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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 1) 2005 
Third Reading 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Leader of the House) [4.17 pm]:  I move on behalf of the Treasurer - 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [4.17 pm]:  This is, essentially, the third reading of the budget.  The week before last, 
we had what was, in essence, consideration in detail of the budget.  Having made a further study of the budget, 
and having had the opportunity of being involved with some of the estimates committees, I will make a few 
further comments.  Before doing so, however, I wish to express to the house how privileged I was to attend 
Government House at about lunchtime with the Speaker and other members of this chamber to thank His 
Excellency the Governor Lieutenant General John Murray Sanderson, AC, for his address and present him with 
the Address-in-Reply.  I felt a very strong sense of history at that time, and a sense of privilege that, as one of 
only 57 members of this house, I was able to walk into that history.  Whatever our beliefs, how awesome that 
history is, and what a great country and a great system we have.  

Now I will address some of the issues in the budget that concern my electorate, and then I will talk about how 
the budget affects my interest in drug abuse strategies.  First, in relation to my electorate, I will talk about some 
of the encouraging things, with some reservations, and some of the disappointing things.  Then I will briefly 
touch on drug strategies in this state and their devastating effect on young people.  I will speak anecdotally about 
a special case.  I will refer also to some of the reports from the Drug Advisory Council, a recent report from 
Sweden and the budget difficulties associated with the drug strategy program. 

Firstly I will refer to my electorate.  I found it encouraging that the government has committed $36.8 million to 
allow the Esperance Port Authority to continue the development of the port to aid the export of nickel hydroxide.  
Some $13 million is also earmarked for a container loader.  That will be the first container loader at the port and 
it could have some multi-use functions that will improve the port and access to the state’s markets.  However, I 
say that with some reservation because the $36.8 million is provided as a low-interest loan.  It allows the port 
authority to borrow and write off the loan during the 25 years of the Ravensthorpe nickel operation. 

I was encouraged to see in the budget the allocation of some moneys for the development and improvement of 
the South Coast Highway.  That is an important trade route, particularly for the Ravensthorpe nickel operation, 
which will mean an increase of 52 trucks on the road to cart loads from the mining operation to the port.  It was 
very encouraging to hear from the chairman of the budget committees that all 36 of the supplementary questions 
asked of the minister have been answered.  I hope that my questions were answered.  They were about the 
moneys the government has allocated for the upgrade, including how much money it has allocated, where the 
passing lanes will be located and how much widening would be done on the South Coast Highway.  The 
narrowness of the highway is a potential danger point between heavy transport vehicles and other vehicular 
traffic on the highway.  I look forward also to delineating how much BHP Billiton Ltd contributed to those 
works, as was expressed in the budget.  Those works should proceed in a timely manner because the mine is 
being developed.  The headworks are being progressed and the mine will come on stream in 2007. 
I was encouraged by the development of the concept of a middle school at the Esperance Senior High School, for 
which the government has committed to spend $7.2 million.  There is an increasing demand for children to be 
educated in that area.  The government committed to spend the money on establishing an operational and 
functional middle school that will operate at the end of the second term in 2006.  However, I was disappointed 
with the other measures regarding the development of other projects dealing with value-added products in the 
seat of Roe - not just in Esperance - to increase the production of small towns.  I refer to the Jerramungup 
Industry Development Group.  In the Budget Statements the government states that it will continue to work with 
the Jerramungup Industry Development Group to address its infrastructure requirements and assist its efforts to 
attract capital to establish agricultural processing.  It is very important to establish and attract capital from the 
community itself.  That has been one of the sticking points with this development.  As the local member, I have 
been particularly active in putting my support behind the board’s endeavour to raise $1 million.  That will 
demonstrate that the producers and people from the town are able and are prepared to put their money where 
their mouths are.  Governments can then come on board to support what will be a small but a very useful value-
added industry in the small town of Jerramungup.  It is somewhat disappointing that the government has not 
made a real commitment to the project.  Significant power issues are involved with this project.  The power 
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issues in Jerramungup are a core business of the state government and it is a rate-limiting step for this small 
industry. 

It was disappointing also to see the lack of designated funds provided for the Esperance Residential College, at 
which students of the Esperance Senior High School board.  I met with the board of the college at a meeting last 
Friday and was told that the number of students boarding at the college is already more than its capacity.  That 
does not take into account the effect of the proposed development of the mine that I have just described.  The 
hostel’s capacity is 81 students and it is now housing 94 students.  It is currently using transportable extensions 
to cope with the extra students.  It will need to cope with 105 students next year and probably 120 students in the 
following year.  Some of the residential staff who will service the Ravensthorpe nickel project will live in 
Hopetoun and some will live in Ravensthorpe, and they will need to send their children to board at the senior 
high school. 

I was somewhat disappointed with the inability of members to delineate a prescribed marine management plan 
for the Recherche Archipelago at Esperance Bay during the estimates committee on the environment.  A plan for 
the development of the bay is needed to ensure its sensible, environmentally sustainable development.  Whether 
the proposal is for a floating hotel or a tuna farm, it is very important that the lack of a marine management plan 
is not an excuse for delaying an otherwise valid and economically and environmentally sustainable industry for 
the region. 

It was somewhat disappointing also that no dedicated funds were provided for the control of wild dogs.  I 
attended the estimates committee for not only the Department of Conservation and Land Management but also 
the Department of Agriculture.  I was shunted from one department to the other and found it very difficult to find 
out how much money would be committed to wild dog control, particularly in the north and north east of the 
state where wild dogs are encroaching on the agricultural regions.  I know of constituents whose flocks of sheep 
and cattle are being decimated by wild dogs.  This government has not given us a serious answer to the question 
of how to control this very significant problem.  Often the dogs come from crown land and reserves and 
encroach on the lots of landowners and pastoralists.  When all the rhetoric is taken away, it is almost as if the 
government believes that landowners should control their own problems, even when the wild dogs come from 
crown land and reserves for which the government inevitably has responsibility. 

There are some other disappointing issues but it does not look as though I will get to the issue of drug strategy, 
yet again.  I was somewhat concerned that the Minister for Local Government could not give a commitment to 
improve the land release issues at Ravensthorpe, and encourage the Department of Mineral and Petroleum 
Resources to sterilise land beneath the town of Ravensthorpe that may contain minerals so that LandCorp could 
proceed to release land for residential and industrial needs following the establishment of the $2 billion nickel 
mine at Ravensthorpe.  That was disappointing, because I believe that the residential work force will live in 
Hopetoun and Esperance, and Ravensthorpe, which happens to be on the major industrial trade route to Perth, 
will miss out.   

There is also the issue of small business enterprise centres.  Many BECs in my electorate are struggling and do 
not appear to have any surety for their future.  They need to know about that.  They are doing a very good job.  
For instance, the business enterprise centre in Jerramungup is the main driver behind trying to get the industrial 
group to establish a stockfeed pelleting mill in Jerramungup.  It is ideally placed to supply all markets north, 
east, west and south, and it needs to proceed.  What is the future of those projects without some significant input 
from the Small Business Development Corporation and the BECs to help these programs come to fruition? 

As a general practitioner with 25 years’ experience, I have seen the devastation caused by drugs, particularly on 
teenagers.  As I have said in this house previously, cannabis drug use is devastating our young people and the 
community.  A recent study in Sweden showed that chronic periodic use of cannabis will interfere with brain 
development. 

DR S.C. THOMAS (Capel) [4.32 pm]:  I always feel much safer when you are in the chair, Mr Acting Speaker 
(Mr P.B. Watson).  I appreciate you being there, because then you cannot say anything about me from the other 
side of the house. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  I have that effect on people. 
Dr S.C. THOMAS:  About five years ago the member for Victoria Park, as the Leader of the Opposition, sat on 
this side of the house and pointed at the Premier of the day and asked how dare he allow the budget to blow out 
to the extent that it had.  The member for Victoria Park said the spending was incredible - $3 billion - and the 
government had been saved only by increased revenue, otherwise the budget would have been a disaster.  What a 
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difference five years makes!  The 2004-05 financial year is just about finished.  It is a common trend these days 
to give budgets a name.  I like to think of the 2004-05 Gallop budget as the break-out budget.  Going into the 
2004-05 financial year the budget was locked away.  In a way, it was incarcerated by the Gallop government; it 
was given a sentence of one year with no parole.  It was to be confined within defined walls and there would be 
no early release; it was to be controlled and contained.  However, almost immediately in the 2004-05 financial 
year there was unrest, because the budget inmates were under pressure.  There was immediate pressure on the 
budget and there were calls for various departments - the budgets for which were locked away in this prison, as it 
were - to tighten their belts.  Members can visualise the budget gang in prison, rattling their cages and running 
cans across the bars, because obviously they were under enormous pressure in the 2004-05 budget.  They were 
under pressure in a prison-like situation because of the Gallop government budget.  The first thing that happened 
was that various members started to walk out the door. 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order!  I remind the member that the third reading debate is restricted to the 
contents of the bill. 
Dr S.C. THOMAS:  It is a supply bill, Mr Acting Speaker. 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  Yes, but the debate is not as wide ranging as on the second reading.  When the 
member speaks about the bill, it must be about the content of the bill. 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  On the third reading it is not a general debate. 
Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Okay, although some of that was a repeat of the second reading.  However, I will move to 
some more specific issues about what was contained in the budget.  I am pleased to say that I have received 
some responses to questions that I asked during estimates committee hearings.  The first question dealt with 
health and will be of strong interest to the south west.  A review of health services was conducted not only in the 
south west, but also across the entire state.  In the past few years the functional review implementation team was 
established to attempt to rein in the budgets, particularly in health.  A couple of years ago when I was a 
candidate, I requested a member of Parliament to ask a question of the Minister for Health about what would be 
the impact of a decision by the functional review implementation team on the south west in particular and across 
the whole of rural Western Australia.  The response was that there would be very little impact.  As part of 
supplementary information, I also asked a question about the impact of the review by the functional review 
implementation team.  I asked what would be the effect of the decision to reduce the number of full-time 
equivalents in the South West Area Health Service, and how many of those jobs would go to Perth.   
This will not impact on your electorate, Mr Acting Speaker, but I will get to that in a while. 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  I am looking forward to it. 
Dr S.C. THOMAS:  The answer was 47 full-time equivalents.  We are looking at the loss of 47 full-time 
equivalents across the South West Area Health Service.  Where will those positions come from?  The obvious 
answer that the minister will tell us is that they will not come directly from health care; they will come from 
ancillary positions, in particular information technology and human resources.  Those support services are vital 
to keep those departments going.  The second part of the question concerned the number of jobs that would be 
transferred to Perth.  All of the 47 full-time equivalent positions will be going to Perth.  In effect, there is no 
budget saving.  All we are effectively doing is taking a service that is delivered - we invented the term in the 
south west, although there is an argument about who should take credit for it, because that came out in the plan 
for the south west in 1997 - close to where people live, and we are moving those jobs to Perth.  That is just the 
impact on the South West Area Health Service.  I also asked a question during budget estimates - and what a 
wonderful process it is - about what the impact would be on country health, which is outside the metropolitan 
area, including all rural areas of the South West Area Health Service.  That would include your own electorate of 
Albany, Mr Acting Speaker.  The situation is more grim, because there will be approximately 90 full-time 
equivalents leaving country health services.  At this stage I do not have supplementary information to advise 
exactly how many of those positions will be transferred directly to Perth.  However, given the approximation that 
100 per cent of the people from the South West Area Health Service who are fulfilling those tasks will move to 
Perth, I suspect that there will not be a great difference in the number of people who will come from the country 
regions.  A question that you might ask yourself, Mr Acting Speaker, is how many people will leave Albany and 
move to Perth.  Ninety people will come from the country regions.  Other members, such as the members for 
Moore and Roe, will be interested to know how many people will come out of their electorates.  I know that 
members in the south west, such as the members for Bunbury and Vasse, will look at exactly how many staff 
members from their health services will be moved and sent to Perth. 
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Of course, there will be no saving, except that it might potentially be a bit cheaper to buy massive reams of paper 
in Perth than it is in the south west.  Perhaps that is where the savings will come from.  Wages will certainly not 
be saved, because those jobs are just being transferred.  There will not be a saving in the efficiency of delivering 
those services, because when the computer of a Department of Health worker in the member for Warren-
Blackwood’s electorate breaks down and he desperately needs information technology services, those services 
will not be provided locally because all those jobs will have been shunted off to Perth.  Therefore, the poor 
person would probably have to ring someone in Perth.  From my experience of running a business in the south 
west, I can tell the house that it becomes very difficult to get technical support if a person has a system that 
comes from Perth.  In my previous life I ran a business.  The software came from the eastern states.  When 
something went wrong, the people from the eastern states would say that they would fix it the next time they 
were in Western Australia, which might be three or four years down the track; but that is okay.  

We could get into the debate about the Manjimup hospital, where the staff member cannot call up the file or the 
history of a patient because the computer is not working.  He must ring Perth.  Of course, the classic thing is that 
when he rings he is told it is a software problem.  Therefore, he rings software support.  Software support then 
tells him that it is a hardware problem.  He then rings hardware support.  He goes back and forth for some days, 
until such time as he gives up and pulls out the dusty old file, which is in a cardboard box in a cupboard, and 
tries to get the old paper records out.  Eventually, the system will fall in a heap.   

The same thing will occur in the human resources department.  If the Deputy Leader of the Opposition were my 
line manager and I had a problem with him that we could not resolve ourselves, the standard thing would be to 
go to the human resources manager to try to work something out.  Of course, it does not happen in the Liberal 
Party.  We sort out these things very comfortably.  However, if something went horrendously wrong in the 
Department of Health, what would we do?  Would we put both combatants in a car and have them drive to Perth 
together so that they could have a meeting with the human resources department? 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Will the member just get on to the budget? 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I think this is important, Mr Acting Speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  No, would the member - 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I will direct my comments to the budget; all right.  If we averaged out those 47 full-time 
equivalents in the south west, between $2.2 million and $2.4 million worth of wages and investment will come 
out of the south west and head back to Perth.  That is a direct budgetary response to what the government is 
doing in this area.   

I gleaned another piece of interesting information from the budget estimates.  It came from the Minister for State 
Development.  That was another division that was excellently run.  We started on the issue of departmental 
savings in upcoming years, how much money would potentially be saved and how it would be saved across the 
state, particularly in state development in regional areas.  Obviously, the electorate of Albany is a growing and 
thriving electorate, with lots of activity going on in it.  According to the estimates, lots of good things are 
happening in the electorate of Albany, and a lot of money is going into it.  The Acting Speaker might be 
intrigued to know that there will no doubt be savings to be had in various government departments in his 
electorate of Albany also.  One area in particular relates to state development, and it would impact on your 
electorate, Mr Acting Speaker.  Across the state, the Department of Industry and Resources expects to save 
$2.134 million in 2005-06.  How will it save that money?  That is important.  The savings for that department 
will be based on procurement reforms.  What does “procurement reforms” mean for a rural electorate?   

Mr T.R. Buswell:  Buying in Perth. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I thank the member for Vasse.  It effectively means buying things in Perth and buying 
things in bulk.  That is one department.  How will the savings be made?  It was said that in some areas budgets 
tended to remain static.  In this department, budgets remain static, but there was to be growth, and the growth, in 
effect, was because of savings.  The chief saving was in procurement reforms.  Other opposition members will 
no doubt discuss how this budget has let down the areas outside Perth, in a number of departments and in a 
number of ways, by making savings at the expense of both the services and the regions themselves.   

This was a budget based on huge amounts of money.  I think of the 2005-06 budget and the budgets beyond that 
as balloon budgets.  That is very interesting, because the trick with a balloon budget is not - 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Would the member just talk about this budget period? 
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Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Okay; 2005-06.  It is a balloon budget.  People do not blow it up too tight, so they make 
sure that their estimates for their income are not too big.  If they blow it up too tight, there is the possibility that 
it will burst.  They must leave the balloon a bit loose, so that when they push at the edges and things try to 
escape from the budget, all they do is stretch it.  

Mr J.B. D’Orazio interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I am sure the minister has been in Parliament long enough to realise that he is not 
allowed to speak when he is not in his seat. 

Mr T.R. Buswell:  What an absolute disgrace!  Have a look at yourself! 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!  That is fairly serious.  If the minister wants to make a comment, 
he should go back to his seat. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  The Acting Speaker will note that the good members of the opposition are all sitting in 
their appropriate seats and working well.   

We expected this to be a grand budget and a budget of vision.  There are some very good things in this budget.  I 
would like more information on how the government intends to spend the $2.3 billion budgeted for electricity 
extensions.  We still need more information to make sure that that will go into the right places.  There are some 
good things in this budget.  However, we are disappointed about some areas, given that this is a budget the size 
of which has never before been seen in this state.  Potentially, if the balloon is not blown up for the next budget, 
the next one might be even bigger. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Before I give the call to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, I reiterate to 
everyone that the third reading debate on the appropriation bill is limited to the budget and matters raised in the 
estimates committees. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.48 pm]:  I rise to make my 
contribution to the third reading of this appropriation bill and to make some observations about the budget itself, 
the estimates debate and what it means to my electorate.  First, I will deal with the portfolios for which I have 
shadow responsibility, which include agriculture, salinity and water resources.  As I mentioned in response to the 
tabling of the report of the estimates committee, it is interesting to note that in the portfolios under the 
jurisdiction of the current Minister for Agriculture and Forestry; the Midwest and Wheatbelt, there are a number 
of important authorities, including the Agriculture Protection Board and its delivery of services, the Western 
Australian Meat Industry Authority, the Perth Market Authority, the Rural Business Development Corporation 
and its delivery of services, the Forest Products Commission, the Mid West Development Commission and the 
Wheatbelt Development Commission.  During the debate, we had the opportunity to reasonably consider the 
agriculture portfolio and the area of biosecurity, which is the doing part of the Agriculture Protection Board.  We 
did not fully cover all of those areas.  The Western Australian Meat Industry Authority currently has ownership 
of some 66 hectares of land in the Midland area, the site of the old Midland saleyards.  That land will be sold and 
the funds will be put into the new Muchea saleyards.  We managed to ask one question about the Muchea 
saleyards.  We have been able to establish, through questions on notice, that 16.5 hectares of land has been sold 
in that area.  However, we were unable to find out how much money has accrued as a result of that sale.  That is 
a legitimate question, because the public of Western Australia is entitled to know how much the land was worth, 
where the money now resides and how it will be spent.  The Muchea saleyards, the replacement for the Midland 
saleyards, is an important issue.   

For those members who are not aware, the Perth Market Authority at Canning Vale is a major selling centre for 
agricultural products right across the spectrum, including fruit and vegetables, some processed goods and the 
like.  During the estimates hearings we did not have time to ask questions about the Rural Business Development 
Corporation or the Forest Products Commission, in which I have particular interest, and which is an important 
area of endeavour in Western Australia.  As members would know, after the splitting up of the Department of 
Conservation and Land Management the actual doing part and commercial side of CALM, the Forest Products 
Commission, was set up as a separate entity.  A number of questions must be asked about the Infinitree project, 
which is funded under that budget, and a number of other issues not only because the Forest Products 
Commission controls many of the pine and blue gum plantations, but also because of the native forest aspect, 
which provides the resource for the hardwood timber milling industry in Western Australia.   

Even though representatives of the Mid West Development Commission and the Wheatbelt Development 
Commission were in Parliament during the estimates hearings, there was not enough time to ask them questions.  
We had two hours in which to ask questions about a budgetary allocation of $157 million.  The estimates hearing 
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on those budgets could quite easily have been extended by an hour - it went from 7.00 to 9.00 pm - without 
causing any great discomfort to members of Parliament given that we often sit into the wee hours of the morning 
when debating matters of importance.  Under the agriculture portfolio we produce something like $3.5 billion 
worth of products and the agriculture-food industry represents the second-largest sector with more than 82 per 
cent of the total value of production being exported.  We export $4.9 billion worth of goods, which is 
approximately 80 per cent of production.  We export 40 per cent of Australia’s grain, 25 per cent of Australia’s 
wool clip, 31 per cent of Australia’s vegetable exports, 30 per cent of Australia’s stone fruit and 60 per cent of 
Australia’s live animal export.  In this budget debate, we have not had sufficient opportunity to properly 
scrutinise the agriculture budget.   

I turn to the issues that relate directly to my electorate.  In the past few days we have had meetings about the 
market dominance of supermarkets, the standard and quality of food being imported into Western Australia and 
food labelling, which is a big issue at the moment.  Those issues must be scrutinised thoroughly.  The level of 
cooperation between the opposition and the Minister for Agriculture and Forestry has been good.  We met with 
the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission yesterday and we are progressing those issues.  The 
point that I am trying to make is that agriculture in Western Australia is very important.  Even with all our 
natural resources, the farmers in this state are at breaking point because of increased farm costs of production 
and the necessity for compliance with a range of government regulations.  Farmers are finding it very difficult.  I 
suspect that that is the case right across the country.  It is important not only to be able to scrutinise what is in the 
budget and the failure of the government to deliver on certain issues, but also to identify the issues that are not in 
the budget but which were there in the past.  From that point of view, I refer to my other shadow portfolio of 
water resources.  The opposition has established in this Parliament that a number of ministers are responsible for 
water resources.  Under the public sector management budget, the Premier has the water resources portfolio, but 
he has virtually no responsibility for water resources.  That responsibility resides with the Minister for Consumer 
and Employment Protection, who is the Minister Assisting the Minister for Water Resources.  All the acts of 
Parliament that are relevant to water resources, and that receive budgetary allocations - whether it be the 
Department of Environment or the Water and Rivers Commission which comes under that department - are a 
part of a complex arrangement whereby the Premier of the state, who claims to be the Minister for Water 
Resources, is not the Minister for Water Resources.  There is a deception within those portfolios.  I have made 
comments about a capital cost that has been applied to the possibility of developing the south west Yarragadee 
aquifer, which is approximately $380 million, with $1.8 million in this year’s budget and a further $5.6 million 
in next year’s budget. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  That is not in this year’s budget.  That is where you have totally misread the budget.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I am sorry.  The $1.8 million is in this year’s budget -  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  The $380 million is not in this year’s budget.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  If the minister had been listening, he would know that I said there was a line item with a 
capital amount of $387 million, with a $1.8 million allocation in this year’s budget and $5.69 million for next 
year’s budget.  The minister is saying that that is not in the budget.  However, usually that happens when a 
project is in train.  We know that environmental approval for the south west Yarragadee has not been completed.  
Therefore, the question of how to apply that figure was asked, given that the government spent $50 000 on a 
feasibility study for the forestry icon in the Donnelly Valley, which was in last year’s budget.  There is no 
similar figure for capital works for that south west icon in the budget.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Has that south west icon got money in this year’s budget? 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Not to my knowledge.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Therefore, why would it appear? 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Because it is a work in progress.  Surely it would appear in last year’s budget as a line item 
for 2004-05, but there is nothing in the out years.  There are dozens and dozens of line items in the budget that 
do not have an allocation in this year’s budget.  I am testing the resolve and honesty of the government.  I 
suspect that the government does not intend to go ahead with that project.  Likewise, the timber industry 
restructure funds -  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Members, can we get back to the budget?   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I am talking about the budget.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition cannot talk about last year’s budget. 
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Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Are we not allowed to refer to last year’s budget at all? 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The third reading debate on the appropriation bills is limited to the budget and 
matters raised in the estimates committees.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I was referring to the budget papers and what is written in them.  I was trying to identify 
why, given that the government has made a commitment to certain projects, those projects are not in this year’s 
budget.  Surely that is a legitimate question.  South Western Highway is an item in the budget on which this 
government and previous governments have spent tens of millions of dollars.  The previous coalition 
government spent about $80 million in one year on it.  Despite the problems being experienced with heavy 
traffic on South Western Highway, an amount of $2.5 million has been allocated this year to Hester Hill.  That 
item is in the budget.  Given that South Western Highway requires expenditure of $50 million to $100 million to 
make it safe, $2.5 million is an inadequate sum to be allocated in this budget.  I do not know how to explain that.  
Do I talk about actual figures and line items or should I give a rationale for why that allocation should be more 
than what appears in this year’s budget?  There is a disaster waiting to happen on that road.  We recently debated 
the issue of the truck driver who was killed on South Western Highway.  A number of other accidents have 
occurred in which B-double road trains have slid off to the left of the road.  Fortunately, they did not slide to the 
right of the road or more people would have been killed.  

As have previous speakers, I refer to cuts in funding for health services.  It seems as though the government has 
a policy of syphoning resources from local hospitals and allowing those services to collapse, causing members of 
those communities, including young families, to travel hundreds of kilometres on dangerous roads to reach a 
service that is taken for granted in any regional centre or the metropolitan area.  They are matters I need to raise 
in this forum.  

There is nothing in the Department for Community Development budget for the Northcliffe Family Centre.  It is 
about to close.  Since Friday, 17 June, the centre has been operating with minimal funds.  It services a 
community in the south west of roughly 1 000 people.  I will pursue that issue with the minister.  That family 
centre is the lifeblood of the community.  We talk about early childhood intervention and the need to identify 
problems in children from families under stress and so on; yet, there is no recurrent funding in this year’s budget 
for that most important service.  Every year, like Oliver Twist, that community must go with its begging bowl to 
the Minister for Community Development seeking sufficient funding to deliver a service to the 190-odd families 
that use it each week.  They represent 22 per cent of the population.  That centre is the heart and soul of the 
Northcliffe community and its funding is not in this budget.  Given this debate is about the budget, it is absurd 
that I cannot debate an item that should be in the budget.  I will continue to pursue that issue.  That very 
important centre in the south west corner of the state is run by dedicated people.  Services are being withdrawn 
from that community, in which there is a district high school.  Year after year, since 1993, that town has been 
forced to beg from the government for a service that people in metropolitan Perth take for granted.  If we 
withdrew these services from communities in metropolitan Perth, there would be an outcry.  I will pursue this 
issue until the cows come home.  That community has suffered from the restructuring of the timber and dairy 
industries and it deserves a fair go.  

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse) [5.03 pm]:  It is always a pleasure to follow in the steps of the member for 
Warren-Blackwood and bask in the glory and light of his wisdom as he tackles issues!   

In reflecting on this year’s budget I concluded my contribution to the second reading debate by saying it was a 
big budget.  It was big on tax, big on spending, big on borrowing and big on lost opportunity.  In many ways this 
budget of lost opportunity reflects the performance of the government.  I will touch very quickly on three issues 
that relate to my electorate of Vasse.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Since you are worried about spending, you will argue for less spending in the rest of your 
speech, I hope.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  I might also refer to the apparent willingness of this government to spend vast sums of 
money in the metropolitan area rather than in rural and regional Western Australia.  I will not argue for increases 
in global spending, as the Treasurer is oft to chase, but more for redirection of spending to areas in rural and 
regional Western Australia where it is required.   

An issue pertaining to the budget in my home town is sewerage.  If we delve into the bowels of the budget, we 
will discover $34 million or $35 million allocated to recommence the infill sewerage program.  That program is 
well known to many Busselton residents because funding for it was withdrawn following the election of this 
government in 2001.  For the majority of the winter months, large numbers of homes in my town that have been 
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denied infill sewerage do not have flushing toilets.  Those homes have defective drainage, and leachate from 
septic tanks mixes with surface water to form puddles in the neighbourhoods.  I have seen letters indicating the 
promises this government has recently made.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  The septic problem used to be like that in the member for Belmont’s seat.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  He has floated down here.  I have seen a letter recently circulated to residents in 
Busselton promising them that work would commence on the infill sewerage program in June this year.  That 
information was not forthcoming in the estimates committee hearing, but we were told that it would be provided 
as supplementary information.  June has almost gone but no work has commenced.  I will watch with interest to 
see whether the residents of parts of my electorate are again denied access to infill sewerage.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  You should have that supplementary information; it was provided a couple of days ago.   

Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  I am looking forward to seeing it.  The second issue I will address concerns the Busselton 
District Hospital.  I will not harp on about it, except to say that it was built in 1978 to cater for a regional 
population of about 8 000; it now serves 24 000 people, which swells to almost 100 000 people during the 
summer holiday season.  Over the years, various reports written during the terms of both sides of politics have 
indicated the need for more funding for the Busselton hospital.  Thus far, that money has not been provided.  
During the estimates committee hearings the minister was asked for a commitment to at least begin consultation 
with the local community.  The emergency department was identified as a critical area requiring attention.  Last 
year the Minister for Health concluded that urgent critical maintenance work worth $1.2 million was needed to 
be done at the Busselton hospital, and nothing has been done.  The minister was asked during the estimates 
committee for a commitment to at least begin consultation with the local community.  All we asked was to have 
a say on the building and relocating of the Busselton hospital if that is a likelihood.  The minister said that that 
would depend on how cantankerous and difficult the community was to deal with.  What absolute contempt the 
minister has shown by saying to the people I represent that he will not consult them on matters relating to the 
provision of health services in their electorate unless they agree with the government in a smooth, easy manner, 
and that if they are cantankerous and difficult, that process will be denied them.  

The third significant local budget issue is the provision of education facilities in my electorate.  The budget 
provided for the building of a new middle school at Vasse on the edge of Busselton.  It is a terrific initiative and 
was scheduled to commence operations at the start of 2007.  What did we discover in the estimates committee?  
Lo and behold, that commencement has moved out to 2008.  Unfortunately, the good news is once again 
tempered for the people of my electorate.  

I will spend the last 10 minutes of my time touching on some issues that relate to my shadow portfolio 
responsibilities; namely, small business and industrial relations.  It is interesting to examine the history and 
performance of this government concerning small business.  The general consensus from small businesses 
around Western Australia is that this government has failed them dismally, and that this budget continues the 
government’s appalling run in servicing the small business sector in this state.   

I will highlight a couple of points that were discussed in the estimates hearings.  During the hearings I outlined to 
the minister some disturbing trends that have arisen in the small business sector in Western Australia.  Although 
it is true that the Western Australian economy seems, for some reason, to be growing quite strongly, many parts 
of the small business sector appear to be missing out on that growth.  For example, Australian Bureau of 
Statistics’ figures show that between 2002-03 and 2003-04 the number of small businesses in Western Australia 
fell by four per cent, while across Australia the number of small businesses rose by more than seven per cent.  
We must ask ourselves why this is so.  The Sensis survey of small and medium enterprise confidence - the old 
Yellow Pages survey - shows that small business confidence, small business employment and small business 
capital investment continue to drop in Western Australia.  Again, we must ask ourselves why this is so.  
Interestingly, that same survey indicates that small business support for the Western Australian government is at 
a very low level; in fact, the Western Australian government is the second least supported state government in 
Australia by the small business sector.  The minister said in the estimates hearing, quite unbelievably, that those 
figures were unreliable and irrelevant, but when such figures have made them look good, the minister and the 
department have regularly quoted them, in particular in the Small Business Development Corporation’s annual 
reports.   
I will touch briefly on the business enterprise centres and their treatment by the government in its budget.  The 
minister has at long last acknowledged the government’s plans to subject the BEC network to significant 
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rationalisation and cutbacks, with resources being reallocated to where the minister deems they are needed.  The 
minister said - 

The idea of the BECs being there only to provide support in a particular location or town is a thing of 
the past. 

The minister is signing the death warrant for the regional BEC network of Western Australia, and that is a great 
shame.  The minister’s view does not recognise the importance of the role the network plays in supporting not 
only small business but also small business communities.   

Another area of the budget of some interest to small business is taxation.  We all know that the Treasurer chose 
to ignore significant taxation reform.  He had a bit of a tinker around the edges and sat back well satisfied.  That 
tinker has done little to dampen calls from the small business sector of Western Australia for further taxation 
reform and relief from stamp duty, payroll and land taxes.  We picked up one interesting point during the 
deliberations of the estimates committees.  The government laid great store in a cut of a fee.  It is unusual for the 
government to cut a fee.  The cut amounted to $1.3 million.  The line item refers to business name registration 
costs.  We ascertained from questioning that it relates to a $400 000 cut in fees charged to small business in 
Western Australia for business names registration.  The tax take for that line item over the previous year rose by 
$1.5 million.  The government had taken $1.5 million off the small business sector, and patted itself on the back 
for returning $400 000, which is a ridiculous move.  In many ways it reflects the confusion and lack of 
understanding that this government has of issues confronting small business. 

It became very clear during the estimates hearings that this government has no commitment to improving what is 
without doubt Australia’s worst state-based industrial relations system.  It is Australia’s most disputatious 
industrial relations system - 
Ms J.A. Radisich:  Disputatious? 
Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  That is my new word for the day.  Members may have noted that it was recently reported 
in the press that in the first quarter of this year, Western Australia, which accounts for 10 per cent of the nation’s 
work force, had almost half the working days lost across Australia.  Members will also notice that tens of 
thousands are leaving the Western Australian state system and choosing to sign on to federal awards.   
I will highlight the extent of the failure of the government’s employee-employer agreements.  We can sense that 
the government is embarrassed by the failure of this system because it no longer reports employee-employer 
agreements figures in the budget.  They were reported regularly.  No wonder the government is embarrassed.  In 
the last financial year in Western Australia a sum total of 146 employee-employer agreements were registered, 
which is an absolute disgrace.  That brought the total number of employee-employer agreements registered in 
Western Australia to about 500.  Over the same period, Western Australian employees registered more than 
130 000 federal awards.   
Another of the matters highlighted during the estimates was the fact that the new occupational health and safety 
system is leading occupational health and safety back into the industrial fold.  I believe that this is part of the 
government’s arrangement with the union movement to create a new, quasi-industrial, system.   
I will conclude by touching on one of the very interesting issues we uncovered during the estimates hearings; 
that is, the payment by this government of $200 000 to the Western Australian Council of Social Service.  I 
asked the minister why this money was paid to WACOSS.  He said words to the effect that it was to help 
WACOSS provide input into the proposed restructuring of a range of utilities and make representations on behalf 
of the consumers of Western Australia.  All of a sudden this government empowered WACOSS to make 
representations on behalf of the consumer body of Western Australia.  What a load of rot!  WACOSS represents 
a small subsection of the consumer body.  It admits it in the only document that the government’s $200 000 has 
thus far produced, which states that WACOSS has strong relations with the social services sector and that it is 
here to represent the issues of low-income and disadvantaged consumers.  It is not about representing broader 
consumer interests but about being paid $200 000 to produce what is essentially a 49-page report.  The 
government told us that WACOSS was there to provide consumer advocacy in this environment of change.  Let 
us look at some of the things WACOSS has done. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Member - 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  Let me finish.  I have only three minutes.  WACOSS set up a utilities hotline.  People 
can ring up and get advice on how to deal with utilities.  It has a utilities contact database so that people know 
whom to phone.  It has developed a comprehensive database of stakeholders, for heaven’s sake.  Do members 
know what WACOSS members plan to do in the future?  They plan to go to Victoria for meetings with the 
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Victorian Council of Social Service, the Victorian Consumer Utilities Advocacy Centre, St Vincent de Paul and 
who knows who else.  I suggest that it is somewhat convenient that that body received $200 000 in February in 
the lead-up to the election.  This is like the old cash-for-comments fiasco.  The government thought it would slip 
WACOSS $200 000 in the hope that it would say something good about the government in the run-up to the 
election.  The government guaranteed the money in December and paid the money in February. 

Mrs C.A. Martin:  You are a disgrace. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  The member should look at the press releases that were brought out over and over again 
during the campaign.  The government paid WACOSS $200 000.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  Would the member advise how this relates to the budget? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  Yes, indeed.  This $200 000 line item is in the budget.  The minister was asked what it 
was put in the budget for.  He told us that it was to help that body provide advice to the government on 
government utilities.  It has produced one flimsy report.  That is what it relates to.  I am suggesting that the 
money and the timing of its flow to WACOSS are too much of a coincidence.  We can look at things like the 
social issues scorecard document and at how much of the $200 000 paid for this scorecard, which scored the 
Australian Labor Party at 60 per cent or whatever and the coalition at 39 per cent and goes on to state how bad 
the coalition is.  It is cash for comments.  The government is as bad as Mr Laws.  This is a sad indictment of the 
government.  It has tried to hide information in line item detail, and ministers have given answers that do not 
describe what is in the budget.  

Mr M.P. Whitely:  Make sure they get this. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  The member should make sure they get it!  Once again, this is a budget of lost 
opportunity. 

MR A.J. SIMPSON (Serpentine-Jarrahdale) [5.19 pm]:  As a new member, my first estimates week was a 
rather strange experience in that I was able to ask questions and actually get answers.  This is something I am not 
used to in politics.  The government stated that the budget would be giving a lot, but when it was broken down in 
the house and during the estimates week, we found it did not actually give a lot to those who needed the money.  
The biggest thing I have noticed about it is that the government is engaged in what I call drip-feeding into the 
next election.  I went through a very hefty campaign in my electorate to win the seat.  At the time, the 
government was promising the world to all the people of the electorate.  It promised things like a police station 
for the Canning Vale area and a new primary school at Bushy Grove.  A high school for Atwell was announced 
in about December.  Another big promise was the Tonkin Highway extension past Byford.  I could probably go 
on, although I cannot think of too many more at the moment.  However, the budget shows that only $1 million 
each has been allocated for the high school at Atwell and the Bushy Grove primary school, and only $780 000 
has been allocated for the police station in Canning Vale.  All those small amounts of money will pay for a few 
drawings and some paper to get a design up, and maybe construction will commence following next year’s 
budget, so that, in about three years, the government will be able to open a few new buildings in my electorate to 
help it win another term.  It is very frustrating, as the government told people during the election campaign that it 
would deliver.  

One issue that was touched on during the estimates week, which will probably be a big issue again next week, is 
Western Power.  I have been pretty strong on the issue of the lack of infrastructure in my electorate.  I notice that 
in the budget speech the Treasurer promised more infrastructure and a better deal for families, improved services 
and more jobs through record infrastructure investment.  The record infrastructure investment will probably help 
start a few things off.  For Western Power, quite a bit has been allocated for new infrastructure in Armadale and 
Gosnells, but only $96 000 has been allocated for Serpentine-Jarrahdale, along with $1.3 million for 
transmission work.  Of about $6 million, my electorate gets $96 000.  I suppose I must take what I can get.  The 
main issue with Western Power in this budget will be discussed next week, along with the moves to break it up.  
I am keen to see more infrastructure, which seems to be lacking, for transmission lines and supply, and 
improvements to the reliability of services.  From what I can gather so far, the break-up of Western Power will 
not solve the problems in my electorate, so I am still working on that one. 

Someone mentioned that there was an underground power infill project of about one per cent a year.  A quick 
calculation shows that it will take 200 years to complete the undergrounding of power in Perth at that rate.  
Unfortunately, I do not have 200 years, and I am trying to find a way to get it a bit faster.  It is still good to see 
that one per cent, but more is needed.  I do not know what the approach is, but the amount in this budget does not 
seem to be enough.  I think $20 million was allocated for underground power.  However, everyone knows that 
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that $20 million is funded only in conjunction with local governments, who must meet 50 per cent of the cost.  If 
only $20 million is allocated, as in the past two budgets, it has not been increased in real terms, and the 
government hopes that if it can use local government money, it will go further.  This is another case of a problem 
being put back on local governments.  Another problem that I have highlighted already is that it is almost 
physically impossible to underground the power lines in Roleystone and Jarrahdale without a lot of cost.  
Western Power should be looking at other ways of delivering power to these areas, either by bundling the 
powerlines above ground or finding another way that suits the terrain.  It should not use the old-fashioned 
wooden power poles that blow over in the wind or catch fire, and are then stood up again.  The cross arms on 
some power poles in the Serpentine area have been almost burnt off, and Western Power workmen have just 
gone back and drilled another hole, put the insulator back on and reconnected the wire, so that the burnt part of 
the cross arm is still there.  This may have happened about nine years ago, but the power poles are still there 
today.  Other poles have rotted and broken off and have just been put back in the ground, although they are about 
a metre shorter.  It appears that there are bandaids everywhere.  

Another issue in my electorate that is not addressed in the budget is water.  Everyone talks about the fact that 
there is not enough water, but there is no scheme water in large areas of my electorate.  People must rely on a 
bore and pressure pump to deliver water to their houses.  If the power goes out, there is no water to flush toilets, 
and it is necessary to start bucketing it out of the tank.  It does not appear that the Water Corporation is prepared 
to connect any more areas to the water supply; it is waiting for the developers to do it.  When new areas come on 
line, the developer must pay for the water infrastructure.  The Water Corporation is quite prepared to sit back and 
let progress take place.  This is a shame, because there is an area of about 65 houses in Cardup that is 500 metres 
away from a new development on the escarpment.  I still cannot convince the Water Corporation to come across 
the road and provide Cardup with drinking water, but I will keep working on it.  

The Tonkin Highway extension is coming along quite nicely, thanks to the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure.  It looks as if it will happen faster than we had hoped.  It will be opened within the next few 
months, maybe even sooner, I am sure.  An election promise was that the Tonkin Highway would pass Byford as 
far as Orton Road, but the budget does not mention anything about that at all.  In late January the minister visited 
the Byford Townscape Committee, which has been very keen to take the road through Byford back to a single 
lane.  She walked up the road with the group, and then she allocated $250 000 to research the project.  I am still 
seeking clarification from Main Roads, but it does not appear to be in the budget.  Again, we have been let down 
by the government.  There has been an election promise, but nothing seems to have come of it.  

Another important issue in my electorate is education.  I have already mentioned that the high school at Atwell 
was promised.  It will cost something like $35 million to build.  The Atwell Primary School has 1 000 students at 
the moment, and is growing quite fast.  Harmony Primary School, which is just down the road, has 300 students, 
and it is also growing very fast.  The Atwell high school is a very much-needed project.  It was an election 
promise, but only $1 million has been allocated in the budget to do drawings and complete a plan.  As I said at 
the beginning of my speech, the government is drip-feeding for the next election.  The government is not that 
keen to put the school there.  Bushy Grove in Canning Vale is one road out of my electorate, but Canning Vale is 
a very fast-growing area.  The Canning Vale Primary School has close to 800 students from kindergarten to year 
7, which is as big as it can get.  That is a place where more primary schools are needed.  A new primary school 
was an election promise, but again only $1 million has been allocated to start the project.  The project will cost 
$16 million to $18 million.  This is frustrating as it could be built in six months.  Whenever it can, the 
government is quick to point the finger at the federal government; however, this year the federal government has 
allocated $150 000 over four years for special projects in schools.  I have been helping a couple of schools to get 
that grant money for their projects.  It is a fantastic move by the federal government.  

Another big issue in my electorate is the police.  As I said earlier, a police station is very much needed at 
Canning Vale.  At the moment the Canning Vale area is serviced by Gosnells and Murdoch Police Stations - they 
share the call-outs.  Canning Vale is growing quite quickly and is developing a hub of its own, and there is much 
industrial development there.  The police station has been an issue for some time, and last year it was discussed 
with the Gosnells City Council and the government, which promised during the election campaign that would 
provide a police station for Canning Vale.  Here we are in the first budget of the government’s second term and 
only $780 000 has been provided for the project.  That is another let-down by the government.  As I said earlier, 
the money is being drip-fed into the next budget.  The Mundijong Police Station is about 40 years old.  Thanks to 
the former member for Roleystone, the number of policemen who work at the station was increased to five. 

Mr M.P. Whitely:  Six! 
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Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  I stand corrected.  The number was increased to six.  However, two police officers must 
stand in the car park because there is not enough room in the office for all the policemen to stand in it.  They are 
looking to move to bigger premises.  This project has been on the drawing board of the council and the 
government of the day for a while, yet the project was not even mentioned in the budget.  It was great to get 
extra policemen but we need somewhere to put them; they cannot stand in the car park.  In a nutshell, that is my 
position on the budget. 

As I said at the start of my speech, I am frustrated to find that after the election campaign during which the 
government promised the world, nothing more has been provided for in the budget.  As a former small business 
owner I learnt very quickly to put aside money when times were good to provide for the bad times.  It appears 
that the government has a $600 million surplus but it is not saving for the future.  The money provided for 
infrastructure is allocated in only small amounts.  It does not appear to be at the stage it should be at. 

Earlier I spoke about Western Power.  I am aware that we will deal with the break-up of Western Power.  An 
issue I will highlight concerns Western Power’s call centres.  When the member for Avon asked a question of 
the Minister for Energy about whether there is a problem with the call centre, the minister replied that research 
showed there was not a problem.  Many people lost power during the storm that occurred on a Monday in early 
May this year and continued until Tuesday morning.  I found that people were frustrated that they had no way of 
getting information from Western Power.  Even though Western Power said that that type of incident happens 
only once in a while, people need to be able to find out just how bad the situation is.  I believe that Western 
Power should set up a web site to show people where the faults are.  That would be a good way to communicate 
information. 

I was frustrated at my office.  People called me about the problems they were experiencing and told me that they 
had no access to power for quite some time.  I knew there was a way to find information about accessing power 
but we could not get hold of it because only people from Western Power have access to that information.  
Western Power’s call centre is a problem that it should address.  That is the only way people can get information 
about their circumstances, and if they cannot get through to the call centre or they receive a recorded message, it 
frustrates the customers.  A way needs to be found to fix these problems.  I have listened to my fellow country 
members talk about the lack of power in their areas and about the powerlines in their electorates that have been 
in place for 50 years.  They have said over and again that the powerlines have never been replaced.  
Infrastructure is a big issue that must be looked at. 

The government has provided $30 million to kick off the infill sewerage program again.  It always amazes me 
that the minute infill sewerage is installed, people will hook up to it and the government will make money from 
it.  The government will get a return on its investment over time.  That type of infrastructure helps out a lot of 
people.  Many people in my electorate drink bore water, and they would appreciate the installation of infill 
sewerage.  Another important matter regarding infill sewerage is that people must connect to it within a certain 
time frame.  People who say they cannot afford to must find a way to do it for the benefit of the community. 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [5.33 pm]:  I was not going to say anything on the budget but I feel that I 
should bring to the attention of Parliament the fact that when I looked at the portfolio of the Attorney General, 
which has about 143 acts for which the Attorney General is responsible, I could not find many of the 
departments under the Attorney General’s section listed in the budget papers.  When I attended the budget 
estimates committee, the Attorney General advised me that he had discovered only that morning that many of the 
areas for which he has responsibility such as court services etc, which are very important to the people of 
Western Australia, were under the Department of Justice.  Therefore, the Attorney General said that he would 
not be at those estimates hearings to answer questions.  However, he said that his trusty colleague the Minister 
for Justice would be. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I answered the member’s questions really well. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The minister did not answer the questions really well.  He did not have a clue about what I 
was talking about.  However, so far the Minister for Justice has proved in my view to be the best Minister for 
Justice that the government has had. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  That does not say a lot. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I know. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  What have I done to deserve that? 
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Ms S.E. WALKER:  At least he appears to be thinking, which is a lot more than members of the government 
appear to be doing most of the time.  I am not sure why the Attorney General could not attend the relevant 
budget estimates committees and respond to questions that I wanted to ask him about crucial areas under the 
Attorney General’s portfolio that are important to the people of Western Australia.  I refer, for example, to the 
provision of court services and the number of judges.  The Minister for Justice could not answer my questions on 
those matters and did not have with him the personnel who could.  That is not a criticism of the Minister for 
Justice; it is a criticism of the Treasurer for not getting the budget papers in order.  The fact is that the 
government of the day on a very serious portfolio issue did not notice that one of the major portfolio areas had 
been misplaced in the budget papers.  Whether that was done deliberately because I am such an acutely intense 
questioner that the Attorney General did not want to respond - 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  We need a special strategy for the member for Nedlands. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  That is absolutely right.  What can I say? 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  We asked ourselves: how can we deal with this member? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  The strategy is to let me handle the member for Nedlands. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The government let the Minister for Justice deal with it.  I could not find anything in the 
budget papers and I could not ask the Attorney General to show me where in the budget papers there was 
information on the criminal injuries assessor.  I wanted to ask the Attorney General a question on that.  I wanted 
to ask the Attorney General about changes that were made to that legislation last year.  I do not have the act 
before me.  If the Attorney General were in the chamber, he would know exactly the act to which I am referring.  
I am interested to know what members on my side of the house think about this matter.  Amendments were made 
to the act whereby if person A killed person B and was found guilty, the parents of person B could not seek 
criminal injuries’ compensation if person B was committing an offence at the time he or she was murdered.  That 
would arise if person B was a drug user and person A was asked to help inject drugs into person B, and, in that 
scenario, person A injected too many drugs into person B and he died.  This is a relevant issue about which I 
could not talk to the Attorney General on the day.  If person A had killed person B by injecting too many drugs 
into him or her, under the Criminal Injuries Compensation Act the parents of the victim could not get 
compensation.  Person A could have decided to conceal the victim’s body for three years and the victim’s body, 
which could have been buried in the woods or on a plantation, could have been torn apart by wild animals and 
desecrated.  All the parents would know was that their son or daughter was missing.   

When that sort of case goes before the Criminal Injuries Compensation Board, the parties will not receive 
compensation, not even if person A hid the body.  That is wrong, because it is an offence under the Criminal 
Code to conceal a body.  I do not have the Code before me, because I was not going to speak on this bill, but that 
sort of matter is important and we should look at changing the act.  I do not know how other members of 
Parliament feel, but I can understand what happens with the legislation when a person commits an offence.  For 
instance, if person A broke into a house and person B hit that person with a baseball bat, person A would not get 
compensation from person B.  However, killing someone and concealing the body is a separate offence.  There is 
no way that a person who is dead can commit any offence in relation to that act.  It was very strange and 
incompetent of the government to put all those areas relating to court services in a part of the budget papers that 
resulted in me not being able to ask questions of the Attorney General.  They were included with the estimates 
for the State Administrative Tribunal and that sort of thing.  I wanted to refer to an issue that was raised by the 
member for Girrawheen.  I believe I had to indicate a page of the budget papers.  The member for Girrawheen 
referred to the issues and trends at page 406 of the budget papers concerning the Corruption and Crime 
Commission Act 2003.  She said that the act had been in operation for a little over a year and asked whether 
there had been any necessary legislative changes to that act.  I do not know what members think about this, but 
the Attorney General said during the course of budget estimates that he had torn away a lot of the secrecy that 
had surrounded the Anti-Corruption Commission.  However, a person could now go to the Corruption and Crime 
Commission and lay a complaint against any one of us and we will never know whether we are being 
investigated.  I do not know whether we are entitled under the act to automatically know that we are being 
investigated.  That is not good enough for any citizen.  Let us face it, some of these complaints are politically 
motivated.  My attention was drawn to this when one of my local councillors wrote to me saying that he believed 
he was the subject of some Machiavellian complaints to the CCC.  He wanted to know who made them and 
whether the commission had found them groundless.   

It is absolutely incomprehensible that the CCC was given a budget allocation last year of $22 million.  You 
participated in the estimates committee with me, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr M.J. Cowper).  Out of the 1 900 cases 
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that went to the CCC, only 47 were serious.  Compare that with the Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions, 
which this year will get a budget allocation of only $15 million, and it deals with thousands of very serious 
criminal matters.  I know from speaking to people that the financial situation at the DPP is quite serious.  The 
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal has deemed that certain very senior prosecutors should be on a particular 
wage, but I am told that the DPP does not have the money to pay them.  What was highlighted in the budget 
estimates was not only that the CCC receives $22 million for dealing with 47 serious matters, but also that 70 per 
cent of its time is spent dealing with local complaint resolutions and police matters.  When the proceeds of crime 
were discussed in the budget estimates, it came out that the DPP is getting only $1.1 million to try to dismantle a 
$1 billion organised crime industry under the Criminal Property Confiscation Act.   

I am not sure whether the member for Hillarys raised this, but not enough time is given to members of the 
opposition to ask questions about all portfolios.  Every portfolio contains big issues.  The Department of Justice 
is enormous.  Did we spend an hour on the minister’s portfolio? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Three! 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  That would have been an hour for us by the time the dorothy dixers finished. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  You had 25 minutes for one question. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  That was not long enough for the seriousness of the issue that affects many vulnerable 
Western Australians.  All right; the Minister for Justice was generous, but my question dealt with the Public 
Trustee and affected many, many people.  It dealt with the Guardianship and Administration Board, the Mental 
Health Review Board and the Public Advocate’s Office.  A lot of people wanted to ask very serious questions. 
First, I am very disappointed in the system.  People on the government side have asked dopey, daffy questions to 
which they already knew the answers.  The member for Girrawheen often gives me clues when she asks her 
questions; she has given me some real beauties since I have been here. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  There we go!  The member asks a question and inadvertently she provides me with a range 
of questions to ask.  However, not enough time is given to members of the opposition to ask the important 
questions that we should be asking on behalf of Western Australians.  Mr Acting Speaker, with your background 
in the police and mine in prosecutions, we asked questions about the Corruption and Crime Commission and the 
Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions, which are areas that we could legitimately explore on behalf of 
Western Australians, but there was not enough time because much of the time was taken up with dorothy dix 
questions and silly ministerial statements that did not assist the process at all. 
Mr E.S. Ripper:  If we gave your colleagues more time, that would only expose their lack of energy and 
diligence all the more. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  I do not think that is fair.  The Treasurer knows that is bulldust.  I would like to put on 
record the fact that the CCC is getting $36 million this year for 47 serious cases.  It is getting an extra 
$10 million through a capital contribution.  The government is providing the CCC with two-thirds of the DPP’s 
budget through a capital contribution; yet, the DPP prosecutes thousands of serious matters, including wilful 
murder.  This government is giving the Attorney General’s pet boutique project an extra $10 million, or two-
thirds of the DPP’s budget - the most serious office in the state; it prosecutes criminals - for 47 cases and we are 
not even sure that all those 47 cases will go ahead.  
MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [5.49 pm]:  When I go through the budget on behalf of the people in my 
electorate of South Perth, I am reminded of the things that we were basically looking for.  The area of South 
Perth is fairly diverse.  It has a lot of seniors and quite a few people who are fairly well off in the business world.  
It has aspiring young families, and there is a great need for the education system to be supported.  We know that 
the education system is one of the biggest drains on any state’s economy.  We especially appreciate that only 
recently there was the terrible storm damage that destroyed a couple of schools in the metropolitan area.  
Therefore, we understand that a lot of work must be contemplated in what is already a massive budget.  We were 
very keen to find out whether some of the schools in South Perth, which are, as has been mentioned before in 
this chamber, fairly old schools - 50 years and older - would receive any benefit from the budget.  We were able 
to use the budget estimates process to make a few inquiries.  However, it appears that the schools in South Perth 
still have to wait because no decision has been made.  Although an amount has been allocated in the budget for 
remedial work, repairs and redevelopment of schools throughout the state, we will probably have to wait until 
some time in September before we find out whether any of the schools in South Perth will benefit from the 
money that has been allocated in the Treasurer’s budget. 
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I note with interest that one of the schools that I have been fighting for - it is actually a school that was 
previously in the Premier’s electorate of Victoria Park - is the Millen Primary School.  It is a small school, but it 
is a popular primary school in the area and serves a terrific purpose.  It has been crying out for some time for a 
new toilet block.  I know it sounds like a broken record when we hear local members talk about what their local 
schools need.  However, these children are our future, and it behoves all of us to do our best to make sure that 
our children are brought up and given the opportunity to be educated in the best possible conditions.  I note that 
in the latest South Perth edition of the Southern Gazette the front-page headline is “School work funds needed 
now: MLA”.  This is basically a story that looks at the $5.7 million for public school improvements that has been 
allocated in the 2005-06 budget.  Some of the schools in South Perth that are eagerly awaiting the decision of the 
Minister for Education and Training on whether they will share in some of that funding are outlined.  I 
mentioned previously that the Millen Primary School in East Victoria Park was formerly in the Premier’s 
electorate.  The principal of the Millen Primary School, Brendan Hart, is quoted as saying that the school had 
asked for the past seven years for money to build a new toilet block.  According to the article he said -  

“The school is 50 years old and even though the block is not original it is of a style that would not be 
built today,” . . .  

It is a small school.  When I was electioneering in the area, I asked the parents who were taking their kids to the 
Millen Primary School what was the single thing that the children needed most at their school.  They said that 
they desperately needed a new toilet block.  I will continue to fight and put the case for these schools.  As I said, 
the budget has not been able to identify which schools will receive money, because that is not the process.  The 
process is that these matters must go through the proper procedure.  It is up to the Department of Education and 
Training and, finally, it will be up to the minister.  Hopefully, the minister, who has visited some of the schools 
in South Perth, will look at some of the areas in which improvement is needed, and will look kindly on those 
schools in my electorate. 

Another issue that is important to the electorate of South Perth is underground power.  I know that electorates all 
around the state are talking about this.  In a perfect world, we would all like to have underground power.  We 
know that it will not happen throughout the entire state, because in some parts of the outer metropolitan area, and 
probably in the hills, underground power is just not feasible and practicable.  However, in South Perth, we feel 
that because of our proximity to the city, and because other parts of South Perth have already had the powerlines 
taken underground, there is a proper need for the project to be finished and the installation of underground power 
in this electorate completed.  I notice that the government’s contribution to underground power is $4.3 million, 
Western Power’s commitment is $4.3 million, and that amount will be equalled by local government.  We saw in 
the budget that it would be a $20 million allocation to underground power.  However, $20 million will certainly 
not come from the government, as some of us believed initially.  It will be close to $20 million overall.  That 
means that half of the $16 million-odd will be provided by local government, and that in fact will come from the 
residents themselves.  

I know that the installation of underground power will start in Como next year.  However, I would like to think 
that Western Power, in whatever form it takes in the upcoming years, will look at completing the installation of 
underground power through areas such as Salter Point, Kensington and Manning.  Those areas are quite 
unsightly because of the overhead powerlines.   

The other area that I keep mentioning is the Swan River.  I was out of the city recently when the federal 
government, through Senator Ian Campbell, announced that it would allocate some money to management of the 
Swan River as part of the natural resource management initiative that it announced last Friday week, I think.  
Our own state government is putting only $15 million over four years into that great Western Australian icon.  It 
is all right for the government to continually criticise the federal government on a lot of issues, but in this case 
the federal government has identified that the Swan River is indeed a very important part of our city and our 
state, and is an area into which we must inject more money.  I hope that the government will look at this more 
seriously.  I was certainly pleased to hear the minister say recently during the estimates committee hearings that 
the government will look closely at some different initiatives to rejuvenate the Swan River. 

One other area which causes a lot of comment and which will have a big impact on the South Perth electorate, as 
it will on the entire southern corridor, is the Perth to Mandurah railway line.  The railway line will cause a lot of 
disruptions as it is built, as would any massive project of that kind.  At this stage, the people of South Perth are 
generally divided on whether they need a station.  I personally believe that it would be a great shame for a state-
of-the-art railway line to run from Perth to Mandurah, go past the suburb nearest to the city in the southern 
corridor, and there not be a railway station in a place like South Perth.  It would be similar to not having a 
railway station in North Sydney and having one 10 kilometres down the track.  I believe South Perth needs a 
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railway station.  However, that view is not shared by all people in my electorate.  A lot of people who live near 
the area in which it is planned to locate the railway station - that is, near Richardson Park - are very concerned 
that with the railway station will come an increase in crime.  I believe statistics and history prove that.  It is an 
inescapable fact.  However, we cannot allow something like that to hold us back from being progressive and 
putting a railway station in a part of the electorate where it would service a big tourist icon such as the Perth Zoo 
and also the Mends Street precinct.   

I would like the government to bring the project forward from the time frame that it has now of 2008 or 2010 to 
build the station.  While the work is going on, it would seem to me to make very good sense to build the station 
now.  As it is, freeway traffic will be diverted to some extent.  Anyone who drives along the freeway will have 
noticed that quite a bit of work is going on just off the freeway where the recent water flow occurred.  That is 
where the freeway itself will have to be diverted to make way for the train station.  It is on a bend, and 
apparently it must be straightened so that the train line can be reasonably straight.  A fair bit of work is going on 
there already.  Therefore, it makes sense to me to build the station now, even if it is not made operational 
straightaway.  At least the infrastructure should be put in place.  Having put in the infrastructure, we might say 
that the railway station should be built at this time too. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  I am very much enjoying the member for South Perth’s 
dissertation, but in light of the hour I will vacate the chair until seven o’clock. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.00 pm 

MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin) [7.00 pm]:  I have certainly found the estimates committees to be a very 
worthwhile process.  The estimates committees are a great opportunity to gain information on issues that pertain 
to our electorates, and on other issues in which we have an interest.  However, there are some time management 
issues that certainly need to be looked at.  I guess we can always improve the estimates committee process.  
However, I enjoyed and gained a lot from the estimates committees.   
I will talk tonight about some of the information that came out during the estimates committees.  It has now been 
some weeks since I gave my speech during the budget debate.  Since then I have had time to look more closely at 
the budget.  There are some good things in the budget, as I mentioned during my speech.  The Treasurer’s budget 
speech helps to clarify the priorities of the government.  However, those priorities relate mainly to the large 
regional centres on the coast and to the metropolitan area.  I believe the government will need to look at some of 
the issues that are confronting inland country Western Australia.  I say that with all sincerity.  I am not trying to 
be political.  There are many areas that need attention.  I will try to highlight some of those areas over the next 
12 months.  One thing that I have learnt in this place is that ministers are human beings, like the rest of us, so if 
we keep highlighting things, we will get somewhere.  I hope that those ministers who are listening will take up 
some of these issues, as has been the case in the past.   

I will start with the Police Service, which was dealt with in one of the estimates committee sessions that I 
attended and from which I gained some good information.  One of the issues that I raised during the estimates 
was a program called Operation Burglary Countdown.  That program commenced in November 2003 in Morley 
and Bentley.  The aim of the program is to reduce the rate of residential burglaries.  The Minister for Police 
stated during the estimates that the program has reduced the rate of residential burglaries by 45 per cent in 
Bentley and 24 per cent in Morley.  The program has also been trialled in Carnarvon, where it has reduced the 
rate of residential burglaries by 56 per cent.  The program has been a great success.  I congratulate the 
government for implementing that program.  I understand the government is planning to review the program.  I 
encourage the government to also implement that program in some of the other major regional centres, in 
particular centres that have been experiencing problems, such as Geraldton, Northam and Katanning, to name 
just three, because that would certainly do a lot to assist those towns.  

Another topic that I raised is the upgrading of cells at police stations to allow the police to hold prisoners 
overnight.  That is a pet topic of mine.  I was heartened by the minister’s response that the cells at the Wagin and 
Narrogin police stations will be upgraded.  That is very important, because between Albany and Perth there is 
only one police station that can hold prisoners overnight, so the police at Wagin and Narrogin sometimes have to 
leave those centres to escort prisoners to a police station that can hold them overnight.  That is not good enough.  
I welcome that announcement, and we will be watching closely to make sure it is implemented, because it is 
greatly needed.  This is an issue that we have been pushing strongly, so it is pleasing that we have managed to 
get a good result.  It is also very important that the police be provided with video surveillance, because 
sometimes only one police officer is available at a police station, and if he is processing people at the front of the 
office he is often unable to see what is happening in the cells.  The minister said that video surveillance will be 
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provided, so I will also be watching that closely to make sure it is implemented.  We also welcome the upgrading 
of the Wickepin and Dumbleyung police stations to two-man police stations.  Wickepin is no longer in my 
electorate, but I still do a lot of work in the Wickepin area, and that upgrade is very much needed.   

Another significant issue in country Western Australia is housing.  It is one thing to provide extra police officers.  
It is another to provide adequate housing for those officers and their families.  It is imperative that the 
government ensures that funding is made available to provide adequate housing.  One of the main reasons that 
many people in their twenties, thirties and forties do not want to move to inland country towns is because they 
have young families and they want their families to be housed well.  I am talking about teachers, police and 
people who are working for the Department of Agriculture and the Department of Conservation and Land 
Management.  We need to make sure those people are provided with adequate housing. 

I have previously raised with the minister the need for a police station at Darkan.  I intend to make an official 
approach to the minister about this matter.  It is imperative that Darkan have a police station.  Darkan is located 
between Collie, Williams, Kojonup and Wagin.  In that area there is a bit of a vacuum.  Darkan is a very busy 
agricultural region, and it has a lot of itinerant workers.  However, because there is no police station in Darkan, 
there have been some problems.  Darkan needs a police station and a police presence in the town.  It is also very 
important that there be a police presence on the roads in that region.   

It was good to have the opportunity during the estimates to ask some questions of the Commissioner for Equal 
Opportunity.  One of my questions was about the fairness of the equal opportunity legislation.  I have some 
concerns that sometimes the equal opportunities are not very equal.  Recently an incident arose in my electorate 
that I will be raising with the Commissioner for Equal Opportunity.  I believe the person about whom the 
complaint was made has been given the harsh end of the stick.  I am concerned about that.  If that is happening 
on a regular basis, we need to ensure that we watch closely the whole process of the Equal Opportunity 
Commission.  I have nothing against the Equal Opportunity Commission.  It has a role to play, but we must 
ensure that that role is carried out in a fair way.  I am particularly concerned about two parties coming to a 
settlement outside the commission.  I worry about some of the settlements that are being arrived at because of 
pressure on the system.  I will progress that issue with the commission.  I might have more to say about that 
issue in this place.   
I want to make one comment about one vote, one value.  The Minister for Electoral Affairs said that the cost of 
the last redistribution was $1.138 million.  He also said that the new redistribution would be a much bigger task 
and, therefore, as time goes on the cost will become much bigger.  It is imperative that costs be kept to a 
reasonable level.  The one vote, one value legislation has been passed.  However, people have been very aware 
of the costs.  I congratulate the Electoral Commission on the way it worked with the National Party throughout 
the one vote, one value debate.   
I turn to sport and recreation, which is a great hobby of mine.  As I have said in this place, it is important that we 
do not underestimate the value of sport and recreation in this state.  It is nice to talk about it and to pay lip 
service to it, but we need to invest more in it because such an investment will save us money, particularly in 
health and social areas.  I am great a believer in sport, particularly team sport and all the things that go with it, 
such as discipline, leadership and the creating of good citizens in the broader community.  I asked the Minister 
for Sport and Recreation a couple of questions during the estimates hearings.  One related to a new netball 
facility.  I am pleased to note a decision will be made on that in August.  A netball training facility is needed.  
The government must commit the $5 million and get on with it.  Given the number of participants in netball 
across Western Australia, a netball centre will assist not only the Perth Orioles, but also netball in Perth and 
country WA and netball coaching.  It is a great sport for women of all ages.  Netball in Western Australia needs 
that facility because at the moment it is the poor relation of sport in WA.  The government must bring it up to the 
next level.   
I am concerned about the reported blow-out of the cost of the multipurpose facility.  We need a multipurpose 
facility.  The blow-out seems to be getting bigger and bigger.  Obviously - it was said here today - as things blow 
out and deadlines are put back, costs rise.  We need that facility in Perth because we will not be able to stage 
major events, such as the Hyundai Hopman Cup, or other big productions.  We need that facility.  The 
community sporting and recreation facilities fund grants are wonderful.  I acknowledge that during the estimates 
hearings the minister pointed out the amount that goes to country WA.  I thank him for that.  It is wonderful.  
However, that amount has been $9 million for some time and now there is extra pressure.  I met with Ron 
Alexander the other day and he pointed out that what we could get for $9 million three years ago would require 
$12 million today.  We are not keeping pace with this issue, which must be considered in the next budget.  I 
raised the issue of the country sport enrichment scheme.  That is a great scheme, because it takes elite sports to 
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country WA.  The scheme is a huge advantage because it gives local kids a chance to watch their idols close up 
and aspire to perform as they do.  It has great coaching, development and refereeing benefits.  It is an all-round 
package.  The funding for that scheme was increased by about $1 500.  The total amount of the scheme is 
$250 000.  During the election campaign, we stated that we would raise the funding by $100 000.  This 
government has raised it by $1 500.  I was encouraged when the minister said that he would consider particular 
projects.  However, that program should be increased to $500 000 so that it can be done well in country WA.  
The benefits will far outweigh the costs.  
I refer to the new active alliance that looks at sports outside the major sports.  It considers walking, parks and 
leisure and the outdoors in Western Australia.  It involves all the recreational sports that are not organised sports.  
At the moment, $100 000 a year has been allocated to that over the next three years.  One man is trying to do 
everything.  It needs more funding.  At the moment, it cannot be taken to country WA because it cannot be taken 
out of the city as the man running it does not have a car.  This is a great initiative, but it is very much 
underfunded and needs urgent attention.  I will talk to the minister about that matter.  
I refer to health.  I have raised the issue of mental health in country WA and have particularly raised the point 
about the stress on our mental health workers.  I received a note the other day from Tim Shackleton, the 
Regional Director of the WA Country Health Service in the wheatbelt region, for whom I have a lot of time.  He 
is doing a good job.  He said that we recently received an additional $300 000.  I welcome that additional 
funding, but once again, even though there are four positions, they have all gone to Gingin.  That is fine.  
However, there are 44 shires in the wheatbelt and the positions have gone to one little area.  We need more of 
that in our major regional centres.  That outcome is great for Gingin.  We must remember how close Gingin is to 
Perth.  Some areas in the wheatbelt must have what has been awarded in Gingin.  I encourage the government to 
complete the final stage of the Narrogin Regional Hospital, which has been put on the backburner.  It is a great 
hospital, but without the final stage it cannot function to its best ability.   

I now refer to deep sewerage, because the deep sewerage scheme must be brought forward by the government.  
Without it there are health and environmental issues, such as environmental issues with the Blackwood River at 
Boyup Brook.  In the twenty-first century, and at least in the next five years, country towns should be able to 
have deep sewerage.  Kukerin, Tambellup and Boyup Brook desperately need that scheme.  I call on the 
government to bring that forward. 
I will comment on road safety, because it is an issue dear to my heart.  We are losing too many country people 
between the ages of 18 and 25 years on our roads.  They are also experiencing a number of severe injuries.  I will 
be running a forum on road safety in my electorate.  Great work is being done by service clubs - in particular 
Rotary, which I congratulate - and some local police.  The minister will visit Narrogin on Friday because of local 
crime issues etc.  We need more support in the area of road safety.  One of the things with road safety - I do not 
have time to comment on roads - is that many road crashes happen when a driver of a car reaches over to get a 
cup of coffee or uses a mobile phone.  Road safety education tries to combat that by targeting certain activities, 
such as concentrating when driving, not driving tired, the wearing of seatbelts and not drink-driving.  We must 
realise that some accidents will happen.  Spending more money on road safety will greatly help the issue.  The 
other issue is that when cars run off the road, there is too much to hit on the edge of our roads.  There are too 
many embankments.  We need a bigger space between the edge of the road and embankments so that people who 
run off the road have a chance.  That is something that we do not talk about.  We need to consider that issue.  
Even though environmental issues would be involved in that, that is one issue that will be talked about during the 
forum I will hold in my electorate about road safety.  An American was in the car with me a while ago and he 
said, “You guys are crazy.  Look at the edge of your roads.  What are you trying to do - kill people?”  When we 
look at it, that is what happens.  There are too many deaths in country WA, and there are too many deaths 
involving one car.  I am genuinely concerned about that, as, I am sure, are other members.  I ask the government 
to look at that and to get dinkum about improving roads and the safety of some road edges.  We also need more 
passing lanes on our main highways.   

MR G.A. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [7.18 pm]:  It gives me great pleasure to address the house about the 
budget.  If I were to make a comment in passing about the estimates committees, it would be that it was, in the 
main, an enjoyable experience.  It greatly enhances Parliament to give someone like me who is new to 
Parliament the opportunity to directly seek information from ministers or those advising the ministers.  I 
appreciate that opportunity.  However, I will echo some of the comments that I have heard in the house today 
about the estimates hearings and the possibility of the process being improved.  I hope that the government takes 
on board some of the ideas that have been suggested.  Initially, I will talk about the part of the budget that refers 
to infrastructure, with particular reference to the Mid West Development Commission.  I congratulate the 
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government on its onward funding of the southern transport corridor, which relates to Geraldton.  There is no 
need for me to remind the house that it was a National Party suggestion many years ago that has been followed 
through.  Nevertheless, I congratulate the government on following through on that particular piece of 
infrastructure for the mid west, particularly Geraldton.  It was badly needed.  The government must put in place 
other infrastructure measures.  One of those - it was referred to in the budget papers even though it did not have a 
budgetary allocation - is the provision of a 200-tonne heavy boat lifter for the port of Geraldton.  This 
commercial boat lifter would enhance commercial operations in the port and up and down the coastline.  It 
would increase the number of jobs around the port and create other commercial opportunities.  I encourage the 
government when looking at its budgetary allocations - I know it has some flexibility when looking forward - to 
consider funding this proposal in cooperation with the Geraldton boat builders who are the main proponents of 
the heavy boat lifter. 

Infrastructure is an important issue in the mid-west.  The Budget Statements make reference to the Mid West 
Development Commission as follows - 

 The continued development of the region’s strategic infrastructure including transport, 
telecommunications, education, training and research facilities is vital to build on the region’s 
competitive advantages, develop and attract new enterprise opportunities and support sustainable 
regional development. 

I come off the back of that statement and acknowledge that the government has committed $592 000 to the 
Geraldton Universities Centre.  I suggest that $592 000, or just over half a million dollars, will not create the 
infrastructure necessary to realise the growth potential of the mid-west.  The minister in this house who reports 
to the Minister for Education and Training in the other house, along with the minister responsible for the Mid 
West Development Commission, might encourage this expenditure on the Geraldton Universities Centre.  If the 
area is to expand in the way the government acknowledges is necessary, $592 000 is little more than seed 
money. 

A couple of other issues arise regarding infrastructure.  Again, I acknowledge that the government recognises the 
need for infrastructure, and that ongoing discussions have been held with the Shires of Perenjori and Irwin in this 
respect.  Large projects are located in both those regions; namely, the Mt Gibson iron ore deposits are to the east 
of Perenjori, and the twin towns of Dongara-Denison in the Shire of Irwin centre on ongoing ore mining 
projects.  I am disturbed a little about infrastructure.  The government has acknowledged the need for 
infrastructure, but, once again, it has not provided within the budget papers a commitment to necessary projects. 

I move on to another area that is critical to all members and which requires a totally bipartisan approach; namely, 
mental health.  All members acknowledge that mental health is an increasingly important issue in all our 
electorates.  I draw on a couple of examples.  I do not have the budgetary allocations with me.  I could not find in 
Hansard whether questions were asked in the estimates hearings in this regard, and I seek further information.  
Rurallink was instigated in September of last year by this government as a 24-hour telephone service to people in 
rural Western Australia.  This critical service should continue.  I remind the government that telephone services 
are probably a last resort as far as mental health is concerned, and that we need to enhance many other areas.  I 
know the government is providing substantial commitments to mental health.  The government has a mental 
health strategy from 2004 to 2007.  However, it is hard to get a financial breakdown of that mental health 
strategy and to discover where funds are to be allocated on a year-by-year basis. 

I refer to two particular programs within the mental health strategy that in many senses are underrated.  I am glad 
to see them funded, as this area is not acknowledged enough.  Might I be so bold as to suggest that we do not 
understand enough about this matter?  I take a bipartisan approach in referring to the Western Australian 
Aboriginal social and emotional wellbeing and mental health strategy.  As a Parliament, I do not know that we 
understand enough about some of the social implications of the difficulties that indigenous peoples face.  I 
thoroughly encourage the government in its funding of that project, and to incorporate more indigenous 
communities in that program.  I acknowledge the work being done.  I have a question mark placed against this 
program: although it was developed during this past year and had a budgetary plan for 2004-05, I am unable to 
find such reference for it for 2005-06.  Questions about that allocation do not appear to have been asked during 
the estimates committee hearing process, and I am not sure whether the opportunity was denied or not provided 
for that questioning. 

Another program that runs in tandem with the social and emotional mental health program is the Western 
Australian Aboriginal alcohol and drug plan Strong Spirit, Strong Mind.  This is very much a white-dominated 
Parliament, if I can put it that way, and members need to develop a further understanding of this matter.  Again, I 
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underline the government’s support for this issue, although I admit that I cannot find reference to it in the 
estimates process or the budgetary allocations in the papers provided.  The government must continue to provide 
moneys to those programs to address those issues. 

I now echo a couple of points raised by my colleague the member for Wagin.  He referred to a netball facility.  I 
do not know whether you still play netball, Madam Deputy Speaker, or played netball at a different stage of your 
career.  Nevertheless, it is one of the most widely played sports in Australia.  It is a sport that at a grassroots 
level has fantastic support across regional Western Australia, and an allocation of funds for a state netball facility 
is badly needed. 

I pick up on another point made by the member for Wagin; namely, road funding, and particularly road verges.  
He may have borrowed some ideas from his American friend in that a lot of road verges in Western Australia are 
problematic, but in some cases these verges contain remnant vegetation and important flora for Western 
Australia.  Therefore, although I support the member for Wagin thoroughly on issues of road safety in road 
planning and funding, it is important to acknowledge that sometimes those road verges, even though some are 
very dangerous, contain some important flora to the state. 

I now move on to the agriculture portfolio and a matter that had some resonance in the house earlier today.  The 
leader of our party, Brendon Grylls, asked a question of the Premier regarding food labelling.  The budgetary 
papers in the agriculture portfolio make reference to “supermarket consolidation and penetration into Western 
Australia’s traditional markets”, and this reference is offset by comment about the “disaggregation of food 
retailing” and that these contrasting trends may offer new opportunities for high-quality Australian produce.  
Those are not my words - they belong to the people who put the budget papers together.  Conflict seems to arise 
regarding where budgetary allocations might be made in investigating such issues.  I acknowledge that a 
standing committee of this house will investigate the duality in that supermarket consolidation appears to be 
providing problems for some WA producers in gaining access to markets.  I encourage the government in every 
sense from a budgetary point of view to provide adequate funding to enable such investigations to continue.   

An area of great concern to me and the electorate of Greenough - it is a concern to many members in regional 
Western Australia, and city electorates are certainly not immune - is power blackouts, shortages and the like.  I 
read with great interest a comment in the budget papers.  I will quote it to the house because it is not the sort of 
comment I come across every day.  It makes interesting reading.  I refer to the rural power improvement 
program, of which $12 million is spent per annum to improve country power supplies.  I refer members to the 
way in which it is dealt with in the budget papers.  It is a curious choice of language.  It states -  

The Rural Power Improvement Program . . . was developed and implemented as part of a multi-faceted 
policy solution for improving reliability in under performing areas of the SWIS.  RPIP targets the 
improvement of the reliability by funding Western Power to address areas which would not ordinarily 
receive attention under its standard planning criteria. 

I dare anyone in this house to translate that into common English.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I accept the challenge.  They make an assessment based on the commerciality of the 
investment.  There are some areas in which they do not get a return on the investment, so those areas miss out.  
That is what the rural power improvement program is about.  It is about non-commercial investments in 
improving reliability.   

Mr G.A. WOODHAMS:  I accept the minister’s information.  Perhaps it is out of naivety that I ask whether this 
sort of funding through the rural power improvement program would be denied to communities such as Kalbarri 
or Dongara, which have splendid commercial opportunities, and whether they would be commercially successful 
in an application, if it could be phrased in that way.  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I think that more funding goes out through those projects that are expected to generate a 
commercial return.  It is probably better for a place to be considered commercial rather than non-commercial.  
Either way, both programs could apply, depending on the circumstances.   

Mr G.A. WOODHAMS:  I appreciate the minister’s elaboration.  I will touch on that matter.  From a budgetary 
point of view, will the $12 million that has been allocated each year be sufficient for some of the growing 
communities that I have mentioned, particularly in my electorate, such as Kalbarri and Dongara?  It may be 
enough for them to tread water in the first instance and maintain the current electricity supply, but in the future, 
when both those communities are far larger, the amount of funds dedicated to them through the rural power 
improvement program - if there is such a program - or other programs that might take its place would have to be 
considerably enhanced.  
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I will touch on a couple of other issues, one of which is fisheries.  I acknowledge that in the next financial year 
the government will spend more than $29 million on the commercial fishing industry in Western Australia, and 
that is to be applauded.  The government will also spend $14 million on the recreational fishing industry.  I 
encourage the government to also look very thoroughly at aquaculture.  I know it is spending $6 million in that 
area, but we cannot continue to rely on a commercial fishery that is under continuing pressure to get food on the 
table for Western Australians.  The minister in the other house would acknowledge that.  He is holding meetings 
with fisherfolk at the moment, and I acknowledge that there is one commercial fisherwoman.  The area of 
aquaculture needs thorough exploration, and $6 million is not enough.   

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [7.32 pm]:  I will make a few brief comments 
on the estimates committee process.  I was not able to make my comments earlier when we discussed the issue.  
The process of members getting the call this year worked a lot better than it has in previous years, although we 
can still do some work on it.  I acknowledge the fact that you, Madam Deputy Speaker, talked about the need for 
the shadow ministers for each portfolio to have some prominence.  Even though the National Party does not hold 
any shadow portfolios, that is important because it allows the opposition spokesperson to spend a little time 
exploring the issues.  Those members need some precedence.  I started to see that happening, which was good.  
However, it is something we can work on in the future.  This year we had a list that was quite long, but I think it 
worked well.  It allowed members to know what was coming up.  The chairman of the committee was receptive 
to being asked where members were on the list, so that they could double-check.  That seemed to work a little 
better in the estimates hearings that I attended than in previous years.   
I will also refer to some of the comments made by the member for Cottesloe about the overall process of the 
estimates hearings.  The member for Cottesloe spoke about the ability of members to ask questions directly of 
the chief executive officers who appear at the hearings.  There are a lot of different issues to get through in a 
short time frame in the estimates committee hearings.  A lot of the time members of the opposition asked 
questions that they knew would be referred to the CEO or one of the ministerial advisers.  Given that the 
question had to be asked of the minister, the minister always made an attempt to answer the question.  There is 
nothing wrong with that, but it took up a large amount of time.  The minister seemed to lay out the framework 
before he or she handed over to the CEO of the department to give the more technical detail.  Maybe that is an 
issue we could explore.  The senior advisers who were asked to respond to questions in the hearings that I 
attended responded very well.  They knew the issues and they were well and truly across their departments; that 
is how they get to those senior roles.  Because of the time constraints, it would be an advantage in the future if 
members had the ability to ask questions directly of CEOs rather than having to ask the minister.   
The member for Cottesloe also referred to the federal Senate estimates committee hearings, which we sometimes 
see on television.  I am not sure of their exact structure, but it seems that senators can really develop an issue and 
stretch it out.  Due to the time constraints, when we are in a committee hearing, the chairman will often allow a 
subsequent question, but further subsequent questions are sometimes frowned on.  Quite often there are 
opportunities to further develop a point of view.  I would not like to see back-and-forth exchanges between an 
opposition member and a minister on a specific issue, unless the chairman believes that the member is exploring 
an issue rather than just participating in political banter.  I think that the ability to pursue an issue is important.  
In the Senate estimates hearings the ministers get a solid grilling.  They have to be up to it.  They can be asked 
the question until they provide the answer.  Obviously, being in opposition, I would like that ability.  Should the 
time arrive that we form a government, which I hope will be in 2009, obviously the chairperson will moderate 
that sort of debate.  It would add something to the estimates committee process.   
I turn now to some of the issues that arose from the estimates hearings.  The two major hearings that I attended 
were on transport and the environment.  I have spoken to my colleagues about the estimates hearings and the 
budget processes as a whole.  Although Western Australia is experiencing very strong economic times and its 
growth and revenue are strong, the National Party believes there is a lot of lost opportunity for regional Western 
Australia in this budget.  We are very concerned at the cycle that seems to deliver strong economic benefits to 
marginal seats in Western Australia.  I am sure that members of the Labor Party are also concerned about that, 
especially in regional Western Australia.  Obviously, Albany and Geraldton are marginal seats.  I hope that the 
government’s focus can move past Albany and Geraldton, which are very important centres for our state.  It is 
very important that we get the infrastructure in the ports and communities right.  There is very strong growth 
potential in those areas.  I am concerned at the development of Albany and Geraldton at all costs while there is 
no chance for the rest of the state to move forward.  I refer particularly to regional Western Australia.  We would 
die for 15 per cent of the action that Albany or Geraldton sees in spending on infrastructure.  Over the years, 
members of the National Party have outlined where some of that infrastructure expenditure could be spent in the 
electorates that we represent.  However, that spending has not occurred through this budget or before.  That is 
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why we believe that there have been missed opportunities.  All Western Australians should be able to benefit 
from the strong and buoyant economic times that the state is experiencing.  Undoubtedly, times will become 
tough.  The Chinese economy may not continue to deliver the benefits that it is delivering to our economy.  
Other aspects of the world economy may change.  It will then be difficult for governments to continue providing 
strong infrastructure and revenue spending.  It is important that all Western Australians benefit from these strong 
economic times.  I am sure that the Premier, the Treasurer and other government ministers will hear plenty from 
my National Party colleagues and me over the next four years as we make sure that some of the infrastructure 
and service needs in the regions are met.   
There is still a lot of concern about the railway to Mandurah, which obviously is a key project for the 
government.  The financing of that project is still a concern.  A question was asked today about the way in which 
the government is costing its large infrastructure projects.  Every time a minister speaks about a cost overrun, it 
is passed off as something that is bound to happen and is acceptable.  The ministers argue that times are 
changing and that there is strong demand for builders and contractors.  When people in regional Western 
Australia hear about a cost overrun, they feel that it is another lost opportunity for capital expenditure in their 
areas.  Cost overruns are not acceptable to the National Party, because they take away money that potentially 
could go towards programs and infrastructure in the regions.  The financing and cost of the rail program will 
continue to be placed under tight scrutiny by members on this side of the house.  That needs to happen with a 
project of that size.  We have also heard that there has been a cost overrun with the desalination plant.  Such cost 
overruns add up.  The millions of dollars that are used to pay for these cost overruns could be spent elsewhere.   
Another problem seems to have arisen with the south west road network and the chip-mill that was supposed to 
be located in Bunbury.  The Bunbury City Council will not support a chip-mill being built at the port.  The 
minister previously said that the project needed to go ahead to relieve pressure on the road network that is 
currently carrying the chips.  If the impasse with the Bunbury council cannot be overcome, another solution to 
that problem will be needed.  We need to hear from the minister on how that situation will play out.  The 
community in that part of the state is concerned.  Valuable members of the community have been lost through 
fatal accidents on the road network.  That is not acceptable.  The minister seems to have placed emphasis on the 
rail line to the new chip-mill as providing relief to the road network.  If the chip-mill does not go ahead, we will 
need to hear from the minister very soon about what the answer will be for that section of the road network.   
I turn to the environment portfolio.  There was quite a lot of publicity about the Swan River during the week of 
the estimates committee hearings.  I think I spoke for all Western Australians when I spoke about our love for 
the Swan River.  We also need to realise that the Swan River is connected to the electorate that I represent.  
Water flows from the Yilgarn and Lockhart catchment systems in the wheatbelt down the Avon River network 
and into the Swan and Canning Rivers.  For the National Party, a strong focus on the Swan River links with the 
hinterland and the Yilgarn and Lockhart systems.  The federal government’s national action plan for salinity and 
water quality will deliver benefits to this state by improving the quality of our river systems.  I am a little 
concerned that $14 million-odd will be spent on the East Perth power station renewal program when only 
$8 million will go annually to the Swan River Trust.  That is inadequate.  After the stories on the Swan River 
appeared in the media during the week of the estimates committee hearings, it was related to me that the Swan 
River is an icon of Western Australia.  The Minister for the Environment said that it could take a very long time 
to improve the health of the Swan River.  That rings alarm bells.  It is not a new problem.  As the minister 
pointed out, there have been problems with the Swan River for a long time.  We need to find solutions to those 
problems.  We need to put in place programs and provide funding to deliver those solutions.  It is very important 
that those programs be supported over the next few years of the Labor government.  The minister told me during 
the estimates committee hearings that every program that could be run was being run.  However, just a few days 
later the Swan Catchment Council launched its investment strategy for the Swan River catchment.  The president 
of the Swan Catchment Council said that about $30 million could make a big difference to the health of the 
Swan River.  We certainly need to pursue that into the future.   
I will touch on a couple of issues that did not arise during the budget estimates process but are programs that 
need to be considered by the government over the next 12 months.  We had a very successful meeting between 
the Minister for Community Development and wheatbelt childcare centres last week.  The centres put on the 
record that child care is not working in the wheatbelt.  Vastly talented young mums who live in regional Western 
Australia do not have access to child care.  As a community, we are striving to use the skills of such people to 
meet some of the skills shortages in community work and paid employment.  I do not believe that we need to 
import workers from South Africa when we have talented young mums who could do that work if we had a 
childcare system that worked.  The minister has been fantastic throughout this process.  We have more questions 
to ask her.  Hopefully, some changes will be made to regulations.  Smaller country communities will not be able 
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to have the sort of day care centres that exist in your electorate, Madam Deputy Speaker.  There needs to be 
some recognition of that, so that programs can be tailored to meet their needs.   
I have spoken to the Minister for Health about a program to provide scholarships to medical students at the 
University of Notre Dame Australia.  Notre Dame has been proactive in trying to address the shortage of country 
doctors.  We are looking forward to running a program under which country councils sponsor the training of 
medical students in return for those people spending time as general practitioners in the country communities 
that supported them.  I look to Minister McGinty to support that program into the future and to perhaps provide 
some support to the country councils that agree to take on that program.  No councils in the metropolitan area 
must pay for doctors as country councils must do.  Some support needs to be provided to those councils into the 
future.   
MR M.J. COWPER (Murray) [7.48 pm]:  The 2005-06 budget was somewhat of a revelation to me.  I am new 
to this place, as are many other members on this side of the house.  A learning process is involved in discovering 
how to read the budget documents and to drill down to find out how the dollars are being spent.  It was initially 
quite difficult, but when I became involved with the estimates committee process and chaired some of the 
hearings, it became a lot easier for me to digest this information.  There are some revelations to be found in the 
Budget Statements.  It is a bit like going fishing, in that a person sometimes finds himself a really good spot and 
things seem to go his way.  I will speak about a number of issues that relate to my electorate and to my shadow 
portfolio responsibilities.   
Having examined the budget documents, having been through the estimates committee process and having had a 
chance to speak to the minister and other members of cabinet, I believe that the Peel region has been overlooked.  
I say that because from all the indicators in this place, from what I read in the papers and from what I see 
wherever I go, the Peel region is the fastest growing area in Australia.  Unfortunately, the government does not 
appear to be listening to its advisers.  I refer to the shires and local authorities in the area; I refer to the Peel 
Development Commission, which has a plan and has been beating the government around the ears to draw 
attention to the needs of the people of the Peel region; and I refer to the representatives from the Peel region in 
this place who bring the needs of their electorates to the attention of the government.  There is no allocation in 
the budget that is commensurate with the growth that the Peel region is experiencing, and I will touch on that 
growth as I go along.   

The second largest industry in the Peel region is, in fact, the equine industry, which generates about $150 million 
per annum.  There is not a cent in the budget for the equine industry, which is one of the largest employers of 
people in the Peel region.  An announcement will be made soon of a huge equine development by private 
investors to the tune of $100 million.  In addition to that, I am curious about remarks made by the Minister for 
Racing and Gaming during the estimates hearing when we were on our fishing expedition.  The member for 
Murdoch revealed that the government has a plan to make Lark Hill the third racetrack in the Perth metropolitan 
region.  I highlighted to the minister the fact that Pinjarra already has a greyhound track, a pacing track and 
probably the best provincial horse track in Western Australia.  In essence, there is only a certain size catchment 
of people who patronise those locations and the people involved are all competing with each other for the dollars 
generated by the racing industry for the advancement of those three locations.  Although I am cautiously 
supportive of the government’s expenditure of $10 million on Lark Hill, I have some doubts about its viability.  
Ultimately, $10 million to bring the facility at Lark Hill up to the standard that the government is trying to 
achieve will be nothing more than a drop in the ocean in the overall plan.   

I will be asking very serious questions without notice in the house about the Bush Forever program.  I 
understand that the northern part of Lark Hill is very much subject to the Bush Forever program.  The plans to 
develop that site will obviously impact on the Bush Forever program.  When they are issued, they will be closely 
scrutinised by me and others.  It was interesting to note that, when the minister announced the Lark Hill 
program, it was like announcing a windfall for his own backyard.  As we know, Lark Hill is actually in the 
member for Peel’s electorate, which is in proximity to Rockingham, which is the backyard of the Minister for 
Racing and Gaming.  It is, therefore, a bit of padding for his own area.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Before you get off that subject, have you had the straight in Pinjarra fixed up? 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  The straight in the new Pinjarra track is a one-kilometre long track.  It has a bit of a woof 
in it, but it is actually up and running and being used now.  The question is whether the government would be 
better off spending $10 million in all-weathering that track, as opposed to spending $10 million on Lark Hill.  I 
acknowledge that Lark Hill has a very strong racing fraternity and it may be the best option.  However, last 
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Tuesday, for instance, the trials had to be closed; all the people who travelled to that location could not use it 
because of the water drainage problem.  It will, therefore, require a lot of money spent on it.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  So the answer is that Pinjarra does not have all the money it requires to make it an all-
weather track. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  No.  It would require $3 million to bituminise the car park, for instance. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  It should happen; Pinjarra should be built. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  I thank the member for Avon; that is the point I make.   

I refer now to the issue of suicide in the Peel region.  In my inaugural speech to Parliament I said that my friend 
the member for Roe’s electorate had the dubious tag of being the suicide capital of Western Australia.  However, 
I am sad to say that my good friend has lost his crown.  The Peel region - in fact, Mandurah - has taken that 
crown.  That is evident by the fact that Lifeline, a great organisation that I support, has opened an office in the 
Peel region.  Not a cent for that office came from the government.  It is envisaged that Lifeline will receive 1 800 
calls in the upcoming 12 months from people in a traumatic state.  In the past 12 months, 18 per cent of the calls 
taken by Lifeline have come from the Peel region, which has only 4.4 per cent of the population of Western 
Australia.  It has, therefore, a disproportionate number of people requiring the services of Lifeline.  Again, very 
little is being done in the Peel region to service the need for mental health services and provide on-the-ground 
support for people.   

I will move on quickly as I am running out of time.  I refer to my shadow portfolio on road safety.  The Minister 
for Community Safety advised me that $9.36 million was spent on advertising in the past 12 months in an effort 
to save lives on the road.  I acknowledge that advertising is an important tool in the overall task of raising 
awareness of the issues pertaining to road safety, but the government is not getting the best bang for its buck 
compared with $1.3 million for the strategic truck enforcement program and $1.8 million for servicing the traffic 
cameras in the road safety portfolio.  The best road safety tool, in my expert view, is to put police officers back 
on the road.  When the minister was quizzed about that, she said that was a matter for the police portfolio to 
absorb.  I believe strongly in the reintroduction of a traffic branch within the Police Service to address the 
specific issues of road safety and the carnage we see on the roads.  The Commissioner of Police has 
demonstrated his willingness to address those issues; he has found 25 full-time equivalent staff members and 
found some vehicles.  The minister announced that as a new initiative, but the vehicles have simply been 
rebadged.  They are vehicles currently in service that are being replaced.  They have been given a new sticker 
and all of a sudden it is a new initiative.  As I said, it is not a new initiative at all and it will do very little for road 
safety.  The concept has merit but, unfortunately, the government is sadly lacking when it comes to funding that 
initiative.  I believe that was a missed opportunity for the government.   

I will now refer to the Peel waterways.  I heard the member for Merredin say that there was $8.5 million in the 
budget for the Swan and Canning Rivers.  I acknowledge that that is hardly enough for the Swan and Canning 
Rivers.  The sad news is that the Peel waterways will get only $2.1 million.  It was revealed during the estimates 
hearing that $1.8 million of that $2.1 million in the budget is federally funded; therefore, the federal government 
is providing the vast majority of the funding.  Only $300 000 from this government is going to the Peel region 
for waterways.  That is a drop in the ocean, as it were.  It is a shame that the government is still not listening to 
the people who are advising it about the ailment of the Peel waterways.  The ailment is the same as that of the 
Swan River, only being perpetuated further down the road.  Very little has been done about it.  In the long run it 
will cost the government a lot more to fix.  The only saving grace for the people in the Peel region is that the 
Leschenault estuary got only $200 000. 
I refer to health services in the Peel region, and the Murray District Hospital.  The budget states that $4 million 
will be allocated to improving services in the Peel region, with a specific emphasis on the Murray District 
Hospital - whatever that means.  At this point I still have been unable to get an answer about what emphasis 
there will be on this hospital.  I am afraid I will pursue this issue by way of questions on notice.  I put the 
government on notice that I will ask a bunch of new questions, because in this fishing expedition I have become 
rather addicted to the old concept of dangling a line to see what I can hook.  Clearly, this $4 million was a 
bandaid approach to try to appease the people of the Peel region.   
It is acknowledged that an additional child health facility will be provided at the Peel Health Campus.  Funding 
for this facility was provided for in last year’s budget and the work on it is currently being undertaken.   
The recreation facilities in the Peel region are abysmal.  The growth rate in the region is exponential and there is 
nothing there to see this community into the future.  The consequences of not having those facilities include an 
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increase in crime, antisocial behaviour that we all dread and an impost on all government agencies.  We need to 
look at the recreation facilities plan commissioned by the City of Mandurah with a view to actioning some of the 
27 recommendations.   
The skills shortage in the Peel region is acute.  The unemployment rate in that region is 7.8 per cent, while the 
state average is 4.5 per cent.  The government appears to be doing very little to circumvent that.  Some money 
has been put aside for Challenger TAFE and to investigate the skills shortage in the building industry.  However, 
most of that funding is generated by the building industry and that is something that needs to be emphasised.   

Another problem is that there are no new schools in the Peel region - not one.  An amount of $2.5 million has 
been allocated to upgrade the Pinjarra school, which was built in 1951.  In addition, $3 million has been 
allocated to the senior high school, which was built in 1925, and some money has been set aside for the Fixing 
Our Schools Maintenance program and, again, I will be looking to see what booty will come the way of the 
people of the Peel region.  Unless significant planning starts very shortly for new schools in the Peel region, 
there will be a huge problem.  I am forewarning the government of that problem.   

Another point I found interesting is that a number of government members who took part in the estimates 
committees took advantage of asking dorothy dixers to which the ministers gave long, drawn out answers.  The 
only observation I will make from my first experience of estimates committees is that if the ministers continue to 
try to pad out the estimates committee, they will face a bunch of additional questions on notice.  I make the point 
that, if any of my colleagues on this side of the house have lingering doubts about any of the matters they raised, 
they should start firing questions on notice to the ministers, who will then find their hands full.  In future it 
would be advisable for ministers to put aside sufficient time to answer questions from this side of the house and 
to stop padding out dorothy dixers. 
MR D.T. REDMAN (Stirling) [8.03 pm]:  Members will recall that, in the introduction of my contribution to 
the second reading debate, I referred to the analogy of Western Australia’s economy being like a car.  It was 
pretty close to the Treasurer’s analogy, because he talked about it being a supercharged V8.  I made the link to 
the supercharged V8 really representing regional Western Australia, which is the engine room of the economy.  
In looking at the budget, I was trying to link that with the level of investment that is going into regional Western 
Australia to try to spur on our economy.  I wish to make an interesting link between the one vote, one value 
legislation and this budget.  It has impacted in two ways.  First, it is reasonably clear that it has delivered to the 
government a much better chance of winning the next election.  Second, the one vote, one value legislation has 
delivered to this government an opportunity to look beyond four years when investing in this state.  If the 
government accepts that there is a reasonable expectation that it will win the next election because of those 
changes, then it can invest well beyond four years.   
One of the concerns I expressed in my maiden speech was that governments today do not make long-term 
investments.  They plan only to the next election, which is the reality of how the election system works.  
However, this government has an opportunity to go beyond four years and to consider investments for longer 
than one term in office.   
The centre page in the Budget Overview refers to investment in infrastructure throughout Western Australia.  
When I looked for infrastructure investment in the great southern area, as well as in other areas, I was looking 
for the sorts of things that the government is putting money into to create investment and to which investment 
will be drawn in those areas.  It concerns me that a lot of the projects involve short-term thinking.  This 
government has an opportunity now to consider that investment over a couple of terms instead of just one term.   

In the great southern area there is probably only one investment item out of the six listed that would actually 
attract investment to the region and that is the Albany waterfront.  Of the $9.1 million allocated to the Albany 
waterfront, only $2 million is related to the waterfront development that can have a positive impact on the people 
from the great southern area who use it.  The point I am making is that there is an opportunity for this 
government, through the changes - 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  Is not Albany part of the great southern?   

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  Yes, it is.  However, members should look at the list of items and ask which of the items 
would change the dynamics of the great southern so that investment will be attracted to the region.  I guess one 
would be the Albany Entertainment Centre, which is a cultural support for the region.  I do not know that.  The 
member for Albany made the point that a lot of the things that are listed for the great southern are not only for 
the Albany region but also for the hinterland, and I accept that.   
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What are some positive changes that will attract investment to the area?  A good example would be something 
like the Bunbury to Albany natural gas pipeline.  It is a huge project and it will provide a foundation for 
attracting significant investment.   

Mr J.J.M. Bowler: Can you say what industry would use it?   

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  Potentially it will be used as a source of energy for some of the mining opportunities 
there. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  Potential - so we build a gas pipeline for potential users?   

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  A whole heap of investment is happening in the Frankland area and there is the potential 
for people there to use it as a source of energy.  It is my understanding that gas is a cheaper source of energy than 
alternative sources.  That pipeline could be a source of energy for new and current investors in the area.   

I believe the Great Southern Development Commission did some studies on the commitment needed from 
private investment to make it work and it came up short.  In these areas the government should make 
investments to attract other investments so that businesses are viable and profitable.  I would love to talk to the 
minister about it.   

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  One of the sad facts of life is that it is not viable for the private gas pipeline operators to 
reticulate places which the gas pipeline passes, such as Norseman and Kambalda.  Therefore, Albany, Mt Barker 
or Denmark would not be reticulated anyway.   

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  I would still like to talk to the minister about it.   

The second point I raised in my contribution to the second reading debate was roads.  The increase in the use of 
roads by the timber industry is a significant issue. I said that there are something like 130 000 hectares of timber 
plantations in the great southern and harvesting opportunities will peak in two to three years.  I spoke to a 
seedling producer at Mt Barker who is supplying seedlings to an area to the west of Kojonup that is likely to 
cover about 125 000 hectares.  That is an arbitrary figure he put to me.  That means that we have an opportunity 
to plan for the likely impact that the timber harvested from those plantations will have on road usage in the great 
southern.  Likewise, 130 000 hectares is starting to come into harvest now; it is having a big impact on our roads.  
I have talked about Muirs Highway, Albany Highway, Chester Pass Road and the South Coast Highway.  I 
recently discovered that there is nothing in the current budget towards the Timber Industry Road Evaluation 
Study.  It was previously around $900 000; the money went directly to roads that were impacted by the timber 
industry.  It is of serious concern, and it is a matter that I will raise with the minister.  I foreshadow a question on 
the matter. 

I acknowledge the increase in regional road group funding of $2.6 million.  Some of that money came from the 
wheatbelt, which is a concern for the member for Merredin.  I know he has raised the issue with the minister a 
number of times.  
The Albany ring road development sets up the opportunity for the regions to access the port facility.  Funding 
has been provided only for stage 1.  I would love to see the government support the whole project.  Stage 1 is 
relatively superficial in its impact on stopping traffic going through the middle of the town.  It is a big concern 
for the people down there.  It is a hindrance for people in the region accessing the port. 
The Mt Barker Road bypass is another project that has been extended to 2007-08.  It is a significant road that is 
used by the timber industry in the area.  Timber is one of the most significant industries in the great southern in 
recent times.  However, there needs to be more support for roads to support the industry.  It is an example of 
what I am talking about concerning investments in the area to support private enterprise to ensure that industries 
keep going.   
Members will remember the questions I asked of the Premier about disaster relief.  A number of quite serious 
events have occurred in the great southern over the past two months.  They were unseasonal events.  The first 
was on 1 April.  It concerned me that it was not high on the priorities of the government.  Due to bad weather, 
approximately 100 000 sheep were lost.  There was significant damage to fences and dams as well as erosion.  It 
was not until after the rain and storms in Bunbury and questions to the Premier that there was an 
acknowledgement that it was a natural disaster.  I remain convinced that that would not have happened if the 
questions had not been asked and Bunbury subjected to the storm.  I am pleased that the event has been declared 
a natural disaster and that some farmers in the area are able to access some relief in excess of what was offered 
by the Minister for Agriculture and Forestry on 6 May.  In addition, on 3 June significant rain fell in the south 
Stirling area.  The area affected was only 20 kilometres wide and 30 kilometres long.  The rain went through the 
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Warriup area.  The area received 160 to 200 millimetres of rain over, in some cases, three or four hours.  I 
looked at some of the damage in the south Stirling area.  The erosion in the paddocks was huge; there were three 
to four-metre gutters and significant damage to the paddocks.  Farmers lost crops that they had already sown.  A 
lot of the crops now have to be reseeded.  In fact, the farmers are having difficulty getting back on to the 
paddocks to do that.  I have had an informal discussion with the Minister for Agriculture and Forestry on that 
matter.  I understand that officers from the Department of Agriculture are looking into what support they may be 
able to offer in helping to reverse some of the erosion. 

I am talking about some negative things; significant rain events.  I recently visited the Wellstead community.  It 
was on the tail end of some of the recent rains.  In one case - it may be reported in The West Australian 
tomorrow - a student has to paddle a canoe across a stream to catch a bus to go to school.  Some parents have to 
drive an additional 50 or 60 kilometres to get their children to school.  Some parents are choosing to keep their 
children at home because of the problems with road damage.  I am in discussion with some of the local councils 
to see where things are at.  Those areas in the great southern have copped a bit of a battering this year.  The 
government needs to keep its eye on the area and make sure it receives the support it needs. 

During the second reading debate I mentioned Western Power.  I could not identify in the budget papers where 
the infrastructure funding was going; it is something that we will keep an eye on.  However, I have had a 
response to some letters I have sent to the minister.  He has identified some of the inputs, particularly in the 
Frankland area.  I am pleased to see that.  I received a call from a constituent today who was dealing with a 
Western Power contractor about the installation of power poles.  The contractor did not talk to the farmer; he just 
drove straight on to the paddock.  In doing so, he created a couple of gutters in the paddock.  The paddock was 
quarantined because of chemical residues.  The farmer is quite concerned that no-one asked for permission to 
enter the paddock.  It would have been common courtesy to do that.  I hope that the minister is able to change 
some of the practices so the problem does not arise again.  At a zone meeting of local governments in Albany, 
unanimous support was given to the recommendations of the coronial inquiry into the fires at Tenterden.  I hope 
there is government support for those recommendations.  Most of them related to processes rather than 
infrastructure.  It is important that we rectify the issues identified in the inquiry. 

I will refer briefly to agriculture, which is my shadow portfolio.  When examining the budget I was pleased to 
see that the government is supporting the sector with funding to combat cane toads and starlings.  Starlings are 
cane toads with wings.  Both animals have the potential to cause serious damage.  Another issue is declared 
plants.  The level of funding towards the control of declared plants has dropped approximately 40 per cent over 
the past 10 years.  We should not underestimate the impact of biosecurity breaches on agriculture.  The amount 
of transport in and out of the state and imported products have the potential to introduce diseases from overseas.  
We need to look at other controls.  We need research into biological control measures for some of these issues.  
Salinity is another issue that is receiving reasonable support.  However, I have not got the final figures of the 
government’s commitment.  They will be forthcoming in answers to some of our questions on notice.  Members 
have also spoken recently about the impact of large chain stores on producers and markets.  That is another 
debate.  It is a big issue in the agricultural industry.  It could have a significant impact on farming in Western 
Australia. 
My last point concerns the One Community One College project for Mt Barker.  A commitment of $7 million 
was made.  I thought the money would culminate in the school being opened at the start of the 2007 school year.  
Answers provided during the estimates process indicate that it will be later than that.  It is more likely to open 
late in the 2007 school year, although it may even be later than that.  The community is very keen to make sure it 
gets a good outcome for the money.   

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [8.18 pm]:  I relish the opportunity to make a contribution to the third reading.  
I will make some comments about supplementary information that was given by various ministers following 
some of the sessions I attended.  I must say that it was very noticeable during budget estimates that ministers 
were inundated with dorothy dix questions to which they provided dorothy dix answers!  I have not seen one 
member from benches opposite make a contribution today on the third reading stage. 
Ms J.A. Radisich:  They have so. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, they have not.  Members opposite spoke about the committee report; they did not talk 
about the budget.  That is a different debate.  Not one member opposite has had the guts to make a sensible 
contribution without having questions given to him by a minister.  That is a disgrace.  What sort of commitment 
do members opposite have to this Parliament if they simply ask dorothy dix questions and do not have a clue 
about making a contribution in the third reading stage of the budget?  During the budget estimates, members 
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opposite are told to ask dorothy dix questions.  One reason that ministers get backbench members to ask dorothy 
dix questions is that they want to try to make themselves look good.  The other reason is that they want to take 
up a lot of the time that is available during the budget estimates and thereby deprive opposition members of the 
opportunity to ask good, sensible and logical questions to which we need answers.  I wanted to highlight to the 
house the nonsense from members opposite in relation to budget estimates and the third reading stage of the 
budget debate.   

Mr P.B. Watson:  Will you take an interjection? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will always take an interjection from the member for Albany.  Will the member take one 
from me when he is on his feet? 

Mr P.B. Watson:  I was in the chair for two of the sessions you were at.  You were disruptive right throughout 
those sessions.  You were actually called to order twice.  You are the only person I know who was called to 
order twice.  Do you not think that you, more than anyone else, caused a disruption to the proceedings?  You 
went in there with an attitude -  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It was because I objected to the time that was being taken by ministers in answering the 
dorothy dix questions that were being asked of them.  It was clear where those questions were coming from.  The 
member would know.  He is a backbencher.  He was given his set of dorothy dix questions to ask. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  No, I was not. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Albany might have acted differently when he was in the chair, but when 
he was in the chamber as a committee member he was carrying out his duty faithfully in asking those dorothy 
dix questions.  That is what I objected to.  I accept that there will be some dorothy dix questions.  What I object 
to is the inane and lengthy answers that the ministers give to those questions.  The dorothy dixers are used only 
to try to prevent the opposition from asking questions.  What is the government afraid of?  What is it trying to 
hide?  The only time we ever get a chance to find out the truth is during the budget estimates committee 
hearings.  However, we do not get the opportunity, member for Albany, because the backbenchers opposite take 
up the time by asking dorothy dix questions.  If I got a bit cross during the budget estimates, fine.  That is the 
reason.   

Mr P.B. Watson:  You walked out of two sessions! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I did, because I was so disgusted with the actions of some of the backbench members in 
faithfully asking these dorothy dix questions, and, even worse than that, with the actions of the ministers in 
answering those dorothy dix questions at length.  I could give them the question number!  I would say it is 
question 7, and they would go through their list and find it!  When I was a minister, I never had one dorothy dix 
question asked of me.  I would not do it.   

Mr M.P. Whitely:  You were too lazy to do them! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Is the member telling me that because I did not give dorothy dix questions to my 
backbenchers when I was a minister, I was lazy?  No.  Absolutely not.  I reject that.  It is because I wanted the 
truth.  When I was a minister - the member for Bassendean was not here at the time; he was only a twinkle in his 
mother’s eye - I wanted to give the then members of the opposition every opportunity to ask questions.  I was not 
afraid to give truthful answers.  I wish I could say the same about these ministers, but I cannot.  That is the way it 
is.  They have turned the estimates committees into a pantomime.  We ask good questions.  The problem is that 
ministers are frightened to answer those good questions.  That is why we need to ask for supplementary 
information.  The ministers do not have the knowledge of their own portfolio areas to be able to answer those 
questions.  What is worse still is when ministers are not prepared to give an answer by way of supplementary 
information, but say that the question is not relevant and they do not want to answer it now, so we should put it 
on notice, when they know full well that at least a month will go by before we even get an inkling of an answer. 

Mr T.R. Buswell:  If we are lucky. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Yes, if we are lucky, as my colleague had said. 

Mr T.R. Buswell:  Not for tourism, though. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, not for tourism.  That is the problem we have.  Not one member opposite has had the 
guts or the fortitude to stand up tonight and make a 15-minute speech on the third reading stage of this bill.  I 
find that astonishing.  During the budget estimates committees, ministers spend all their time answering the 
dorothy dixers from the backbench members opposite, yet during the third reading stage of the debate those 
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backbenchers just sit mute and do what they are told by the Leader of the House.  They are told, “I do not want 
any of you to speak tonight.  We want to go home early.  Just leave it to the opposition.  They will fall over at 
some stage and run out of speakers”.  I find that deplorable, outrageous and disgusting - and all those similar 
adjectives.  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  There has not been one third reading speech from members opposite.    

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Not one. 

Mr T.R. Buswell:  What about the member for Bassendean?  He may give a speech. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I doubt it.  He probably does not even know what bill we are talking about.   

Point of Order 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Mr Acting Speaker, I am having great difficulty hearing the member because of the 
conversations that are occurring in the background. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr S.C. Thomas):  Order!  There have been numerous conversations on both sides 
of the house.  I ask for a certain degree of quiet.  If members need to have conversations, will they please have 
them outside the chamber.  The member for Hillarys has the call. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am very grateful, Mr Acting Speaker, because I have a very soft, sensitive voice, and I 
want members in the chamber to hear me.  I have made my point very clearly on the inaction of government 
backbenchers - often known as the vegie patch - because they have not had the gumption to make a third reading 
speech tonight.   

Mr M.P. Whitely:  It takes gumption, does it?   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Bassendean should stop bumping his gums together.  He is not making 
any sense. 

Mr T.R. Buswell interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, member for Vasse!  The member for Hillarys has the call. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. 

I would like to mention a couple of matters that caused me some concern during the budget estimates hearings 
and about which I have since received some supplementary information.  During the estimates hearings in the 
justice portfolio I asked the Minister for Justice whether he would provide details of how many complaints have 
been received about unauthorised access to the total offender management system, and how many of those 
complaints have yet to be investigated.  The point of the question is that some prisoners and prison officers have 
been accessing the TOMS without authorisation.  That has allowed them to gain details about fellow prisoners’ 
families, convictions and visitors while in prison.  That is a deplorable situation, because it may put the lives of 
innocent people at risk.  The answer that I was given at the time is that all the complaints had been investigated.  
However, the true answer is that the internal investigations unit of the Department of Justice currently has five 
instances of unauthorised access to the total offender management system that are yet to be investigated.  It is 
disgraceful that these five instances of access to this very sensitive and highly confidential information have not 
been investigated.  I would like the Minister for Justice - who may be around this chamber somewhere; if not, he 
may be sitting in his office watching the debate on television - to find out and let me know tomorrow why those 
five cases have not been investigated yet.  This is a tremendous breach of security in our prison system.  As I 
have said, it may put the lives of innocent people at risk.   
Another area that I want to talk about also comes under the justice portfolio and is what used to be known as the 
Guardianship and Administration Board.  My colleague the member for Nedlands raised some serious concerns 
about some things that have happened in the Public Trustee’s office.  I also had a concern that many decisions 
made by the Guardianship and Administration Board, as it was until it became part of the State Administrative 
Tribunal, were seen by some people to be mere rubber stamps of the recommendations of the Office of the 
Public Advocate.  I asked a question in this house a couple of years ago regarding the percentage of 
recommendations from the Public Advocate that were rejected by the guardianship board.  The answer was that 
three per cent of recommendations were rejected.  I could not believe how few rejections were made by the 
board.  I know for a fact that the then Chairman of the Guardianship and Administration Board was staggered 
when I pointed that out to him.  I asked a similar question recently because I wanted to know whether things had 
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improved.  I wanted to know whether the new State Administrative Tribunal was looking more closely at the 
cases that came before it.  Could it be seen to be making decisions of its own, rather than merely endorsing the 
Public Advocate’s recommendations?  I asked the minister to provide details of the number of applications made 
by the Office of the Public Advocate to the State Administrative Tribunal, and how many applications the SAT 
rejected.  The answer outlined that the State Administrative Tribunal commenced operations on 1 January 2005, 
and that guardianship and administration matters were dealt with from 24 January 2005.  From 24 January 2005 
to 9 June, the Office of the Public Advocate made 182 recommendations to the SAT, of which the SAT rejected 
six.  That was six rejections out of 182 recommendations from the Public Advocate.   
Family members often apply for guardianship, but the Office of the Public Advocate does not seem to like 
recommending the award of guardianship to family members.  I find that strange.  I thought that family members 
would be the people best placed to be guardians of their loved ones.  It is rare that the Public Advocate 
recommends the award of guardianship to a family member.  These statistics endorse the view of many people 
who have contacted me with concerns about decisions of the former Guardianship and Administration Board and 
the Public Advocate’s role in often recommending that guardianship not be awarded to family members.  That 
highlights my earlier point.  The State Administrative Tribunal has rejected six of 182 recommendations from 
the Public Advocate.  Most logical people would say that that is a small number.  Is the SAT listening carefully, 
or, as some seem to think, is it simply a rubber stamp to the recommendations of the Public Advocate?  I leave 
that matter for members to consider.  I assure members that if they ever come into contact with that office, they 
may develop similar concerns to those expressed by many people who have contacted me; namely, that the SAT 
is not always working in people’s best interests, and that the office should award guardianship more frequently 
to family members and not just rubber-stamp recommendations from the Public Advocate. 

MS K. HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [8.34 pm]:  I rise to make a contribution to the third reading of the 
Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 1) 2005 and the Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 2) 
2005.  I will touch later on my electorate, but I firstly speak to my portfolio responsibility of environment.   

A number of members have talked about what the Swan River means to the state.  It is the centrepiece of Perth 
and an icon - it has been referred to that way by the government.  Nevertheless, no appropriate financial 
commitment has been made to that icon.  The Minister for the Environment has allocated $15 million over the 
next four years to the river system, but that is simply not enough to make an significant impact on the amenity of 
the Swan and Canning Rivers.  The member for Murray spoke about the estuary system in his region, and similar 
comments can be made about all the regions.  More needs to be done and more money needs to be invested to 
address these issues of critical importance to the community.   

The member for Vasse said that this is a budget of lost opportunity.  He is right.  This budget has not captured 
the essence of what people want from the government in providing leadership to address issues of significance 
and importance.  The Swan and Canning Rivers are certainly important to people.  I will probably repeat that 
comment for a long time.  Just as I became very passionate about the Perth to Mandurah railway, I will do the 
same over the next three and a half or almost four years in opposition about the Swan and Canning Rivers.  Page 
560 of the Budget Statements refers to the Swan River Trust as follows - 

 Additional funding has allowed the Trust to significantly expand its on ground works in shoreline 
restoration and to boost projects in urban drains.  The Trust is working in the Canning catchment with 
local governments, the Water Corporation, Department of Environment and catchment groups, to 
establish constructed wetlands and re-engineer drain compensating basins to strip sediments and 
nutrients from drainage waters before they enter the river. 

That is all well and good.  The allocation for the protection of waterways and foreshores in the 2005-06 budget is 
a meagre $6 million, which partly comprises the extra $15 million allocated over the next four years.  It is simply 
not enough money to address people’s growing concerns.  How can we address those concerns?  The opposition 
is prepared to work in a bipartisan way with the government to ensure that a suitable allocation is directed to this 
area.  I do not get a feeling of bipartisanship from this government.  At every opportunity members opposite take 
a swipe at the federal government and take a swipe at us.  However, the federal government has contributed in 
many ways to the state’s resources.  Senator Ian Campbell recently made an announcement at Burswood relating 
to the natural resource management plan for the Swan Catchment Council and all other catchment councils 
throughout the state.  I have not heard the Minister for the Environment acknowledge and recognise in this place 
the federal government’s contribution.  That is disheartening.  The opposition recognises that the Swan and 
Canning Rivers mean much to the community, and it wants to work with the government to provide programs.  
Members on this side of the house want to contribute to that endeavour.  As the member for Vasse said, this is a 
budget of lost opportunity.   
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Several members interjected. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Yes; the member for Vasse is a good bloke. 

Mr G. Snook:  He stole my thunder. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  He stole the member’s punchline.  I thought that all members are saying the 
same thing: we look to see what our electorates have received in this budget, and, in most cases, we are bitterly 
disappointed.   

I now touch on my electorate.  I spoke in the second reading debate about schools in my area and law and order 
issues, including policing.  I do not have a major hospital in my electorate, so I cannot speak to the health area; 
however, I certainly recognise that health is important, and a great deal of money needs to be expended in that 
area.  The Minister for Police and Emergency Services referred to the allocation of $212 million in capital works 
for new police stations.  I have been in contact with the Minister for Police over a period about the proposed new 
Stirling police station that will be built near the civic centre in the City of Stirling.  An amount of $212 million 
has been allocated, but no specific time has been set for when that building will be constructed by the 
government.  That leaves people in a state of flux and with a feeling of futility.  The want to know when the 
police station will be built and whether they can be assured that it will happen.  When I have asked the minister, 
that information has not been forthcoming.  That is bitterly disappointing.  The same thing happened when I 
raised issues about schools in my electorate.  There are allocations in the budget papers for the maintenance of 
schools and for new capital works, but the ageing schools in my electorate are missing out on that maintenance 
and they are certainly missing out on new capital works.  If members saw those facilities, and then saw the new 
schools that are being built, they would ask where the equity is for students.  There is no equity, and, as I have 
said, that is very disappointing.   

The infill sewerage program was a great program.  The coalition initiated that program, which would have been 
finished by now, but it has been delayed by a further 10 years.  Members have spoken about that program at 
length.  When my colleagues talk about their electorates, they talk about infill sewerage and those issues that are 
so important in their communities; yet there is not enough funding in the budget to make those things happen.  It 
is a budget of lost opportunity.   

I am particularly disappointed with the Treasurer’s lack of commitment to the Swan and Canning Rivers, as I am 
sure are other members.  The member for South Perth spoke about this issue at length.  He feels just as 
passionately about it as I do, and so he should.  His electorate abuts the Swan and Canning Rivers.  They are our 
centrepiece.  If we do not look after those rivers, what will we and future generations have?  The Treasurer 
should seriously look at what he will do in 2006.  He should certainly come to the table with more money for the 
Swan and Canning Rivers.  

Mr J.E. McGrath interjected.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Exactly.  The Treasurer should look after that centrepiece, that icon, which is so 
precious to Western Australians.  We love it.  Look at the activity that happens on the river on a daily basis and 
on a minute-by-minute basis.  I am sure that the Treasurer enjoys a walk along the river occasionally when he 
finds time.  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I have been known to enjoy a walk.   

Several members interjected. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I will have members know that the Treasurer uses the treadmill in the Parliament 
House gym.  I am sure that he would very much enjoy a walk along the river.   

I want to take up the very serious issue of drainage.  At page 560 of the budget papers, under the Swan River 
Trust division, it states -  

While these on-ground works are important, it is critical that they are part of a coordinated, targeted and 
technically sound approach to drainage management.   

I know that the Minister for the Environment has received a number of reports on drainage.  Some of those 
recommendations have not been acted on, and that is of major concern.  I tried to get some further information 
from the minister.  I know that she has received a report and recommendations, but no funding has been 
allocated to implement those recommendations.  As I have said, in the next budget the Treasurer should take on 
board environmental issues and give the Minister for the Environment several million dollars more than the 
$15 million he has allocated to that area over the next four years.  That is important.  Every member in this place 
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would probably agree with me; certainly those on this side of the chamber will.  The budget papers go on to 
state -  

Integrated, robust arrangements for management of all drainage in the Swan-Canning Catchment are the 
key to achieving early reduction in the levels of nutrients entering the rivers.  

That is important.  We need to address that issue.  We need to make some serious changes.  We need to look at 
the developments along our foreshores.  We must ensure that we look at issues such as erosion.  All those 
matters require funding.  To repeat the comments of the member for Vasse, this is a budget of missed 
opportunities.  Everyone on this side of the chamber has referred to their portfolio responsibilities and what their 
electorates have missed out on.  It is deeply disappointing.   

MR G. SNOOK (Moore) [8.45 pm]:  I thank the house for the opportunity to speak on the bills.  Like you, Mr 
Acting Speaker (Dr S.C. Thomas), as a new member in this house, I looked forward with great anticipation to 
drilling down into a $13 billion state budget.  Members wanted to be able to analyse, assess and question 
ministers about areas of interest to us and our electorates.  Like a number of my colleagues, I was disappointed 
with the time that was allocated to estimates committee hearings to do that investigative drilling down, and that 
querying of figures and questioning of ministers.  It is a criticism that is based on merit.  It is a criticism that I 
would like the government to take some cognisance of and allow extra time for committee hearings.  The 
examples I will use are the estimates committee hearings in which we considered the expenditure allocations to 
the Department of Fisheries and the Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne Development Commissions.  We had but 
one hour in which to undertake good credible assessment of those four very important agencies.  The fisheries 
portfolio, for example, has an allocation in excess of $26 million.  An hour would not have been enough time to 
consider that area itself, let alone the vital regional areas of the Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne as well.  I place 
on record my disappointment at the lack of opportunity to be able to adequately analyse those areas of the 
budget.   

This budget is a budget of lost opportunities.  I know that I am repeating the comments of previous speakers, but 
I expressed those sentiments in my contribution to the second reading debate, although I do not claim that they 
were mine originally.  The Treasurer is right.  We are in economically buoyant times.  We have wonderful 
opportunities.  We have a booming economy and as a state we are leading the nation in economic growth.  As I 
said in my contribution to the second reading debate, in normal business practice in good trading times, with 
good trading figures and when income is pouring in, a business would take the opportunity to diminish long-term 
debt.  It really concerns me that the state will go further into debt, to the tune of about $1.4 billion.  It can be 
argued that that is quite acceptable because of the current good economic times and because the state has the 
capacity to pay.  That is fine.  However, I am sure that we all agree that the good times will not roll on forever.  
We need to prepare ourselves for an economic downturn.  An economic downturn could occur on a global scale.  
People talk about China having a little sneeze and us catching pneumonia.  That is likely to happen.  A serious 
consequence of such a downturn is that our debt level could go beyond our capacity to pay, and we would be in 
strife.  That really concerns me.  I draw that point to the attention of the house.   

The budget does not do a great deal for my electorate of Moore or the wheatbelt region, which is my shadow 
portfolio area.  The electorate and the region have not fared well over the past four years of the Gallop 
government.   

[Quorum formed.]   

Mr G. SNOOK:  I hope that those bells were not alarm bells!  This is a budget of lost opportunities.   

I am impressed with the power of the member on the other side of the chamber!   

Mr T.R. Buswell:  I am trying to recover from the cardigan.   

Mr G. SNOOK:  I do not think the Premier would wear a cardigan.   

A government member:  New Labor. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  New Labor!  I will continue, if I can remember where I was up to; it is a bit hard after talking 
about cardigans.   

Economic and social opportunities have been lost through this budget.  That is of serious concern.  Very little 
benefit will flow from this budget through to the electorate of Moore, as was the case under the previous term of 
the Gallop government.  I will touch on transport, education and a couple of other issues that highlight how the 
electorate of Moore and the wheatbelt region as a whole have been poorly treated.   
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I acknowledge that tax relief has been built into the budget, but it really does not go far enough.  The relief that 
has been given is not in the context of the capacity of the government to pay.  The government ran a 
$600 million-odd surplus last year.  That was a waste; it was lazy money.  There will be another half a billion 
dollars of lazy money this year.  That figure will rise, because windfall benefits will flow in the vicinity of 
$1 billion.  What social benefits will flow from that action?  I do not think that many will, particularly in my 
electorate.  Not one new school was built in my electorate over the past four years of the Gallop government, and 
not one new school is planned in my electorate over the next four years.  We are all aware of the lack of 
expenditure on school maintenance.  That is a serious matter.  The tax relief could have gone a lot further.  
Stamp duty relief could have been provided on the purchase of new motor cars.  It was not.  It goes on.   

I will turn to some issues in the budget that are of concern to me, such as roads and transport.  Capital works 
expenditure on rural roads has fallen by $73 million.  That is not on.  That will add to the legacy that the state 
will inherit.  I am not talking about the government, because governments come and go.  One day we will be on 
the other side of the house and will have to deal with the legacy of the lack of funding for rural roads.  It will 
cost us dearly.  It will be a serious issue that we will have to address in the future.  Our road network is ageing 
rapidly.  Much of it was not built to a standard or quality to handle the current traffic loads, in terms of not only 
the volume of trucks, but also the goods they are carrying.  Those trucks are doing significant damage to our 
rural road system.  The two arterial highways that run through my electorate are the Brand and Great Northern 
Highways.  Some sections of the Great Northern Highway have not had money spent on them in my memory.  
As a young fellow I regularly drove a truck from our farm in the Dalwallinu district along that road.  Sections of 
that road have not been significantly improved since then, apart from some resheeting work.  The road is narrow 
and winding.  It is suffering from the consequences of heavy traffic.  That is creating a very grave situation in 
terms of the probability of accidents occurring.  A measly $2.3 million will be spent on the Great Northern 
Highway this year.  Big deal!  It probably needs in the vicinity of $50 million or $60 million to be spent 
reasonably rapidly, say over the term of this government.  However, that will not be done.   

The funding for the four critical lime sands east-west roads - 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  What lime sands funding?   

Mr G. SNOOK:  The New Norcia to Goomalling section of the No 2 route is detailed under the new initiatives 
for 2005-06.  However, I am blowed if I can find any allocation of money for that.  Let us hope that some money 
has been provided.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  The money has already been spent.  It has been spent on some small bridges and some 
straightening.   

Mr G. SNOOK:  They are talking about widening it and resealing some of it. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Some small bridges have been widened and some roads straightened.   

Mr G. SNOOK:  I am referring to the new initiatives for 2005-06.  Local governments will have to pick up the 
tab for the gap in funding to repair the damage that is caused to gravel roads that feed into the bits that are 
bituminised.  It is just not good enough.   

I will move along reasonably quickly, as time is running out.  The wheatbelt lost $2 million-odd.  We know 
where that went; it went down south.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure indicated that it was 
appropriate that it go that way.  However, that has put pressure on the area and region that I represent.  No 
consideration was given to upgrading either Dewars Pool Road or Julimar Road, yet the saleyards at Muchea 
have been given the go-ahead.  There is a little money for upgrading the intersection of the planned saleyards 
turn-off.  I have to mention that Indian Ocean Drive has again been relegated to the back blocks.  It is on the 
“Don’t hold your breath, it’s going to happen in the near future” list.  There is no funding for retro-strengthening 
bridges, which is another important area.   

Planning is another important area.  Additional funding was allocated for planning, which is commendable, but 
not enough money has been allocated for regional strategies.  The Wheatbelt Development Commission has had 
a $448 000 cut.  That is another very disappointing loss to my region, which is served by that commission.  
Moora District Hospital - I will not call it a health centre - is our district hospital and would not have an 
allocation in the budget if not for the embarrassment caused to the government by the local people.  However, 
apart from that, there is no other funding of consequence for health services in my region. 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville) [9.01 pm]:  I am very tempted to move a motion against the government and 
provoke a member to jump up and move that this motion be put.  I suspect, from what happened when a quorum 
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was called, that the number of government members in the Parliament building is sadly lacking.  I would not 
mind checking the car park to see how many government members’ cars are there. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr S.C. Thomas):  We have all had good fun.  Let us get back to work. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Mr Acting Speaker, I am going to do something that will surprise some members on my 
side.  After listening to criticism from members on my side about their experience of the estimates committees, I 
am actually going to give praise to the Minister for Health for the way in which the estimates committee 
operated under his control.  Before members on my side become too shocked, I intend to contrast that with the 
time I came into the chamber and saw the way in which the Premier operated when he answered questions in the 
committee.  In fact, the health portfolio part of the estimates committee went very well.  The Minister for Health 
answered questions relatively briefly and to the point.  There were few dorothy dixers, other than one from the 
member for Albany, which was a very important dorothy dixer nevertheless. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The member for Albany is not allowed to talk over this; I have got him again! 

There was a very good contribution from the Acting Director General of the Department of Health, Dr Fong, and 
from his other staff.  The opposition certainly dominated question time.  Two members from our side had a fair 
share of questions to ask and covered a lot of issues that were important to the south west.  It was very important 
for them to do that, but it still left me plenty of time through the five hours allocated to the health portfolio to ask 
all the questions that I, as the shadow Minister for Health, needed to ask.  In fact, getting towards the end of the 
health portfolio opposition members were getting towards the end of their questions, which is as it should be.  
Government members did not ask a lot of questions, and that is as it should be.  The estimates committee is a 
time for the opposition to go through the budget in detail.  I contrast that with what happened when I came into 
the chamber while the Leader of the Opposition was questioning the Premier about issues relating to the 
Premier’s portfolios.  I say questioning, but in the time I was in the chamber the Leader of the Opposition hardly 
got to ask a question.  About 15 of the 20 minutes during which I was in the chamber were chewed up by a 15-
minute response to a dorothy dixer in which the Premier read out details ad nauseam from a prepared statement.  
That was an absolute joke.  That is not how the estimates committee is supposed to work.  The way the Premier 
operated made an absolute farce of the estimates committee.  It was absolutely wrong in my view for the 
Premier, more than anybody else, to do that, when in opposition he went on about government accountability 
and the time that the opposition needs to question government.  He should take a leaf out of the book of the 
Minister for Health in the way he operates his portfolio.  It does not matter who is in government, it is the 
responsibility of a minister to manage his or her portfolio in a way that provides that opportunity. 

A few interesting things came out of the budget during the opposition’s time for asking questions, one 
particularly relating to the water resources portfolio, which indicated what an absolute farce the water portfolio 
situation is under this government.  The Minister for Water Resources, who is the Premier, was asked no 
questions on water, as he had no responsibilities for water supplies and the advisers he had in the chamber 
supporting him had no knowledge about water supplies.  Where were they?  The real Minister for Water 
Resources - called the Minister Assisting the Minister for Water Resources, the member for Balcatta - had all the 
experts on water supplies with him from the Water and Rivers Commission and the Water Corporation.  
However, interestingly enough, all his advisers in Estimates Committee B in the other chamber were actually 
from another department - a department that the Minister for the Environment looks after.  In trying to tease out 
an answer by asking whose department it was, the point was made that it was not uncommon for the department 
to report to two ministers.  However, when we went further and asked which department managed the Swan 
River Trust, we were told it was the Water and Rivers Commission.  The Water and Rivers Commission reports 
to the Leader of the House, but the Swan River Trust, which comes under the auspices of the Water and Rivers 
Commission, reports to the Minister for the Environment.  What nonsense!  It is time that the government had a 
serious look at water issues in this state and tried to fix the confusion.  It is no wonder to me that there was not a 
single dollar increase in this year’s allocation in the budget for the Swan River.  It is because three separate 
ministers in this state are all supposedly responsible for water management and, obviously, they all relied on 
each other to seek extra funding to look after the Swan River. 

Another issue I want to raise is about a supplementary question I asked, to which I did not get an adequate 
answer.  In my question to the Leader of the House, who is the real Minister for Water Resources, I referred to 
the $34.5 million allocation for the infill sewerage package and to the fact that the budget papers had shown that 
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$16 million of that $34.5 million would be spent in the Mandurah region.  I asked for details of that to be 
provided as supplementary information.  The response from the minister was - 

A moment ago I mentioned $16.9 million would be spent in the Peel region in 2005-06.  We have given 
an undertaking to provide the 2005-06 program for non-metropolitan infill.  Clearly, Mandurah is 
included as a non-metropolitan area.  That information will be provided with the supplementary 
information we have already given an undertaking to provide. 

I do not know where that supplementary information went, because I did not get it.  I did get some information 
and that related to the Falcon 3A area that was listed at a cost of $3.5 million over two years. 

I went to the 2005-06 Budget Overview, which was put out by the Treasurer, and it mentions the $16.9 million 
referred to by the real Minister for Water Resources.  This document says $16.9 million will be allocated to infill 
sewerage work in the Peel region.  From looking at the other allocations listed on the page, it seems that that is 
for only one year and does not include out years.  All the other allocations listed are for only one year.  For 
example, for the Peel region, $4 million has been allocated for the construction of the new Perth to Bunbury 
highway.  We know it will cost between $300 million and $350 million.  I reiterate that the budget also states 
that for this financial year $16.9 million will be allocated for infill sewerage in the Peel region.  By way of a 
question asked in the estimates committees, I asked for details of future funding for the Swan and Canning 
Rivers and the Peel estuary to find out exactly where in the Peel region the $16.9 million for infill sewerage 
would be spent this financial year.  I am particularly concerned about the health of the Peel estuary and the 
nutrients flowing into it.  One of the main reasons for the 10-year infill sewerage program was to reduce the 
drainage of nutrients from old septic tanks into the Swan and Canning Rivers and also the Peel estuary.  These 
areas should have been a high priority and been connected to infill sewerage in the first 10 years.   
As I pointed out during the estimates, one of my constituents spoke to a representative from the Water 
Corporation and was told that the infill sewerage program for her area had been put on hold and it was not 
known when it would be done.  I quite rightly asked when the $16.9 million will be spent and why someone who 
lives close to the estuary has been told that the infill sewerage program in her area had been put on hold.  I 
thought the question about areas close to the Peel-Harvey region would provide the answer.  The information I 
was given includes the lots still to be connected to infill sewerage.  Most of the areas close to the Swan and 
Canning Rivers have been sewered.  A few lots are still to be connected.  Bassendean has 27 lots left, and they 
will be connected in this coming financial year; Kelmscott has 467, some of which will be done this year, and 
the others in three years; Maida Vale has 427, most of which will be connected this year and next year; Mosman 
Park has 47; and Wilson-Waterford has 262.  Therefore, a total of 1 230 lots in those areas are still to be 
connected.  It is a pretty good effort and it shows how well the infill sewerage infill program that we introduced 
when we were in government has worked.  I now turn to the Peel-Harvey region.  In contrast, 2 890 lots out of 
an original total of something in the order of 3 524 are to be connected to infill sewerage.  Only about half the 
lots in that area have been connected.  Dawesville has 490 still to be connected; however, that will not be until 
2008-09 and 2009-10.  Falcon, which is close to the estuary and in my electorate, has 1 273 still to be connected.  
Is that where the $16.9 million will be spent?  No, because the work will be done in 2005-06, 2006-07, 2007-08, 
2008-09, 2011-12 and 2012-13.  That is well into the out years.   
The next area is Mandurah, the member for Mandurah’s electorate, which has 531 lots still to be connected.  
Will they be done next year?  No.  Some will be connected this year and next year and the rest in 2017-18 and 
2018-19.  There is nothing else in the coming year that relates to the $16.9 million.  I ask the Treasurer: where 
will that $16.9 million be spent in the next year in the Peel region as per the budget papers?  The map has a tiny 
circle around the Peel region and the arrow to it indicates $16.9 million of the $34 million that the government is 
spending on infill sewerage will be spent in that region.  Nearly half the total infill sewerage budget will go to 
the Peel region; yet, the timetable for that region shows it is not being spent.  I would like that issue to be 
clarified. 
I want to talk about the overall budget in the few minutes I have left to me.  We have already heard of another 
name for cost blow-outs for the Perth to Mandurah railway line.  We have heard that the Peel deviation will be 
built at a significantly higher cost than was planned.  Obviously the view is that increased costs - we all know 
they are occurring - will mean a significant increase in dollars required.  Over the next four years the government 
will spend billions of dollars on hospital infrastructure in this state.  My concern is about what will happen to 
those things that already have been promised in the government’s health program.  The government has allocated 
only $420 million for a 600-bed hospital at Murdoch, which is not nearly enough, and as it progresses there will 
be significant blow-outs in lots of budgets, particularly infrastructure budgets.  Already the government has 
added to the state debt by $1.4 billion, and my worry is that the Labor Party will continue to have a Bankcard 
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mentality.  Whenever the Labor Party is in government, the deficit blows out and when we get into government 
we have to fix it.   

MR M.J. BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [9.17 pm]:  I am very pleased to make my 
contribution to the third reading stage of the budget bill, because it gives me another opportunity to highlight to 
members that this budget has obviously been prepared by two people who have never run a business.  I have 
been involved in my own businesses and have been a company director for 14 years.  When I look at this budget 
with the benefit of that 15 years’ experience, I can only shake my head because everything is out of control.   

The member for Dawesville made a pertinent point.  He said that state debt will blow out next year by 
$1.4 billion.  Sadly, he only had one minute left when he made that statement.  I am sure that if he had had more 
time up his sleeve, he would have gone on to say that the $1.4 billion annual blow-out in state debt represents the 
largest annual blow-out in state debt in the history of Western Australia.  I am sure he would have made that 
point if he had had more time. 

Dr K.D. Hames:  Absolutely.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It is the largest blow-out in state debt in the history of Western Australia since comparative 
figures were kept.  It is an extraordinary statement to make, and I made it during the budget debate.   

It was interesting that when I made my contribution to the second reading debate I saw the Treasurer take a heap 
of notes.  I was sure he would have run to his department to check everything I said so that by question time the 
next day he would have found some technical problem with my speech that he could run the slipper over me for.  
In fact, he did not because everything I said was correct, including the bit about state debt blowing out by 
$1.34 billion and being the largest annual blow-out in the history of our state since comparative figures were 
kept.  It is an indictment on any government.  I would loathe to be the Treasurer of a state who has overseen the 
largest annual blow-out in state debt in the history of this state.  I would hang my head in shame and hand my 
portfolio to somebody who had some sense of business acumen; somebody who would rescue the state’s 
finances.   

It is not only state debt that has blown out.  Interestingly, this year we have seen a revenue windfall of $1 billion.  
That is $1 billion worth of revenue that the government did not think it would get this financial year when it 
struck the 2004-05 budget.  It is a $1 billion revenue windfall at the same time as a $1.4 billion annual state debt 
blow-out.  I am sure that the mathematicians among us are scratching their heads.  How can there be a $1 billion 
revenue windfall that was not expected and the government still increase the state debt by the largest annual 
blow-out in the state since comparative figures were kept?  That is incompetence; there is no other way it can be 
described.  Not only has state debt blown out and revenue been severely underestimated, but also the Labor Party 
has exceeded its budget for this year by $681 million.  It blew its own budget by $681 million.  I am sure that I 
must have it wrong; there is no way that a budget can be blown by $684 million, revenue be underestimated by 
$1 billion and the state debt be blown out by $1.4 billion!  A person would have to be an absolute dunce to 
preside over a business that did that.  As I stand here today, the Treasurer cannot do anything other than nod his 
head in agreement with the statements I have made.  Everything is out of control; the government has 
underestimated its expenditure by hundreds of millions of dollars.  It has underestimated its revenue by 
$1 billion.  State debt is out of control.  The Treasurer and the Premier have not been driving this business.  They 
have been presenting themselves for media interviews and running around with their little social agenda.  They 
have taken their finger off the pulse.  They have not driven the state of Western Australia as it should be driven.  
They have not managed it.  As a result, everything has ballooned.  This budget does not represent the skilful 
management of the business known as Western Australia.  In fact, it represents a Treasurer who has no business 
acumen and no idea how to run a business, let alone a state.  He is obviously running the state by remote control 
and agreeing to anything and everything and presiding over a $681 million budget blow-out.  A person cannot 
continue that; it is not sustainable.  If the Chinese economy blinks for a moment, we are looking down the barrel 
of deficit budgets.  If the government did not underestimate revenue this year by $1 billion, we would be looking 
down the barrel of a deficit budget.  Thank goodness for the mining industry.  The mining industry has kicked in 
hundreds of millions of dollars more in royalties than the amount estimated when the budget was struck.  The 
mining industry has saved the Labor Party’s neck.  What is the Labor Party’s answer to the industry that has 
saved the state budget?  It wants to put up mining royalties.  A person would not believe it.  The government gets 
$1 billion worth of revenue windfall and it wants to put up mining royalties!  It was the mining industry that 
saved the budget.  That represents an extraordinary lack of skill in the management of this state.  I might add that 
it is not just the Treasurer.  Members might cast their minds back to the comments by the former Minister for 
Education and Training, who is now the Minister for State Development.  As Minister for Education and 
Training I remember him going on ad nauseam about the former Liberal Minister for Education blowing his 
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budget by $100 million.  Members can imagine my surprise when I saw the blow-out in the education and 
training budget for this year - $103 million.  The same person who stood in this chamber day after day and 
berated the Liberal Party for blowing its education budget has done just that.  It is of the same magnitude; it is in 
the order of $100 million.  Talking about things getting out of control, the government’s wages policy of three 
per cent is in tatters.  I believe that the wages policy has blown out by approximately 50 per cent.  Once again we 
are talking about appalling management; there is no doubt about that. 

Having underestimated the revenue windfall by $1 billion, the government might be inclined to return some 
money to the long-suffering taxpayers by way of tax cuts.  Members will be surprised to learn that there are 
virtually no new real tax cuts in this budget.  In fact, the government will receive an additional $5 million worth 
of land tax next year.  I believe the land tax receipts will increase from $315 million to $320 million or 
thereabouts.  Members will recall the ongoing GST debate.  One of the taxes that was meant to be abolished 
under the GST agreement was mortgage stamp duty. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  Weren’t there three people in your business and you are taking all the credit from the other 
two? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  How many businesses does the member think I have had?  The member does not have a 
clue, does he?   

Mortgage stamp duty was one of the taxes that was meant to be abolished under the terms of the GST agreement.  
It is worth about $109 million a year.  In relative terms it is not a helluva lot of money.  It could have been 
abolished.  Despite that, the government did a tricky sleight of hand.  It said that it abolished mortgage stamp 
duty but the small print stated that it was for re-financing only.  If a person happens to be re-financing his 
mortgage, he will not pay stamp duty but if a person happens to be taking out a mortgage, he will.  That was 
designed to trick the punters.  It was designed so the Treasurer could get on radio and say that mortgage stamp 
duty was one of the taxes that was mentioned in the GST agreement and that the government had taken care of it.  
In fact, all it was doing was to take care of stamp duty if a person was re-financing his mortgage, which people 
do not do very often.  However, I suspect that the Labor Party might do that a fair bit!  The Labor Party did not 
deal with the issue of mortgage stamp duty.  Once again, we have seen a tricky sleight of hand.  While I am 
dealing with tricky sleights of hand, I will talk about the Treasurer’s assertion that he is spending $4.7 billion on 
capital works.  When it is said that money will be spent on capital works, people automatically think that schools 
and hospitals will be upgraded, new police stations will be built, roads will be fixed and new ones built.  That is 
the traditional meaning of capital works.  When people hear the Treasurer say on radio that the government will 
spend $4.7 billion on capital works, which is a record and massive amount of money, people conjure up the 
image of new schools and police stations and new and better roads.  They will be very disappointed to learn that 
in the figure of $4.7 billion, $651 million is for Keystart loans.  I will explain what that is about.  People who are 
on low incomes and who cannot otherwise secure a loan from a bank can borrow money from the government to 
buy a house.  That could hardly be referred to as capital work expenditure.  It is not a police station or a school; 
it is not a hospital or a road.  It is nothing of the sort.  Therefore, it cannot be considered to be a capital work.  
The Treasurer put out a press release to say how good he was and that he was spending $4.7 billion on capital 
works without telling people that $651 million is for Keystart home loans.  It has nothing to do with capital 
works.  I discovered that by looking at the cash flow statement.  Cash flow statements cannot lie; they have to be 
a true reflection of finances.  The official government account - the cash flow statement - lists an amount of 
$3.6 billion for capital works.  The Treasurer has tacked the other figure on to it.  The official accounts do not 
lie.  Sadly, the Treasurer’s press release has been anything but truthful.   

Notwithstanding the fact that the government appears to have put some additional money into the energy 
portfolio, I am very disappointed to learn that it has done almost nothing for underground power.  One of the 
great problems we have experienced across the state can largely be sheeted home to natural disasters such as 
storms and very hot weather.  It does not stop there.  The government has to take its share of the blame for not 
having infrastructure that can cope with severe weather conditions.  If all suburbs had underground power the 
state would be in a much better position to withstand things such as storms, because underground powerlines 
cannot be blown over in a storm.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  What is your estimate of the cost of a crash program to improve reliability by investing in 
underground power?   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  If the government were serious about improving reliability, it would put money into 
underground power.  How about answering this question, Treasurer?  The underground power program is worth 
about $2.5 billion.   
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Mr E.S. Ripper:  Are your proposing that we spend $2.5 billion?   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  What does the Treasurer think would be a reasonable contribution to the underground 
power program from one budget, given that it will cost $2.5 billion?  It certainly would not be $5 million!   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  What do you reckon it should be?  What is your proposal? 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  All that is coming out of the government’s bank account for underground power is 
$5 million.  The total program will cost $2.5 billion.  Clearly the government has done absolutely nothing to 
storm-proof Western Australia.   
The next area I want to discuss is the water portfolio.  The government would have us believe that it is spending 
a significant amount of money on infrastructure in the water portfolio.  At first glance it appears that the 
government is doing that.  However, once again, it is a tricky spin.  The government has said that it is spending 
$715 million on capital works through the Water Corporation.  In 2004-05 the government spent only 
$412 million.  At face value it looks as though the government is spending another $300 million to upgrade the 
infrastructure and put in new pipes to replace those that have burst, and to do all the other necessary things.  
However, what the government has not told us is that the entire increase in funding, plus some, will be taken up 
by the desalination plant.  There is no real increase in funding for water infrastructure apart from the desalination 
plant.   

This budget has been prepared by someone who has absolutely no idea how to run a business.  Revenue has been 
underestimated by $1 billion.  State debt has blown out by $1.4 billion.  The budget has blown out by 
$681 million.  There is no doubt that the Labor Party is running this state by remote control.   

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands) [9.32 pm]:  I want to draw attention to two pressing matters in the 
Churchlands electorate.  The first is the increase in traffic.  The second is the hoary chestnut of the need for 
capital works and maintenance in schools.  As you will be aware, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr P.W. Andrews), the 
Churchlands electorate is close to the city.  A lot of traffic filters through the back streets and distributor roads of 
the Churchlands electorate, particularly traffic from the north.  As the metropolitan area has expanded in recent 
years, this has become an increasing problem.  I have been receiving many complaints from constituents about 
the problems they are experiencing with both the volume and speed of traffic on the roads in my electorate.  An 
additional element is the huge amount of infill in suburbs like Scarborough, Doubleview, Wembley Downs, 
Wembley and Innaloo.  This has added enormously to the number of cars on the roads in the local area.  I am 
generally supportive of the government’s policy on infill, because it creates the opportunity for people to 
downsize but remain in the general area so that they are close to their doctors, their friends and the other 
amenities that they have been enjoying for many years.  However, infill should be carefully planned and 
controlled so that it does not take place in a haphazard fashion.  It is also necessary to provide amenities and 
facilities such as schools and public transport if we are to continue to have the rapid infill program that has 
occurred in those suburbs in particular.  I can understand why people want to live in suburbs close to the city and 
why infill is so popular.  Close proximity to the city, and to amenities such as beaches, provides a wonderful way 
of life for the people who move into those areas.  However, it comes at a price.  One of the costs of infill is the 
increase in the amount of street parking and in traffic problems.   

Of particular interest at the present time is the business district in Osborne Park north of Scarborough Beach 
Road.  There is an urgent need for a major link between Scarborough Beach Road and Mitchell Freeway to 
alleviate the dreadful traffic problems in that section of Osborne Park and around the Innaloo shopping centre.  
There is a section of Stephenson highway on the metropolitan region scheme in the area between Scarborough 
Beach Road and Mitchell Freeway that I believe needs to be examined and amended to bring it up to date with 
current needs.  I understand that the City of Stirling and the government are looking at possibilities with regard 
to this major road link.  This road has been a major requirement for some years.  I would like the government to 
make this issue a priority and find the funds for the construction of that road, which is the responsibility of the 
state.   

I now want to make a few brief comments about schools in my area.  I must make the comment that the 
problems that are being experienced by schools in the Churchlands electorate are not peculiar to Churchlands.  
They apply also to many of the older schools in many other parts of the Perth metropolitan area, and also, of 
course, to some of the older schools in country areas.  The government schools in the Churchlands electorate 
have been very fortunate in the past 14 years to have had about $24 million spent on them.  I venture to say that 
the quality of education in these schools and in the Churchlands electorate is second to none.  They are 
wonderful schools.  One of the reasons I say that is that an increasing number of people who went to those 
schools as young people are now returning to the area so that their children can go to the same government 
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schools that they went to.  That is fantastic.  It is a real pat on the back for the government school system.  These 
are all well-established schools, each with their own traditions and high standards.  However, although I would 
be the first to agree that it is very important to plan for and provide new schools in new suburbs, it is equally 
important that older schools in established suburbs get their fair share of capital works and maintenance funding.  
During the time of the Court government there were some excellent programs to provide capital works for 
schools in the form of new toilet blocks, covered assembly areas, and so on.  However, a lot more needs to be 
done.  At least four schools in my electorate are in desperate need of new toilet blocks.  This should be regarded 
as a basic requirements for all schools.  There should not be any question about the need for these new toilet 
blocks to be provided.  Schools should not need to wait year after year for those sorts of facilities.  There is a lot 
of research to show that children are not willing to use old toilet blocks, so they often hang on all day until they 
get home.  This can create extensive medical problems, particularly in summer, because often they do not drink 
enough fluids.  However, the government’s response to the requests that I have made on this issue has been to 
just brush it off as not being important.  However, it is a very important matter, and funding should be made 
available as a matter of priority.  Some of the best schools that I have seen in this state and country, and in the 
United States and the United Kingdom, have been in old but well maintained buildings.  We do not need to have 
flashy new buildings in order to provide good education.  However, we do need buildings that are well 
maintained.  These days we also need facilities in the information technology area that are provided evenly 
across all schools.  The problem is that the older buildings in many of our schools have been poorly maintained.  
In many cases that means that both the children and the staff suffer.  I have given the example of toilet blocks.  
Another area in which the government should be making sure that all schools have equal facilities is information 
technology.  A number of schools in my electorate should have had new libraries provided several years ago.  
Two stand out, and others are in the same category.  Lake Monger Primary School has had a demountable library 
building for 20 years.  Rats continually enter the library, as they come up from the lake and get in through the 
roof.  That is an appalling situation for a government school.  It is about time that the government looked 
seriously at how it hands out funding for such matters. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Do the rats show a preference for any author? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  I have not checked that out, but I will.  The Treasurer can make light of the situation, but 
it is a very important issue to that very special school.  Lake Monger Primary School contains about 140 children 
of 29 nationalities, and its teachers provide an extraordinary service to those children and their families under 
very difficult circumstances.  I would like to show the Treasurer the amazing job they do under extremely 
difficult circumstances - I think the Treasurer probably would not joke once he has seen it.  Those children 
deserve the sorts of facilities that the government provides in new government primary schools.  More that 50 
per cent of students at that school have English as a second language, and they deserve much better facilities. 

The second school that desperately needs a library is Woodlands Primary School, which was built just over 40 
years ago.  The library was built some years later by the school’s parents, who raised the necessary money.  A 
very small room acts as a library.  This has served its purpose, but a space four times the size of the current 
library is needed to bring that library up to the standards provided in new libraries.  Therefore, those students 
will be able to do the same things in the information and technology centre that are happening in the newer 
facilities. 

It is often the case that parents fundraise to provide facilities and improvements at schools.  A case in point is the 
Doubleview Primary School.  The government decided - I agreed with the decision - to bulldoze an old building 
on the Doubleview Primary School campus, and an open space was left in its place.  The parents raised a lot of 
money and did most of the hard work themselves to landscape the area.  It is quite beautiful.  The parents were 
short by $25 000, and money was promised to them.  It took about eight months for that money to be provided, 
and I understand that a cheque was delivered to the school today.  However, not enough financial support was 
provided to help the parents do the job, and they were left to do the landscaping themselves after the building 
had been demolished. 

The Scarborough Primary School was promised a couple of hundred thousand dollars.  In fact the school 
community was told that it had the money to resurface the oval.  The money for this work never eventuated, and 
the oval is still in a disgraceful state.   

I mentioned the Woodlands Primary School library that needs replacing.  That school was twice told that it was 
top of the new library list in the west coast education district, and twice the library mysteriously was provided to 
another school instead.  The process is not transparent.  Where is the accountability when a school is told twice it 
will get the next library, and twice it goes elsewhere?  The principal and parents must again spend countless 
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hours preparing an application in the hope that this school will be the next cab off the rank.  Planning for these 
facilities needs close scrutiny, and the process needs to be much more transparent.   

Lake Monger Primary School is in desperate need of upgrades in a number of areas.  The school is told that the 
only way to get that upgrade is to sell off a small parcel of land.  I am sure the Treasurer knows that land can be 
sold off only once.  What happens once all the small parcels of land are sold off?  

I mention briefly in conclusion Churchlands Senior High School, which is an exceptional school that has 
consistently achieved excellent results at the year 12 level during its lifetime.  However, the school is currently 
bursting at its seams.  The school had 1 100 students when I was first elected; it has close to 1 600 students now.  
This year’s intake of year 8s was about 370 students.  There are not enough science labs and other facilities in 
the school to provide the necessary programs.  Numbers have increased dramatically over recent years for a 
variety of reasons, such as the closure of Scarborough Senior High School and the downsizing of other high 
schools in the area.  The high level of infill that I referred to earlier has had an impact on enrolments at the 
school.  There are up-and-coming developments, such as Edith Cowan University, Perry Lakes and the 
continuing infill that increases pressure on enrolments at Churchlands Senior High School.  Every indication is 
that numbers will continue to rise.  The music school at Churchlands Senior High School is second to none.  The 
Treasurer is aware of this school, as I understand he was a student there; therefore, he should take a great deal of 
interest in my comments.  The music school buildings have never been completed.  A concrete pad was laid 
many years ago when the first stage was completed, but the second stage never had a brick laid on it.  The music 
school has increased its number of students and is an area of the school that is bursting at the seams.  The school 
has not had the promised improvements that it should have received after the closure of neighbouring high 
schools.  It is true that $10 million was spent on the school after the fire, but the music school buildings were not 
completed.  It is time to provide these facilities at Churchlands Senior High School.  Again, the government has 
stated that less than a hectare of land should be sold off from one of the ovals.  If that were to happen, the 
extensive sport program at the school would suffer severe interference.  The government must stop looking at the 
short-term fix of selling off land; it must plan properly for the capital works and maintenance needs of an 
electorate like Churchlands. 

MR D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN (Leschenault) [9.47 pm]:  Earlier discussion on the budget papers focused on 
the need - indeed, the imperative - to do everything possible to ease the financial burden on families and 
households throughout the state.  I suggested at one stage during debate that if the government revisited petrol 
prices, it might find significant scope to provide genuine and meaningful financial relief for Western Australians 
at minimal, if any, cost to the taxpayer.  I now elaborate a little on that point.   

The government has given absolutely no consideration to this matter throughout the budget discussions.  Indeed, 
the closest it came to it related to government revenues that accrue from crude oil.  Members are familiar with 
the fact that the higher the price of crude, the more money the state government ultimately takes in as part of its 
budget revenues.  The budget papers are fascinating in relation to the projections that the Treasurer has accepted 
in relation to the price of crude for this fiscal year and into the future.  When major economic analysts suggest 
that the price of crude oil will stay high, and some suggest it will even increase, the government predicts that the 
price of crude will plummet by $US12 or $US14 a barrel.  One wonders whether the Treasurer is not providing 
some padding surplus revenue at the beginning of the financial year.  Of course, I am not the only person who is 
so cynical.  I recall that, earlier on in the debate, the member for Perth, a Labor member of Parliament, made the 
same point.  It was his view that the government had underestimated the revenues it would receive from oil as a 
result of underestimating the price of crude oil.  It is not often that I agree with the member for Perth, but, as I 
have said once before in this place, he hit the nail on the head.  If the government were to gain the benefit of the 
current price of crude oil remaining throughout the financial year - in other words, if the price of crude oil stayed 
at about $52 or $54 a barrel - the government would gain an extra $200 million for its budget.  Members can see 
the sorts of ramifications and the additional cost burden on taxpayers as a result.   

I was reminded of some policy commitments that the Labor Party made in the lead-up to the 2001 election.  I 
think there is some confusion here, because when a government goes to an election with a policy commitment, 
people expect one of two things: either at some stage it meets that commitment and carries out its obligation to 
the community or, alternatively, at some stage it publicly announces that it has withdrawn from that commitment 
and gives a full and frank explanation why.  Prior to the 2001 election, the Gallop Labor Party made a number of 
very strong and unqualified commitments on fuel pricing; indeed, I think it made about 20 of them.  It suggested 
that it would bring in extensive price controls on the wholesale and retail market for petroleum, it would bring in 
a range of provisions for petroleum prices and it would start tackling the price of liquefied petroleum gas.  
Although petrol prices seem to have stabilised a bit at the moment, unfortunately they have stabilised at the very 
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high end of the market; in other words, motorists throughout Western Australia are beginning to become 
resigned to the fact that they will pay a very high price for petrol in the future.  Indeed, some analysts are now 
talking about the potential for fuel prices to hit $2 a litre in the foreseeable future.  I hope and pray that that does 
not eventuate.  The prices at the moment are bad enough.  Motorists in Perth are paying a touch under a dollar 
and those in the country are paying anywhere from $1.10 to $1.30 a litre, and even upward from that price.  It is 
no wonder that, in that high-price environment, a lot of people are looking seriously at liquefied petroleum gas, 
or autogas, as an alternative for fuelling their vehicles.  They will do that when it comes time to buy a new car or 
another second-hand vehicle.  A number of people wonder whether it is worth buying a dedicated LPG car or a 
second-hand car that has had an LPG conversion, and a lot of people are contemplating converting to LPG.  
There is not a huge or growing demand for people to hop into an LPG-fuelled car.  When the pricing situation 
and the cost of converting a car to LPG is considered, people understand why.  If the price of LPG remained 
constant at the level it was a year or a year and a half ago - that is, 30c to 35c a litre - as the price of fuel rose, a 
number of people would see the growing price differential and would make the conscious decision to switch to 
autogas.  Unfortunately, the price of autogas has tracked steadily upward with the price of fuel.  The price 
differential has not changed much, if at all.  Only a few days ago I was alerted to the fact that Perth motorists are 
paying around 50c a litre for autogas, whereas in areas in Melbourne it is available for a little under 35c a litre.  
The main point is that if the price of autogas is 50c a litre and the price of petrol is about a dollar, there is a 50c 
difference.  When that is factored into the equation and the additional cost of converting a car to autogas is 
worked out, motorists realise that it takes a couple of years to recoup the cost of their capital conversion, let 
alone start to make any financial savings.  If, on the other hand, the price of LPG remained low at around the 30c 
or 35c a litre mark, and the price of petrol remained at around a dollar, motorists would be looking at a 70c a litre 
difference.   

Mr M.J. Cowper interjected.  

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Exactly, and that is the point I was about to make.  As the price of petrol 
edges up to $1.20, which most analysts suggest is a very realistic assessment in the short term, motorists could 
be looking at anything up to a 90c a litre difference between the prices of autogas and petrol.  That will not 
happen in the current environment.  To put it very simply, the companies that have control of the autogas 
market - principally KleenheatGas, a division of Wesfarmers Ltd, and, to an extent, BP Australia Pty Ltd, which 
produces autogas as a by-product at the refinery in Kwinana - seem to have a very deliberate pricing policy to 
keep LPG prices tracking, broadly speaking, around 50c a litre below the price of petrol.  We can bet our bottom 
dollar that as the price of petrol edges up to $1.20, LPG prices will track up to 50c, 60c and maybe eventually 
70c a litre.  The justification for this that has been given by the companies that produce LPG is the old catchcry 
of import parity pricing.  They say that if they do not increase their price along with the international price of 
crude oil, they will miss out on opportunities to export at that price; in other words, their argument is why should 
they sell it in the local retail market for 30c or 35c a litre when they can sell to the overseas market and make a 
much larger profit.  The argument is fundamentally flawed, and the reason it is fundamentally flawed is that, in 
Western Australia, we have the capacity to produce far more liquefied petroleum gas than we can consume 
domestically.  Indeed, all the advice I have received is that the potential for enormous volumes of LPG to be 
produced in Western Australia will continue well into the future.  In other words, these companies can satisfy 
domestic demand for LPG and still have, in layman’s terms, unlimited capacity to export LPG to any market that 
they can acquire overseas.  The import parity argument about LPG, or autogas, really is an absolute furphy.  I 
would be pretty certain that the very positive results in the annual reports of at least the energy division of 
Wesfarmers reflect to no insignificant degree the monopoly control that is exercised over the LPG market in 
Western Australia.   

There are a number of ways that this issue could be resolved.  It would be nice to see some real competition in 
the market to drive down the price of LPG.  However, the question has to be asked: if autogas could be sold in 
the market for 30c or 35c a litre a year and a half or so ago, what have been the cost drivers, apart from this 
phoney import parity pricing argument, that pushed up the price of autogas so high?  There really have not been 
any cost drivers.  There might have been some increases in freight costs and a few other costs that would have 
increased the cost of producing LPG at the margins, but nothing can explain the price jumping from 35c to 
around 50c and then moving around quite erratically.  That leads me to the Labor Party’s 2001 commitment; that 
is, that a Gallop government would regulate the price of LPG.  We have seen absolutely no action along those 
lines.  The government could determine a fair wholesale price for liquefied petroleum gas and, if necessary, 
retail prices.  This was a very firm commitment that the now Premier made in the lead-up to the 2001 election.  
There has been absolutely no action in that regard.  The commitment was not qualified in any way.  It was part 
of a number of commitments of the Labor Party to make LPG autogas more accessible to motorists throughout 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 21 June 2005] 

 p3098b-3134a 
Mr John Kobelke; Dr Graham Jacobs; Dr Steve Thomas; Acting Speaker; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Troy Buswell; 
Mr Tony Simpson; Ms Sue Walker; Mr John McGrath; Mr Terry Waldron; Mr Grant Woodhams; Mr Brendon 
Grylls; Mr Murray Cowper; Mr Terry Redman; Mr Rob Johnson; Ms Katie Hodson-Thomas; Mr Gary Snook; 

Dr Kim Hames; Mr Matt Birney; Dr Elizabeth Constable; Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan; Mr Eric Ripper 

 [42] 

the state and to reduce its price.  I have before me a page of recommendations from a parliamentary committee 
report that were all accepted by the Labor Party.  One recommendation of six components related to LPG 
autogas.  I can safely and accurately say that the Labor Party has not adhered to one of those components or met 
any of its commitments.  For example, the Labor Party indicated that it would commit to converting two-thirds 
of the state government car fleet to dedicated LPG within three years.  Not only has that not been achieved, but 
also the government will not release the figures so that people can gauge its failure to perform.  Country 
motorists are extremely angry that the government has not lived up to its commitment to reduce the price 
differential for fuel between the metropolitan area and the country.  However, the government could quickly act 
on LPG autogas to provide an enormous benefit to Western Australians.  Sadly, we are still waiting for action in 
that regard.   

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Treasurer) [10.02 pm]:  I thank all members of the house who have spoken in 
the third reading debate on this bill.  The contributions have been interesting.  Clearly, members have been 
informed by their participation in the estimates committee process.  It is interesting to compare the 15-minute 
third reading speeches post the estimates committee process with the longer speeches prior to the estimates 
committee process.  On the whole, I preferred to listen to the third reading debate than to the second reading 
debate.  Given the understanding of members on both sides of the house about the time we might conclude this 
evening’s debate, it is my intention to leave it at that.  There are issues to which I could respond, but there has 
been a lot of public debate on the budget and many of those issues have been dealt with.  I once again thank 
members for their contributions to the debate and for the way in which we have been able to cooperate on the 
arrangements of the house.   

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 
 


