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THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House) took the chair at 3.00 pm, and read prayers. 

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE 116 
Statement by President 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Members, I have three brief statements. 
At the last sitting, Hon Ken Travers asked question without notice 116 of the parliamentary secretary 
representing the Minister for Transport. The minister’s response through the parliamentary secretary to parts (2) 
and (3) of the question states — 

The member should refer to standing order 103, and a recent ruling made by the President. 
I advise the house that there was nothing wrong with the question to the minister and that the ruling was not 
relevant. My ruling was in regard to any question asked of the parliamentary secretary, not a question to the 
minister about a parliamentary secretary. 

PARLIAMENTARY LIBRARY AND INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES 
Statement by President 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): I refer to a statement made in the last sitting week during the Address-
in-Reply debate concerning a change in Parliamentary Library opening hours, and the view that this had resulted 
in a diminution of service to members and had been introduced as a cost-saving measure. The Parliamentary 
Library opening hours were changed as a result of usage statistics collected during sitting times, which indicated 
low patronage after 9.00 pm. The library staff have the prerogative to keep the library open after 9.00 pm if it is 
being used by members. Library information is available 24/7 via the library’s pages on POWAnet to all 
members and their staff wishing to undertake research. I wish to advise members that, notwithstanding the 
obvious efficiencies in not providing under-utilised services, Mr Speaker and I have requested that the library 
revert to its 10.00 pm closing time on Tuesday and Wednesday sitting nights for the next sitting period, and that 
further usage statistics of library patronage on sitting nights occur. 

The other issue raised related to the ongoing situation regarding the provision of IT services to members of 
Parliament, as there is dual responsibility between executive government and the Parliament for these services. 
We have again requested that the Department of the Premier and Cabinet provide helpdesk-style services during 
all parliamentary sitting times. 

I might add that the normal process for raising issues of this type is either to write to the President in this place or 
to the Speaker in the other place; or, through members’ representatives, to raise it in the Parliamentary Services 
Committee. However, I understand and acknowledge that the session is young and new and that that committee 
has not had a chance to meet at this stage. 

QUEEN ELIZABETH II — CORONATION ANNIVERSARY 
Statement by President 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Honourable members, it is fitting to record in this Parliament on 
behalf of the people of Western Australia our congratulations on the completion of the sixtieth year of Her 
Majesty the Queen’s coronation on 2 June 1953. Sixty years ago, millions worldwide stopped to witness the 
spectacle as Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II was crowned in Westminster Abbey. Her Majesty’s jubilee and 
coronation is a historic occasion. It is a great milestone in the history of the constitutional monarchies of the 
Commonwealth, of which we are one.  

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

FAMILY COURT AMENDMENT (FAMILY VIOLENCE AND OTHER MEASURES) BILL 2013 
Notice of Motion to Introduce 

Notice of motion given by Hon Michael Mischin (Attorney General). 

SHIRE OF KELLERBERRIN DOGS LOCAL LAW 2012 — DISALLOWANCE 
Notice of Motion 

Notice of motion given by Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich.  
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RECREATIONAL HUNTING SYSTEMS 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Rick Mazza gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

That the Council — 

(a) acknowledges the success in other states of regulated, licensed recreational hunting systems 
and the valuable environmental contribution made in controlling pest animals on public lands, 
together with the economic, cultural and recreational benefits to the community; and 

(b) supports a government investigation of implementing and utilising a similar system in Western 
Australia. 

LIBERAL PARTY — ELECTION CLAIMS 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Ken Travers gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

That the Legislative Council condemns Premier Barnett and the Liberal Party for misleading the people 
of Western Australia during the March 2013 state election, when they claimed they had a “fully funded, 
fully costed” plan for Western Australia. 

GOODS AND SERVICES TAX — DISTRIBUTION 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Peter Katsambanis gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

That the Council — 

(a) notes the fundamental inequality in the current method of GST distribution between the states 
which sees Western Australia receive less than half of what it would receive on a per capita 
basis; 

(b) supports the introduction of a set per capita basis of distributing GST revenue amongst the 
states; and 

(c) calls for the balance of GST revenue beyond the set per capita distribution to be distributed in 
an agreed and target-based manner, creating a competitive environment which would drive 
productivity reforms and drive future growth across the Federation. 

PSYCHIATRIC HOSPITALS — PATIENT PROTECTION 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Sally Talbot gave notice that at the next sitting of the house she would move — 

That this house notes the findings of the Victorian Mental Illness Awareness Council that 45 per cent of 
women who are inpatients in psychiatric hospitals in that state are sexually assaulted while an inpatient, 
and calls on the government to take urgent action to —  

(a) establish the extent of similar problems in Western Australian psychiatric hospitals; and 

(b) protect women in WA psychiatric hospitals from sexual assault.  

FREMANTLE REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Simon O’Brien gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

That this house requests the government to establish a Fremantle redevelopment authority to coordinate 
and manage the planning and development of the greater Fremantle area, including all of North 
Fremantle. 

GENDER PAY GAP 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Alanna Clohesy gave notice that at the next sitting of the house she would move — 

That the Legislative Council notes that Western Australia continues to have the widest gender pay gap 
in Australia and calls on the government to conduct a pay equity inquiry as a matter of urgency and use 
the recommendations of that inquiry to formulate a two-year strategy to close the gender pay gap in 
WA. 
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MARINE PARKS 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Rick Mazza gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

That the Council — 

(a) supports a moratorium on any further marine parks in Western Australia and an investigation 
into the access and management of the current marine parks in Western Australia; and 

(b) supports the trial of seasonal and rotational opening of marine parks in Western Australia to 
allow licensed recreational fishers to fish in designated areas in marine parks in Western 
Australia.  

DEPARTMENT FOR CHILD PROTECTION AND FAMILY SUPPORT — BUDGET 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Sally Talbot gave notice that at the next sitting of the house she would move — 

That this house condemns the Barnett government for failing to quarantine essential front-line services 
from budget cuts, in particular the Department for Child Protection and Family Support. 

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from 23 May on the following motion moved by Hon Liz Behjat — 

That the following address be presented to His Excellency — 

To His Excellency Malcolm McCusker, Companion of the Order of Australia, Commander of the Royal 
Victorian Order, Queen’s Counsel, Governor in and over the state of Western Australia and its 
dependencies in the commonwealth of Australia. 

May it please Your Excellency: We, the Members of the Legislative Council of the Parliament of 
Western Australia in Parliament assembled, beg to express our loyalty to our most gracious sovereign 
and thank Your Excellency for the speech you have been pleased to deliver to Parliament. 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the House) [3.14 pm]: I seek leave for 
Hon Alyssa Hayden to continue her remarks on Tuesday, 18 June 2013. 

The PRESIDENT: Twenty-four seconds of it. Is leave granted? 

Leave granted. 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [3.14 pm]: In responding to His Excellency Malcolm 
McCusker’s speech on the opening of the first session of the thirty-ninth Parliament on Thursday, 11 April, I 
wish to congratulate you, Mr President, on your re-election.  

I also take this opportunity to welcome new members to the house and welcome back old members. It is good to 
see them back here, although there are fewer on my side.  

The PRESIDENT: Long-serving members.  

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I will touch on a number of matters that His Excellency Malcolm McCusker 
addressed in his speech, but, first, I would like to mention some things that happened to me in the few months 
leading up to the state election. I thank the Greens candidates in the Mining and Pastoral Region who supported 
me and the Greens political party. I identify Chris Maher, the Greens Kimberley candidate, who attained an 
incredible 23.5 per cent of the vote, the highest ever Greens vote in Western Australia when in competition with 
the three major parties. At Broome Primary School the Greens attained 45 per cent of the vote; at Broome Senior 
High School, 38 per cent; and at Cable Beach, 38 per cent. A clear message came about of Broome about the 
James Price Point development.  

I thank Tim Hall, the Greens candidate for the seat of Kalgoorlie. In Kalgoorlie, I also thank an organisation 
called Dads And Mums Against Green Extremists. DAMAGE was set up specifically to target the Greens, but in 
fact it helped to retain our vote by focusing on the Greens and identifying some of the issues it stands for. Many 
years ago former federal member of Parliament Michael Beahan told me that if your opposition is invisible, the 
worst thing you can do is identify them. Until the establishment of DAMAGE, the Greens to a large degree had 
been invisible in the Kalgoorlie media. But in the last two to three weeks of the election, the Greens were front 
and centre in the media and retained its vote. Michael Beahan’s point was that if somebody is not grabbing the 
attention, do not highlight them, but DAMAGE did exactly that. It ran repeated advertisements in the Kalgoorlie 
Miner, which stated —  
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Ever wondered why there’s virtually no 
mining in Victoria or Tasmania? 
It’s certainly got nothing to do with a lack of minerals! 
It’s because the Greens have made it TOO HARD 
and most mining companies have simply moved elsewhere 
That’s why WA loses most of our GST revenue 
It goes to prop up the anti-mining states 
It also explains why Tasmania is now such an economic basket case 
with double our unemployment rates 
especially amongst the young 
That’s why so many young Tasmanians are in Kalgoorlie 
But WA is catching up fast 
Drilling to explore for new deposits fell 28% last year 
The Greens are making it too hard in WA as well 
which is why many mining companies are going elsewhere 

Coming from the mining industry and knowing that I do not have any power in this place, I wonder what level of 
influence the Greens or indeed I have in forcing mining companies to go elsewhere. I am sure that when I finish 
in this place, I will probably go back to the mining industry, which is where I came from.  

It went on to state — 
This doesn’t affect the mining companies much 
but it does affect the rest of us left behind 
because the mining companies create jobs overseas 
instead of here in WA 
That’s why you should 
Vote the Greens LAST 
If you live and work in the Goldfields 
the Greens are your biggest enemy 
Vote the Greens LAST 

The advertisement identified a number of people involved in DAMAGE, Dads And Mums Against Green 
Extremists. As members may know, eventually all emails and correspondence pertaining to that group became 
public. I will not list all the names on those emails, but significant donations came from a range of people, and, 
suffice to say, some people within the ranks of DAMAGE considered it was not having enough of a damaging 
effect upon the Greens. Therefore, they went outside the organisation and released a series of emails. 

It is important to note, when dealing with that matter, that it would be really useful to identify what the state of 
Tasmania is. We have had it on sort of good authority that there is no mining in Tasmania and the mining 
industry is declining. I will refer to the annual review—the Mineral Resources Tasmania document. But, before I 
get to that, I would like to point out that the United Tasmania Group—the Greens—was formed in 1972. Since 
then there has been a 15-fold increase in mining in Tasmania. In 2008–09, the Tasmanian economy derived 
$1.372 billion from mining, which was an increase of some $200 million over the previous year, and since 2001, 
it was an increase of something like three times the economic return from mining. Quite clearly, the statements 
contained within the DAMAGE document were fallacious in the extreme. The mineral production values in the 
document identified the achievements against strategies in 2010–11. Mineral exploration expenditure continued 
to grow strongly in 2010–11. According to the Australian Bureau of Statistics, mineral exploration in Tasmania 
for the 2010–11 financial year was valued at $37.3 million, which was up 80 per cent on the $20.7 million in the 
previous year. Over this period, Tasmania’s share of national expenditure increased from 0.93 per cent to 
1.26 per cent, which was the highest rate of increase of any state or jurisdiction. Spending on exploration for new 
deposits increased from $13.5 million to $17 million, while exploration on existing deposits increased 
substantially from $7.2 million to $20.3 million for the corresponding year. 

I go back to the original statement made by DAMAGE in which it was really concerned that this state’s 
exploration had dropped by 28 per cent. I just want to point out the fundamental mistruth in the document that 
appeared several times in the Kalgoorlie Miner. However, having said that, I go on to thank wholeheartedly the 
group DAMAGE for getting me re-elected. 
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Moving on, across the electorate, I want to thank Julie Matheson, our candidate in the Pilbara; Des Pike in 
North West Central; Giorgia Johnson in Eyre; and my colleague Kado Muir, who stood as the number 2 on the 
Mining and Pastoral Region ticket. In the election, we maintained our primary vote throughout the Mining and 
Pastoral Region against the statewide three per cent drop in the Greens’ Legislative Council primary vote. The 
Kalgoorlie and Eyre subregions had smaller swings away than did Pilbara and North West Central. I would also 
like to thank Kim Dravnieks, my campaign manager; my daughter, Sara, who lives and works for the mining 
industry in Kalgoorlie; and Carmel Leahy, who ran the Kimberley campaign. 

It is an opportunity for me to also touch on the support that I have received in the period from 2009 to 2013. I 
wish to thank Helen Beech, who joined me initially; Tim Hall; Annemarie Hindinger, who was a volunteer; 
David Jones, who was a volunteer and is now a member of the permanent staff; Maria Mann; Kate Davis; 
Melanie Bainbridge; and Cameron Poustie, our research officer for all of that period for all the members. I just 
wanted to put it on record that I thank and support those people. 

It is also an opportunity for me to comment on the sad loss of my colleagues Giz Watson and Alison Xamon. I 
think mention has already been made of the work that Giz did as chair on a number of committees. In general, 
the house will miss the level of competency that she brought to that committee process. 

A situation occurred during the election; it was on one of the nights of the count. Unfortunately, my foster child, 
Martin Tigan, fell to the scourge of the Kimberley and committed suicide. Hon Sally Talbot, who was at the 
counting house, comforted me and looked after me during a time of extreme stress and remorse. 

I would now like to pay a little tribute to Martin Tigan. Martin was the son of Aubrey and Rosa Tigan, two 
Mayala people. Martin was born deaf, and as a result became a deaf-mute. At the age of five, the evidence 
became apparent to the people in the community and to Martin and Rosa. Martin came down to the Lucy Creeth 
Hospital Nursing Home in Cottesloe, where my partner at the time, Anna, was working. Through that process, 
we fostered Martin during his schooling period and during his rehabilitation and learning. Unfortunately, Martin 
never really got to have any proper verbal communication, but he learnt Auslan really well and was very good at 
integrating in all things around him. I never—this is the most surprising thing—saw Martin unhappy, even as a 
child, or in later life when I met him again. About two years ago I was invited to Aubrey’s house, and there was 
a sort of function in the garden where a number of chairs were placed. Aubrey brought the family out, and I sat 
on a chair along with the rest of the family. This young man, who was then 40 years of age, sat next to me, and I 
did not realise it was Martin. In the last couple of years I learnt to reconnect with him, and even during that time 
I never saw him be anything other than happy and smiling. 

After Martin passed away on 14 March, it became apparent that he had attempted suicide a number of times. 
Because of his condition, being deaf and mute, only the people who had an immediate relationship with him 
became aware of those issues, and a number of people set out to look after him in those situations. 
Unfortunately, no system was able to provide the sort of day-to-day support needed for someone who was deaf 
and mute and who had had suicidal tendencies. Unfortunately, the two people who had been spending time 
assisting Martin and looking after him were not in town on the day on which he eventually took his life. Now 
that Hon Sally Talbot is back in the chamber, again I would like to thank Sally for her help during that time. I 
went to Lombadina and assisted with the funeral. There is a really almost a macabre, bizarre element to this. As I 
said, Martin was always a joker—and guess what? When they came to put him in the ground, they had not dug 
the grave long enough to accept his body. All the community there saw the joke; it was really quite funny. This 
was Martin’s last hurrah: “You’re not putting me in the bloody ground!” Excuse my expression, Mr President. It 
is a very sad time of my life. Unfortunately, my partner, Anna, had already passed away and did not get to meet 
Martin once I had reconnected with him. I thought it was important to just put that on record.  

Suicide is not just an issue in the state but also an incredibly debilitating, destructive situation that is occurring in 
the Kimberley and it occurs time and again. I really think that we need to do more in relation to suicide in the 
Kimberley than just this broad $13 million approach to suicide prevention across the state. We need that sort of 
funding in the Kimberley region to assist with suicide prevention. Having said that, I was recently confronted 
with a suicide in Roebourne. Do members know what the Roebourne people said? They said, “The Kimberley 
disease has made it down to the Pilbara.” That is what they see it as. I am not being critical of the minister, but I 
urge the minister to try her hardest to go get the sort of funding that we have heard about, the $13 million, and 
put it into the Kimberley and the Kimberley alone. That is where it is needed.  

Moving on, I suppose if that was a lowlight, I go to a highlight. I had the honour of attending the Indigenous 
protected areas ceremony at well 6 on the Canning Stock Route, which is north of Wiluna. It was very pleasing 
to see Mr Wyatt from the other house in attendance, along with my federal colleague Rachel Siewert and a 
former member of this place and a representative of federal Labor, Louise Pratt, who was there to facilitate the 
ceremony. It was a really moving occasion insomuch as it was great to see 1 000-odd people back out on country 
and young men who were going through the whole Wiluna issue of alcohol, a lack of responsibility or feeling of 
being, actually back out on country under a ranger program and to see the excitement, enthusiasm and passion 
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with which they addressed the jobs that they had been given. Another ranger program involving the Martu 
people runs from Kiwirrkurra, Parnngurr, Punmu, down past Jigalong, and through the Canning Stock Route. 
Now this new ranger program under the IPA will move from Wiluna up the Canning Stock Route to meet the 
other ranger program.  

We spent three days out there. I was very privileged to go out with some of the men and, as a part-time 
archaeologist, as some members may know, visit some of the paintings and carvings in the Carnarvon Range. It 
was really useful and really good to see that the four-wheel drive community was also at the ceremony. It was 
working with the mob in putting forward programs to upkeep, maintain and assist in the maintenance and future 
of the Canning Stock Route. The Indigenous protected area in no way inhibits development; it does not impede 
mining development and it creates no impediment to any other form of development. In fact, it puts the Martu 
back in charge of the area. There are areas in the Carnarvon Range that are very, very important. I understand 
that Birriliburu, which is the group, is negotiating to make sure that certain areas of heritage and cultural value 
are not impacted in that area. So my hat is taken off well and truly to the work that the Central Desert land 
council did in getting this project up and running. It is a marvellous project. It is about people back on country, it 
is about self-esteem and it is about stopping the rot in places such as Wiluna. A lot can be learnt from these sorts 
of projects and the way in which Indigenous people really come to fruition as individuals in the process of 
working back on country and doing the right thing by country. 

Touching on that same area, not far from there is again an issue that is pertinent for me—namely, the Toro 
Energy uranium mine at Wiluna. I have met with a number of people involved with the project and I have met 
with the company at different times. I really want to try to give a technical explanation. Quite often we are told 
that uranium is radioactive. It has this issue quite often of impacting people through its radioactivity. Uranium 
produces alpha, beta and gamma; they are the three radioactive components. Very seldom do people experience 
the problems of radon, but in an open-cut pit or in an underground working, people can be exposed to beta or 
gamma. It is never usually enough to do them any particular harm. I seem to have defeated my own argument 
here, but the problem with uranium mining is not beta or gamma; it is alpha. If I had a lump of uranium in my 
hand—I am licensed to hold uranium—it would not harm anyone in this room and it would not harm me. I could 
put it in my pocket and it would not harm me, because the level of radioactivity is not high enough to do me any 
damage. It is only when I enhance it into fissionable material that it changes its component. The problem is that 
it creates alpha. Alpha is a very, very low level radiation. The skin’s epidermis or a piece of paper or plastic is 
enough to stop alpha radiation. But the problem with alpha radiation is that it is part of radon and is contained 
within any dust samples associated with that nuclear material. Any material inhaled—either the host rock or the 
uranium itself—that is under 0.25 parts per million that enters the alveoli of the lung will create a macrophage, 
which, sometime in the region of 15 years to 20 years, will have the potential to lead to cancer in exactly the 
same way as crocidolite, or blue asbestos, does.  

In 1999 I went to the tenth annual Indigenous Environmental Network conference in the United States. While 
there, on 1 June I had the unique opportunity to listen to the fate of both the Dineh Navajo and the Dene of Great 
Bear Lake, Canada. The participants came from South America, Mexico, Australia, the Philippines and Alaska, 
and there were representatives from the Shoshone, the Lakota Sioux, the Tesuque Pueblo, Navajo and the 
Hualapai, and many other Indian nations were represented. I imagine there to have been somewhere in the region 
of about 15 000 to 20 000 people on the top of Sandia Mountains outside Albuquerque. The conference focused 
on the effect of uranium and nuclear issues on Indigenous communities, and the support for the Dineh people’s 
fight against uranium mining at Crownpoint and Church Rock.  

I had the honour of meeting a woman called Dorothy Purley at that conference, and I will quote some of her 
comments from the conference. For 10 years, Dorothy drove a truck and worked as an ore crusher at Jackpile 
mine in Laguna Pueblo. Dorothy miscarried three children, her brother had cancer and had passed away, and 
other family members were victims of leukaemia and diabetes and were on dialysis. She said, “So many have 
died; most of the people I worked with at the mine are gone. There are children who will never know their 
fathers.” Purley, who was crying at this time, said, “Look at me; some of my friends don’t even recognise me. 
But I thank the good Lord, and Mother Earth, who is helping me stand on her”; shortly after the conference, 
Dorothy, unfortunately, passed away from cancer associated with working at Jackpile mine. She went on to say, 
“Uranium mining has desecrated not only our earth, but our traditional cultural lifestyles. It has desecrated the 
lives of our Navajo, Dineh, Acoma and Laguna peoples.”  

It is also interesting to note that at the same time I met people again from a tribal nation called Dene—spelt 
slightly differently—from Great Bear Lake in Canada. They were dealing with the issue of no longer having any 
males in the community because after the 15 years or 20 years most had passed away; that tribe was importing 
males into the community to teach the dynamics of relationships with males.  

Toro Energy’s mine will be operating in a very dry, arid and dusty environment not far from Wiluna. It is the 
only project on the shortlist at moment, but I am led to believe, having read the documentation, that that project 
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may not even get off the ground. The price of uranium fell below $40 a pound for the first time since 2009, and 
is now at $39.87 a pound. Despite industry claims that the demand for uranium would increase, prices have not 
pushed through the $45 mark since December last year. According to the Mining Australia website — 

The West Australian reported low uranium prices is causing concern on local uranium juniors such as 
Toro Energy who are in the bid for partners to help fund the $269 million Wiluna project. 

Interestingly, my federal colleague, Senator Scott Ludlum, commissioned Economists at Large, an economic 
think-tank, to prepare a report on the economics of the Toro project. According to report, it is pertinent to note 
that — 

… the net present value (NPV) of $A 34Mn, however, this does not include any closure costs for the 
project. There has been no official closure cost estimate submitted by Toro Energy that we are aware of. 
We conducted an NPV sensitivity analysis and concluded that: 

• Adding a closure cost to the model based on closed uranium mines in Europe and the USA will 
almost certainly deliver negative NPV even if incurred at the end of the project in 2029. 
Applying the low end of the range of global benchmark closure costs of $A10.3/lb U3O8 
would result in a nominal closure cost of $A223Mn in 2029, which applied to our Mid case 
results in NPV $A -2.15Mn. 

We know these sorts of figures are being assessed by many who wish to invest in Toro, and as we have seen, 
Toro’s shares—notwithstanding having permission to go ahead—are falling through the floor. So, is uranium 
economic? Will it ever be up and running? My view is that the pure economics of the project will knock it on the 
head. The Wiluna project sits very high on the cost curve of global uranium projects. We have to remember that 
the Wiluna project is probably—I am taking a rough guess at this—about 1.5 per cent uranium per volume of 
ore, which is normal for uranium in those roll front deposits in the sandstone region. When we compare this with 
the 30 per cent uranium content in Canada, we start to wonder where the economics really come from.  

The government made much of its economic performance, but I would like to return to the Auditor General’s 
report on major capital projects in 2012, which looked at the 20 highest value non-residential building projects—
hospitals, prisons, offices and the like—but did not look at the Muja project. The Auditor General found there to 
be inadequacies in transparency and accountability. The cost overruns for these projects averaged 114 per cent 
up to 200 per cent, and were, on average, completed 16 months late. Just yesterday, Minister Hames admitted 
that Fiona Stanley Hospital would be even further delayed by up to a year before it is fully operational and that it 
will cost millions to compensate Serco for the breach of contractual staffing arrangements. 
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: It is billions, isn’t it? 
Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I think it is millions. I turn to the newspaper—the newspapers are never wrong! I 
think it actually says millions in this article from Lucy Martin. The minister said he will negotiate with the 
company but concedes that the delay could cost the government millions of dollars. I wonder whether some of 
the election promises can be met, based on some of the projections that we are seeing and the revenue writedown 
of $2 billion due to the iron ore royalty forecast bungle. Even worse, what if another price drop occurs? I note 
that the spot price for iron ore dropped today to $110 per tonne. I make it clear that when we look forward 
fiscally, we must remember that this state and all the other states are catching up, to a large degree, on the global 
financial crisis. That is not necessarily this government’s or indeed the federal government’s fault; it is the 
reality of the times in which we live. Recently, I sat down with BHP Billiton and discussed some of its 
expansion projects and where it was going with the outer harbour developments in Hedland. BHP clearly 
enunciated that it will work on a business-as-usual basis with no further expansion or investment. It will just 
produce iron ore, market it, and put it on the ships as economically as it can. The problem is that if the iron ore 
price—our principal royalty earner—takes another dive, it will have an immense effect on the future. 

A motion on the GST was moved today. The GST is an unusual beast because of the way it was created. Many 
people have said that it has had a marked effect on Western Australia. The nature of the GST is that it returns to 
individuals across the whole of Australia the same basic income, or return, on their taxation dollar. When this 
state was involved in the negotiations on the GST and established the current GST arrangement, the state made 
sure that when it was getting a low return on iron ore, the state got its fair share of the GST revenue. 
Unfortunately, when we saw the boom, there was a disassociation with that agreement and we now lose 
somewhere in the region of 70 per cent of our royalties through vertical fiscal equalisation with the federal 
government. However, we still retain 30 per cent more than any other state. We must remember that we are 
approximately 30 per cent better off under that arrangement than Tasmania, New South Wales and Victoria, 
although that is not the case with Queensland. We must be mindful also when projecting forward expenditure 
that the adjustment of the GST takes about three years to take effect. The adjustments that are made today are 
based on the earnings from our royalties to date and are implemented by a vertical fiscal equalisation 
arrangement in about three years. Therefore, Western Australia is always either doing exceptionally well from 
the GST arrangement because we are moving into a downturn, or doing exceptionally badly out of the GST 
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arrangement because we are moving into a boom. They do not follow. When we are doing well, we are also 
doing well out of the GST arrangement but when we are doing badly after coming out of a boom cycle, we are 
also doing badly out of the GST arrangement. Our highs are high and our lows are low. 

The Barnett government has clamped down on spending. The Premier said that a sharp fall in iron ore prices 
such as that which occurred last September could empty state coffers and Western Australia would have to wait 
some time to get extra GST revenue to compensate that. Mr Barnett was commenting on the very same point that 
I just raised. State debt is projected to reach $23.7 billion even before the 2013 election promises are added. We 
must look at some of the capital expenditure that was itemised in the document. My note seems to have gone, so 
I will move on. 
I will again return to the issue of iron ore royalties. I am mindful that in the 2012–13 Economic and Fiscal 
Outlook, the iron ore spot price was expected to moderate in the out years with the effective price of iron ore 
fines projected to fall from $146.30 a tonne to an average of $90.60 a tonne by 2015–16. Today that figure is 
$110 a tonne; therefore, we still have a fair way to go, according to the projections in general government 
revenue, which estimate that it will drop to $90.60 a tonne. As someone who is interested in the mining industry, 
I follow very closely what is reported each day in the MiningNews. It was interesting to note that on Wednesday, 
5 June, PricewaterhouseCoopers concluded in its tenth annual global report into the minerals industry that the 
2012 profits among the world’s 40 largest miners were in fact at 2006 levels, down 49 per cent, or $69.7 billion. 
The return on capital fell by 10 per cent to eight per cent. Jock O’Callaghan from PricewaterhouseCoopers 
identified that the plunge in profits in Australia was worse than the GFC, that the profit plunge is the deepest in 
the past decade and that it may be the biggest ever. Revenues of $731 billion were flat and represented only the 
second time in the past 10 years when revenues failed to grow. The key issue is that we need to be mindful that 
revenues are declining. We can all say that everything is fine and carry on as if nothing is wrong. It is not an 
issue of government’s responsibility; it is a fact of life. Governments of any ilk, both federal and state, must take 
on board what this will mean into the future. I want to touch on some other things shortly.  

It is a shame that over the last period we have seen that the MAX—Metro Area Express—light rail has been 
delayed beyond 2018 as promised because it is more complex than first thought. The stamp duty on non-real 
assets was not abolished as promised. That was the second time it was promised. This significantly affects the 
small business sector. The Swan Valley bypass is a highway plan to remove heavy trucks from the Swan Valley. 
Is it a promise? The Premier and Treasurer have contradicted each other. The Treasurer said in a question in 
Hansard on 15 May that it was a promise. Then Premier Colin Barnett said it is more complex than first thought. 
He claimed that during the election the Liberals only ever promised to start the first section of 37 kilometres of 
roadway, but in written clarification to the upper house Mr Buswell later confirmed that the promise was to build 
the entire stretch. To a large degree these are promises in the past. Power prices have increased more than 
promised—above inflation level. Otherwise debt would have blown out further. This was well-known before the 
election, as Under Treasurer Tim Marney had pointed out quite clearly in the pre-election rounds that this would 
be a problem. A bit later I want to talk more on power prices and where that fits with where we will be fiscally in 
this state in the future. I think it was Hon Ken Travers who asked the question about the Perth–Darwin highway 
and the issues there.  
I want to move on to where we will be with energy in the future. It is a complex issue, as the Leader of the 
House would know from having been Minister for Energy. Many things play on our energy prices. Again, I 
make it very, very clear that whatever the state government says, the problems are there and neither the current 
government nor the previous government could do anything about them. We have an ageing system. The wires 
need a great deal of maintenance and upkeep and there needs to be a significant amount of spend in that area. 
One of the problems that we are facing in this state is that 60 per cent of our energy in the south west 
interconnected system comes from gas. Until recently, that gas was relatively cheap because it was accessed 
through a long-term contract with the North West Shelf joint venturers. Basically, the contract comes to an end 
in 2015. Because of my involvement in the mining and petroleum industry, it is quite apparent that the prices that 
we pay for our gas from Gorgon will be, at minimum, somewhere between 100 and 300 per cent more than the 
prices we are currently paying. We do not know because it is commercial-in-confidence information, but from 
talking to the people who negotiated the contracts, I know that to be the case. That will mean that beyond 
2015 there will be something like a doubling, if not a tripling, of gas prices to provide electricity in the south 
west interconnected system. At the same time there is starting to be a decline. Maybe it is not declining now, but 
under the original scenarios of expanding our mining industry, there was to be a discrepancy between available 
gas and gas for domestic purposes. I went to the Pilbara industry conference last year and listened to a 
presentation by a representative of ACIL Tasman that encouraged the mining industry to consider investing in 
new forms of energy other than gas or distillate because of the demand side for the south west interconnected 
system that would occur beyond 2015. In an address to the Energy in Western Australia Conference in 2012, 
Mark Chatfield of ACIL Tasman made a number of salient points. I could read out the whole document, but it is 
really very, very droll and dry because it is very, very technical. He said, under 3, “Generation expansion and 
replacement in the SWIS” — 
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By 2025, it is expected that Verve will retire Kwinana C, Muja AB again, and the frame 6 gas turbines 
at Pinjar. This represents the retirement of 460 MW of coal fired plant, and 227 MW of gas fired plant 
assuming Kwinana C runs on coal. 

He identified that there would be a retirement. He then went on to state — 
Therefore, to fuel a competitive generation sector, and hence minimise the generated cost of electricity 
in the SWIS, will require multiple sources of gas and multiple sources of coal, each of which would 
have a clear commercial imperative to sell its coal or gas ahead of another producer. Unfortunately, we 
do not have that situation in WA, and we are unlikely to be able to create it. Gas supplies are very 
tightly held, there are not say 5 gas producers competing to sell domgas, nor are there multiple 
competing coal producers. There may be 5 domgas producers, but they are at various stages in their 
commercial cycle, they are not aggressive competitors, and they often have common ownership. 
Similarly there are only two coal producers in the Collie Basin, which is clearly insufficient to promote 
vigorous competition between the new owners of Collie, Muja CD, Muja AB, Bluewaters and any 
future coal fired generation. 

He went on to point out — 
If the market does as the Federal Government has legislated, 99.4% of the growth in the SWIS until 
2021 will be supplied by new wind projects. Given this outcome, it hardly seems in anyone’s interests 
to persevere with the costs and complexities of a market for electricity in the SWIS, it would be much 
cheaper to simply watch Synergy et al make their compulsory purchases of wind. They don’t need any 
other new sources of energy. 

When the ACIL Tasman representative spoke to the Pilbara iron ore conference, he identified that one of the 
fundamental problems for industry would be that with the decline in generation and the cost of gas into the 
SWIS, there would be little left over for the mining industry. He pointed out the reality that nobody will deny 
people in the metropolitan area or in the south west area access to power; it is the mining industry and the big 
end of town that will have to find alternatives. I must say that I met with a number of mining companies in recent 
times and I am quite surprised at how progressive they have been in sourcing alternative energy projects. The 
one I looked at most recently was the development at Tropicana. For a long while, until it became too difficult, it 
looked at 100 per cent renewable energy for its mine. Many others are currently negotiating with major 
corporations out of America and other countries to develop solar thermal systems for mines because they can see 
the long-term economic benefit. Whilst the prices of electricity and gas are going up inexorably, at the same time 
renewable energy is reducing dramatically. In my view we have already passed the crossover point. Unless the 
government starts taking some future direction and ownership of energy systems in Western Australia, we will 
be caught with our proverbial pants down when the issue of having a grid that can deal with renewables that are 
cheaper than the current energy supply come into the system. I wanted to talk about many other things, but I am 
mindful of the time —  
The PRESIDENT: Member, sorry to interrupt, but it would be within your right to seek leave for an extension 
on your 15 minutes.  
Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: Thank you, Mr President. I am mindful that many members in this chamber have 
been listening to me and I am sure they could think of far better things to do! I will wrap up. I might bring on 
some of the other bits in an adjournment debate.  

We really need to take on board our climate change responsibilities. Western Australia is twice the per capita of 
the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development countries and four times the world average. 
Bill McKibben recently told scientists that we can put about 500 billion more tonnes of carbon into the 
atmosphere and still have some hope of staying below the two degree figure for the future. On current trends, 
that will take us about 15 years, which is not very good. So that members understand: the average temperature of 
this planet is about 15 degrees. There are some variables around this, so bear with me; it is a very simplistic 
argument. When we talk about two degrees’ temperature, we do not talk about two degrees in the Pilbara, or 
40 degrees and just a couple more; we talk about a number of degrees over the general world average. It 
probably will not mean a lot to Australia, but it will mean significant temperature increases in Europe and areas 
like that. That also figures in how we deal with the future. I am very committed to ensure that my children and 
grandchildren are left with a legacy of our generation to the point at which they can at least say “they tried”.  

HON JIM CHOWN (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [4.13 pm]: I will commence my Address-in-
Reply speech by acknowledging and thanking the Governor, Malcolm McCusker, for recently opening the thirty-
ninth Parliament. In my opinion the state of Western Australia is most privileged to have a Governor such as 
Malcolm McCusker and his wife, Tonya. In my humble opinion the Governor is a true humanitarian. He is a 
Governor for the people. He is a person of integrity who spent a great deal of his life, prior to becoming 
Governor of this great state, doing his utmost to improve the lot of Western Australians. I believe that he will 
continue to do that as Governor.  
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I would also like to congratulate Mr President on his re-election to this house, and to the long-serving members 
who have been here prior and to the new members. It is certainly invigorating to see some new faces in this 
place. I look forward to future debates with gusto and passion as we go forward.  

On Friday, 3 May this year, quite a historic event took place, an event that Mr President and I were fortunate 
enough to attend. It was a gathering, by invitation, of at least 30 to 40 people, politicians and members of 
industry, to the Bunge port facility at Bunbury port. When I say “historic”, it has been at least 80 years since a 
company in its own right, other than the Australian Wheat Board or Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd, built a 
facility to export grain out of Western Australia. A number of recent Address-in-Reply speeches in this place 
mentioned the status of agriculture. Most of those Address-in-Reply speeches referred to how hard it is out there, 
the lack of rain and the very tight profit margins that farmers in general operate under. As I represent the 
Agricultural Region, I am talking only about broadacre farming. I will provide a bit of background on Bunge. 
Bunge is the third largest international company in the world and has been operating for a number of years. I will 
read from my briefing notes. It employs 35 000 people worldwide and operates in 40 separate countries. It 
mainly works with local farmers to produce and deliver high-quality products ranging from animal feed to 
consumer foods to renewable fuels. It is a company of great integrity. It has operated in Australia since the 
1970s, mainly on the eastern seaboard. In 2007, following the deregulation of the wheat market, Bunge 
established a team dedicated to grains trading in Melbourne. In November 2010 Bunge representatives came to 
my office with a proposal to find somewhere outside of the current system to export grain from Western 
Australia. The company did not seem to know a lot about government or how to approach government, so I 
provided some direction. I said first off that the company needed a business plan. I told it to look at some figures, 
how it was going to operate and what sort of return it would give growers. After all, Bunge would be competing 
in a very competitive marketplace with well-established lines in regard to transport, accumulation and marketing. 
After three months, Bunge came back with a comprehensive business plan. The bottom line was that its 
accumulation requirements would be significant, but not only that, it believed it could undercut the market by 
$20. When I say “undercut the market”, Bunge believed it could return to growers, regardless of current grain 
pricing arrangements or the current market situation—the spot or daily price—at least another $10 a tonne. If 
that was across the board, that would be another $100 million on the average grain crop in Western Australia, 
mainly wheat. The average grain crop in this state is about 10 million tonnes, but of course it varies from year to 
year. We met the Minister for Transport to seek his direction, if not his support. The government of the day said 
it had no problem with competition in this enterprise. It really left it up to Bunge to get on with the job to work 
with the Bunbury Port Authority, local governments and local councils to arrange finance to build the facility.  

Today, that facility is underway. It is a $40 million investment. There will be a silo farm as well as a 
comprehensive loading and unloading facility. It will be virtually automated with a storage capacity of around 
40 000 tonnes. Other port facilities are being utilised, including the woodchip loader. Bunge has a contractual 
arrangement with the woodchip operator at Bunbury port to use its facility. The woodchip tonnage has dropped 
about 300 000 tonne in recent years. That tonnage will decline going forward. Hopefully Bunge will be able to 
export grain to keep up the tonnage requirements out of Bunbury port. It has over 15 000 square metres of vested 
port land. This currently leads through the Bunbury Port Authority. Western Australian grain production of 
course fluctuates from year to year, but it represents about 40 per cent of Australia’s overall production and, at 
times, up to 80 per cent of Australia’s exports. I can remember, when I was farming during the great droughts in 
recent times on the east coast, sending grain to Queensland and the eastern seaboard for human and stock 
consumption. The industry is valued on an annual basis at about $5 billion. At this stage, once Bunge begins to 
operate, the tonnage it will be allowed to accumulate on an annual basis for the first two years of operation will 
be capped at 500 000 tonnes. After that, it is expected to accumulate up to one million tonnes of grain, which is a 
significant tonnage. Most of that grain will be accumulated out of the south west area, probably from Lake Grace 
to Bruce Rock, and will come through by road. 

I need to make the point in this discussion that this would never have happened a couple of years ago. We had a 
sole marketing trader called the Australian Wheat Board. As president of the O’Connor division in a past life, I 
had a deep involvement in overturning that particular monopoly. I, along with a number of other people, who I 
am sure would not mind being named—Leon Bradley, Rick Wilson, Gary McGill and a few others from the 
Pastoralists and Graziers Association—had a 10-year fight to allow competition to take place in this industry in 
Western Australia. I may state that I am not a member of the PGA nor am I a member of the Western Australian 
Farmers Federation. At that time, as president of the O’Connor division and as a fairly large grain grower, I 
believed competition was essential for the commercial viability of the industry—and that is what we are seeing 
today with the Bunge port. 

This fight for deregulation at times became quite vicious. Anybody at the time who was aware of some of the 
statements made in the rural press, and certainly of some of the phone calls I got from people, would know that it 
had reached the level of religious fervour, quite frankly. I can remember a time in the Beverley hall when the 
pro-single-desk advocates had a meeting and I was invited along to attend. The hall was full with at least 
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300 people. I remember a past national minister for transport grabbing me by the neck and telling me to shut up, 
which is pretty hard to make me do at times, but I did not, such were the passions of people on this issue. I can 
remember another time during the height of the debate when I was in my workshop on my farm and a car pulled 
up. The occupants were complete strangers. There was a couple in the car and the gentleman hopped out. They 
were on their way from Eneabba to a western town called Kalannie. He said, “You’re the bloke that’s causing all 
the problems with the single desk. I want you to stop because you’re going to kill the industry.” I said, “Yes, I’ve 
heard your debate before, but in reality do you understand that if we had deregulation for Western Australia, and 
all I’m doing is supporting Western Australia, we could probably get another $10 a tonne for you?” He said, 
“I’m only a small grower; I only produce 1 000 tonnes per annum if I’m lucky.” I said, “Yes, that’s fine but if 
there was $10 000 in rolled notes on the ground, would you step over it to save the single desk?” His wife leant 
across the car and said, “No, Jim, we wouldn’t; we’d pick it up.” I said, “End of debate.” 

That is the crux of the issue here. Under the single desk—I need to give a bit of background for members—the 
real beneficiaries were farmers in the eastern seaboard, because they hated competition. Their competition was 
internal; it was domestic. A grower over there could organise grain to be sold into local mills or local feedlots on 
a contractual basis at a price that he desired or that he could achieve. When growers there had a surplus of grain, 
it was put into the Australian Wheat Board pool. Of course, all Western Australian grain had no other option but 
to go into that pool. In effect, we were subsidising exports out of the eastern seaboard by $10 to $15 per tonne 
per annum. If Hon Phil Gardiner were in this place today, he would probably debate me on that, and I would be 
happy to take him on because the facts state themselves today that everything I am saying is absolutely factual. 

We had to get to a point where we could get the Howard government to listen to us because, of course, it was a 
coalition government. The great evidence against the demise of the single desk or any form of deregulation was 
from the National Party. National Party members represented eastern seaboard growers and they could see that 
the demise of the single desk or any form of deregulation would impinge on their bottom line, and they did not 
care about Western Australian growers at all. Naturally, they looked after their own electors, and Howard was 
very sensitive in regard to the coalition. One of the things I organised was a meeting with Western Australian 
Farmers Federation grain committee members. Those grain committee members probably would not mind me 
naming them since they lost their jobs after the meeting! That is another story but I will state what it is. The 
meeting took place between them and Pastoralists and Graziers Association representatives in the office of the 
late Senator Judith Adams. There were two meetings in fact. We were trying to achieve a meeting with Howard 
himself in Parliament House in Canberra. The message came back from his chief of staff, Arthur Sinodinos, 
stating that the Prime Minister was not prepared to meet with us on this issue unless the two opposing 
representative bodies in Western Australia came together on this point and collectively sent a delegation forward 
in agreement on this issue. Two meetings, therefore, took place in Senator Adams’ office. In the end, Ray 
Marshall, who was the president at the time of the Western Australian Farmers Federation grain committee, said, 
“No, I can’t do it. My members are opposed to this and I have to abide by what my members believe.” I said, 
“Hang on, Ray, do you believe it?” He said, “No, no, I think you’re right. I can see your argument. I can see that 
we are being done over here by the National Party and the coalition on the eastern seaboard.” I said, “Well, Ray, 
why don’t you stick up for your beliefs here? Why don’t you actually stick up for what you believe in and sign 
this bit of paper in agreement on behalf of the Western Australian Farmers Federation?” To their credit, Ray 
Marshall, Robert Doney and Doug Clarke, who were all members of the committee at the time at a senior level, 
signed that bit of paper. The delegation went to Canberra and I was part of that delegation. On the day we 
arrived, those three members got a phone call from the Western Australian Farmers Federation telling them they 
had been sacked because they did not uphold their committee’s beliefs. Be that as it may. At the time, of course, 
the Western Australian National Party supported the Western Australian Farmers Federation on this very 
significant issue that was being debated throughout the Western Australian wheatbelt. Their support to this day I 
cannot comprehend, because the figures speak for themselves. I can only assume that they thought they were on 
some political windfall. I will say now that the Western Australian National Party has reassessed its position in 
regard to competition in the grains industry. Anyway, we got to Canberra. We had our meeting. Nothing 
happened as per usual. This was the third time such a delegation had gone to Canberra on this matter. In 2008 the 
Rudd government amended the Wheat Export Marketing Act and, of course, the whole field of exporting and 
accumulation of grain changed at that time. 

That brings me back to Bunge again and the reason that international companies are prepared to spend up to 
$40 million in this state building facilities to export grain outside of the current system. A similar exercise is 
taking place at Albany port with the Vicstock Grain BieDenHung initiative. It has an area at Albany port, the old 
woodchip facility, with a storage shed for 30 000 tonnes and anticipates it will be loading a vessel prior to 
Christmas. It will probably be the first exporter of wheat or grain out of this state in 80 years, other than that 
exported under the Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd system. Quite frankly, I think this is great for my electorate, 
and certainly for providing broadacre farming with the ability to go forward and make money. The reality is that 
competition sets the market, and if these people are prepared to make these significant investments, it will give 
farmers the ability to seek out the best price for their product at any time during the year. Harvest time is when 
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the grain is harvested, of course, but growers with storage availability can sell their grain at any time and do not 
have to sell it at harvest time. I anticipate that these initiatives, especially the Bunge initiative, will set a new 
market for storage in Western Australia—a market we have never had before. That market will be that growers 
under a contractual arrangement with these people will not only be paid for storage, but also seek the base rate 
for storage costs. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 1153.]  

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
MUJA AB — REFURBISHMENT 

124. Hon KATE DOUST to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to the refurbishment of the Muja A and B plants. 

(1) Is Vinalco Energy Pty Ltd, ACN 137 532 300, the entity that Verve Energy refers to in its annual report 
as the “Vinalco joint venture”; and, if no, what is the entity, or what are the entities, that Verve Energy 
refers to in its annual report as the “Vinalco joint venture”? 

(2) Was any consideration paid by Verve Energy for the single share in Vinalco Energy Pty Ltd when it 
took ownership of this share on 13 August 2010; and, if yes, what was this consideration and to whom 
was this consideration paid? 

(3) Either prior to or subsequent to Verve Energy taking ownership of this single share in Vinalco Energy 
Pty Ltd, has Verve Energy transferred any assets to Vinalco Energy Pty Ltd; and, if so, what assets and 
on what dates? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) Vinalco Energy Pty Ltd acts as the trustee for Vinalco Energy Trust, which is the Vinalco joint venture 
referred to in the annual report. 

(2) An amount of $1 was paid to Inalco Energy Pty Ltd to acquire the share in Vinalco Energy Pty Ltd. 

(3) Verve Energy did not transfer any assets to Vinalco Energy Pty Ltd prior or subsequent to acquisition of 
this share. Verve Energy made the following capital contributions to Vinalco Energy Trust: on 
13 August 2010, $80 000; and on 5 September 2012, $23 million. 

VINALCO ENERGY PTY LTD 

125. Hon KATE DOUST to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to the charge entered into by Vinalco Energy Pty Ltd with ANZ Fiduciary Services Pty Ltd and registered 
with the Australian Securities and Investments Commission on 30 September 2010. 

(1) Is this charge still in effect? 

(2) Are there now, or have there previously been, any assets of Verve Energy subject to this charge; and, if 
so, when and what assets? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) Yes. 

(2) No. 

PUBLIC TRANSPORT AUTHORITY — OFFICERS 

126. Hon KEN TRAVERS to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to employees of the Public Transport Authority. 

(1) How many transit officers are currently employed? 

(2) How many senior transit officers are currently employed? 

(3) How many new transit officers are currently being trained? 

(4) How many contract revenue protection officers are currently working for the PTA? 

Hon JIM CHOWN replied:  
I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Public Transport Authority advises — 
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(1)–(2) There are 204 transit officers and 18 senior transit officers. 

(3) Recruitment of transit officers is an ongoing process, with new officers being trained as required. 

(4) As at 4 June 2013, there were 91. 

DEPARTMENT FOR CHILD PROTECTION AND FAMILY SUPPORT 

127. Hon SALLY TALBOT to the Minister for Child Protection: 
I refer to the change in title of the Department for Child Protection and Family Support from the Department for 
Child Protection. 

(1) What will be the cost to — 

 (a) change signage to accommodate the new title; 
 (b) replace stationery, business cards and other office supplies; and 
 (c) alter websites and other internet-based advertising and information? 

(2) Will there be advertising to make the public aware of the change in title? 

(3) If so, what advertising and at what cost? 

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of the question. 

(1) (a) Signage is being gradually updated during 2013, often as part of new building fit-outs or 
general maintenance. The total budget for this process is about $60 000. 

 (b) Current stationery, business cards and other office supplies will be exhausted before further 
supplies are ordered with the department’s new title. 

 (c) Changes to websites and other internet-based information are managed in-house at no 
additional cost. 

(2) Although the department’s name was changed to better reflect what it does, no advertising campaign 
was considered necessary to alert the public of this change. All correspondence addressed to the 
Department for Child Protection, including emails and other electronic communication, will still be 
delivered. 

(3) Not applicable. 

ELECTRICITY METERS 

128. Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to question without notice 76. 

(1) What is the total number of residential electricity meters subject to the error tolerance prescribed in the 
Electricity Industry (Metering) Code 2012? 

(2) How many meters are tested each month? 
(3) What were the results of the tests in each of the past 12 months? 

(4) How many meters were above the error tolerance and how many were below in each of these monthly 
tests? 

(5) What penalties apply if the error tolerance in the code is not met, and to whom do these penalties apply? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) There are approximately 1 016 000 residential revenue meters on the network. All residential electricity 
revenue meters are subject to the error tolerance prescribed in the Electricity Industry (Metering) Code 
2012. 

(2) The number of meters tested each month varies. Over the past 12 months, Western Power has tested 
931 revenue meters. This includes tests initiated by Western Power as part of compliance testing and 
tests following requests from customers via their retailer. 

(3)–(4) Providing the information in the time required is not possible. I request that the member place questions 
(3) and (4) on notice. 

(5) Compliance with the Electricity Industry (Metering) Code 2012 is a licence condition. Therefore, under 
the Electricity Industry Act, the Economic Regulation Authority can, firstly, issue an order to rectify the 
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meter problems—a section 32 notice. Secondly, if Western Power fails to address the notice, the ERA 
can send a letter of reprimand. Thirdly, if the matter is still not addressed, the ERA can order Western 
Power to pay a monetary penalty not greater than $100 000. Fourthly, if the issue continues to exist—
provided the issue is material in terms of the operation of the licence as a whole and the minister has 
provided Western Power written notice of the failure to comply—Western Power’s operating licences 
can be suspended and ultimately cancelled. The penalties would apply to Western Power. 

MINISTER FOR TOURISM — AIR TRAVEL 

129. Hon STEPHEN DAWSON to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Tourism: 
For each trip taken by the minister on commercial airlines since 14 December 2010, what was the departure date, 
what was the return date and what were the destinations? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 
On behalf of the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Tourism, I provide the following 
response — 

All interstate and international travel is tabled in Parliament quarterly. It is not possible to provide intrastate 
travel information in the time required, and I therefore ask the honourable member to place the question on 
notice. 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION — MISCONDUCT ALLEGATIONS 

130. Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH to the Minister for Education: 
I refer to the management of 541 misconduct allegations, as shown in table 17 on page 48 of the Department of 
Education’s “Annual Report 2011–12”. 

(1) Can the minister provide a breakdown of the categories of misconduct for the 145 child protection 
allegations under central management? 

(2) Have any of these matters been referred to the Corruption and Crime Commission? 

(3) If yes to (2), how many? 

(4) If no to (2), why not? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  
What number is at the top? You have eight questions all about the same, so it should have “123” or “124”. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: I don’t know. That one didn’t have a number. We don’t have numbers. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I thank the honourable member for the question. The member has eight questions that 
are very similar. 
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Yes, I know, but they are all from the same table, minister. So I will give you a copy of 
the question to help you along. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: All we need is the actual number.  
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: We don’t have a number; we’ve never had numbers. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! I think you will find the numbers are allocated to a question after it has been asked.  
Hon PETER COLLIER: I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question.  

(1) The information requested cannot be provided in the time available.  
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Don’t you know exactly how many there are? 

The PRESIDENT: Order!  

Hon PETER COLLIER: If I can get a word in, as always, I will provide this information to the honourable 
member by 20 June 2013 so she does not have to put it on notice. I am very accommodating. I continue — 

(2) Yes. 

(3) One hundred and twenty. 

(4) Not applicable.  

MINISTER FOR TOURISM — GOVERNMENT JET USE 

131. Hon DARREN WEST to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Tourism: 
For each trip taken by the minister on the government jet since 14 December 2010 — 

(1) What was the departure date? 



 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 11 June 2013] 1145 

 

(2) What was the return date? 

(3) What were the destinations? 

(4) What other passengers were on the trip?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 
(1)–(4) On behalf of the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Tourism, I thank the member for 

some notice of the question. The following information has been provided by the Minister for Tourism. 
Providing the information in the time required is not possible and I therefore ask the honourable 
member to place the question on notice.  

NEW CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL — BED ALLOCATIONS 

132. Hon SAMANTHA ROWE to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
Of the 274 beds at the new children’s hospital, what is the breakdown of beds available for each of the specialist 
tertiary paediatric services not provided in other hospitals and how does this compare to the current bed 
configuration at Princess Margaret Hospital for Children?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 
On behalf of the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health, I thank the member for the 
question. I do not have that question in the file. If it comes before the end of question time, I will provide it.  

[See page 1146.] 

MANGLES BAY MARINA DEVELOPMENT 

133. Hon LYNN MacLAREN to the minister representing the Minister for Environment:  
(1) Did the Conservation Commission submit an appeal to the Appeals Convenor concerning the 

Environmental Protection Authority’s conditional approval for the Mangles Bay marina? 

(2) Will the minister table any or all documents by the Conservation Commission regarding the proposed 
Mangles Bay marina?  

(3) Has the Conservation Commission been requested or ordered by the minister to rescind the repeal?  

(4) If yes to (3), on what basis?  

(5) Has the Conservation Commission been requested or ordered by any other party to rescind the appeal? 

(6) If yes to (5), on what basis?  

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) Yes; however, I am advised by the chairman of the Conservation Commission that the appeal was 
subsequently withdrawn.  

(2) No; however, I table a copy of the document and subsequent letters of withdrawal from the 
Conservation Commission.  

(3) No.  

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) No.  

(6) Not applicable. 

[See paper 301.] 

HOSPITALS — AMBULANCE RAMPING 

134. Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for 
Health: 

I refer to the media report that the government is bringing a senior British doctor to Perth to advise on ambulance 
ramping and other matters. 

(1) What is the name and qualifications of the doctor?  

(2) When will he or she be visiting Perth and for how long?  

(3) How much will it cost the government for the visit and advice?  

(4) Will the doctor produce a report on any findings and will the government make any such report public? 
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Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 
On behalf of the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health, I provide the following 
response — 

(1) Professor Derrick Bell, Professor of Acute Medicine at Imperial College London and director of the 
National Institute of Health Research, North West London, has been invited to advise the government 
on matters related to hospital access block and reducing waiting times in emergency departments in 
metropolitan adult tertiary hospitals.  

(2) It is anticipated that Professor Bell will visit Perth in late July to early August 2013 for approximately 
seven days.  

(3) The cost to the government will be for travel and accommodation only. The cost of this has yet to be 
finalised. No consultancy fee will be charged for the service.  

(4) The findings of the visit will be provided to the acting director general of the Department of Health and 
the Minister for Health. The government will then decide whether the findings will be made public.  

NEW CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL — POPULATION PLANNING 

135. Hon ALANNA CLOHESY to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
I refer to planning undertaken by the government for the new children’s hospital. 

(1) Were population projections for Western Australia part of the planning; and, if so - 

(a) what was WA’s population of zero to 18-year-olds in 2003, 2008 and 2012; and  

(b) what is the estimated population of zero to 18-year-olds for each of the next 10 years?  

(2) If no to (1), why not?  

(3) Are patients over 18 years old treated at Princess Margaret Hospital for Children; and, if so, how many 
were treated in each of 2003, 2008 and 2012? 

(4) If yes to (3), was this group part of the population projections; and, if so, what are the estimated 
numbers of over-18s to be treated at the new children’s hospital for each of the next 10 years? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 
On behalf of the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health, I advise that providing the 
information in the time required for today was not possible; however, a response will be provided to the member 
tomorrow.  

NEW CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL — BED ALLOCATIONS 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER (Parliamentary Secretary): Mr President, I have now received an answer to 
Hon Samantha Rowe’s question without notice 132. Would you like me to read that now? 

The PRESIDENT: If you have it in your hand, yes.  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: The following information has been provided by the Minister for Health — 

A comparison of the breakdown of the beds at Princess Margaret Hospital for Children and the new children’s 
hospital is outlined below. The only specialities with dedicated beds are oncology, burns, paediatric intensive 
care and neonatal intensive care and psychological medicine. All other medical and surgical beds are not 
specifically distributed by speciality and are allocated on an as-needs basis.  

Mr President, I seek leave to have a table incorporated into Hansard.  

Leave granted.  

The following material was incorporated — 
 

 

 
Department PMH Beds  

NCH Business Case 
2010 

Current PMH 
2013 

NCH Design 
2015 

 Multi-day Same-day Multi-day Same-day Multi-day Same-day 

Med/Surg 135 19 141 19 122 (+8 bed shell) 30 

Oncology 20 8 23 8 24 8 

Burns 9 4 9 4 8 4 
PICU/HDU 10  10  20  

NICU 25  25  30  
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Psych Med 8  8  20 (including 6 transferring from 
Bentley Adolescent Unit) 

 

Post natal 
mothers 

3  3    

Sub-total 210 31 219 31 224 (+8 bed shell) 42 
Total 241 250* 266  (+8 shell beds) 

 
 

BUNBURY REGIONAL ARTS MANAGEMENT BOARD 

136. Hon ADELE FARINA to the minister representing the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
I refer to the Alexander report, “Appendix to the 2010 Bunbury Regional Art Galleries (BRAG) Study The Final 
Chapter”. 
(1) Will the minister table the report; and, if not, why not? 
(2) Has the minister and/or his staff discussed the report with the chief executive officer or staff of the City 

of Bunbury; and, if yes, what was discussed? 
(3) Does the minister support the proposal to abolish the Bunbury Regional Arts Management Board 

without prior consultation?  

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 
(1) No, the Alexander report was commissioned by the City of Bunbury,  
(2) No. 
(3) The minister’s office has not been advised of any proposal to abolish the Bunbury Regional Arts 

Management Board.  

CANNING RIVER — ECOSYSTEM HEALTH 

137. Hon LYNN MacLAREN to the minister representing the Minister for Environment: 
(1) Given that the report “Ecosystem health in the Canning River, focusing on the influence of the Kent 

Street Weir: Assessed December 2009 – September 2011”, released by the Department of Water, 
concludes that values of the river system are exposed to stresses from the developed catchment, does 
the government have a strategy to reduce the pressures from sediment, nutrients and other 
contaminants? 

(2) If no to (1), why not?  
(3) What measures has the government put in place to respond to the continuing or worsening stresses on 

the system expected by reductions in rainfall predicted under even conservative climate change 
scenarios?  

Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 
(1)–(3) The ecology of the Kent Street Weir pool is important and I am advised that more than 30 species of 

fish, crustaceans and tortoises were identified in the report to which the member refers. The fish 
community as a whole has improved over the past five years. The report indicates that there appears to 
be little risk to the ecosystem or human health. However, the environment directly around the weir is 
under pressure due to a range of factors including periodic factors, including periodic salinity, declining 
stream flow, nutrients and contaminants. This government is committed to improving the rivers and a 
great deal is being done to improve this section of the Canning River under the “Healthy Rivers Action 
Plan”. A number of large-scale artificial wetlands to trap sediments and contaminants have been 
constructed along drains and waterways that flow into this section of the Canning River, such as at 
Liege Street and Wharf Street in Cannington and Anvil Way in Welshpool. 

The importance of continuing in-river interventions such as oxygenation and the application of 
Phoslock in the Kent Street Weir pool has also been confirmed through this study. The government is 
investing $2.4 million in the upgrade of the two existing and ageing oxygenation plants at Bacon Street, 
Wilson, and Camsell Way, Ferndale, and the construction of a new, third plant at Nicholson Road 
Bridge in Ferndale. 
Low rainfall and stream flow in recent years is placing additional stress on our rivers, including this 
section of the Canning River. This is somewhat offset by augmenting stream flows in the Canning River 
with additional scheme water during the drier months in accordance with the Canning River surface 
water allocation plan. This latest report will help inform the management of Kent Street Weir during 
years of low flow to ensure that the freshwater environment upstream of the weir is protected and 
improved. 
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PRINCESS MARGARET HOSPITAL FOR CHILDREN 

138. Hon KATE DOUST to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the site of Princess Margaret Hospital for Children. 

(1) Does the government intend to sell the site when the new children’s hospital is operational? 

(2) If yes to (1), has the property been valued; and, if so, what is its current estimated value? 

(3) If no to (1), what is the site’s and the building’s intended purpose? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER replied: 

On behalf of the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health, I provide the following response, 
which has been provided by the Minister for Health — 

(1) LandCorp has been engaged by the Department of Health to plan for the future use, including potential 
disposal, of the site. Preliminary concept plans have been prepared by LandCorp, which includes 
retention of some buildings. 

(2) A valuation has not been obtained by LandCorp at this point. 

(3) Government is exploring mixed-use options for the site, including, but not limited to, residential, 
commercial and short-term accommodation. 

METROPOLITAN RAIL NETWORK — DISRUPTION — PUBLIC TRANSPORT AUTHORITY REPORT 

139. Hon KEN TRAVERS to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Transport: 
(1) Will the minister table a copy of the Public Transport Authority investigation into the entanglement of a 

train and an overhead power line on the Joondalup line on 3 October 2012? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) Prior to the incident on 3 October 2012 — 

(a) did the minister have any discussions with the PTA regarding staff shortages in the areas 
responsible for overhead maintenance; and 

(b) did the PTA make any request for special employment packages to attract people to work in 
areas responsible for overhead maintenance? 

(4) What actions has the government taken to address the issues raised in the investigation? 

Hon JIM CHOWN replied:  
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. The Public Transport Authority advises — 

(1)–(2) The report has been released under freedom of information and it is suggested that the member seek 
access to the report through this method. 

(3) (a) No. 

(b) The PTA did not seek approval for special employment packages as approval was within the 
PTA’s authority. 

(4) The PTA is progressively addressing the recommendations contained within the “Final Investigation 
Report: Dewirement of overhead line between Warwick and Stirling stations at 12.313 km point”.  

CREATE FOUNDATION — ANNUAL REPORT CARD 

140. Hon SALLY TALBOT to the Minister for Child Protection: 

I refer to CREATE Foundation’s annual report card on how the states are responding to the needs of children in 
out-of-home care. 

(1) Is it true that the WA government refused to participate in the survey, despite having allowed this 
participation in all previous report cards? 

(2) Is it true that the government’s refusal was conveyed to CREATE in a letter from the director general of 
the Department for Child Protection dated 8 May 2012 saying that WA was concerned with receiving 
“unwarranted criticism and damaging media attention”? 

(3) Is the minister aware that every other state was involved in the 2013 report card? 

(4) Why was WA the only state to refuse to allow CREATE to interview children in care? 

(5) Will the minister commit to ensuring that WA participates in the next report card? 
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Hon HELEN MORTON replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of the question. 

(1) Yes. CREATE report cards have been based on very small, self-selected samples and are therefore 
considered to be skewed and unrepresentative. Rather than relying on the CREATE survey, the 
Department for Child Protection and Family Support has introduced Viewpoint to elicit information 
from children and young people in care. Viewpoint is an international, comprehensive, interactive, 
computer-assisted, self-interviewing tool that has been robustly evaluated as an effective methodology 
for engaging with and eliciting information from vulnerable and/or hard to reach children and young 
people in care. Viewpoint both provides survey information and assists in case management. 

(2) The department advised CREATE that it was unwilling to participate in the survey for a number of 
reasons, including that the previous survey involved poor sampling, erroneously concluded that leaving 
care planning was not occurring when it was and could not assist case management and that reporting 
overlooked the impact of trauma on children in care affecting outcomes, and that therefore the survey 
resulted in reporting that was misleading and consequently damaging. 

(3) Yes. However, in preparation for a national survey agreed by all jurisdictional ministers as part of 
reporting in national out-of-home care standards, other jurisdictions are now piloting Viewpoint as the 
preferred survey method for children in care. 

(4) Children in care aged five years and over have the opportunity to participate in Viewpoint, which 
provides a comprehensive reporting system that can be used by the department for monitoring and 
planning against care planning dimensions, including leaving care and for case management. 

(5) The department will participate in the planned national survey agreed by ministers. It will continue to 
use Viewpoint as a key strategy for all children and young people in care to have the opportunity to 
have their views heard and participate in decisions that affect them. 

CORRECTIVE SERVICES — JUSTICE REINVESTMENT 

141. Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Corrective 
Services: 

I follow that! 

I refer to the minister’s statements on justice reinvestment reported in The West Australian on 6 May. 

(1) What steps has the minister taken to implement justice reinvestment in the Mining and Pastoral Region? 

(2) Will the minister ensure that a youth remand centre is incorporated into the design for the Eastern 
Goldfields Regional Prison redevelopment? 

(3) If no to (2), why not? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. On behalf of the Minister for Corrective 
Services, I advise — 

(1) The government is in the process of exploring a range of options, and whilst it will not apologise for 
imprisoning offenders, it recognises that more work needs to be done in regards to identifying areas of 
need and redirecting offenders away from the prison system. This may be able to be achieved by 
offering support and guidance to prevent further and potentially more serious crimes being committed 
and therefore prevent further imprisonment. The Minister for Corrective Services has requested that the 
department conducts a review of all current youth justice services. Once that review is finalised, this 
government will make decisions on the way forward. 

The regional youth justice services model operates in the Mining and Pastoral Region. It is premised 
upon the idea that preventing young people from entering the formal youth justice system, or diverting 
them away from the system as early as possible and for as long as possible, are the most effective ways 
of improving young people’s life opportunities and preventing criminal behaviour. 

The services provided address four priority needs: diversion of young people who offend away from the 
criminal justice system; reduction of the financial costs of youth crime; improvement of life 
opportunities for Aboriginal young people; and reduction in the numbers of young people in remote 
areas who are transported to the metropolitan area and separated from their families and communities. 

(2)–(3) The Department of Corrective Services’ focus continues to be placed upon ensuring that young people, 
especially young Aboriginal people, are either prevented from coming into contact with the formal 
criminal justice system or provided with opportunities to access early intervention programs aimed at 
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diverting them away from a lifetime of offending if they enter and escalate through the criminal justice 
system. It is important to note that a remand centre in one of these areas would service, on average, 
50 young people per year; whereas a regional youth justice services model would service approximately 
890 people per year. In addition to the mentioned outcomes a focus on diversion can achieve, this 
approach creates greater efficiencies in savings to the Western Australian community. The cost of 
accommodating a young person in the community is $77 per day, which is significantly less than the 
$624 per day cost to keep a young person in detention.  

WITHERS URBAN RENEWAL — MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 

142. Hon ADELE FARINA to the minister representing the Minister for Regional Development: 
I refer to the memorandum of understanding between the City of Bunbury and the South West Development 
Commission in relation to the Withers urban renewal. 

(1) Will the minister table the memorandum of understanding?  
(2) If no to (1), why not?  

Hon KEN BASTON replied:  
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) Yes; I table the document. 
(2) Not applicable.  

[See paper 302.] 

VERVE ENERGY — VINALCO ENERGY TRUST 

143. Hon KATE DOUST to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to the refurbishment of Muja A and B plants, and to Verve Energy’s annual report.  
(1) Is the Vinalco Energy Trust part of the “Vinalco Joint Venture” referred to in the annual report?  
(2) What is the relationship between Vinalco Energy Pty Ltd, referred to in the annual report, and the 

Vinalco Energy Trust, which is not mentioned in the annual report?  
(3) What is the relationship between Verve Energy and the Vinalco Energy Trust, and why is this 

relationship not mentioned in the annual report?  
(4) Does Vinalco Energy Trust hold any assets, and have any assets of this trust been transferred to it by 

Verve Energy; and, if so, what assets have been transferred and on what dates?  
(5) Who are the beneficial owners of the Vinalco Energy Trust?  

Hon PETER COLLIER replied:  
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question.  

(1) Vinalco Energy Pty Ltd acts as trustee for the Vinalco Energy Trust, which is the joint venture referred 
to in the annual report.  

(2) As to the relationship, refer to (1). Vinalco Energy Pty Ltd is the legal entity acting on behalf of the 
trust.  

(3) Verve Energy is a beneficiary of the trust, and its interest in the trust is reflected in the annual report. 
The annual report refers to Vinalco Energy Pty Ltd as the legal entity.  

(4) No assets have been transferred to the trust.  
(5) The beneficiaries are Verve Energy and Inalco Energy Pty Ltd. 

I ask that the business of the house resume.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Are there any further answers first from ministers or parliamentary secretaries? Was that a 
point of order, sorry? 

Point of Order 
Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Yes. In asking my question today, I actually asked the minister about the 
145 child protection misconduct allegations, and unfortunately he gave me an answer to another question in 
relation to the non–child protection allegations, of which there are 120 in the department. I know he has some 
issues in terms of the numbering, but I thought our system has been longstanding, and I wonder, so as to avoid 
confusion tomorrow, whether he could give me the right answer to the question I asked today so that we do not 
have this problem tomorrow.  
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The PRESIDENT: There is actually an opportunity now for the minister to provide the right answer if he can 
track it down. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Lovely.  

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION — MISCONDUCT ALLEGATIONS 
Question without Notice 130 — Correction of Answer 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Minister for Education) [5.03 pm]: By way of 
explanation, as I said in my response there were eight questions that were virtually identical. They are very, very 
similar and it is very, very difficult. I have no problems giving the member the correct response.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Good.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: So what was the question? 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: It was in relation to the 145 child protection misconduct allegations.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: So 145 — 

Hon Ken Travers: Give her all eight—it will make it easier! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: They are pretty much the same. 

Several members interjected.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I have it, honourable member. It is the 145 child protection allegations under central 
management. I have a response and I can provide an answer to that question, if you like, Mr President. 

The PRESIDENT: Yes, and you have the opportunity.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: The answers read—they are pretty much identical responses — 

(1) The information requested cannot be provided in the time available. However, I will provide 
the information to the honourable member by 20 June 2013, which is only a week away; only 
seven sleeps.  

(2) Yes. 

(3) The answer is 145. 

(4) Not applicable. 

[See paper 304.] 

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 9 AND 69 
Papers Tabled 

Papers relating to answers to questions on notice 9 and 69 were tabled by Hon Peter Collier (Leader of the 
House) and Hon Helen Morton (Minister for Mental Health). 

GIFTED AND TALENTED EDUCATION PROGRAMS — ELECTION PROMISE 
Question without Notice 108 — Answer Advice 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Minister for Education) [5.05 pm]: I would like to provide 
an answer to Hon Darren West’s question without notice 108, asked on 23 May 2013, which I seek leave to have 
incorporated into Hansard. 

Leave granted.  

The following material was incorporated — 
 

Answer 

This is subject to budgetary processes. 
 

SCHOOLS — CLEANERS 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION — STAFF REDUCTION 

Questions without Notice 6 and 123 — Answer Advice 
HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Minister for Education) [5.05 pm]: I also provide an 
answer to Hon Sue Ellery’s question without notice 6 asked on 14 May 2013, and question without notice 123 
asked on 23 May 2013. I seek leave to have both incorporated into Hansard. 

Leave granted. 
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The following material was incorporated — 

Question without notice 6 — 
 

Answer  

1. Schools were advised in May 2010 that where they believe that cleaner safety was at risk, they should ensure security measures be put in 
place for cleaners. At this stage 338 schools have purchased security devices for cleaners and another 63 schools have employed other 
security measures including phones in classrooms and security fences.  

2. Individual schools are to continue to assess what personal security measures will be made available for cleaners. The Department has 
provided advice to schools to assist in this regard.  

3. It is the expectation of the Department that all principals provide measures of security that are consistent with their needs of their 
particular school site. 

 

Question without notice 123 — 
 

 
 

Average FTE levels for the 11 months to 31 May 2013 
 

 Administrative 
& Clerical Teaching Support 

Cleaners  
& 
Gardeners 

(1) Education and Training Shared 
Services Centre (ETSSC) 278 FTE n/a n/a n/a 

(2) Central strategic and corporate 
services (Excludes ETSSC) 902 FTE n/a n/a n/a 

 

(3) Regional Education Offices 
 

149 FTE 34 FTE n/a 6 FTE 

(4) Schools 594 FTE 20 490 FTE 9 831 
FTE* 2319 FTE 

  * Predominantly education assistants. 
 

HIGH STREET–STIRLING HIGHWAY INTERSECTION — UPGRADE 
Question without Notice 118— Answer Advice 

HON JIM CHOWN (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [5.06 pm]: On 23 May, Hon Lynn MacLaren 
asked question without notice 118. At this time I would like to offer a response to part (3) of that question, which 
I could not respond to at the time. The response is — 

(3) Once the design concept is confirmed, Main Roads will commence community consultation.  

I trust this completes the answer. I would like to have it incorporated into Hansard. 

The PRESIDENT: You just read it, did you not? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I read it. 

The PRESIDENT: Then you do not need it incorporated in Hansard.  

PUBLIC TRANSPORT — METRO AREA EXPRESS LIGHT RAIL 
Question without Notice 103 — Correction of Answer 

HON JIM CHOWN (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [5.06 pm]: On the same day, Hon Ken 
Travers asked question without notice 103, of which some notice had been given. Unfortunately, due to an 
administrative error, an incorrect answer was provided by me. Before I table the correction, with your 
indulgence, Mr President, I would briefly like to explain why this error occurred.  

The PRESIDENT: You can do that under standing order 108. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: When a member provides notice of a question, it is entered into the parliamentary 
questions database with a number. That particular number stays assigned to the question until the minister or 
parliamentary secretary provides it to the house. From that point on, it is assigned a new number by Hansard. 
The number Hansard assigns is based on the order in which the questions are asked and, as such, is usually 
slightly different at times from the number provided to the ministry, departments and agencies. In this case, Hon 
Ken Travers was referring to question without notice 52, as recorded by Hansard, which was in fact in relation 
to MAX light rail. Unfortunately, a previous question from the member on the Perth–Darwin highway was 
provided the same number—52—as an internal reference. I trust that the correction I am tabling will answer the 
member’s question. I seek leave to have the correct answer incorporated into Hansard.  

Leave granted. [See paper 306.] 
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The following material was incorporated — 
 

I thank the Hon. Member for some notice of this question. 

(1)–(2) No issues have been identified that will prevent the transformational MAX light rail project from moving ahead.  
 

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage in the sitting.  

HON JIM CHOWN (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [5.08 pm]: I seek the leave of the house to 
continue my remarks at a later stage of this day’s sitting.  

Leave granted.  

The PRESIDENT: I would like to remind members to observe the normal courtesies associated with a maiden 
speech. 

HON RICK MAZZA (Agricultural) [5.09 pm]: Mr President, I would like to begin my speech by 
congratulating you on your re-election as President and also Hon Adele Farina on her election to the position of 
Deputy President. Congratulations also to my fellow members who have been either re-elected or newly elected 
to the Legislative Council. I hope to establish good working relationships with you all over the next four years. 

Today, like many before me, I speak for the first time in this house with a mixture of emotions, but above all I 
have a great sense of anticipation. Not only is this the first time I have spoken in this place, but also it is the first 
time in Western Australian history that a member of the Shooters and Fishers Party has spoken in the Western 
Australian Parliament, representing community values and signifying change. Many have asked, “Who are the 
Shooters and Fishers Party? Are they just about shooting and fishing?” I will come back to that a little later. 

Firstly, as is custom with inaugural speeches, I will talk about my background so members can understand who I 
am and what I stand for. Apart from some primary school years in Harvey and a couple of high school years in 
Northam, I was born and raised in Bunbury, the son of an Italian migrant father and fifth-generation Anglo–Irish 
mother. I am very fortunate to have devoted and loving parents, who are here to lend their support tonight. Mum 
and Dad have always nurtured and encouraged me, my brother and sister in everything we have undertaken, no 
matter how audacious our plans might have seemed at the time. 

When dealing with life’s adversities and struggles, I always try to follow the example of my father’s parents, 
Antonio and Catherina Mazza, for whom I have a great regard and deep respect. Southern Italy was a pretty 
bleak place after World War II and my grandfather was seeking a better life for his wife and nine children, so he 
made the life-changing decision to migrate to Australia. After saving the full fare, he temporarily left his family 
in Italy, and in May 1949 arrived in Fremantle aboard the Toscana. He was looking for opportunities and soon 
found work with the Public Works Department—the old PWD—out in the bush, living in tents and enduring the 
hardships of the time. My grandfather was used to going without and lived a frugal lifestyle so that he could send 
money home so that the family could be reunited. He first brought his older children out one at a time. 
Eventually, in 1954, and after five years apart, my grandmother and the two youngest children arrived in 
Fremantle aboard the Neptunia. I have often imagined the family reunion after all that time, which would have 
been made all the harder without the benefit of email, the internet or even the telephone. The spirit of seeking a 
better life, the acceptance of the risks and hardships and the sacrifices and determination to see it through is 
typical of many migrants to Australia. What I admire most about my grandparents’ story is that although they 
had very few material possessions, they maintained their self-reliance, family values, compassion, faith, dignity 
and courage. These qualities have set an example that I have aspired to in my own life. Living to their 90s, they 
have now both passed, but their sacrifices have been well rewarded with their children, grandchildren and great 
grandchildren all doing well; all are an integral part of the Australian community. 

Attitudes have changed since the 1960s and 1970s, but my family still suffered some moderate discrimination in 
those days, as happens now to people from different cultures who have chosen to make a new start in Australia. 
To me, however, growing up with the clash of two very different family cultures was a distinct advantage. One 
weekend we would be eating pasta and making Italian sausages and the next would be a typical Aussie barbie 
with an 18-gallon keg. I learned a great deal about people at these family gatherings, observing and learning the 
strengths and weaknesses and different attitudes, opinions, tolerances and expectations of people from different 
traditional backgrounds and cultures. This has held me in good stead all through my life and helped me 
understand and empathise with people from different cultural backgrounds. 

Growing up in WA in those days was idyllic and carefree, with wide open spaces and plenty to explore. Like a 
lot of kids of that era, with no computers or video games, I spent many days camping, fishing, trapping rabbits 
and generally enjoying the great outdoors. I spent a lot of my teenage years spearfishing off the Bunbury 
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breakwater with friends, scooping crabs in the Leschenault Estuary or hunting ducks with Dad. The eager 
expectation of duck season opening day is lost in WA for now but is still enjoyed in other states of Australia. 
These activities helped me develop my love of Western Australia and all things outdoors, which has continued to 
this day. 

My father has always been a bit of an amateur naturalist, even back when it was not fashionable to be so. Dad 
spent many weekends with my brother and I examining insects like sand lions with their pits of doom or 
watching gold digger birds dig their nests in the sand, and generally just enjoying studying the cycles of life. I 
remember Dad once saved a cuckoo shrike abandoned from its nest, which we all helped raise over a couple of 
months. The bird would fly free all day but as soon as Dad arrived home from work, it would seek him out and 
land on his shoulder, the unusual story making it to the local newspapers. 

After finishing high school I did what many young men did at that time and secured an apprenticeship, initially 
in private enterprise and later with Westrail. After qualifying, I moved into the fledgling south west mining 
industry working on heavy machinery. It was the mining industry, with its generous pay rates, that enabled me at 
the age of 21 and raising a young family to finance my first small business venture, a successful service station 
and workshop. Running a service station back then was hard work. The hours were regulated—you had to be 
open 12 hours a day from 7.00 am to 7.00 pm plus Saturday mornings from 7.00 am to 1.00 pm and weekend 
rosters. The hours were long, margins were tight and holidays, and even days off, were fairly rare. But it was 
there that I learned the valuable lesson that providing good service and developing people skills pays dividends. I 
also learned, often the hard way, that efficient administration, planning and systems are crucial elements in 
business survival. 

After two years, I was looking for new challenges so I sold my service station business and entered the real 
estate industry as a sales representative. At the same time, I also started tertiary studies in real estate 
management so that I could get an agent’s licence and operate my own real estate practice. Real estate is a very 
demanding business but at 23 it provided the challenges and rewards I needed to keep myself focused on what I 
wanted to achieve. After spending some time as a sales manager in a large real estate agency, managing more 
than 20 motivated sales staff—a big workforce with big egos to match—I completed the studies I needed for my 
real estate and business agent’s licence and purchased a share of the company. I spent the next 20 years working 
in different facets of the real estate industry, building businesses in general real estate practice, property 
development, conveyancing and franchise networking. 

In 2006 my wife, Brenda, and I decided it was time for a change and we liquidated all our business interests and 
moved on to our next stage of life as self-funded retirees. We indulged in spending time with our children and 
grandchildren and working on our farm at Rocky Gully in the beautiful great southern part of the agricultural 
region that I have the privilege to represent. The abundance of spare time I had rekindled my passion for the 
outdoors and I was able again to spend time hunting, fishing and enjoying a casual lifestyle after a demanding, 
hectic and sometimes gruelling business career. Having family with farming interests in the central wheatbelt 
and running our own farm in the great southern gave me the opportunity to travel through much of the 
agricultural region and meet local families. Getting involved with people in the region highlighted the many 
hardships facing not only farmers, but also other members of our rural communities. Poor seasons, live export 
restrictions, rising input costs and city-centric attitudes of the people in power have all contributed to a harder 
life for country people. When you hear of farmers having their neighbours on suicide watch, you know that 
things are pretty grim in the bush. 

On reflection, it became apparent to me that a lot had changed since my youth. I recognised that a detachment 
had developed between the realities of country life and the fantasy of some urbanised attitudes; a disconnect 
between those urban attitudes and the realities of the natural world. Disturbingly, this disconnect with reality is 
being perpetuated and promoted by fanatical fringe groups with almost evangelistic piety and with little or no 
empathy for those people affected. These groups with their idealistic points of view offer no compromise and 
fuel their flawed arguments with half-truths and emotive rhetoric. I despaired at the way in which those 
influences determined opinion and attitudes and resulted in restrictions and loss of freedoms for the community. 
Some green and anti groups take the moral high ground and preach compassion, understanding and tolerance—
that is, of course, unless your opinion differs from theirs. Animal rights extremists and their fellow travellers, 
with their self-righteous rhetoric, use emotionally charged campaigns that are designed to demonise and belittle 
anyone who opposes them, while country towns are penalised, sound farming practices are victimised, hunters 
and outdoor adventurers are being locked out and recreational fishers are squeezed out of marine parks.  

All these things concerned me deeply, but I had hope that commonsense and logic would prevail. I began 
studying and researching the effects of different groups on our community and how certain outcomes had come 
into being. I became involved with clubs such as the Sporting Shooters’ Association of Australia, which has 
more than 150 000 members. I was also founding president of the WA branch of the Australian Deer 
Association, which is a nationwide hunting club with almost 5 000 members. The Australian Deer Association’s 
code of ethics and hunter education courses symbolise respect for game animals and the environment in which 
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they are hunted; it has some excellent field-to-fork training programs. Not everyone wants their food from the 
supermarket; free-range organic meat and fish harvested from the wild provide  healthy alternatives and satisfy 
the natural need to provide for oneself and one’s family. 

It was in these organisations and among the wider community that I found a growing support for a change in 
attitudes towards hunting, shooting and fishing, and for a commonsense approach to environmental management. 
No fisher worth their salt wants to see a decline in fish stocks or the marine environment denigrated. No farmer 
wants to see their land degraded or valuable stock compromised. Responsible hunters, four-wheel drivers and 
campers respect the bush, and overwhelmingly these groups are conservation-minded. They resent, however, 
being locked out, banned and victimised because of the idealism of extremists or the bad behaviour of a few. If 
people are irresponsible, they should be prosecuted—ample existing laws are available to authorities to do so—
but we should not punish everyone by excluding them simply because it is easier. 

In my search for answers I set about completing a course with the University of Queensland’s School of Animal 
Studies to better understand environmental and animal management issues. At the same time, I became aware of 
the Shooters and Fishers Party and followed the progress of the party over a number of years. I came to believe 
that the people of WA could benefit from representation by the Shooters and Fishers Party, and having always 
had a keen interest in politics, I thought that it might be something worth pursuing. Fundamentally, I am an 
optimist to a fault. While I am acutely aware of the realities of life, I believe that almost anything can be 
achieved with the right planning and mindset. I live my life with a glass-half-full attitude and I look for solutions 
to overcome adversity and setbacks. 

Notwithstanding my optimistic outlook on life, I knew from the outset that to establish the Shooters and Fishers 
Party in WA would take a great deal of motivation and confidence. I knew that the controversial nature of the 
party would make it a substantial challenge and that, once started, it would have life-changing consequences. A 
couple of years ago I would have questioned myself on whether I had the courage and commitment to see the job 
through, then late in 2011 tragedy struck our family, with the loss of our only grandson, Mason. He was a 
beautiful little boy with a winning smile. The devastating effect on all of us was quite profound, particularly on 
Mason’s dad—my son Aaron. For those who have lost a close family member, there is always a re-evaluation of 
our own lives and the realisation of our own mortality. As for me, it gave me the strength and conviction to not 
waste time being timid or half-hearted about fighting for what I believe in and want to achieve. 

Early in 2012 I went to Sydney and met with the Shooters and Fishers Party of New South Wales. I found a 
common ground in the objectives of the party and that there was a real sense of genuine solidarity and mateship. 
On returning to WA I immediately set about establishing and registering a branch here. Time was against us to 
form the branch, get the minimum number of members, register the party and prepare a campaign for the March 
2013 election. I was overwhelmed by the support from many different sectors of the community, with many 
people putting in countless hours to assist with the promotion and operation of the party. I am truly humbled by 
the commitment of those people and amazed by the speed at which things unfolded to the point at which I am 
standing before members today. 

The original Shooters and Fishers Party, then known simply as the Shooters Party, was formed in NSW in 1992 
by ABC journalist John Tingle. Like me, he was concerned by the lack of representation in Parliament for 
outdoors enthusiasts. John was elected to the New South Wales Parliament in 1995 and representation is 
continued by current Shooters and Fishers Party MLCs Robert Brown and Robert Borsak. However, the Shooters 
and Fishers Party is not just about shooting and fishing. It is made up of and supported by people who believe 
that excessive government interference in our lives has been a growing concern. People are worried that their 
basic freedoms and rights are being eroded and absorbed into a nanny state where the government legislates; the 
agencies under their control regulate; and the radical extremists scorn anyone who dares to challenge their point 
of view. Nobody wants to live in a society that is so bound up with legislation and regulation that we are not told 
what we cannot do, but what we can do. 

The SFP recognises and is sensitive to the hardships experienced by those on the land and people who choose to 
live in country communities. The Shooters and Fishers Party strongly supports safeguarding our natural 
environment. Our supporters believe that proactive and sustainable use of our natural resources is a sensible way 
to manage our environment into the future. They believe our bush, rivers and oceans are there for everyone to 
share and enjoy in a sustainable and environmentally responsible way. The best way to do this is not by locking 
it away and restricting access in a misguided hope of preserving it, but to actively manage the landscape to 
conserve and enhance biodiversity. 

I have been asked many times whether the party leans politically to the left or the right. The truth of the matter is 
that our members and supporters come from all walks of life and all political persuasions, all with a common 
interest of defending the rights and freedoms of responsible and law-abiding people. It has been the party’s 
general practice to allow the elected government of the day to govern—that is what it is mandated to do—except 
when the government agenda is in clear conflict with sensible social, economic and environmental values or 
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when it directly affects the people we represent. This is the very first time that the people of Western Australia 
have had a direct voice in Parliament to protect their cultural heritage and lifestyle through using commonsense 
approaches to land and marine management. All Western Australians have a right to access and enjoy the 
environment while being mindful of conservation, but the current trend towards a lock-up approach to 
environmental management is alienating and unfair and fosters resentment. Western Australia has some of the 
nation’s most onerous restrictions on fishing, firearms, hunting and four-wheel driving. In this thirty-ninth 
Parliament I will put forward for consideration and adoption sound policy for outdoor recreational sports to 
make them sustainable in the long term.  

My major ambitions for this term are to introduce more sensible gun and fishing laws, reduce lockouts, allow for 
restocking of fish species, and permit regulated hunting in state forests. I will be working towards commonsense 
debate on issues such as a moratorium on marine parks and controlled access for recreational fishers through the 
use of rotational and seasonal closures to manage fish stocks rather than permanent blanket bans. I will also be 
working towards a review of some of the less sensible rules such as one dhufish per fisher rather than the current 
two dhufish per boat limit, restocking programs for prize species, and the formation of inland fishing hubs to 
provide fishing and camping opportunities for families, similar to that proposed by this government for 
Wellington Dam. 
In the coming four years I will work towards a review of the Firearms Act to examine some of the unreasonable 
nonsense regulations and policies that achieve nothing for public safety and serve only to frustrate and entrap 
law-abiding people with unnecessary bureaucratic red tape. We all want effective gun laws, especially law-
abiding gun owners, but we need effective gun laws that target criminals, not responsible sportsmen and women, 
people on the land or those with a legitimate reason to own firearms. Firearm ownership has been so 
marginalised that it is one of the only government services that does not provide a pensioners’ discount on fees 
and charges despite being a major pastime for many of our seniors.  

It is estimated that there are thousands of illegal firearms in the community; illegal firearms that are smuggled, 
stolen or manufactured and are mostly in the hands of criminals. That is where the focus of gun law enforcement 
should be. States such as New South Wales and Victoria have successfully utilised the free community resource 
of regulated recreational hunters to assist in feral animal control as an effective alternative method of 
environmental management. The economic benefits to New South Wales are estimated to be in the tens of 
millions of dollars. Its 2011–12 “Public Benefit Assessment” revealed that game-hunting licence holders directly 
spent $76.2 million on conservation activities. Of this amount, an estimated $56.5 million was invested in 
regional areas. That does not include the substantial social and cultural benefit to the community or the benefit to 
the state’s environment and management agencies in managing and controlling feral pests. There is no reason a 
similar model would not work just as well in Western Australia. 

In my term I will work to improve our often neglected country towns and regional centres, and I will be vigilant 
on any matters that may affect people in my region. Western Australia’s large and growing four-wheel drive 
fraternity is losing access to more and more land through misguided environmental management principles. 
Four-wheel drive networks and camping facilities that allow controlled and responsible access to our public 
lands can only improve life in WA. Many tracks used by four-wheel drivers are also firebreaks, either real or 
de facto. Keeping firebreaks open to four-wheel drive vehicles keeps them free of vegetation and actually has a 
positive effect on the bush environment. Most four-wheel drivers—certainly the ones I know—are 
environmentally aware. Many clubs around the state have already “adopted” various tracks and areas of land. In 
recent years, for example, four-wheel drive clubs have restored many of the wells all the way through the long-
abandoned Canning Stock Route. The track now has reasonably reliable water supplies at regular intervals and 
can once again be used, this time not by stockmen but by four-wheel drive adventurers. Four-wheel drive clubs 
have also resurveyed and recut other iconic tracks such as the Holland Track from Broomehill to Coolgardie; 
originally a shortcut to get supplies from the port of Albany to the goldfields and almost lost for 100 years but 
now open again for the enjoyment of four-wheel drive enthusiasts. There are countless other examples, but I will 
work to encourage the expansion of those principles so that areas can be kept open and responsibly managed by 
the people who use them for recreation.  
I believe that in this house, as the state’s house of review, we have a responsibility to explore and research ways 
to deal with issues other than simply banning the activities that raised the issues. That is certainly what I will be 
doing over the next four years. I am coming to the end now, Mr President; I thank the house for the opportunity 
to speak.  
In closing, it is usual and right in an inaugural speech to also thank family, friends and supporters. Firstly and 
most importantly I thank my wife, Brenda, whose love and support knows no depth. I thank my five children, 
Mathew, Aaron, Elissa, Anthony and Jared; my parents, Carol and Gino; my brother, Mark, and sister, Laura, all 
of whose love and encouragement are my driving force.  
Without support and guidance from the following people I would not be standing here today. I thank New South 
Wales Shooters and Fishers Party MLCs, Robert Borsak and Robert Brown, for their guidance and 
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understanding that WA is its own state, and for the free hand given to do things our way over here. I thank 
Shooters and Fishers Party analyst Glenn Druery for his keen negotiating skills and mathematical genius. He is a 
remarkable and gifted man who knows no peers in his field. I thank the Shooters and Fishers Party WA founding 
committee, particularly Ray Hull, Paul Marsh, Andrew Charleson, Dan Strijk, Mark McCall and Howard Barks. 
Their dedication, hard work and support have been invaluable and I treasure the strong bonds of friendship that 
have developed through this journey. I especially thank all the Shooters and Fishers WA members, many of 
whom travelled long distances to be at the party’s foundation meeting, some driving more than four hours just to 
be there, which is an indication of their commitment. Most importantly, I thank the 22 000 Western Australians 
who gave the Shooters and Fishers Party their primary vote.  

Finally, I thank the government and opposition leaders, Whips and members for their assistance and good 
wishes. Special thanks must go to Parliament House staff who have given me a warm welcome and eased the 
transition into parliamentary life with invaluable information, direction and effective induction courses. They 
certainly do a very professional and thorough job; however, I am sure they still have a fair bit of work yet on 
their hands with me! 

I have probably been described as many different things, especially in my pursuit to establish the Shooters and 
Fishers Party here in WA, but I personally believe that I am fundamentally a simple family man with traditional 
family values. In my 52 years as a Western Australian I have seen many changes as our state has grown and 
prospered. There have been many positive changes with cultural diversity and economic prosperity in our 
vibrant, progressive state. There is much for the people of WA to be proud of and much more to be achieved. 

I recently spent some time with my wife and one of our granddaughters in Kings Park, traversing the Kings Park 
walkway and generally enjoying the beautiful setting—a credit to the government of Western Australia and the 
authorities involved. On returning to the car park, I stopped under the old boab tree looking out to the south over 
the rivers and beyond. I read the plaque on the rail describing the scene of the landing by Dutch explorers in 
1697 led by de Vlamingh and their climb to higher ground at Mt Eliza to look out at their surroundings. One 
could only imagine their thoughts. And later, in 1801, with the arrival of the French scientific research ship 
Le Naturaliste, explorers also climbed Mt Eliza to view the country. Eventually, in 1827, upon the arrival of 
Captain James Stirling to establish a future colony, explorers again climbed Mt Eliza and were effused by the 
view of the river and distant mountains, and considered the surrounding country to be particularly grand. 
Standing there in Kings Park, I also thought that the view was particularly grand and I was effused by the 
realisation of the depth of patriotism I have for this place where I was born, have always lived and now have the 
privilege to serve—the great state of Western Australia. Thank you.  

[Applause.]   

HON JIM CHOWN (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [5.39 pm]: I believe the Bunge initiative will 
bring a number of direct benefits to the grain-growing areas of Western Australia. Three of those that probably 
need to be highlighted are access to premiums available prior to the northern hemisphere harvest; access to direct 
port delivery premiums, meaning that on-farm storage and then delivery to a storage facility or an accumulation 
facility at port or up-country makes a very efficient transport chain from farm to port to vessel, and extra 
capacity provides greater ability to take advantage of grain price volatility; also of course there is a taxation 
benefit. Let us hope we have a string of very good years and growers can offset their income into the next 
financial year by storage and then selling when they can choose to take advantage of the spot-cash market. This 
grain going into Bunge will be by road delivery only. Railway lines from the interior or grain-growing areas 
direct to port no longer exist. There used to be lines in the 1920s, and probably up until the 1940s and 1950s, but 
they no longer exist. All this grain, therefore, will be rolling in by rubber. Everything we eat in this state rolls in 
by rubber. Somewhere it lands on the back of a heavy vehicle or a truck of some kind and then gets to its final 
destination. 

As Main Roads informed me, the road traffic task is estimated at the peak of deliveries at 700 vehicles a day if 
Bunge is successful in accumulating its targeted tonnage. Those vehicles will be restricted access vehicles 
class 4, or pocket road trains, which are the ubiquitous form of heavy transport throughout the Agricultural 
Region and a very common and efficient way to move bulk products. There have been some contentious issues 
about the roads on which these vehicles will be carried. I must say to members that every kernel of grain that 
ends up in an accumulation point or a storage system gets there by road. The whole harvest of this state is 
delivered to a facility by road in a very compressed time. Usually over six weeks to two months, between 
10 million and 15 million tonnes arrive at a destination point for delivery to a port at some future date. Bearing 
that in mind, Bunge officials had a number of meetings with all the shires involved and laid out their intentions 
to the shires. Some of the shires had issues about the increased traffic on their roads et cetera. I therefore took it 
upon myself on 1 May to visit the main shires that will be on the direct route from the Agricultural Region to 
Bunbury port. Those shires are Wagin, Darken and Collie. We had a good gathering of shire councillors at each 
of those shires. As I drove along the road from Wagin, down to Albany Highway, then headed back to Perth for 
about six kilometres and took the road that ends up in Darken and finally Collie, then ended up on the Coalfields 
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Road—highway—and eventually into Bunbury, I identified a couple of issues that I had brought to the attention 
of the minister and Main Roads. Probably the main issue is where the highway near Wagin hits Albany 
Highway. The intersection there connects with Albany Highway at a rise, and the road dips on the northern and 
southern sides of the intersection so that vision is limited for someone accessing Albany Highway from the 
direction of Wagin. The speed is limited to 80 kilometres an hour. However, that is fairly quick for a heavy 
vehicle pulling out onto a road, because it is virtually just moving after it has stopped at the stop sign, with cars 
or other heavy vehicles approaching at 80 kilometres an hour. I have suggested that the intersection needs 
significant work and realignment from a safety perspective. I have driven along that road many times in my role 
as a member of Parliament. The reality is that even in a car I find it dangerous; hopefully, that issue will be 
addressed. The other requirement is for a slip lane for vehicles turning off Albany Highway heading towards 
Darken. As these vehicles slow down to turn left, even though the road is speed limited, they need more road to 
slow down than normal vehicles and they need to be off the road. A slip lane would not impede traffic heading in 
either direction but it would help traffic heading north. 

The responses from the councillors at the meetings were interesting. They were very supportive of the initiative. 
As one said, participation in the Bunge project by delivering his grain to Bunbury port will make an $80 000 
difference to the profitability of his farm on an average harvest. Coalfields highway, of course, is a quite 
congested point. It is the main highway from Collie into Bunbury. The government at this stage has invested a 
total of $53 million in it. Another $28 million will be expended there over the next three years, which will be 
spent on upgrading Coalfields highway; it includes $22 million for upgrades between Wellington Dam turn-off 
and, I think, Allanson; and $6 million will also be used to complete dual lanes in uphill sections of Redlands hill, 
because faster traffic obviously needs to pass trucks going up that hill as they crest over the top. 

I fully support this program. I believe that it will enhance the bottom line of growers out there. It will bring real 
competition into the storage and handling of grain in this state. One must ask where this will leave Co-operative 
Bulk Handling. The reality is that Co-operative Bulk Handling has been around for a long time. If it loses one 
million tonnes out of the system—I believe in four to five years it will be between two million and four million 
tonnes—it will be under significant pressure. As I said previously, Bunge is not the only initiative. A Chinese 
consortium is also intending to export out of Albany. I am also aware of Japanese concerns that are seriously 
looking at doing something very similar in the northern wheatbelt out of Geraldton. The issue there is of course 
berth availability, but I am sure that if they get down and do the job and have a good look around, they will find 
a berth to fulfil their requirements. 

Where does this leave CBH? I will give members a bit of background on Co-operative Bulk Handling. It was 
formed on 5 April 1933. In fact, it has just celebrated 80 years as the prime grain handler for Western Australia. 
It is based on the cooperative principles of one member, one vote irrespective of volume of grain delivered. CBH 
repaid all its start-up debts by 1943. Let me say that all those debts were paid by grower contributions. Those 
contributions were probably in the form of tolls, which I think growers stopped having to pay in the late 1990s. 
However, up until that time all growers paid a toll over and above the storage charges they incurred when they 
delivered grain to the system. CBH is a non-distributive cooperative. Growers are unable to sell or borrow 
against their shares to reduce debt and no dividend is paid to growers. Each shareholding has a value of $2. 
When I left farming I had, and still have, my $2 cheque from CBH. I do not know what it is worth today, but I 
imagine it is worth a bit less than the $2 it was worth five years ago. A shareholding is achieved after growers 
deliver a cumulative amount of 600 tonnes of grain over a three-year period, and they lose the shareholding, of 
course, if they fall short of that parameter. Based on current grower numbers, with each shareholder valued at $2, 
the current cumulative shareholding value by CBH shareholders is $8 600. This is an interesting figure. I have 
tried to find out exactly how many growers were shareholders around the turn of the century. The number varies 
between 8 500 and 9 800, but today there are approximately 4 600 shareholders in CBH. That tells us that the 
attrition rate of growers out there in the community is enormous; it is better than 50 per cent. In the last 13 years, 
more than 50 per cent of Western Australian wheat growers have left the industry and are no longer shareholders 
of Co-operative Bulk Handling. That does not mean that land is not being put under agriculture. In fact, the same 
area of land is in the industry and is producing grain. In reality—this is an important point to make—the $2 
shareholders’ cumulative value of their shareholding in their cooperative in an industry that is worth $5 billion 
on average annually is $8 600.  

Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd’s main asset is storage. It has about 198 storage facilities—it may be 199; 195 
or 196 are up-country facilities. Every major port of this state has a CBH exporting facility worth large amounts 
of money. There is no doubt that they are the best in the world. This is a fantastic system that our grain growers 
have paid for. Of course, we have one at Kwinana, one at Geraldton, one at Albany and one at Esperance, and 
they have virtually captured the port side berthing arrangements for the export of all grains out of Western 
Australia. That is one reason why Bunge identified that Bunbury was a port that suited its purposes. 

I will refer to some cash flow amounts from CBH’s 2011–12 report. In 2011–12, CBH had revenue of 
$3.089 million, a net profit after tax of $162 million, total assets of $2.155 billion, and an equity in those assets 
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of $1.242.8 billion. This raises a question. It is an issue about which I was quoted in the press recently, and that 
is the corporatisation of CBH. Corporatisation was attempted at the turn of the century. Under the cooperative 
arrangements that CBH has, 75 per cent of growers need to vote for a change of the entity. When it was first 
attempted in 2000, 58 per cent of growers decided that they wanted to vote to corporatise CBH, so it fell well 
short of the 75 per cent. The process that took place then was that the issue was debated for some time within the 
industry. At the time, the board pursued this outcome. It believed that this would be best for the cooperative in 
the long term. Mr Allan Watson was the board chairman at that time. Since Mr Allan Watson was the board 
chairman, the following chairmen, Mr Robert Sewell and Mr Tony Critch, whom I spoke to about this on a 
number of occasions, also believed that the best outcome for growers in Western Australia would be the 
corporatisation of this cooperative, which has done a fantastic job, I might add. However, as I said earlier in my 
address here today, sometimes beliefs about better outcomes or possible outcomes are ignored by what is really a 
very conservative industry. As I said earlier, the benefits of deregulation to the Western Australian grain grower 
have been absolutely immense, to the tune of around $100 million a year, and that is just on the differentiation of 
$10, if not more, between us and the eastern states. That is probably due to our proximity to Asia, which is our 
growing market for grain, and probably will be our prime market into the future. 

What would the corporatisation of CBH be valued at? I was at a meeting in Lake Grace at which there were 
30 grain growers. It was a Western Graingrowers Committee meeting, and a CBH director was there. He 
believed that CBH was worth in the vicinity of $7 billion; that is what this cooperative is worth. As I said 
previously, the collective shareholding of our $2 shareholders is $8 600. At that meeting, I thought that that was 
a pretty high estimate. Of course, corporatisation was discussed, and there was a bit of toing and froing. This was 
prior to all the rains, when people down that way were fairly stressed. I asked the question, “How many people 
in the room are actually grain growers?” and the majority put up their hands as being active grain growers. Prior 
to that, the director said that if that price of $7 billion was a factual amount of the worth of CBH, and if CBH 
was corporatised and that money was distributed to all the grain growers who are currently shareholders, they 
would receive, across the board, about $1.5 million. That is an enormous amount of money when we convert the 
$2 share into something that is tangible as such. I asked all these guys in the room, “Of the 30-odd grain growers 
here, would you corporatise CBH as a cooperative and would you be happy to receive whatever it’s worth on the 
credit side of your balance sheet?” To a man they all put their hand up. 

We have heard in this place on a number of occasions about how bad farming is. Farming is not bad; I think 
farming is very good. But the problem with farming is a lack of equity, a lack of cash flow, and a lack of 
tradeable assets in regard to a farmer financing his requirements. Here we have an entity, which is a cooperative 
today, worth billions of dollars. I personally believe it is probably worth about $3 billion to $4 billion. The 
question is: why should CBH, as a cooperative, not be corporatised before we have 2 000 farmers left, to allow 
these people to have on their balance sheet a tradeable share that they can keep themselves or sell? I believe that 
most of them would keep it, because these would be very tightly held shares. They would have a value. Facing 
the competition that I have just described, I think it is essential that something like this take place to allow CBH, 
as an entity, to have some loyalty from its growers, because if it does not have loyalty from people, they will go 
elsewhere. If CBH loses two million, three million or four million tonnes on an annual basis—that is its core 
reason for existing; it earns most of its income from storage and handling charges—it is going to wither on the 
vine; and, if it withers on the vine, it will be an absolute tragedy for this industry, because my grandfather, as 
opposed to every other grain grower in this state, my father and I have made significant contributions to this 
cooperative with the understanding that we would get something back. Up to this time, what we have had in 
return is efficiencies, but those efficiencies are not being met today. All I am asking is that a fair debate take 
place within the industry about this very important matter. 

I am very disappointed about the response I have received in public from people such as Mr Neil Wandel, the 
chairman of CBH. In regard to his response to my article in the paper, I am sure Mr Wandel could not have read 
it correctly, because at the end of the article I said—I made it very clear—that I believe this debate needs to take 
place within the industry. I quote from The West Australian of 6 May 2013 — 

CBH has declared war on critics of the co-operative as it prepares an aggressive strategy to take the 
fight to the multinational companies growing more active in the Australian grains industry. 

I think I have addressed that. It continues — 

CBH chairman Neil Wandel called for an end to speculation about the corporatisation of the grower-
owned co-operative from what he described as a “vocal minority”. 

Let me inform Mr Wandel that I am not a shrinking violet. Regardless of what some people believe, this is an 
issue that I discuss quite openly with growers wherever I go in the Agricultural Region. In fact, on the occasion 
that we visited the wheatbelt a number of months ago with the Premier and Hon Ken Baston, the Minister for 
Agriculture and Food, I raised this at a number of grower meetings. What always surprises me is that at the 
meetings we get the Western Australian Farmers Federation bullfrogs who jump all over the throat when the 
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issue is raised and yell everybody down, but after the meeting the majority of people come up to me and quietly 
say, “I think you’re right. We would like to see this happen.” Responses from a board chairman about this very 
important matter along the lines that I have just stated and quoted from the business section of The West 
Australian are inappropriate, because a chairman who is representing a number of shareholders at the very least, 
I believe, should say, “Let’s have a look at this; let’s have a discussion about this; let’s have a pros and cons 
debate about whether this cooperative should be corporatised. Let me hear from the shareholders.” 

In 2010, a CBH questionnaire went to a thousand growers—less than 25 per cent, I might add. I hope Mr Wandel 
is not using his response to this particular question and taking the information from that survey, because I do not 
believe that survey is comprehensive. It was not across the board. In light of the current situation with 
competition, I think Mr Wandel and his board need to be very serious about this issue.  

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm 
Hon JIM CHOWN: I seek leave to continue my remarks at a later stage of this day’s sitting. 

[Leave granted.] 

The PRESIDENT: The question is that the motion be agreed to. I call Hon Paul Brown. Members, I remind you 
that this is the member’s maiden speech and the usual courtesies apply.  

HON PAUL BROWN (Agricultural) [7.31 pm]: Thank you, Mr President, for the opportunity to speak to the 
house on this occasion. I first pay my respects to the Indigenous owners of the land upon which we meet, the 
Noongar people, and acknowledge their elders, past and present. It is with much humility and great honour that I 
stand before you today to give my inaugural speech to the house. I have been given a great amount of advice 
about this occasion—what I should say and how I can express myself to lay a foundation for my career as a state 
parliamentarian. It was all good advice and given by well-respected people who have walked this same path. To 
them I say thank you and I hope that I can do them, my family and friends and my electorate proud, both today 
and in the future.  

My children are now the fifth generation of our family to live in the Avon Valley, and I take pride in knowing 
that I now represent this area as part of my duties to the house. The Avon Valley, as I am sure all members are 
aware, was the first inland part of our state to be settled as the early pioneers moved away from the agricultural 
restraints that were apparent on the Swan coastal strip in 1831 and set out to expand their estates and provide the 
certainty of a sustained food source for the developing coastal settlement. Balladong Farm, the first farm in 
inland WA, is still there at York today. This area became the staging post for the early exploration of the eastern 
parts of our state. Our new state needed to provide for itself and it was in the Avon Valley area that they found 
the ability to do this. With its rich fertile soils and abundance of fresh water, this is where agriculture as we first 
know it kicked off in WA. It was from there that the wheatbelt expanded to become the food bowl that it has 
been for the past century. We were able to earn our fledging state its first dollars in export income.  

I am just a simple country lad, born in country WA, grown in country WA and have made my life and my family 
back on our small farm in the Avon Valley. I was born in Geraldton in 1969, a year famous for so many special 
events, but two come to mind first in many people’s minds. It was the year that man first walked on the moon 
and the year that many tried to descend back into the Stone Age at Woodstock. My father was a crayfisherman 
and prawn trawler captain and he and mum were living in Dongara at the time when I decided to make my 
entrance into the world. So off they popped to Geraldton, not quite the easy trip from Dongara as it is today. 
Many apparently thought that mum was having twins but both then and probably now I am sure she was relieved 
that there was only one of me. I still take pride when driving past the old St John of God Geraldton Hospital 
where so many more of my father’s side of the family were born. I remember being there many years later for 
the births of my sister and brother. My mother and I moved back to Merredin, from where we had been living in 
Exmouth, due to the breakdown of my parents’ marriage. My first real memories are of our first house in Todd 
Street down by the railway line. Maybe that is why I sleep soundly when staying near a railway line these days.  

Mum was born and raised in Merredin, and her family had been part of the community for decades. We were 
living in town and mum was working two or three jobs to put food on the table and clothes on our back, either 
cleaning up at the high school or working down at the doctor’s surgery. I cannot remember ever needing 
anything as mum always planned ahead, squirrelling money away for Christmas or birthdays to make sure that I 
was never disadvantaged. I never really grew up with a father in the house but my mum did the job of both, 
whether it was helping me to build cubby houses, fix my beloved pushie or coach my junior football side. I was 
always surrounded by the great role models from within the community. But on the down side, for me at least, 
she was always ready to get the wooden coathanger out and give me a well-earned dose of home-style discipline, 
frequently.  

It was there in the Merredin district that I spent my formative years learning how to catch yabbies in dams, 
playing footy and cricket and getting up to the general sort of mischief that country lads get up to while growing 
up. I can still run my hands along my shins and remember which chunk was taken out climbing over which piece 
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of old farm machinery. Every time I look in the mirror, I see the scar near my right eye from when I tried to 
rearrange my own skull by falling off the pig fence onto the pig trailer. On the frequent times that I spend the 
night in Merredin, I stay in the B&B that used to be one of the doctor’s surgeries where I got stitched back 
together on quite a few occasions. The bedroom that I sleep in is the old office where this was done.  

Merredin was a fantastic town to grow up in back in the golden days of agriculture and general wheatbelt boom. 
The people were diverse, industries thrived and government departments were giants that helped to support the 
town with their large staff levels and all the services that they provided as part of the community. It was perhaps 
the largest town in the region by far, but everybody still seemed to know what everyone else was doing. It was in 
this environment that I learnt that you did not need to be afraid of a bit of hard work and that getting dirty was 
part of the job. It was drummed into me at an early age that you will only get out of something equal to that what 
you are prepared to put into it. 

We had a number of great schools full of kids from a diverse selection of backgrounds. Buses full of kids from 
all over the district disgorged each morning at the entrances and then loaded up at the end of the day for what 
may be a long journey home for most. My grandfather drove one of those buses that took some to the far reaches 
of the district and he stayed at the farm overnight during the week. How times have changed. The buses still 
deliver kids to the wonderful new K–12 college in Merredin but the old schools have closed their doors these 
days and the numbers of kids carried on the buses are but a fraction of what they once were. I went to South 
Merredin Primary School for grades one and two before spending grades three and four at North Merredin. 
Friends made at these two places I count as some of my dearest, even now. We may not see each other with great 
frequency any more but it is like we have not been long apart when we do. Both of those primary schools are no 
longer in use and lie dormant waiting for their next incarnation or the wrecking ball.  

Schools were an integral part of the social fabric then and I think that they are even more critical to our country 
towns now in the role of keeping kids in the regions and involved locally. I had some wonderful people help me 
to develop into a curious young man, perhaps a bit overconfident but certainly not afraid to take on anything. It 
was here that I learnt that everyone should be able to get a fair go regardless of their background or 
circumstances. My grandfather was one of my great mentors. He took me with him as a young boy and made me 
try everything that he was doing, teaching me how to fish, play a mean game of rummy and generally enjoy 
everything that I was doing. Winning was not big on his agenda as long as you had fun doing it. He and my 
grandmother even used to subject themselves to Sunday evenings watching Countdown on the ABC just so they 
could understand what I was talking about. My grandmother was a helper at the local kindy that I attended and 
was a great educator but probably missed her calling as a teacher. If only she liked being with people other than 
her family. 

Our family travelled over the eastern wheatbelt, attending sports carnivals and to Perth for Country Week. My 
mother was a born and bred Merredin-ite and everywhere we went she was known for her sporting exploits. She 
was a champion at netball, basketball, swimming and athletics. So along with football and cricket for me, sport 
kept our family pretty busy. It seemed to me that our family was involved in just about everything that was going 
on in the community, whether we were participating in the debutante balls, one of those curious coming-of-age 
events that you no longer see today that have been replaced by school balls, or the continual roster of country 
barbeques and local dances that we had to attend—parents inside, kids outside or perhaps asleep in the car. The 
country was a great place to grow up and learn how to make your own fun and make lifelong friendships.  

A few years later, we moved to Perth due to the illness of my grandfather, who was not expected to live much 
longer, and so I found myself living close to the beach and going to school in Scarborough. It was time to make 
new friends and learn the ways of city living, although in those years it was still pretty simple and we did not 
think much about the possible dangers that concern us about living in the city these days. I learnt how to surf and 
added this to football, cricket and squash as sports that I spent most of my time involved in. 

I started high school at Churchlands, and I finished at Scarborough High, which has actually been demolished as 
well, so there appears to be a bit of a theme with the schools that I attended. I then went to TAFE to study 
horticulture. This appeared to be a good choice, as it was outside mostly and was physical in nature. I enjoyed 
this career for many years, becoming manager of a nursery, and having my own small landscaping business. I 
then went on to join the Department of Agriculture and as part of my duties became a stock inspector for the live 
export section of the Australian Quarantine and Inspection Service.  

After a few years working for the Department of Agriculture, I resigned and went to work for the live export 
industry, starting with Emanuel Exports and spending a few years learning about the internal workings of the 
industry. I decided to continue my studies at this point, and after some inward reflection I decided that many of 
my teachers at school had been a fairly good influence on me over the years, so it was off to Edith Cowan 
University to do a teaching degree. It took about two and a half years to realise that I wanted to keep working in 
the live export industry, which I had still been doing to put food on the table while studying. For those keeping 
score, the Edith Cowan campus that I studied at has long been demolished.  
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I went on to work for Wellard Rural Exports and spent the next eight years working as a livestock officer–
stockman and had the pleasure of working in some great parts of the world that I would never have seen had it 
not been for that job. A small list of some of the middle eastern countries that I worked in includes Kuwait, 
Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Libya, Bahrain, Jordan, Turkey and Israel. Combine those with many parts of Indonesia 
and Malaysia, along with a little spell in Namibia, and members can see that I was fairly busy and always on the 
move to or from somewhere. But I learnt a lot from doing this job and was part of a small management team, and 
I look back fondly at the time I spent with them.  

The agricultural industry has been the backbone of Western Australia since shortly after Governor Stirling first 
arrived in this state. We are an agricultural export state, and, long before the minerals boom, WA was exporting 
its produce, thereby feeding and clothing a good part of the world. Whether that produce is grain, wool or meat, 
or fruit and vegetables, WA has been at the forefront of agricultural innovation, and our farmers are widely 
regarded as the best dry land farmers in the world, operating in what now appears to be some of the most 
marginal conditions that one could ask anyone to farm in. The size of some of the farms in this region is 
considerable, rivalling some small countries, in fact, and the grain and produce that these farmers are able to 
grow in a good season is staggering. 

The livestock export industry is a large part of agriculture in Western Australia. It has provided our sheep and 
cattle producers with a stable, competitive base that has allowed them a diverse income over many decades. I 
have been involved in the live export industry now for some 23 years, starting firstly with the Department of 
Agriculture and then moving to the private sector, as I stated earlier. For many years, I worked at two of 
Australia’s largest exporters, as well as many of the smaller ones, throughout the Middle East and many South 
East Asian countries, and spent much time in Indonesia. I was lucky enough on many occasions to be involved 
with these companies when they were opening new markets for Western Australian produce that was in demand. 
I was also fortunate enough to be in many of these countries during times of political and social change.  

The live export industry is currently going through a considerable period of re-regulation. With the introduction 
of the Exporter Supply Chain Assurance System into all of the Australian markets that our livestock is exported 
to, we have seen a near halving in the number of animals exported, and the industry faces a growing army of the 
public that wants to see this number reduced to nil. Quite simply, the vast majority of the members of the public 
who oppose the live export industry are unaware of the fundamental dynamics of the global meat trade within 
which they want us to totally immerse ourselves. The animal welfare lobby wants the industry to be abolished 
and blames it for the loss of tens of thousands of Australian jobs. This claim is just fanciful. A wide range of 
structural changes within the meat processing sector, coupled with increased wage levels, had made smaller, 
more distant abattoirs unviable. Many of the larger companies within the animal processing sector were 
modernising and moving production into larger complexes that were located close to the main population 
centres. The reality is that the live export and meat processing industries within Australia actually complement 
each other. The type of animal that has generally been bought and exported live for many years is not of the 
standard that the meat processing sector has sourced, with the meat processors typically buying younger, ready-
to-kill animals, while those for live export have traditionally been older, larger-framed ones. 

Animal welfare is now a weekly headline that is thrown around as an accusation at the live export industry, and 
farmers, by the welfare lobby and a poorly informed public without any real understanding of what changes have 
taken place and the implications that their calls for abolition will have. One wonders whether they are aware that 
what they are also doing is engaging in racial and cultural discrimination towards our trading partners. 

The current federal government is rushing this industry headlong into structural change and legislative over-
reaction, and the void being created by our removal from these markets is happily being filled by a number of 
other countries. This over-regulated removal of our industry from these markets will undoubtedly lead to further 
detriment for our farming families and communities. It will also lead to a poorer animal welfare outcome for 
animals globally, as Australia is the only country that exports live animals that is investing in fundamental 
change in animal welfare, not only here at home, but in our client nations. Be clear on this! No other country is 
investing in animal welfare in the foreign countries for which their livestock is destined. 

The rhetoric and accusations that are constantly being aimed at the people in the farming and live export and 
associated industries has now reached hysterical levels, with farmers and their families being demonised and 
abused, along with truck drivers being spat on and their trucks being tampered with on occasions. Some of the 
activists have even been found trying to release animals from trucks parked close to main roads. Do these 
activists not think of the ramifications of their actions, both on the animals that would be wandering along these 
busy roads if they were to be released, and on the people in cars who might be adversely impacted by what they 
have just done? 

The changes to the live export industry, initially brought about by footage from Indonesia, is causing massive 
ongoing hardship within the livestock farming sector. Pastoralists throughout the north of the state are under 
daily pressure to find market for their livestock that they have spent a few decades building into a large animal 
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reservoir that would go on to feed a good portion of the planet. I know a number of these pastoralists who are 
hanging up the “for sale” sign, as upward pressure on inputs, combined with downward pressure on their meagre 
returns, has conspired to create a perfect storm, forcing many to leave the land and the industry forever. Many of 
the pastoral stations in the north of the Agricultural Region are finding that they have been removed from access 
to many of our markets because our client countries have removed themselves from trading partnerships that 
have lasted for decades and served our agricultural industry well. Combined with this is the detrimental 
environmental impact being caused to these pastoral properties by large numbers of livestock that can no longer 
be sold into traditional markets and are not being bought by the meat processors. The animal welfare lobby and 
the meat workers union say that the processors will increase their slaughter numbers and these animals will be 
sold as box meat around the world. Quite clearly, those statements are not grounded in the reality of what is 
actually happening to the livestock production sector and I consider them to be fallacious at best. 

Having been an owner and operator of a number of agricultural businesses, I am well aware of the monetary 
struggles that many of our pastoralists and farmers are currently going through. A few years ago my partners, 
Drs Chris Cooper and Rob MacPherson, and I identified a demand in the Pilbara region for more cattle services. 
We looked at the predicted weather models, and, along with the burgeoning demand for Australian livestock 
overseas, it was apparent that it would be wise to invest in building a feedlot and depot for exporting cattle. For a 
few years we appeared to be geniuses, with our business undergoing a rapid expansion while we outperformed 
our competition. Then came the federal government’s decision to suspend the trade with Indonesia, and our 
feedlot now sits nearly mothballed, with employees laid off and a service nearly lost to the wider industry. It is 
only now likely to hold cattle again as they make preparations for a shipment bound for the Middle East, only the 
second to leave the Pilbara in over two years thanks to our federal government’s mismanagement of the trade 
and the relationships with our long-time partners overseas. 

This pressure is also reflected in the eastern wheatbelt and other farming regions of Western Australia. With 
climate change contributing to varying rainfall from year to year, large increases in both input costs and bank 
finance restrictions, competition in a global market hampered by an Australian dollar that has been at record 
highs, along with a supermarket duopoly that restricts competition and supplier returns, it is little wonder that, 
when we combine this with the meagre returns to farmers from their livestock due to federal government 
intervention in our overseas markets, we country parliamentarians are being inundated with greater calls for 
assistance. 

But the people of this region and our agricultural industry are very resilient and will continue to apply 
themselves to their trade with all the vigour and ingenuity that has been shown here for decades. Sheep and cattle 
will be bred, wool will be cut, and crops like wheat, barley, canola and lupins will be grown. Prices will continue 
to fluctuate with the vagaries of international demands and markets and the rain will also be a wish on the lips of 
its citizens. But the sun will still come up every day and the agricultural industry will continue to provide the 
backbone to this state long after the resource booms have faded into distant memory. The Nationals WA recently 
campaigned with a vision for agriculture that will help the industry set itself for what many say will be the Asian 
century, and we are committed to investing the $300 million that we believe will lead to Western Australia 
becoming a major contributor to the Asian population expansion. We announced a package of investment that 
includes $75 million for infrastructure and tens of millions of dollars for research and development innovation 
across a range of sectors for the development of projects to carry the industry forward to capitalise on our 
already considerable relationships with our near neighbours. 

One of the reasons I joined the Nationals WA in the period after the 2008 state election was I saw how regional 
Western Australia was again being given the credence it had long been craving after many years of neglect by 
successive governments. The royalties for regions program has been able to instil in our regional communities a 
sense of gratitude made from the recognition that these regional communities have for so long held themselves 
together with their own ingenuity and sense of bloody-mindedness and that they forever just got on with looking 
after themselves. The royalties for regions program has been a godsend to many of the small country towns in 
the local shires. Ideas and projects that were for so long left to collect dust on the shelf due to the sheer financial 
burdens that would have been levied onto ratepayers were taken down and presented to a program, and a team, 
that was finally capable of determining a positive outcome.  

To our leader, Brendon Grylls, I am proud to be able to say that after watching you change the face of state 
politics and cheering you on, I can now count you among my good friends. To my colleagues within the 
Nationals WA, thank you for your guidance and friendship, and the trust you have given to me. Particular thanks 
must go to the Nats’ most recent president, Hon Col Holt, for the wise counsel he has given to me since I began 
to give voice to my potential candidacy. The blame falls squarely at your feet, brother, for me being here today! I 
would also like to acknowledge another one of my mentors in our party. Mia Davies has been, and continues to 
be, a good friend to my family and I, and the considerable amount of time I spent with Mia throughout the recent 
campaign showed to me the enormous expectations she puts on herself as her electorate’s representative, which I 
can only hope to be able to emulate throughout my parliamentary career.  
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Royalties for regions will forever be synonymous with the Nationals WA. It has begun to revitalise our 
communities and is delivering fundamental economic and social change to Western Australia. I am proud to say 
that I have now become part of the team that was the catalyst for this momentous program and the vision that we 
have for our electorates and the people of regional WA. 
The recent election campaign was a baptism by fire for me. Any particular ambitions for preselection that I may 
have been harbouring were tempered with the reality that I was standing against some great servants to the 
National Party. There were obviously a few contentious moments through the process and I finally found myself 
at number 2 on the ticket alongside Martin Aldridge, Jill Sounness, Cathie Bowen and Rosalba Butterworth. We 
had a great team that managed to cover the whole of the Agricultural Region throughout the campaign and our 
good management allowed us to provide a great level of support to our lower house candidates in Mia, 
Shane Love, “Tuck” Waldron and Shane van Styn. We were supported by a fantastic team of staff and 
volunteers who worked above and beyond the call, Joe Lundy, Jamie Forsyth, Heather Giles, Sue Middleton, 
Clare Creegan, Bryn Butler, Dexter and Leonie Davies, Barb Silvester, and Lisa Cole. I would also like to thank 
one of our great supporters in Sue Muntz, who is currently gravely ill, and I would like to let Sue and David 
know that we are all thinking of them. I apologise to anyone that I have not mentioned, but I am sure that you 
will know that your contribution was valued greatly by our team and I.  

It is great to be part of the Nationals family and I would like to express my gratitude to all of the staff and 
members, particularly our volunteers from the eastern states who came over to help. To my personal support 
team, new and old, the Fullgrabes, but in particular my Aunty Lyn; to Leon Musca, Jeff and Rebecca Miller, 
Glenn Thiele, Shannon and Debbie Metcalf, Chris Cooper and Rob MacPherson, I say thank you. 

The Agricultural Region is a vast tract of land full of diverse people and backgrounds. It has in its 
200 000 square kilometres places of such extreme harshness that have broken both men and machines since our 
European pioneers first started moving out into its rugged wilderness, areas that in some parts could only be 
tackled with camel trains in the early days. Nestled alongside this harshness are areas of such majestic beauty 
that their images would fill whole photographic libraries. Farming, forestry, fishing, tourism and mining are just 
a few of the industries across the breadth of the Agricultural Region that bring wealth to the local communities. 
The region has the luxury of vast resources and its hard-working citizens have been able to exploit this wealth to 
create a great variety of communities and fill them with vibrant, passionate people. It has only been over the last 
four years that the certain collapse of some of these regional towns, their clubs and local groups has been stalled 
and we have been able to see some revitalisation take place.  

Throughout the Agricultural Region we face many challenges to ensure that these communities that have 
provided the lifeblood of WA for generations can continue to thrive and provide the diverse wealth that we as a 
state currently enjoy, and opportunities exist across the region to ensure that we are part of the mechanism that 
drives this state forward. Large wind farms in Geraldton, Merredin and Badgingarra are creating green power to 
help supply our towns and industries and solar farms are on the way. What was a fledgling mineral exploration 
and mining industry in our midwest has now turned its early efforts into vessels full of valuable resources and is 
now sending them off to our client nations to earn export income for our state. Towns like Morawa and Perenjori 
are ideally situated to capitalise on this development and the communities in that area are beginning to reap the 
benefits of collaboration with the companies. 
The Turquoise and Batavia Coasts, from the north of Perth right up to Kalbarri, a coastline of stunning beauty, 
have now been made more conveniently accessible due to the opening of the Indian Ocean Drive. Tourist 
numbers through this area have exploded, bringing with them the additional demand for services and amenities, 
along with prosperity to the small businesses that have held on for so long and are now beginning to expand. 
Perth-based business and industry is now aware that many of the towns within the region can become supply and 
engineering centres and that their needs are being readily accommodated by the shires that welcome the 
investment into the area. These towns are able to leverage this expansion in local industry into better services 
and a more diverse range of business opportunities for their communities and those nearby.  

The needs of the various individuals and communities within the Agricultural Region are too numerous to 
mention here in detail and I do not want to outline a litany of what I want to achieve during my time in 
Parliament. But what I will say is that my vision for the region is aspirational and I would like to say to the 
citizens of the electorate that my office will always be ready to help and that the phone will always be answered 
or calls returned so that they may raise with me any issue that they think is of enough concern that they need this 
great institution to be involved. I do not choose to gloss over any of the other particular hardships being felt 
within my electorate, but I feel that by highlighting only a small number here, I will be seen to be giving undue 
focus to those at the expense of other equally important concerns and this is not my desire. I would like to thank 
the people of the Agricultural Region for their trust in me and the Nationals to advocate on their behalf for what 
we believe is in their best interests. 
Can I also say thank you to you, Mr President, and to all of the staff here at Parliament House for making me feel 
very welcome over the last few months and I look forward to a long and healthy relationship with you all. To my 
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new colleagues here in the chamber, I say thank you for your good grace and for the best wishes that you have 
shown to me, and I look forward to working with you for many years to come. 

I would not be standing here today without the unconditional support of my family. To my brother, Ashley, and 
sister, Melissa, my father and my wider family, I say thank you. To my mother, thank you just does not seem to 
be enough to express my gratitude and love for you or for the way you selflessly gave of yourself to ensure that I 
had everything that was needed, but thank you anyway. My wife, Rebecca, has been my constant companion and 
able partner for 13 fantastic years. She has raised our two wonderful children, Jaymee and Jack, and has 
provided to me something akin to the wisdom of Solomon on many occasions. She is my greatest cheerleader — 

[Interruption from the gallery.] 

Hon PAUL BROWN: Shush, dear! 

She is my greatest cheerleader and harshest critic, and I still cannot see that her decision to allow me to follow 
this path was the wisest she has ever made. Knowing that I will be absent for much of the next four years and 
given that I have already been absent during much of the campaign, as well as with my business and work 
commitments over the preceding years, Rebecca was all too ready to support my endeavours and was an integral 
part of the campaign team and has been able to add many of the Nats to her list of good friends. Who could have 
foreseen that a drink and a dance at the footy club one night may have led to this? She actually does not like 
politics very much and I am sure she will learn to loathe it in time, but she still drove all the way out to Mt 
Walker on polling day by herself to set up and man the booth when a few of our volunteers had car trouble the 
night before, and we won that booth. I am sure that I will be copping flak about that for years to come—I am 
sure. But the love of my wife and my kids will always be victory enough for me. Regardless of what the future 
may hold, my life is better for them being in it. Thank you, Rebecca. I love you, Jack and Jaymee above all else.  

[Applause.] 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Peter Collier (Leader of the House). 

STATE AGREEMENTS LEGISLATION REPEAL BILL 2013 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 16 May. 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [8.01 pm]: Thank you very 
much. I congratulate both members who have made their inaugural speeches tonight. I know it is always very 
difficult to speak here for the first time, but as it is over I am sure they are feeling very good and looking forward 
to their next occasion to speak in this place.  

I am very pleased to rise tonight to make some comments on behalf of the opposition in support of the State 
Agreements Legislation Repeal Bill 2013. The bill has only three parts; it looks relatively simple and it repeals a 
number of state agreements that have been in place for quite some time. But in dealing with this bill, once we 
remove what is regarded as the obsolete shells of these agreements that no longer actually operate, we wipe out 
some quite significant and colourful history—that is, events that arose in the mining sector as a result of these 
agreements being in place. I will talk about each of them because they all have different types of history in this 
state. Five agreement acts will be repealed once this bill is passed through the Parliament: the Broken Hill 
Proprietary Company Limited Agreements (Variation) Act 1980, the Broken Hill Proprietary Company’s 
Integrated Steel Works Agreement Act 1960, the Broken Hill Proprietary Steel Industry Agreement Act 1952, 
the Iron and Steel (Mid West) Agreement Act 1997 and the Nickel Refinery (Western Mining Corporation 
Limited) Agreement Act 1968.  

As members would note, one of these agreements goes back to the original commencement of state agreements 
in Western Australian in 1952, and the Iron and Steel (Mid West) Agreement Act 1997 is the latest one. As I 
understand it, the three Broken Hill Proprietary company acts essentially have not been in operation since 2005; 
they were then terminated and the processes for those places were shut down sometime in the 1980s. I 
understand that the agreements we are dealing with that will be repealed relate to two state agreements that 
established a steel rolling mill, a blast furnace and a pig iron mill at Kwinana. I would have thought that the 
development of the Kwinana strip would have been a very significant area of employment and manufacturing in 
our state as well. This would have been a significant agreement at the time. Also those agreements established 
iron ore mining operations at Koolyanobbing and Cockatoo Island. I understand that the BHP state agreements 
were terminated through the ratification of the BHP Billiton (Termination of Agreements) Agreement Act 2005 
because the Kwinana operations had ceased and the Koolyanobbing and Cockatoo Island iron ore mines were 
operating under general laws of the land. In looking at those three state agreements, I note they are significant in 
their own right in operating in a range of places in our state and obviously they established quite significant areas 
of work and return to our state as well.  
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The fourth agreement that will be repealed under the bill, the Iron and Steel (Mid West) Agreement Act 1997, is 
quite a significant agreement that relates to Kingstream. I will not talk at length about that because I know that 
there may be others in this place who have a better memory and understanding of what happened at that time. I 
note that our current Minister for State Development and Premier, Hon Colin Barnett, was also the then minister 
responsible for that particular agreement. I think it is quite interesting as the circle goes around to note that he is 
still holding on to that same area of interest, but I am sure that my colleagues will go into that in more detail. In 
fact, that particular state agreement was negotiated to facilitate the establishment of iron ore mines and an iron 
and steel plant in the midwest region of Western Australia, which was Kingstream. The iron and steel agreement 
was determined by agreement between the parties in 2002. As we now know the Kingstream project never 
actually got off the ground, but I am sure others will provide the detail about that.  

The fifth state agreement act that will be repealed under the bill is the Nickel Refinery (Western Mining 
Corporation Limited) Agreement Act of 1968. I understand the act had been terminated through the ratification 
of the Nickel Refinery (BHP Billiton Nickel West Pty Ltd) (Termination of Agreements) Agreement Act 2008. I 
understand that this occurred when parts of the operation were sold off to a range of junior miners. It also was 
due to the fact that it had achieved its development aims and the company had met its obligations for further 
processing and was no longer mining nickel in the Kambalda region.  

I know the minister will be very familiar with the nickel smelter at Kambalda. I can recall as a child in primary 
school being dragged out on a school excursion to the nickel smelter with some politician who, I think, may have 
been Sir Charles Court, to watch him plant a tree at the smelter. It was a very significant day. In fact, it is one of 
those days burned into my memory as a kid. I do not think we were terribly excited about it at the time, but I 
know that the smelter was a very significant place in the development of Kambalda.  

A member: I doubt that the tree survived! 

Hon KATE DOUST: The tree is probably not there.  
Hon Peter Collier: I had no idea what a smelter was and I kept being shown this smelter out at Kambalda. I 
remember it vividly.  
Hon KATE DOUST: I remember it because we used to go out there. My father was the first postmaster in 
Kambalda when they operated out of one of the houses in Kambalda East. We used to have to travel out every 
few weekends to see him out there. It was all about the same time that the agreement was struck. I just thought I 
would throw that anecdote in to liven up the debate about what is a very simple bill.  

In terms of the smelter, BHP Billiton Nickel West continues to operate the concentrator, the smelter and the 
refinery under general laws of the land, and the mineral leases were sold to junior miners, which resulted in the 
reopening of a number of mines around Kambalda. I know that in the last 20 years to 30 years we have seen 
significant change in that Kalgoorlie–Kambalda–Coolgardie area with its revitalisation, new exploration and 
processing systems. It all makes quite good sense in considering how all those arrangements have changed, 
therefore not requiring the type of agreement that was in place in 1968. I understand that also in part 3 of the bill 
there are some consequential arrangements that fall into place. Given that the nickel refinery act has also been 
terminated, a new definition has to be put in place so that the termination agreement does not refer to the nickel 
refinery act. 
I had a very quick briefing on this State Agreements Legislation Repeal Bill 2013 yesterday. I understood that, 
although this type of repeal bill to deal with these five acts has taken quite some time to come into the 
Parliament, given that with either the operation ceasing some time ago, parts of a company being sold or other 
arrangements being put in place, I was advised that, in future, rather than waiting an extended period to wrap up 
and put that final nail in the coffin of these agreements, there will be a much faster repeal and termination 
process to remove what are regarded as obsolete and empty shells of legislation. It is a relatively simple bill that 
does not require any detailed discussion. In the other chamber there was extensive discussion about matters 
pretty much related to Kingstream, not so much the smelter.  

One of the other issues I picked up on was that when the Premier announced in 2012 that he would be 
introducing this legislation into the Parliament—the legislation fell away because we went into an election 
period—he put out a press release on 8 November 2012 headed “Inaugural repeal day to cut red tape” and talked 
about how he would repeal these state agreements and that, towards the end of the year, in both houses of 
Parliament a day would be allocated to getting rid of unnecessary red tape and obsolete legislation. I have a 
question for the minister: given that the Premier made that announcement in November, what progress has been 
made by this government to deliver on the Premier’s commitment and what date should we in this chamber 
anticipate a red-tape cutting day later in the year? I found this press release and thought, “What a wonderful 
thing he has announced.” Members who have been around for a while will have read some of the legislation we 
deal with and wondered, “Gee, why is that hanging around; why has it not been dealt with?” Hon Ken Baston, as 
a fairly new backbencher, was part of that red-tape reduction team and brought to Parliament quite a significant 
report with a couple of hundred recommendations about how to cut red tape in Western Australia to improve the 
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lot of businesspeople, the mining sector and a range of other organisations and work processes. We have not 
seen any outcomes. Minister, I wonder whether, as a result of the Premier’s announcement, we might have that 
red-tape reduction day towards the end of the year when we can do something with the valuable work Hon Ken 
Baston was involved in and perhaps look at what other obsolete legislation is still rattling around the place that 
we might decide to devote a day to tidying up, if you like.  
Hon Ken Travers: A push for cabinet. They don’t do much apart from create red tape.  
Hon KATE DOUST: I know Hon Ken Travers will get to his feet and talk, so we will wait to hear from him.  
Hon Liz Behjat: Even his own side is telling him.  
Hon KATE DOUST: No; I know he has lots of very valuable things to say. I do not want to lose my train of 
thought.  
Minister, as a result of this discussion and given the Premier’s enthusiasm for getting rid of obsolete legislation, I 
am really keen on knowing when we can look forward to that as an annual event. I think it is something we could 
really look forward to in this place. Just as we look forward to estimates and events like that, we could have a 
red-tape reduction day and make a really big deal of it!  
Hon Ken Travers: A joint sitting.  

Hon KATE DOUST: No, I would not go that far. It might create a bit more red tape to get us there.  

The other thing I thought about when I looked at this bill was how we are wrapping up what is deemed to be 
obsolete legislation now but at the time was very significant legislation as state agreements because it would 
have facilitated quite large smelting operations and created a large number of jobs. But we are wrapping them up 
in the cycle in Western Australia when the mining industry is starting to reduce, as we see here in Western 
Australia from time to time. I thought it was an interesting time to be dealing with a bill like this and seeing that 
decline again in our state. It prompted me to think about something I have talked about a lot here. As a state 
where we are constantly digging up things and flogging them overseas, this government still does not have a plan 
for alternative industries when we go into downturn. Should I use the word “science” again, Hon Ken Travers? I 
thought it was an appropriate time to talk about how we need alternative arrangements so that when we have a 
downturn and we do not have the need for these arrangements, we have a fallback plan in our state.  

The only other question I have for the minister is that, in clause 2 “Commencement” under part 1 “Preliminary”, 
2(a) and (b) state — 

(a) sections 1 and 2 — on the day on which this Act receives the Royal Assent; 
(b) the rest of the Act — on a day fixed by proclamation, and different days may be fixed for 

different provisions.  
I was wondering whether the minister could explain why there will be different days for different provisions. 
Which provisions, which days and why will they be proclaimed in such a staggered way? That was a fairly 
simple question. As I said, it is not complicated legislation; it is a bill to repeal a set of state agreements that do 
not operate, that are obsolete and that, for a range of reasons, are empty shells. When we look at each singular 
agreement, we can see that they carry with them significant pieces of history in our state that created 
considerable change. It struck me that perhaps this legislation is not as simple as it appears. When this bill is 
passed, with the stroke of a pen, we will be closing the door on some quite interesting periods of our mining 
industry. Hopefully, we will not see the same types of issues arise again.  

With those few words, the opposition supports this bill. I hope the minister will be able to provide answers to 
those two simple issues about the commencement date and the red-tape reduction day, which we look forward to. 
I imagine that this bill will proceed through this chamber in a fairly timely manner.  

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [8.18 pm]: Those of us who have been here for a long time 
might remember we have had a lot to say about state agreement acts over the 10 or so years, or even longer than 
that, in this place. It is interesting to see that we are now repealing a number of state agreement acts. The essence 
of what we are repealing are seven principal bills and the consequential Nickel Refinery (BHP Billiton Nickel 
West Pty Ltd) (Termination of Agreements) Agreement Act 2008. Obviously, there are in Western Australia—I 
am not up to speed with the actual number—about 72 state agreement acts. Other states have, according to my 
recollection, about 10 state agreement acts. We have used state agreement acts repeatedly in this state over many 
years to do a number of things: to establish agreements between corporations and the government, or the people 
of Western Australia. We have a great deal of trouble dealing with them once they are established.  

The state agreement acts of today are a far better model than they have been. Many of the early ones precluded 
the Environmental Protection Authority and dealt with Aboriginal rights in a manner that was not very 
conducive, but as these agreement acts have progressed over time, they have at one level gotten better. Shortly 
we will deal with a state agreement that sets a brand-new parameter in having state agreement acts over 
exploration, which I will talk to at length when we get to that bill. 
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I have worked with state agreement acts over many, many years and I have seen the original ones and the 
modifications. I spent quite a bit of time in what was then the Department of Minerals and Energy looking at the 
whole notion of state agreement acts. There are many fundamental principles that cause us concern. Obviously, 
the competition policy issue was that they established an uneven playing field against any other mining company 
in this state that might have a similar project but was not the recipient of a state agreement act. The Broken Hill 
Proprietary Company Limited Agreements (Variation) Act 1980 was repealed and has obviously been replaced 
by many other agreement acts. 

When Sir Charles Court established the first state agreement acts, he did so under a number of principles. Firstly, 
he got mining companies such as Rio Tinto and others to come to this state and mine our resources for their own 
benefit, but in doing so he established a number of things. He was very mindful that these were finite resources. 
He said that if mining companies were to have state agreements with the government, they would develop towns 
and provide services and they would be part of the community in developing our way of life. Unfortunately, over 
time these state agreement acts have been watered down and they no longer have the imperative that was 
established under Sir Charles Court. One of the things Sir Charles Court established in all those early state 
agreement acts was that there would be downstream processing. Unfortunately, every time we come to the 
crunch—that is the 20-year period or the 20-by-20-year period in these state agreement acts—the government of 
the day goes to water. Instead of prosecuting the intent of the state agreement acts—that is, downstream 
processing for other things—they have been watered down. For example, instead of the BHP agreement in Port 
Hedland having downstream processing, it was allowed to build a gas-fired generation system for the region, 
which was then handed over to the government and became part of the Horizon Power process. But that was a 
trade-off; that was so that BHP did not have to build it. A little later on, further pressure was put on BHP with its 
idea that it wanted an iron ore processing facility. BHP came up with the hot briquetted iron ore plant, which was 
basically doomed from its inception, because all BHP did was get hold of a South African plant, multiply it by a 
factor of four without any proper engineering and put it up. As we know, it lasted about half a year. In the end, it 
killed, I think, three workers and injured several others and is now no more. 

Hon Ken Travers: It was the economics of it that killed them. I am not diminishing the importance of the 
deaths. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I worked on that project and, having done the analysis and an assessment of the 
project, I can assure the member that both from within BHP and externally, it was never going to work. The 
reason it caused death was that there was to be a 21-day cooling down of the main chamber to de-slag it every so 
many months, and the contractor decided that he wanted to try to change that regime because it was costing a lot 
of money to go through it, and so it was changed to a 14-day period. The vessel was opened up, water was put in 
and the water became hyperventilated and turned into oxygen and hydrogen and, whoosh, three people were 
burnt to death. The control system for that was always away in a bunker. They knew the problems. I do not 
particularly want to go into the broader concept of what happened there. But at every stage that we have had a 
steel industry agreement, we have eventually reneged, and I think that has been to the detriment of Western 
Australia.  

What I really want to touch on is the Iron and Steel (Midwest) Agreement Act 1997. This act deals in essence 
with the good old hoary chestnut, Oakajee. When we come up with anything to do with Oakajee, it somehow 
fails. Unfortunately, the press releases in 1997 were done in about six-point font, so members will excuse me if I 
have some trouble reading it. It is the ministerial media statement of Colin Barnett, as he was then, from 
3 January 1997. It is headed “Merger of Kingstream Resources NL and An Feng Steel Co Ltd welcomed” and 
states — 

Resources Development Minister Colin Barnett has welcomed and congratulated Kingstream Resources 
NL and An Feng Steel Co Ltd on the merger of the two companies announced today. 

Mr Barnett said he was pleased that the new company, to be known as An Feng Kingstream Steel Ltd, 
would be listed as an Australian company and would be based in Perth.  

“The merger is a significant milestone for the two companies in light of their intention to jointly 
develop the $1.4 billion Mid West Iron and Steel project …  
… 
Mr Barnett said the State Government would continue to work closely with An Feng Kingstream Steel 
Ltd to develop the … project at Oakajee near Geraldton. 

He said the project would be the first major industrial development in the Mid-West for some time.  

Unfortunately, we have a history—I am not putting this at the Premier’s feet—of trucking out big projects that 
never come to anything. I am reminded of the eight projects that were going to go on the Burrup Peninsula. We 
invested $180 million in infrastructure and got nothing. There have not been eight projects that have eventuated 
there, so we continue to do this sort of thing. 
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What is interesting about the An Feng Kingstream Steel Ltd process is that it became subject to a very famous 
Four Corners program. A number of people were cited in that program for having manipulated the whole 
process. Indeed, the Yamatji Land and Sea Council, as it was then, did an internal review of the process. The 
Four Corners program “Secret White Men’s Business” went to air and outed a large number of people in that 
process. I do not particularly want to go through who was involved because there are many names, but certainly 
it brought the then Department of Indigenous Affairs into disrepute. It led to a major conflict between 
archaeologists to the point at which different archaeological associations were born out of that dispute. It also 
identified that money was being paid to Indigenous people to put claims over competing mineral developments, 
and the money was coming out of St Georges Terrace. I will not mention the names because I do not think it is 
important; they were all named in the Four Corners report. What was clear was that cheques were being signed 
for native title claims over competing industry. That was the way this company did business in those early days. 
It has been a sorry state of affairs. It was a real problem for many people both in the Aboriginal community and 
within industry and the departments that got embroiled in this process. For those who want to look a little 
further, I am sure there will be copies in the Parliamentary Library of “Secret White Men’s Business”. I suppose 
it is with some relief that I see this particular issue coming to a final closure. The unfortunate thing is that we are 
still talking about Oakajee. Members may have gone back and read the reports about Oakajee. Given its nature, 
given its location, given the dredging, given the north-westerly wind flow, and given the fact that it contains 
hundreds of bommies that are used by the cray industry, it was never going to fly and probably will never 
actually fly. Anybody who touches that project ends up going to the wall fiscally. Here we see the final closure 
of what was a very, very bad stain on legal process and, indeed, corruption within the Western Australian remit. I 
think that is all I have got to say. We will be supporting the legislation. Anything to do with getting rid of a state 
agreement act will be beneficial. I think the closure here on An Feng is very, very welcome.  

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [8.31 pm]: I want to make a few comments on the State 
Agreements Legislation Repeal Bill 2013. Before I do, I join with Hon Kate Doust in congratulating the two 
members who have given their inaugural speeches this evening, and I welcome them to the chamber. Mr Deputy 
President (Hon Simon O’Brien), I congratulate you on your election as a deputy president. It reminds me of how 
the world turns. I have had a sense of deja vu in standing up on this side of the chamber and speaking to you in 
the chair. That was the first sense of deja vu that I had tonight; the second was to be dealing with a bill relating to 
the Iron and Steel (Mid West) Agreement Act 1997. I was one of the members, and there are only a few of us left 
in this chamber, who was here when this bill came through. It did not surprise me to once again hear the Greens 
talking down the opportunity for good economic development in Western Australia. That has been a constant in 
this Parliament. The other constant in this Parliament has been members on the other side overpromising what 
they will deliver in terms of economic development for this state and then failing to do it. The biggest culprit, as 
Hon Kate Doust referred earlier, is the current Premier. As Minister for Resources Development, he was 
responsible for the Iron and Steel (Mid West) Agreement Act 1997 being passed. That is the act we are dealing 
with today.  

I recall that we were given, with great fanfare, promises of jobs and the like. It is interesting that we are having 
this debate. These acts were really about downstream processing, which is about securing job opportunities for 
Western Australians from our resource development. It is, I think, a complete coincidence that we are dealing 
with this bill on the day that we got an expression from many workers who are very fearful about their jobs and 
are very angry about the fact that this current government has not secured sufficient work out of the economic 
opportunities that this state has seen over the past couple of years. We saw that this morning. I assume that was a 
spontaneous process of those workers who, over the last couple of weeks, have seen job opportunities going, 
have seen people being laid off and have seen a shutdown, and are starting to get very nervous about their 
futures. Those of us who arrived at Parliament House early today would have experienced that protest. That was 
a protest about people wanting jobs to come out of the opportunities that are presented. The state agreement acts 
that we are repealing today had promised jobs well beyond those just in the construction of the mines; they were 
promising further downstream processing. Of course, those things have not eventuated; that is why we are sitting 
in this chamber tonight dealing with the repeal of these acts.  

I recall many attempts over the years to encourage downstream processing. I was working for Ian Taylor when 
he was a minister and Deputy Premier. He was very active in seeking to renegotiate state agreements. At that 
stage, clauses had been included in many state agreement acts for downstream processing, like we see here, yet 
by the late 1980s and early 1990s those downstream processing opportunities had not eventuated. Clauses on 
downstream processing had been included in the original state agreement acts, but there was always a catch 
clause about it being subject to economic circumstances or the economic viability of the project. Of course, we 
constantly were told that it was not economically viable at that time. The hot briquetted iron plant was an attempt 
to get a greater degree of downstream processing in Western Australia. It is unfortunate that that project was 
unsuccessful. The Rio Tinto HIsmelt project in Kwinana was another attempt to get further downstream 
processing of Western Australian iron ore. It was at a very low level; it was about improving the value and 
quality of the iron ore, mainly into pellet forms, in the HBI case, and HIsmelt involved a different way of 
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processing to try to manufacture steel. There were many attempts by governments in the past. Although they 
were unsuccessful, they got work into Western Australia and they got that opportunity for downstream 
processing. But what we have seen over the past couple of years is a government that has been asleep at the 
wheel in trying to continue that. The government has just sat there and has not kept the pressure on the projects 
that have been developed within Western Australia to try to ensure the maximum amount of work in 
manufacturing. I went out and talked to a couple of people outside Parliament House this morning. They told me 
stories about companies that had done everything that one would ask of them; they had tooled up, they had 
invested in robot technology, they had done the work to try to get contracts, they had tried to compete on price 
and they had matched the price of their overseas competitors, yet the work was still not coming here. I cannot 
believe a government would allow that to happen. There are basic things the government should have been doing 
but has not been doing. The end result is that we are dealing with a bill tonight to repeal acts under which state 
agreements had been entered into with the intent of getting greater downstream processing. Not only have we not 
achieved that, but also over the past four years we have had a government that has not even tried to maximise the 
opportunities flowing from the expansion of the mining industry and the oil and gas industry to secure work for 
Western Australian workers.  

I want to spend just a little time talking about the Iron and Steel (Mid West) Agreement Act 1997. I recall the 
now Premier, the then Minister for Resources Development, hailing this as the future. It was going to create jobs. 
The government was going to Geraldton and telling people that this would secure the future of Geraldton. I even 
remember the bulldozers being sent out to clear the land where the Oakajee port and development was going to 
be. Not surprisingly, that happened just months before the 1996 election, at which Hon Simon O’Brien and I 
were elected.  

Hon Kate Doust: And Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: And Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich; that is right.  

There were many great promises made to the people of Geraldton yet again about that. Then, for the next four 
years, nothing but spinifex blew across the land that had been cleared in the lead-up to the 1996 election. It was 
not dissimilar to the tunnels that were built for the proposed Mandurah railway line prior to the 2001 election as 
part of the Liberal government’s failed Kenwick deviation, or to the current government’s promises for light rail 
into the northern suburbs of Perth prior to the last election. A lot of money was spent on developing brands and 
pitching names, but very little else. 

For four years nothing happened, and I recall the depression that was experienced in Geraldton. I remember 
going up there just after we were elected because I became the parliamentary secretary to the then Minister for 
State Development, Clive Brown. The whole town of Geraldton at that time was depressed, and I do not mean 
economically depressed; people were negative about their future. It was a very depressing place to be; it was a 
town that did not see a future for itself because the people had been made these promises that had never been 
delivered. 

Hon Darren West: It’s happening again. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Absolutely, Hon Darren West. We have a Premier who goes out, promises the world, 
and delivers—a bus ticket, I reckon. A free trip around the world, and if they are lucky they will get a bus ticket, 
but they will have to pay for it themselves! 

I pay tribute to the former member for Geraldton, Shane Hill, who was also elected in 2001. The then mayor’s 
name, I think, was Vickie Petersen. Vickie and Shane were not great political buddies when they were elected to 
their respective positions, but they were elected at the same time. Vickie Petersen tried to get facilitators to come 
into Geraldton to talk about how the town could be turned around. People thought that was a bit weird and out 
there at the time, but they actually did change the psychology of the town; they changed it with the support of a 
state government that understood how to get developments going, instead of going out there and saying, “We’ve 
got this great big vision that’s going to change the world and it’s going to all happen with a big bang theory.” I 
often think the Premier might be the Sheldon of Western Australian politics, for those who watch The Big Bang 
Theory. That is his approach: everything will happen with a simple big bang, and he does not have to have a plan 
or a strategic, progressive way of getting there. 

Not only did that Labor government set about changing the psychology of the town, there was also investment in 
the southern rail corridor. There was the expansion and deepening of the Geraldton port, which allowed the 
future to occur up there. It allowed for things like the Karara Mining project, which started just a few months ago 
and sent its first shipment of magnetite iron ore off to China. That occurred because the port was deepened. The 
Labor government, in the first part of this century, undertook a plan to build an iron ore industry. I know that 
Geoff Gallop, as an old Geraldton boy, was very proud to have been the Premier who oversaw the export of iron 
ore from the Geraldton port. I think it was the first time in 30 years that we saw iron ore being exported out of 
that port. I know that was a very proud moment for the former Premier. 
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There was a plan; it was not the big bang approach of the Iron and Steel (Mid West) Agreement Act 1997, which 
is one of the acts we are to repeal through the State Agreements Legislation Repeal Bill 2013, but it was a plan to 
grow, to get some mines up and running, and to expand the port to allow that to occur. At the same time, we had 
obviously entered into an agreement and commenced a process to get a company to build the port and collect the 
cost of building the port through user fees, and the port itself was to return to the state. That was a very good 
arrangement that had been won through a competitive tender. But of course that was going along; the mines were 
starting to operate, the port had been deepened and there was the opportunity for Oakajee to come back at the 
signing of the state agreement act. In fact, it is relevant because one of the companies, if I remember correctly, 
had bought the rights to the state agreement act and there was an issue about what rights that gave the company 
to construct the port at the time. We then saw the Premier, without a tender process or any proper process, 
simply renegotiate the agreement that had been reached after a very thorough competitive process with probity 
auditors and the like. The Premier walked in and changed the agreement in a couple of really significant ways. 
He put in state and federal government money, which was actually not required because the company had agreed 
to build it and bequeath it back to the state. The Premier tried to create a misconception in the community, which 
is something we saw later he became very good at; that is, to take something and to completely twist it and to 
continue to tell the lie often enough in the hope that people will ultimately believe it, even though there is no 
foundation to that lie. The Premier started to say that the Labor Party would allow somebody else to own the 
port. That was not true; it was always going to be owned by the state. It would be built by private enterprise, 
which would collect the cost of it and carry the risk, and it would, through the collection of user fees, get repaid 
for its investment in building the port.  
The other important thing that the Premier did was to grant exclusive rights to the rail infrastructure. In my view, 
and the view of many people whom I have spoken to, that led to the fact that today Oakajee is not built. It was 
that linking of exclusive rights to the rail infrastructure with the construction of the port that actually caused the 
problem. Yet again, Geraldton is left holding the can. Great promises were made by the Premier, but the Premier 
failed to deliver, just as he did when he brought the Iron and Steel (Mid West) Agreement Bill 1997 into the 
Parliament, when I think Hon Norman Moore, recently retired, read that bill into this house. Linking those 
exclusive rail rights with the construction of the port meant that there was no competitive tension to allow some 
of the mines to the south of Geraldton that had the capacity to get underway quickly to provide their own rail 
option; they had to use the rail option that was being developed to go north out of Oakajee port. We are now in 
the situation in which it is considered highly unlikely in the foreseeable future for the Oakajee port to get up and 
running. Once again, tumbleweeds will blow across the land that was cleared, just as they did when it was 
cleared after the signing of the Iron and Steel (Mid West) Agreement in 1997. 

The question is: where do we go now? There is a very simple answer. What we need in the midwest is to 
establish a couple of strong performing iron ore companies to get exports going and to get strong balance sheets. 
There is Karara, but that will eventually be constrained by the capacity of the Geraldton port. A couple of other 
mine development opportunities up there could be brought on stream, if there was the capacity to export the iron 
ore through Geraldton port. As I understand it, the current estimate is that we could probably export 22 million 
tonnes through Geraldton. A couple of minor changes could be made to the berths and there is an argument that 
if we did the research, we might be able to build some breakwaters that would lessen the long wave swell that 
causes difficulties in loading on certain days of the year. That would allow the capacity of the port to increase to 
well over 30 million tonnes a year. That would allow us to get two good producers producing 12 million to 
15 million tonnes building their balance sheets. They would be the customers that would underpin the 
development of the Oakajee port and we would finally see the vision for Geraldton realised.  

In the same way that Labor set about the task in 2001 of restoring the confidence of the people of Geraldton and 
getting it back on track, getting a mining industry going within that community and getting an iron ore export 
industry going through the midwest region, we need to go back to the drawing board. One option is for this 
government to eat humble pie and get on and do that over the next four years, otherwise I expect that in 2017 it 
will again be left to Labor to pick up the pieces. Let us hope that by that stage Geraldton has not gone into the 
depression that it did after it was so significantly overpromised by the now Premier when he introduced the Iron 
and Steel (Mid West) Agreement Act 1997. It is a sad end, a sense of deja vu, as I said at the beginning, to see 
this act being repealed. From memory, Hon Simon O’Brien was a Deputy President back in the early 1990s. To 
have him back in the chair when we were dealing with this bill gave me a great sense of deja vu.  

I am sure I will remember the passage of this bill because of that protest that we saw around Parliament House 
by a range of Western Australian workers expressing their frustration at the failure of this government to secure 
local manufacturing jobs for Western Australia. They were expressing their fear of the future as they see a 
downturn. We have seen unemployment in Western Australia increase from 3.5 per cent to something like five 
per cent over the past couple of months. These workers were expressing their anger at the arrogance of this 
government that just does not seem to care about those people who want to make a contribution. They want to 
see those opportunities that come out of a resource-rich state. If all we end up with at the end of the mining boom 
is a whole lot of holes in the ground, with no real assets and without a manufacturing industry—we know the 
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Future Fund is nothing but a fraud—it will be a very sad day. I do not blame Western Australian companies. 
They have done everything asked of them. In a time when we probably have not seen great productivity in this 
country for the past few years, they were prepared to take the investment decisions, put money into upgrading 
their factories and be competitive on a world scale, yet they were still not able to secure that work. Mr Barnett, 
both as the minister responsible for the Iron and Steel (Mid West) Agreement Act and the minister now 
responsible for its repeal, has sat by for over 16 years and really failed to secure it.  

I just have to remind members that these projects take an awfully long time to occur. Gorgon was established 
and the bills that established the state agreement act to get Gorgon up and running, the thing that has 
underpinned one of the major projects in the Western Australian economy for the past few years, were 
established in the early part of this century. I was also privileged to be the parliamentary secretary who guided 
those bills through this chamber. I did that with great pride. There was opposition to those bills from the Greens, 
voting against them on the last night, and constant opposition in their speeches by members on the other side 
telling us that we should not be building on Barrow Island; we should be building on the mainland, even though 
we had reports from independent consultants saying it would not happen if we forced them to build on the 
mainland. We secured those projects for Western Australia. We have put mechanisms in place that would have 
given this government the opportunity to keep the pressure on for local employment and local content in the 
construction of that project, but the ball was dropped by the Minister for State Development, the same man who 
failed to deliver the Iron and Steel (Mid West) Agreement Act. This bill is a testament to the failures of the 
current Premier.  

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the House) [8.54 pm]: — in reply: I thank 
members very much for their contributions. I have thoroughly enjoyed being in charge of the State Agreements 
Legislation Repeal Bill 2013—I am serious! I read the contributions of members of the other chamber and found 
them quite fascinating. 

Hon Ken Travers: The history of it is interesting.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: It is! It really has been quite fascinating, and it is quite correct that the five acts 
represent the colourful past of Western Australia, particularly, I note, with the Oakajee project, which has of 
course had a very chequered history and probably still has a way to go. Those acts represent a whole host of 
areas in terms of infrastructure development throughout Western Australia, and also social infrastructure, and the 
labour force issues that have been addressed by various members.  

I have a couple of things to say. With regard to the nickel refinery, Hon Kate Doust stimulated some fond 
memories for me that I will just recap. I remember quite vividly that smelter being built in Kalgoorlie. 

Hon Kate Doust: Thankfully, you weren’t there for the day of the tree planting! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: With Sir Charles?  

Hon Kate Doust: Yes.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: It might not have been Sir Charles then; he came in 1974. 

Hon Kate Doust: Yes, early 1970s.  

Hon Ken Travers: He would have been really grumpy if he could have gone and he forgot to!  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I hope not!  

I remember vividly the smelter being built, because at the time a trip to Kambalda on a Sunday was quite the 
order of the day. In those days there was not a Kambalda West, there was just Kambalda; I am not sure if Hon 
Kate Doust has been there recently, but when I go back there now and see what has happened to Kambalda East, 
I despair; it has virtually gone to wrack and ruin compared with Kambalda West, which has come on in leaps and 
bounds. I meant what I said: I was only a little tacker, and I did not know what a smelter was. When we went 
there we were told it was this great thing for the goldfields et cetera, and it was going to be this wonderful 
development that would add to the prosperity of the goldfields region — 

Hon Ken Travers: When the Smurfs turned up, did you think you would find a — 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I do not think we had Smurfs in those days; I had my horse and tennis and that was 
about it!  

Two questions were asked about red tape—I will not waste too much of the chamber’s time by reminiscing. 

Hon Ken Travers: Feel free! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: If I can just draw from the Premier’s media statement. 

Hon Kate Doust: You’re running this show; you can do whatever you like now—shorten it, lengthen it! 

Hon Ken Travers: You won’t have Norman telling you to sit down now, minister! 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, but I can!  

With regard to the repeal date, the Premier’s media statement states — 

Mr Barnett said the operation of Repeal Day would be a matter for each House of Parliament to 
determine, however, it was expected to be held towards the end of each year. 

That is what can be expected, Hon Kate Doust. 
Hon Kate Doust: So, you’re actually going to do it? 
Hon Ken Travers: Is that a promise? 
Hon Kate Doust: Is that a promise? 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes. 

Hon Ken Travers: You’ll resign if it doesn’t happen? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: No, no; I would not go that far!  

Hon Kate Doust: You’d better let us know, so we can put a date in our diaries!  

Hon Ken Travers: We’ll even come in and start early on that day! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: With regard to the commencement, I agree; I sought some advice on it. The bill has 
different commencement dates and there is a consequential amendment, which is part 3 of the bill.  

Hon Kate Doust: Okay.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: That has to be made, and that will then take effect before the agreement is terminated; 
it is a consequential amendment. That covers that.  

Aside from that, this is a very simple bill, and I thank all members for their contributions and support of the bill. 
I commend the bill to the house.  
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Peter Collier (Leader of the House), and passed.  

SUPPLY BILL 2013 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 22 May. 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [9.00 pm]: I congratulate you, Madam Deputy President (Hon 
Liz Behjat), on your appointment to the Chair. I think this is the first time I have stood under your guidance in 
this chamber.  

We are dealing with the Supply Bill 2013. This is clearly my night for deja vu. This is only the second time that I 
have been in this place for the passage of a supply bill. In fact, if anyone wants to get some of the history of a 
supply bill, I suggest they read the valedictory speech of Hon Max Evans —  

Hon Peter Katsambanis: There is a blast from the past! 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: It is a blast from the past. Members should read that speech. It was often hard to 
understand Hon Max Evans when we were listening to him, but when we read his speeches, they were always 
excellent poetry.  

Hon Peter Collier: That was more to do with Hansard, I think!  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Yes. Hansard did a fantastic job, as always. I know I sometimes give Hansard a hard 
time with my speech patterns and all the rest of it, but Max was a difficult one. Max’s valedictory gives a history 
of the changes to the budget processes, not just in Western Australia but also federally. I think it was John 
Dawkins who changed the process of having budgets brought in before the end of the financial year.  

The last time we had a supply bill was in 2001, after the election of a new state government that obviously 
needed time to get its head around the budget. As I say, a supply bill is a rarity. I have yet to be given a proper 
explanation of the need for a supply bill. I hope that the Minister for Mental Health will be able to give in her 
response a good explanation of why we need a supply bill and why the budget has been deferred until after the 
start of the financial year, and I will canvass some issues that may help the minister to decide how she wants to 
respond to that.  
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Let us go back a step and talk about what a supply bill is. As stated in the short title to this bill, a supply bill is — 

An Act to apply out of the Consolidated Account the sum of $7 942 million for the services and 
purposes of the year ending 30 June 2014. 

Effectively, the purpose of a supply bill is to grant money to the government to enable it to continue its 
operations until the proper appropriation bills are passed by Parliament. As I say, with one exception, namely 
after the election of the new Gallop Labor government in 2001, the budget has always been passed before the 
end of the financial year; therefore, supply has not been required.  

In fact, under the Financial Management Act 2006, a copy of which I have always kept in the top drawer of my 
desk in this chamber — 

Hon Kate Doust: You have, too! 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I have. It had been taken out with the change of Parliaments, so I had to make sure that I 
brought it back into the chamber. Members will recall that when that bill was passed in 2006, a new section 24 
was added to that act. That basically allowed for an appropriation equal to 20 per cent of the total amount 
appropriated for the previous years by the appropriation act to be automatically appropriated for the following 
financial year. So, effectively there is now an automatic granting of supply to a state government should it not be 
able to get its budget bills through by the end of the financial year. As I say, that is not something that I think 
many members would expect to occur. I might add that the interesting thing about what section 24 of the 
Financial Management Act 2006 provides for and what this supply bill provides for is that instead of 20 per cent, 
the government is now seeking 40 per cent of the appropriation from last financial year. That figure is important. 
The government needs to explain to us why it needs 40 per cent of the appropriation.  

The second thing that the government needs to explain is why it was not able to get the budget in before the end 
of the financial year. This government is a returned government. It is not a new government. It is not a 
government that did not know the state of the budget. In fact, I recall that during the election campaign, the 
Treasurer made it very clear—I was trying to find the actual quote so that I could give it to members—that one 
of the benefits of incumbency is that the government has access to the financial expertise and resources of the 
public service to assist it up until the date on which the election is called, and even beyond that it has access to 
resources that are not available to the opposition. Members may recall that one of the Labor Party’s policies was 
to set up an independent budget office so that there was a fairer approach that would enable oppositions to have 
at least some access to the financial costings in order to understand the state’s finances. The 2012–13 Pre-
election Financial Projections Statement gives the overall general parameters of the state’s finances, but a lot 
more detail is required to truly understand it. That detail is not available to the opposition unless it becomes the 
government but it is available to the government. I cannot understand why the government was unable to submit 
its budget before the end of this financial year, but for the benefit of the house, I will speculate why that was the 
case. The government had that detailed knowledge and I would have thought that would be the basis of the 
budget for the commitments it made in its—I use inverted commas—“fully funded, fully costed” plan that it took 
to the people of Western Australia. The government had its supposedly fully funded, fully costed plan for WA. It 
could have taken that plan to Treasury and said, “Here it is, fully funded and fully costed. That is the budget for 
2013–14, including the forward estimates.” If the government had a fully funded, fully costed plan, why was it 
unable to provide the budget to this house before 30 June? What was so different that prevented that from 
occurring? I am looking forward to the government’s explanation for that. Of course, if the government’s 
explanation during the second reading debate is not satisfactory, we can tease it out during the committee stage 
of the bill. 

The government had the benefit of incumbency and a fully funded, fully costed plan. However, when the budget 
was costed by Treasury, it found errors in the government’s costings. There was a bit of coverage in the media 
about Labor’s costing, and I am happy to have that debate with anyone, anywhere at any time. However, what 
was not mentioned is that with all the resources and benefits of incumbency, the Liberal Party could not get the 
costings correct for a number of its public transport projects. Why then was the government not in a position to 
get its budget in before the end of the year and therefore requires a supply bill? I think it comes back to the 
debate we had about Oakajee and Kingstream a few minutes earlier. The Premier is a consistent and serial over-
promiser. He did it back in 2008 when he promised the people of Ellenbrook a railway line and broke their 
hearts, just as he promised the people of Geraldton that they would have an iron ore industry and broke their 
hearts. He has again promised more than he knew the state could deliver. That is the first problem. The second 
problem is that the government introduced a budget last year that it was not able to deliver on. The budget 
required a five per cent efficiency dividend over the forward estimates. The government was relying upon 
massive increases in revenue that were not there, effectively. In reality, if business continued as usual, the 
government would have spent five per cent more revenue than was coming in to the state’s coffers. The 
government really did not have an answer about where those savings would be found. That is the second thing 
the government did, and it was a very dishonest approach for an incumbent government to take in an election. 
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The other option of course may be that the government does know how it will make those savings and that is by 
wreaking havoc across Western Australia by cutting services, but it does not want to do it just yet. The 
government certainly did not have explanations in the budget about how it would achieve those efficiency 
dividends and I will talk a bit more about that later.  

I move to the third thing. We have been through the efficiency dividend and government over commitment. The 
third thing I raise is that there were numerous warnings. Consistently, in the Pre-election Financial Projections 
Statement and in the midyear review there were warnings about the nature of fluctuating revenues of the Western 
Australian government. That is not new. The Premier said that the Treasurer intrinsically understands the 
Western Australian economy. If he really intrinsically understood the Western Australian economy, the 
Treasurer would understand that we have, and have always had, a fairly volatile revenue stream on an individual 
year-by-year basis. That means even if it looks like there is significant growth in revenue in a year, we have to be 
very careful about spending that growth. We have to hold back and still exert rigorous discipline on expenditure 
growth, which is something we know that the Premier and the current Treasurer are incapable of doing. In fact, if 
the Treasurer comes in at under 10 per cent this year, it will be the first time that he has been able to contain 
expenditure growth to below 10 per cent. Just because revenue grows in a single year, we still have to be very 
careful about not expending all that money. That will mean that on a year-by-year basis, the surplus will be 
provided. Of course, the Liberal Party was very good at attacking the Labor government when it was in office 
about the surpluses it ran. Is a surplus a bad thing? No, it is not. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: It’s better than debt.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Very true, Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, but even more important than that is that when there 
is volatile revenue, a surplus allows for long-term financial planning, and it is also one of two ways by which 
capital expenditure can be funded. The other way, of course, is by borrowing money. Generating a surplus or 
borrowing money are the two basic ways for a state government to fund capital expenditure for a state, and we 
will touch on borrowings before tonight is out. When there are volatile times, surpluses need to be run. If those 
surpluses are applied to capital assets, is it a bad thing? No, because Western Australia is a rapidly growing state, 
so it constantly needs new capital investment. Surpluses can be secured and then a decision can be made, having 
that surplus money, that it can now be invested in greater infrastructure. That is why from 2001 to 2008 the 
Labor government was able to build the Mandurah railway line debt free. The current government is building a 
pathetic and very small railway extension, in comparison to size and scale, out to Butler. Is the government 
doing that debt free? No; it will borrow the money. That railway extension is miniscule; it is not even worth 
comparing its length to the Mandurah railway line. The scale and the size between the two are chalk and cheese. 
The Labor government built the Mandurah line debt free; this Liberal–National government is borrowing the 
money to extend the railway line out to Butler. With those surpluses I talked about, the previous Labor 
government was able to set up the scenario for Fiona Stanley Hospital to be built. The money to fund the 
construction of Fiona Stanley Hospital was left in a trust account; it was paid for by the previous Labor 
government. Jim McGinty left the whole playbook there for the minister until he decided to mess with it. The 
minister was going along swimmingly when he was following the playbook that Jim McGinty had left for him. It 
was probably not even the minister but, I suspect, the Premier or the Treasurer who said, “We’ve got to privatise 
and give it to our mates at Serco.” The government privatised it and the wheels have started to fall off. When the 
Minister for Health has to make the strategic decisions, the wheels fall off. If it was not left to him in an 
instruction manual from Jim McGinty, he does not know how to do it. We have started to see that. The Minister 
for Health has to deal with the results of his interventions with privatisation and it is all starting to fall apart.  

There is a benefit in running surpluses, but this government has not run surpluses; it has not run deficits, but it 
has run right to the borderline of highly volatile revenue streams, which means that it has had to borrow to build 
its capital works and it has effectively overspent what was realistically the economically responsible thing to do. 
It is great to go out and build new offices for the Premier. When we have that luxurious growth, we see waste 
occurring. I will provide a little example for the house tonight. I was contacted by some residents who were very 
concerned about the way in which government was doing an extension of the Claisebrook rail depot. On another 
day we can debate the fact that the government started the work without having the proper approvals in place and 
without having consulted these people even though it knew it would do it before the election. The government 
effectively kept it hidden before the election even though it would have an impact on these people’s homes. It 
did not allow a debate about whether it is being built in the appropriate place or any of those things. It may be 
that the end result is that there is only one location and the location in which the government is building it is the 
appropriate one, but there may have been a better way of doing it.  

The bit that I found really fascinating is that the government will lay five new tracks for the storage of rail carts 
and, as I understand it, it will pull up two rail lines because they are in the wrong location. When were those rail 
lines re-sleepered? It was about 12 to 18 months ago. That is the sort of waste that is occurring. If we do not have 
rigorous spending controls on our departments, that is the sort of thing that will happen; new sleepers will be put 
in, only to be pulled out again within a couple of months. We have seen that consistently with this government—
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waste. The government will employ more consultants on massive salaries and the like to advise the Premier. 
That is what happens if we do not continue to apply rigorous controls over our expenditure.  

In light of the fact that the government is asking for so much money today, we should be able to get from 
government—I certainly will seek this in committee—a better explanation of how it is tracking its expenditure 
for this year and how it will go with meeting the efficiency dividends. As I said, the government is asking for 
40 per cent of what was budgeted last year. For the benefit of a number of the new members, one of the 
differences between, say, a supply bill and an appropriation bill is that many would argue that when we deal with 
an appropriation bill, we have a fairly limited level of accountability over the budget because the appropriation 
bill appropriates an amount and allocates it on a line-by-line basis to each department; it does not go below that. 
In other parts of the world governments have certainly taken the budgets to a lower level, which, of course, gives 
greater control over how that money is spent. If a government wants to spend it in a different service area of an 
agency than that to which it was appropriated, it would need to go back and get parliamentary approval.  

But we have a single line item for each agency; one for recurrent and one for capital works. It gives at least a 
modicum of control to the Parliament about how the money that is appropriated is spent. In the Supply Bill it is a 
single line item. When this bill is passed, we will appropriate $7 942 million broken up into $6 749 million for 
recurrent and $1 193 million for capital. There is no explanation for how it will be distributed. Will it be 
distributed exactly as the previous budget was allocated or has the government over-expended in some areas?  

For the benefit of new members, there is a little thing called the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Act, under 
which the government can seek additional funding for “unforeseen and extraordinary expenditure”. Something, 
of course, that has long been debated is that “unforeseen and extraordinary” is often very liberally used. Under 
the Financial Management Act there is an automatic provision for a Treasurer’s advance, from memory, of 
around three per cent of the total budget before a Treasurer’s Advance Bill is required. I am assuming that, 
because we do not have one, the government is of the view it will come within that three per cent. Again one 
must ask: why is it seeking 40 per cent; why not 20 per cent, which I would have thought would be sufficient to 
take it to the middle of September?  

I think we are owed an explanation from the government about how it is tracking overall and line by line. It was 
interesting that the last time we had supply bills we would have received a monthly report on general 
government finances. Now, of course, we get only quarterly reports. The last one tabled was the March quarterly 
report for state finances, which was provided and released recently. I suspect there is probably not a great deal of 
difference, but I would appreciate the minister advising whether the figures in the quarterly financial results 
report to 31 March 2013 have the same rigour applied to them as would have been applied to the estimated final 
year expenditure if a budget had been brought down. Were the figures in the May budget for the estimated 
financial year applied with the same rigour as the figures in the financial statements to the end of March 2013? If 
the minister says they are, can she explain to us why the annual estimated outturn for the operating statements 
and the like contained in the March statements are identical to the estimated outturn in the Pre-election Financial 
Projections Statement? That suggests to me that very little occurred between when the pre-election financial 
statements were prepared and the March quarterly report was prepared, because they are exactly the same 
figures. I must say that I found it extraordinary when I looked at those. I thought that between the Pre-election 
Financial Projections Statement prepared at the end of January–early February and 31 March there would have 
been significant changes related to the estimated out-turn. Maybe because of the long period the government 
failed to get itself going again after the election, there was not much change and that is the explanation. I look 
forward to hearing an explanation from the minister representing the Treasurer about how those figures are 
arrived at and how accurate they are, and whether there are any updated figures to show how the government 
believes it is currently tracking.  

We have seen consistent attempts by this government in recent times to rein in expenditure. We had the paper 
reining in—the efficiency dividend, which I will come to further down the track—but that was the first thing it 
did. A range of further measures were applied in the midyear review. A figure of $527 million worth of 
estimated corrective measures were outlined on page 15 of the Government Mid-year Financial Projections 
Statement. It outlines $527 million for the 2012–13 financial year. That was over and above the efficiency 
dividends and the other general savings measures that had been in the budget a little earlier. Interestingly, a 
number of those measures were revised dividend arrangements. It is interesting whether that is a sustainable 
issue or whether it is about bringing money forward out of the agencies in terms of paying the dividend. Also on 
page 15 is “FTE ceiling reduction” and “capping leave liabilities”. I would love to know whether the government 
expects the capping of leave liabilities to be achieved by all agencies before the end of the financial year and 
whether the reason the government is asking for additional money in the Supply Bill is that it knows it will be 
needed for the next financial year. The interesting thing about the capping of leave liabilities, as I understand it, 
is that as interest rates have gone down, because of the way they are calculated using the net present value, the 
actual liability will have gone up. The government has to not only maintain the total number of leave days 
owing, but also reduce the number of days owing. I know from my period on the Standing Committee on 
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Estimates and Financial Operations that because that measure was introduced so late in the piece to WA Police, 
for instance, it would find it extremely difficult to meet that leave liability without basically having to send 
people on leave in massive numbers. Obviously, that would have a massive impact on front-line services. I 
suspect it is the case for many other agencies if it has been left. Agencies should not just have to ensure everyone 
is taking the leave accruing for this year to maintain the dollar figure, people have to bring their outstanding 
leave down to maintain, in a dollar figure, the same leave liability. A classic example is a deferral of royalties for 
regions recurrent expenditure being taken out of this year and put into next year, but of course next year will 
have the same set of problems. There will be a tight budget fiscal basis. For a couple of years, expenditure can be 
pushed out beyond the end of the financial year into the next year, but eventually it will catch up. I think that is 
the problem for this state government—its outrageous expenditure has been pushed out and it now seeks to push 
a range of expenditures into the following financial year but that just magnifies the problem in the next financial 
year unless real changes are made. When a fair chunk of that money has already been spent, it makes it very 
difficult. In fact, one of the issues that I would be interested in is the interest bill that the state government is 
paying and how much money will be needed through the Supply Bill to pay the interest. That is one of the big 
growth areas of expenditure. Because of the growth in this government’s debt, the amount that now has to be 
allocated in government agencies to interest payments is growing significantly. In fact, tonight I might give a bit 
of an exposé of how debt has blown out under this government. I like to think that in government there is good 
debt and bad debt. Good debt generally is held by the public non-financial corporations, or the government 
trading corporations—that is, Western Power and the port authorities. Why is that debt good debt compared with 
the debt of the general government sector? That debt is good debt because generally there is an income stream 
that will repay that money. If there is a sound business case and the corporation buys or invests in a power 
station, and it can get the money that it invested in the power station to work—I think that is right, is it not, 
Leader of the House?—it should generate an income from it. Of course, if the corporation does not get that 
money to work and it has to pay penalty payments, it can accrue a loss. But should it have a sound business case 
and it gets its asset to meet the business case, it will generate an income that will pay back the debt that it has 
borrowed, and it is a good outcome. 
The general government sector, which basically comprises the departments, predominantly holds what I would 
call bad debt, because it has to come off the bottom line of the consolidated account. If more debt is run up in the 
general government sector, it means that every year when we pass a Supply Bill or an appropriation bill in this 
place, the first thing that has to come out of that is money for the interest bill on the debt that has been incurred 
by the previous government. People talk about debt, but there is not enough public discussion about whether it is 
good debt or bad debt or whether it will start to have an impact on the consolidated account. The figure that is 
normally cited is the net debt of the total public sector. That is made up of three components—general 
government, public non-financial and public financial corporations. The public financial corporations include 
Keystart, the Insurance Commission of Western Australia and the like. They tend to always have cash at hand; 
they often have a couple of billion dollars sitting in the bank because it is a prudential requirement. The total 
debt figure for general government and public non-financial corporations is often higher than the net debt figure, 
but the figure that is always cited is the total public sector figure. In the Pre-election Financial Projections 
Statement for the end of June 2008, it was estimated that total public sector debt would be $3.9 billion; in fact, I 
think it came in a little lower than that in the final statement for that year, but it was between $3.5 billion and 
$4 billion. What is often not talked about is that at that point the general government sector was in surplus. It had 
$3 billion sitting in the bank. It was not in debt at all. Part of the money sitting in the bank was to pay for Fiona 
Stanley Hospital. The public non-financial corporations had about $8.2 billion worth of debt at the end of June 
2008 when the Liberal–National government took over. Hence, when we put those two together, it is around 
$3.5 billion to $4 billion in total public sector debt. According to the Pre-election Financial Projections 
Statement released in February this year, the general government sector had gone from $3 billion in surplus to 
$4.7 billion—almost $5 billion—in deficit, and the non-financial public sector had grown from $8.2 billion to 
$14.9 billion, for a total net debt figure for the public sector of $18 billion. The general government sector—this 
is before all of these fully funded, fully costed, pie-in-the-sky programs that the Premier announced during the 
election—was going to climb to $8.8 billion by 2016. We know, of course, that many projects committed to by 
this government during the election will go beyond that 2016 date anyway, and we expect that general 
government sector debt will climb. That means that the interest bill each year will become one of the bigger 
expenditure items in the state budget. If we pulled it out as a separate line item for an appropriation, there would 
be health, education and the police department, and I reckon the next one would be the interest bill—Colin 
Barnett’s interest. The question people will ask then will be, “But where was the money spent? What did we 
actually get for that expenditure?” 
All up, that debt will be over $11 billion—almost $12 billion—by 2016. In the eight years of the Barnett 
government it will be almost $12 billion. I suspect by the time of the election in 2017 the state will have incurred 
around $15 billion in debt on which interest will need to be paid. At the moment we have record low interest 
rates, but if they start to climb back up, that interest bill will climb back up and it might even end up overtaking 
the police budget as an expenditure item. That is therefore the government’s bad debt. 
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The good debt will have climbed only from $8 billion to $16 billion—the debt that will have an income stream 
to fund the interest bill. I suspect that part of that non-financial public sector debt—I have to chase this down and 
the minister might be able to answer it—is now the Public Transport Authority’s debt. Of course, one of the 
trickeries we had a couple of years back from this Barnett government was shifting the PTA from a line item in 
the general government sector to an item in the non-financial public sector, which for one year was able to create 
a surplus. For the new members, at every budget the government tends to come up with some new and 
imaginative way to change the way in which the budget accounting is done, and miraculously it usually ends up 
with an outcome that sees the general government sector remaining in surplus. Certainly in one year it shifted the 
PTA across from the general sector to get it off the books, which meant the depreciation costs were carried into 
the non-financial public sector and not into the general government sector. Perhaps the parliamentary secretary 
can tell us whether the non-financial public sector now includes the PTA. 

What we are seeing is growth in the non-financial public sector, and one hopes that as long as that growth has 
sound business cases, there will be an income stream to fund it. But, by the same token, the money to fund 
projects such as the “Premier’s Palace”, the Elizabeth Quay project and a range of the Premier’s other follies will 
come out of the general government sector, and generations to come will be left to pay for it with very little, in 
my view, to show for it, because this government is not being responsible. It will say, “But we built all these 
schools”, but go back and look at the number of schools built from 2001 to 2008. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Sixty-three. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: It is a record number. I think Dianne Guise still holds the record for a lower house 
member for the number of new schools built in her electorate. It was a fast-growing area, and it was all justified, 
but it was done at a time when the government left the state in surplus for the general government sector. The 
schools were built and the money for the hospital was provided. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Right across the state. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Yes. Schools were rebuilt and new schools were built in Perth and in regional Western 
Australia. 

Hon Col Holt: What was Dianne Guise’s electorate? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Wanneroo; and in those days she had Yanchep, Clarkson, Butler, east Wanneroo, 
Madeley and Darch in her electorate—some fine suburbs with fine people living in them. Those areas were some 
of the finer parts of the North Metropolitan Region. 

Hon Helen Morton: Then she lost her seat. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: One of the things the minister will find is that we can do lots of things, but the old adage 
is, “What have you done for me lately?” I am sure the minister will find when the Liberal Party eventually loses 
government — 

Hon Helen Morton: When I retire, yes. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: In this place, unless our preselectors choose that we retire early, we have the luxury, if 
we are high enough on the ticket, of staying around. In the lower house, I have seen many good, hardworking 
local members who have delivered for their electorates lose their seats. 

Hon Helen Morton: Dianne Guise was one of them. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Yes. Tony O’Gorman is another one. I regularly come across people in Joondalup who 
cannot believe he lost his seat. I do not think anyone would ever question that Tony O’Gorman did a fantastic 
job as the member for Joondalup, but the nature of the political process is that he lost. 

The reality is that we cannot look and say, “But we delivered schools”, because everyone has done that. Previous 
governments were able to do it without incurring the debt. When we are asked to agree to a Supply Bill that has a 
very unusual set of circumstances, the government should be expected to come into this place and give a better 
explanation of why it needs that money and how it is actually tracking with meeting the efficiency dividends. I 
do not want to raise all the highlights tonight. Depending on when we will get back to this debate, I might have 
to seek leave to continue my remarks before we finish tonight because I will not be here tomorrow night. 

I wanted to talk about the efficiency dividends. An excellent report was prepared by the Standing Committee on 
Estimates and Financial Operations—namely, its thirty-ninth report titled “The Government’s Efficiency 
Dividend and the 2012/13 Budget”. That report effectively contains a range of letters from agencies, because the 
Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations wrote to each agency asking it to outline how it 
would achieve the efficiency dividends. Most of the responses came back in and around October. Some 
responses such as the letter from the police proposed a deferral of the recruitment of an additional 70 police 
officers for seven months. Pushing them back is another example of an agency saying that it can achieve the 
figure this year, but it will push them back. I think that was changed, but from what I noticed the other day, I am 
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not sure that we will get the 70 police before the end of this financial year. The government was pushing them 
back into the final financial year. That is not a sustainable long-term saving. If the government is going to 
achieve five per cent over the next four years, it will need something more substantial than that to achieve its 
savings. 
A lot of them also said, “Oh well, it’ll all be outlined in the midyear review”. Of course, Parliament was not 
sitting when we got the Government Mid-year Financial Projections Statement, and when it came out I excitedly 
went and got my copy to find out how the savings are going to be achieved, and the first thing I found under 
“Spending Risks” was the section titled “Corrective Measures” on page 37, which says that it is all based on the 
assumption that the efficiency dividends will be met and that if savings measures are not fully achieved, there 
will be a deterioration in the net operating balance and net debt estimates contained in the midyear review. We 
were told in October to wait until December, and we are now in June. I think it would be fair for the minister to 
tell us whether or not the agencies are going to be able to make their efficiency dividends. 
Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

IWAN IWANOFF 
Statement 

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (North Metropolitan) [9.45 pm]: This evening I want to make some 
comments on an architect who was, in some ways, well known, and in other ways not as well known as he 
should be. I refer to the late Iwan Iwanoff. I want to pay tribute to this great Western Australian architect who 
designed many homes in Western Australia. Unfortunately, little is known about him. He has a very interesting 
history in that he was born in Bulgaria and migrated to Australia in 1950. At the time he migrated, things were a 
bit different; his qualifications were not recognised and as a result it took him some considerable time to get 
himself established as an architect. Many migrants, throughout the history of this great nation and great state, 
have gone through similar significant hardship because they could not get their qualifications recognised. 

I became aware of the works of Iwan Iwanoff after I was invited to launch on 6 March the Iwanoff Project at 53 
Shannon Road, Dianella. Until that time, I really had no idea who Iwan Iwanoff was or what he did, let alone the 
legacy he has left us with. The house at 53 Shannon Road, Dianella, is an ordinary suburban home, and at first 
glance looks like many other homes in that area. However, like a number of other homes that can be found 
dotted around the Perth metropolitan area, this home is very special because it was designed by an artistic 
architect—the late Iwan Iwanoff. It is sad, given his greatness, that  so little is known about him in WA, and that 
he was not celebrated to the extent that he should have been, for his abilities and his works, and also for his 
contributions to architecture, art and to Western Australia generally.  

The house at 53 Shannon Road, Dianella, was created by Iwan Iwanoff in 1968, just 18 years after he arrived in 
Western Australia from his homeland in Bulgaria. He was born into an artistic family, and although a fine 
painter, Iwan made the decision to study architecture in Munich, where he graduated with a diploma of 
engineering and architecture in 1946. His remarkable ability to draw, together with his innovative architectural 
designs, soon meant that he became a well-known architect. He arrived in Fremantle on 2 March 1950 and, like 
many other migrants to WA, his qualifications were not recognised, so he was employed in a lesser capacity as a 
draftsperson at Krantz and Sheldon, which was a large commercial architectural company in Perth. He also did 
some private architectural projects during this time. 

Iwan became an Australian citizen in 1956, and by 1963 he had started his own business, which was known as 
the Studio of Iwan Iwanoff. His landmark homes drew together architects, artists and artisans to create 
outstanding residences that today are as much pieces of art as they are modern homes in which to live. To realise 
his vision, Iwan infused artwork throughout his designs so that all the surfaces in the homes that he built were 
individual places of beauty. In modern terms, I suppose, these beautiful homes have artistic, snazzy mixes of 
materials and a very cool, boxy Californian Hollywood modernist edge to them. These are the architectural and 
design features that made Iwanoff a visionary and a design icon. 

At the launch of the 53 Shannon Road project, which I was invited to officially open, I met a special guest by the 
name of Mr George Kosturkov, who was a personal friend and a colleague of the late Iwan Iwanoff and who is a 
sculptor in his own right. George has a long and distinguished career as a sculptor and he exhibits locally, 
interstate and overseas. He also has works represented in both public and private collections. Some of the 
sculptures by George are found across the globe—in the USA, France, Germany, Japan, Bulgaria and the United 
Kingdom. George has a gallery in Greenmount, so he is a local gentleman. George was very close to 
Iwan Iwanoff and he took the opportunity to inform me of the strong friendship and bond that he had with 
Iwan Iwanoff. He remembers the many evenings that he and Iwan, together with their wives, spent at the Balkan 
restaurant in William Street way back then, where a wide range of subjects were discussed, theories explored and 
creative ideas shared over a good glass of red. George recalled that one of Iwan’s proudest moments was when 
he received a letter from the Bolivian government inviting him to not only visit or design homes but also design 
a whole new capital city for Bolivia. George shared with me Iwan’s disappointment at not being able to take up 
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that challenge due to his failing health. I think it is fair to say that few artists around the globe have had such an 
honour extended them—that is, be invited to design a whole new capital city.  

It is amazing the talent that we have had historically and continue to have in Western Australia. It is amazing that 
we do not give them the full recognition that they deserve, certainly as migrants who came to this place and 
brought with them skills and abilities that perhaps were way before their time. It is an incredible story that these 
two gentlemen forged such a strong friendship and such strong links and made such an amazing contribution to 
Western Australian architecture and sculpture. Before moving to Perth, Iwan Iwanoff studied art in Munich. At 
the launch were some sketches on the walls that provided some insight into the struggle of emerging artists. The 
first sketch read, according to my notes — 

People think I only make ashtrays, vases, tables, lamps ….. 
But nobody asks why??? 
If I had a little break …… — 

That is, in terms of a break of opportunity — 

Then with ladders, stools and ramps 
I can even reach the sky …. 

That was a drawing done by Iwan Iwanoff of George Kosturkov who said that if he had ladders, he could reach 
up and he could achieve great things. Obviously, he was looking for an opportunity in a new country to be able 
to do so. Reach the sky they did in many ways, because there are some amazing Iwan Iwanoff homes dotted 
throughout Perth, and George Kosturkov is an internationally renowned sculptor. Both of these gentlemen have 
made a significant contribution to culture and the arts in Western Australia. I would like it recorded that these 
gentlemen can rightly take their places as significant contributors to architecture and sculpture in Western 
Australia. I would particularly like to recognise the cultural heritage in that respect.  

I seek leave to have incorporated in Hansard the list of homes that are on the public record that were built by 
Iwan Iwanoff as Iwan Iwanoff homes in Western Australia. If members know of other homes throughout 
Western Australia that have been built by Iwan Iwanoff, perhaps they could one day be added to this list, which I 
am sure is not a true reflection of the full extent of the homes that Iwan Iwanoff built and designed in Western 
Australia. For example, I do know that he also designed the Northam Town Council buildings.  

Leave granted. [See paper 307.] 

The following material was incorporated — 
 

• 1958: Schmidt-Lademann House, 22 Lifford Road, Floreat 
• 1959: Golovin House, 47 Woodroyd Street, Mt Lawley 
• 1965: Paganin House, The Boulevard, Floreat 
• 1966: Iwanoff House, 16 Lifford Road, Floreat 
• 1967: Roberts House, 12 Yanagin Crescent, City Beach 
• 1968: Feldman House, 81 Cornwall Street, Dianella 
• 1968: Shops/Medical Centre, Onslow Road, Shenton Park 
• 1969: Bursztyn House, 29 Booker Street, Dianella 
• 1970: Featherby House, 41 Summerhayes Drive, Karrinyup 
• 1970: Murphy House, 14 Tranmore Way, City Beach 
• 1970: Booth House, 59 Oban Road, City Beach 
• 1971: Northam Town Council Library complex 
• 1974: The Northam Town Council Offices 
• 1975: Kessell House, 61 Briald Place, Dianella 
• 1976: Marsala House, 38 Sycamore Rise, Dianella 
• 1978: Hi-Fidelity recording studio, 63 Thompson Road, North Fremantle 

 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT REFERENDUM 
Statement 

HON PETER KATSAMBANIS (North Metropolitan) [9.56 pm]: I wish to raise an important issue relating to 
the forthcoming local government referendum that will be held at the same time as the federal election in 
September. Members in this chamber and people across the country will have different views on this referendum 
question, and the ensuing debate will hopefully highlight once more the strength and health of our democracy in 
Australia. However, this referendum should not be an excuse for local governments across Western Australia to 
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waste ratepayers’ funds on blatant political advertising during the referendum campaign. I am most concerned to 
read that the Australian Local Government Association has supposedly amassed a war chest of up to $10 million 
to fund its referendum campaign. It would be appalling to think that any of this money would be taken from 
ratepayers and residents in Perth’s northern suburbs whom I represent in this place. Local government should use 
ratepayers’ funds to provide core services to the local community. They should not throw away precious funds 
on self-indulgent political campaigns that are not supported by the majority of local residents. That is why I have 
written to every mayor and shire president across the North Metropolitan Region asking them if their councils 
have contributed or intend to contribute any ratepayers’ money to the referendum campaign; and, if so, to which 
organisation they have paid this money. Local ratepayers have the right to know this information. They also 
deserve transparency from their local government, especially at a time when many councils are increasing rates, 
taxes and charges by more than the rate of inflation. Some councils in my region have already flagged rate rises 
significantly above the consumer price index in the coming year. To divert ratepayers’ money to a political 
campaign slush fund in these circumstances would be completely inappropriate. 

The concept of local government recognition in the Constitution has been strongly rejected by the Australian 
public twice in the recent past. At the last referendum in 1988 the majority of voters in every state, including 
WA, voted against such recognition. Across Australia there were 6.2 million votes against recognition compared 
with only 3.1 million votes in favour. It would be a slap in the face for local residents to again see their council 
rates used to fund such partisan political campaigns while they watch their rates go up and up without any 
increase in the level of local service delivery. I hope good sense prevails and local governments across the region 
continue to use ratepayers’ funds for the benefit of our local community rather than throw funds away on these 
types of political campaigns. I look forward to receiving the factual information I have requested from each 
council in my region and I will report back to the house on the outcome of my inquiries. Unfortunately, since I 
sent my correspondence yesterday, I have already received a very aggressive telephone call from one of the local 
mayors effectively telling me to butt out of this issue. Let me be very clear about this: not only will I not butt out, 
but also I will not succumb to threats or intimidation when standing up for the interests of the residents in my 
community. I will not stand back and watch ratepayers’ money used inappropriately. 

Point of Order 

Hon KATE DOUST: I was just going to say that perhaps it might be timely to remind the member about 
reading speeches in the chamber and the standing orders that relate to that.  

The PRESIDENT: I would invite all members to have a close look at the standing orders. I saw the member 
referring to copious notes, and I am sure that that member and all others will have a close look at the standing 
order so that they are prepared in future. 

MOTOR NEURONE DISEASE ASSOCIATION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

Statement 

Hon Helen Morton: Don’t look at your notes. 

HON SALLY TALBOT (South West) [10.00 pm]: It is all right—I will not be running my finger along mine! 

As part of my new portfolio responsibilities, in the past few weeks I have undertaken a bit of a whirlwind tour of 
the major stakeholders. I am sure the minister will agree with me when I say that I feel actually quite privileged 
to be working in an area in which the stakeholders are such an inspiring group of people with quite 
overwhelming commitments to help people who are amongst the most disadvantaged in our community—people 
who often would not have a voice if it were not for the groups, organisations and individuals who speak up for 
them.  

One day in the past couple of weeks I went down to The Niche in Nedlands, which is actually part of the Queen 
Elizabeth II Medical Centre complex, which looks a bit like a building site at the moment. The Niche is actually 
on Aberdare Road, and I had not seen it before. I have driven past it dozens and dozens of times, but I have 
never actually noticed that it is quite a substantial freestanding building that is divided into half; one half is the 
independent living centre and the other provides accommodation for groups dealing with neurological diseases.  

My appointment was actually with Suresh Rajan, who has the role of director of the Epilepsy Association of 
Western Australia and is also president of the National Ethnic Disability Alliance; he is a pretty influential 
person. I am sure many honourable members have come across Suresh wearing one of his many, many hats; he 
is a very active and lively contributor to our community in Western Australia.  

I had a most interesting chat with Suresh. I refer members who perhaps have not caught up with this yet to 
Suresh’s latest platform, which is an online journal called The Stringer. I am now on his mailing list, and he 
contributes very regularly to the online journal and it is well worth having a look at. He has written some very, 
very good pieces, but in following his contributions I am also picking up a number of other quite substantial 
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contributions to the debate about all sorts of aspects of politics and social policy in Western Australia. I might 
add that his latest piece, which he sent me last night, is about ethnic representation in our cricket teams.  

After my chat with Suresh I had a bit of extra time, so he took me on a bit of a tour of all the other organisations 
that occupy that half of The Niche. In a short period of time I met the people from Parkinson’s Western 
Australia, and of course we had a chat about the question I asked in the house recently about community 
physiotherapy services. We felt as though we already knew each other, and that was most interesting. I also met 
the people from Cystic Fibrosis Western Australia. Also, just in the corridor, coming back from lunch, I had the 
fortune to bump into Kathy McCoy, who is the executive director of the Neurological Council of WA. I shall be 
going back to The Niche in the very near future to have a more extended conversation with Kathy and some of 
her colleagues about the National Disability Insurance Scheme and other developments in the provision of 
disability support services. 

I was also introduced to Fionnuala Franey, who is in the office of the Motor Neurone Disease Association of 
Western Australia, and that is really the focus of what I wanted to say tonight. I got an email from Fionnuala the 
other day, pointing out to me that the main objective of the Motor Neurone Disease Association of Western 
Australia is to raise public awareness about the disease. Many members will remember that we have already 
worn our blue cornflowers this year. But I did want to take this opportunity to point out that on 21 June, which of 
course is the winter solstice, there is a global day to mark awareness of motor neurone disease. In Western 
Australia on that day, the Motor Neurone Disease Association of Western Australia will be hosting a global day 
lunch at Carilley Estate winery for its members who are either living with motor neurone disease or are the 
carers and families of people with motor neurone disease. I did promise that I would mention that in this place to 
alert all members to that event. 

Hon Helen Morton: Where did you say that was? 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: It is on 21 June, at Carilley Estate. I will give the minister the details—glad to be of 
service, minister. I do recommend that honourable members who have an interest in this area go to the website 
about this global day, because it lists all the activities that are recommended for people who want to play their 
own small part in raising awareness. 

I was particularly interested in the activities of this group, for a couple of reasons. The first, as I pointed out to 
Fionnuala, is that my mother suffered from a rare neurological condition called PSP, or progressive supranuclear 
palsy, so I have had some experience of having a close family member who has a disease that nobody knows 
anything about. When I say a disease that nobody knows anything about, it is exactly the same for motor neurone 
disease. When someone is suffering from one of these relatively rare conditions and needs medical treatment, for 
example, either from a general practitioner or as an inpatient, most of the staff—the nurses and some of the 
junior doctors, and, indeed, some of the specialists—will never have treated anyone with this condition before. 
So that makes life even more complicated than it normally would be for a person who is trying to care for 
someone who is pretty sick. 

The second reason is an experience that I had recently when I was with a close family member in hospital. It was 
actually my husband, who had had a routine maintenance procedure on his back, and because the procedure had 
been done late in the day, they wanted to keep him in hospital overnight until everything was functioning again. 
He was sharing a room with a chap whom he had obviously never met before, and this man was given the 
diagnosis of motor neurone disease while we were in the room with him. That was an awful thing to see. There is 
not much privacy in these places, so we effectively went through about 18 hours when this poor person was 
trying to come to terms with the diagnosis and they were trying to get his family to come in from the country.  

So when Fionnuala wrote to me the other day to ask me whether I would do whatever I could to raise awareness 
of this disease, I undertook to draw the attention of honourable members to the fact that this group exists at The 
Niche. I am sure they would be delighted if anyone wanted to make contact with them, because they work very, 
very hard at just making people more aware of the condition. We would all have constituents who have some 
experience of the disease, either themselves or from family members. So I urge people to go to the website and 
look at what will be happening on the global day and generally try to spread the word.  

One of the things that Fionnuala was telling me is that because motor neurone disease is a particularly 
catastrophic thing to happen to a human body, these people have very, very high care needs. It is also, of course, 
an extremely intense experience for family members to go through, yet it is one of the hardest conditions for 
which to find respite care. Many facilities will not take people with motor neurone disease; or, if they do, they 
will take only one person at a time. So people who are going through an extraordinarily stressful and upsetting 
experience often find that they cannot even get the respite that carers of people with other conditions are able to 
get. Fionnuala tells me that the association also helps people find suitable long-term placements when they 
cannot stay in their own home—although it is a reassuring, but I suppose sad, piece of data to find that in 
Western Australia, more motor neurone disease sufferers are able to spend their last days in their own home than 
is the case in any other Australian state. 
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This small group does a remarkably good job, and I am very pleased to play my part in helping to raise 
awareness of this disease.  

House adjourned at 10.10 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

HORIZONTAL FALLS NATIONAL PARK — MINING TENEMENTS 

3. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Agriculture and Food representing the Minister for Mines 
and Petroleum: 

With regard to existing mining and petroleum tenements over the proposed ‘A’ class Horizontal Falls National 
Park and Marine Park area in the Kimberley region, I ask: 
(a) how many mining and petroleum tenements are there that are either partially or wholly within the 

proposed park boundary; 
(b) what are the tenure types and their status; 
(c) how many applications are pending and how many have been granted, and what is the duration of those 

granted; 
(d) will the Minister reject all current applications and revoke all existing tenements in the area; 
(e) if no to (d), why not; 
(f) will the Minister prevent any future mining and petroleum exploration tenements being taken out in the 

area; 
(g) if no to (f), why not; and 
(h) if no to (f), will the Minister explain how mining and petroleum tenements can exist in ‘A’ class 

national and marine parks without compromising the protection of this pristine natural environment? 

Hon Ken Baston replied: 
(a)  There are a total of 23 mining tenements and nil petroleum titles: 

• 19 of the mining tenements partially encroach onto the proposed Horizontal Falls National Park;  
• 1 mining tenement partially encroaches onto the proposed Horizontal Falls Marine Park; and  
• 3 of the mining tenements partially encroach on both the proposed Horizontal Falls National Park 

and the proposed Horizontal Falls Marine Park. 

(b)–(c) All 23 mining tenements are exploration licences — 11 are granted and 12 are pending applications, 
which are yet to be determined. The duration of the granted exploration licences (unless extended) will 
expire on the following dates: 

E04/1266 (29 May 2013) 
E04/1397 (1 July 2017) 
E04/1398 (1 July 2017) 
E04/1399 (1 July 2017) 
E04/1400 (1 July 2017) 
E04/1407 (24 October 2017) 
E04/1441 (7 August 2014) 
E04/1534 (31 October 2014) 
E04/1852 (14 March 2015) 
E04/2019 (22 January 2018) 
E04/2056 (4 January 2017) 

(d)  No. 

(e)   The current applications can only be terminated/refused under section 111A of the Mining Act 1978 if 
the Minister for Mines and Petroleum is satisfied on reasonable grounds that it is in the public interest 
to terminate/refuse the applications. With respect to the granted exploration licences, there is no power 
under the Mining Act 1978 which enables me as the Minister to revoke the grant of these exploration 
licences.  

(f)  The Minister for Mines and Petroleum may exempt land (not being private land or land the subject of a 
mining tenement or application therefore) from the provisions of the Mining Act 1978 (including the 
making of mining tenement applications) if it can be demonstrated to my satisfaction as the Minister 
that such exemption is warranted. The State is unlikely to do an acreage release under the petroleum 
legislation as this area is not highly prospective for petroleum.  
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(g)  Exploration for the State’s mineral and petroleum resources governed under the State’s mineral and 
petroleum legislation, enables the Government to better understand the prospective natural resources 
within this precinct of the State. 

(h)  Under the Mining Act 1978 activities that can be carried out on mineral and petroleum tenements are 
subject to conditions for prevention or reduction of injury to the land. In addition, the mineral and 
petroleum legislation is subject to the Environmental Protection Act 1986. Therefore strict 
environmental conditions of approval can be applied to tenements in order to protect the environmental 
values in conservation reserves. 

MENTAL HEALTH — PATIENT TREATMENT 

9. Hon Sally Talbot to the Minister for Mental Health: 
(1) In each of the years 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012 to date, how many mental health patients 

were treated in: 

(a) general hospitals; and 
(b) specialist mental health inpatient units (for years when units were in operation) in: 

(i) Bunbury; 
(ii) Albany; 
(iii) Kalgoorlie; and 
(iv) Broome? 

(2) In each of the years 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012 to date, how many mental health patients 
from each of the WA Country Health Service’s seven regions were transferred to: 

(a) specialist mental health inpatient units in the metropolitan area; and 
(b) general hospitals in the metropolitan area? 

Hon Helen Morton replied: 
(1)–(2)  [See paper 305.] 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY — PROJECT ASSESSMENT 

10. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for 
Environment: 

(1) Why has the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) stopped communicating with the public by way 
of printed notification of its decisions on whether or not to assess projects via the medium of The West 
Australian newspaper? 

(2) How are citizens without internet access, or the ability to travel easily to a place with public internet 
access, able to follow EPA assessments? 

(3) What are the obligations of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 or its regulations pertaining to the 
requirements of the EPA to advise the public of its assessments? 

Hon Helen Morton replied: 
The Minister for Environment has provided the following response. 

(1)  In November 2010, the Environmental Protection Authority introduced online consultation on proposals 
and, at that time, foreshadowed its intention to phase out print media advertising. Since then, 
stakeholders have been encouraged to subscribe to the website for notifications and to take advantage of 
online consultation opportunities. Following this transition period, the Environmental Protection 
Authority determined to cease advertising as of 1 January 2013. 

(2)  Internet access is generally available in public libraries. 

(3)  The Environmental Protection Authority is committed to transparency and public participation and uses 
contemporary technology to achieve this end. The Environmental Protection Act 1986 does not oblige 
the Environmental Protection Authority to use newspaper advertising to inform the public. 

MINING PROJECTS — GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

16. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for 
Environment: 

I refer to the letter of 17 August 2012 from Keiran McNamara to Anthony Sutton, concerning advice on appeals, 
obtained under Freedom of Information and I ask, why did the Minister reject the advice given in regard to 
greenhouse gas emissions from the Browse and Wheatstone projects? 
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Hon Helen Morton replied: 
The then Minister for Environment, Hon Bill Marmion, considered advice from a broad range of sources in 
relation to greenhouse gas emissions from the Browse LNG precinct and the Wheatstone Development, 
including: the Environmental Protection Authority, through Reports 1444 Browse LNG Precinct and the 
Report 1462 Wheatstone Development; the Appeals Committee’s report on the appeals against the Browse LNG 
Precinct; and relevant Ministers and decision-making authorities. 

Following this consultation, the then Minister for Environment issued Ministerial Statements which required the 
proponents of the Browse and Wheatstone proposals to report the greenhouse gas emissions from the LNG 
plants on an annual basis. 

NAMBI VILLAGE, LEONORA 

17. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Agriculture and Food representing the Minister for 
Housing: 

I refer to the Nambi Village in Leonora, situated on Reserve 41510, and I ask: 

(a) can the Minister indicate who is responsible for paying Shire rates on properties in the Nambi Village; 

(b) if no to (a), why not; and 

(c) if the answer to (a) is not the Katampul Aboriginal Corporation (KAC), can the Minister explain why 
they have been served with rates demands and have been paying the rates for the past number of years? 

Hon Ken Baston replied: 
(a)–(c)  The question should be referred to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. 

ENVIRONMENT — CONTAMINATED SITE REPORT 

18. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for 
Environment: 

I refer to the Department of Environment and Conservation’s contaminated site report on the land described as 
“Approximate spatial representation of part of Mining Tenements M15/497 and M15/498, located within 
Lot 101 on Plan 238594 as shown on certificate of title LR3135/691”, and I ask: 

(a) is the Minister aware that tailings dams on this land have been breached; 

(b) is the Minister aware that heavy metal contaminated water flows from the tailings dam on to 
surrounding land; 

(c) is the Minister aware that grazing livestock and native fauna have access to this leaked contaminated 
water; 

(d) is the Minister concerned that heavy metals may enter the food chain through these grazing livestock; 

(e) if yes to (c) and (d), what action does the Minister propose to protect the grazing livestock; and 

(f) if no to (a), (b) or (c), will the Minister undertake an urgent investigation into these matters? 

Hon Helen Morton replied: 
The Minister for Environment has provided the following response. 

(a)  Yes. However, the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) has advised the Department of 
Environment and Conservation (DEC) that the breach in the tailings dam bund was repaired by the 
current mining tenement holder, to DMP’s satisfaction, in February 2013. 

(b)–(d)  DEC holds no records of any test results showing the concentrations of metals in run-off water from the 
tailings dam. 

(e)  Not applicable. 

(f)  DEC has written to the current mining tenement holder requesting an update on the progress of 
investigations being undertaken to determine the contamination status of the site. 

NORTHAMPTON — LEAD CONTAMINATION 

19. Hon Robin Chapple to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
I refer to The West Australian newspaper report of 30 April 2011 regarding the lead contamination in 
Northampton, and I ask: 

(a) how was the lead poisoning of the two-year-old boy reported and to whom; 

(b) was this incident brought to the attention of the Minister, and if so, when; 
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(c) if yes to (b), what action did the Minister take; 
(d) how did the Minister become aware of the Northampton lead exposure issue in April 2011; 
(e) who initiated the formation of the investigation committee in October 2011; 
(f) who were the members of the committee; and 
(g) what were the findings of the committee? 

Hon Alyssa Hayden replied: 
(a)  It was reported to the public health physician at the Geraldton Public Health Unit in 1999 who also 

referred to the Department of Health Environmental Health Directorate to assist with the environmental 
investigation. 

(b)  The issue was brought to the attention of the then Minister for the Environment in 1999 who oversaw 
the environmental lead contamination issue on behalf of the Government. 

(c)  The issue was brought to the attention of the Minister for Health by the Department of Health in a 
Ministerial Briefing in April 2013. No action was required by the Minister as the incident occurred and 
was dealt with in 1999/2000. 

(d)  The Minister was briefed by the Department of Health in April 2013, subsequent to media coverage of 
the issue. 

(e)–(g)  Refer to the Minister for State Development who established the Committee. 

WANJINA NATIONAL PARK — MINING TENEMENTS 

22. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Agriculture and Food representing the Minister for Mines 
and Petroleum: 

(1) With regards the Liberals’ Conservation and Biodiversity Policy to establish the Wanjina National Park 
in the Kimberley, will the mining and exploration tenements held by the Fortescue Metals Group, 
Mineralogy, Cliffs Asia Pacific, Cazaly Iron, Pegmont Mines and Rio Tinto within the boundaries of 
the park be cancelled? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 
(3) If yes to (1), when will this occur? 
(4) Will further prospecting, exploration or mining tenements be allowed within the proposed Wanjina 

National Park once it is established? 
(5) If yes to (4), on what grounds? 
(6) If yes to (4), will the Minister explain how prospecting, exploration, mining and/or petroleum tenements 

can exist in a national park without compromising the protection of the natural environment? 

Hon Ken Baston replied 
(1)  No 
(2)  Provided all tenement conditions are followed, there is no lawful power to cancel tenements granted 

under authority of the Mining Act 1978. Natural justice is applied in the administration of the Mining 
Act 1978 in dealing with the rights and interests of existing tenement holders and applicants.  

(3)  Not applicable 
(4)–(5)  This Government would be highly unlikely to support an application for prospecting, exploration or 

mining in the Wanjina National Park. The Mining Act 1978 allows for the application over conservation 
reserves, including National Parks. However, for the marking out of a mining tenement or the grant of a 
mining lease in a National Park, the Minister for Mines and Petroleum must first consult and obtain the 
concurrence of the Minister for Environment. In addition, the grant of a mining lease in a National Park 
requires the consent of both Houses of Parliament.  

(6)  Any mineral or energy resource activity can only exist in a national park if it has been assessed and 
approved by Government to not have a significant impact on the natural environment. 
Under the Mining Act 1978 all activities on mineral tenements are subject to conditions for the 
prevention or reduction of injury to the land. In addition, the mineral and petroleum legislation is 
subject to the Environmental Protection Act 1986. Therefore strict environmental conditions of 
approval are applied to all tenements in order to protect the environmental values on all lands including 
conservation reserves. 
Under the Petroleum and Geothermal Energy Resources Act 1967, at the time of the release of 
petroleum acreage all applicants are advised if the release areas are in close proximity to sensitive 
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environments. Applicants are required to investigate the extent of any areas which have the potential to 
restrict or otherwise diminish proposed exploration activities; e.g. Environmentally Sensitive Areas, 
Threatened Ecological Communities, National Parks, Nature Reserves, Marine Parks, National Heritage 
Areas and Conservation Parks.  
Accordingly, additional environmental assessment is required for any petroleum exploration activities 
in or adjacent to these areas and applicants are advised to take this into consideration in developing their 
petroleum acreage application.  
Proposals under the Petroleum and Geothermal Energy Resources Act 1967 to explore and operate 
within Class A reserves (e.g. National Parks, Nature Reserves and equivalent Marine Reserves) and 
other conservation estates, must be referred by the Department of Mines and Petroleum to the 
Department of Environment and Conservation, and where appropriate to the Environmental Protection 
Authority, for advice.  

SUICIDE STATISTICS 
24. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health: 
(1) How many suicides and attempted suicides have been recorded: 

(a) this year to date; 
(b) when; and 
(c) in which localities? 

(2) What actions have been taken and are being taken by the Government to address the situation, and 
which are proving effective? 

(3) How much State government money has been allocated and spent on suicide prevention and counselling 
across the State? 

(4) How much State government money has been allocated and spent on suicide prevention and 
counselling: 
(a) in the East Kimberley; and 
(b) in the West Kimberley: 

(i) for which programs; and 
(ii) at which localities? 

(5) Is the Minister aware of the 2006 Derby Youth Drug and Alcohol Project Report, the 2011 Derby Crisis 
Response Meeting Report (responding to a spate of youth suicides), The Age newspaper report of 
comments by Mowanjum CEO responding to a spike in suicides and attempted suicides in 2012, and 
the repeated plea for a 24 hour healing centre to be established in Derby? 

(6) If no to (5), why not? 
(7) If yes to (5), what progress has been made towards addressing the concerns expressed in each of these 

reports and towards the establishment of a 24 hour healing centre? 
(8) What has been the effectiveness of the suicide prevention plans (Community Action Plans) completed 

one year ago for: 
(a) Derby; 
(b) Mowanjum; 
(c) other nearby communities; and 
(d) how much funding has been allocated to each? 

Hon Helen Morton replied: 
(1) (a)–(c)  All suspected deaths by suicide are reported to the WA State Coroner who is responsible for 

the final determination of cause of each death. In the case of deaths within the time frame 
requested, the Coroner would not have reached their conclusion on all suspected cases.  
The WA State Coroner, through the Attorney General, would need to be approached to 
ascertain any response to the information requested. 

(2)  The implementation of the Western Australian Suicide Prevention Strategy 2009–2013 is a significant 
State Government commitment to suicide prevention with funding allocated over four years. 

As at May 2013, 54 Community Action Plans (CAPs) have been approved by the Ministerial Council 
for Suicide Prevention across the state and 210 organisations have pledged to undertake suicide 
prevention activities and training for staff and members. 
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There are many examples of CAPs enhancing collaboration on suicide prevention across local 
communities, government and non-government organisations and a formalised evaluation process is 
currently being undertaken by Edith Cowan University. 

(3)  The State Government has allocated $13 million over four years to fund the implementation of the 
Strategy as well as providing funds for the administration of the Strategy.  

As at May 2013, the State Government has provided Centrecare, the NGO appointed to support the 
Ministerial Council for Suicide Prevention to implement the Strategy, with $13.4 million. 

(4) (a)–(b)  A Stage 1 (or preliminary) CAP was developed and implemented for the East and West 
Kimberley regions by the Kimberley Aboriginal Medical Service Council (KAMSC). This was 
completed in August 2012 and had a budget of $795,769. 

As at May 2013, over $1.9 million has been allocated on Stage 2 Community Action Plans in 
the Kimberley. These consist of: 

• Broome  $428,000 
• Derby $531,700 
• Dampier Peninsula $304,050 
• Fitzroy Valley $200,000 
• Kununurra $217,880 
• Halls Creek $217,950 

(5)  Yes. 

(6)  Not applicable. 

(7)  The Stage 2 CAP for Derby includes Mowanjum, Pandanus and Looma. The approved budget is 
$531,710. The activities included within the CAP were identified as priorities by the four communities 
and had strong support during the local consultation phase. These include: 

• The appointment of two Social Emotional Wellbeing (SEWB) Health Promotion Workers to work 
directly with the community and meet interpersonal, relationship, emotional and wellbeing support 
needs.  These workers will conduct a range of activities including suicide prevention and healing 
programs, camps, activities for school aged children, training for community council members and 
general counselling/support for those affected by suicide and for parents in the community. 

• In addition a range of suicide prevention and awareness training will be conducted including 
Mental Health First Aid training, Hey Dad — parenting support programs, Applied Suicide 
Intervention Skills Training and the Red Dust Healing Program. 

(8) (a)–(c)  Edith Cowan University (ECU) is undertaking research and evaluation to support the 
implementation of the Strategy.  This requires the various CAPs to have been in operation for a 
reasonable time prior to measuring results, hence this comprehensive data will not be available 
until late 2013.  Evidence so far indicates strong and positive community engagement and 
some tangible results. 

(d)  See answer 4 above. 

BROWSE LNG PROJECT — GAS RESERVES  

28. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Agriculture and Food representing the Minister for Mines 
and Petroleum: 

(1) Can the Minister confirm that the Browse Basin contains proven gas reserves of 860 million cubic 
metres of gas and 95 million cubic metres of condensate, contained within three fields known as 
Brecknock, Calliance and Torosa? 

(2) If no to (1), what are the correct figures? 

(3) What portion of the gas and condensate in each of the fields, in cubic metres, is owned by the State of 
Western Australia? 

(4) What will be the financial return to the State, in royalty payments, in the event that these fields are 
exploited and processed at an onshore facility? 

(5) What will be the financial return to the State, in royalty payments, in the event that these fields are 
exploited and processed on a floating facility? 

Hon Ken Baston replied: 
(1)  No, the estimates quoted are not current. 



1190 [COUNCIL — Tuesday, 11 June 2013] 

 

(2)  Current contingent resource estimates suggest the Brecknock, Calliance and Torosa fields 
contain 439 billion cubic metres of gas, and 66 million cubic metres of condensate.   

(3)  The Torosa field is partly in State waters around Scott Reef and under the Reef itself. The State 
petroleum leases are assessed to contain in  the order of 15 per cent of recoverable resources for all the 
fields. 

(4)–(5)   Regardless of either development option the State is still determining a position on tax and royalty 
sharing arrangements with the Commonwealth. 

COLLIE RIVER — DISCOLOURATION 

29. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for 
Environment: 

(1) What was the cause of the water in the Collie River turning black in the aftermath of the 
December 2012 downpour? 

(2) What have been the effects of this on the river to date? 

(3) What, if any, longer term impacts are expected? 

(4) Regarding the answers to each of (1), (2) and (3), what testing/research/evidence is this based on? 

(5) Has the river turned black before? 

(6) If yes to (5),? 

(7) when? 

(8) If yes to (5), why? 

(9) What is the effect on the river in the short, medium and long term? 

Hon Helen Morton replied: 
The Minister for Environment has provided the following response. 

(1)  The black discolouration in part of the Collie River following the rainfall event on 13 December 2012 
in which 155 millimetres fell in 24 hours resulted from significant run-off and high river flows 
liberating nutrients, soil and organic sediments. The black material was identified as a species of algae 
bound to river sediments and soil.  

(2)  No effects on the river have been observed. 

(3)  No long-term impacts are expected. 

(4)  DEC conducted visual observation of the river and aerial observation of the coal mines in the catchment 
immediately after the rainfall event. There were no discharges from the mines into the river. 
Microscopic examination of sediment and organic material suspended in water samples from the Collie 
River was undertaken. The black material in the sediments was identified as a species of algae bound to 
river soils. No further testing or research was undertaken because the black discolouration resulted from 
a natural event. 

(5)  DEC has had no previous reports of the river turning black.  

(6)–(7)  Not applicable. 

(8)  The black discolouration dissipated quickly in the river. No further impact from this rainfall event is 
expected. 

ABORTION STATISTICS 

30. Hon Nick Goiran to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
For the calendar year from 1 January 2012 to 31 December 2012, what was the number of: 

(a) induced abortions; 

(b) induced abortions over 12 weeks’ gestation; 

(c) induced abortions for women under the age of 20; 

(d) approvals given by the Ministerial Panel for abortions at 20 weeks gestation or later; and 

(e) induced abortions at 20 weeks gestation or later? 

Hon Alyssa Hayden replied: 
(a)  8429 
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(b)  606 
(c)  1119 
(d)  64 
(e)  52 

Source: (a), (b), (c) and (e) — Western Australian Abortion Notification System 

AIR AUSTRALIA — CREDITORS 

31. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Local 
Government: 

I refer the Minister to the airline Air Australia, which serviced regional Western Australia until it was placed into 
voluntary administration, and subsequent liquidation in March 2012, and I ask: 

(a) was any Western Australian Local Government authority, which was responsible for providing airport 
services to Air Australia, left with unpaid fees or charges owing from Air Australia; 

(b) if yes to (a), which local government authorities were compromised in this way, and what is the amount 
of their losses; and 

(c) if yes to (a), what action is being taken to recoup these losses? 

Hon Helen Morton replied: 
(a)  Yes 

(b)  Town of Port Hedland  — $170 015; and Shire of Derby/West Kimberley — $1 516 731 

(c)  The town and shire are both unsecured creditors of Air Australia and neither can take any action to 
recoup losses.  

BROWSE LNG PROJECT — MARITIME HERITAGE STUDY 

69. Hon Robin Chapple to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development: 

With regard to the potential impact of the proposed Browse Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) precinct on maritime 
archaeological sites, or shipwreck sites, in the waters between Broome and Carnot Bay, I ask: 

(a) did the Department for State Development conducted a full maritime heritage survey as part of the 
environmental approvals process for the Browse LNG precinct proposal, as requested by the WA 
Museum; 

(b) if no to (a), why not; and 

(c) will the Minister table any correspondence between the Department for State Development and the WA 
Museum in respect of maritime heritage in the Browse Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) precinct area? 

Hon Peter Collier replied: 

Department of State Development advises: 

(a)  No 

(b)  Consultation with the Western Australia Museum identified the closest shipwreck sites being near Cape 
Bertholet (25 km north of James Price Point) and near Barred Creek (20 km south of James Price 
Point). Based on the extent of impacts from the Precinct development the Department of State 
Development considered that there was little risk that these would be impacted and so shipwreck 
specific surveys were not warranted. This decision was made in the knowledge that there would be 
numerous other surveys in the area to be impacted (including dinosaur footprint surveys, aboriginal 
heritage surveys conducted by archaeologists and underwater towed video survey) that would identify 
obvious shipwrecks in the unlikely event that they were present. During these numerous surveys no 
evidence of shipwrecks was found. 

The potential for impacts to shipwrecks was discussed in the Strategic Assessment Report which was 
provided for public comment. No concerns regarding shipwreck impacts or management were 
expressed by the Western Australia Museum or any other organisation or member of the public. Nor 
was it raised as a matter requiring any consideration in the Environmental Protection Authority report 
on the Browse Liquefied Natural Gas Precinct. 

(c) Yes. [See paper 303.] Extract from AECOM Report Study 9a — Environmental and Colonial Heritage 
(C. Souter, Curator, Department of Maritime Archaeology, Western Australia Museum, pers 
comm. 2009B). 
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LIQUID AMMONIA — STORAGE 

75. Hon Robin Chapple to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Energy: 
(1) Are there any current or proposed facilities in Western Australia which store or process liquid 

ammonia, or ammonium nitrate? 

(2) If yes to (1): 
(a) where are they located or proposed to be located; 
(b) how far are those identified in (a) each located from residential populations; 
(c) how far are those identified in (a) each located from the nearest industrial facilities; 
(d) how far are those identified in (a) each located from other critical infrastructure, LNG plants, 

etc.; and 
(e) how far are those identified in (a) each located from significant environmental and heritage 

places? 

(3) What is the estimated blast radius of each facility identified in (2)(a)? 

(4) If the answer to (3) is not known, why not? 

(5) What measures are in place to prevent overheating or explosions at each facility: 

(a) if none, why not; and 
(b) if not known, why not? 

(6) In the event of an explosion, what measures are in place to protect the employees of the facilities, 
nearby workers and residents, and surrounding infrastructure? 

(7) What is the level of liability insurance provided by each of the proponents for each facility to cover the 
unthinkable eventuality of an explosion, and is this sufficient to cover such an eventuality? 

(8) Which is the inspectorate that oversees the inspection and safety of such plants or facilities? 

(9) How often are these plants or facilities inspected? 

(10) When were the last inspections of these plants or facilities? 

(11) Have any of these plants or facilities been found to be non-compliant with their management of safety 
requirements in the past two years: 

(a) if yes, which plants or facilities; and 
(b) if yes, on what dates and on how many occasions? 

(12) As a result of Cyclone Carlos in February 2011 shutting down Varanus Island gas supply did Burrup 
Fertilisers lose gas supply? 

(13) If yes to (12), did thousands of litres of ammonia start warming in their storage tanks which would have 
needed to be released into the atmosphere within hours if gas could not be immediately restored? 

(14) Were contingencies put in place to evacuate nearby industry and the town of Dampier as a result of the 
heightened risk of an ammonia leak or explosion? 

Hon Peter Collier replied: 
It would be more appropriate to direct this question to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum to answer. 

LIQUID AMMONIA — STORAGE 

77. Hon Robin Chapple to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for State Development: 
(1) Are there any current or proposed facilities in Western Australia which store or process liquid 

ammonia, or ammonium nitrate? 

(2) If yes to (1): 
(a) where are they located or proposed to be located; 
(b) how far are those identified in (a) each located from residential populations; 
(c) how far are those identified in (a) each located from the nearest industrial facilities; 
(d) how far are those identified in (a) each located from other critical infrastructure, LNG plants, 

etc.; and 
(e) how far are those identified in (a) each located from significant environmental and heritage 

places? 
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(3) What is the estimated blast radius of each facility identified in (2)(a)? 

(4) If the answer to (3) is not known, why not? 

(5) What measures are in place to prevent overheating or explosions at each facility: 

(a) if none, why not; and 
(b) if not known, why not? 

(6) In the event of an explosion, what measures are in place to protect the employees of the facilities, 
nearby workers and residents, and surrounding infrastructure? 

(7) What is the level of liability insurance provide by each of the proponents for each facility to cover the 
unthinkable eventuality of an explosion, and is this sufficient to cover such an eventuality? 

(8) Which is the inspectorate that oversees the inspection and safety of such plants or facilities? 

(9) How often are these plants or facilities inspected? 
(10) When were the last inspections of these plants or facilities? 

(11) Have any of these plants or facilities been found to be non-compliant with their management of safety 
requirements in the past two years: 
(a) if yes, which plants or facilities; and 
(b) if yes, on what dates and on how many occasions? 

(12) As a result of Cyclone Carlos in February 2011 shutting down Varanus Island gas supply did Burrup 
Fertilisers lose gas supply? 

(13) If yes to (12), did thousands of litres of ammonia start warming in their storage tanks which would have 
needed to be released into the atmosphere within hours if gas could not be immediately restored? 

(14) Were contingencies put in place to evacuate nearby industry and the town of Dampier as a result of the 
heightened risk of an ammonia leak or explosion? 

Hon Peter Collier replied: 
Department of State Development advises: 

(1)–(14)  This matter falls within the portfolio of Mines and Petroleum. A response will be forthcoming from the 
Minister responsible. 

LAKE COOGEE — ROAD WIDENING 

78. Hon Lynn MacLaren to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for 
Environment: 

(1) Referring to the road widening of Fawcett Road currently underway along the edge of Lake Coogee, 
will the Minister please confirm that Lake Coogee is a C class reserve for recreational purposes? 

(2) Was Environmental Protection Authority approval obtained for the widening of the road? 
(3) If yes to (2), will the Minister please table that approval? 
(4) What consultation was carried out with the community affected by the widening of the road prior to the 

commencement of the works? 
(5) What measures have been taken to mitigate the effects of the road widening on the fringe vegetation 

and fragile ecosystem of the lake? 
(6) Will the road include traffic calming measures to slow the flow of the increased traffic along Fawcett 

Road? 

Hon Helen Morton replied: 
The Minister for Environment has provided the following response. 
(1)  Lake Coogee is located within the Beeliar Regional Park and is zoned ‘Parks and Recreation’ under the 

Metropolitan Region Scheme. 
(2)–(3)  The Environmental Protection Authority has not received a referral for a proposal to widen Fawcett 

Road.  
(4)  I am advised that the City of Cockburn has undertaken consultation with land owners along Fawcett 

Road, prior to the works occurring. 
(5)  I am advised that Fawcett Road has been widened by approximately 0.5 metres on both sides of the 

road, within the existing road reserve. Further information should be sought from the City of Cockburn. 
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(6)  This question is best directed to the City of Cockburn.  

COCHLEAR IMPLANTS PROGRAM  

80. Hon Ed Dermer to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the cochlea implants program at Royal Perth Hospital, and I ask: 

(a) what was the annual budget for this program in 2011–12; 

(b) what is the annual budget for this program in 2012–13; 

(c) how many implants were provided in 2011–12; 

(d) how many implants have been provided in 2012–13 to date; 

(e) what was the average waiting period per patient for an implant in 2011–12; and 

(f) what is the current average waiting period per patient for an implant? 

Hon Alyssa Hayden replied: 
Please refer to supplementary information provided by Hon Alyssa Hayden MLC, Parliamentary Secretary 
representing the Minister for Health, on 21 May 2013 in relation to Legislative Council question without 
notice 60. 

PEEL REGION SCHEME AMENDMENT 036/57 

81. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for 
Environment: 

I refer to Peel Region Scheme Amendment 036/57 and notwithstanding the Environmental Protection Authority 
(EPA) advice that the proposed amendment does not require environmental assessment, I ask: 

(a) has the EPA considered ALCOA’s proposal to construct two storage ponds on the rezoned property and 
invited the public to comment on this proposal; 

(b) if no to (a), why not; and 

(c) in its dialogue with the WA Planning Commission in this matter, has the EPA placed any limitation on 
the size or type of structures which may be developed on the rezoned property? 

Hon Helen Morton replied: 
The Minister for Environment has provided the following response. 

(a)  No. 

(b)  Alcoa’s proposal was referred to the EPA as a planning scheme amendment. There is no provision in 
the EP Act for the EPA to invite public comment on planning scheme amendments.  

(c)  The EPA advised the Western Australian Planning Commission that only water storage facilities should 
be developed on the rezoned property, and that the storage of residue should be prohibited on the 
rezoned property. The location and size of the water storage facilities will be dealt with at the 
development application stage of the planning process and will require Department of Environment and 
Conservation Works Approval, and Shire of Murray Development Approval prior to construction.  

__________ 
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