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THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams) took the chair at 9.00 am, and read prayers. 

THORNLIE RAIL LINE — EXTENSION 
Petition 

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [9.01 am]: I have a petition concerning traffic congestion that reads — 

TO THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE 
ASSEMBLY OF THE PARLIAMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA IN PARLIAMENT 
ASSEMBLED. 

We, the undersigned, say  

• Traffic congestion on our local roads is becoming intolerable; 

• Good public transport and particularly safe, reliable and inexpensive train services will make 
the most difference;  

• The Barnett Government’s Public Transport Plan does not consider extending the Thornlie 
Line until after the year 2031, which is far too late;  

Now we ask that the Legislative Assembly call upon the Barnett Government to embrace the extension 
of the Thornlie Line and fund urgent planning work without delay. 

The petition has been signed by 36 constituents and has been certified as conforming to the standing orders of 
the house. 

[See petition 642.] 

PAPERS TABLED 

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

METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME 1221/41 — BANJUP URBAN PRECINCT 
Statement by Minister for Planning 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Minister for Planning) [9.03 am]: I present today for tabling metropolitan 
region scheme amendment 1221/41, which will facilitate the urban development of approximately 151.75 
hectares of land in the Banjup locality. The Banjup urban precinct is strategically located and suited to urban 
development. The area is in close proximity to the Cockburn Central activity centre, which provides employment 
opportunities and retail and service facilities. The area also has good accessibility, with access to Cockburn train 
station, the Kwinana Freeway and the regional road network. The proposed amendment area is recognised for 
potential urban development in the draft outer metropolitan Perth and Peel subregional strategy under “Urban 
expansion areas 2011–2015”. 

As the subject land is located over the Jandakot groundwater protection area, hydrological investigations and 
modelling have been undertaken by the landowner. The Department of Water has approved a district water 
management strategy and has confirmed that this provides sufficient water resource management information to 
demonstrate that the site can support urban land uses. Pre and post-development monitoring of the groundwater 
resource is to occur. 

The landowner has commenced conceptual structure planning and proposes primarily residential development, 
as well as open space areas, a primary school and some service, commercial or industrial development. Detailed 
structural planning, a local scheme amendment and subdivision approval will be required prior to development 
occurring on-site. These planning processes will also require public consultation. 

In accordance with the statutory provisions for region scheme amendments, this amendment was advertised for 
three months in 2012. Twenty-eight submissions were received, containing 19 general comments, three 
comments of support and six comments of objection. Copies of the submissions and the Western Australian 
Planning Commission’s report on submissions are also tabled today. I am pleased to now table the 
documentation for metropolitan region scheme amendment 1221/41 and I commend it to the house. 

[See papers 5266 and 5267.] 
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SWAN RIVER TRUST — RIVERBANK PROGRAM 
Statement by Minister for Environment 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Environment) [9.05 am]: Through the Swan River Trust’s 
Riverbank program, the state of Western Australia is making a significant contribution to the protection and 
enhancement of shorelines within the Swan Canning Riverpark. I recently announced that more than $800 000 
will be allocated to shoreline rehabilitation projects through the Riverbank funding schemes. The funding will be 
shared by 10 local governments and will be used to control invasive weeds, stabilise shorelines, help repair river 
walls and revegetate foreshore areas at 16 sites within the riverpark. 

Since coming into office in 2008, the Liberal–National government has invested over $7.5 million in Riverbank 
funding, distributed among 74 projects, which has resulted in over $15 million of on-ground works. This year’s 
Riverbank funding recipients include the Town of Bassendean, which has been given $83 914 for foreshore 
restoration and erosion control at Success Hill reserve; the City of Armadale, which has been given $23 300 to 
remove invasive weeds and replant native vegetation at Roley Pool reserve, the Kelmscott Fishcare site and the 
Fancote to Kelmscott reserves; the City of Gosnells, which has been given $20 314 to rehabilitate 6.3 hectares of 
degraded vegetation along the Canning River in Gosnells and Thornlie, including in John Okey Davis Park, 
Homestead Park and Corriedale Springs; the City of Canning, which has been given $13 960 to create drain 
swales to filter and reduce nutrients entering the river from stormwater drains; and the City of Fremantle, which 
has been given $13 800 to help stabilise and revegetate around 500 metres of Prawn Bay foreshore by planting 
3 300 native plants. This project also includes ongoing feral rabbit control to increase the survival rate of the 
vegetation and reduce the impact of rabbit warrens. 

I was also pleased to announce the inaugural round of the Riverbank proactive funding scheme, which targets 
large-scale multiyear complex projects within the Swan Canning Riverpark. This scheme allows improved 
project planning as the trust commits to supporting projects over several years, seeing an increased commitment 
from local governments in delivering these complex projects. Project budgets are still being finalised. The 
projects include two in the City of South Perth. The first will assist with the repair and replacement of gabion 
baskets between Mends Street jetty and the Narrows Bridge and the second will develop a restoration 
management plan to maintain and enhance the environmental values of Mount Henry Spit, which is a valuable 
Bush Forever site. In the City of Belmont, shoreline stabilisation works will continue along the Garvey Park 
foreshore to protect infrastructure and remnant vegetation while continuing to provide recreational access to the 
river. In the City of Bayswater, the shoreline adjacent to Claughton Reserve will be stabilised using rock 
placements and revegetation. In the City of Swan, a restoration plan will be developed to manage the retreat of 
the river and improve amenity and environmental values of the foreshore at Lilac Hill, Caversham. In the City of 
Melville, implementation of the Point Walter foreshore restoration project will continue, including revegetation, 
erosion control and enhanced public access. 

I look forward to updating the house on the ongoing work of the Riverbank program of the Swan River Trust in 
delivering this important work to protect and improve the shorelines of the Swan Canning Riverpark.  

ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS — DEVELOPMENT COMMISSIONS 
Statement by Minister for Regional Development 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Central Wheatbelt — Minister for Regional Development) [9.08 am]: I am pleased to 
advise the house of a decision that the Liberal–National government has made to strengthen the delivery of the 
royalties for regions–funded Pilbara Cities initiative and the Mid West Investment Plan. From 26 October 2012, 
the Pilbara Cities office will be transferred from the Department of Regional Development and Lands to the 
Pilbara Development Commission. Similarly, responsibility for the implementation of the Mid West Investment 
Plan will also transfer from the department to the Mid West Development Commission. 

Since its establishment in August 2010, the Pilbara Cities initiative has been allocated more than $1 billion in 
royalties for regions funding to expand and grow Port Hedland, Karratha and other Pilbara towns. This 
recognises the vital role that this region plays in supporting the development of the state and the nation. The 
Pilbara Cities initiative is transforming the Pilbara through building modern, vibrant cities and regional centres 
to support and deliver a skilled workforce for major economic projects. 

Mr Speaker, for a project that is close to your heart, the government has also committed $220 million in royalties 
for regions funding towards key infrastructure projects in the midwest that are now being rolled out. By shifting 
the Pilbara Cities office and its 10 staff to the Pilbara Development Commission, and by giving responsibility for 
implementing the Mid West Investment Plan to the Mid West Development Commission, the government is 
reinforcing these regional development commissions as the lead state government agencies for these vital 
initiatives. The commissions will now be responsible for recommending projects for these royalties for regions 
initiatives to cabinet through me as Minister for Regional Development, as well as for project development, 
project monitoring and outcome delivery. The Department of Regional Development and Lands will continue to 
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play an important role in assisting the commissions to discharge their responsibilities, particularly through the 
allocation of funding to proponents and the management of financial agreements. The department will maintain 
its responsibility to administer the royalties for regions initiative as the accountable agency under the Royalties 
for Regions Act 2009. I also take this opportunity to advise the house that the position of chief executive officer 
of the Pilbara Development Commission will be advertised this coming weekend.  

These are important changes that strengthen local decision making and increase efficiency by using local 
knowledge and expertise to deliver these important local programs.  

SWAN VALLEY PLANNING ACT — REVIEW 
Grievance 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [9.11 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Planning and regards the Swan 
Valley Planning Act review. This has been an ongoing issue for a number of years. I want to again briefly 
outline some of the history of it and also refer to some documents that the minister has refused to provide 
through the freedom of information process. 

As I have stated before, back in September 2010 I wrote to the minister to ask what was happening with the 
review of the Swan Valley Planning Act. The minister wrote on 21 September — 

The Department of Planning is about to commence a comprehensive review of the SVP Act which will 
consider this specific locality in a broader strategic context. This process will include significant 
landowner consultation, and the suitability of further subdivision will be considered in context during 
this process. 

I would encourage your constituent to become involved and trust the above information addresses your 
inquiry. 

Since that time, numerous letters and other things have been sent to the minister. In May 2011 the minister 
confirmed that a review was underway and that I would be briefed on the findings in early 2012. In May 2011 I 
was refused a request for a briefing on the review. In September 2011 the minister said that there was no secrecy 
about this review. In March this year the minister stated that he expected to receive a report within the next few 
weeks and that it would be released publicly in the next couple of months. Again I point out that it was on 22 
March this year that the minister said that he would receive the report within a few weeks and it would be 
released publicly in the next couple of months. 
I then wrote again to the minister to ask whether the opposition could be briefed, and in May 2012 the minister 
stated — 

… I do intend to release the report for public comment, shortly after I have reviewed it. 

Since that time, we still have seen nothing. We tried to get some information by way of FOI application to see 
what was actually happening with the Swan Valley Planning Act review. We submitted the FOI application 
earlier this year and got some information, but a number of documents were withheld. A lot of documents were 
withheld that I thought should be publicly available because they go to some of the longer term and more 
strategic aspects of the Swan Valley. A document to which I was denied access is dated March 2012 and headed 
“Preliminary Findings: Swan Valley Land Use and Management Inquiry”. Another document to which access 
was denied is dated August 2011 and headed “The Swan Valley: Rapid landscape character and visual 
assessment”. Another document to which access was fully denied is dated November 2011 and headed “Swan 
Valley Infrastructure and Water Assessment Final Report”. Another document to which access was denied is 
dated November 2011 and headed “Swan Valley — Stage 2, Key Development Strategies”. Another document 
to which access was denied is dated January 2011 and headed “Swan Valley — Stage 1, A Review of Economic 
and Land Use Planning Issues”. Another document to which access was denied is dated April 2012 and headed 
“Economic and Land Use Planning in the Swan Valley: Governance Arrangements”. 

Through this FOI process we established that a number of documents fit into this review process, access to all of 
which has been denied. We did find some interesting information through the FOI process. We found bits of 
information about emails between the minister’s office and Hon Alyssa Hayden in which an adviser to the 
Minister for Planning wrote to the electorate officer—I think that is the person—of Hon Alyssa Hayden and 
stated — 

I was … talking to Alyssa Hayden about a scheme amendment … in the Swan Valley. At the end of the 
call she asked what the current status of the SVP Act — 

That is, the Swan Valley Planning Act — 

Review is, which I told her (ie not yet reported to the Minister), and asked me if she could have some 
info about who sits on the SVP Committee (which presumably is info in the public domain?) and said 
she’s … keen to have an input into the review to make sure the right things are being considered…. 
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I think there were some other emails to that effect. This seems to be a very bizarre process. This review was 
established in late 2010. A number of reports and different reviews fit into the overall subject to which we have 
been denied access. We now know, as reported in Echo News on 28 July, that the minister stated the final report 
was awaiting cabinet endorsement and was expected to be released in coming weeks. That was back in late July. 
Then we heard at a public forum in Ellenbrook on 7 September—this time from the Premier—that the report 
would go to cabinet soon. We also understand now that the document to be released is not the review document 
with key recommendations but instead a discussion paper. 
Minister, this has been a lengthy, confusing and, frankly, poor review process about which a number of people 
throughout the valley have not been consulted. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: Do you have a view about future land use in the Swan Valley and what should happen in 
relation to future development? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Minister, you have been undertaking a review since late 2010. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: I am just asking if you have a view you would like to express. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will express my view through a formal document. However, given that the minister has 
been undertaking a review since late 2010 and has been consulting some but not all stakeholders, and given all 
the resources of government available to the minister, it is up to him to release the review document and the 
discussion paper. The minister started a review process—I do not believe he knew where it was going—and he is 
not willing to table that report. I therefore urge the minister to explain today exactly the status of the report, why 
we have been denied access to all this information and exactly when and in which format the review or 
discussion paper will be released. 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Minister for Planning) [9.18 am]: I agree with the sentiment of the member 
for West Swan to the extent that it is desirable for the document be in the public arena. The document 
summarises the key issues facing the future of the Swan Valley. It refers to current issues and issues that have 
developed in the past few years on land-use arrangements and amenity issues. It also refers to the fact that some 
people are keen for further subdivision to be allowed and that others are very keen to ensure that further 
subdivision does not occur. As I have indicated previously, the government’s view is that the protection of 
viticulture and viticulture-related activities and in particular tourism, is paramount, and that those activities must 
be the goal in all of this exercise. I know that various people have expressed some concern that the visual 
amenity of the Swan Valley has been compromised in recent years through inappropriate signage arrangements 
and so on, and have said that perhaps some better protections should be put in place to ensure that the essential 
and traditional character and visual amenity of the Swan Valley is protected, as well as, of course, as I said, 
viticulture, grape growing and wine production, which is the traditional agricultural activity in the Swan Valley. 
All of us agree that that is paramount. It has taken somewhat longer than I would have liked to get the discussion 
paper into the public arena. I certainly expect that it will be in the public arena in the next few weeks. It has been 
going through the processes of government. I am sure the member for West Swan understands that at times that 
can take longer than individual ministers would like. There has been a requirement for consultation with various 
parties in government and that process has been going on. I assure the member for West Swan, and all members, 
that this issue has not been forgotten about; indeed, it has been an active issue within my portfolio, and I am keen 
for the release of a document that can focus people’s minds and give all interested parties an opportunity to 
comment on, through a structured process, what should be permitted in the future.  

Ms R. Saffioti: Is it in the form of a discussion paper? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: The paper will canvass the issues that are important in the Swan Valley and that have become 
apparent over the past few years. It will also raise issues about what should or should not be done in the future. 
People will have an opportunity to comment in a formal way. There will be a period in which they can do that, of 
course. There needs to be adequate time for people to consider the paper and for their responses to be assessed 
by the Department of Planning in the way that it assesses responses to a range of different discussion papers, 
reports and proposals that are put in the public arena. After that we will be able to form a collective view about 
any changes that should be made to the act or to planning arrangements.  

Ms R. Saffioti: What will the timing of that be?  

Mr J.H.D. DAY: Certainly I expect it to be released in the next few weeks, followed by a period for people to 
comment. As I said, we need to ensure there is adequate time for people to do that. If the member for West Swan 
has a particular point of view about any changes that should be made to the planning arrangements for the Swan 
Valley, I would be very interested to hear them.  

Ms R. Saffioti: Minister, give me access to all those documents. C’mon!  

Mr J.H.D. DAY: The member for West Swan is one of three Legislative Assembly members who represent the 
Swan Valley area. She may or may not have a view —  
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Ms R. Saffioti: I am sure the member for Swan Hills and I would like to receive a briefing of all the documents 
that have been prepared.  

Mr J.H.D. DAY: If the member has a view — 

Ms R. Saffioti: Well, no, c’mon! Why can’t you release — 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for West Swan! 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: We will release a document that summarises the issues and brings them all together rather than 
having them in a disparate collection that exists across a range of different input documents. I can assure the 
member that a lot of work has been done in the Department of Planning and my office to ensure that a very 
professional, well-researched and well-worded paper will be released for people to read so that they can assess 
the issues and comment on what should be done with the future management of the Swan Valley. We all agree 
that that is extremely important to Perth and Western Australia as a tourism destination and as an agricultural 
production region, and also from the point of view of the history and heritage of Western Australia. The member 
for West Swan is making a lot of comments about the release of papers and the process. If she has a view about 
the future management of the Swan Valley, it is desirable that she tell us what that view is.  

Ms R. Saffioti: I’ve already said—the protection and enhancement of the Swan Valley. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: And viticulture, in particular?  

Ms R. Saffioti: Of course! It is the number one priority. But we all agree that there are complications with water 
allocation, transport and a number of other issues. I want to know why the minister has dragged his feet and 
denied access to some of the key supporting documents. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: The paper has been going through the cabinet process. It is part of the input of the preparation 
of a cabinet document which, I hope, will ultimately be released in the not-too-distant future. I regret the fact that 
it has taken longer than I would have liked, but the process has not been forgotten about. A paper on which 
people can focus and comment will be available in the near future.  

SERVICE STATION — DRIVE-OFF FUEL THEFT 
Grievance 

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley) [9.26 am]: My grievance this morning is to the Minister for Police. I thank 
the minister for taking this grievance today. This matter has been raised with me on a couple of occasions, but 
more recently it was raised with me when a service station proprietor from my electorate came to see me. He is 
greatly concerned about the number of people who are filling up their petrol tanks and driving off without 
paying. That is nothing new; indeed, it is not something that we have not heard about before. However, it is a 
growing issue and the dollar amount that is not being paid is continuing to grow.  

The people who came to see me have been in their business in the electorate for 25 years. They are well known 
and are very good businesspeople. That they have raised this issue with me shows the level of their concern. 
They do not expect this to not occur—they have been in the business for a long time—but they are concerned 
about the lack of support they receive from police and other authorities. As such they feel as though they have 
nowhere to go. The incidence of people filling up their tanks and not paying is of particular concern to these 
people and others who have service station franchises, but it is not necessarily a concern for the big corporately 
owned service stations. These small business people in my area are looking for support. There is no doubt that 
the issue is growing. If someone drives off without paying for their petrol, these service station owners are meant 
to send a fax to a police station in their area. Some do that, but many do not bother because they know nothing 
will happen. Some service station owners are no longer recording these incidents because they know their faxes 
will sit in a pile and that nothing will happen. They told me that on average the police receive 100 faxes, but that 
is minuscule compared with the number of drive-offs in their area. There is no doubt that if nothing is done about 
this issue, it will continue to grow and cause great concern.  

Each drive-off from that particular service station costs between $60 and $100; therefore, they are losing about 
$20 000 a year, which is not an insignificant amount for a small business operator. They struggle with the fact 
that the police and others do not provide any support. They told me that a few weeks ago there was an incident at 
the shopping centre at which the service station is located, which is what triggered their visit to me. The local 
supermarket discovered someone walking away with a fair bit of food in a trolley. Within moments the police 
were at the supermarket en mass making sure that the person was stopped right away. However, if the service 
station were to contact the police after a person had filled their tank and not paid, nothing would happen even 
though there is no question that it is theft. They are not sure why there is a difference between the theft of 
groceries and the theft of petrol. It is causing them great concern. I have been informed that the problem relates 
to the intent of the theft—that is, did the person mean to drive away without paying? Obviously, there are 
incidents in which people do not mean to drive away and generally they go back. There is no question about that.  
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This business about the intent of a person is causing them great concern. This issue does not occur with speeding 
fines. People do not get a chance to say whether they intended to speed; they just get fined. The same applies 
when people steal from a supermarket. There is no question as to whether people intended to walk out without 
paying—they just get fined. But if people drive away from a service station without paying for their petrol, it 
comes under a category that relates to intent and to whether that person meant to drive away. As I said, I am 
talking about small business operators. They are finding this difficult. It is my understanding that this issue is 
dealt with under civil law, not criminal law. Because it is under civil law, they have to do something about it 
themselves. If they go to a police station to get the address and name of the person who drove off—invariably 
they have the person’s numberplate—they cannot get that information and therefore it cannot be dealt with in a 
civil court. They are very much caught between a rock and a hard place and at this point in time they have 
thrown their hands up and said, “Please, help us.” They have had quite a few suggestions and obviously the idea 
that comes up is that people should pay for their fuel before they go to put it in the car. I think we are all well 
aware that service station operators do not make their money from petrol; it is there, but it is not what they make 
their money from. They make money from people going into the service station store afterwards to pay for the 
petrol and picking up something else from the store. That is a well-known fact, and I personally find it quite 
abhorrent to have to get to the point of having to pay for fuel before filling up, and I intend to pay for my fuel.  

We need to deal with this issue and we are looking for some support from the minister. The service station 
business owners have come up with a few ideas. They believe that fines would be the most effective. Although 
they do not want to waste police time and resources, they believe a fine system could be of merit and they 
certainly hope that someone has put that idea to the minister. It could even be to the point of giving people 24 
hours to pay; so they do not get fined immediately, but if they have not come back to pay within that 24 hours, 
they could then be fined. If it is a fine, it does not necessarily have to have police following it through. If it is a 
matter of things being civil or criminal, can some change to regulation or legislation occur so that this intent 
issue is no longer the one that seems to be causing the problems? These people are looking for the same 
protection as other businesses that suffer theft from people within their businesses. I thank the minister for taking 
this grievance and I look forward to her response. 

MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough — Minister for Police) [9.31 pm]: I thank the member for Kingsley for 
this grievance and appreciate that there is a significant depth of feeling about this issue. As a small business 
owner myself, I know that one of the biggest costs to small business these days can actually be stock theft, and 
on the face of it, that is how the fuel station owners view the act of fuel theft. To be really clear, the police 
position is that when corroborating evidence is available that the theft has occurred and a reasonable prospect of 
conviction exists, drive-off fuel theft will be investigated and charges will be laid. The difficulty that arises for 
police is primarily in the legal area that the member referred to in her presentation. Obviously, when a thing is 
taken with intent to permanently deprive the owner of it, it is an offence under section 371 of the Criminal Code 
and it is stealing. At the beginning of this year police received advice from the State Solicitor’s Office 
specifically regarding this issue. The difficulty that arises and the reason the vast majority of fuel drive-offs are 
not being prosecuted and do not result in charges is that it is really difficult to show an intent to steal fuel. Quite 
often when police chase these people up, they feign that they were forgetful and that they did not mean to do it, 
that they got distracted and all of these other excuses. In effect, if those people then go back and pay for the fuel, 
no offence has occurred. Therefore, the police feel a bit like they are chasing their tails on this issue when they 
try to chase up people.  
The member referred to moving towards a strict liability offence—that is, an offence for which there is no 
necessity for police to establish an element of intent. The examples the member used were the offences of 
speeding and drink-driving, because intent in those circumstances is presumed. The difficulty we face with that 
is when a person does not pay for fuel through no fault of their own. Indeed member, I have done it myself when 
I was hormonally challenged with two small children. I drove off from the fuel station and forgot to pay. I 
received a phone call from my local police and immediately went back and paid. There are many people who 
face those sorts of situations in which they get distracted and forget to pay for fuel through no fault of their own. 
If we move to a strict liability offence, those people will immediately be presumed to have an intention to 
commit the offence and we will capture people who had no intention of stealing in the first place. Also, in the 
past strict liability offences have been justified by governments when there is an important public interest in 
ensuring that people take special care to follow the law. That is why strict liability offences have usually been 
confined to drink-driving and offences of that nature for which there is a social impact and the impact of the 
actions of people can have a significant effect on others around them. Parliament could give consideration to the 
prospect of a strict liability offence for fuel drive-offs, and I do not rule that out in the future, but I think we need 
to be very, very careful if we go down that path.  
Obviously, one of the ways this matter could be resolved would be to have service stations move to requiring 
prepayment for fuel. I appreciate that that is not a palatable option because it has an economic disbenefit to the 
fuel station owners, as fuel station owners make their money from those add-on sales when people come in to 
pay for fuel. That is an issue that retailers do not necessarily face, because there are usually barriers to the entry 
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and exit of a store and people usually purchase the goods by going through a checkout on their way out of the 
store, so when they leave the store without paying, there is a deliberate intention to leave without paying for the 
goods. If people prepay for their fuel, there is no opportunity further down the track for them to claim that they 
inadvertently forgot to purchase, but of course there is an economic disbenefit to the owners of the fuel stations 
with that particular course of action.  

To advise the member and update the house, I consider this to be an important issue and I have met with the 
Motor Trade Association to discuss it, and I have raised it a number of times with the Commissioner of Police. 
We are looking at several avenues that might be of assistance in tackling this problem. I have also written to the 
Motor Trade Association on this matter and requested that it, via its members, start to help us collect a database 
on some of the numberplates of cars that they say are involved in fuel drive-offs. If those plate numbers and 
CCTV footage can be provided to WA Police, then we are looking at potential multiple prosecutions for 
particular perpetrators, and I think we will have a higher chance of conviction. We are looking at identifying the 
worst recidivists in this case and trying to make a case against them. If there are also some high-profile 
prosecutions and convictions in these matters and if we do prosecute the recidivist offenders, we will no doubt 
get some publicity around this, which may have a deterrent effect in the wider community.  

In the long term, we are developing IT systems to implement the Criminal Code Amendment (Infringement 
Notices) Act 2011. This is quite a complicated piece of IT work and it will be a lengthy process. I have requested 
that the police do some work to see whether infringement notices can appropriately be used for fuel drive-offs in 
certain circumstances and to see whether we can amend the act to that effect.  

Finally, I come to the member’s comment that presently police do not release driver information to service 
station owners who wish to pursue civil action. This is a matter that comes out of police privacy policies and I 
have already discussed this same issue with the Commissioner of Police in another matter. I will raise it again 
with the commissioner and seek his view on whether a case can be made in certain circumstances for the release 
of the information, but we are up against the Privacy Act if we go down that path. I thank the member for 
bringing this matter to the house and I will pursue these issues. 

VEHICLE LICENCES — TIME PAYMENTS 
Grievance 

MR A.P. O’GORMAN (Joondalup) [9.38 pm]: My grievance this morning is to the Minister for Transport. 
Recently I met with a group of financial counsellors to talk to them about some of the issues they are having with 
providing some of the counselling services. One of the issues they raised with me is that organisations such as 
Synergy, Horizon Power, Alinta, Kleenheat Gas, Telstra, B Digital, the Fines Enforcement Registry, the 
Magistrates Court, Keystart Home Loans, St John Ambulance, TAFE colleges and, in some instances, private 
landlords and real estate agents, accept time payments for outstanding amounts on bills that fall due at a certain 
time. They point out that in the case of the Department of Transport and vehicle registrations there is the option 
of paying for 12 months’ or six months’ registration, but for some clients that is just not possible to do. I asked 
for a case study and I can read it out and make it available to the house. No names have been mentioned because 
we acknowledge the person’s privacy and we do not want to embarrass them in the public arena. This particular 
client of a financial counsellor in the northern suburbs is a single parent. She works part time and also receives 
Newstart and family tax benefit. She has a 12-year-old daughter who has been receiving treatment since 2011 for 
a brain tumour. The client needs to attend multiple medical appointments and therapy sessions with her daughter 
each week. This client is experiencing financial hardship due to her low income and the high cost of private 
rentals. This is further impacted by the cost of petrol and parking involved in taking her daughter to 
appointments. This client has a health care card and is therefore not eligible for a pensioner concession rate from 
the Department of Transport. The cost of vehicle registration for six months is $313.85. The client has been 
budgeting effectively for the cost of utilities by using Centrepay. Many utilities, such as Synergy and Alinta, 
accept time payments, or monthly payments. Currently, the WA Department of Transport does not allow vehicle 
registrations to be paid in this manner and this client is unable to pay the full cost of registration by the due date. 
The vehicle is vitally important for this client to transport her daughter to and from medical appointments, and 
public transport is not freely available in her area.  

I thought that might have been something that just cropped up out in the northern suburbs, because we have a lot 
of issues with public transport and getting people to health appointments, but then I opened The Sunday Times 
last Sunday, 16 September, and read the heading “No job, 3 kids and catch your tea”. I am happy to mention this 
gentleman’s name because it was published in The Sunday Times. His name is Ben Edwards. The article 
states — 

BEN Edwards is stuck in a Catch-22 situation. 

He wants to work, but because he is a single parent with three young children he can’t and has to rely 
on a single-parent pension to get by. 
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With just $610 a week he has to pay for rent, food, bills and any other unexpected costs. 

Most of the time the former builder manages to scrape by. But at the moment Mr Edwards is struggling. 

He wants to put his youngest in day care so he can pick up a few days work, but his car registration is 
due. He can’t afford both. 

That is an identical situation to the single parent in the northern suburbs. The article continues — 

Life for the family has been like this for a year as Mr Edwards tries to balance what little money they 
have to keep up with the rising costs of living. 

High rents in Perth have already forced him to move to Falcon, near Mandurah, where he pays $270 a 
week. 

That is out of his $610 a week. I continue quoting — 

Now his spiralling power bill, which was $250 last month, and food bill, which is about $150 a week, is 
forcing Mr Edwards to be more resourceful when it comes to putting food on the table. 

“Basically all I buy is fresh fruit and veg and a little bit of meat, but not a lot because I can’t afford it,” 
he said. 
“I actually take the kids out fishing so we can eat fish. 

“We are lucky we are just down the road from the beach and can go fishing all the time. And it’s the 
only hobby I can afford at the moment.” 

The two case studies I have put before the minister this morning highlight the fact that people in Perth are 
particularly reliant on motor vehicles. We are reliant on vehicles to get to work, albeit we have to come through 
very congested roads at times. It took me nearly an hour and a half this morning to get here from the northern 
suburbs. It is important that WA residents are able to use their vehicles to get to healthcare appointments and our 
places of employment, because it is not possible all of the time to use public transport. We should not put any 
barriers in the way of people on the lower end of the income scale, particularly people on Centrelink payments 
and single parents who have children to look after. They also have to get their children to school and maybe get 
them to babysitters, if that is an option available to them. People have to come up with approximately $300 every 
six months to pay vehicle registration, or close to $600 if people can manage to pay it on an annual basis—which 
is much better because it gives 12 months relaxation in between so people are not stressing about it.  

Minister, the WA Department of Transport is the only state government agency that I am aware of that does not 
allow monthly payments of bills. It is not too difficult. It is a small amount of administration with the computer 
systems that we have in place today. It should be done, and it can be done, through Centrepay. All these other 
organisations that I mentioned can do it. I will mention them again: Synergy, Horizon, Alinta, Kleenheat, 
Telstra, B Digital, even the Fines Enforcement Registry. This is another thing that has been pointed out: people 
who have been fined because their vehicle registration is out of date can pay the fine through a time-payment 
option. It is not really a way to go for some people. Keystart loans provide monthly repayments. St John 
Ambulance is one organisation that sometimes sends a very large bill—$600 to $800. That organisation also 
accepts time payments. Is it possible for the WA Department of Transport to at least put in place, for people on 
lower incomes, a system that accepts payments on a monthly basis so people can continue to get their children to 
hospital appointments? 
MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Minister for Transport) [9.45 am]: Centrepay is a free and voluntary bills-
paying service, as I understand it, for people who receive Centrelink payments. It is administered by the federal 
government’s Department of Human Services. Basically the way it works is that after a person registers, they 
effectively pre-allocate certain amounts from their Centrelink payment to a range of different service providers; 
that is, bills are paid out of their Centrelink payment. I understand what the member for Joondalup is saying. 
There are a couple of issues to consider. I will talk about the Department of Transport in a second. One issue is if 
a pension is low relative to expenses, although it might smooth out some of the blips—which is the point the 
member talked about—the pension is still low relative to expenses. There is an issue, particularly in Western 
Australia, where costs of living are high relative to the level of social security payments that people receive. That 
is a commonwealth issue, as the member would know, and I think it is a real issue. People who are in 
employment in our state enjoy relatively high wages, but the relative costs of living are also quite high across a 
range of fronts, not just utilities that we often hear talked about in this place, but also rents and food et cetera. 
Centrepay is administered by the commonwealth. At this stage the Department of Transport does not provide the 
monthly Centrepay option to its customers. It has been approached by the commonwealth Department of Human 
Services. That approach was received by the department on 9 August this year. About a month ago, the 
commonwealth approached the Department of Transport to see if it would be able to utilise Centrepay for 
vehicle licensing. The department is currently assessing the implications of that request. We will work through 
that. I am not in a position today to provide a formal response to the commonwealth. I imagine that will be 
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forthcoming in the not-too-distant future, but it is important to understand that that formal response to the 
Department of Transport was received in August of this year.  

A couple of issues the department needs to perhaps deal with prior to formally responding to the commonwealth 
include the following. Under Centrepay, people have the option to voluntarily halt deductions. That could 
happen for a range of reasons; I am not being critical of people for doing that. A person may be in a 
circumstance in which they do not want that deduction to go out next month. We need to understand the 
implications that has on a person’s vehicle licence. In theory, if a monthly payment is not made, for a range of 
reasons—it could be an unexpected medical bill, who knows; a person might get crook and stops paying—we 
need to understand what that means in terms of the person’s vehicle licence. It would be a terrible consequence 
of this system if people inadvertently found themselves in a circumstance in which the vehicle became 
unlicensed because, for whatever reason, one month they could not have those payments deducted. We need to 
be mindful of that. I do not think everyone in Centrepay would do this, but the last thing we want to do is 
encourage people to go into a system that makes it easier for them to inadvertently not pay their vehicle 
registration. The next thing they know, they will be driving down the road and the police will pull them over to 
say their vehicle is unlicensed. That creates a range of issues for them. The police are very good at doing that 
now because of the computers they have in their cars. That is one of the things we need to do a little more work 
around. We also need to do some more work with the Insurance Commission of Western Australia to understand 
how we deal with third party insurance if it is paid on a monthly basis; I think that is a minor administrative 
issue, to be honest. The third point that the department makes, which I also think is minor, is the full nature of 
the cost because the costs are borne by the service provider. The member has pointed out to me that the 
department’s IT system, although it is getting better, is still not the world’s best, but I cannot imagine that the 
cost of administering a system with the commonwealth government would be very high at all. I think the first 
concern is probably something that we should do a bit of work around, to make sure that increasing numbers of 
people do not find themselves unwittingly driving unlicensed vehicles. The member would get people in his 
office, as I do in mine, who have been caught in those circumstances, and they are very hard circumstances to get 
out of once people have been caught. But the member is right in principle; I do not see it as being a problem or 
an issue. I think it is a good customer service option. It is clearly targeted at people who are on a low income or 
who have no income, because they have to be in receipt of a Centrelink payment to be able to use Centrepay. We 
will work through it. Again, the member may argue that the department should have approached the 
commonwealth government years ago, but that is now in train and we will see how it falls out. I accept the 
member for Joondalup’s argument that these sorts of mechanisms help people budget because it smooths out 
what would otherwise be quite hefty periodic payments. Our licence fees in Western Australia are relatively low, 
but again, if we can make it easier for people to meet those commitments, we should be doing all we can to do 
so. But I do think it is incumbent on us to do that work around the issue of unlicensed versus licensed drivers, 
because it would be a terrible consequence if that was the outcome. I thank the member for raising the issue; I 
will certainly continue to follow up on it with the department. 

CITY OF GREATER GERALDTON — RATES 
Grievance 

MR I.C. BLAYNEY (Geraldton) [9.51 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Local Government. My local 
government council, the City of Greater Geraldton, has this year undergone a revaluation. The impact of the 
revaluation has been an average increase in rates of some 23 per cent, with the council adding a further 6.7 per 
cent on top. Increases vary across the city, but of real concern are increases in the CBD of 350 per cent in some 
cases and in some poorer residential areas of in excess of 40 per cent. A large number of questions flow from 
this decision. Understandably, there has been an extreme level of community concern. I have written to the 
minister twice. The Mid West Chamber of Commerce and Industry and I have written to the Premier, and some 
500 people attended a public meeting at which a number of concerns about the increase and the process were 
raised. A number of motions were passed at this meeting, but judging from the way they have been dealt with in 
the council’s next agenda forum, it appears that the motions are going to be dismissed. 
Firstly, I understand that the minister was required to approve the council’s wish to have a structure under which 
some rates would be double the minimum. Some community members have contacted me to say that they are 
disappointed that the minister did this, and describe the rate increases as excessive. Criticism has been levelled at 
me, the MWCCI and others for not making submissions against the full adoption of the revaluation before the 
meeting. However, a local newspaper advertisement—in this case, two full-colour pages—that appeared before 
the council budget meeting led most people to believe that the increase in rates would be in the order of 6.7 per 
cent. The advertisement mentions revaluations but gives no indication of the level of increase proposed. 

The council’s justification for the full adoption of the revaluation included criticism of a previous council 
decision to not pass on immediately the full increase from revaluation, through the use of terms such as 
“sheltering ratepayers” and “catch-up years”. Surely the budget process is to examine funding and expenditure 
requirements and to set the rate accordingly. I ask whether this immediate full adoption will be expected in local 
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government from now on. It is worth adding that our rates have increased in the order of 7.5 per cent per annum 
for the last four years. The council has made frequent references to the increase in charges from the state 
government to justify its own increases, but it appears to have made no effort to quantify the actual amount of 
the increase flowing from this area in either dollar amounts or as a percentage of increase in costs. 

A number of justifications have been given for the increases. A major area of justification involves programs 
from the Department of Local Government, including maintenance and renewal of infrastructure and facilities 
assets, with a value of $425 million put on assets; the financial sustainability policy, derived from a community 
strategic plan; the 10-year assets management plan; and the 10-year financial plan. The result is “financial 
sustainability indicators”. Given the council’s stated aims of placing $159 million into asset renewal over the 
next 10 years, and a further $126 million into eliminating the asset renewal gap, also over the next 10 years, it is 
clear that these sorts of sums are going to lead to ever higher rate charges. It will result in people leaving, or 
deciding not to move to Geraldton. It will mean that businesses close in the CBD. Are these levels of charges 
expected, or will they even be mandatory under the Department of Local Government in the future? 

A frequent concern expressed to me by ratepayers and, indeed, by members on both sides of this place, is the 
drift of local government into new areas of activity. The council has started to involve itself in a number of 
property developments and an airport technology business park. These involve tens of millions of dollars and 
involve risk and debt. Is this where the minister sees councils heading—not just filling the gaps where the private 
sector is not involved, but rather competing with it? 

The Mid West Chamber of Commerce and Industry put four points to the council, drawing on the large amount 
of skill and experience available to it. The first point is to immediately cap operational expenditure at consumer 
price index, and to undertake an urgent independent review of all major items of planned expenditure; this 
addresses concerns about how various projected costs were arrived at. The second point is to resolve to abandon 
the approach of taking the increase in aggregated valuations as a rate increase, and to rescind the council’s 
motion to seek annual revaluations. The council seems to regard as proper its practice of increasing rates 
automatically via annual revaluations and its process of overseeing council expenditure, but the community has 
not been made aware of these processes, either through advertising or open meetings. The third point is to 
properly research the capacity of the community and local businesses to meet future rate costs and, through a 
transparent consultative process, have these factors incorporated into the city’s financial sustainability policies. 
There was no community forum held to openly discuss rate increases of the magnitude brought in; nor was work 
undertaken to see what the impact of these rate increases would be on the businesses and residents of the city. 
The last point is for the City of Greater Geraldton to write to the Department of Local Government, seeking its 
advice on the process of consultation, public advertising and budget setting; the deliberations it has undertaken 
for the 2012–13 budget; how these processes comply with the Local Government Act, regulations, policies and 
practices; and best practice on these matters.  

I endorse the MWCCI’s four points and I stand by them; I think they would be a good path forward and would 
help start rebuilding community confidence in the council and its processes. I am told that people who have been 
involved in local government across the state for more than 30 years have never seen a rate increase like this one. 
As 57 per cent of rates have now been paid, the council is now claiming that this shows that ratepayers have 
agreed to and accepted the increase. In reality, they have paid their rates because they are decent law-abiding 
people and are probably afraid not to. 

I ask the minister: will he intervene to reduce this massive impost? I am told that the rate assessments cannot be 
rescinded, but I am also told that this is based on a legal opinion. Perhaps the council can be ordered to rebate 
some rates back to ratepayers. I would also like the Department of Local Government to consider a cap on the 
amount by which the council can increase its rates. I am worried about the financial path the council is heading 
down, and I ask the minister to consider the content of this grievance and review the council’s decisions on rates 
and its expenditures.  

MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury — Minister for Local Government) [10.00 am]: I thank the member for 
Geraldton for his grievance. This is a matter that I am familiar with, because I have written to the member about 
it, and I have also had to respond to media inquiries from within the member’s electorate. 

The 2012–13 rate increases in my opinion were unacceptably high, and I have come out publicly and said that; I 
think the member knows that. I also believe that the City of Greater Geraldton could have better communicated 
with its ratepayers over this matter. I understand that many ratepayers thought that the rate increase would be 
less than seven per cent—6.7 per cent, I think the member said. However, the important element was the lack of 
information that the City of Greater Geraldton brought out to the community about the revaluation of properties. 
That revaluation is done by Landgate. I think the member knows how it works. Landgate revalues properties, but 
it is then up to the individual local governments to set the actual rate in the dollar. That should have been 
communicated to the community, and that is something the City of Greater Geraldton could have done, and 
should have done, better. 
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I want to be very clear on one fact. The rate increase is not related to any costs of the merger between the former 
City of Geraldton–Greenough and the former Shire of Mullewa. I want to make that point absolutely clear. It is 
my understanding that 70 per cent of the increased cash flow—which is close to $8 million—will be used for 
capital investment. This includes the $13.8 million for the West End project, which the member may be familiar 
with, in the city’s CBD, and the $28 million, from my understanding, for the Wandina Karloo project; the 
member would know about that better than I do. These projects, together with the redevelopment of the airport, 
and other capital projects, are significant for a regional city. I doubt if projects of this scale could have been 
contemplated by the previous City of Geraldton or the previous Shire of Greenough. 

It is my understanding that of the total cost of these projects of $41.8 million, the city has successfully secured 
$34.2 million in grant funding. To attract funding of that scale requires confidence by the state and federal 
governments, as the grant bodies, that the City of Greater Geraldton has the ability and resources to undertake 
and complete such projects. The member for Geraldton referred to the requirement for local governments to 
undertake integrated financial planning as a justification for rate increases. One of the reasons that I introduced 
this requirement was that most local governments had no real knowledge of their asset management position, 
and, importantly, they had no real knowledge of what the maintenance gaps were and of where they should be 
and where they are now with regard to those matters.  
The asset management strategy requires local governments to respond to the following four questions: what 
assets does the local government currently have; what is the current asset management position of the local 
government, including current and forecast future needs and the adequacy of the funding; where does the local 
government want to be in relation to its plan for the future; and, importantly, how will it get there? Undertaking 
this assessment does not create a funding need; it recognises one that already exists. How a council addresses 
these issues should form part of the community consultation that takes place in the formation of the community 
strategic plan, which is one element of the integrated financial planning. I think we have talked about how these 
things could maybe have been done better. I have mandated the fact that those four pillars—namely, strategic 
planning, which includes community consultation; asset management; financial management; and workforce 
planning—must be done.  
Whilst I am critical of the direct impact—which I recognise—that these rate increases will have on the Geraldton 
community, especially those who can ill afford it, I respect the lawful decisions of the elected council. So there 
are two different things there. Every two years, every council in Western Australia is subject to an election. The 
elected members who made this decision are accountable to the electors of the City of Greater Geraldton, and 
that is when they will be judged.  

I understand that a public meeting was held in Geraldton on the evening of 11 September 2012. The mayor has 
advised my office that an estimated 500 residents attended that meeting, as the member has confirmed today. 
The calling of that meeting by the council is a display of elected members being held accountable to their 
electors. I am advised that a number of motions were put to the meeting, and they were supported, and the 
elected council will consider those matters at its next council meeting, as required under the Local Government 
Act. I would expect, member, that the City of Greater Geraldton would have gained some important experiences, 
and appreciation, after this episode, of the impacts of its decision on its ratepayers and on the community in 
general. I also expect that from now on the residents of the City of Greater Geraldton will take a very healthy 
interest in the decision-making process and in the projects that its elected council is undertaking now and into the 
future, and will take time out to make comment when the council asks for comment so that they can have input 
into those decision making process.  
It is a good process, provided it is done properly. It is how democracy works. I can tell the member, from many 
years’ experience as a former mayor and councillor, that community input into decision making greatly improves 
the prospect that informed decisions will be made by the elected council. Councils need to determine what their 
communities can afford, and the difference between the wants and the needs of their communities. That is 
something they really must look at. 

EDUCATION AND HEALTH STANDING COMMITTEE 
Fifteenth Report — “Foetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorder: the invisible disability”— Tabling 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [10.05 am]: I present for tabling the fifteenth report of the Education 
and Health Standing Committee entitled “Foetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorder: the invisible disability”.  

[See paper 5268.] 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: This report is about brain damage caused to children from the alcohol that their mothers 
drank while pregnant. If we can screen and diagnose the children with brain damage caused by the alcohol that 
their mothers drank while pregnant, we can make sure that those children get adequate support to achieve the 
best that they can in life, like other disabled children; and, more importantly, we can focus on the mothers of 
those children, because we know that there is a good chance that they may do the same thing again with their 
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next pregnancy if they do not change their behaviour. We need to pull out all the stops to ensure that those 
mothers of children who already have brain damage from alcohol are helped so that they do not have more 
babies with brain damage from alcohol.  

In 2009, the National Health and Medical Research Council guidelines stated that for women who are pregnant 
or planning a pregnancy, not drinking is the safest option. For the unborn child, alcohol is a teratogen. This is an 
agent that can cross the placenta and interfere with the normal development of the embryo or foetus. It can also, 
in crossing the placenta, cause a wide range of birth defects. We know that some mothers drink alcohol while 
pregnant to deal with stress, despair or abuse. But we also know that the higher the mother’s alcohol intake while 
pregnant, the greater the risk of damage to the unborn child. We know that there are women who have more than 
one child who is affected by foetal alcohol spectrum disorder. Sadly, we are now hearing of children born with 
brain damage caused by the alcohol that their mother drank while pregnant who have mothers and grandmothers 
who have FASD—it is now third generational. So we know that screening to prevent these problems and these 
children being born with brain damage should be done antenatally by general practitioners and midwives, and 
also by other health professionals, who work with young girls and women of child-bearing age and who have as 
clients girls and women who have drug or alcohol problems. A diagnostic tool would enable the government and 
healthcare providers to determine the prevalence of foetal alcohol spectrum disorder. We do not have that tool. 
That tool has been around in other countries now for over a decade. Children with FASD are not diagnosed at 
birth because they do not look any different from other children. Mr Acting Speaker, I ask to lay on the table this 
graph that shows the problems to the unborn child caused by alcohol during pregnancy.  

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: Once we have the data on the prevalence of FASD, the Disability Services Commission 
can be given the responsibility to ensure that children with FASD are given the additional care and resources 
necessary to enable them to live at the highest level of functional behaviour and to prevent them from getting 
secondary problems related to their FASD, such as criminal problems or antisocial behaviour.  

We believe that the government should be encouraging all health professionals to become educated and skilled 
in dealing with FASD. Health professionals should routinely ask all girls and women of child-bearing age about 
their alcohol use and focus particularly on those girls or women who have an alcohol dependency or who are 
living in high-risk situations.  

The committee has looked at alcohol advertising in its previous reports. I remind the house that warning labels 
are important to ensure that every girl and woman who drinks alcohol is an informed consumer who is aware of 
the problems and realises that harmful alcohol use can cause brain damage. The committee also looked at the 
affordability of alcohol. If the price of alcohol in the shops increases, people may not revert to preloading. The 
committee also looked at access to alcohol. The government in its next review might be able to help prevent the 
sale and provision of alcohol to minors, but in this report we focus more on awareness.  

This report is to give government members and the community a greater awareness of foetal alcohol spectrum 
disorder. After the committee’s last report, we looked at another inquiry we could do in this area. I discussed 
with the Minister for Education and the Premier what the next inquiry might be.. The Premier mentioned to me 
that FASD is a problem in WA that he was hearing about. He suggested that we need to look at FASD and the 
problems associated with it. In some ways, this report is very much for the Premier and the Minister for Health. 
We know that FASD is significantly underreported in Australia because there is no screening for it and no 
national diagnosis. Therefore, there is no data. Without that data, the funds cannot be made available to educate 
those girls and women who are drinking alcohol at harmful levels and prevent more children being born with 
FASD. Without that data, there is no money for the treatment of children with FASD. That is something the 
committee was made aware of in one of its earlier inquiries. The school principal in Fitzroy Crossing said to us 
that he thought approximately 25 per cent of his students could have FASD.  

This report is about brain damage caused to children from the consumption of alcohol during pregnancy. We 
need to make sure that those children with brain damage are given the support that they need and, more 
importantly, that assistance is given to ensure that those mothers are aware of the problems and are able to 
change their behaviour so that no more children are born with FASD. Recommendation 2 reads — 

The Committee recommends to the Minister for Health that by June 2013 all pregnant and post‐partum 
women are screened for alcohol use with validated screening tools by relevant health care providers. 
Women at risk for heavy alcohol use should receive early brief intervention (i.e. counselling).  

That is a very important recommendation. Recommendation 6 reads — 

In the 2013 budget the Government funds bi-monthly appointments by child health nurses for pregnant 
women and mothers with children under the age of 4 years who are thought to be drinking alcohol at 
harmful levels.  
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These are additional child health nurse visits. When a child health nurse identifies a girl or a woman who is 
drinking alcohol at harmful levels, that nurse is funded to go back and see those parents and support those 
parents on a more frequent basis to try to prevent children from being born with FASD. An early diagnosis 
enables intervention, counselling, and treatment for the mother and it may mitigate secondary issues such as 
mental health problems or trouble with the law.  

Children born with foetal alcohol spectrum disorder develop problems as a result of their brain damage, but 
FASD is acknowledged to be the most common preventable intellectual disability. We can prevent these babies 
from being born with brain damage. It could have been prevented 10 or 20 years ago. Funding that the 
government puts into this area now would help with not only treatment for babies already born with these 
problems, but also screening, diagnosis and prevention. Funding in this area would prevent other children being 
born with these problems in the future.  

The committee also recommends to the government that any reference in our legislation to “disability” or 
“intellectual disability” be broadened to include a definition of “cognitive impairment”. Without that definition, 
funding will not be made available. Principals are concerned that children in their schools have FASD, but they 
are unable to get funding because those children cannot be diagnosed. We hope that the government will look at 
recommendation 8 when reviewing the legislation.  

As part of this inquiry we also looked at FASD in Aboriginal communities. FASD is affected by the social and 
physical environment as well as by access to alcohol. In Aboriginal communities FASD poses a risk to culture. 
An elder said, “Something is not right with these little ones. Something’s wrong. They cannot listen.” We know 
that primary disabilities with FASD include poor memory and poor communication skills and that these skills 
are particularly important for the Aboriginal culture as it is based on oral storytelling. The report brings to the 
government’s attention recommendations from the FASD prevention Aboriginal consultation forum that 
recommended that the government develop a comprehensive approach to FASD that ensures a culturally secure, 
non-judgemental and prevention-focused message that aims to do no harm to Aboriginal women, children and 
their families, and is delivered in plain or local language by credible people and using a range of mediums. 
Western Australia is currently leading the way in research into FASD with the Lililwan project in Fitzroy Valley. 
Some Aboriginal women have spearheaded a campaign because of the problems with deaths–suicides in the 
valley, and because of the high rate of alcohol-related violence that was occurring.  

Another recommendation from the committee is that the government look at funding culturally specific 
prevention, intervention and management strategies, similar to the approach taken in Fitzroy Valley. The report 
contains a section on the justice system and FASD. In chapter 9, we have printed word-for-word the comments 
by Chief Justice Wayne Martin that show a lack of screening and diagnostic services for people with FASD in 
the regions, and that this impacts on how they are handled in the judicial system.  

Research presented to the committee showed that 50 per cent of Australian women—some papers state it is 
slightly higher, and some state it is slightly lower—report that they drink during pregnancy. The particular 
concern is binge drinking, which ranges from four per cent through to 20 per cent of women; that is, reporting 
that they have been binge drinking during pregnancy at some stage. As I said earlier, binge drinking is harmful 
drinking, and it is that harmful drinking that causes brain damage to children.  

The committee recommends that the government funds campaigns to raise public awareness about FASD, and to 
conduct targeted education programs for high-risk groups. It also recommends that the government pilots a 
mentoring strategy for a high-risk community, because we know from research conducted in other countries that 
having a mentor working with women in high-risk situations helps in terms of their parenting behaviours with 
their current children and their liaison with support groups, and it also helps prevent further children from being 
born with FASD.  

The Royal Australian College of General Practitioners advised the committee of a need for formal training with 
regard to FASD for a range of health professions including community nurses, allied health professionals, 
general practitioners, paediatricians and others. We believe that the government should take this up with 
universities to ensure that the harms caused by drinking alcohol during pregnancy are covered as part of the 
curriculum for all health professions.  

Again, I must congratulate WA as the first state to introduce a model of care in response to FASD. That model of 
care focuses on prevention, diagnosis, treatment and management. But no additional funding has been provided 
for this. Therefore, the government needs to look closely at that model of care and give it some financial support.  

As there is only one minute left, I must thank the many people who made submissions and came to hearings. I 
thank the Telethon Institute for Child Health Research for the work it is doing with FASD. I thank the 
Foundation for Alcohol Research and Education for the money it is putting into this area. I thank June Oscar and 
Emily Carter, the two Indigenous women leading the work being done in Fitzroy Crossing. I thank the No 
Facade group, which is working with parents, carers and the community on FASD; and, last but not least, I thank 
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our committee staff—our principal research officer, Dr Brian Gordon, and Lucy Roberts, who have done a 
wonderful in job supporting the committee.  

DR G.G. JACOBS (Eyre) [10.26 am]: I will take to the podium if I may; it is not the prerogative of only the 
Chairman of the Education and Health Standing Committee.  

Mr R.H. Cook: Which side will you stand on, member?  

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I will face the Minister for Health.  

Mr R.H. Cook: You are a poser! 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: Thank you very much. It is not about posing.  

This is a very important report and this inquiry was a revelation to me. It should not have been a revelation to me 
with my previous experience as a medical practitioner, but this process was very revealing to me. In the first 
instance, in a trip to Fitzroy Crossing, the local school principal at the time, Paul Jefferies, revealed that, 
anecdotally at least, about 25 per cent of the school cohort had significant behavioural and adaptive problems. 
He put to us that that was caused by foetal alcohol spectrum disorder. It is almost an invisible disorder because, 
although foetal alcohol syndrome causes physical changes within the child, FASD often does not have any 
visible changes to identify the disorder. Paul made the call, “Look, we need more assistance in the classroom to 
deal with these behavioural issues in these children, but it is not a recognised disability in Schools Plus and, 
therefore, it does not trigger any further assistance with teachers’ aides or assistants in the classroom.” That was 
my introduction to this disorder, and then the committee went on to look specifically at this hidden disability.  

As the chairman said, it is the most common preventable intellectual disability. Once a child is born with this 
disability, there is no known cure. With FASD, in which an unborn child is exposed to alcohol during 
pregnancy—while it is in utero and developing—a very important part of the developing brain is affected by 
alcohol, which is a toxin. FAS causes growth retardation, characteristic facial features—a thin upper lip, a 
flattened philtrum, an undeveloped jaw—a small head or decreased cranial size, structural brain abnormalities, a 
low weight-to-height ratio, some postnatal growth deficiencies and, of course, prenatal growth deficiencies. 

I have to admit that one of the revelations for me was when we found that only 12 to 18 per cent of health 
professionals, including doctors, could identify a child with foetal alcohol syndrome. I then reflected on how 
much more difficult it would be to diagnose a child with foetal alcohol spectrum disorder without these physical 
cues. There are no diagnostic tools, and we need some diagnostic tools. As the committee chairman has said, the 
Lililwan project will help us identify those diagnostic tools. Another revelation for me was when I reflected on 
how many children I had missed diagnosing in my 25 years of medical practice. If I had only a very small 
chance of diagnosing FAS, what was the likelihood of my missing a FASD diagnosis? It would have been very 
high. We have come some way, and this report lends itself to the progress of identifying the issue and what can 
be done. 

The irreversible brain damage associated with FASD, which is a condition without obvious physical disability, 
produces adaptive behavioural changes and difficulties. Often children with FASD do not necessarily have a low 
IQ and therefore are not picked up in the general Schools Plus program or under the “Diagnostic and Statistical 
Manual of Mental Disorders” criteria for diagnosis. These behavioural changes include difficulty in planning; 
poor memory or short-term memory lapses; difficulty with abstract concepts; impaired language and 
communication skills; poor impulse control; and mental, social and emotional delays. When I read that list, I 
reflect on what the principal at Fitzroy Crossing said in the classroom when teaching these children. 
Additionally, though, people with FASD may have trouble setting personal boundaries and observing other 
people’s boundaries. They often have emotional problems, they can be impulsive, they often cannot anticipate 
consequences, they have difficulty paying attention, they have poor organisational skills, and they have trouble 
completing tasks. 

When primary disabilities are not recognised or are insufficiently understood and/or managed with appropriate 
strategies and interventions, secondary disabilities occur, including mental health issues, alcohol and drug 
problems, trouble with the law, disruptive school experiences and inappropriate sexual behaviours. This is the tip 
of the iceberg, and underneath it there is this significant problem that we need to recognise. The committee 
report recognises that and highlights the need for some diagnostic criteria to be created and the need to support 
these children and identify the issues early, because the primary disabilities will turn into secondary disabilities. 

We heard from Chief Justice Wayne Martin, who made a brilliant submission to the committee about all the 
consequences in the justice system alone. That can be added to all the issues associated with education, as well 
as the demands on mental health services and other health services. 

I commend the report to the house, to the Minister for Health and to the Minister for Education. This is a very 
important report. I would like to thank the committee staff, Brian Gordon and Lucy Roberts, for their great work 
in producing the report. It is the first time I have been on a committee that has produced a first draft of a report 
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that needed hardly any alterations. They presented the report in such a fantastic way that it reduced the amount 
of work we had to do in massaging it. It has been a privilege to be part of the inquiry. I commend the report to 
the Parliament. 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [10.35 am]: I would like to talk about the “Foetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorder: 
the invisible disability” report of the Education and Health Standing Committee. FASD is a disability that starts 
in the womb and continues for a lifetime. I could not think of anything worse than to have one of my children or 
grandchildren go to school and not understand what was going on. The people who have FASD do not 
understand. They have different perceptions of what is right and wrong; they cannot understand when they do 
something wrong. Babies with this disorder are born every day and nothing is being done about it. We have to sit 
back and think very seriously about this fact. FASD is not classified as a disability. A lot of people do not even 
realise that they have a disability. It is only when the children get a little older and have behavioural problems 
that parents realise there is an issue. As the member for Eyre said, symptoms include a pixie face, but that comes 
about only if the mother drinks in the first trimester. If the mother does not drink until the third trimester, the 
child does not have those features. A lot of young people with this disorder are not diagnosed properly—they are 
diagnosed with attention deficit hyperactivity disorder and the doctors put them on Ritalin or other drugs, so all 
these other things happen. 

The disorder arises from the damaging impact of embryonic, or up to eight weeks, and foetal, or eight weeks-
plus, exposure to alcohol. In the womb, alcohol freely crosses the placenta to the unborn child. It is metabolised 
more slowly after it has crossed the placenta, and the blood alcohol concentration in an embryo or foetus can be 
higher than the mother’s blood alcohol concentration. Some people I have spoken to in the community have said 
that alcohol is the new thalidomide for unborn children. Some women have said to me that they drank when they 
were pregnant and had no problems at all. Some women can probably do that, but we are talking about the 
women who drink on a regular basis. A lot of women get pregnant when they are not planning to get pregnant, 
and so it is very hard to prevent them from drinking. We need to educate people about that fact by putting on 
bottles of alcohol labels that point out that drinking while pregnant is damaging to an unborn child. I remember 
speaking to one of the nurses in Roebourne who said that the only time they can get the message through 
to mothers is when they say that if they keep drinking while they are pregnant, their child will not win the 
running race at school, he will not be able to play footy, he will not be part of the community and he will be an 
outcast. 

Many different experts appeared before the committee during the inquiry and gave us so much disturbing 
evidence about what can happen. The secondary disabilities for children with FASD include fatigue and 
tantrums; irritability, frustration, anger and aggression; fear, anxiety, avoidance and withdrawal; shutting down, 
lying and running away; causing trouble at home, in school and in the community; and interaction with the 
justice system. The Chief Justice said that a lot of people with FASD in the justice system are granted bail and 
told not to do something, but they do not understand what the judge has told them, and so they reoffend and do 
not realise that they have reoffended. When they go to jail, they do not realise that there is a pecking order in the 
jail and so they rebel against it because they do not think that they are doing anything wrong. There is no known 
cure for foetal alcohol spectrum disorder, but we cannot just sit back and let these children go. We have to do 
something about it.  

As I said, I could not think of anything worse. I used to sit in the classroom not understanding half the stuff the 
teacher said, but that was probably because I was not concentrating and thinking about Collingwood 
premierships or something like that. But these young kids just do not have a chance; their backs are against the 
wall as soon as they go to school. So they rebel, enter the justice system and are put in jail—they are filling our 
jails. If we consider the cost to the community of having those young people in the jail system, causing violence 
in the streets, breaking up families or being involved in family violence, we have to do something about it.  

Before going through some of the committee’s findings, I would like to thank Lucy Roberts and Dr Brian 
Gordon for their tremendous work. Finding 1 states — 

Screening of alcohol consumption by pregnant women should occur at each antenatal visit with a 
general practitioner, nurse or midwife.  

As Dr Jacobs said, he wonders now how many people over the years have come through his practice who he, 
through lack of training, did not realise had FASD. Finding 1 continues — 

Screening should occur post‐natally for alcohol consumption as part of each universal child health 
check or general practitioner appointment until a child is four years of age. 

When the member for Alfred Cove went to Canada, she was told—as stated in finding 8—that — 

The annual direct healthcare cost of FASD is 45% of the direct healthcare cost of cancer in Canada. 

The cost of FASD to the health system is astronomical. Finding 14 states — 
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A partner’s drinking is a factor in maternal alcohol consumption. Seventy‐five per cent of children with 
FASD have biological fathers who are heavy drinkers and often have extended families with heavy 
alcohol consumption. 

In some areas FASD goes right through three generations; what chance do those young people have if 
three generations have had FASD? Finding 24 states — 

The road to preventing alcohol use in pregnancy starts long before a woman thinks about getting 
pregnant. Contributing factors to alcohol use may include trauma, poor education, lack of access to 
services, low family income, a lack of resources and opportunities. Prevention strategies are required 
where women live, learn, work and socialise. 

We cannot blame some women for consuming alcohol when pregnant; as I say, a lot do not realise they are 
pregnant, and a lot live in circumstances, especially in the Kimberley, where alcohol is a part of the community. 
When they are born, they do not say, “I’m going to drink alcohol all my life”; they grow up in a community 
where it is an accepted thing.  

Minister, I know that having this condition classified as a disability would result in a huge cost to the health 
department, and I realise there is only so much money to go around, but when we compare the total cost of 
FASD to the community with the total cost to the health system, we have to start somewhere. I think we have to 
look at ways of preventing it—there must be ways—and a lot of work is being done in Canada. I just think it is a 
sleeping giant.  
As I said, I could not think of anything worse than a young child in a remote community who is up against it 
from the start, with no future prospects because of their living situation and suffering from FASD. That child has 
two strikes against it from the day it is born. But it is not only people in remote communities. I have spoken to 
high school teachers in Albany who say there are kids in their school with FASD. It does not just happen in 
remote communities or poor income areas; there are kids at high schools and primary schools in Albany with 
FASD.  

I hope this report, which was brilliantly coordinated by Dr Brian Gordon and Lucy Roberts, has some effect. I 
congratulate the rest of the committee; it was great to have Dr Jacobs as part of it. He said lots of words I did not 
understand, but when he explained them to me, it demonstrated the work doctors do in our community. We have 
to educate the community about this hidden disease of foetal alcohol syndrome.  

MR P. ABETZ (Southern River) [10.44 am]: Mr Acting Speaker (Mr I.M. Britza), with your indulgence may I 
use the lectern? 

Several members interjected.  

Mr P. ABETZ: I just want to turn my back on the opposition, minister—that is really what it is! No; I just want 
to experience the reality of standing here! I am quite used to standing at a lectern, but I must admit that this is the 
smallest congregation I have ever preached to! 

This report came about as a result of an inquiry into improving educational outcomes for all Western 
Australians. When we were inquiring into treatment and prevention services for alcohol and illicit drugs, we 
became aware of the pervasiveness of foetal alcohol spectrum disorder in certain communities and learnt that it 
has a major impact on the learning ability of children. Comments were made by principals in some remote 
communities that they believed more than 25 per cent of students had been severely affected by their mother’s 
drinking, resulting in FASD, and that it was affecting their ability to learn.  

But we need to realise that this is not an exclusively Aboriginal or Indigenous issue; it also affects people in the 
leafy suburbs. One of the real problems with FASD is that there is no standard diagnosis system. But we were 
told the other issue is that, having identified it, medical practitioners are often very loath to actually call it what it 
is, because to tell a mother, “Your child has this problem because you drank during pregnancy”, is a very 
difficult thing to say to someone because of the attendant guilt and shame. The reality is that if we want to 
improve the educational outcome for our young people, we need to address this issue of foetal alcohol spectrum 
disorder. It is all very well improving funding for schools in terms of information technology, improving salaries 
for teachers and having the best classrooms, but if the child in that class has an irreversible mental disability, no 
amount of funding can change that. That is the tragic reality of this lifelong disability.  

The disability the kids have is that they lack the ability to make connections. A child without FASD usually 
learns to make connections by experiencing things a couple of times, by mum and dad saying something a 
couple of times and they get the idea, or by a teacher saying something in the classroom. We were told that 
children with foetal alcohol spectrum disorder generally require 25 to 50 repetitions before things begin to sink 
in. Just imagine what that constant need for repetition does in the classroom context. We also learnt that for 
children with FASD, the whole language approach of trying to teach them to read is a total failure. They really 
need the repetition of the sounding out of words to begin to move forward.  
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FASD really is a silent scourge, yet the reality is that it is 100 per cent preventable because it is caused only by 
the consumption of alcohol during pregnancy. There is no question that the unborn child is vulnerable at the 
embryonic and foetal stages. The reality is that there is no safe level at which to drink. Sure, the children of some 
women who drank during pregnancy are perfectly okay, but the medical evidence at this point appears to state 
that there is no safe level, because we do not know the exact point in the development of an unborn child when it 
is very vulnerable. There is some evidence—I cannot remember exactly at what stage it was—that at one 
particular few-day period, even one drink can be damaging. Until that is clarified, we need to get the message 
out that drinking during pregnancy is simply not on. I believe we need to get that message out into our 
Indigenous communities and into our whole community, because the evidence that brain damage can be caused 
by drinking alcohol during pregnancy is too great; the risk is too great. 
I would certainly like to see labels. One of the things we are recommending is that alcoholic beverages should 
have labels that clearly indicate that drinking during pregnancy is not to be done. Doctors and all health services 
need to embark on an education program for women of childbearing age and tell them, if they are going to get 
pregnant, not to drink alcohol. The human cost is simply too great. Young lives will never reach their potential. 
Irreversible brain damage is something they are stuck with for life. While early diagnosis can be very helpful in 
putting children in the right kind of educational context so that they can in fact learn, it needs to become a whole 
community approach that we prevent it in the first place. 

The cost to the community of a person born with FASD is estimated to be roughly an additional $1 million in 
their lifetime. In some communities something like 25 per cent of children are born with FASD, and then there 
are situations where there are three generations of people with FASD. A study in Canada indicated that of the 
people with FASD who went on to be mothers, 40 per cent of them no longer had their children in their care. It is 
not that they do not love their children; they cannot make those mental connections of cause and effect, so they 
often lose their children. The children go into care because the parents end up neglecting them. From a normal 
person’s perspective, they would say, “They just don’t get what it means to look after their child.” It is a problem 
of not being able to make the necessary connections. Another statistic that is very telling is that 80 per cent of 
adults with FASD have major problems maintaining employment. People with FASD also end up being a big 
burden on our social security system. 

One thing that is of particular concern is that 22 per cent of Aboriginal women admit that they binge drink 
during pregnancy. They are still engaging in binge drinking when they know they are pregnant. That really calls 
for education and cultural change. I think the whole community needs to get on board and get the message out 
that there is no safe level to drink alcohol during pregnancy. The other difficulty with FASD is that the full 
impact of exposure is usually not evident until the adolescent years. Often it is not picked up early or it is not 
picked up until in some ways it is too late to put the child in the right kind of educational context. FASD presents 
a huge challenge. It is not just a challenge for government; it also is a challenge for communities because people 
need to take personal responsibility for their actions. If we can get that message out that drinking alcohol during 
pregnancy is dangerous to the child, that brings personal responsibility onto that person.  

In conclusion, I thank Brian Gordon, Lucy Roberts and our other staff for the way they have assisted us with this 
inquiry and the excellent work they have done. I have certainly learnt a lot from this inquiry and I look forward 
to the government’s response to this report. 
MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [10.54 am]: About two years ago a gentleman and his son came into my office 
and wanted to make an appointment to talk to me. He did not actually say what it was about, but my staff made 
an appointment and I saw him about a week later. I am telling members about this story because at the time that 
it happened, I did not really appreciate the complexity of the story he came to tell me. He came and sat in my 
office with his young son who was about seven. He was terribly up-front and straightforward. It was quite 
confronting. He said to me that he was in his mid-40s, and that he had spent nearly 30 of those 40-something 
years in and out of the justice system. He is not Aboriginal and he is not an ethnic person. He was born in 
Australia and is of European ancestry. His journey through the justice system had started as a teenager in the 
juvenile justice system. He told me a story about being a young man who could not learn when he was at school. 
He hated being in school. He was bullied because he could not concentrate. He could not understand what the 
teacher was telling him. He constantly pushed the limits of discipline. He did not listen to instructions. He was 
suspended. He was thrown out of school. After school, his progress towards adult jail and then 20 years in and 
out of it was interspersed with periods of parole when he would come out and then just go straight back to the 
same behaviours. His recidivism was consistent. 

His point in telling me the story, I think now, was to ask me for help, and I am quite sad that I could not give him 
any help. His story was basically that after nearly 30 years of being in and out of the justice system—the most 
recent time had been for stealing a car—just before he was paroled, his pre-release arrangements included a 
particular medical check, which for 30 years he had never had. It is a complex series of tests. He said the doctor 
who performed the tests had explained to him that this was very complicated because what they thought was 
wrong with him was, first of all, almost undiagnosable. Secondly, people had not been aware that there should be 
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a series of tests administered, and even when they were administered, there was no definitive outcome to them. 
He went through these tests and at the end, just before he was released, the medical profession was pleased to tell 
him he had foetal alcohol spectrum disorder. He said to me, “I don’t know what that means, Lisa.” So we got 
some books out and read through some of the background and symptoms. He was crying in my office and said, 
“So I have lived my life with this. I now have two children of my own. This is my second marriage. I have lived 
my whole life without knowing what is wrong with me, why I couldn’t be good, why I had to be a bad man and 
not a good man and why I kept running against the law and letting my family down—letting my children down.” 
I said, “Pretty much, that seems to be what has happened throughout your life.” His young son was there. His 
young son seemed like quite a bright boy. He talked to me about his grandmother who had been an alcoholic and 
the problems his dad had had in his life. He then said to me, “I’m really worried about my younger brother, 
because I don’t know that he is going to be successful in life.” I thought that was an incredible observation from 
a young man who was such a baby himself.  
Dr K.D. Hames: How old was he? 

Ms L.L. BAKER: He was seven years old. 

The story I share today is my personal experience of a commitment I made to one of my constituents. It is not 
about someone who lives in the Kimberley or in the Pilbara. It is not about someone in a remote community or in 
an Indigenous community in the metropolitan area. Although the problems in those communities are profound 
and insidious, this is about a problem that permeates all levels of society—we just do not see it. As members 
have heard my colleagues say when they spoke about our report, this is about an invisible and reprehensible 
condition that is 100 per cent preventable. When we are accused of making policies and writing legislation that 
labels us as a nanny state, when we are told we are overreacting to problems, and when we are told we are taking 
people away from their individual responsibility, it is time we faced up to the fact that as a culture we have 
changed rapidly and we continue to change rapidly. The role of a drug and a toxin such as alcohol has not 
changed; it has always been a drug and a toxin. It is our culture and our society that have changed. Because that 
change is so fundamental, we must change the way we respond to this drug and this toxin. The cost to the 
medical system, to the health system, to the education system, to families and to children is just unbearable. It is 
something indeed from which we should not suffer at all. We should draw the line and say that it is okay to say 
that adults have the capacity to make their own decisions about how much alcohol they drink—sure they have—
but that is if we assume they all have the same level of ability to understand what this substance does to them. I 
am not advocating that we should not drink, because I for one enjoy a glass of wine. I am sure members can 
attest to that—I had one last night. What I am saying is that there are people in our society who, for whatever 
reason, are profoundly and negatively impacted by this toxin, and they are the people that we must ensure are 
educated and can understand the level of destruction that this drug can wreak. 

Before I finish, I want to refer to one of the recommendations in our report. There are several and they are all 
quite important, but recommendation 7 for me is very important. This recommendation is to the Minister for 
Health, who fortunately is in the chamber, and reads — 

The Minister for Health allocates additional funding in the 2013 budget to existing interdisciplinary 
health teams (such as in antenatal clinics, children’s hospitals and child development centres), to 
improve their ability to diagnose and treat children with FASD and support education and awareness 
strategies. 

That to me is such an important recommendation because parents need to understand the potential immediate 
consequences of their actions. For such a silent, dreadful condition that is invisible, it is time that we made it 
very clear to both parents—not just to the woman but also to her partner—that drinking alcohol will result in an 
unknown sentence for their unborn child and that it is not worth the risk. That is the kind of education and 
training activity that needs to be in place not just in rural and regional communities, but also in inner-city Perth 
and in all of our electorates where this problem is endemic; we just do not see it. 

Occasionally someone accompanied by their seven-year-old son walks in our electorate door, sits in front of us 
and asks for answers to the questions: “Why am I like this? Can you help me understand why I have spent my 
life in and out of jail?” That is when we confront the truth and reality of a system that does not identify early 
enough that this is not a bad man, a bad boy or a bad child; this is simply the product of an alcoholic parent who 
did not understand or maybe did not care about the consequences of her habits to her unborn child. That is the 
message that we as a community need to imprint on our changing culture. 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [11.04 am] — by leave: Thank you, Mr 
Acting Speaker (Mr P.B. Watson), and to members assembled for the opportunity to make some brief comments. 
Once again members of Parliament are indebted to the Education and Health Standing Committee for yet another 
superb report. This is one of a number of reports produced under the chairpersonship of the member for Alfred 
Cove about the impact on policy issues of the whole issue of alcohol in the community. I therefore thank the 
chair and committee members for this report. It is an excellent report and is a very timely contribution to the 
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debate. I also thank the member for Maylands for her contribution, as I think it really brings home the 
importance of this debate on alcohol in the community and how it impacts on young lives, and indeed can wreck 
lives. It can wreck lives not necessarily because people wantonly drink while they are pregnant, but because 
people are not aware of the impact that alcohol has on them, on the people around them and on those not yet 
born. This contribution to the debate is therefore really important. I note that the committee makes the 
observation that foetal alcohol spectrum disorder is the leading cause of non-genetic intellectual disability in 
Australia and the western world; it also makes the observation that it is completely avoidable. We should 
therefore leave no stone unturned to make sure that we as one seek to find some remedy and some recourse to 
address this issue. 
The committee also observes that to date the state government has not given additional funding to the model of 
care that it describes for the treatment of FASD. I note that the Minister for Health has been paying assiduous 
attention to the presentation of the report today and to the contributions from members of the committee, and I 
am sure he will be taking these issues on board. We should also not lose sight in this debate of the committee’s 
reference to two aspects of this issue. The first is the way we treat people who are impacted by FASD. In many 
respects for some people the horse has bolted—the damage is done—and we must all as a community work 
together to ensure we reduce the harmful impact of FASD. 

The other observation the committee makes is about the preventive nature of this policy issue; that is, how do we 
go about trying to make sure that people are aware of the impact of alcohol and have the support mechanisms 
available to overcome the temptations this drug represents? We all as a community are fighting continuously the 
impact of the marketing of alcohol in our community. We all are fighting a multimillion-dollar industry, which, 
by its very impact, undoes a lot of good work, policy work and community awareness that are undertaken in this 
area. I am referring not just to the marketing of alcohol, but also to the availability of alcohol and the way it is 
sold to the community. The whole nature of the hospitality industry in fact impacts on this debate. We are 
completely embedded in this sea of marketing in the ongoing drive to encourage people to undertake the 
consumption of alcohol. 

It is interesting to note that this report comes down today at the end of a week in which the marketing of alcohol 
has been in focus in the community, in particular the use of social media to leverage that marketing into a young 
and potential audience to increase alcohol consumption. Also there has been an outcry nationally from the 
Australian Medical Association and Professor Mike Daube, who is omnipresent in this public debate, in their call 
for a national inquiry into the marketing of alcohol and other aspects of the alcohol industry. I, like the member 
for Maylands, enjoy a drink. Let us not be unrealistic about this. We all understand that alcohol is a recreational 
drug that the vast majority of our community consumes. Therefore, we have to be very careful about how we 
undertake this debate and to make sure we proceed in a manner that is appropriate. But proceed we must, 
because, as this report attests, there is growing evidence of the impact of alcohol in our community and the 
damage it can do to people.  

The government is aware of these things and in June this year Hon Linda Savage asked the minister representing 
the Minister for Racing and Gaming about the review of the Liquor Control Act and in response the government 
confirmed that on 29 March this year the Minister for Racing and Gaming committed to a review of the Liquor 
Control Act and he recommitted himself in response to Hon Linda Savage on 26 June. The minister representing 
the minister went on to say that he had made a commitment to undertake a major consultative review of the 
Liquor Control Act 1998. It is proposed to establish the review towards the end of this year. This report is a 
timely reminder of the impact of alcohol and in particular, in terms of this report, the impact that FASD has upon 
our community. I think the report makes the observation that by the time someone who suffers from FASD has 
reached 40 years of age, they may have cost the community up to $1 million at that point in terms of their 
interaction with the justice system, the health system and other social support networks. Therefore, I think it is 
appropriate at this time to remind the government and the Minister for Racing and Gaming of that commitment. 
We are getting towards the end of this year and it would be good to see some progress made in relation to that 
significant major consultative review of the Liquor Control Act 1988, because it is the availability of alcohol, the 
way it is marketed and the patterns of consumption in our community that give rise to these sort of issues. As 
this committee report attests, we have become more aware of the impact of alcohol and it is appropriate that we 
in Parliament take the opportunity to lead a community-wide debate about alcohol and its impact on the 
community, the extent to which it should be available to the community and the way it is marketed to the 
community—indeed, the whole gamut around what is, of course, a very important debate. I think the liquor 
industry is up for that. The responsible elements of that industry are aware of the fact that they market a product 
that can be harmful if misused. I note that the head of the Australian Hotels Association, Bradley Woods, 
acknowledged the other day that there was a call for a national inquiry, and the tone of his remarks was 
welcoming. I do not want to verbal Mr Woods, but it is clear that he is aware of these things and wants to see us 
proceed in a socially responsible manner. I am thankful for the opportunity to speak on this, but I think it is 
important that we take the opportunity to remind the government that it has undertaken to do this major review 
of the Liquor Control Act and that it said it would bring the review to bear at the end of this year. We are 
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reaching the end of this year and so now it is time for the Minister for Racing and Gaming to announce and to 
launch that inquiry so we can continue to have this broad public debate about alcohol and its impact upon our 
community. 

BROWSE (LAND) AGREEMENT BILL 2012 
Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr C.J. Barnett (Premier), and read a first time. 

Explanatory memorandum presented by the Premier. 

Second Reading 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [11.15 am]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

The purpose of the bill is to ratify and authorise the implementation of the Browse (Land) Agreement, scheduled 
to the bill, in relation to the establishment of the Browse liquefied natural gas precinct near James Price Point in 
the Kimberley. The agreement is between the state, the Goolarabooloo Jabirr Jabirr people, whose registered 
native title claim includes the area of the precinct, and the Kimberley Land Council. It was executed on 30 June 
2011, along with the Browse Liquefied Natural Gas Precinct Project Agreement and the Browse Liquefied 
Natural Gas Regional Benefits Agreement. Together they form one of the most significant native title 
agreements ever reached in Australia. The ratification of this agreement by the state Parliament is also of 
historical significance. It is the first time that Parliament is being asked to ratify an agreement between the state 
and Indigenous Western Australians. 

As with other state agreements, each of the provisions of the Browse (Land) Agreement, once ratified, will 
operate and take effect according to its terms, notwithstanding any other act or law. The rights and obligations of 
the agreement are intended to bind the parties and successive governments for the life of the agreement. 

The primary purposes of the agreement are to limit the use of the precinct; limit further LNG development on the 
Kimberley coastline; require the state to remediate and rehabilitate most of the precinct land at the end of 
precinct life; and provide for the grant of certain land within the precinct to the native title party at the end of 
precinct life. The agreement limits the use of the precinct to the receipt, pre-treatment and processing of 
petroleum into LNG and other products; and the storage, loading, and transporting of LNG and other associated 
activities. It does not permit the precinct to be used for downstream processing or general industrial use. The 
agreement also limits further LNG development elsewhere on the Kimberley coastline. In December 2007, 
traditional owners and environmental groups set out the conditions on which they would support LNG 
development in the Kimberley in a “Joint Position Statement on Kimberley Liquefied Natural Gas 
Development”. The government has done everything possible to satisfy the requirements of this joint position 
statement. One of the key requirements for that support was — 

Recognising key environmental groups’ right to call for a single hub, while ensuring that Government 
and commercial proponents provide Kimberley Traditional Owners (through the KLC) with sufficient 
information regarding any proposed LNG-related development, including a single hub, as would enable 
them to give their considered assessment and advice regarding development options and impacts and, if 
they deem it appropriate, Traditional Owners’ informed consent to the development. 

The Browse (Land) Agreement limits LNG processing to a single site and the consent of the traditional owners 
was obtained through the execution of the Browse LNG Precinct Project Agreement. The state is required to 
remediate and rehabilitate most of the LNG precinct land at the end of precinct life. To inform the extent of 
remediation, a baseline report is required to be prepared in consultation with the traditional owners, prior to the 
commencement of operations. The report identifies the current uses, any existing facilities, the environmental 
condition and the presence of any known or suspected contamination on the precinct. 

Once a decision has been made to close the precinct, the agreement imposes a requirement for the parties to 
prepare a remediation and rehabilitation works management plan to guide the remediation and rehabilitation 
work. Remediation and rehabilitation works are to be carried out in accordance with the management plan and 
are designed to remediate and rehabilitate the precinct to a condition that is consistent with applicable legislation, 
policy and relevant standards at the time the works are carried out having regard to the condition of the precinct 
as determined in the LNG precinct baseline report and having regard to the use of the precinct prior to the 
commencement of the remediation and rehabilitation works. There is a requirement for the state to prepare an 
environmental status report when it considers that remediation and rehabilitation works are complete. The native 
title party will be given an opportunity to provide comments on the report for the state’s consideration. The 
obligation is discharged when the native title party notifies the state that remediation and rehabilitation works 
have been completed, or an independent expert so determines, in the event of a dispute. 
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Once the precinct is closed, the state is obliged to grant the industrial precinct, the third party contractors’ site 
and the workers’ accommodation site land to the native title party. The port land will also be granted to the 
native title party at that time. However, if the state decides that the port is to operate as a port beyond the end of 
the life of the precinct, the native title party will be required to lease the land back to the state at commercial 
rates. The state and the native title party are required to consult and decide on the form of title or interest in the 
land that is to be granted. Unless nominated otherwise, the precinct land and port land will be transferred to the 
native title party’s administrative body to hold on trust. 
The state government is committed to the establishment of the Browse LNG precinct to ensure that Browse 
Basin natural gas and other petroleum can be processed in the Kimberley. In doing so, the state government’s 
objectives are: to provide economic benefits for the Kimberley region; to provide a significant benefit to the 
traditional owners and other Indigenous people in the Kimberley; to ensure that the precinct development is 
environmentally, socially and culturally sustainable; and to avoid multiple LNG development sites on the 
Kimberley coastline. Ratification of the agreement as proposed will, together with the Browse LNG precinct 
native title agreements, contribute significantly towards the achievement of these objectives. I commend the bill 
to the house. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.A. Templeman. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FUTURE FUND BILL 2012 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 19 September. 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [11.20 am]: I think the year was around 
1977; my grandmother assembled my family around the dinner table one evening and proudly distributed bank 
account books to each of her grandchildren. She distributed savings account bank books from Perth Building 
Society, each containing $100. I was 12 at the time, and it seemed like an extraordinary amount of money. We 
were all very excited about what we could do with this amount of money. She explained to us that, upon leaving 
school, we would have access to these savings accounts and we would benefit from the interest that had accrued. 
I am not sure whether something was lost in translation at the time my grandmother applied to the bank for these 
accounts, but the money was invested at a low rate of return. When I was eventually able to withdraw the money, 
I think it had grown to about $150. Of course, that was around 1982 or 1983; the $100 that had seemed so much 
in 1977 had by then been whittled away by inflation and, in relative terms, by the loans I had taken out from my 
parents to participate in a very expensive rugby union tour of the UK. So there I was, proudly holding my five or 
six years’ savings of $150, comparing it with the debts I had racked up with my parents to undertake that sports 
tour.  

This anecdote relates to where we are at in respect of the future fund. The future fund has been set up for a 30-
year growth curve to deliver a $230 million dividend. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Can I just say about your grandmother’s very generous act that she would, I imagine, have 
been of that generation that lived through the Second World War and probably grew up in the Depression years. 
That generation did have that sense of saving for security. My parents were certainly like that; probably of a 
similar age. They had seen tragedy and disasters. When my parents passed away we found these little bank 
accounts all over the house! 

Mr R.H. COOK: Premier, I would love to be able to say I learnt from those lessons, but I have a credit card bill 
that is the envy of many a small Third World country! But I do have my savings account, and my accountant has 
pointed out to me on many occasions the folly of my small savings account versus my credit card bill, which is 
so large it almost has its own orbit! 

We find ourselves in a similar situation in respect of the Western Australian Future Fund Bill 2012. In 2011–12, 
net debt in relation to gross state product was at 7.5 per cent; that will grow to 8.75 per cent by 2014–15. Indeed, 
the annual interest bill was $305 million in 2011–12 and it will grow to $605 million by 2014–15. It is not 
surprising that people in this place question the government’s policy in respect of the future fund bill. Why are 
we borrowing so heavily essentially to construct an offset account? Perhaps the Premier and the Treasurer are 
guilty of the same romantic vision as my grandmother, although I suspect not! But as this debate has proceeded, 
many members have risen in this place to ask: Why are we setting this cash aside now when we are so heavily in 
debt and that debt is projected to grow? Why are we not using that money to invest in infrastructure now to 
realise a greater return on that investment into the future?  

The rate of return is a theme that I will come back to as I explore the three concepts I would like to discuss 
today, relating to how these public finances might otherwise be engaged to provide a greater return to the 
economy. Members who are more eloquent than I am can talk about the details of public finances in relation to 
the way the future fund will work, so I will not go over those details. However, I make the observation that 
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analysis has shown that the rate of return on the federal government’s Future Fund is around 2.2 per cent. When 
we allow for inflation, that rate of return is reduced to 1.7 per cent. 

Dr M.D. Nahan: That is because the assets that went in were Telstra shares, and for most of the period, the 
Telstra shares collapsed, and they had to get out of it to diversify their assets; otherwise, they are up about six or 
seven per cent. 
Mr R.H. COOK: I also note from the contribution by the member for Victoria Park and from the second reading 
speech that the way in which the future fund will be invested will be consistent with the Financial Management 
Act, which is appropriate, and that act has a very conservative objective in how funding is invested. 

I think the future fund is, in large part, about political inoculation. That is, the government is sensitive to the fact 
that public debate around the level of debt is beginning to have an impact on the government’s credibility as 
manager of the state’s economy. The fact that we also have such a large unspent portion of royalties for regions 
funds is also having an impact on the government’s credibility. The government had to respond in a way that 
showed the Premier has an eye on the future, even though he is spending significant amounts of state money on 
what he regards as key projects in the CBD. He wants to get away from the perception that the government is 
spending our future. One could observe that the government is responding to that polling in a way that plugs into 
growing community concern that debt is running away, that people are not benefiting from the boom and that our 
children and their children will look back on these boom times and say, “My god, what happened to all those 
resources? How were they spent?”  

The government has undertaken what I regard as the fundamentally political, rather than economic, exercise of 
creating a future fund. Is it good politics? That remains to be seen. But it is a response to the growing debate, and 
it is good to see that the government is at least sensitive to the criticism that debt is running away at an 
extraordinary rate, and that people are concerned that they are not benefiting from the boom, and in particular 
that we are spending our children’s inheritance by having debt spiral upwards in such an extraordinary manner.  
Today I want to talk about three particular themes in relation to the funds that will go into establishing the future 
funds. These three themes are around how that money might otherwise be engaged. I am not saying that this is 
necessarily how we on this side would proceed—that will in due course become part of a broader political debate 
around election time—but I would like to point out three key political issues that will arise as a result of this 
debate.  
I want to talk about the growing demands that are being placed upon our health system, in particular our 
secondary health system, and the decisions that governments make about their priorities. I also want to talk 
about, in the context of the health system, early childhood development, and the growing alarm about the unmet 
need in that area. I also want to again borrow from a theme that I have discussed previously in the health debate, 
and that is the use of sovereign wealth funds to produce key social and public policy outcomes from which we 
can derive an economic benefit. Finally, to take up the lead from the member for Mandurah, I want to talk about 
the role of key infrastructure, and in particular the way in which that impacts upon my electorate of Kwinana.  

There is growing data or evidence of the unmet demand in health, particularly in our secondary healthcare 
system. Let us look at some of the statistics in relation to that issue. Since this government came to power, the 
elective surgery waitlist has grown from around 12 500 people to over 17 000 people. That is a significant 
increase. Although the Minister for Health is keen to remind me on many occasions that that involves a reduction 
in waiting times, the fact of the matter is that waiting times have continued to climb after that initial fall, and 
there is now a significant blow-out in that area.  
The dental health waitlist is also of particular concern. The dental health waitlist has grown from around 12 000 
people in January 2011 to over 25 000 people today. That is a significant blow-out. Dental health has not taken a 
starring role in the health debate in this state. That is unfortunate, because, as we know, dental ill-health is a 
particularly debilitating problem. We know also that the people on the public dental health waitlist are primarily 
people on fixed incomes, such as pensioners, and age pensioners in particular. Those 25 000 people on the 
waitlist represent some of the most disadvantaged people in our community, and I therefore think this is a point 
to which the government should pay attention. 
The government recently released the waiting-to-wait list. That is those people who are waiting to see a 
specialist for referral, often to surgery. The number of people on that list has grown from around 36 000—that is 
the minister’s estimate—under Labor to over 47 500 people as at December 2011. We can imagine that since 
December 2011, there has been continued growth in that waitlist. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: As a serious question, why do you think that is happening? I would suggest it is due to growth 
in population, and maybe people ageing, but maybe also some changes in attitude in relation to public and 
private health. 
Mr R.H. COOK: I think all those points play a role in that, Premier, and in particular the ageing population. 
There is also, I guess, an expectation by people that they see a general practitioner, that general practitioner will 
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refer them to a specialist, and ultimately they will have their situation remedied, usually by surgery. The Minister 
for Health notes that in only around six per cent of cases will people who see a specialist go on and receive 
surgery. So it is encouraging that there is a dampener in relation to that. But increasingly those people will need 
to rely on the private health system to complement the public health system, and that means that we will need to 
continue to encourage private health insurance to ensure that it can play that complementary role. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I had a recent example of a constituent—it was an elderly person—who required cataracts 
removed from both eyes. I have to say I was quite astounded, because both eyes were dealt with in a matter of a 
few months. I thought that was remarkably quick. So I guess that within that system it is not as though people are 
left waiting forever. For this person, it was recognised that this needed to be done, and it was done very, very 
quickly.  

Mr R.H. COOK: Part of my role as the shadow Minister for Health is to point out where the system falls down. 
But we need to remember that for all those moments of truth where there has been failure, in many thousands of 
cases in Western Australia there have been great outcomes. That is great credit to the people working in the 
system. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Yes, I think it is. 

Mr R.H. COOK: Indeed, part of the debate that we had yesterday around hospital parking—this is, I think, a 
contribution that the member for Churchlands probably would have made—is that we have many specialists in 
Western Australia who could quite easily focus just on the private health system and live happy, high-income 
lives but, instead, offer to work in the public health system. 

Based on current expenditure in the health system, the $230 million that we will receive from the future fund in 
30 years’ time would last about a fortnight. Based on a $6.9 billion annual budget, we spend around 
$18.6 million a day on our public health system. So, when we look at the future fund, the question that we should 
ask is: what impact will the $230 million that we will receive in 30 years’ time have on the system?  

Let us look at what else we could do with that $230 million. I am indebted to Hon Linda Savage for the work 
that she has done in early childhood development. In a question to the government in August this year, she asked 
about the current waiting times for access to a range of child development services in the metropolitan area. 
These statistics are telling—speech pathology, 10.9 months; occupational therapy, 8.8 months; physiotherapy, 
7.7 months; clinical psychology, 7.7 months; social work, six months; and paediatrician, 14.5 months. These are 
the average waiting times for young children to see a specialist in these areas. These are young people who are 
undergoing rapid development and growth. Those sorts of waiting times are clearly insufficient when it comes to 
meeting the needs of these people who interact with our health system. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr R.H. COOK: At the time Hon Linda Savage asked these questions, The West Australian observed in an 
article headed “New strategy needed on child health” — 

This alarming decline suggests the Government has taken its eye off the ball in this area. With the 
population increasing rapidly and 30 000 babies born in the State each year, it is not enough to give 
child health a one-off boost and move on to other things. 

The Government is spending $58 million in the current budget to employ 100 new community health 
nurses. This is a welcome move, but it should form part of a wider effort to repair a badly rundown and 
neglected system of child health services. 

The article says also — 

Closer attention from child health nurses should help identify problems but this is of limited value if a 
child is referred to a specialist and then has to wait more than a year to be seen. 

I draw upon the observations of the Community Development and Justice Standing Committee in its first report 
of the thirty-eighth Parliament, titled “Inquiry into the Adequacy of Services to Meet the Developmental Needs 
of Western Australia’s Children”. Finding 2 in that report states — 

There are significant economic benefits to be gained by investing in early childhood with reported 
returns on investment of up to $17 for every dollar spent. In particular, significant savings are achieved 
by investing in disadvantaged, or ‘at risk’ infants. Savings made include the number of specialist 
therapists required, the lack of need for remedial education and intervention for behaviour management. 
In addition there is a reduction in long-term human and social costs (including mental disability, 
increased medical service usage … 

I draw Parliament’s attention to the roughly 1.7 per cent expected return on investment in the future fund, after 
we have taken inflation into account, compared with the expected return on investment if we were to invest more 
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strongly in early childhood services, which is $17 for every $1 invested. That is a significant increase on the 
expected return from the future fund.  

The Premier engaged me in an interesting discussion, so I am running out of time, but that is the nature of these 
things.  

The other area that I will refer to briefly is the use of sovereign wealth funds, which this is not; this is a short-
term payment program into a fund that, ultimately, will return $230 million, which will then move into 
consolidated revenue in 30 years. I support the use of sovereign wealth funds because they are really useful 
public policy instruments for those issues from which we expect to see a return over time. In particular, I 
acknowledge the Indigenous land acquisition fund administered by the Indigenous Land Corporation. That is a 
really important fund which was built up by seeding capital over a five-year period and which is able to deliver 
significant and good returns to the Aboriginal community through the acquisition of land.  
A few months ago I spoke in this place about the importance of investing in medical research and the important 
role that plays in the improvement of clinical services and the availability of our best and brightest to the WA 
community. In particular, economic benefits are derived from a stronger investment in medical research. I 
remember the minister agreeing with me at the time that investment in medical research delivers important 
returns through the economic activity that medical research generates. In that speech I drew Parliament’s 
attention to the Alberta Heritage Savings Trust Fund, which was started in 1980 with $300 million of seeding 
capital. It has had several top-ups since then in various iterations and subprograms. That sovereign wealth fund 
has been responsible for significant investment in medical research in that province of Canada. The outcome is 
that Alberta has become a focal point for medical research in Canada. It has continued to attract topflight 
specialists and medical researchers, which in turn produces dividends for people in that province in the clinical 
services that they receive. More importantly, the Alberta heritage fund is able to point to significant economic 
benefit as a result of its investment in medical research. As we consider locking up these funds for 30 years, it is 
important that we are aware of the opportunity costs that we might incur by not making stronger investments in 
not only early childhood services and the benefits that delivers to the community, but also other sovereign wealth 
funds that may have a better return in clinical services for our community, health research and economic activity.  

During this debate, a number of members in this place have pointed to the importance of investment in key 
economic infrastructure and the role that it plays in producing a better return on investment than they envisage 
that we will get from the future fund. Many members have stood in this place and talked about issues that they 
think are important in their community, although to be fair I think most of them have talked about the funding of 
ongoing programs rather than what might be described as key economic infrastructure. If any member can lay 
claim to key economic infrastructure that requires ongoing development and investment, it is me, the member for 
Kwinana. I have recently had representation from the South West Group, a collection of local government 
authorities in the south west of the metropolitan area, about the sorts of things in which they would like to see 
future governments invest. One of the key issues they talked about was the investment in key economic 
infrastructure to continue the development of the Western Trade Coast. For those members who are not familiar 
with it, the Western Trade Coast is that hub of development that takes place around Henderson and the 
Australian Marine Complex, right along the Kwinana strip to the Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd facility. It 
takes in the nickel refinery, the CSBP refinery, the Alcoa refinery and, of course, the BP oil refinery. Investment 
in this economic infrastructure will deliver particularly strong returns for the economy. The economic 
infrastructure in which the south west local governments would like to see investment includes the intermodal 
transport hub and the continued acquisition of land. They make the observation that the 70-hectare footprint 
envisaged for the intermodal transport hub may have to be revisited and a 120-hectare footprint may be needed 
for that piece of economic infrastructure. If that is the case, that would stand as an important alternative to 
locking away this money in a 30-year future fund. The group also notes that the investment in Anketell Road and 
Rowley Road would make an important contribution to starting to fulfil the vision for Latitude 32, which will be 
a key industrial estate in the south west of the metropolitan area.  

In particular, the local government group points to issues to do with the Kwinana Beach development. The 
Kwinana Beach development is a project that began in the 1970s. I remember it because my family frequently 
visited the Rockingham area and drove down south to Kwinana Beach. It is one of my earliest memories of 
compulsory acquisition of private property. At that stage the government acquired all the residential properties 
around the Kwinana Beach area because the area was earmarked for future industrial development. That patch of 
land around Kwinana Beach sits idle today. It has not been developed even though that acquisition and the 
clearing took place in the early to mid–1970s.  
The catalyst that the South West Group sees as being really important in moving these developments along is a 
bit of forward action or progress in the outer harbour project. The South West Group say to me that investment 
in the harbour project would in turn line up all the other ducks and we would see significant progress in further 
ongoing development of the Kwinana industrial strip. The development of the Fremantle outer harbour will be 
the thing that if we build it, they will come. That will act like a beacon and draw in ongoing public and private 
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investment. It will be a really important step in continuing to develop that area and making sure that the Kwinana 
industrial strip, which contributes around $18 billion to the Western Australian economy each year, will continue 
to grow and continue to make that contribution. 

We have three examples of what the government may like to do with the initial investment in the future fund, 
which would potentially produce a greater return on investment than the government envisages under this bill. 
Firstly, it could be used for ongoing investment into early childhood services. As I said, the Community 
Development and Justice Standing Committee said that the return on investing in early childhood development 
services is $17 for every dollar spent today. This is a significant improvement on the returns expected from the 
future fund. Secondly, it could be used in relation to sovereign wealth funds, and establish them to leverage 
economic, good service and public policy outcomes such as Alberta did in 1980 when it established the Alberta 
Heritage Savings Trust Fund for its ongoing investment in medical research. Thirdly, it could be invested into 
key economic infrastructure, and I drew the chamber’s attention to the development of the Fremantle outer 
harbour as an investment that, if it took place, would produce significant returns on investment that would be 
more enhanced than that envisaged under the future fund.  

I make these contributions to remind the government that although the future fund is clever politics, it may not 
ultimately be good economics. 

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Nollamara) [11.52 am]: I rise to speak about the Western Australian Future Fund Bill 
2012. I have enjoyed enormously the debate and the contributions by my colleagues, and I have done quite a bit 
of reading of the well-structured speeches made by many of them. I do not think that the position taken by the 
opposition has been come to lightly. There certainly some reluctance to agree that the Western Australian Future 
Fund is a worthwhile thing—to save funds for the future. But that is how it is done. I do not necessarily disagree 
with a future fund or investing in the future.  

Before I rose to speak, I was reading an economic paper by Jason C. Hart titled “Dutch Disease and the 
Sustainable Management of Royalty Wealth in Western Australia”. It talks about that cyclical aspect of 
commodity prices and how to ensure that we do not wake up with an enormous headache that the Netherlands 
did after the natural gas boom in the 1960s—which was consequently given the name “Dutch Disease”—and 
how it is done in a sustainable manner that gives good and effective returns. He says that we need to consider 
how things are done because in Western Australia our total income through royalties is not necessarily 
maintained because of GST and other agreements regarding the national economy. I do not necessarily disagree 
with a future fund. The sad thing about this debate is that we have not discussed this in a bipartisan manner by 
going to a committee—such as the Public Accounts Committee—debating the legislation, and producing a 
recommendation about whether this is a worthwhile bill and a worthwhile path for the Western Australian 
Parliament to take. It seems that this has been done as a political ploy; not something for future generations.  
Some of the reading I have done about this has been fascinating. There was an article in The Spectator Australia 
by James Paterson from the Institute of Public Affairs—not necessarily a great friend of the Labor Party—titled 
“One savings account we don’t need” and he says no Liberal should support a sovereign wealth fund. He goes on 
to say — 

Advocates are typically vague about what specific purpose the fund would serve, beyond ‘saving for the 
future’. 

He then says — 
… ‘investment in the future’. Whatever that means, it is logically flawed. For starters, this is akin to 
poorer countries giving aid to richer ones, because every generation to come will be vastly wealthier 
than those before it if current growth trends continue.  

Then he says — 
But what is truly bizarre is the number of Liberal MPs who have been prominent among the sovereign 
wealth fund boosters. Because there can be no doubt that a sovereign wealth fund is utterly 
incompatible with any reading of liberal philosophy. 

So as members can imagine, it has been an interesting aspect when reading the debate. One of the other aspects 
that has come through in my research is that when looking at a future or a sovereign wealth fund, the issue that 
James Paterson raises—what would it serve; what is the purpose?—is that instead of setting up a fund that has 
undefined aspects of what it will be in the future, we need to set up a fund with an investment in either capital or 
infrastructure, or something that will be capital definitely in the future, or human capital.  
The previous Queensland government put out a discussion paper titled “From Mines to Minds: A Queensland 
Education Trust”, which would have gone into education in the future for schooling with a particular aspect of it 
being an independent review and an independent trust, and managed accordingly. All of those things should have 
been able to be considered, but here we are looking at something that seems to have a political emphasis, and not 
an emphasis on what is the best for our future.  
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Although I understand that the future fund is not a sovereign wealth fund because it does not buy and sell shares 
like the federal Future Fund, it is questionable that the federal Future Fund is a sovereign wealth fund as the 
funds are not directly derived from resource royalties—which I understand is also an aspect of a sovereign 
wealth fund—and it has been established for superannuation liabilities; so it is more like a pension fund than a 
future fund.  

It is interesting in this debate, that some people point to the federal Future Fund and say, “Well, we are just 
doing what they did.” But that is not the case. That was established for a particular purpose. The Western 
Australian Future Fund will not be a growth fund like the superannuation funds, as the Minister for Planning—
the member for Kalamunda—talked about in his speech; that this is something like setting up for the future in 
terms of a superannuation fund. It is not like that because it is quite a conservative fund, and I will say more on 
that later.  

As I understand, this is simply a budget line that this government is trying to restrict future governments from 
accessing for 20 years. It is a budget line that could have been done without the bill, but it is before us because it 
is political posturing that this government wants to undertake to deflect criticism of growing debt through 
arguing that the money will be locked away for 20 years. However, the member for Belmont pointed out that 
there is nothing to prevent a future government using the future fund as an offset to borrow money against the 
fund. Although the money may be locked away, it still has the capacity to be used to increase debt, and that is a 
concern.  

It is important to note that although the member for Kalamunda outlined a number of international funds to 
demonstrate why this fund is worthwhile, he neglected to tell the house the difference between these funds, and 
he outlined Norway as one of the examples.  

Phil Garton and David Gruen wrote an article titled, “The role of sovereign wealth funds in managing resource 
booms: a comparison of Australia and Norway”. The article clearly illustrates that if a sovereign wealth fund, or 
in this case a future fund, is to be established—this is the example that the member for Kalamunda used—the 
fiscal rules have to be changed. Without such a change in the fiscal rules so that in effect it is not used to offset 
debt and does not overemphasise the returns on the sovereign wealth fund, or in this case the future fund, it 
would not alter future levels of government saving or net financial worth. Without the sorts of changes that have 
to be made to the fiscal rules and without a budget that is based more on cash flow budgeting than on the 
budgeting that we do, the Norway example cannot be used as a proper comparison. 

The Treasurer put on the record on Tuesday that this budget line for the future fund will be a subaccount within 
the public bank account, and that it will be financed through debt. My understanding is that it is a bit like taking 
the credit on my housing loan—the member for West Swan likened it to borrowing more on the loan—and 
putting it in a separate account and claiming that I am saving for my future, while paying a greater interest rate 
on my housing debt than I receive in interest on my operating account. That then restricts me from using the 
money in any way that could increase the value of my house, such as a bathroom renovation, unless I borrowed 
against those savings, thereby causing more debt. The result is a lost opportunity for reducing my loan payments 
and/or increasing the value of my asset—that is, my house. 

I would like to reflect on the important contribution of the member for Belmont, who understands this area vastly 
better than I do. His contribution to this debate is worthy of reading by all members in this house. The concern 
he raised in his contribution was the growth in general government sector debt from a positive $3.14 billion in 
2008 to debt of $5.5 billion. That is non-asset-type growth. As the member for Belmont highlighted, this puts 
paid to the misconception that the Liberal government is a better manager than Labor. Clearly, that is not the 
case, as history will show that the WA Liberal–National government has increased debt, while WA Labor cut 
debt. Clearly, from an analysis of this debate, WA Labor cares about the financial future of our state. The 
member for Belmont hit the nail on the head when he stated that this was political trickery to reframe the debate 
to hide the financial reality behind the smoke and mirrors and political spin whereby the Premier will argue that 
his government is providing for the future and that WA Labor squanders it. The reality is that this government is 
only delivering debt that needs to be met by future generations, while WA Labor’s history is of reducing debt. 

This future fund is being established at a time when, on the one hand, we are told that the commonwealth is 
taking away our share of the GST and depleting our resources, while on the other hand we have been told that 
we have enough to put aside in a future fund for 20 years. There is nothing genuine to this other than to try to 
siphon funds from the royalties for regions fund without the community recognising that a bit of a dodgy 
deal has been done. In its opposition to future funds, the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western 
Australia publication “Examining the issues of Sovereign Wealth Funds” discusses the opportunity cost of not 
doing infrastructure work now with these funds. It states that although the introduction of a sovereign fund will 
preserve wealth for future generations, it will not necessarily maximise it. Further, it outlines that debt levels 
in both federal and state jurisdictions also remain elevated and future surpluses must go first to reducing this 
debt. 
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If the question before us is whether the best way to use the revenue collected in this boom or, as the Premier 
spins it, to preserve the mineral prosperity of today for the future is not to spend that revenue, we have to look at 
the argument put by the Treasurer that what we are doing with the future fund is not spending what we have 
now. The problem with this position is that the government is spending it at record rates and debt is growing 
from a manageable $3 billion to $18 billion, with debt estimated to reach $24 billion, to fund pet projects such as 
the Perth foreshore project. 

The most telling comments in this debate were from the former Treasurer the member for Bateman during the 
budget estimates hearing on 30 May 2012. He said — 

It seems likely that at various points in time over a 20-year period for an instrument such as the future 
fund, there will be a gulf between the interest received from the investments in the future fund and the 
interest that is paid on whatever debt might be borne by the state at the time. I certainly accept that that 
is the case. 

In response to a question put to him by the member for Victoria Park, he went on to say — 
I would be happy to acknowledge, as I properly should, that, generally speaking, over a long period 
more will be paid on debt than will be paid on invested moneys in the type of conservative investment 
portfolio that we are talking about here. 

Further, the member for Bateman said — 

But I accept the fundamental point that the member is making; that is, between paying off debt to the 
tune of $1.1 billion and investing $1.1 billion, will there be a differential over 20 years and thereby a 
loss of some quantum between the interest being earned on the investment and the interest being paid 
on debt? I think the answer is that, yes, there likely will be. 

The member for Bateman, the previous Treasurer, said that when the return on the investment is compared with 
the interest paid on debt, it is quite likely that the government will be worse off over some period of time—
maybe the whole period of time. It is of significant concern that the future recurrent revenue that will be created, 
which is the whole purpose of the bill, will be minimal. The member for Rockingham outlined that fact, as did 
the members for Victoria Park, West Swan, Cannington and Balcatta. I think the member for Rockingham 
outlined that it was about $2.3 million, and that would barely pay for what is required in the health budget for a 
week. 
The member for Balcatta in his contribution went through the Treasury Corporation’s future fund investment 
framework document released by the Department of Treasury. Basically, given the assumption that everything 
goes well in the economy, Treasury predicts a growth rate in the future fund of 0.05 per cent—that is five basis 
points—which, as the member for Balcatta pointed out, is not enough to cover the $6 million running cost of the 
fund. Five basis points of $1 billion is $500 000, which leaves a running deficit of $5.5 million to even operate 
the future fund. Although we have put debt aside to deliver the political agenda of a legacy, after talking about 
the Mirrabooka light rail system for the past two years, it is yet to be delivered. That is something that could be 
invested in. In the CCI’s report into the issues of sovereign wealth funds, it referred to investing in that sort of 
infrastructure. There have been promises that an amount has been committed for planning, and I welcome that, 
but it is unlikely that the people of Mirrabooka will see the light rail delivered until, at best, just prior to the next 
election or, as is more likely, after the 2017 election. This is not what the people of the Mirrabooka area need. 
They need services and they need the delivery of an efficient and effective public transport system in the next 
year or so to relieve the congestion that they are experiencing. As a side point, although I welcome the 
$14 million for planning the Mirrabooka light rail, it would be good if the graphic that the Treasurer is using for 
the light rail reflected the diversity of Western Australia, let alone the diversity of Mirrabooka. 
[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: When I saw the graphic that was released, I made the funny quip that it appeared to me 
that it was not in Mirrabooka because it certainly did not reflect any of that area. I welcome the Minister for 
Transport outlining the light rail route for the member for West Swan. He said that $944 million of unallocated 
funds could be allocated to the Mirrabooka light rail. I certainly would feel a lot happier if the money had been 
allocated and committed to in the last budget. After such a long time of discussion, and although it is welcomed, 
this is something that the people of Mirrabooka want. If $944 million of unallocated funds could go towards it, I 
cannot see why that money cannot be allocated and the rail line begun. I am concerned that the minister alluded 
to the potential for this being partially or fully privately funded; the people of Mirrabooka want to enjoy the 
benefits that others in the community enjoy in having publicly funded transport. I would oppose a private 
transport system, as would the community, especially given the experience of the transport privatisation debacle 
in the eastern states.  

I was also concerned that the minister’s only commitment to the project was to do a business case; not the rail, 
but a case for the rail. Thankfully, that concern seems to have been quelled by the Premier’s interjection to the 
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member for West Swan two days ago, when he said, “Yes, we made a decision”; let us hope that decision was to 
build the rail, not just for a business case. 

Building the rail is in keeping with the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia’s publication 
“Examining the Issues of Sovereign Wealth Funds”, which argues that improving our transport system and 
investing in infrastructure that improves our economic growth should be the focus, not the opportunity cost of 
$130 million through locking away money in the future fund. The CCI states — 

Debt levels … remain elevated, and future surpluses must first go to reducing this debt. 

That must happen before setting up a future fund.  

I therefore agree with the Leader of the Opposition, who said — 

A future fund should be a priority when debt levels are low and when there is adequate social and 
economic infrastructure in the community. 

Had we acted appropriately and ethically in this place instead of politically, and sent this off to be looked at by a 
committee or had a proper debate instead of a political one, we may have come to that conclusion. Instead, the 
government determined that it wanted a political debate.  

When former federal Treasurer Costello set up the federal Future Fund, he used the surplus during a period of 
great growth because he needed to ensure that the surplus did not further overheat an economy that was growing 
at a probably unsustainable rate. He used it to plan for any future federal government serious liability. Again, 
that is not the case with the Western Australian Future Fund Bill. This is not a time of surpluses being used to 
reduce state debt or surpluses overheating the economy; in fact, reducing such debt would do our economy a 
great deal of good.  
Page 12 of the CCI’s document states — 

The State’s substantial infrastructure needs have also seen net debt rise to 7.5 per cent of Gross State 
Product (GSP) in 2011–12 and will rise to 8.7 per cent by 2014–15. As a result, Western Australia’s 
annual interest bill will rise from $305 million in 2010–11 to $605 million by 2014–15. 

That interest payment could go towards building efficient public transport in the Mirrabooka area, and is one of 
the reasons for reducing debt. My concern about the future fund is that it locks away funds that would be better 
spent now, and increases debt, which increases interest payments. It is not good management of Western 
Australia’s money. 

I live with the reality of a government department sitting on its own version of a future fund—that is, a vast tract 
of land bordered by Mirrabooka Avenue, Milldale Way and Chesterfield Road that the Department of Housing 
has sat on for 50 years, enjoying its appreciation. It has used the land to make its balance sheet look better, but 
the Mirrabooka region has suffered. I have repeatedly asked in this place and directly to the minister for the land 
to be developed; thankfully, it now looks like the Department of Housing is finally doing something. Signs have 
been erected by Croker Construction, and earth is being moved. Given that Croker is a specialist subdivisional 
contractor, I am hopeful this means that the foundations for housing are being established—an urgent need given 
the housing crisis. I have contacted the Department of Housing and asked what is going on with the land, and I 
have asked the City of Stirling, which is not sure. When I asked the Department of Housing, it told me it was 
unable to tell me what was going on, despite having had numerous briefings with it and the City of Stirling. I 
have had numerous direct exchanges with them over this land because it is of great interest to me. I have now 
spoken directly with the Minister for Housing about what is currently being done with the land; I have asked him 
to confirm that subdivision is being undertaken and that housing will be built. Given the urgent need for housing 
in the area, that would be a welcome announcement. But again, I am a bit concerned that we may get caught up 
in the political cycle, and that despite having spent three years arguing for this land to be developed, the 
announcement will be used for political point-scoring instead of what is good for the community as a whole and 
showing that we can work together on infrastructure needs.  

I welcome the Premier’s remarks on Tuesday on 6PR that properties around Mirrabooka could be redeveloped to 
assist in alleviating the affordable housing shortage being experienced in the community. I take it from those 
remarks that that is exactly what is about to occur on the land bordered by Mirrabooka Avenue and Milldale 
Way, and I welcome that. I also welcome the Premier’s remarks about the redevelopment of property in 
Mirrabooka meaning that a project like the New North project, which was established under the last government 
with the Satterley Property Group and was a great success in the Balga, Koondoola and Girrawheen area in 
redeveloping and revitalising housing in that area, could be established in the Mirrabooka and Westminster 
areas. I would certainly welcome that, and I believe it would also assist in going some way to meeting the 
demand for affordable housing in Western Australia. My only concern about the Milldale Way and Mirrabooka 
Avenue land is that the health department, having procured one of the lots at the south side of Milldale Way, will 
now sit on that land, and that the good work that the Department of Housing seems to have commenced on the 
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northern site will be, I suppose, dragged down by the vacant land across the road. It certainly seems that the 
health department has no plans to use this land anytime soon, and locking up that asset to be used in the future 
will certainly not benefit the community.  

During the estimates hearings this year I asked the minister a question—as I have in previous years—about what 
the land would be used for and whether there were any plans for it. The minister’s adviser detailed that the land 
was in long-term planning for health department activities in the area. Long term? How long does the 
community have to wait? That land has been vacant since the suburb was first developed 50-odd years ago, and 
the community is certainly over waiting for that land to be developed so that the economic prosperity that goes 
with having activities in an area is delivered to it.  

The submission I make to the Minister for Health and the Treasurer is that given it is unlikely that the health 
department will build on this for at least another 10 years, consideration should be given to allowing community 
organisations to build a facility on the land. The department could either vest or continue to own the land, but it 
would allow the land to be used in the short term rather than the long term, which would be much more 
beneficial to the community. If the land was used to deliver vital community services through non-government 
organisations, it certainly would benefit the whole community.  
I was recently able to assist five community agencies, led by the very able Northern Suburbs Community Legal 
Centre Service, to gain a lotteries grant to assess the feasibility of a lotteries house in Mirrabooka—what is now 
called a “shared facility”. The Health land would make this a reality, and that could deliver real benefits to the 
Mirrabooka community and wider eastern northern suburbs. If the government really wants to invest in the 
future, it needs to invest in people, particularly the people on the ground who create wellbeing in our community. 
This is an opportunity to create something for the future that can be delivered on the ground and be productive 
for the community; something concrete instead of sitting on those sorts of investments. We need to support 
organisations like the Northern Suburbs Legal Centre Service, which assists people to get licences and 
understand their rights; the Edmund Rice Centre, which works with youth and newly arrived migrants, assisting 
people to access affordable housing; the Metropolitan Migrant Resource Centre, which works with communities 
to improve governance; the Ishar Multicultural Women’s Health Centre, which works with women to give better 
independence in their health; the Muslim Women’s Support Centre, which although operating for 10 years 
recently lost its funding; the Smith Family, which works with the Communities for Children programs and helps 
deliver essential programs such as the Anglicare Community Parks Project; and MercyCare, which does great 
work with the community through training and hands-on work in the community. All those organisations work to 
deliver for our future. A community centre that uses that land in Mirrabooka would ensure that it is able to 
deliver into the community and make a productive community in the Mirrabooka area.  

One of my questions about the future fund—it is quite an interesting concept—is, I suppose, a philosophical 
question. Is it necessary? We are selling off or in this case transferring housing assets into the community and 
the private sector. Years ago a government future fund would have been the land we owned to build our public 
housing on—the assets that would grow in value and the development areas that we would purchase. They 
would be our future funds—those infrastructure investments in land that we would then develop or housing that 
we would develop. All of those things are being taken over into the private sector—our hospitals, our land, our 
community sector housing. We are now having to put money aside because we no longer invest in those cold 
hard assets on the ground. 

Real investment in our suburbs—action not words—would deliver a future for the people of Mirrabooka, one 
that addresses congestion and deals with day-to-day concerns such as the cost of living. That is the future for 
people in Mirrabooka, and that is the future they want to see. 

MR P.C. TINLEY (Willagee) [12.21 pm]: I thank members for the opportunity to make my contribution to this 
debate on the Western Australian Future Fund Bill 2012. I will not cause any heart palpitations for the 
government Whip by counting heads around the chamber, because of the time of day it is and also for the fact 
that what I have to say will probably be nothing more than a repeat of what many have already said in this 
place—maybe a little more elegantly, I would like to think, than some. The important point to note, though, is 
why everybody on this side of the chamber who has spoken on this bill is fundamentally in agreement with the 
idea and concept of the future fund but so completely opposed to this future fund. It is an interesting insight, 
because we have had a dissembling of this whole argument by various members of various backgrounds and 
various persuasions, experience, thought and engagement on this whole issue, none less so than the lead speaker, 
the member for Victoria Park, who spent a significant amount of his time talking about the manner and form 
argument in relation to the capacity for this bill to do what it sets out to deliver in legislative form—that is, retain 
its shape and be untouched by any future government until the fund’s maturation in 2032. 

We also heard from the member for Cannington, who spoke quite well about the actual net proceeds that would 
likely accrue and all the risks that are associated around the likely accrual of income at maturation in 2032. It is 
particularly concerning. The member for Belmont gave the best rendition of why this is just nothing more than 
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political pap—nothing more than, as the member for Kwinana said, an inoculation of the electorate to why the 
debt that has been rattled up under this government since 2008 is at a record high.  

It must be absolutely galling for those in this chamber who believe in sovereign wealth funds and in the effect 
they can have in a range of ways if they have enough scale, particularly in offsetting and hedging our exposure to 
global markets, which a little state like Western Australia is increasingly exposed to and will continue to be 
exposed to as we have the rise of the Association of South-East Asian Nations capability in the Asian century, as 
is often talked about. It must also be particularly galling for those in this chamber who are professionally trained 
as economists and have actually worked as economists to see such a successful idea globally, the idea of 
sovereign wealth funds, butchered for pure political return.  

I hope we can hear from some government members to understand how they in good conscience can support 
something like this that is highly unlikely to deliver a meaningful impact. I do not have to go too far to find some 
commentary. I have never heard the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia quoted more 
often by my side of the chamber than in this debate. The CCI, as has been said, is not necessarily any great friend 
of Labor. We are often at odds with the tenor and substance of some of the things it says. It has certainly dealt 
Labor governments a harsh hand, but, again, members cannot deny the fact that somebody who looks at the 
economy of Western Australia from a commercial perspective, day in and day out, would come out so strongly 
against this particular sovereign wealth fund. Many on this side of the chamber have given unqualified support to 
the idea of the future fund but unqualified resistance to this particular fund, which is a sovereign fund you have 
when you do not have a sovereign fund—literally a Clayton’s sovereign fund. 

I will not leave my own speech without a quote from the CCI. It is quite telling. The CCI states — 

While there may be an argument for capturing some of the benefits of the depletion of non-renewable 
resources for future generations, productivity enhancing reforms — 

I underscore that — 

and investment today will deliver substantial benefits for both current and future generations. 

It goes on to say that basically the state debt will rise to approximately $24 billion. The CCI believes this will 
limit regular contributions from the government that are essential to give the fund its critical mass—it is about 
the critical mass—that it should deliver.  

Here we have a longstanding contributor to the economic debate in this state—in fact, I think it is the second 
oldest chamber in the state behind the Fremantle Chamber of Commerce—coming out so strongly in a 18-page 
document to disassemble the rationale and the likelihood of this particular sovereign wealth fund delivering what 
it means. 

As the member for Cannington and others in this place have already said—the Premier talked about it in his 
second reading speech—the projected income from this in 2032, with a lot of provisos along the way, will be 
approximately $130 million in today’s dollars. That raises the question: what will the same money buy now? 
Many members on this side have spent their time talking about a multiplier effect of a dollar spent now and the 
investment curve that would be delivered. It becomes a value-for-money argument. Is it more important to go 
into more debt and put that money away and think we are going to beat the market? We are going to take a AAA 
debt and invest it in a AA world. Who is to know the future of that investment market as we go towards 2032? 

On that value-for-money argument, the CCI also makes a good contribution — 

While the introduction of a SWF will preserve wealth for future generations, it will not necessarily 
maximise it.  

This is the essential contention. What is the best bang for buck? What is it that we could do, be it with the current 
debt levels and current income levels, that would be the best outcome? People in Western Australia and 
Australia do this every day of the week. They make choices between investments. They make choices between 
savings, equity markets, investment property and any other legitimate investment. The CCI continues — 

Excluding potential financial returns through investments, the creation of a sovereign wealth fund 
merely transfers wealth from one generation to the next. 

That is excluding potential financial returns. It is about the exclusion of those returns, and we have already 
identified that the best case, we believe, is $130 million a year from 2032.  
The CCI goes on — 

This effectively reduces the prosperity of the current generation under the assumption future 
Governments will spend the proceeds wisely. 

That is, under the assumption that future governments will spend the proceeds wisely. The question is about the 
gift, which is the income inflows that the government is getting from iron ore, let alone anything else. We 
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concentrate on iron ore because it is the central theme. Since the Barnett government came into power in 2008, 
iron ore has delivered $12.8 billion worth of royalties into the state budget; last year alone it delivered 
$4.2 billion. I do not think in our very best year in government we got above $1 billion worth of royalty take. 
That gives a sense of the scale of the gift that is being delivered. 

If we look to the past to give us a sense of what the future holds, we can see that those figures are on the back of 
record commodity prices. We are therefore in a price boom, and I think we still are. I stand corrected, but the 
historical mean price for iron ore is $US70 a tonne. Imagine when it comes back to the historical mean. It is a 
“historical” mean for a reason, meaning it will come back to that mean. What will be the impact of the historical 
mean? We know that every US dollar that comes off the price of iron ore has an effect on the state budget: the 
state budget loses around $33 million. I think in the last six months alone, and maybe for even longer, the price 
of iron ore has fallen by around $US30 a tonne. Although on one side there is a price boom, on the other side 
there is a structural step change both in Western Australia and globally on the demand-side requirements and the 
supply-side capacity of iron ore and other bulk commodities such as coal. The basics and equilibrium of 
economics dictate that global supply will match demand in due course, but it is along the way that we intend to 
extract some sort of dividend that will come long after this supposed boom has changed. I question the 
assumption that productive output and global demand will come back to the historical mean. Who would suggest 
that we will not see royalty inflows in excess of $2 billion or $3 billion well into the future and well beyond 
2032? 

The question that therefore comes to us is: what will we do with the dough from the proceeds of this gift? I give 
the government some credit for infrastructure investment, particularly economic infrastructure investment. In 
using this money it has made a reasonable stab at increasing spending. There is no question that to see that we 
need look no further than at state debt; as I said, it is projected to reach $22.866 billion by 2015. I have not seen 
the latest revised figure but I think that is close enough for the purposes of the argument today. The tax take 
therefore from that will be huge. When we contrast debt against revenue, the government is taking a punt that it 
will have continuing revenue inflows to support the assumptions of the state future fund. 

Another point I make, which is worthy of contributing to these things that we have not heard a lot about, is about 
good debt and bad debt. There are two things that a state government does: it delivers services and it enhances 
and manages its revenue. States are fundamentally service delivery agencies. Think of health, education and 
policing; they are all services. They are not income-generating services. In fact, in my shadow housing portfolio, 
housing is not an income-producing asset. The housing asset has about $7 billion worth of deployed capital, if 
we want to talk about it in those terms. It is in fact inefficient deployed capital, as the government has an 
appreciating asset in the land on which the houses sit but the houses themselves are depreciating. Members need 
only think about a 70-year-old fibro war service home in their own electorate to know that it is in a sense 
worthless. In fact, the cost of maintenance alone of one of those homes would make members blanch if they 
were the landlord. They would not want to own it and the first thing they would do is knock it over and put 
something on it because of the depreciation value they would get from building something new. The good debt 
argument therefore needs to be raised because that debt produces future wealth. 

This comes to the point about the future fund. Do we invest by good debt into the economic infrastructure of this 
state to ensure that it can deliver better for 2032? Imagine a poor kid coming out of university in 2032 and going 
out into the big wide world with this gift we have given them—$130 million a year, maybe recurrent. That is 
assuming it does not get taken by successive governments, as the manner and form provisions in this bill are 
questionable at best. In fact, this bill presupposes that we have a choice in spending this money. In fact, we are 
not given a choice. It is an attempt by the government to lock up a stream of revenue in a way that can do no 
good. The choice is therefore actually Hobson’s choice. For those who are not familiar with that cliché—I 
suppose it is a cliché now—Hobson’s choice says that you take it or leave it; it is either this or nothing. The 
assumption in the argument in this bill is that we must have this future fund or nothing. For those who might 
recall, the Hobson of Hobson’s choice was Thomas Hobson, born in 1544, who was the owner of a delivery 
stable of about 40 horses. The way the stable worked was people got there and thought they had a choice 
between 40 horses, but they could take only the horse closest to the door, because Hobson did not want people 
choosing the brilliant 17-hand steed. He wanted to rotate his fleet, so Hobson’s choice was taking the one nearest 
the door. People thought they had choice but they did not. That is, as opposed to Mawson’s choice — 

Mr D.A. Templeman: Which one is that? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: The fork in the road. I am sorry, it is Mason’s choice. It is about the fork in the road, which 
gives the impression that people have a choice between two quite different options, but in fact when they look at 
them, there is no choice between them. So there was Thomas Hobson sitting in Cambridge, England giving us 
his Hobson’s choice. Henry Ford also had a Hobson’s choice: people could buy a car in any colour they wanted 
as long as it was black! That was the way those people approached choice; it presupposed that the option was 
either this or nothing. 
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I contend that this bill is not about nothing; there is the other future fund. Many members on this side of the 
chamber have expressed an opinion about what the government could do if it chose the other; that is, if it chose 
to invest this record gift in the order of $4 billion a year in royalties alone in a way that would result in an 
income-generating or income-multiplying asset. The government said that it has made record investment in 
infrastructure. I would not necessarily disagree with that because the numbers are there. The government might 
carve out good debt from bad debt and talk about the sort of debt that is actually income producing and 
producing an economic multiplier, and then we might get to the nub of whether we can make a fair assessment 
about the investment choices that this government has made. What we see actually is an erratic set of 
unstructured choices. A high school in a marginal electorate will get a massive injection at the cost of every 
other high school; for example, Willetton Senior High School versus John Curtin College of the Arts and schools 
in my patch. 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member! 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: I thought there was an interjection but I was not sure. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: That was me! 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Did the Treasurer have his hand up the member for Riverton’s jacket or back? The Labor 
Party has always supported education in this state. The member for Riverton of all people should know that he 
cannot dissemble an argument like that from there—another member’s seat! 

Dr M.D. Nahan: You mention Willetton high school. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: I do, and I also mention John Curtin. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Riverton! 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: I also mention John Curtin. I will also mention Hamilton Senior High School, Mirrabooka, 
Balga and any other school, Port Hedland—you name it! In fact, Port Hedland has done well and has rebuilt 
itself. I wonder who did that. Who did that? I move on.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: The question is: if we do not accept the assumption that this is Hobson’s choice and it does 
come down to what we would do now. What would we do differently to ensure that we are not wasting time and 
sitting idly by twiddling our thumbs until 2032 waiting for $130 million in today’s dough? It is a question of 
choice and I am not so sure that this government has been immune from the idea that it can fund only those 
things that meet its peculiar set of criteria for measurement. The Labor Party, as we can imagine, has a plan for 
this. This is the other fund, a fund called “Infrastructure WA”, a fund for which we take the proceeds of this gift, 
which I believe will be a recurrent theme in the future. When in government, we will create a state infrastructure 
strategy that will establish priorities for infrastructure planning and investment across Western Australia for the 
next 20 years. We will establish with “Infrastructure WA” an independent body of senior, private and public 
sector representatives reporting directly to the Premier on all major infrastructure projects. It is only when we get 
to a situation in which we can transparently and methodically go through why we would spend one dollar on 
project X — 

[Quorum formed.]  

Mr P.C. TINLEY: “Infrastructure WA” is an opportunity for us to create once and for all a methodology by 
which we might choose projects that will deliver strategic outcomes to this state. We need a method that would 
go beyond the pork-barrelling that occurs when millions and millions of dollars are spent in particular electorates 
at the cost of economic infrastructure. Of course, spending money on schools is absolutely essential and 
completely supported, because that is part of the economic infrastructure of the state; that is called the soft 
infrastructure of the human capital that we need to invest in daily. I draw members’ attention to the idea that the 
architecture is already in place by which we could start a methodology for “Infrastructure WA”. 

There are various plans that look out into the future. For example, the Public Transport Authority put one out and 
there is Directions 2031, which I believe is a reasonable stab at assessing where we are going in terms of the 
built environment and refers to how we might be able to deliver the required infrastructure spend to have an 
economic outcome and a social outcome and to have a multiplying effect on the economy. A really good 
example of Directions 2031 is that it produces a number of activity centres across the city—just focusing on 
Perth—and we will talk about how it will deliver a housing solution and a liveable city solution for nearly 3.5 
million people on current estimates. An example of that worth delving into is the Stirling regional centre just to 
our north. There is also of course the Murdoch activity centre, which even more pressingly has a need for 
infrastructure spend. Why would we want to spend money there rather than put it into a future fund? The reason 
is that we would get a massive uplift in valuations for property owners, private and public. I noted that the 
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member for Nollamara talked about government landholdings and the effectiveness or the productivity of the 
deployed capital that is represented in those lands, and the Stirling regional centre is one such example. All that 
is needed to get stage 1 done is $300 million to invest in the Stephenson Highway redevelopment, and the 
redundant road reserve and the redundant government land alone would deliver a significant amount of usable 
land. 

Think of delivering the cost of infrastructure to Stirling or Murdoch in comparison with the cost of delivering 
infrastructure to Keralup, for example. There could potentially be 90 000 dwellings there, and this is not an 
argument about whether Keralup should or should not happen; that is for a different day and a different time. 
What I am asking is: do we deliver the schools, the transport and the utilities to Keralup or do we leverage the 
deployed capital in our zones already requiring them—for example, Stirling regional centre? If we already have 
services, public transport and usable land there, or as I like to call it, unproductive deployed capital, why would 
we not leverage that up? Why would we go to the edge of the city where it would cost a motza to deliver 
services, when we could actually deliver them in some small part? Relative to Keralup, it is only small, but there 
is more than one activity centre. 

We need something like “Infrastructure WA” that would assess all the activity centres on the basis of criteria that 
are completely transparent and that are completely comparative in relation to the business cases that each and 
every one of them would put up. For example, from my understanding of the investment in the Stirling regional 
centre, it has an aspired target population of 25 000 residents; 25 000 living in close proximity to the CBD would 
allow the centre to create its own world. It has a target dwelling floor space of 1.2 million square metres—that is 
just dwellings, not commercial space. Stirling city centre itself would accommodate about 30 000 jobs. A 
consultant engaged by the Stirling City Centre Alliance to quantify the sustainability performance for the Stirling 
city centre stage 1 development area showed that, compared with a business-as-usual development, the Stirling 
city centre stage 1 can achieve a 47 per cent reduction in energy-related greenhouse gas emissions and a 73 per 
cent reduction in grid electricity consumption. Imagine that—a 73 per cent reduction in grid electricity 
consumption and a 67 per cent reduction of peak electricity demand, which is probably the more important point. 
There would be a 36 per cent reduction in water consumption and a 31 per cent reuse rate of waste water. In 
addition, compared with an average resident of the Perth metro area—the Keralup example—a resident living in 
the Stirling city centre development area, stage 1 alone, is estimated to emit 54 per cent less greenhouse gas 
emissions, consume 76 per cent less potable water, drive 52 per cent less kilometres and save 34 per cent on 
energy, water and transport costs. If that is not an economic multiplier for investment now, and not waiting, I do 
not know what is.  
My next point is more like a question. We could go through the appraisal criteria and put into the debate the idea 
of how we would deliver such transparent criteria that allow people to see where the priorities of government are 
for spending and that could follow a contiguous theme in relation to the intellectual process the criteria went 
through. That is what “Infrastructure WA” will do, and that is what I would do. My question, which I put on the 
record for the economists in the room and those who are taking an interest, is: if we receive this $130 million 
revenue inflow, what effect, if any—it is an open question—will it have in the future in relation to fiscal 
equalisation? Will it be taken as part of the total windfall take or will we have just offset against GST? I would 
really enjoy the Treasurer’s contemplation of that, because I am not so sure he would immediately have an 
answer for us. What would be the impact of such a thing in relation to the future revenue inflows of the state and 
how will it affect the horizontal fiscal equalisation program? 
My final point is that “Infrastructure WA” is a very good example of the choices we have. It is not just a choice 
about whether we spend the money now in the helter-skelter fashion of this government; it is about investing the 
money now in economic multipliers that are, in a transparent way, delivering true economic returns for the 
state—true multipliers that will far outstrip the market. 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders.  

[Continued on page 6327.]  

FRIENDS OF BIKABELE 
Statement by Member for Wanneroo 

MR P.T. MILES (Wanneroo) [12.50 pm]: I would like to recognise the great work being done to help Balinese 
orphans by a group of residents at Lake Joondalup Lifestyle Village. The group of approximately 50 residents, 
known as Friends of Bikabele, was formed by Lesley Mitchell in 2007. Since then, it has fundraised through quiz 
nights and other events to help support the orphanage in Karangasem, Bali. 

One of its first projects was to provide funds to establish an ongoing vegetable garden to help supply the 
children’s fresh food needs. The orphanage did not have the funds to buy the building materials and good soil 
needed to establish this garden, but with help from Friends of Bikabele, this garden continues to grow fresh 
vegetables year round. The group also sponsors four children from the orphanage in Bikabele’s hearing aid 
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program so that these children’s needs are catered for. This year, the annual quiz night, which I attended, raised 
$1 150, and a variety concert added a further $3 000, thanks to the efforts of Barbara Doney, Margaret Cockman 
and others. I ask Zak Kirkup from the Premier’s office to bring this to the attention of the Premier. 

HERITAGE COLLEGE FUN RUN 
Statement by Member for Forrestfield 

MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [12.51 pm]: On Saturday I attended the Heritage College Fun Run, a four-
kilometre run and walk, and a 12-kilometre run. Heritage College is a small school, and by small I mean really 
quite small—it currently has approximately 93 students, from kindy to year 12. For a school of 93, it managed to 
get a total of 174 participants in the fun run. Talk about punching above your weight! 

The event was a fun day with a dress-up, a sausage sizzle and a raffle to which I donated a bike. I would like to 
again congratulate Lucas Derecki on his win; his parents, Jay and Ness, were really thrilled and it topped off a 
great day. I want to make special mention of Steve Higgs, the principal of the school, who set a fine example by 
running his hardest and was seen struggling for breath half an hour after finishing! I would like to thank Melanie 
Skipper, president of Parents and Friends, who was one of the key organisers of the event, and also John and 
Rebecca Schifferli, committee members of Parents and Friends, who also worked well above and beyond the call 
of duty. 

Paul Chapman was the race coordinator and, I understand, not a bad triathlete in his own right. He volunteered to 
coordinate the day and pulled it off without a flaw. There was a spectacular effort by one of the parents, Gavin 
Chester, who ran the 12-kilometre race in just under 48 minutes and only just beat his son, a year 9 Heritage 
College student, Toby, who completed it in 50 minutes. I bet Toby beats him next year! The fastest girl, Alex 
Boehm, also completed the 12-kilometre run in 50 minutes, showing that the girls can keep up with the boys. It 
was a fabulous day and the committee raised more than $20 000—an absolutely spectacular effort. 

CARINE SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL — FORTIETH ANNIVERSARY 
Statement by Member for Carine 

MR A. KRSTICEVIC (Carine) [12.52 pm]: Today I ask the house to recognise a noteworthy celebration in my 
electorate: the fortieth anniversary of Carine Senior High School. Carine Senior High School was founded in 
1973, and during its illustrious 40-year history it has been served by only three principals. The inaugural 
principal was Mr Fred Marsh, serving for 15 years from 1973 to 1988. Mr Cesare Di Guilio then took the reins 
for a period of 13 years until 2002; the incumbent principal, Mr Paul Ganderton, assumed the role in 2003. 

Carine Senior High School enjoys an enviable reputation and members of the community, students and staff are 
proud of its academic achievements, high student retention rate and sporting prowess. The school has produced 
many notable sporting successes, including a current AFL team captain, Darren Glass from the West Coast 
Eagles; Gold Coast Suns coach Guy McKenna; Fremantle Football Club president Steve Harris; and Perth Glory 
captain Jamie Harnwell. 

Off the oval there have also been some extraordinary achievements, including Gold Logie–winning actress Lisa 
McCune and TV personality Jo Beth Taylor. Many others have made it into television, the music industry, state 
and national athletics, swimming, water polo, soccer, kayaking, surfing and gymnastics—the list goes on. As 
part of this year’s celebrations the performing arts centre held two concerts featuring both junior and senior 
ensembles, whilst the school production of The Wizard of Oz met with sell-out audiences and rave reviews. A 
time capsule from 1984 was also opened and the contents put on display. 

To the principal, Mr Paul Ganderton, the dedicated teaching staff, the support staff, students past and present and 
their parents: I congratulate you all for the part you have played in making Carine Senior High School the 
outstanding school it is today. I would appreciate it if Zak Kirkup would highlight this significant milestone to 
the Premier.  

MAN OF STEEL 
Statement by Member for Albany 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [12.54 pm]: I had the opportunity last Friday night to see Man of Steel, a 
production by Albany Primary School. That is the seventeenth production that Findlay MacNish has produced 
and directed. Findlay MacNish puts on a production every couple of years, and it is a great thing that happens in 
the Albany community. There were 116 children involved in this play, 80 parents and helpers, and 15 musicians. 
The only scary thing on the night was the principal, Brian Lee, dressed in drag! I want to thank the many people, 
including parents, who helped with properties and stage props, set construction, set painting, and costume, make-
up and hairstyling, the backstage staff, and also the students from TAFE, who all contributed to making it a 
tremendous night. 



6318 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 20 September 2012] 

 

I would also like to mention some of the people involved in this production: Edward Charles, Eleanor Cuthbert, 
Liam McDonald, Thomas Remaj, Charlize van der Mescht, Jarrah Stevens, Katie O’Doherty, Danaleigh Victor, 
Marinel Dasalla, Evan Ayres, Ginton du Toit, Matthew Leary, Reece Fawcett, Zac Sales, Damon Scott, Danny 
Wassink, Luke Babington, Jayden Buegge, Leighton Pearce Blyth and Bonnie Crook. These are just some of the 
young people who gave up their time on the night. This is a great opportunity for these young people. Findlay 
MacNish—I think we should call him Sir Findlay—gives these kids an opportunity to perform on the main stage 
at Albany Entertainment Centre and he should be applauded for that. 

HULBERT STREET SUSTAINABILITY FIESTA 
Statement by Member for Fremantle 

MS A.S. CARLES (Fremantle) [12.56 pm]: I take this opportunity to inform the house about Fremantle’s 
ongoing lead in promoting sustainability. For more than five years, Hulbert Street—a local street in South 
Fremantle—has hosted the Hulbert Street Sustainability Fiesta, and, this weekend, the fiesta is on again. This 
fiesta was born out of a desire to inspire local Freo people and the wider community to take on a more 
sustainable lifestyle. The focus is on “hands-on” things that people can do in their own homes, in the hope that 
they will be inspired to make sustainable changes in their own lives. This may be in the form of information 
about water collection, energy saving tips or alternative transport options. It might also be in witnessing how to 
create a healthy home, and getting a few tips about simple living and healthy habits.  

The fiesta continues to go from strength to strength. Last year, nearly 6 500 visitors enjoyed the festivities, 
ambling in and out of open homes, and artists’ studios and gardens, and then being enticed by the myriad stalls, 
which all added to the colour and energy of the weekend. The positive atmosphere is infectious, and it is for this 
reason that it has become an annual pilgrimage for me and my children to be inspired by people who practise 
what they preach. It is heart-warming to see local children join with the community in such a tactile way, 
immersing themselves in recycling, learning about the benefits of worm farms or solar panels, or just exploring 
the creative gardens. I congratulate Tim Darby and Shani Graham, and the residents of Hulbert Street, for setting 
the benchmark for the true meaning of “community” with their highly successful fiesta. I wish them well for the 
weekend ahead, and I encourage all members of Parliament, and Zak Kirkup from the Premier’s office, to take a 
look at the fiesta this weekend.  

OSBORNE PARK HOSPITAL — PARKING FEES 
Statement by Member for Balcatta 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta) [12.57 pm]: Some time ago I placed a motion on the notice paper to disallow 
the harsh and unreasonable parking fees imposed by the Barnett government on staff and visitors to Osborne 
Park Hospital. I am pleased that the Legislative Council has now disallowed these parking fees, so there will no 
longer be a charge for staff and visitors to Osborne Park Hospital. Clearly this was about a big-spending 
government wanting to raise more money. The parking charge that the government levied did not relate to the 
cost of providing the car parking. This makes it a tax and not a reasonable charge for the service that is being 
provided. The government then concocted a false and flimsy argument that it wanted to move staff away from 
driving to the hospital to using public transport. This really does not stack up. Many staff are shiftworkers and it 
is simply not safe and not reliable for them to use public transport to get to and from work. The Department of 
Health cannot even help to build a bus shelter outside that hospital—which I have asked for and wrote to the 
minister about—for the staff to use when they catch a bus from that hospital. I have been requesting that for 
some time, and hopefully we might see the minister get in and help to build that bus shelter.  

The imposition of these new and unreasonable parking fees was tantamount to a tax. It is not lawful to levy a tax 
under the guise of a parking fee. This was the finding of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation, 
and that is what led to the Legislative Council striking down these fees. I am very pleased to see that justice has 
been done. Will these people be compensated for the parking fees they have paid, which were unlawful? 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

ST ANDREW’S HOSTEL, KATANNING — BLAXELL REPORT — VICTIM PAYMENTS 

518. Mr P.B. WATSON to the Premier: 
On behalf of the member for Pilbara and the WA Labor team, I acknowledge in the Speaker’s gallery long-term 
Port Hedland councillor Arnold Carter and Mrs Fran Carter, OAM. Arnold is down from Port Hedland to be 
with Fran at Government House tomorrow, where she will receive her Order of Australia award for years of 
service to the Hedland community as an active volunteer, most notably with the ladies auxiliary at the local 
hospital. 

[Applause.] 
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Mr P.B. WATSON: After speaking with Todd Jefferis, Darryl Stephens and Mike Hilder about their 
unhappiness with the announced compensation of up to $45 000 to victims of sexual abuse at St Andrew’s 
Hostel, I ask — 
(1) Does the Premier believe that the $45 000 is adequate compensation for victims who have suffered for 

over 20 years, given that it will not even cover some of their medical bills? 
(2) Will victims have to relive their nightmares again to apply to receive compensation under this scheme 

or will their evidence to the inquiry be sufficient? 
(3) What is the process that will be used to work out how much each of these victims will be paid? 
Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
(1)–(3) I think the Blaxell report was well received by victims, by their families and by the wider community. It 

is a very thorough, compassionate and sensitive report dealing with issues that, as we know, happened 
around 30 years ago. That does not in any way excuse them, and I hope that greater justice will prevail 
as a result of this report. Is $45 000 adequate for someone who was sexually assaulted as a child? No. I 
do not think any amount of money is adequate to compensate for that, and this is not intended to do so. 
It is simply an ex gratia payment in recognition of the way in which those children were mistreated and 
abused, and that is all it seeks to do. 

 With respect to whether victims will need to relive the experience, obviously some of the victims at St 
Andrew’s and elsewhere have already received some compensation under the Redress WA scheme. 
They may receive additional compensation; that may well happen. The details of the scheme are being 
devised at present. They will be determined by probably mid to late November. Every person who has 
been in contact with the Blaxell inquiry will be alerted and advised of that. There will certainly be some 
lessons learnt out of the Redress scheme. It will not always be as large and as complex; it will not have 
the four different categories of redress. The government has made it very clear that this is an ex gratia 
payment. In no way do we claim that that compensates people for the abuse they suffered as children. 
ST ANDREW’S HOSTEL, KATANNING — BLAXELL REPORT — VICTIM PAYMENTS 

519. Mr P.B. WATSON to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. Can the Premier clarify that the Commissioner for Children and Young People 
in her new role as the one-stop shop for complaints of child abuse will receive complaints from all public sector 
agencies and contracted agencies, and not just in relation to hostels? 
The SPEAKER: Before the Premier answers, with the greatest of respect—I appreciate your involvement and 
your true belief in what you are doing, member for Albany—it is a very different and separate question from the 
one that you originally asked. I just provide that information to the house. I am in no way going to instruct the 
Premier to not answer it; I just provide that information to the house. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
A number of different agencies within government can receive complaints of abuse—the Department for Child 
Protection, the police, the Department of Education and so on. It is clear from the Blaxell inquiry that victims 
may be hesitant to come forward, maybe because of the nature of the abuse. They may be hesitant to go to the 
police or child protection. There may be a history there; there may be uncertainty or fears. Those other agencies 
will continue to receive complaints relating to the abuse of children. What we will do in addition is say that there 
will be legislative change that will mean that children, or former children, can also go to the children’s 
commissioner, which may be seen as a more child-friendly, more neutral and perhaps less threating avenue. So, 
it is not the sole avenue. Indeed, those complaints of abuse that might go to the children’s commissioner could 
come from anywhere. They are not restricted in any way to former residents of hostels. 

POLICE AND COMMUNITY YOUTH CENTRES — GOVERNMENT AND POLICE COMMITMENT 
520. Mr P. ABETZ to the Minister for Police: 
Before I ask the question, on behalf of the member for Wanneroo, I acknowledge the presence in the public 
gallery of the year 9 students from Ashdale Secondary College; and on behalf of the member for Morley, I 
acknowledge the presence in the gallery of the Morley Senior High School students. I was going to get to the 
member for Morley. 
I refer to recent media reports about the WA Police commitment to supporting police and community youth 
centres. Can the minister please advise whether there has been a change to the government’s or the 
Commissioner of Police’s position, as alleged by the member for Midland? 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY replied: 
I thank the member for Southern River for this question. I want to make it very, very clear to all members that 
there has been no change in the government’s position with respect to police officers being associated with 
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PCYCs, and there has been no change either to the position of the Commissioner of Police with respect to police 
officers being assigned to PCYCs. In fact, in May this year, the Commissioner of Police announced that he 
would increase the number of police officers who would be made available to police and community youth 
centres from 16 to 20. In addition, the police commissioner, the PCYC and I have come to an agreement that we 
think it is inappropriate for police officers to be involved in administrative duties at PCYCs. As a result of the 
shift from police officers being engaged in admin duties to being involved in youth-at-risk programs, WA Police 
has resourced PCYCs with $3 million over three years so that they can have non-police staff stacking vending 
machines and processing the application forms for PCYC membership and all those sorts of things. So, the 
police officers will be engaged in youth liaison and they will be engaged in delivering the priority offender 
programs through the PCYCs. 

Earlier this week, on 17 September, the youth policing division assigned some officers to assist with Operation 
Redirect and Operation Safe Place to run over a four-week period. Those programs, Operation Redirect and 
Operation Safe Place, are also youth diversion programs similar to the programs that the PCYCs offer. Members 
might be interested to know that over a two-day period, Operation Redirect collected 33 kids who were 
identified as being absent from school without authority and returned them to school. The communication 
between PCYC and WA Police around the assignment of those officers could have been better, and I have 
portrayed to WA Police that the communication between PCYC and WA Police around the assignment of those 
officers needs to be improved. As a result, some of the youth offender programs at Rockingham PCYC—the 
Weld to Life program and the Right to Write program—were jeopardised. The Right to Write program was 
cancelled this morning because the police officer assigned to it was assigned dual roles; he was assigned to one 
of the other programs run by WA Police and PCYCs. I have been assured by WA Police that police officers will 
be available for the Right to Write and Weld for Life programs over the next four weeks while police officers are 
also engaged in Operation Redirect and Operation Safe Place during the school holidays.  

I wanted to put on the record the fact that our position has not changed. The position of the commissioner has not 
changed. The police officers involved in youth liaison will still be engaged in youth liaison with PCYCs in 
addition to Operation Redirect and Operation Safe Place. I have put to WA Police and the PCYCs that it is 
probably in the best interests of those offender programs and in the interests of those young offenders that they 
come to some sort of memorandum of understanding or agreement so that everybody is clear about where the 
officers will be, which programs they will be available to assist with and, in addition, have a detailed 
communication agreement so it is very, very clear when officers are shifted from program to program. This will 
ensure that PCYCs know where the officers will be, the officers know where they will be and, most importantly, 
the children involved in the youth-at-risk programs are able to attend those programs and liaise with WA Police, 
which is the entire purpose of PCYCs.  

POLICE AND COMMUNITY YOUTH CENTRES — STAFFING 

521. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Minister for Police: 
The Premier told this house in May that police officers are not going to be removed from police and community 
youth centres. In the minister’s answer today she admitted that officers from Rockingham, Gosnells and 
Armadale have been assigned other duties in recent weeks rather than being available at their PCYCs. I also note 
that the police officer who was located at Midland PCYC for decades has not been allocated to the PCYC for 
some months now and is operating out of Midland Police Station. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Eyre, I do not need to hear from you. I formally call you to order for the first time 
today. Members, it is a simple instruction. It has been very consistent these past few weeks. No-one on their feet 
asking a question is to be interrupted.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I ask — 

(1) Given that police officers are not to be removed from PCYCs under the government’s policy, what will 
the minister do to reinstate the police officer to Midland PCYC? 

(2) Why has the Collie PCYC been instructed to prepare to close its doors on 4 October?  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY replied: 
(1)–(2) I thank the member for the question. Just to be perfectly clear, as I said before, the position of the 

government and the Commissioner of Police on police officers engaging with PCYCs has not changed. 
Police officers from the youth policing area will still be available for PCYCs. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Maybe the member might want to close her mouth for a moment and listen. I said that our 
position has not changed. I will say it very slowly for the benefit of everyone in the house: our position — 
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Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: You have asked the question, member for Midland. Minister for Police, you have an 
opportunity to answer it. Member for Midland, I suggest that you pull back a little on the interjecting. Minister 
for Police, I suggest you stick to your answer.  

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I return to the member’s question about the reinstatement or otherwise of officers. That is 
an operational matter.  
Mr M.P. Murray: Come on! 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The member should settle down. I do not reinstate or employ police officers; the police 
commissioner does. I do not get to employ police officers or take other disciplinary action against them. That is 
not my role. I have an agreement with the Commissioner of Police that police officers will be available to 
PCYCs and police officers will continue to be assigned to youth-at-risk programs and deal with young offenders, 
which is exactly where they need to be. I take the commissioner at his word. We have an understanding. PCYCs 
will continue to have officers assigned to them for their programs.  

POLICE AND COMMUNITY YOUTH CENTRES — STAFFING 

522. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Minister for Police: 
I ask a supplementary question. Does the minister concede that a police officer has been removed from the 
Midland PCYC, and what is happening at Collie? 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY replied:  
I will ask the commissioner exactly what has happened with the officer of the PCYC. I am not sure what the 
member means when she says the police officer has been removed. Is the member asking whether someone has 
gone in there with a crowbar and wedged him off the seat or whether he has been reassigned to another place? I 
understand that police officers are still available for youth offender programs at the Midland PCYC. If that is not 
the case, that is an important matter and I will raise it with the commissioner.  

NORTHBRIDGE YOUTH DIVERSION PROJECT 

523. Mr F.A. ALBAN to the Minister for Racing and Gaming: 
The minister has spoken in this place before — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Collie–Preston, I formally call you to order for the first time today. Member for 
Midland, I formally call you to order for the first time today.  
Mr F.A. ALBAN: I will start again. The minister has spoken in this place before about the Liberal–National 
government’s investment in programs aimed at delivering real social and justice dividends for our community. 
Can the minister please update the house on the progress of one of the cornerstone projects in this area—the 
Northbridge youth diversion project? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON replied: 
I thank the member for Swan Hills for the question. Before I answer, I wish Claremont and East Fremantle all 
the best in the WAFL grand final on the weekend, with a little bit of emphasis on Claremont! 

I am grateful for the opportunity to draw attention to this important program. The member is right. Our 
government has taken a stance in utilising sport to try to address some of the antisocial behaviour that occurs and 
provide strategies to try to assist and get better social and justice outcomes. I have always had a strong belief that 
sport has a lot to contribute in this area. That is why we are focusing on this area. The kids in sport area 
highlights that. I think we will have some outstanding long-term benefits to our society as a result.  
I remind members that the Northbridge youth engagement project commenced in January 2010. The Cities of 
Swan and Armadale took up the state government’s initiative to reduce the incidence of youngsters travelling 
into Northbridge, particularly on Friday and Saturday nights. A lot of kids used to be picked up there. This 
initiative was set up to try to divert these kids from Northbridge and give them something to do in their local 
areas relating not only to sport and recreation but also cultural activities and getting together on Friday and 
Saturday nights. To target the right range, we do not just limit activities to one thing. We provide a range of 
activities such as dance, acrobatics, pool, table tennis, music and basketball, which was one of the key planks. 
This is also complemented by skilled workshops, evening meals and a lift home to make sure they get home. It is 
quite comprehensive. Since 2010, the Department of Sport and Recreation has formed a partnership with the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet, the Department of Culture and the Arts, the Department of Training and 
Workforce Development, WA Police, the Job Seeker Network, Drug ARM, Armadale Youth Accommodation 
Service as well as our state sporting associations and the Perth Redbacks basketball team. Over $300 000 has 
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been invested in these programs. We have worked with a lot of service providers. I also give credit to the great 
work they have done. 

Mention has been made of PCYCs. The City of Swan, in particular, in partnership with the Midland PCYC and 
the City of Armadale with the Armadale PCYC, has done a lot of great work. In fact, the Midland PCYC 
recently won the JP Stratton Youth Services Award for its Friday night program. It received that award over 22 
other PCYCs across the state. The midnight basketball program is designed to keep 12 to 18-year-old kids off the 
streets on a Saturday night. It involves basketball, team building exercises, skill seminars, meals et cetera. For 
some of these young people, member for Collie–Preston, this is sport actually delivering.  
Mr M.P. Murray: How is it going to work in Collie when you’re shutting it down?  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: Some of these young people engaged in this program have gone on and demonstrated 
great leadership qualities and taken on leadership roles. Some have gone on and done things like umpire 
accreditation classes and some of kids who first took part are now running the program. That is a fantastic result. 
It shows that if we provide a nice, safe environment with good activities, kids who sometimes come from tough 
circumstances will grab the opportunity. I am delighted also that a team of Aboriginal boys who participate in 
midnight basketball will now compete in the Asia Pacific Basketball Youth Cup in Singapore in October. What a 
great opportunity for those kids and what great development in their lives. The players chosen have had to 
maintain 80 per cent attendance at school, training or employment and attend all team meetings and training 
sessions. Well done to those youngsters. I hope they have a wonderful time.  
Briefly, just as important, member for Armadale, is the Ignite basketball program in Armadale. It is a 40-week 
program, delivered by the City of Armadale on Saturdays. The highlights of this program have been an increase 
in the number of partnerships formed across non-government organisations to support children in the city.  

Mr P.B. Watson interjected.  

Mr T.K. WALDRON: The member for Albany needs to think about what he is saying at times. This is a good 
program to help kids who do not have much of a chance, and I am very proud of it. It is a program that is 
succeeding. The member for Armadale has a great approach to these matters and will be excited about the Friday 
night events in Armadale, including BMX, scooters and skateboarding, which is attracting 45 to 50 young kids at 
the wonderful skate park that I was privileged to open earlier this year. They have done really well. It clarifies to 
me that if we give these youngsters—we need to do more of this and I intend to do as much as we possibly can—
the opportunities, they will become engaged and make better citizens and make better communities.  

The uptake in the KidSport program of 50 per cent of the nearly 10 000 kids who have never been part of a 
sporting club illustrates that. Since these programs have been in place there has been a 75 per cent decrease in 
the number of young people from Armadale presenting in Northbridge and a 50 per cent decrease in the number 
of Midland young people presenting on the streets of Northbridge. During some of the months no people have 
been picked up from those areas. It is having a result. I acknowledge all the project partners, and say thank you 
very much. This government is committed to sport and recreation and utilising it to giving our youngsters a 
chance by helping them on their way to becoming good citizens.  

JAMES LARSSON — RESIGNATION PAYOUT 

524. Mr R.H. COOK to the Premier: 
I refer to the termination payout made to the Premier’s former employees and his admission to the media 
yesterday that Mr Larsson did receive a higher payment, but that the circumstances of Mr Larsson’s exit were 
exceptional and he had to go.  
(1) Can the Premier now explain to this house exactly why Mr Larsson was paid up to five times more than 

he was entitled as a resigning term-of-government employee?  

(2) Is not the revelation of this higher termination payment at direct odds with the Premier’s previous 
public comments that Mr Larsson was “paid his entitlements”?  

(3) Why did the payment include $550 for the cleaning of Mr Larsson’s apartment?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

(1)–(3) I do not know why the opposition keeps banging on about this. This was an issue six months ago.  

Mr M. McGowan: Because you haven’t answered it.  

Mr R.H. Cook interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The opposition sought information from my office. My office did not handle the 
negotiations for the termination of Mr Larsson; it was done through the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. 
That was the payment that was agreed. He left—end of story.  
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Several members interjected 

Mr C.J. Barnett: How many times do you want me to answer?  

Mr M.P. Murray: We can’t believe anything you say anyway.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Collie–Preston! I gave the call to the member for Kwinana. I want to hear him ask 
his supplementary. I do not want to hear you. I formally call you to order for the second time today.  

JAMES LARSSON — RESIGNATION PAYOUT 

525. Mr R.H. COOK to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. Given it was not the Premier’s office that handled this matter, has the Premier 
asked the Director General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet why Mr Larsson was paid up to five 
times his entitlement and, if so, what was his explanation?  

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
You do not seem to grasp the simple situation.  

Ms M.M. Quirk: Aren’t you running the show, Premier?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: No; I do not run the show.  

Mr F.M. Logan: Who does?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: She looks up to the media, “Have I said something funny?”  

Mr R.H. Cook: Where does the buck stop?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will explain why I do not run the show. One of the first reforms of this government, 
following the disastrous experience of the Labor years, was to take the management of terms and conditions of 
employment of staff, whether they be term-of-government or public servants, away from, if we like, the Premier, 
the politician or the minister and divest it within the Public Sector Commission, and that is what we have done.  

PERTH WATER SUPPLY 

526. Mr P.T. MILES to the Minister for Water: 
I am very much aware that the government has spent real money on real infrastructure to help drought-proof our 
city and position Western Australia to respond to dry conditions we might experience. Can the Minister for 
Water please update the house on our water supply situation, following the very dry winter we have just 
experienced?  

Mr W.R. MARMION replied:  
Before I answer the member for Wanneroo’s question, I also acknowledge Arnold Carter, who is just leaving the 
Assembly. 
Several members interjected.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: He is well known to our family. What a pity! I have it in Hansard that he has been well 
known to our family from the time we lived in Wittenoom Gorge in the late 1950s.  

I thank the member for Wanneroo for the question. We are going through one of our driest winters on record. 
We had another dry period two years ago. I can advise the house that to date there has been only 17 gigalitres of 
run-off into our dams, when usually by this time of the year we have about 110 gigalitres. But there is good news 
on the horizon. The Bureau of Meteorology is forecasting a median to average rainfall for spring, so we will, 
hopefully, get a lot more rain in spring before the summer comes.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: September showers.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes, Premier. When the government’s outstanding decision to expand the southern 
seawater desalination plant is coupled with the concerted efforts of the consumers of Perth, I am very confident 
that we have secured Perth’s water supply for the shorter and medium term. There are some interesting figures. 
Since 2001, Perth residents have reduced their consumption per person from 191 to 135 kilolitres. If we add 
those savings up, it is a saving of 95 gigalitres, which is almost the capacity of the southern seawater desalination 
plant when it is fully operational—it will produce 100 gigalitres. It is a saving of almost a complete plant. More 
recently, over the past three years, in 2009–10, the per-person consumption was 144 kilolitres; in 2010–11, 140 
kilolitres; and last year, 135 kilolitres. These savings are attributed to our two-day-a-week sprinkler roster in 
summer, our winter sprinkler ban, the target 60 campaign and the shower head swap. We have also been 
concentrating on water efficiency management plans for the larger non-resident users.  
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Although winter sprinkler bans have ended, and I am very confident of our water supply leading up to summer 
and for the future, I encourage residents to not use their sprinklers if it has been raining. However, when they do 
use their sprinklers, it must be in accordance with the current two-day roster scheme.  

The Liberal–National government is proud of focusing on water security and I am pleased to update the house 
that stage 2 of the southern seawater desalination plant will be commissioned at the end of this year. We 
allocated $2.5 million in our last budget towards the Craigie water replenishment trial and, so that 
commissioning can start quickly, the early work is being done at the moment. I am very proud of the Liberal–
National government’s achievements with water. Because of that, the consumers of Perth can be comfortable 
that they can use their sprinklers this summer.  

GENERAL PRACTITIONERS — BULK-BILLING 

527. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Health: 

I refer the comments of the minister’s Chief Medical Officer last week urging GPs to charge patients more than 
the Medicare rebate and calling for the end of bulk-billing.  

(1) Does the minister agree with his Chief Medical Officer?  

(2) Can he confirm this new government policy to charge WA families more to see their GP?  

(3) What does the minister consider will be the impact on our already overstretched hospital system if 
patients go to emergency departments rather than their local GPs because GPs are being urged to 
increase fees for WA families? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(1) (3) The opposition is making the Deputy Leader of the Opposition work hard today! 

I guess it is a bit sad to say that I do not agree with the Chief Medical Officer’s first public utterance. 
Perhaps his comments are reflective of the fact that he has come from being former a president of the 
Australian Medical Association. Having said that, I have a great deal of time for him as an individual 
who worked very hard with us on the four-hour rule.  

Mr R.H. Cook: From your perspective, do you agree with him?  

Dr K.D. HAMES: No; I do not agree with him, for the same reasons that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition 
does not agree with him. After bulk-billing first came in, I bulk-billed all my patients. I soon found that I was 
overloaded and flooded with patients who were coming in for relatively minor complaints. I went back to 
charging patients who were employed and bulk-billing healthcare cardholders, pensioners, children or people 
who made repeat visits, so I achieved a balance. The trouble was that the commonwealth’s Medicare levy rebate 
did not go up to match inflation. If we compare a graph showing consumer price index inflation since the 
introduction of Medicare with a graph showing the commonwealth rebate over the years, we would see an 
enormous divergence.  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Order, members! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am explaining why doctors have tended to move further and further away from bulk-billing 
to charging patients directly.  

Mr R.H. Cook: Are you saying that you agree with what he said?  

Dr K.D. HAMES: Again, no, I do not—and for good reasons. The first is because of the effect it would have on 
public hospitals. We have encouraged general practitioner clinics that have set up around our public hospitals to 
bulk-bill, otherwise people would instead attend the public hospital. Second, there are a range of people who 
cannot afford to pay full fees and who therefore seek out those doctors who bulk-bill, with the alternative being 
that they do not see a doctor. What we are finding with the huge load of patients presenting at our hospitals, 
particularly with flu symptoms, is that people who either cannot get in to see a GP or cannot afford to see a GP 
are presenting at hospitals with minor complaints or are not seeing a doctor at all. When they get sick with the 
man flu, like the Treasurer, and do not seek any help, they end up much sicker than they should be. People need 
to be able to access doctors early to get treatment. Yes, I think it would put extra pressure on our emergency 
departments, although as I have said, I do understand those doctors who became absolutely fed up with the 
commonwealth’s lack of a reasonable rebate for the patients they were seeing. I refer to all governments at the 
commonwealth level. That means the value of seeing a patient for a doctor is nowhere near what it used to be in 
previous years. 
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GENERAL PRACTITIONERS — BULK-BILLING 

528. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Health: 
I ask a supplementary question. What will the minister do to clarify the policy position of his government that he 
will not slug Western Australian patients more than they already have been through their family bills?  

Dr K.D. HAMES replied:  
The charges by doctors in the private sector have absolutely nothing to do with the state government. The Chief 
Medical Officer was expressing his personal opinion, which he is entitled to do. As Chief Medical Officer he 
does not have anything to do with the charges that GPs levy on their patients—absolutely nothing. He would 
have been asked for his view on health services —  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Ring up your federal health minister! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The member should ring his federal health minister—what a good idea! Go and ring Tanya 
Plibersek and ask her what she is doing about GP charges.  
Mr R.H. Cook: It’s your problem!  

Dr K.D. HAMES: It is not our problem. It is quite clear that this is a federal matter. The Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition should get on the phone and direct his question to his federal Labor colleague.  

AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION — GOVERNMENT ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 

529. Mr I.C. BLAYNEY to the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
I am proud to be a part of a government that understands and takes measures to assist agricultural production in 
Western Australia. One of the government’s key priorities —  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I formally call the member for Mandurah to order for the first time and the member for 
Midland to order for the second time.  

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: One of the government’s key priorities in the agricultural portfolio has been to build the 
capacity of the industry to adapt and grow. Will the minister please update the house on efforts to achieve this 
objective? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN replied: 
I thank the member for Geraldton for the question. Clearly his farming background has given him a strong 
interest in the success of the agricultural sector in Western Australia. We have in WA some of the best farmers in 
the world—I do not think that is up for dispute—who sometimes face very challenging conditions and show a 
level of resilience and performance that is second to few in the world. It is also recognised that to be successful a 
person needs not only farming skills, but also business skills. We also have very good businesspeople in our 
farming community.  

Over the past two years—it finished in June this year—we trialled an approach to deal with drought and those 
challenging circumstances for the first time in Western Australia in an effort to use that as a model to reform the 
approach we take to drought on the national level. Indeed, Western Australia led the charge. That trial was 
particularly successful and was certainly well received on a wide level. Earlier this week, that trial won a 
national strategic planning award at the Economic Development Australia Awards in Cairns. The Western 
Australian drought pilot and all those who were associated with its design and implementation over the past two 
years should be congratulated for their performance, but in particular for winning such a prestigious award as 
that. A big part of the drought pilot was a range of workshops that nearly 1 000 farm businesses in Western 
Australia were able to take part in. They were free farm workshops designed to develop or further skills in 
financial and managerial aspects of the farming businesses and to discuss things such as a work–life balance and 
succession planning. The feedback indicating the popularity of those programs has been very good. As I said, the 
drought pilot concluded at the end of June this year—but we have not stopped there as a state government. In the 
2012–13 state budget, we have chosen to put in more resources to extend the workshop part of the program by 
offering three programs that farmers can be a part of. The first is called “plan, prepare and prosper”. It is a five-
day workshop based on the drought pilot. The second is a refresher workshop for those who may have been a 
part of it before, but who want to refresh themselves about some of the skills, discussion points and business 
aspects of the program. The third is a planning-for-profit day, which is a one-day workshop that will focus on 
increasing farm profitability. The survey results from the drought pilot program in Western Australia showed 
that 98 per cent of participants said that their confidence in implementing their business plan had improved; 
99 per cent said their businesses had a clearer direction and vision; 95 per cent said the workshops compared 
favourably with previous training; and 95 per cent said that they would recommend the workshops to others. The 
Western Australian program was very successful. It piloted an alternative to responding and dealing with the 
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challenging circumstances that we know farmers will face and that pilot has led to a national award. Everyone 
involved should be congratulated for their efforts. The government is not stopping there. We are putting up an 
equivalent program in the current budget year. I am looking forward to that coming to fruition and building on 
the capacity of the farming community of Western Australia.  

SCHOOLS — ELECTRONIC SPEED ZONE SIGNS 

530. Mr J.C. KOBELKE to the Minister for Transport: 

I refer to the installation of electronic flashing school speed zone signs. I remind the minister that I have 
presented petitions from concerned parents and raised with him more than once in debate the need for flashing 
signs on Hutton Street outside Osborne Primary School; on Cape Street, outside the Tuart Hill Primary School; 
and, on Jones Street near Takari Primary School. Has the minister made a decision about having electronic 
school speed-zone signs installed for the safety of the children and adults who cross the roads in front of those 
schools; and, if so, what is that decision?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:  
We have made decisions about the installation of flashing lights. I cannot recall exactly whether they have been 
installed at those three schools. Perhaps one of the reasons is that nearly every school in the state desires flashing 
lights. I cannot recall specifically those three schools, but no doubt at the appropriate time we will let the school 
community know.   
What I do know, however, is that under this government, now that money from red-light and speed cameras is 
hypothecated across to road safety, the number of flashing signs installed outside schools across the state will 
effectively triple. I am seeing that the length and breadth of the state. We were recently in the member for 
Albany’s electorate, where three or four signs are highly anticipated and welcomed by the local community. We 
will roll them out across the state as time allows over the next couple of months. I can tell members one thing: 
the fact is that there is incredible demand for school signs under this program. In fact, we were out at East 
Maylands—no. 
Ms L.L. Baker: No; Hillcrest.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: We were at Hillcrest Primary School the other week in the member for Maylands’ 
electorate looking at the same thing. Everywhere I go school communities are asking for these to be installed. 
We have a finite budget with a very large demand. What that means is that not every school will be able to be 
satisfied in this year’s round of funding. That means some schools will miss out. The question is, member for 
Balcatta: if one school does miss out, which one do we then take the money off to fund it? I have never been to a 
school community that would happily give up those signs. It is an incredibly important part of making kids safer 
when going to school, whether from a pedestrian point of view or when riding bicycles to school. I am incredibly 
proud of our achievements in government on taking this program, which I admit was initiated by the former 
government but was still very much in its infancy, and developing it into a full-blown safety program around the 
state. Indeed, my aspiration is that, while people continue to speed and continue to go through red lights, we will 
have a pool of money that will ultimately enable every primary and high school in this state to have flashing 
lights outside so that motorists and other road users can be warned of imminent areas in which schoolchildren 
will be crossing roads.  

SCHOOLS — ELECTRONIC SPEED ZONE SIGNS 

531. Mr J.C. KOBELKE to the Minister for Transport: 

I have a supplementary question. Given that the expenditure from the road trauma trust fund account is to be 
used to improve road safety, how does the minister justify using selective memory and political spin to play 
politics with this matter rather than answering a direct question on schools? I have raised this matter with the 
minister three times. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied: 

Let me give the member for Balcatta one example of political spin and hypocrisy. There is a school in the 
member’s electorate that campaigned for years to get these put in. The member for Balcatta did absolutely 
nothing until he heard that the Liberal candidate for the seat of Balcatta is arranging a petition. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke: Political spin! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: All of a sudden I get a letter from the member for Balcatta.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Now that is inaction. If you think — 

Mr P. Papalia: You are campaigning with this money all over the state.  
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The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I formally call you to order for the second time today. The first time you 
did not hear me; this is the second time. I have formally called you to order twice today. Member for Joondalup, 
I call you to order for the first time today. I am not interested, Minister for Transport or member for Balcatta, in a 
political slanging match across this chamber. If you have further information to provide that is of use to members 
in this place, Minister for Transport, I am going to give you that opportunity; otherwise, I am going to sit you 
down.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Thank you, Mr Speaker, and I do. I will make a point. The member for Warnbro said that 
I am out campaigning the length and breadth of the state. I am out announcing these the length and breadth of the 
state. The reason I am announcing them is that I am in government. When you are in government you do the 
business of government. In this case, the business of government is putting flashing school signs — 

Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Joondalup, I formally call you to order for the second time today. While I am on 
my feet, members, I indicate to you that that is the end of question time. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FUTURE FUND BILL 2012 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [2.44 pm]: I rise to speak against this bill and in so doing to speak against a 
future fund. At one superficial level it seems like I am speaking against savings or motherhood in the sense that 
we are all taught to be frugal and to save. The Premier has gone out to the public of Western Australia and 
promoted this idea that what this government is doing is saving from the resources boom—he does not call it a 
boom, but this invigorated trading period of resources—for future generations. As speakers before me have said 
and as I said in my budget reply, what the Premier is doing by sleight of hand, when one drills down a little 
deeper, is not to save at all. The example I gave in my budget reply was of some airhead from Clarkson saying to 
me, “Mr Quigley, I’m going to start a new life. I’m going to get my life on track. I’m going to be a man of 
substance. I’m going to have a savings account.” I reply, “Sunshine, you haven’t had a job in two years. How are 
you going to do this?” He says, “I’m going to go to the bank next door and get my credit card extended and open 
a savings account.” I had never heard such a stupid idea until the Premier introduced it into this Parliament. 
What is happening is that we had a constructed surplus in the budget of some $132 million, from recollection. I 
say “constructed” because once we see the half-yearly accounts, I am sure that that will have largely vaporised. 
From the state’s finances a future fund will be created by borrowing money to put aside for future generations. 
As the shadow Treasurer pointed out, when one takes into account the inflation rate, the net yield on these sums 
will be about 1.7 per cent.  

As every household knows, there are two ways to save. The first way is to put surplus cash aside for future 
contingencies. That would be admirable if that were happening here in Western Australia, but that is not 
happening here. What is happening here is that we will go and borrow money to put into an account called a 
future fund. The alternate way of getting ahead is to invest in assets. Many Western Australian families do that 
by investing in assets at today’s prices, principally the family home, and for those who can extend themselves a 
little further, another investment property, to shore up the family in case of future contingencies by having an 
asset that will increase in value. It is this alternative that the Labor opposition promotes as the responsible and 
proper way for this state to get ahead. By foregoing capacity to put borrowed funds into a future fund, we are 
putting aside and putting on ice infrastructure requirements that are required now for not only the present 
generation but also future generations that will otherwise be put upon to build these assets at tomorrow’s prices. I 
accept that at a superficial level, when dealing with a 90-second news grab — 

Mr M. McGowan interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The Leader of the Opposition is right; that would be a generous news grab. A 30 to 60-
second news grab to say, “We are creating a future fund to put aside money for future generations” has a 
superficial appeal because there is not time on commercial television for a proper economic analysis of what is 
behind this future fund. That is sleight of hand. I have to hand it to the Premier: in terms of the raw politics of the 
situation and in terms of sleight of hand, the Premier is the master. He becomes cranky when people untangle 
what he is saying and expose it for the nonsense that it is. This is an example of his sleight of hand. I heard him 
the other day speak about his favourite subject, prostitution. He said that going into the election, the only 
difference between the government and the Labor opposition is that the opposition wants to have brothels near 
houses in suburbs. What a lot of tommyrot. The only person going into the election rooting for the legalisation of 
prostitution is the Premier. He is the only one promoting the legalisation of prostitution. It is the Premier, the 
same man who, in this chamber, said the legalisation of prostitution will increase the size of the industry. “We’ll 
have more prostitutes if we legalise it”! That is the Premier’s agenda. It is not this party’s agenda to go into an 
election promoting prostitution, and nor would we after the election. 
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Point of Order 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am more than happy to debate prostitution in this house; however, I would remind the 
Speaker that this piece of legislation is about the future fund. What we are seeing is each Labor member 
instructed to speak for 30 minutes to waste time.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Mindarie, I direct you to return to the bill at hand, the Western Australian Future 
Fund Bill 2012.  

Debate Resumed 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Thank you. I was just giving an example of political sleight of hand. I realise, however, 
that under the Premier’s proposal to charge nearly $65 000 for the licensing of each of these new brothels he 
wants to create — 

The SPEAKER: We are talking about the Western Australian Future Fund Bill 2012. Member for Mindarie, 
that is what I instruct you to speak to. I do not want to hear reference to other legislation in this place.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I was talking about income, Mr Speaker, and the money that they were going to get from 
this enterprise. As I have just demonstrated, involved in these propositions is a political sleight of hand. The 
government went out and quickly announced, “We’re going to have a future fund”. As noted in the opinion 
piece, I think, of The West Australian today, the future fund is being attacked from both the left and the right; 
from both flanks of the Premier. Those who would say they are to the left of the Premier and the economists who 
are on the right of the Premier converge on one point—it is a dopey idea. It is a dopey idea to go around 
borrowing money to stuff in a savings account whilst we are in an economic situation in which we do not know 
where inflation will go. With perhaps some fiscal loosening in China and our other trading partners, we do not 
know what is going to happen to inflation. It could not even yield 1.7 per cent if inflation runs higher. The assets 
we need today will cost more in 30 years, and it will put them beyond the reach of those whom we intend to 
benefit.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: It is an interesting question you are raising. If the inflation rate increases towards the end of 
the period and we cannot spend the asset—because there was a lower return at the start—that actually makes the 
fund less valuable at the end. It is a very, very big hedge on the future. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: The member is confused enough, without comments like that from the side!  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I am sorry, Premier?  

Mr W.J. Johnston: The Premier is just covering up for the fact that this is a very, very small fund that will have 
a very, very small impact on the future fund.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I was taking an interjection from the Premier but he withdrew his puerile comment.  
When looking for investment in infrastructure today, the community in my electorate of Mindarie–Butler finds 
there are no funds for it. Paltry sums would make our community run efficiently today. The Leader of the 
Opposition came up with an eminently sensible idea. Addressing a business forum, he said that Labor, on 
election to government, will convene an infrastructure committee that will lay out an infrastructure plan for the 
next 20 years. The Premier’s response was, “Isn’t that just so typical of Labor, to have a committee and not 
actually commit to action.” That is what the Premier said! A month later, instead of committing to action and 
spending money to build the freeway north into the electorate of Mindarie–Butler, the Premier said, “We’ll have 
a committee.” That committee has been mucking around ever since. Not one dollar was committed in the budget 
to actually build it. The hypocrisy of the Premier is laid bare by his actions. All of the community is engaged in 
which additional roads need to be widened and where else we need traffic lights. The previous government was 
able to build a railway line from Perth’s CBD to Mandurah without the need for a community committee to 
waste time for a year or two. The previous government was able to build the Forrest Highway, nearly an 
expressway to Bunbury, without a community committee to hold it up for a year or two. But the Premier’s 
response to the urgent infrastructure need in the northern suburbs is to do that which he says is a time waster; 
that is, call a committee and have the community meeting endlessly to say that we need a freeway. Where is this 
freeway to go? It is to go up the freeway reserve! They are not going to put it up the national park; it has to go up 
the freeway reserve. We do not need the committee. What we need is the government to put its hand in its pocket 
and spend the money now. Instead of spending on infrastructure, it is committing to borrow the money to put it 
into a future fund. What would make our community efficient now is access in and out of the northern suburbs. 
There is only one viable way out of Butler, and that is down Marmion Avenue, which is just a traffic bottleneck; 
unless one goes on a rat run through suburban streets, which were designed to provide access to individual 
houses and not to be major distributor roads.  

Similarly, we see the Premier go to the electorate of Southern River with his new parliamentary secretary and 
promise, I think it was a $90 million or a $100 million railway station, to pork-barrel that electorate. What 
happened in the northern suburbs? It was another sleight of hand. After first cancelling the northern extension of 
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the Clarkson line from Clarkson through to Brighton, and being met with a storm of local protests—because 
Labor already had the project underway—the government said, “Yes, we’ll extend it through to Butler”, but 
what it did was change the name of the station from Brighton to Butler and cancel the Butler station! I have gone 
on about that in Parliament previously. The significance of that is that the Public Transport Authority owns a 
couple of hectares of land at the top of Lukin Drive in Butler where a massive car park could have been built, 
relieving the pressure off Clarkson station. The station could have been designed with a huge car park but the 
government cancelled that station and rebadged Brighton station, which had always been designed to be like the 
Joondalup station as a walk-on, walk-off station to the shopping centre. The government called that the Butler 
station, cancelled the other station and leased some land from Mr Satterley to build a temporary car park. If the 
Premier has his way, it will be as long away as 2032 before a future government can get a dollar out of the future 
fund to put into the railway station that this lousy government cancelled. It will be as long as away as 2032 
because the Premier and his Treasurer are trying this unconstitutional trickery to put a manner and form 
provision in the legislation so that the local community of Butler that I represent will never be able to access the 
funds for their freeway or railway station. The government wants those funds locked up from them forever. If 
this infrastructure were built now, the very people the Premier intends to benefit—those people who will be 25 
or 30 years of age in 20 years—would have had the infrastructure all their lives. They would have been able to 
get on the train to go to university or get on the freeway to go to work, but they will not be able to do that 
because the funds will not be made available. 
I was at Yanchep on the weekend for the trophy presentation for the Yanchep Redhawks Junior Football Club. 
Over 160 children play in the junior grades and well over 100 adults play in the senior sides yet there is just one 
oval at the Oldham Reserve. The club is losing junior people out of sport because there are no facilities there. 
This is what it has come down to while we lock up this money in the future fund. The City of Wanneroo has put 
aside land upon which to build two ovals to keep juniors in sport. Do we not all share the ambition of keeping 
them off the street and in sport? Time is ticking away and I had an important comment to make on brothels, so I 
now need extra time. 
[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: There is a massive argument about who will pay for the 300 metres of access road from 
the nearest road to the oval to keep juniors in sport while at the same time the state government is borrowing 
money hand over fist to put into a savings account. I would not get away with that at the Clarkson branch of the 
ANZ. As I said in my budget reply speech, if I went into the ANZ bank and told the bank manager that I wanted 
to extend my credit card and when I was asked what it was for, I said that it was because I am going to be clever 
and start a savings account, the bank manager would tell me to stop smoking silly cigarettes and get out of his 
office and come back with a sensible idea. The next time I heard that idea was out of the mouth of the Premier of 
Western Australia. The higher one goes up in this society — 

An opposition member: The higher you are! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: There is a point, member. The higher one goes up in society, the more credence the dopey 
ideas get. It is fantastic! If a normal bloke in the street proposed this as an economic plan, he would be written 
off, just as the economists of both the right and the left of the political spectrum are writing off this idea of the 
Premier’s. However, because he is the Premier, he can hold onto it. At the same time, the government is 
promoting rampant spending on projects that are uncosted and largely unplanned. The Premier gives us only 
approximations. If he went into the Clarkson branch of the ANZ, the conversation with the bank manager would 
go along these lines: “What are your existing liabilities?” The Premier would say, “I’m not going to build a 
house; I’m going to build a football stadium.” “How much is that going to cost?” “Sky-high of a billion.” “Have 
you got any other liabilities?” “Oh, yeah, I’m going to make a great big waterway down there in the CBD.” 
“How much is that going to cost you?” “Between half a billion and a billion, boss.” 
Ms M.M. Quirk: Northwards. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: That is right. I thought the member was talking about my electorate! It will be north of half 
a billion or nearly $1 billion. “But, sir,” the Premier will say, “I want to borrow more to start a savings account 
so they will all think I’m a wise little squirrel who’s hiding my nuts.” What the Premier is doing is transparent. 
Dr A.D. Buti: I hope not! 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Like all squirrels, he will be discreet about where he squirrels it away. 
The Premier is relying on the time between now and the election not being enough time for the general public to 
get a real grip on this sleight of hand. That is the same thing he did with prostitution. He hoped the public would 
not get a grip on that either. 
Mr T.R. Buswell: Is that a squirrel grip? 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I think the Premier has the Treasurer by one this time because no self-respecting Treasurer 
would sign up for this silly plan to borrow money to start a savings account. What a thing to do! 
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I said at the beginning of my speech that standing here to oppose a future fund would appear on a superficial 
level as though I am about to make a speech opposing motherhood or savings. However, when we look at the 
future fund, it has neither the virtue of motherhood nor the prudence of savings. It is a mad dash for the Premier 
to look like he is frugal and responsible, which he is not. I can remember when the promoter of the casino was 
being looked at by the federal authorities for misrepresentation over the casino’s establishment because the 
casino said that it would cost X hundreds of millions of dollars to build but when they started building on the 
land in Burswood, the piles kept on disappearing because of the subsoil. They just kept on going. The price went 
up and the casino had to issue new shares halfway through the building project. There was a great big inquiry 
into whether the prospectus was misleading in the first place because Dallas Dempster and Genting Berhard 
Highlands Hotel must have known how dodgy the soil was that they were building the casino on. There was a 
massive inquiry by the forerunner of the Australian Securities and Investments Commission. The government is 
saying that it will spend about $1 billion—it does not know for sure, but it will be about that amount—while at 
the same time clothing itself in responsibility to the public by starting a savings account. As I said, the 
government must hold this filament of fiction together for another six months. I do not think that the 
commentators will be so gullible as to sign up their credibility to it. It is already starting to crack in the opinion 
pieces we see in our local newspaper and in the commentary by east coast journalists writing for newspapers 
such as The Australian Financial Review. It would be a very virtuous thing to do if the government were 
returning a surplus of hundreds of millions of dollars each year, instead of running around like spendthrifts 
looking for projects they could throw money at, which is what they are doing with royalties for regions funds. 
We know that some of these local regions cannot spend the royalties for regions money that is being allocated to 
them, so they run around looking for projects to spend it on, whilst in the metropolitan area we cannot get a 
footpath built in the outer suburban seats! The government’s own backbenchers would be complaining too, 
because they know that —  

Mr P. Papalia: No courage!  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: They have no courage.  

Mr F.A. Alban: We didn’t do badly yesterday.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: There is the man who had his railway cancelled. He is over there smiling; he does not 
mind! Members opposite know that in the outer metropolitan seats the community is starved of funds—in not 
just Labor seats but Liberal seats as well—while the National Party is running around the state looking for 
projects in the regions to spend money on!  

Mr T.G. Stephens: In the wheatbelt!  
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: In the wheatbelt, where Hon Mia Davies is standing, there is a disaster. Before the Liberal 
Party came into government at the last election, its members were abusing the former government on the basis 
that they would keep all the tier 3 rail lines open and save the country communities from having huge wheat and 
fertiliser trucks roaring around on little roads. What have they found out? Members can go and ask 
Hon Mia Davies what she has found out at the Dowerin field day and all these other agricultural shows. They are 
hopping mad out there, because having promised one thing before the election the Liberal–National government 
has gone in there and closed these train lines down. Now they are all begging Hon Max Trenorden to stand in the 
Central Wheatbelt electorate and to stand up for them, because the National Party is just like Collingwood: when 
the heat goes on, it folds! That is what the Liberal–National government did; it folded. It said it would cut the 
railway lines and it has condemned all these country communities to all these trucks. At the same time, the 
National Party member for Central Wheatbelt decides to move to another electorate—the seat of Pilbara—and he 
is giving lashings of money out all over the Pilbara and abandoning the wheatbelt.   

Mr T.G. Stephens: He gives lots to Narrogin!  

Mr P. Papalia: Lots of glossy posters.  

Ms M.M. Quirk: Lots of corflute!  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: So there are lots of glossy posters and corflute! I understand that some money from the 
royalties for regions fund is going up there, but there is none in the seat of Mindarie. The member for Darling 
Range knows that residents in the suburb of Serpentine were even given the Country Age Pension Fuel Card! It 
is not a regional seat, but the government has given them a fuel card to pork-barrel that seat. Yanchep and Two 
Rocks are further away from the CBD than Serpentine, but they do not get fuel cards there!  
Mr I.C. Blayney: They have public transport.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: When is the last time the member for Geraldton caught a bus to Two Rocks? The last time 
he saw Two Rocks was whilst he was having a beer, flying over at 30 000 feet on the way to Geraldton! That is 
how much the member knows about Two Rocks.  
Mr A.P. Jacob: Most people in this place think that Two Rocks is a southern suburb of Geraldton!  
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Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: That is right! 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Members, consider Hansard, please.  
Several members interjected. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I might have the altitude wrong, but I do not have the principle wrong. The principle is that 
the outer metropolitan seats of Perth, Western Australia, are doing it really hard and are being denied their 
proper allocation of the tax take to build the proper infrastructure that our community needs now.  
Our community in Butler should not be put upon to wait until 2032 until this future fund matures before it can 
ask for pelican flashing lights outside Butler High School. It will be the grandkids of the students at the school 
now who get basic pelican lights! That is without mentioning the freeway, which has been put on the backburner 
by this community committee.  
I will never change the government’s mind, will I, Madam Acting Speaker? I could use up the last minute of my 
time trying to, but I do not think I will because this government is not only arrogant, but also stubborn. Probably 
in a court of law I could change a High Court justice’s mind in the last minute of a speech, but I could never 
change this government’s mind because of its arrogance, stubbornness and refusal to reconsider any point.  
MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen) [3.15 pm]: I congratulate the Barnett government on an excellent branding 
exercise. By introducing a bill called the Western Australian Future Fund Bill 2012 the government is trying to 
brand itself as caring about and having vision for the future. But as we know on this side of the chamber nothing 
can be further from the truth. The only future the Barnett government is concerned about is what happens in 
about six months’ time at the state election. This branding exercise goes hand in hand with its so-called “bigger 
picture” campaign. Like the future fund, everything is on the never-never. Some of the announcements made are 
not budgeted for and many are longer than a decade away; many are no more than back-of-envelope exercises, 
with no detail, feasibility studies or cost–benefit analyses, or even, I suspect on some occasions, cabinet 
endorsement. This is not about doing something; it is about being seen to be doing something! The future fund 
fits in well with this strategy: “We would like to do more now, but we are very prudently putting aside funds for 
our grandchildren’s future.” The problem is that our grandchildren are in schools that are nearing capacity now. 
Our grandchildren are not getting timely access to school dentists, speech therapists, programs to assist at-risk 
kids early, like the intensive supervision program this government dismantled, and mentors like police officers at 
the police and community youth centres. The United States’ Nobel Prize–winner James Heckman has quantified 
the economic cost of failing to invest in our kids early. His study found that through to the age of 40, there was a 
return of $US17 for every dollar spent. That is an extraordinary return on investment, and he advocates spending 
the money early. Many speakers have already questioned the rationale and logic of the way this fund operates. In 
particular, they used analogies like getting a cash advance on a credit card at 21 per cent and putting that money 
into a savings account bearing an interest rate of 6.5 per cent.  

For the remainder of my speech I will talk about one area in which I believe there is a dire need for the 
government to invest and resource now and not in two decades’ time. I want to talk about a minister who has 
failed to prosecute the case to get resources now and I want to talk about the existing risk facing many Western 
Australian communities. That risk is faced by communities bordering bushland and forest under the care of the 
Department of Environment and Conservation. That risk is with us now; it is not at some indeterminate time in 
the future. Yesterday I asked Minister Marmion whether he was considering resigning as Minister for 
Environment. That question was met with the standard howls of derision. That criticism is not something I 
embark on lightly; having been a minister, I am acutely aware of the very serious consequences of systemic 
failure within an agency. It is through that prism that I say the actions and the omissions of the minister are 
above and beyond what would be expected of a competent minister. To put it mildly, his acts and omissions are 
part of a consistent course of conduct that would engender the confidence of neither the Western Australian 
public nor Premier Barnett.  
I need to go back to reinforce and support those statements as to the role of the minister since taking up the 
position of Minister for Environment in December 2010. Some months earlier a report was handed down by 
Euan Ferguson, who was the chief officer of the South Australian Country Fire Authority. That report was 
prepared as a consequence of the Boorabbin fire disaster in the goldfields. As a result of that, the Department of 
Environment and Conservation employed Mr Ferguson as a consultant to report upon the ability of the 
department to manage major fires. Minister Marmion would have been briefed on that report upon taking on his 
role as minister in December 2010. It addressed vulnerability to bushfire in the future. In fact, we all know and 
are familiar with—I think it is very relevant in the context of talking about the future fund—the challenges that 
climate change will present to our ability to meet the ongoing and increasing risk of fire, and how we can 
inoculate ourselves and make our communities more resilient. Mr Ferguson also looked at the implications of the 
trend of fire managers becoming more accountable. Significantly in this context—I will read this at some 
length—the report states — 
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DEC is facing a loss of people with specialist forest fire skills, experience and corporate fire 
knowledge. Fire management, especially forest fire management, is a specialised capability. This 
capability is dependent on established doctrine, and the training, skills and experience of agency 
personnel. There is a risk of losing fire management capability as current staff retire and new staff are 
recruited. A key challenge will be to recruit, train, retain and motivate future staff and volunteers into 
key bushfire management roles. 

Another key issue identified by Mr Ferguson was — 

A culture of “lessons learned” is essential for continuous improvement. 

In reaching his findings, Mr Ferguson used a red, green and amber light categorisation of DEC’s performance. A 
red light meant that criteria were not substantially demonstrated or met and that action was required to be taken 
in this area. The only red light that Mr Ferguson gave DEC was on the question: “Is there a succession plan in 
place for key personnel?” He observed that more work was required to develop a staff succession plan so that 
current generation staff can be replaced in the future. This demonstrates that on day one of the minister assuming 
his portfolio, the issue of staffing, succession planning, staffing levels, capacity to work effectively with other 
agencies and incident management training were all live issues. 

Fast-forward to February 2011 and the Perth hills fires. Although the Keelty report was principally focused on 
the Fire and Emergency Services Authority, as the incident manager, there were findings that related to DEC, 
including the need for better incident controller training, a memorandum of understanding between DEC and 
FESA, and the need for joint training exercises between the agencies. Throughout 2011, there were discussions 
about inadequate staffing levels at DEC. 

As a follow-up to the Ferguson report, DEC commissioned consultants Lynda Folan and Integral Development 
to do a specific report on succession planning, and this is where it gets interesting. This report is dated 
September 2011. The report contains startling revelations that fire management staff at DEC were at breaking 
point and that there were too few people doing too much. I think all the people in this chamber realise it is 
unusual for those sorts of unambiguous—one could even say blunt—findings to appear in an official report. I 
believe these phrases were used by the consultants advisedly to sound a very loud warning alarm. 

The Department of Environment and Conservation executive management committee considered the report in 
September 2011. Of course, members are mindful that the Margaret River fires were in November 2011. In the 
chamber yesterday, Environment Minister Bill Marmion asserted that he was unaware of this report into fire 
management in the south west until February 2012, which is close to six months after it was considered by his 
department’s management team. This raises major concerns for me. If the minister knew of these dire warnings 
and did not act, clearly there are some grounds for his resignation and, in my view, an apology to the victims of 
the Margaret River bushfires. However, the minister said that he was not aware of the report, as I said, until 
February the next year. If that claim is correct, he must reveal what, if any, briefings he sought before the fire 
season on DEC’s capability to meet the challenges that lay ahead. On the minister’s version, no-one in DEC’s 
senior management saw fit to advise the minister of what were unambiguous and alarming findings. At the very 
least, this speaks volumes about the manner in which Minister Marmion managed his department. Either way, 
this revelation of the minister’s wilful blindness and incompetence is another indication that the Premier, Colin 
Barnett, can no longer have confidence in Minister Marmion and should seek his resignation. 

Since the minister’s extraordinary and, in my view, implausible explanation in question time yesterday, I have 
found an interesting passage in a series of correspondence between the Australian Workers’ Union and the 
minister. The first letter from the Australian Workers’ Union was on 26 September, which is about concurrent 
with the time that the department also received the consultants’ report. That letter dated 26 September, which I 
will not read at length, or at all, raises issues about staffing numbers, about what the appropriate model is in the 
south west for the number of firefighters to adequately perform their role, and also the fact that some of the 
firefighters who had been there for some time were getting older and that there was a need to train new 
firefighters who could take over the role when those more experienced firefighters retired. 

The AWU wrote again on 24 October as it had not received a letter from the minister. That letter states — 

The AWU is disappointed not to have received a response to our letter dated 26th September … 

Finally, it received a response from the minister on 31 October. The minister’s response went through various 
calculations as to how the number of firefighters needed for the south west regions was determined. But I think 
this is the material paragraph — 

I have asked DEC to keep me advised of conservation employee numbers to ensure that the required 
numbers are available to provide for prompt, safe and effective bushfire suppression and to maximise 
prescribed burning achievement to the extent practicable. I will work with DEC to bring any concerns 
that may arise to the attention of the Government with the intention of seeking solutions. 
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About the time this consultants’ report was being released and discussed by the department, the minister advised 
the Australian Workers’ Union that he was working closely with the department to ensure that safe and effective 
bushfire suppression was being achieved and that where there were concerns, he would bring them to the 
attention of government with the intention of seeking solutions. We now know that this clearly did not occur, 
since it was some six months later that the minister saw this consultants’ report, which warned that the 
department was at breaking point. That really begs a question, and it is something that the minister needs to 
explain.  
It is standard after events such as the Margaret River fire for a post-incident analysis to be released within six to 
eight weeks of the incident. I note that we are still waiting for such a report for Margaret River. In response to 
various questions in this place and the other place, we have been told that that report is unlikely to surface before 
Parliament rises in mid-November. Again, an opportunity has been lost to adequately scrutinise the minister 
about how he managed his department during this crisis. However, I have obtained a copy of a debrief from bush 
fire brigades that was prepared by the Shire of Augusta–Margaret River. I briefly want to talk about a number of 
comments in it because they relate to the issue of how we deploy our resources, and this bill considers how that 
will occur in the future. I will go through some of the comments made by the front-line firefighters from bushfire 
brigades, such as — 

… very sketchy details of what to do or who to contact  
… 

• Timing of crew changes needs to be more efficient 
… 

• Better tasking allocation 
… 

• Make sure new ICC — 
That is, the incident control centre — 

is ready prior to moving 
… 

• As fire expanded — Sector Commanders not allocated 
… 

• Sector Commanders need to have local knowledge (utilise locals) 
… 

• Channel 253 was ineffective 
… 

• DEC IMT — 
That is, the incident management team — 

situated at Kirup — communication breakdown with fire ground 
… 

• Availability of fuel not communicated 
… 

• Install passing bays on long firebreaks 
… 

• Lack of direction from DEC 
• Volunteers ignored unless as part of full crew 

… 
• Local knowledge not utilised 

… 
• DEC to improve liaison with LG — 

That is, local government. It continues — 
• Lack of briefings and de-briefings 

… 
• Conflicting tasking — FESA v DEC 

… 
• Some DEC sector commanders hard to locate and/or uncontactable 
• DEC issued maps not suitable for VFRS or out of area BRB’s 
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That is, bush fire brigades. It continues — 
• Not enough radio channels … 

It continues. We are still waiting for the report into DEC’s conduct but we can see from the bush fire brigades 
that were working with DEC that there were some major significant problems. This is something for which the 
minister needs to be held accountable. At almost the same time as this fire was burning, there were major fires 
burning at Milyeannup near Nannup.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Member, I remind you about the bill we are debating.  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I am referring to how we need to allocate resources now, not in the future when it may well 
be too late. Similar problems arose with the fire at Milyeannup, which was also started by DEC.  

These are all matters that I think relate to how we allocate our resources and how we protect our communities 
now and not in the future. We know that climate change will bring increasing challenges with fire risk. If we 
wait 20 years or whenever it is that the future fund comes to fruition, it may well be too late in many 
circumstances. 
As I noted earlier, the future fund is ostensibly about the future but a very distant future. I am concerned more 
about the immediate future for many Western Australian communities, especially those in the south west, with 
the inept, ham-fisted, bumbling and out-of-touch Minister Marmion in charge. If the minister cannot stand the 
heat, he should leave the firefighting to someone who can.  
MR A.P. O’GORMAN (Joondalup) [3.34 pm]: I will not start my speech by reflecting on the foolishness of 
setting up the future fund. A number of my colleagues have already dealt with that quite extensively. What 
strikes me as strange about the way this government wants to set up the future fund is the way it is locking 
money away so that future governments do not have use of the $1 billion that will be put into this fund for the 
next 20 or 30 years. It seems to me that the Premier is following the mean-spirited philosophy of Gina Rinehart 
when she locked away the funds in her children’s trust fund and then insisted she did so because they pay so 
much tax out of that money. We know that that is not the case anymore as it has been proven in the past week or 
so that the amount of tax would not have eaten it away as much as she said.  

The Premier is seeking to lock up about $1 billion from the people of this state just to satisfy his own ego that he 
has a vision—a big picture approach to running this state. The real picture is that we have ever-increasing 
congestion on our roads, not only in the central Perth area but also throughout our suburbs. In my electorate 
alone we have a huge issue with the Joondalup Drive and Burns Beach Road roundabout and the Connolly Drive 
and Burns Beach Road roundabout. We have issues where the Mitchell Freeway meets Burns Beach Road. All 
these things could be attended to if we did not lock up over $1 billion in a future fund. These problems can be 
attended to by extending the freeway north and picking up the Flynn Drive–Neerabup Road intersection, which 
would take a lot of pressure off Burns Beach Road and the three intersections I have already mentioned. From 
my recollection, when we were in government the intersection of Wanneroo Road and Joondalup Drive was one 
of the busiest intersections in the state. The number of traffic movements in and around that area has increased. 
By extending the freeway north to Hester Avenue or as far north as it can be taken and also widening the 
freeway in both directions, people will be able to not only get home at a reasonable hour in the evening, but also 
get to work at a reasonable hour in the morning. 

Mr A.P. Jacob: How will widening it north help people get into the city faster?  

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: The member will have plenty of opportunities to stand and make a speech. He is 
choosing not to because he is embarrassed. He knows this future fund is a fraud. The government has problems. 
It does not have enough trains or roads to get people into the city. The government has not addressed 
employment in the northern corridor.  

Before I address those issues, I want to mention a few other areas of concern in the Joondalup electorate. It takes 
many changes of traffic lights to get through the intersections of Joondalup Drive and Treetop Avenue, 
Edgewater Drive and Ocean Reef Road, Trappers Drive and Ocean Reef Road and Joondalup Drive and Ocean 
Reef Road. In recent times we have seen freeway traffic backed up on Ocean Reef Road almost right back to 
Wanneroo Road. We need some expenditure on our roads in our northern suburbs. Locking up $1 billion in a 
future fund will not assist that.  

I turn to the problems with the intersection of Treetop Avenue and Joondalup Drive, which is right beside Mater 
Dei College and Edgewater Primary School. It has been an issue for many years. Yes, it is a local government 
road and the local government should be dealing with it. If this $1 billion was released from this future fund and 
used by the Regional Roads Group, Joondalup City Council and other councils could apply to it to deal with this 
problem. It has been a problem for 15 years. It is getting worse. People cannot get their cars through the 
roundabout of Treetop Avenue. People cannot get their cars out of Treetop Avenue onto Joondalup Drive quick 
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enough. The cheapest and simplest suggestion is to put another lane on the northern side of Treetop Avenue so 
that vehicles and buses can pull off the road and there is some free movement. The intersection of Connolly 
Drive and Moore Drive is another issue, as is the intersection of Marmion Avenue and Shenton Avenue. I have 
mentioned the freeway and Ocean Reef Road. I have written to the minister to ask for a change in the sequencing 
of the traffic lights in that area. There is also a problem with Oakland Hills Boulevard in Currambine. These are 
just a few of the congested places in and around the Joondalup electorate that need urgent attention.  

This future fund is a Clayton’s fund to try to hide the government’s mismanagement of the state’s finances and 
its appalling loss of control of spending. When the Liberal–National government took office, it was handed a 
healthy surplus of more than $3 billion that it has squandered on I am not sure what, because we have not seen 
$3 billion worth of improvements to services in the area, especially in the northern suburbs.  

Incidentally, the now Treasurer used to complain bitterly to Hon Eric Ripper when he was Treasurer that we 
should be spending the money; we should not be keeping a surplus.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Vigorously.  

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: Bitterly. He complained time and again, bitterly. He constantly condemned us for 
having a surplus. Now we are looking down the barrel of approximately $24 billion worth of debt at the end of 
the forward estimates. With all that debt, we can imagine that the congestion on both city and suburban roads 
would be resolved and we would not have those issues. We can imagine that our train systems would be 
maintained at such a level that we would not be crowding into them. We can imagine that it would be easy 
enough to catch a train without having to be crammed in and sometimes watch as trains pass by because they are 
full. We also have issues with parking in and around train stations. We are constantly getting complaints from 
residents in Bonneville Way, Joondalup, about not being able to get out of their driveways, and when they do get 
out, they sometimes cannot get out of the street. That is how badly it is blocked in and around Bonneville Way.  

By locking away more than $1 billion, other critical infrastructure projects in the northern suburbs cannot be 
undertaken, such as future upgrades to the Joondalup Health Campus and construction of activity centres in the 
northern suburbs to help provide greater employment in the northern suburbs. The member for Ocean Reef says 
that people cannot get into the city faster if we widen the freeway. Maybe that is true, but we need employment 
for our people. The way to do that is to put infrastructure out into the northern suburbs.  

Mr A.P. Jacob: I completely agree.  

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: But he is sitting there doing nothing about it—absolutely nothing in four years. His 
government has done no planning even; it has given it no thought whatsoever and had no discussion. We have 
put plenty of thought into it. We have worked on getting activity centres in the northern suburbs many times. Our 
plan for Network City was at the forefront of that. We knew that would work. The member knew it would work 
because he adopted it and called it Directions 2031, but his government has done nothing other than that. The 
government could install simple things like putting 40-kilometre-an-hour flashing signs on roads alongside 
schools in the Joondalup electorate at a total cost of approximately $400 000.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Don’t you worry about that.  

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: I have written a number of times to the minister about every school in my electorate and 
the response I get back is, “It’s on the list, there are 800 schools and we are installing them systematically 
throughout the state.” When the member for Balcatta raised the issue today, we heard that the government is 
installing flashing lights in the electorates of its Liberal candidates. They are out there doing a bit of a campaign 
and saying, “We’ve got it on the list.” They were already on the list. “They were being done systematically.” 
That is what the Treasurer told me. I have two letters in my office that say that. We are playing politics with 
kids’ lives, instead of getting out there and responding to the questions we have —  

Mr T.R. Buswell: I am shocked you would say that.  

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: He is shocked! He is not at all shocked. He knows exactly what he has done; he is 
playing politics with kids’ lives—the safety of kids. The total cost to install flashing lights in the 800 schools 
around the state would be $32 million. We can take that from the future fund and make our kids safe tomorrow.  

Two sets of flashing lights have been installed in my electorate in four years. It is actually one in my electorate, 
and that is outside a private school that is on Treetop Avenue, Edgewater; the other is just outside my electorate, 
but it is a school I now share with the member for Ocean Reef. It is in his electorate, but it is right on the border. 
There is only one set of lights in my electorate. Electorates all around mine, Hillarys, Ocean Reef, Wanneroo, 
Kingsley—all Liberal electorates—have flashing lights outside a number of their schools. Joondalup has one. 
We are told, “Just go away; we don’t want to hear from you because we need it to give to the Liberal candidates 
so that they can say they have done it and build their profile.”  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Be gracious.  
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Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: I have raised it numerous times. We have a government that is seeking to once again 
fraudulently mislead the people of this state into thinking it is a good money manager while it is $24 billion in 
debt. Not even my grandchildren will see that paid off before they hit the grave. Their grandchildren might see it 
paid off, but the government does not seem to care how much debt it accumulates so long as it is re-elected at the 
next election. There is no plan; there is no big picture. It is making it hard for our families by increasing 
electricity and water charges and all the taxes it can possibly increase. The only project it has conceived and will 
have finished in its first term of government is the “Emperor’s Palace” up on the hill. It is the only project that 
will have been conceived and completed in this term of government.  

I do not support this future fund; it is not a good idea. We should be using the money to put in infrastructure now 
so that we can benefit into the future. That is what we need to do; we need to invest it now so we can benefit into 
the future.  

I know it is getting late on a Thursday afternoon and there are a number of other speakers. I will finish but I am 
bitterly disappointed that this government is seeking to use any measures, even the safety of our children at 
school, to make sure they are elected at the next election.  

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [3.46 pm]: We have made key points on the future fund. This government 
has developed what is essentially a political strategy rather than something that is seriously for the public benefit. 
The future fund is a bit like the old German Democratic Republic, which was neither German, democratic nor a 
republic. The future fund is about the future; it is not about intergenerational equity, as the former Treasurer 
claimed in his somewhat pompous speech while trying to bamboozle people with his grandiose claims. It is 
about sleight of hand. It is about the present; it is about inventing economic services of government; it is about 
inventing credentials for a government that is drunk with debt and spending and for the government to try to 
pretend it is somehow prudently planning for the future when it is creating the most enormous debt for future 
generations.  

Most of my colleagues have raised the same points. It is an attempt to clothe this threadbare government in some 
kind of robe of fiscal rectitude. As my colleague the member for Victoria Park has shown, it is a conjuror’s 
attempt. It is to distract attention from the underlying indiscipline and incompetence of this government’s 
economic management. Nor is it really a fund; it is just a gimmick. It is a promise and a prayer. Most of the 
money is in the forward estimates—estimates that the Premier has said on more than one occasion should not be 
taken seriously. The Premier wants to eat his cake and have it too. Many times the Premier has stood in the 
Parliament and told us not to take any notice of the forward estimates. This so-called fund is a promised lump of 
money that we will not be able to touch for some 20 years. How will we know whether it has achieved its 
objective? Who will still be around? Certainly not the former Treasurer who announced it. He has already 
jumped ship; he knows it is smoke and mirrors. It is not a fund; it is not really about the future; it is just another 
stunt by a government that only does stunts. The only policy position it believes in is selling the silver—the rest 
is the politics of distraction and deceit.  

By way of example, I refer to what has happened with funding in the police portfolio. The Commissioner of 
Police has to find a $21 million so-called efficiency dividend this year. Any reasonable person knows that that 
cannot be done without cutting frontline services; indeed, we have already seen pressure on frontline services. 
For example, the police have attempted to save some money with the police and community youth centres. They 
have talked about giving PCYCs some $3 million over three years—$1 million a year—but what has not been 
said effectively is how much will be saved in the wages bill. The PCYCs did an estimate of the value of police 
officers and other staff provided to PCYCs from the police budget in the past. The Minister for Police seems to 
swallow everything she is told by the Western Australia Police hook, line and sinker. Although she has said that 
instead of 16 police officers there will now be 20—I think they were the numbers she used in question time—we 
know that previously the wages of the unsworn administrative staff in some of the centres came out of the police 
budget. People should not forget that, prior to the past couple of years and the changes made by this government, 
the Commissioner of Police allocated sworn police officers to PCYCs and, in addition to allocating sworn police 
officers to PCYCs, he also allocated unsworn officers, who largely did administrative tasks. Yes, some police 
officers were effectively managers of PCYCs and they had administrative tasks too. The total number of staff 
from the police budget is now less if we combine the sworn and unsworn officers. We know that they are no 
longer all based at PCYCs. In fact, I think at this stage the majority of them are not based at PCYCs. They have 
been rebadged as youth liaison officers and given a range of other responsibilities. They are no longer 
permanently based at PCYCs; rather, more often than not they are based at a local police station and they are no 
longer available for all of their working shift. They are deployed from the local police station and required to do 
a range of other duties. I have been told—this marries in with some of the other cuts that need to be made—that 
in recent weeks overtime has been hard to get. There has been a reduction in the amount of overtime available 
for police officers because the overtime budget is already stretched even though we are only a couple of months 
into the financial year. I have also heard that when officers ring in sick, the officer who was due to go on patrol 
with the sick officer is deskbound because there is no backfilling and no possibility of a double shift for another 
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officer so that he can accompany the well police officer on patrol or respond to crime. In that context, we are 
now seeing youth liaison officers having to do other duties.  

I will explain how it worked in the past, because we have someone very new and fresh in the police portfolio and 
she does not seem to know what occurred in the past. I will use the example of Midland. For the whole time that 
I have been the member for Midland, which is a considerable time now, and as far as I am aware possibly for 
decades before that, an officer has been permanently allocated and located at the local PCYC. That has been his 
or her main duty. Over and above that, various truancy programs have operated over the years. On occasions 
there have been joint operations with the Department of Education and the police when officers other than the 
PCYC officer have been allocated tasks in connection with various truancy programs. Police in the Midland 
district have traditionally assisted the education department with truancy issues. The PCYC officer has now been 
taken from there and has been allocated to others duties, so we have lost that person.  
I refer to the Collie PCYC. I make a special point about the Collie PCYC, because there is a very strong 
community in Collie. It has fundraised for and supported its PCYC. It has put in effort and money, and has 
fundraised and bought equipment. It is very much a strong local community-based organisation. The member for 
Collie has told me that those people are not being kept properly informed. The Premier of this state said in May 
this year, in answer to a question that I asked him, that police officers were not being removed from PCYCs. But 
they are effectively being removed. He never clarified that statement. He let the media put out a range of articles 
saying “Backflip by the Premier; police officers are not to be removed”. The government said that what I said 
about the “P” being taken out of PCYC and that police officers were being moved from local PCYCs was a 
nonsense. What they have done is a form of sleight of hand. They have rebadged PCYC officers who were 
located at PCYCs as youth liaison officers and have removed the uniformed officers from PCYCs and located 
them somewhere other than at a PCYC. In simple English, that is removing police officers from PCYCs. The 
Premier did not say that whilst they are removing the officers from PCYCs, police officers would still participate 
in some programs. The minister said today that perhaps there needs to be a memorandum of understanding with 
PCYCs so that we can commit those officers to participating in some of the fabulous PCYC programs, programs 
such as Weld to Life at the Rockingham PCYC and the midnight basketball program, which is one of the very 
many excellent programs at the Midland PCYC. If we had time to go through each PCYC, we would find that 
great programs exist at all the PCYCs.  

I return to what we have heard is happening at Collie. What I have to say is to the best of my knowledge, again 
because the minister was unable to provide any clarity on this. I can go by only the snippets that people in the 
Collie community have heard, but have not had confirmed. I have not had these facts confirmed. I tried to get 
some confirmation from the minister today, but she refused to make any statement whatsoever about what is 
happening at the Collie PCYC. I can only assume that that is because she is totally ignorant about the Collie 
PCYC and was unable to say. This is despite the fact that the issue of the PCYC was raised with her by the 
media yesterday. The minister was on the radio this morning saying that she wanted to make it crystal clear that 
police were not being removed from PCYCs. She still could not answer a question about what was happening at 
Collie. Let me explain in much greater detail than I was able to during question time what people are saying 
about the Collie PCYC. They are saying that the police officers currently allocated to the PCYC will be removed 
from those positions on or before 4 October. They believe that another manager, who will not be a sworn police 
officer, will be appointed to the PCYC, and that until that manager arrives at the Collie PCYC, the doors of the 
Collie PCYC may have to be shut. This information, which is really alarming people in the community of Collie, 
has not been perpetuated by me or the opposition; the information has been given to the opposition by genuinely 
concerned community-spirited people in the Collie community. They are concerned that when their police 
officers are relocated to other positions on 4 October, the doors of the PCYC will be shut and will remain shut 
until such time as a new administrator or manager is appointed. We do not know whether that will be on 5 
October, 12 October or sometime in November. I do not know. The Collie community does not know. What I 
say is this: they have a right to know because it is their community PCYC. However, it would appear that the 
Commissioner of Police has made a decision to redeploy the officers who have been working at the Collie PCYC 
without consulting the community. I can only assume that he has not even advised the police minister about it. 
She seems blithely unconcerned by that and just continues the same mantra that police are not being removed 
from PCYCs. What happens? I sincerely hope that the Collie PCYC does not close its doors on 4 October. I am 
just having a little guess here that maybe, because of the member for Collie and me speaking out today, some 
people in government might get their fingers out and find a solution.  

Point of Order 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I have just been listening to this debate. The bill is about the future fund and not PCYCs. 
The member’s contribution is completely off the content of the bill. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms A.R. Mitchell): Member for Midland, I suggest that you do need to return to the 
topic of the bill.  

Debate Resumed 
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Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The Premier has entered the chamber for the first time during my speech. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: No; I have been listening to you.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you. I have called it, member for Midland, and I am of the same opinion.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I will just make the link for the Premier that he has been unable to make. As I explained 
at the commencement of my speech, the future fund involves a sleight of hand. It is about putting money that is 
needed now in the bank for the future. That money is needed at the grassroots now. The government is depriving 
the current community of funds, because it is putting them in a fund that cannot be touched for 20 years. I am 
explaining that there are real needs in the community now. Many of my colleagues have outlined current needs 
for infrastructure to plan for the future. What I am saying is it is not only our infrastructure needs but also other 
key needs that are not being met out of the government’s budget because it has an efficiency dividend in place. I 
am using police just by way of example; the police budget has to find a $21 million cut—the so-called efficiency 
dividend. 

[Member’s time extended.]  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: One reason the government needs to cut those funds is that it needs to find money to put 
into the future fund. The efficiency dividend is not in place for only this year. There are cuts in each of the out 
years—the forward estimates that the Premier says do not count; they are on the never-never. An amount of 
$21 million is required to be cut from the police budget this year, $35 million is required to be cut from the 
police budget in the next financial year, and the amount that needs to be cut goes up exponentially from there. I 
think this is a very relevant point. The so-called efficiency dividend is a euphemism for a budget cut. There 
needs to be a cut to the police budget in the current financial year, the next financial year and the financial year 
after that. Part of the reason those cuts are needed and that the government is short-changing people now is that 
the Premier is putting money aside for his so-called future fund—it is his never-never fund. It is about the 
Premier and the government attempting to be financially prudent when they are not. They have increased debt in 
this state from a low base of $3.6 billion and it is projected to go up beyond $20 billion. A lot of my colleagues 
asked some simple questions: Why would someone start up a small savings account when they have massive 
debt on their credit card or mortgage? Why would the government pay a higher rate of interest on those things 
than it will get by putting money into the future fund? I extend that argument further by asking why the 
government would short-change communities today. Why cut money out of the police budget? Why not have 
money available for police overtime? Why remove police officers from PCYCs? Why do I not have a youth 
liaison officer or a police officer of any kind located at the Midland PCYC?  

Mr C.J. Barnett: What has this got to do with the future fund? You have been told to speak for 30 minutes and 
that is all you’re doing.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: It is because the Premier has cut money; it is all about the Premier’s budget cuts. He will 
not correct the record when he misled the house about the removal of police officers from PCYCs. In May this 
year the Premier said he was not doing that, but that is what is happening. 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member and Premier, thank you! We will go back to the debate and the speech on 
the legislation. I would like the member for Midland to stay on the topic, please. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I am sorry, Madam Acting Speaker, if I have made the Premier grumpy by telling a few 
home truths.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, I told you to go back to the speech on the bill.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Thank you for your advice, Madam Acting Speaker. I hope that by putting these remarks 
on the record today and by having asked the question of the Minister for Police earlier that she will not only get a 
briefing but also talk to the commissioner, and perhaps the proposed closure of the Collie PCYC on 4 October 
will not occur and there will not be a hiatus between 4 October and whatever date the permanent new manager 
arrives for the Collie PCYC.  

This government has treated the community like fools. This whole future fund is a shining example of the way in 
which this Premier and this government do business. This is not about the future. That is the point I am making. 
The future fund is not about the future; it is about the present. It is about a political fix for this Premier now. The 
Premier has blown the bank card, increased debt and spent like a drunken sailor. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: I am not a drunken sailor.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: He is now trying to dress himself in the clothes of fiscal rectitude. He is trying to 
pretend that he is leading a responsible government that is making provision for the future. What I say is that this 
has been an irresponsible government. This Premier has increased government debt to an extent that this state 
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has never known before and at a rate that has not been known in this state before. The Premier can interject on 
me and mock me, and say that this is the worst speech that he has ever heard —  

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The Premier is still reeling from that. That is the smartest thing the Premier has actually 
said for years. It creates a rather interesting image. But the fact of the matter is the spending record is that of a 
drunken sailor.  
Mr T.R. Buswell: Rubbish!  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Does the Treasurer deny that in June 2008 state debt was $3.6 billion? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: No. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Does the Treasurer deny that he is on track to increase state government debt beyond 
$20 billion?  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Yes.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: He denies that. Does the Treasurer have a cap on spending?  

Mr T.R. Buswell: No. What would you not spend it on?  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: There is no cap at all. This is nothing but a con trick. What we have seen from this 
government is ill discipline and incompetence when it comes to managing the financial affairs of this state. The 
government should be embarrassed about what it has done on government debt. It should also be embarrassed 
about from where it has sought to raise revenue—by increasing debt on every household in this state. By raising 
electricity prices by some 62 per cent, by raising water and gas prices and by raising the Fire and Emergency 
Services Authority levy. It has put new charges in place for drainage. There are more people in financial 
hardship than ever before. This government cares little for ordinary people living in electorates such as mine. 
Further than that, it is denying those same people government services and support services they used to have in 
the past.  

The Premier does not seem to rate police and community youth centres too highly. Every time I mention them, it 
seems to set him off. He says that has nothing to do with it, but it has a lot to do with it. It is to do with its 
financial management and the priorities of this government.  
Mr T.R. Buswell interjected. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: There may be a buffoon opposite, yawning while I speak, but he has a lot to answer for.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: I am sick. I have man flu.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: You’ve got man flu!  

Mr T.R. Buswell: It was diagnosed.  

Dr K.D. Hames: He has a chest infection. I have treated him with antibiotics.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: I am sorry; it is a by-product of my antibiotics.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I suspected that you had had some drugs. I hope the only drugs you have had are 
antibiotics!  

Mr T.R. Buswell: While you are here, I might volunteer to take some Rohypnol and knock myself off! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Thank you, Treasurer. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms A.R. Mitchell): Member for Victoria Park, you are not in your allocated seat, so 
we cannot hear from you. I ask the member for Midland to continue. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: This whole bill is about bamboozling people. It is about a con trick or a sleight of hand. 
It is about pretending to be financially prudent and responsible. This government has been anything but. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [4.13 pm]: I thought I would make a few 
comments during debate on the Western Australian Future Fund Bill 2012 to explain the opposition’s position. I 
have listened to some of the speeches. Members have made some very good contributions. In particular, the 
economic analyses by some members of the opposition have been nothing short of outstanding. A number of 
members have set out various issues and problems with the establishment of a future fund, in particular at a 
period like this in which debt has climbed astronomically in Western Australia. I thought the shadow Treasurer 
set out the case extraordinarily well, and also the member for Belmont set out well the economic issues 
surrounding it. Other members, to their credit, and appropriately, set out what the infrastructure demands might 
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be in their constituencies and other parts of Western Australia currently, rather than at some point in the future. 
A lot of problems have been set out by members of the opposition in relation to a future fund.  

I want to remind members about what I said in my budget reply speech in May of this year. I said that a future 
fund is a priority when debt levels are low. That is the advice that has been given by people such as 
Peter Costello. When debt levels are low, these sorts of accounts are appropriate. That is what Peter Costello had 
to say on this issue, and that is what most economists had to say. That is also what the Western Australian 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry had to say on this matter. I also said that there are a great many demands in 
this state for infrastructure at the moment. When we travel the length and breadth of the state, we see our roads, 
transport, hospitals, science and technology projects and the like. I named them in my budget reply speech. 
Those sorts of projects are out there. There are big demands for them. There are big demands particularly for 
public transport in the metropolitan area. There are big demands in terms of dangerous country roads. There are 
big demands for health services and hospitals around the state, not just here in Perth. I said all of that in my 
budget reply speech. Interestingly, the Chamber of Commerce and Industry, as is commonly the case these days, 
was on the side of the state opposition about those issues, and other members have quoted what it had to say in 
relation to it.  

To reiterate some of the arguments: when this government came to office in late 2008 state debt was $3.6 billion. 
There was zero debt in the general government sector. In fact, there was what is called net financial assets in the 
general government sector. That has turned around. From a total state debt of $3.6 billion to now, this financial 
year, there is $18 billion. When we calculate that out, that is a 500 per cent increase in state debt in Western 
Australia. It is not as high as other states. There has been some commentary around Queensland, New South 
Wales and other jurisdictions around Australia. It is not as high as those states, but the growth in state debt in this 
state has been nothing short of spectacular. When we look at Queensland, we see that the much-maligned former 
Queensland Labor government—as any government in the last 18 years will be maligned—left a state debt 
somewhere in the vicinity of $80 billion when it left office after over 18 years in government. We have to 
remember that Queensland has twice the population of Western Australia. On per capita terms, Queensland state 
debt would be in the vicinity of $40 billion. Here, it has now reached $18 billion.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: No, it has not—nothing like it.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: This financial year.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Nothing like it. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Is the Premier disputing his own budget?  

Mr C.J. Barnett: State debt is not $18 billion—simple fact; wrong.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: What is it then?  

Mr C.J. Barnett: We will release the financial results in the next few weeks.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: We go on the government’s budget. We put more faith in that budget than the Premier 
does!  

Mr C.J. Barnett: It is not $18 billion, I am telling you, my friend. You’re just totally wrong. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Indeed, the other day the Premier actually publicly said, “Western Australia’s got a pretty 
serious financial problem right now”. I will tell members what one financial problem is. According to the 
government’s published financial papers, our state debt is $18 billion.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: It is not.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Is the Premier saying his budget is incorrect?  

Mr C.J. Barnett: I am just telling you it is not $18 billion. You’re incorrect.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: What is it? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: We will produce the financial results very shortly.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: For this financial year?  

Mr C.J. Barnett: No. This financial year is still — 

Mr M. McGOWAN: For the last financial year—okay. I am dealing with this financial year. Obviously last 
financial year, it was in the vicinity of $14 billion. This financial year, the budget says it is $18 billion.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: It is $18.6 billion.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: $18.6 billion.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: We are two months in. There is a long way to go.  
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Mr M. McGOWAN: I am dealing with this financial year.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: You just made a false statement, so you should correct it.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: This financial year the budget shows state debt will be $18.6 billion. I pointed out that in 
Queensland it is significantly higher, but I also pointed out that Queensland has a population roughly double that 
of Western Australia. On a per capita basis, Queensland’s total state debt is roughly twice that of Western 
Australia. Few places would match Western Australia’s growth in state debt in recent years. Our state debt has 
grown from $3.6 billion to $18 billion this financial year. That is a 500 per cent increase in state debt in four 
years. That is an extraordinary rate of growth in state debt in this current environment. It is interesting, as the 
member for Belmont pointed out, that in other states, former state Labor administrations have been attacked for 
increasing state debt but in Western Australia, although I rarely read about it, it is the Liberal and National 
Parties that have put up state debt by 500 per cent in four years with very little to show for the 500 per cent 
increase. 

Another interesting point made by many people is that when a future fund is created while the state has that level 
of state debt, the government is basically borrowing money for a future fund that has a rate of return that is lower 
than the interest rate paid on the borrowings. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Why would you assume that? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Only because that is what the then Treasurer said—the one who has cut and run and is 
now running for a federal seat. I say that only because that is what he said. On 30 May, the then Treasurer 
said — 

I would be happy to acknowledge, as I properly should, that, generally speaking, over a long period 
more will be paid on debt than will be paid on invested moneys in the type of conservative investment 
portfolio that we are talking about here. 

I am relying only on the former Treasurer and the government’s budget when I say these things. I would have 
thought that they were pretty good reference sources. I would have thought they are the sorts of reference 
sources that could be relied upon when making those sorts of statements. I am making an assumption based upon 
the advice of the then Treasurer. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: The answer to that is it depends entirely on the risk profile. You are making an assumption. 
The member for Bassendean at least has a grasp on reality. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: He is taking a high risk. That is exactly what he is saying. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is a very good point, member for Bassendean. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: The member for Bassendean was the only one who understood my interjection. I give him 
points for that. 
Mr M.P. Whitely: You just acknowledged it is a high-risk strategy. You just acknowledged it is a high-risk 
profile. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you, member for Bassendean! 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Which contradicts everything the Treasurer is saying about a conservative profile. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: What is the Premier saying? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I just pointed out the weakness in your assumption. You made an implicit assumption about 
the risk profile. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Based on Treasury’s briefing about how it is investing the money in the future fund. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: The Leader of the Opposition made an assertion and I said that he made an implicit 
assumption about the risk profile. He did not realise that he made the mistake, but he did. 
Mr B.S. Wyatt: Based on what your Treasury figures say. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you, members! The Leader of the Opposition has the call and is on his feet. 
The other conversations — 

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you, member for Bassendean! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier is going to go to Crown Perth, put it all on red and see what happens. I am 
sure that my good friend James will be happy with that. That is an interesting strategy. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Did you get a reply from your attempt to extort half a billion dollars off Crown? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is an unparliamentary statement. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER: I have asked members to be quiet while the Leader of the Opposition has the call. 
He is speaking about the future fund and nothing else. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr B.S. WYATT: No doubt, Madam Acting Speaker, you will be asking the Premier shortly to withdraw the 
imputations regarding extortion that he just made. 

Dr M.D. Nahan: I thought it was accurate. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms A.R. Mitchell): Member for Riverton, I believe that was inappropriate and I call 
you to order for the first time today. Does the Premier need to withdraw his comment? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: If you ask me to, I will, Madam Acting Speaker, but I do not believe I need to because I 
think it was an entirely appropriate comment. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: I suggest that you withdraw. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am happy to withdraw. I withdraw. If the opposition is so weak that it cannot even 
debate an issue — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: The Premier has withdrawn; I will leave it at that. I have probably let the debate 
extend a little further than it needs to, so I ask the Leader of the Opposition to come back to the debate and his 
speech and I ask other members to refrain from interjecting. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr M. McGOWAN: All the advice received by the opposition in the debate and in the budget estimates was 
that the investment portfolio that the future fund would be invested in would be conservative — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: True. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: —with low rates of return. The Premier says contradictory things all the time. Now he is 
saying that it will not be conservative; it will be high risk, as the member for Bassendean — 
Mr C.J. Barnett: Did I say that? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Oh my goodness! The Premier is a contrary person. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Did I say it would be high risk? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier said — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Did I say that? The truth is I didn’t. Once again you are making things up. I did not say it. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Premier! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier gets upset when people interject on him yet he incessantly interjects on 
others. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: If you don’t tell the truth, you deserve to be corrected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier indicated to the member for Bassendean that he heard the Premier’s 
interjection correctly when the Premier said that. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! I ask the Leader of the Opposition and the Premier to please refrain from 
responding to each other’s interjections. I ask the Premier to let the Leader of the Opposition finish his speech. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: When one is making a speech, it is not an interjection. I am making a speech. 

In any event, the point I am making is that the Treasurer himself has said that the rate of return would very likely 
be less than the cost of entering into the investment portfolio, which will be the future fund. That is what he said. 
The prospect is that it may lose money over the long term. That is an interesting future fund. As Peter Costello 
said, and as the federal government did in the late 1990s or early 2000s when it established its Future Fund, the 
Future Fund was established when debt in the general government sector was down to zero and the federal 
government was looking for something to do with its money. That is when the federal government established 
the Future Fund. In this state, of course, it is a very different situation because debt this financial year is 
$18 billion, which is up by 500 per cent over the last four years. This comes at a time when Western Australia, as 
is well documented, has a declining share of GST revenue because of the rotten GST deal that this state entered 
into in 1999. As the Premier said the other day — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You made a false statement. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It was a rotten deal. The Premier said, “Can I tell you, Western Australia’s got a pretty 
serious financial problem now.” That is what he had to say the other day. Naturally, that is predominantly 
because of the fall in royalties, which incidentally and strangely, over time will actually result in an increase in 
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our share of GST revenue or at least in a slowing of the decline. We have a declining share of GST revenue. On 
the one hand the government consistently indicates that there is a significant financial problem in this state and 
that we have declining iron ore royalty receipts and a significant problem with GST revenue, and, on the other, 
the government is going through this exercise of borrowing money from the credit card to put into the bank 
account, most probably at a higher rate of interest. It is an interesting but unusual and flawed economic strategy 
to adopt. 

They are the points other people have made. The point I want to make is that as the Leader of the Opposition, I 
go to a lot of places in Perth and around Western Australia and see very worthwhile infrastructure demands 
around the state, particularly in the social infrastructure field such as schools, hospitals, police stations, roads, 
public transport and the like. On top of that there is port infrastructure, electricity infrastructure and the like. I 
cannot go to a single community without people raising infrastructure demands with me. People from the local 
council, local government officials and members of the local chambers of commerce raise the issue of significant 
infrastructure demands simply because Western Australia is a growing place and much of the infrastructure 
around the state is ageing. There are big demands to meet the need for both social and hard infrastructure around 
the state. The demands on the state are the declining GST revenue, which the Premier described as a serious 
financial problem, and the massive growth in state debt. At the same time, the government is borrowing money 
on the credit card to put into the bank account. It is a very strange and flawed financial and economic strategy in 
Western Australia. 

The Western Australian Future Fund Bill 2012 contains a manner and form provision, which is a very unusual 
provision. It is a mechanism designed to prevent future governments from changing the laws. It is very unusual. 
If I recall correctly, in the Trethowan case in the 1950s, or at some point, the High Court set out the principles 
surrounding manner and form provisions; but, generally, they are to be applied to “the constitution, powers or 
procedure of the Parliament”. Therefore, it involves constitutional issues and the like. That is where they are 
binding, and we can understand why. Every Parliament is a sovereign body. After every election, every 
Parliament is a democratically elected body, and to have the capacity to bind future Parliaments in what they 
may do and what laws they may pass, in effect, is undemocratic. So the manner and form provision in this bill is 
not worth the paper that it is written on, but it is an interesting strategy and tactic entered into by the government.  

As I set out in my budget reply speech, a future fund, a sovereign wealth fund as entered into by countries such 
as Norway, are great at points in time when debt is down—when there is zero debt. Norway has massive wealth 
from its oil and gas revenue. It has a unitary system of government, without the complexities of the federal 
system that we have here; therefore, it has the capacity to establish a sovereign wealth fund for future 
generations. It is a different situation in Western Australia. We do not have a unitary system of government. 
Much of our success is redistributed away—unfortunately. On top of that, we have debt at $18 billion in a state 
of two million people and it is growing at a rapid rate; and has grown at a very rapid rate over the past few years.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr M. McGOWAN: As I may have indicated in the house before, the opposition’s view is that the bill should 
be amended so that the future fund kicks in at a point when debt in the general government sector is at zero, and 
then we can create a wealth fund that can build, based on the success of today, when we have paid off our debt. 
That is the Peter Costello view of the world, the fiscal conservative view of the world, and the sensible view of 
the world of a future fund. The opposition will attempt to amend this legislation to achieve that outcome. That is 
the appropriate way to go with this legislation.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: So you are not supporting it?  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Please do not put words in my mouth, Premier. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I just asked you a question: are you supporting it? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Let me make my speech; I have 13 more minutes!  

It is entirely appropriate that when debt approaches zero, it is at that point we can put the success of the state into 
a fund for future generations.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: So you will not do it!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is our view.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: So you oppose it!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Please, I have 12 minutes now. The Premier keeps complaining about opposition members 
speaking in here, and when we try to make our speech he interjects on us and makes us go longer. It is a very 
interesting strategy. Our view is — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: They are looking for their last speaker!  
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Mr M. McGOWAN: If the Premier would like more opposition speakers, I suppose we can organise more for 
him. The Premier complains about the number of speakers from the opposition, yet he encourages more of us to 
speak. Once again, the Premier has a confused strategy.  

Dr K.D. Hames: I am confused that every one of your members spent that money over and over again. They all 
had things in their electorate that this future fund should be spent on.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms A.R. Mitchell): Deputy Premier, I would like the member to complete his 
speech without interjection.  

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: As I said, the opposition will move to amend this legislation so that when debt in the 
government sector reaches zero, money from the state starts flying into a future fund.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: That’s decisive, isn’t it!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier can keep throwing out his nastiness and poison, and his arrogance, but it does 
not work.  
Mr C.J. Barnett: That is intergenerational sitting on the fence!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: You are a very arrogant person, and I am just trying to explain reasonably — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro! This is not a general debate with everyone involved.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am just trying to set out the opposition’s point of view. I will explain it again, as I keep 
getting interjected on.  

Our view is that when debt levels in the general government sector reach zero, money should flow into a future 
fund. That is the Peter Costello fiscal conservative view of the world as to how these things should work. I do 
not want to repeat the example of Norway, but that is the way these accounts should work. We should not be in 
the business of borrowing against the state at a higher rate of interest to put money into an account that returns a 
lower rate of interest. That is our view. We will seek to amend the bill. We will not oppose the legislation, but 
we will seek to amend it. At the same time, if we are successful at the next election, we will seek to amend this 
legislation with a mandate from the electorate to achieve that outcome. That is our view. What it should do is 
draw attention in this state to the debt levels put in place by the Barnett government—a 500 per cent increase in 
debt. It should draw attention to the fact that the Barnett government has been a poor financial manager in this 
state. It should draw attention to the fact that we have worked out that the rate of debt has increased by 
something like $11 million a day on every single day that the Barnett government has been in office. It draws 
attention to the fact that the opposition has a sensible and reasonable approach to this legislation that would 
ensure it is effective into the future and it works well. That is our approach.  

Dr K.D. Hames: Are you going to try to spend the money in the election campaign?  

Mr M. McGOWAN: In chapter and verse I can outline all sorts of infrastructure demands around Western 
Australia, if the Deputy Premier would like me to. I might seek another extension on the nine minutes left if he 
would like to suspend standing orders to give me that extra time to do it, because there are lots of infrastructure 
demands around Western Australia. As we all know, building infrastructure earlier is cheaper than building 
infrastructure later. We all know that is the case.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: What—in the middle of a construction boom in the resources industry; I would not have 
thought so! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Maybe I should seek an extension, so I can finish.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: He used the “boom” word.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: The member for Bassendean should get another opportunity to speak. The member has 
picked the Premier up a couple of times. He did use the boom word. It is a bit like Twitter; the Premier has 
forbidden all his ministers from using Twitter, yet I see a Twitter account with the Premier’s name on it. The 
Premier has forbidden everyone else to use “boom”, but he is using it!  

Mr C.J. Barnett: It is another untruth.  

Mr P. Papalia: You know you told ministers not to use Twitter; that is true.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: People can use Twitter. That is not true. People have not been banned.  
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Mr M. McGOWAN: I do not think the Premier knows what Twitter is.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: I ask the Leader of the Opposition to continue his speech.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I have set out the opposition’s view on this legislation. That is what we will do. The 
consideration in detail stage should be a very interesting debate, because we will move those sorts of 
amendments during that stage. That will be our approach.   

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Treasurer) [4.39 pm] — in reply: I am starting to respond, but I propose to 
respond formally next week, as I want to get a little more advice around some of these issues. 
Ms M.M. Quirk: You are the one saying we are filibustering. You have 20 minutes, get on with it!  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: There are plenty of other things we can do in 20 minutes. I want to formalise advice on 
some of the issues the member for Victoria Park raised in relation to his legal views of the manner and form 
provision—that is all—so I can provide a fair and decent response to the house. That is all I am saying.  
Mr B.S. Wyatt: Interestingly, there was no-one from the Solicitor-General’s Office at the briefing.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will make sure he is around.  

[Leave granted for the member’s speech to be continued at a later sitting.]  
Debate thus adjourned.  

MINING AMENDMENT BILL 2012 
Receipt 

Bill received from the Council. 

MINING REHABILITATION FUND BILL 2012 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 15 August. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [4.40 pm]: In making my comments on the Mining Rehabilitation Fund 
Bill 2012 and the Mining Rehabilitation Fund Amendment Bill 2012, I would like to point out that Western 
Australia has a long history of bonding mines against the risk of environmental damage. What happens is that as 
part of the approvals process for a mine, the payment of a bond is required, in an amount that is determined on a 
case-by-case basis, to be used if, at the end of the mine’s life, there has been a failure to properly remediate the 
environmental damage of that mine. The problem that the mining industry has raised with the government on 
this issue is that the cost of that bond can be quite prohibitive, particularly for smaller miners. Mining companies 
that have a limited amount of capital can often find it difficult to get the necessary resources to ensure that they 
can put that bond in place, and they may also have charges imposed on them by financial institutions in 
providing the money for those bonds.  

Therefore, following discussions with the industry, a new approach has been introduced in this legislation. What 
will now happen is that a levy, or a tax, will be imposed on all mining companies, based on the area that is 
affected by the mining tenement. That tax will then be hypothecated into a fund to pay for the future remediation 
of mine sites. The bill provides also that the interest that is earned from those hypothecated levies can be used for 
the cleaning up of legacy mine sites in this state. In the past, the environmental standards in the mining industry 
were very different from what they are today, so we have ended up with a number of mine sites around this state 
that have not been remediated. At the moment, no resources are available for remediation work on those sites. So 
that provision in this bill is to be welcomed. The principal—and the interest as well—can also be used for the 
remediation of future abandoned mine sites.  

The determination about how to allocate the resources among the various demands that exist from both legacy 
sites and future abandoned sites will be made by an advisory panel. Representatives from industry and 
government will liaise to set priorities for government with regard to the rehabilitation of these sites. It is 
possible that over a period of time, the money that is raised by this tax will be more than is required for that 
remediation work—remembering that although the interest can be used on legacy sites, the principal can be used 
only on future abandoned sites. If that is the case, the government may be in a position in five or 10 years to 
reconsider the levy rates, and perhaps even to consider refunding money to some mining operators. It will be 
interesting to see what procedure the government will use to return these funds to mining companies, and 
perhaps the minister with responsibility for this bill might be able to explain how the government might do that. I 
think that could be quite a problem. It would probably be better to allow the principal amount to increase so that 
more interest will be earned to be available for dealing with legacy sites, because, as I have said, a lot of 
environmental damage was caused in earlier times when mining standards were nowhere near as high as they are 
now. Any reading of the literature shows that there is a continuing discussion about how best to deal with these 
legacy sites, and there might be some contributions from other members about that issue. The mining industry of 
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the 1960s did not look like the modern mining industry that we have today—attitudes to Indigenous issues were 
very different back then, attitudes to safety were very different back then, and, indeed, attitudes to environmental 
issues were very different back then.  

The reason the industry players support this new tax is because they are hoping that they will no longer need to 
be bonded. But it is important to understand that this legislation will not in itself remove the need to bond and 
that the government will be continuing to bond mining projects for quite some time. That is because it will take 
some time—perhaps five years—to build up sufficient capital in the fund to ensure that enough resources are 
available to government if a mine is abandoned in the future and needs to be rehabilitated. It is, therefore, 
important for the industry to understand that this legislation does not mean that the bonding of mining projects 
will disappear. Therefore, the issues related to the raising of capital by mining companies, particularly smaller 
mining companies, will continue to exist for quite a while yet.  
The other issue that needs to be borne in mind is that mining projects that are covered by state agreements are 
not covered by this new tax. That is clearly because the whole purpose of state agreements is to ensure stability 
for the regulatory environment of the proponents. It is not that the fund cannot apply to these proponents; it is 
that it can apply only with the agreement of the state agreement holder. So, BHP, Rio or Fortescue, or whatever 
else, or even smaller projects, that have a state agreement, will not be bound by the provisions of this legislation, 
and for good reason—that reason being that the state, through the state agreement process, is guaranteeing that 
those companies will have regulatory stability.  

Given that there are such extensive mining operations in this state covered by state agreements, it will probably 
be an important issue to negotiate between the state of Western Australia and existing state agreement mining 
operations to ensure that the largest number of proponents are included in the levy. The reason for that is that 
obviously the more projects that are included in this new tax, the lower the rate has to be. The probability of a 
project being abandoned in the future is quite small.  

Dr K.D. Hames: It has been brought to my attention that the plan was that these two bills be agreed to be 
debated cognately. I should have moved that at the start, and that has been brought to my attention. We can agree 
to do that later if you speak now as though you are speaking to both bills, providing you are satisfied. If you do 
not want to, we will have to do them separately.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am very happy to treat it as a cognate debate. I am very happy for that to occur. I have 
certainly been directing my comments to both pieces of legislation. I am glad that that is what we are doing. The 
reason there are two pieces of legislation is the standard reason that if a new tax is being introduced, it has to be 
in a specific bill. That is why the levy is being introduced separately to the operations of the process that the levy 
is funding. As we know, taxation bills have to cover just taxation matters. I am sure that the member for Victoria 
Park is much more capable of explaining those issues if people are worried about them.  

Another thing that we need to understand about this legislation is that the fund can also be used to remediate the 
effects of a mine even where that effect is off the mining tenement. Let us say we have a problem with tailings. 
There might be some leakage of the tailings, which leaves the mining tenement and goes on to other land. That 
other affected land can also be remediated using the resources available through this fund. The principal is 
available for future abandoned mines and the interest on the principal is available for dealing with legacy issues. 
I think that is a sensible arrangement. It is not just the mine; the impact of the mine can be dealt with through the 
legislation that we are discussing.  

We are very fortunate in Western Australia that we have such immense natural resources in this state. The 
amounts that flow to us through royalty revenue have gone up by nearly 300 per cent over the past five years. An 
extraordinary amount of money is available. That is one of the reasons the state government has more income 
today than it has ever had in the past; 50 per cent more than just five years ago is flowing into the coffers of the 
state government. An unprecedented river of gold has arrived in Western Australia. According to the budget 
estimates, which we all need to look at because of the problems with the assumptions on the dollar and the 
assumptions on the iron ore prices that are in the budget, under the current arrangement that river of gold is 
expected to continue over four years of the forward estimates and, in fact, increase. The mining industry 
principally makes that contribution to this state. When we think about the gold and iron ore resources that we 
have, along with mineral sands, nickel, rare earth, lithium, bauxite and all these gifts of providence that Western 
Australia has received, we are very lucky that we are in that position. It gives this state unprecedented and 
unequalled financial freedom.  

There are also challenges that go with that wealth. One of those very important challenges is this question of the 
environmental impact of mining. Western Australians have a particular attitude to resource extraction. Industry 
in this state is very fortunate that it has such a supportive community. I think about 170 mines were approved 
over the seven and a half years of the former Labor government. An unprecedented expansion of the mining 
industry took place under the leadership of Premiers Gallop and Carpenter. Never before in the history of the 
state has there been such a large expansion of the mining industry. It will be interesting to see whether that large 
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expansion will ever be exceeded into the future. That large expansion underpinned the current period of 
unprecedented prosperity. Having expanded the mining industry in this state, particularly in the iron ore sector, 
the fortuitous rise in the value of iron ore exports because of the demand of China pushed up the prices to 
unprecedented levels, leading to this extraordinary wealth that this current government has enjoyed that no 
former government has ever had. As I said, the government predicts it will continue. But there is this challenge 
of the legacy of the extraction of minerals. 

We would be confident that, generally speaking, there would be an expectation that not many projects will be 
abandoned in the future. The regulatory environment in Western Australia should be able to ensure proper 
standards on mines. It is the expectation of the minerals industry—I think it is the expectation of the 
community—that that is what will happen. We hope that there will not be much need to draw on the money that 
has been paid in through this new tax by the mining industry. It is good to know that those resources will be 
available to government because it is clear that the royalty that is paid by the minerals industry is the price, as the 
Premier has explained on a number of occasions, that the industry pays to extract the resources on behalf of the 
people of the state because they are our resources, not the mining industry’s resources. There has been some 
commentary in the media lately by advocates of the minerals industry criticising politicians for saying that the 
resources belonged to the people; they belonged to the crown, if we like. It is quite extraordinary that people 
would criticise a politician for stating a fact. These resources do belong to the people, not to the mining 
companies. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: Because the companies tell their overseas customers they own the resources and sometimes I 
tell their customers that companies do not own their resources.  
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Indeed, Premier. I read his speech to the Rice University in the United States. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: The Baker Institute.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, the Baker Institute at the Rice University. That was great. I agreed with the 
Premier’s comments about ensuring that investors understand that the resources belong to the people and not to 
the companies. Of course the mines themselves belong to the companies. Domestic investors have a right to 
expect a reasonable return on their investments. Fortunately in Western Australia at the moment, particularly in 
the iron ore industry and the gold sector as well, we are getting that return. Nickel is not particularly attractive at 
the moment. They all seem to be having their own problems as the prices do not seem to be achieving what they 
were in the past.  
The point I am trying to make is that the royalty is the payment for the resource. That is why it is important to 
understand that that royalty should not be used to resolve the environmental problems that might occur because 
of a mining operation. That is why it is justifiable to introduce a new tax on the mining sector to ensure that the 
resources are available to the people of the state for those small number of projects that might happen in the 
future where direct government intervention is needed to deal with priority problems. As I say, they are nice, 
broad rules that allow us to deal with not just the mine itself but the affected lands off the mining tenement.  
I do not intend to keep the house any longer, so I will conclude by saying that we need to all watch what happens 
with those legacy abandoned mine sites. We must make sure that the interest on the earnings of that 
hypothecated tax will be properly used to deal with those abandoned mines. The Mining Rehabilitation Advisory 
Panel will choose the priorities for that expenditure. It will probably take some years for enough principal to 
accrue a sufficient amount of interest to make a big dent in those legacy mine sites. But I think it will be one of 
the critical issues. I can understand why industry would not agree to paying a tax to deal with somebody else’s 
problems, so I understand why spending is limited to the principal only on future abandoned sites, but it is very 
critical that the state ensure the legacy sites are properly dealt with. Thank you very much, Mr Speaker.  

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [5.00 pm]: I too rise to speak to the Mining Rehabilitation Fund Bill 2012 
and the Mining Rehabilitation Fund Amendment Bill 2012. The notion of bonds has been with our mining sector 
for a long time but I think it is agreed by those who derive great profit from the mining sector and those who 
travel the breadth of our country observing the effects of the mining industry that the bond system has, on many 
occasions, let us down. If we travel in parts of the goldfields or in the Murchison near Meekatharra and Cue or 
other parts of the state we can see these legacy mines. In the goldfields and elsewhere we can see not only legacy 
mines but also the unfortunate result of exploration work. We can see uncapped drilling holes and the risk they 
pose to the natural environment, especially fauna that fall down them. Those sorts of things should be dealt with 
by the industry. It should be ashamed when it goes back and explores yet again for resources and sees the 
legacies left to the people of Western Australia and realises that it could have cleaned up its mess before moving 
on. That should have been the case, but the previous bond system did not tackle these situations adequately.  
There is no doubt that there were some positives with the bond system. A bond was specific to a particular mine 
and that enabled the funds derived from the bond to be applied to that mine site, although, in some ways it is a 
negative in that other areas need remediation. Bonds have been the most used mechanism in Australia, in fact, 
for remediation. Some of the negatives are that it is only a site-specific funding arrangement; bonds from the 
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company’s point of view have to be cashed back, so companies do not like them. Another key negative is that 
once a bond is relinquished, there are no funds left should other problems be found with a particular site.  

Rather than a full cost bond system, this new system will be a centralised fund to replace the bond system and 
that seems to be a positive outcome. I think, in some ways, we could describe this new centralised fund system 
as something of a socialised insurance fund for the rehabilitation of mine sites and mine exploration areas 
because it means it can be applied more broadly. As the member for Cannington said, the actual interest on the 
money can also be applied to the legacy sites. Some improvements can come about with that situation. I think the 
real test here must be the funds that will be raised. There will be a calculator. We had a bond calculator, but in 
future it will be called a levy calculator. The Department of Mines and Petroleum will examine the hectares that 
will be disturbed or destroyed and will look at the cost of rehabilitating them. Depending on the vegetation type 
and the geology, the calculator will work out the levy per hectare. I understand this can vary quite considerably 
from a few thousand dollars per hectare to tens of thousands of dollars per hectare. It is a fairly crude system. If 
people get the estimates wrong because the levy calculator does not work effectively, we can suddenly find 
ourselves out of pocket. That aspect does worry me, but it is a level of detail we do not have in this legislation. It 
is something that will be apparent only when the regulations come before us.  

There has been much discussion in the mining sector about improving the bond system and switching to this 
centralised fund. I understand four working groups have been put together by the Minister for Mines and 
Petroleum. One of them has been looking at the approvals process. The industry is always obsessing about how 
it can get approvals through more quickly, ignoring many other reasons to not go full tilt in getting a mine 
approved. Nevertheless, there is an approvals committee. There is also a compliance committee because that has 
to examine how we regulate mines when they are in operation; it will examine whether we have the human 
resources in government to do that. There is a governance committee and a petroleum committee. Four 
committees will be overseen by an overarching committee, the mining approvals process committee, which is 
chaired by a former member of this place, Cheryl Edwardes. There is a lot of committee work going on at the 
moment, yet we have gone ahead with this legislative change. I wonder whether perhaps we would have been 
better advised to wait until the findings of the various groups had been presented to us before introducing these 
bills. Nevertheless, the decision has been made to introduce this legislation and I think it is a positive step.  

We have to guard against some of the really bad situations. We need only think of the clean-up costs associated 
with, say, the Wittenoom mine. The cleaning up of that situation will involve horrendous costs and will have 
health impacts on people. Enormous costs are attached to some of the clean-ups of mine sites. The Northern 
Territory’s Rum Jungle uranium mine cost $100 million to clean up and the problem is still not entirely fixed, so 
mines can be incredibly costly to clean up.  
I have raised the issue of whether this legislation links to the whole compliance issue. I note that there is a 
growing trend towards not having the mining sector regulated, not having it managed and, even in the approval 
stage, not having it approved by the environmental authorities. Instead, the approvals processes, the regulatory 
processes, are being run by the Department of Mines and Petroleum. I worry about that. I think there is a lot 
wrong with a system in which an agency is responsible for promoting and regulating its own sector. I fully 
acknowledge that the wealth of this state at the moment is dependent on the mining sector, so we want an agency 
that is strong and capable of promoting the mining sector and ministers who are strong advocates for their 
industry. But, at the same time, do we want them to be also the people responsible for the regulation of that 
sector? As a model of governance, I think that is flawed, so I caution the government on our proceeding further 
down that path. We need to make sure we have regulatory and approval processes outside the mining agency. I 
note, for example, that with those very major projects there is still a full Environmental Protection Authority 
approval process, but as the Premier said quite recently, there is going to be a growing trend towards having EPA 
assessments done when just one EPA board member is actually eligible to be involved in the approval process. 
We have seen that with the Browse situation in which only the chairman, Paul Vogel, was found to be without 
some form of conflict of interest. Only one person was able to do it. The Premier’s projection is that that 
situation will continue—that we will have more of those sorts of cases. I think the rationale is that Perth is a 
small place and therefore there is a shortage of people who, in his view, would have the credentials to be on the 
EPA. I worry about that. I think this is a missed opportunity to make sure that there is good, broad representation 
on the EPA and that we have people there who are not conflicted and who are from the community sector. That 
has been the case in the past. I note that the previous community representative or member of the EPA, Joan 
Payne, was not replaced at the end of her term with someone from a similar background. That is a 
disappointment. Instead, we have put people on the board who are conflicted. In the case of Browse, those 
people have strong connections with the project either through government or Woodside and so they are 
conflicted, and we are down to one person as far as the EPA decision making goes on the issue of the final report 
and recommendations—one person on the biggest project the state has perhaps ever seen. On the one hand we 
are saying, “Let us put more regulation into the environmental agency” and “Let us continue the growth of our 
resources sector”, but on the other we are saying, “Let’s just accept that there may be only one person in the 
environmental authority who is in a position to actually decide on that particular project.” That is a real concern.  
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Nevertheless, with this move towards a rehabilitation fund there is some hope that this will in fact be a better 
system. As has already been noted, this will not apply directly to state agreement act projects. That is something 
that still has to be borne in mind. Another issue is that we have a situation in which we could still apply a bond if 
it were deemed totally necessary, so a bond could in fact be on top of a levy, but I wonder how often that will 
apply. In fact, the legislation does not change that potential for a bond to be issued.  

I note that the whole review process that I mentioned before, which has not been concluded but is underway, has 
had a reasonable amount of input from various stakeholders who do not have a direct pecuniary interest. Of 
course, there have also been very weighty contributions from those with a direct pecuniary interest. The 
Chamber of Minerals and Energy, the Association of Mining and Exploration Companies and other bodies are 
heavily involved and have put enormous resources into guiding these sorts of reviews and the findings that they 
come up with. I think there is still a need for us to be very much involved in looking at the findings of these 
reviews and making sure that as we take on board the messages that inevitably come from these sorts of bodies, 
such as that they want less regulation, that we do have to sometimes take that with a pinch of salt, accepting that 
they are speaking from a particular view of their own financial interest—they want life to be as easy as possible 
and do not want more regulation. If, in fact, we are accepting that we have a situation in which we might have 
only one EPA member who is in a position to make a decision, we may need more regulation at another stage of 
the process. If we have reduced the capacity of the assessing bodies, perhaps we need a different regulatory 
capacity once we are in the operational phase. I certainly caution the minister and the agencies involved that we 
should not be looking to reduce the amount of regulation, because otherwise we will find problems with 
compliance. The Auditor General released a report last year that highlighted the high degree of compliance 
failure when it comes to the Department of Mines and Petroleum reading annual environmental reports. I note 
that the agency is talking about switching to a risk-based approach, but when we boil it down that means that the 
agency will only read reports on environmental performance at particular mine sites when they think there is a 
risk. I am worried about the number of cases that could slip through with that type of approach.  

I will conclude my remarks. I support this switch to a rehabilitation fund model. I think it can work. But as a 
group of legislators, as a Parliament, we need to be sceptical about some of the claims of those who say they 
want less regulation in this area. We have to make sure that there is adequate resourcing of the agencies 
involved, so that the whole Western Australian community can be sure that we will benefit from the wealth that 
is derived from the mining sector but not at the cost of our environment. We do not want people who fly across 
the state looking down and seeing a multitude of mine sites left neglected and un-rehabilitated. We want to know 
that rehabilitation is very much a part of a mine. I know that to get an approval plan through, normally it is 
essential to present a mine closure plan. We want to be absolutely confident that those mine closure plans are 
fulfilled. That is my hope.  

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [5.16 pm]: I will take the Premier’s advice on this occasion and seek leave to 
continue my remarks on another occasion.  

[Leave granted for the member’s speech to be continued at a later sitting.] 

Debate thus adjourned. 

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [5.17 pm]: I am sure we will be rushing back to hear the 
member’s comments on the mining rehabilitation bills. We will count the hours until that moment arises! In the 
meantime, I move — 

That the house do now adjourn. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 5.17 pm 
__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

PERTH MAJOR SPORTS STADIUM — ADVICE AND CONSULTANTS’ REPORTS 

8310. Mr M. McGowan to the Treasurer 

Has the Treasurer, or any of the departments or agencies within his portfolios, received any advice or consultants 
reports against the progression of the Major Stadium at Burswood; and 

(a) if yes, will the Treasurer table this advice; and 

(b) if no, why not? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied: 

(a)–(b)  The content in question is currently subject to a Freedom of Information request and it would be 
inappropriate for the Minister to interfere with this process. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GIFT ACCEPTANCE 

8394. Mr M. McGowan to the Treasurer; Minister for Transport; Emergency Services 

Has any officer within the Treasurer’s ministerial office accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free 
accommodation or free travel from a private company or individual since 1 April 2012, and if so:  
(a) how many officers have accepted any hospitality, invitation to an event, free accommodation or free 

travel from a private company or individual; 

(b) what was the nature of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel, and what is the name 
of the individual or private company that offered them; and 

(c) what is the estimated individual value of the hospitality, event, free accommodation or free travel? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied: 

(a)-(c)  One officer attended the Business Leaders Forum at the invitation of the CCIWA. The estimated cost of 
the ticket is $150. One officer attended a football match at the invitation of MWH Engineering. The 
estimated cost of the ticket is $100. 

BUSHFIRE BRIGADE — FIREFIGHTING TRAINING 
8493. Ms M.M. Quirk to the Minister for Emergency Services 

I refer to concerns expressed by bushfire brigade members following the Margaret River fires that their training 
for structural fires was inadequate, and I ask: 

(a) whose responsibility is it to deliver such training; 

(b) what programs has the Fire and Emergency Services Authority got to deliver structural fire training to 
bushfire brigade members and Volunteer Fire and Rescue Service members; and 

(c) for the years 2010–2011, 2011–2012 and 2012–2013 (to date) please outline the programs delivered, 
the location of the training and how many personnel received that training? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied: 

The Fire and Emergency Services Authority advises: 

(a)  Local Governments who use a Fire and Emergency Services Authority of Western Australia (FESA) 
Volunteer Firefighter Training Package. 

 (b)  Structural firefighting training programs include: 
• FESA 0440 Structural Firefighting Awareness. 
• FESA 0414 Introduction to Structural Firefighting. 
• FESA 0404 Structural Firefighting. 
• FESA 0503L3 Breathing Apparatus 

(c)  [See paper 5269.] 

FIRE STATIONS — SPOTLESS MAINTENANCE CONTRACT 

8494. Ms M.M. Quirk to the Minister for Emergency Services 

I refer to the contract for the maintenance of metropolitan fire stations by Spotless, and ask: 
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(a) what is the value of this contract;  

(b) when is this contract due to expire;  

(c) what is the standard charge under the contract for the following:  

(i) call out;  

(ii) changing washer on a tap; 

(iii) changing a lightglobe;  

(iv) installing a lock on a door; and  

(v) fixing a broken window; and 

(d) can the Minister confirm that under the existing contract, none of these minor repairs can be undertaken 
by officers in the station? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied: 

The Fire and Emergency Services Authority of Western Australia (FESA) advises: 

(a)  The contract arrangement for Spotless is with the Building Management and Works (BMW) portfolio 
of the Department of Finance and is a whole-of-government contract.  

(b)  30 June 2013.  

(c) (i)–(v)  Spotless contacts a contractor on the BMW approved list to undertake the required work and 
these rates vary according to the specific contractor and trade. 

(d)  FESA is obligated to use Service Arrangers under the Public Works Act 1902 for BMW to procure 
these services on behalf of FESA. The Service Arranger provides FESA with the due expertise, care, 
diligence and risk management in undertaking repairs. 

MEMBER FOR PILBARA — ACCOMMODATION EXPENSES 

8675. Mr J.M. Francis to the Speaker 

I refer to applications for accommodation expenses by country Members of Parliament, and I ask: 

(a) how many applications were submitted by the Member for Pilbara for the period between 1 July 2011 
and 11 September 2012; 

(b) how many applications were approved for payments to the Member for Pilbara for the period 
between 1 July 2011 and 11 September 2012; 

(c) what was the amount paid for each individual application by the Member for Pilbara; and 

(d) what dates were covered by each individual application by the Member for Pilbara? 

The SPEAKER replied: 

(a)  25 applications were submitted during this period. 

(b)  25 applications were approved for payment during this period. 

(c)–(d)  See table below. 
 

TYPE OF 
CLAIM 

DATE OF 
ACCOMMODATION 

DATE OF 
CLAIM 

$ AMOUNT 
PAID DATE PAID 

Metro 1/07/2011    
Metro 2/07/2011    
Metro 3/07/2011    
Metro 4/07/2011    
Metro 5/07/2011    
Metro 6/07/2011    
Metro 7/07/2011    
Metro 8/07/2011    
Metro 10/07/2011    
Metro 11/07/2011    
Metro 12/07/2011    

  13/07/2011 $2,805.00 18/07/2011 
Metro 24/07/2011    
Metro 25/07/2011    
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Metro 26/07/2011    
  29/07/2011 $765.00 29/07/2011 

TWE 13/07/2011    
TWE 14/07/2011    
TWE 15/07/2011    
TWE 16/07/2011    
TWE 17/07/2011    
TWE 18/07/2011    
TWE 19/07/2011    
TWE 20/07/2011    
TWE 21/07/2011    
TWE 22/07/2011    
TWE 23/07/2011    
TWE 24/07/2011    

  29/07/2011 $3,191.41 29/07/2011 
TWE 28/07/2011    
TWE 29/07/2011    
TWE 30/07/2011    
TWE 31/07/2011    
TWE 1/08/2011    
TWE 4/08/2011    
TWE 5/08/2011    

  10/08/2011 $2,033.58 15/08/2011 
TWE 3/09/2011    
TWE 4/09/2011    

  6/09/2011 $696.30 19/09/2011 
Metro 1/09/2011    
Metro 4/09/2011    
Metro 5/09/2011    
Metro 6/09/2011    
Metro 7/09/2011    

  8/09/2011 $1,315.00 12/09/2011 
TWE 8/09/2011    
TWE 9/09/2011    
TWE 10/09/2011    
TWE 11/09/2011    

  26/09/2011 $1,131.49 12/09/2011 
Metro 11/09/2011    
Metro 12/09/2011    
Metro 13/09/2011    
Metro 14/09/2011    
Metro 15/09/2011    
Metro 16/09/2011    
Metro 17/09/2011    
Metro 18/09/2011    
Metro 19/09/2011    
Metro 20/09/2011    
Metro 21/09/2011    
Metro 22/09/2011    
Metro 23/09/2011    

  26/09/2011 $3,419.00 26/09/2011 
Metro 25/09/2011    
Metro 26/09/2011    
Metro 27/09/2011    
Metro 28/09/2011    
Metro 29/09/2011    
Metro 30/09/2011    
Metro 1/10/2011    
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Metro 2/10/2011    
Metro 3/10/2011    
Metro 4/10/2011    
Metro 6/10/2011    
Metro 7/10/2011    
Metro 8/10/2011    
Metro 9/10/2011    

  10/10/2011 $3,682.00 12/10/2011 
Metro 17/10/2011    
Metro 18/10/2011    
Metro 19/10/2011    
Metro 20/10/2011    
Metro 21/10/2011    
Metro 22/10/2011    
Metro 23/10/2011    
Metro 25/10/2011    

  26/10/2011 $2,104.00 26/10/2011 
Metro 26/10/2011    
Metro 27/10/2011    
Metro 28/10/2011    
Metro 29/10/2011    
Metro 30/10/2011    
Metro 31/10/2011    
Metro 1/11/2011    
Metro 2/11/2011    
Metro 3/11/2011    
Metro 4/11/2011    
Metro 6/11/2011    
Metro 7/11/2011    
Metro 8/11/2011    
Metro 9/11/2011    

  10/11/2011 $3,682.00 14/11/2011 
Parl/Part Bus 24/10/2011    
Parl/Part Bus 25/10/2011    

  14/11/2011 $617.00 16/11/2011 
Metro 20/11/2011    
Metro 21/11/2011    
Metro 22/11/2011    
Metro 23/11/2011    
Metro 24/11/2011    
Metro 25/11/2011    
Metro 26/11/2011    
Metro 27/11/2011    
Metro 28/11/2011    
Metro 29/11/2011    
Metro 30/11/2011    
Metro 1/12/2011    
Metro 3/12/2011    
Metro 4/12/2011    
Metro 5/12/2011    
Metro 6/12/2011    

  7/12/2011 $4,208.00 7/12/2011 
Metro 7/12/2011    
Metro 9/12/2011    
Metro 10/12/2011    
Metro 14/12/2011    
Metro 15/12/2011    
Metro 16/12/2011    
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Metro 19/12/2011    
Metro 20/12/2011    
Metro 21/12/2011    
Metro 22/12/2011    
Metro 23/12/2011    
Metro 28/12/2011    
Metro 29/12/2011    
Metro 2/01/2012    
Metro 3/01/2012    
Metro 4/01/2012    

  5/01/2012 $4,208.00 9/01/2012 
TWE 11/12/2011    
TWE 12/12/2011    
TWE 13/12/2011    
TWE 14/12/2011    
TWE 30/12/2011    
TWE 31/12/2011    
TWE 1/01/2012    
TWE 2/01/2012    

  5/01/2012 $2,112.49 9/01/2011 
Metro 5/01/2012    
Metro 6/01/2012    
Metro 7/01/2012    
Metro 8/01/2012    
Metro 9/01/2012    
Metro 10/01/2012    
Metro 11/01/2012    
Metro 12/01/2012    
Metro 13/01/2012    
Metro 16/01/2012    
Metro 17/01/2012    
Metro 18/01/2012    
Metro 19/01/2012    
Metro 20/01/2012    
Metro 21/01/2012    
Metro 23/01/2012    
Metro 24/01/2012    
Metro 25/01/2012    
Metro 26/01/2012    
Metro 27/01/2012    
Metro 28/01/2012    

  8/03/2012 $5,260.00 12/03/2012 
Parl/Part Bus 16/02/2012    
Parl/Part Bus 17/02/2012    

  28/03/2012 $348.80 28/03/2012 
Parl/Part Bus 30/03/2012    
Parl/Part Bus 31/03/2012    
Parl/Part Bus 1/04/2012    

  30/04/2012 $260.00 7/05/2012 
TWE 7/06/2012    
TWE 8/06/2012    

  15/06/2012 $487.47 20/06/2012 
TWE 23/06/2012    
TWE 24/06/2012    
TWE 25/06/2012    
TWE 26/06/2012    
TWE 27/06/2012    

  26/07/2012 $1,547.20 31/07/2012 
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TWE 15/07/2012    
TWE 16/07/2012    

  26/07/2012 $494.27 31/07/2012 
Metro 7/07/2012    
Metro 8/07/2012    
Metro 9/07/2012    
Metro 10/07/2012    
Metro 11/07/2012    
Metro 12/07/2012    
Metro 13/07/2012    
Metro 14/07/2012    
Metro 16/07/2012    
Metro 17/07/2012    
Metro 18/07/2012    
Metro 19/07/2012    
Metro 20/07/2012    
Metro 21/07/2012    
Metro 24/07/2012    

  26/07/2012 $3,945.00 31/07/2012 
Metro 25/07/2012    
Metro 28/07/2012    
Metro 30/07/2012    
Metro 31/07/2012    
Metro 1/08/2012    
Metro 2/08/2012    
Metro 3/08/2012    
Metro 4/08/2012    
Metro 6/08/2012    
Metro 7/08/2012    
Metro 8/08/2012    
Metro 10/08/2012    
Metro 11/08/2012    
Metro 12/08/2012    
Metro 14/08/2012    

  15/08/2012 $3,945.00 20/08/2012 
Metro 15/08/2012    
Metro 16/08/2012    
Metro 17/08/2012    
Metro 18/08/2012    
Metro 19/08/2012    
Metro 20/08/2012    
Metro 21/08/2012    
Metro 22/08/2012    
Metro 26/08/2012    
Metro 27/08/2012    

  28/08/2012 $2,630.00 29/08/2012 
Parl/Part Bus 25/08/2012    

 26/08/2012    
  30/08/2012 $332.88 31/08/2012 
   $55,220.89  

KEY: Metro – Metropolitan Expenses (SAT Part 5 Section 5) 
TWE – Travel within Electorate (SAT Part 5 Section 6) 
Parl/Part Bus – Parliamentary or Parliamentary Political Party Business (SAT Part 5 Section 4) 

MEMBER FOR ALBANY — ACCOMMODATION EXPENSES 

8676. Mr J.M. Francis to the Speaker 

I refer to applications for accommodation expenses by country Members of Parliament, and I ask: 
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(a) how many applications were submitted by the Member for Albany for the period between 1 July 2011 
and 11 September 2012; 

(b) how many applications were approved for payments to the Member for Albany for the period 
between 1 July 2011 and 11 September 2012; 

(c) what was the amount paid for each individual application by the Member for Albany; and 

(d) what dates were covered by each individual application by the Member for Albany? 

The SPEAKER replied: 

(a)  14 applications were submitted during this period. 

(b)  14 applications were approved for payment during this period. 

(c)–(d) See table below. 
 

TYPE OF 
CLAIM 

DATE OF 
ACCOMMODATION 

DATE OF 
CLAIM 

$ AMOUNT 
PAID DATE PAID 

Metro 26/07/2011      
Metro 27/07/2011    

  5/08/2011 $510.00 8/08/2011 
Metro 8/08/2011      
Metro 9/08/2011      
Metro 10/08/2011      
Metro 15/08/2011      
Metro 16/08/2011      
Metro 17/08/2011      
Metro 18/08/2011      
Metro 26/08/2011      
Metro 29/08/2011      
Metro 30/08/2011      
Metro 31/08/2011      

  5/09/2011 $2,805.00 7/09/2011 
Metro 1/09/2011      
Metro 5/09/2011      
Metro 6/09/2011      
Metro 7/09/2011      
Metro 19/09/2011      
Metro 20/09/2011      
Metro 21/09/2011      
Metro 22/09/2011      
Metro 25/09/2011      
Metro 27/09/2011      
Metro 28/09/2011      
Metro 29/09/2011      

  19/10/2011 $3,156.00 19/10/2011 
Metro 4/10/2011      
Metro 8/10/2011      
Metro 10/10/2011      
Metro 14/10/2011      
Metro 17/10/2011      
Metro 18/10/2011      
Metro 19/10/2011      
Metro 20/10/2011      
Metro 31/10/2011      

  3/11/2011 $2,367.00 7/11/2011 
Metro 1/11/2011      
Metro 2/11/2011      
Metro 3/11/2011      
Metro 5/11/2011      
Metro 7/11/2011      



 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 20 September 2012] 6357 

 

Metro 8/11/2011      
Metro 9/11/2011      
Metro 23/11/2011      
Metro 28/11/2011      
Metro 29/11/2011      
Metro 30/11/2011      

  6/12/2011 $2,893.00 7/12/2011 
Metro 7/01/2012      
Metro 20/01/2012      
Metro 22/01/2012      

  31/01/2012 $789.00 31/01/2012 
Metro 11/02/2012      
Metro 20/02/2012      
Metro 21/02/2012      
Metro 22/02/2012      
Metro 23/02/2012      
Metro 28/02/2012      
Metro 29/02/2012      

  9/03/2012 $1,841.00 12/03/2012 
Parl/Part Bus 15/03/2012      
Parl/Part Bus 16/03/2012      
Parl/Part Bus 17/03/2012      

  14/03/2013 $478.01 19/03/2012 
Metro 1/03/2012      
Metro 16/03/2012      
Metro 19/03/2012      
Metro 20/03/2012      
Metro 21/03/2012      
Metro 22/03/2012      
Metro 26/03/2012      
Metro 27/03/2012      
Metro 28/03/2012      
Metro 29/03/2012      

  4/04/2012 $2,630.00 4/04/2012 
Metro 30/04/2012      

  7/05/2012 $263.00 7/05/2012 
Metro 1/05/2012      
Metro 2/05/2012      
Metro 3/05/2012      
Metro 8/05/2012      
Metro 14/05/2012      
Metro 15/05/2012      
Metro 16/05/2012      
Metro 17/05/2012      
Metro 21/05/2012      
Metro 22/05/2012      
Metro 23/05/2012      
Metro 24/05/2012      
Metro 27/05/2012      
Metro 28/05/2012      
Metro 29/05/2012      
Metro 30/05/2012      
Metro 31/05/2012      

  7/06/2012 $4,471.00 11/06/2012 
Metro 11/06/2012      
Metro 12/06/2012      
Metro 13/06/2012      
Metro 14/06/2012      
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Metro 18/06/2012      
Metro 19/06/2012      
Metro 20/06/2012      
Metro 21/06/2012      
Metro 23/06/2012      

  4/07/2012 $2,367.00 9/07/2012 
Metro 2/07/2012      
Metro 6/07/2012      
Metro 29/07/2012      
Metro 30/07/2012      

  10/08/2012 $1,052.00 13/08/2012 
Metro 6/08/2012      
Metro 7/08/2012      
Metro 8/08/2012      
Metro 9/08/2012      
Metro 13/08/2012      
Metro 14/08/2012      
Metro 15/08/2012      
Metro 16/08/2012 3/09/2012 $2,104.00 5/09/2012 

   $27,726.01   

KEY: Metro – Metropolitan Expenses (SAT Part 5 Section 5) 
TWE – Travel within Electorate (SAT Part 5 Section 6) 
Parl/Part Bus – Parliamentary or Parliamentary Political Party Business (SAT Part 5 Section 4) 

MEMBER FOR COLLIE–PRESTON — ACCOMMODATION EXPENSES 

8677. Mr J.M. Francis to the Speaker 

I refer to applications for accommodation expenses by country Members of Parliament, and I ask: 

(a) how many applications were submitted by the Member for Collie-Preston for the period between 1 July 
2011 and 11 September 2012; 

(b) how many applications were approved for payments to the Member for Collie-Preston for the period 
between 1 July 2011 and 11 September 2012; 

(c) what was the amount paid for each individual application by the Member for Collie-Preston; and 

(d) what dates were covered by each individual application by the Member for Collie-Preston? 

The SPEAKER replied: 

(a)  16 applications were submitted during this period. 

(b)  16 applications were approved for payment during this period. 

(c)–(d)  See table below. 
 

TYPE OF 
CLAIM 

DATE OF 
ACCOMMODATION 

DATE OF 
CLAIM 

$ AMOUNT 
PAID DATE PAID 

Metro 3/07/2011      
Metro 31/07/2011      

  18/08/2011 $510.00 19/08/2011 
Metro 8/08/2011      
Metro 9/08/2011      
Metro 10/08/2011      
Metro 11/08/2011      
Metro 15/08/2011      
Metro 16/08/2011      
Metro 17/08/2011      
Metro 18/08/2011      
Metro 22/08/2011      
Metro 29/08/2011      
Metro 30/08/2011      
Metro 31/08/2011      
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  8/09/2011 $3,060.00 12/09/2011 
TWE 26/08/2011      
TWE 27/08/2011      

  13/09/2011 $348.15 14/09/2011 
Metro 6/09/2011      
Metro 7/09/2011      
Metro 8/09/2011      
Metro 11/09/2011      
Metro 19/09/2011      
Metro 20/09/2011      
Metro 21/09/2011      
Metro 25/09/2011      
Metro 26/09/2011      
Metro 27/09/2011      
Metro 28/09/2011      

  12/10/2011 $2,893.00 17/10/2011 
Metro 2/11/2011      
Metro 3/11/2011      
Metro 6/11/2011      
Metro 7/11/2011      
Metro 8/11/2011      
Metro 9/11/2011      
Metro 10/11/2011      
Metro 16/11/2011      
Metro 20/11/2011      
Metro 21/11/2011      
Metro 22/11/2011      
Metro 23/11/2011      
Metro 28/11/2011      
Metro 29/11/2011      
Metro 30/11/2011      

  7/12/2011 $3,945.00 12/12/2011 
Metro 12/10/2011      
Metro 18/10/2011      
Metro 19/10/2011      
Metro 20/10/2011      
Metro 21/10/2011      
Metro 23/10/2011      
Metro 24/10/2011      
Metro 27/10/2011      

  8/12/2011 $2,104.00 12/12/2011 
Metro 1/12/2011      
Metro 16/12/2011    

  6/01/2012 $526.00 9/01/2012 
Metro 22/01/2012      
Metro 30/01/2012      

  6/02/2012 $526.00 6/02/2012 
Metro 6/02/2012      
Metro 12/02/2012      
Metro 20/02/2012      
Metro 21/02/2012      
Metro 22/02/2012      
Metro 27/02/2012      
Metro 28/02/2012      
Metro 29/02/2012      

  22/03/2012 $2,104.00 26/03/2012 
Metro 19/03/2012      
Metro 20/03/2012      
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Metro 21/03/2012      
Metro 22/03/2012      
Metro 24/03/2012      
Metro 25/03/2012      
Metro 26/03/2012      
Metro 27/03/2012      
Metro 28/03/2012      
Metro 29/03/2012      
Metro 31/03/2012      

  4/04/2012 $2,893.00 10/04/2012 
Parl/Part 

Bus 15/02/2012      

Parl/Part 
Bus 16/02/2012      

Parl/Part 
Bus 17/02/2012      

  24/04/2012 $317.50 30/04/2012 
Metro 6/04/2012      
Metro 9/04/2012      
Metro 13/04/2012      
Metro 14/04/2012      
Metro 20/04/2012      
Metro 27/04/2012      
Metro 29/04/2012      
Metro 30/04/2012      

  8/05/2012 $2,104.00 9/05/2012 
Metro 1/05/2012      
Metro 2/05/2012      
Metro 6/05/2012      
Metro 7/05/2012      
Metro 9/05/2012      
Metro 14/05/2012      
Metro 15/05/2012      
Metro 16/05/2012      
Metro 17/05/2012      
Metro 18/05/2012      
Metro 19/05/2012      
Metro 21/05/2012      
Metro 22/05/2012      
Metro 23/05/2012      
Metro 24/05/2012      
Metro 27/05/2012      
Metro 28/05/2012      
Metro 29/05/2012      
Metro 30/05/2012      

  15/06/2012 $4,997.00 20/06/2012 
TWE 9/06/2012      
TWE 10/06/2012      

  26/06/2012 $348.15 27/06/2012 
Metro 4/06/2012      
Metro 6/06/2012      
Metro 10/06/2012      
Metro 11/06/2012      
Metro 12/06/2012      
Metro 13/06/2012      
Metro 14/06/2012      
Metro 18/06/2012      
Metro 19/06/2012      
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Metro 20/06/2012      
Metro 21/06/2012      
Metro 28/06/2012      
Metro 29/06/2012      
Metro 30/06/2012      

  12/07/2012 $3,682.00 18/07/2012 
Metro 1/07/2012      
Metro 3/07/2012      
Metro 8/07/2012      
Metro 9/07/2012      
Metro 11/07/2012      
Metro 19/07/2012      
Metro 22/07/2012      
Metro 29/07/2012      
Metro 30/07/2012      
Metro 31/07/2012      

  21/08/2012 $2,630.00 22/08/2012 
   $32,987.80   

KEY: Metro – Metropolitan Expenses (SAT Part 5 Section 5) 

TWE – Travel within Electorate (SAT Part 5 Section 6) 

Parl/Part Bus – Parliamentary or Parliamentary Political Party Business (SAT Part 5 Section 4) 

__________ 
 

 

 



 

 

 


	THORNLIE RAIL LINE — EXTENSION
	Petition

	PAPERS TABLED
	METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME 1221/41 — BANJUP URBAN PRECINCT
	Statement by Minister for Planning

	SWAN RIVER TRUST — RIVERBANK PROGRAM
	Statement by Minister for Environment

	ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS — DEVELOPMENT COMMISSIONS
	Statement by Minister for Regional Development

	SWAN VALLEY PLANNING ACT — REVIEW
	Grievance

	SERVICE STATION — DRIVE-OFF FUEL THEFT
	Grievance

	VEHICLE LICENCES — TIME PAYMENTS
	Grievance

	CITY OF GREATER GERALDTON — RATES
	Grievance

	EDUCATION AND HEALTH STANDING COMMITTEE
	Fifteenth Report — “Foetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorder: the invisible disability”— Tabling

	BROWSE (LAND) AGREEMENT BILL 2012
	Introduction and First Reading
	Second Reading

	WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FUTURE FUND BILL 2012
	Second Reading

	FRIENDS OF BIKABELE
	Statement by Member for Wanneroo

	HERITAGE COLLEGE FUN RUN
	Statement by Member for Forrestfield

	CARINE SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL — FORTIETH ANNIVERSARY
	Statement by Member for Carine

	MAN OF STEEL
	Statement by Member for Albany

	HULBERT STREET SUSTAINABILITY FIESTA
	Statement by Member for Fremantle

	OSBORNE PARK HOSPITAL — PARKING FEES
	Statement by Member for Balcatta
	Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm


	QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
	ST ANDREW’S HOSTEL, KATANNING — BLAXELL REPORT — VICTIM PAYMENTS
	518. Mr P.B. WATSON to the Premier:
	ST ANDREW’S HOSTEL, KATANNING — BLAXELL REPORT — VICTIM PAYMENTS
	519. Mr P.B. WATSON to the Premier:
	POLICE AND COMMUNITY YOUTH CENTRES — GOVERNMENT AND POLICE COMMITMENT
	520. Mr P. ABETZ to the Minister for Police:
	POLICE AND COMMUNITY YOUTH CENTRES — STAFFING
	521. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Minister for Police:
	POLICE AND COMMUNITY YOUTH CENTRES — STAFFING
	522. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Minister for Police:
	NORTHBRIDGE YOUTH DIVERSION PROJECT
	523. Mr F.A. ALBAN to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:
	JAMES LARSSON — RESIGNATION PAYOUT
	524. Mr R.H. COOK to the Premier:
	JAMES LARSSON — RESIGNATION PAYOUT
	525. Mr R.H. COOK to the Premier:
	PERTH WATER SUPPLY
	526. Mr P.T. MILES to the Minister for Water:
	GENERAL PRACTITIONERS — BULK-BILLING
	527. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Health:
	GENERAL PRACTITIONERS — BULK-BILLING
	528. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Health:
	529. Mr I.C. BLAYNEY to the Minister for Agriculture and Food:
	530. Mr J.C. KOBELKE to the Minister for Transport:
	SCHOOLS — ELECTRONIC SPEED ZONE SIGNS
	531. Mr J.C. KOBELKE to the Minister for Transport:

	WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FUTURE FUND BILL 2012
	Second Reading
	Point of Order
	Debate Resumed
	Point of Order
	Debate Resumed
	Withdrawal of Remark
	Debate Resumed


	MINING AMENDMENT BILL 2012
	Receipt

	MINING REHABILITATION FUND BILL 2012
	Second Reading

	ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE
	House adjourned at 5.17 pm
	__________

	QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
	PERTH MAJOR SPORTS STADIUM — ADVICE AND CONSULTANTS’ REPORTS
	MINISTERIAL OFFICES — GIFT ACCEPTANCE
	BUSHFIRE BRIGADE — FIREFIGHTING TRAINING
	FIRE STATIONS — SPOTLESS MAINTENANCE CONTRACT
	MEMBER FOR PILBARA — ACCOMMODATION EXPENSES
	MEMBER FOR ALBANY — ACCOMMODATION EXPENSES
	MEMBER FOR COLLIE–PRESTON — ACCOMMODATION EXPENSES


