confirmation of meeting Peter Groves, Fay Duda 

10 April 2013 AME Pty Ltd Australian Marine Complex leasing and 
waterfront facilities 

Peter Groves, Mr Saul 
Wende, Fay Duda and 
Professor Ray Wills 

 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — PROFESSIONAL PUBLIC RELATIONS 

645. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Professional Public Relations (PPP), 
since 1 July 2012 and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
No. 

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — KREAB GAVIN ANDERSON 

657. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Kreab Gavin Anderson, since 1 July 2012 
and, if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
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(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
No. 

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — BARTON DEAKIN 

669. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Barton Deakin, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 

(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
No. 

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — CANNINGS PURPLE 

681. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist Cannings Purple, since 1 July 2012 and, 
if yes: 

(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
No. 
(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — FTI CONSULTING 

693. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist FTI Consulting, since 1 July 2012 and, if 
yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 
(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
No. 

(a)–(e)  Not applicable. 
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GRA EVERINGHAM 

705. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
Could the Minister advise if the Minister, or any staff member or placement within the Minister’s Offices, has 
had any contact or meetings with representatives of registered lobbyist GRA Everingham, since 1 July 2012 and, 
if yes: 
(a) what were the dates of the contact(s) or meeting(s); 
(b) what was the name of the client being represented during the contact; 
(c) what was the nature or subject of discussion during the contact(s) or meeting(s); 

(d) were other people present during the contact(s) or meeting(s); and 

(e) what were the names of the people present? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
No. 
(a)–(e)  [See paper 768.] 

MINISTERS — AIR CHARTER USE 

971. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
I refer to the Minister’s use of ministerial air-charter services, and ask for the period since 1 January 2013: 

(a) on what date or dates did the Minister use a ministerial air-charter service; 

(b) what was the destination for each use of a ministerial air-charter service; 

(c) what are the names of all persons on the manifest for each trip undertaken by the Minister using a 
ministerial air-charter service; and 

(d) what was the additional cost associated with each use of a ministerial air-charter service outside the 
primary contract fee paid by the State? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
(a)–(d)  For details of ministerial air-charter services which the Minister has chartered the use of [See paper 

769.] 

SOUTH WEST ROADS — FUNDING 

999. Mr M.P. Murray to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to correspondence from the Shire of West Arthur to Mohammad Siddiqui, Regional Manager of Main 
Roads, Wheatbelt South Region, dated 3 July 2013, requesting planning be undertaken for overtaking lanes on 
Coalfields Highway at the following locations: Between Bowelling Siding and the top of Bowelling Hill; 4km 
west of Darkan (Perry’s Hill); Between Fleay’s and Clarke roads; Between Centaur and Quins roads; Mt Latham 
west of Wagin; Between Arthur River and Wireless Station Road, and ask: 

(a) what consideration has Main Roads given to the Shire of West Arthur’s request; 
(b) is funding proposed for the suggested overtaking lanes in the 2013–2014 Budget: 

(i) if applicable, how much funding has been allocated and over what time frame; and 

(ii) if no funding proposed, why not; and 

(c) if funding is allocated for overtaking lanes on Coalfields Highway in the Shire of West Arthur, is Main 
Roads Western Australia prepared to commit to completing these works prior to the commencement of 
grain exports from Bunbury Port, which Bunge plans to begin by mid-2014? 

Mr T.R. Buswell replied: 
The Main Roads Western Australia advises: 

(a)–(c)  Following visits by Parliamentary Secretary Hon Jim Chown MLC with local government 
representatives in the South West and Wheatbelt South regions recently, Main Roads has been asked to 
assess the road and bridge upgrades required along the State road network, including Coalfields 
Highway and the Collie–Lake King Road to facilitate current and future transport tasks. This 
assessment is underway and will include the need for any passing lanes. The Shire of West Arthur’s 
requested sites for treatment will be considered as part of the assessment. Once completed, Main Roads’ 
costed assessment and recommendations will be submitted for Government funding consideration and 
prioritisation 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING SERVICES  

1031. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for Commerce: 
I refer to each agency, department and government-trading enterprise within the Minister’s portfolio of 
responsibilities, and I ask: 

(a) does the agency, department or government-trading enterprise use the services of the Media Monitoring 
Unit based at Dumas House; and 

(b) does the agency, department or government-trading enterprise use media monitoring services other than 
those provided by the Media Monitoring Unit: 
(i) if yes to (b), which company provides the media monitoring service; and 

(ii) if yes to (b), what is the annual cost of this service? 

Dr K.D. Hames replied: 
Corruption and Crime Commission 

(a)–(b) Yes.  
(i) iSentia.  
(ii) The total cost of this media monitoring service for the 2012–2013 Financial Year was 

$18,803.97 (GST exclusive). 
Commissioner for Children and Young People 

(a) Yes 

(b) No 
(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 

Department of Commerce 
(a) Yes 
(b) Yes. 

(i) Sentia Media 
(ii) $94,432.05  

Department of the Attorney General 
(a) Yes 
(b) No 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable 
Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions 
(a) No. 
(b) Yes. 

(i) iSentia Pty Ltd, the parent company of a company formerly known as Media Monitors 
Australia. 

(ii) $39,903 in 2012/1013 (exclusive of GST). 

Equal Opportunity Commission 
(a) Yes 
(b) No 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable 
Office of the Information Commissioner 
(a) Yes 
(b) No 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable 

Legal Aid 
(a) Yes 
(b) No 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable. 
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Legal Practice Board of Western Australia 
(a) No 
(b) No 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable 
Legal Profession Complaints Committee 
(a) No 
(b) No 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable 
Law Reform Commission of Western Australia 
(a) Yes 

(b) No 
(i)–(ii) Not applicable 

State Solicitor’s Office 

(a) Yes 

(b) No 
(i)–(ii) Not applicable 

Solicitor General’s Office 

(a) Yes 

(b) No 
(i)–(ii) Not applicable 

Western Australia Industrial Relations Commission 
(a)–(b) No 
(b) No 

(i)–(ii) Not applicable 
WorkCover 
(a)–(b) Yes. 

(i) Dialogix 

(ii) $3540 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — SOCIAL MEDIA USE  

1045. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Police; Tourism; Road Safety; Women’s Interests: 
In relation to all agencies, departments and government-trading enterprises within the Minister’s portfolio of 
responsibilities, I ask: 

(a) does the agency, department or government-trading enterprise maintain a social media presence; 

(b) what is the social media site or sites which the organisation regularly uses; 

(c) when did the organization commence using the social media site or sites; 

(d) what is the general nature of the organisation’s use of the social media site or sites; and 

(e) what is the total cost, if any, of the organisation’s presence on social media sites? 

Mrs L.M. Harvey replied: 
Western Australia Police 
(a) Yes 

(b) Western Australia Police currently maintains corporate Facebook, Twitter and YouTube accounts (one 
in each category). In addition, WA Police has between June and August 2013, trialled devolved social 
media at police stations for operational benefit. The trial has involved the creation of Twitter accounts 
for seven stations in the North–West Metropolitan District and two stations in the South–West District 
(Busselton and Australind), as well as one North–West Metropolitan District Facebook page. The trial 
concluded on 1 September 2013 and will now enter a review phase.  
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(c) WA Police social media (corporate accounts):  

• Twitter — June 2010 
• Facebook — August 2011 
• YouTube — September 2011 

(d) To share timely and accurate information with the public about policing matters, to assist with crime 
resolution, crime prevention, community engagement and delivery of emergency public information 
during emergencies. 

(e) Nil. 

Tourism WA 
(a) Yes 

(b) Facebook, Twitter, YouTube and Weibo in China.  

(c) Twitter — December 2008 
Facebook — January 2011  
YouTube — January 2011 
Weibo — February 2013 

(d) The role of social media is to drive consideration for Western Australia as a holiday destination, to 
engage with our social media community and to support campaign messaging.  

(e) $81 607 (excl. GST) in the 2012–2013 financial year. 

Rottnest Island Authority 
(a) Yes 

(b) Facebook and Twitter. 

(c) Facebook — 8 January 2008  
Twitter — 24 December 2012 

(d) Community engagement and promotion of Rottnest Island. Social media is a low cost platform to 
engage with a key target market (younger generation). 

(e) $28 080 (excl. GST) in the 2012–13 financial year. 

Office of Road Safety 
The Office of Road Safety is administratively supported as part of Main Roads WA and as such the response will 
be included in the Main Roads WA response under the Minister for Transport. 

Women’s Interests 
Women’s Interests is administratively supported as part of the Department of Local Government and 
Communities and as such, the response will be included in the Department of Local Government and 
Communities response under the Minister for Local Government; Community Services; Seniors and 
Volunteering; Youth. 

__________ 
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