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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2010–11 BILL 2010 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) CAPITAL 2010–11 BILL 2010 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [2.50 pm]: My speech was interrupted earlier by the taking of grievances. As I 
was leaving the chamber, I had a brief conversation with the Premier, during which I acknowledged his efforts 
and his decision to bring about the northern extension of the Clarkson railway after a previous decision by him 
and his government on assuming power to freeze all railway builds until a review of what was to happen in the 
next 20 years. We are very grateful that the Premier and his government listened to the disquiet in the northern 
suburbs, not just from people in the electorate of Mindarie but also from the people of Wanneroo, that this much-
needed extension was to be held up. I am glad that the Premier is in the chamber this afternoon as I make my 
concluding remarks. As we were leaving the chamber, the Premier reminded me that Butler is a suburb but 
Brighton is not a suburb. Brighton is the name used by the developer Satterley Property Group to promote an 
area — 

The SPEAKER: Members, this is the member for Mindarie’s opportunity to speak to the budget. While there 
are a lot of conversations going on here, I would prefer that they went on outside this place so the member for 
Mindarie can be heard.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The Premier was pointing out to me that the only station that is to be built is in Brighton 
but people are properly calling it Butler because it is within what the nomenclature committee still calls Butler. 
They are calling it the Butler railway station after having cancelled what was initially to be the Butler railway 
station at the top of Lukin Drive. As I said at the start of my speech, at the moment 34 000 people live north of 
my electorate office, and there are projected to be 85 000 people living in that area by 2014. The Public 
Transport Authority had purchased the land for the Butler railway station, which was to be a Park ‘n’ Ride 
station with an extensive parking area because the Clarkson station is absolutely swamped with vehicles. 
Hundreds of parking tickets are issued each day because everyone from as far north as Two Rocks and all 
suburbs south has to park at the Clarkson station.  

What was to be the Butler station has been cancelled or put on the never–never and what was to be the Brighton 
station is to be called the Butler station. The Brighton station was never allocated land to provide for car parking. 
The government has had to temporarily lease some land off the developer Satterley to provide a temporary car 
park until the line goes further north to Alkimos. It means that at that point, the Brighton/Butler station will not 
have any parking; it will be a totally walk on, walk off facility. There will not be a car park between Alkimos 
and Clarkson. When we think of the number of people who will live between those suburbs, that is a very poor 
outcome. The Public Transport Authority informed us at a briefing that it was not its decision to skip the Butler 
station. In fact, the PTA had outlaid $2 million of taxpayers’ funds to buy sufficient land to put in a big car park 
to cater for the number of people using the station. Whilst, on the one hand, we are very appreciative of the 
government for proceeding with the build of the northern extension, the community is very, very disappointed 
that this big Park ‘n’ Ride station in Butler will now not go ahead. There will be only some temporary car parks 
at Brighton until Alkimos is built. This will not cater for the tens of thousands of people who will live in that 
district, all moving in within the next four years. We should bear in mind that this is approximately 50 kilometres 
from the CBD. It is a long commute to the employment areas; it is a long commute even to Joondalup, let alone 
to Perth, which is 50 kilometres away.  

The other matter that I would like to touch on is: how else do they get there? They could get there via the 
freeway, which raises the matter raised by the member for Ocean Reef. He suggested widening the freeway. I 
can understand why people in his electorate of Ocean Reef want the freeway wider than two lanes. The people 
north of my electorate office—up through Clarkson, Butler, Merriwa and Ridgewood—want the blessed freeway 
to come further north, be it two lanes or one lane. An emergency lane will do. All they have at the moment is 
Connolly Drive, which is one lane through all that built-up area and traffic calming. It is not meant to be a 
commute road. 

Mr A.P. Jacob: It will end up being two lanes. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: One day, way down the track. What we were looking for in the budget was at least some 
planning and forward movement on the extension of the freeway past Burns Beach Road. I know that this is an 
ambition of the member for Ocean Reef as well. I know what it is like because, as the member knows, my 
electorate did cover the northern parts of the member’s area in the last Parliament. Anyone who represents 
suburbs would know that where the freeway terminates is where all the traffic spews off the end of the freeway 
and tries to find its way through the suburbs. With 84 000 people due to be living north of Ocean Quays 
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Boulevard by 2014, the extension of the freeway—not the widening of it; sorry, member for Ocean Reef—up to 
Hester Avenue has to be a priority in this term of government. We were very disappointed that there was nothing 
in the budget for that.  

I will move on. There was a commitment to start the build of Butler high school. It was taken off the books last 
year but it is now back on the books. We are a little disappointed that it will be four years before completion but, 
nonetheless, there is forward movement on Butler high school. With the huge population moving in there, we 
desperately need that school. We give the Premier a bouquet for the high school that is back in the budget. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You’re doing well out of this budget.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: However, I say to the Premier that we are a little concerned—we look forward to the 
estimates committee—about the deep sewerage program in old Quinns, that holiday village where all the blocks 
were over 1 000 square metres. They were big old half-acre blocks, often with just a little asbestos cottage on 
about 1 100 square metres, and they all had septic tanks. As the suburbs grew beyond Quinns Rocks, they were 
given the bad news that everyone else would be given reticulated deep sewerage. Because of the explosion in the 
number of houses out there, the Neerabup sewerage works could not cope, so while the sewerage works were 
being extended further north, Quinns Rocks would be isolated from that and would remain on septics because 
there was no capacity in the works to look after Quinns Rocks plus the new housing. To a certain extent, Quinns 
Rocks was penalised because of the new housing. Last year, work stopped on reticulated sewerage for old areas. 
In this year’s budget there is $100 million spread over the forward estimates for the next four years—$25 million 
a year—but there was no specificity as to where these works would take place. The Premier kindly responded by 
correspondence to an inquiry I made on behalf of my community in February. I said that there were people out 
there who could only use their washing machines twice a week because it would take their septic systems four 
days to drain before another load of washing could be done. I think all members would realise the environmental 
consequences of that for this dense suburb, and the massive inconvenience to the families who had to limit their 
washing to two days a week because their septic tanks could not handle more. There is no specificity in the 
budget as to where we fit on the program. When I wrote to the Premier of Western Australia earlier in the year, 
he wrote back to say that there would be no deep sewerage works until the budget was back in order and could 
permit those works to resume. We note that it has reappeared in the budget at $25 million a year and we look 
forward to the estimates committee, where the Premier will be able to confirm that Quinns Rocks will be at the 
top of the list. I do not know how Spearwood jumped the queue; all credit to the member for Cockburn! We are 
now desperate for news of this matter during the estimates committee. I will write to the Water Corporation 
tomorrow to put it on notice. 

I have other urgent issues. It is not that I am just a whinger; I come here with bouquets as well! It is just that I 
happen, on this occasion, to be representing the fastest-growing area in metropolitan Perth, which is consuming 
some older areas. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The development is running over the top of old areas, which led to the sewerage problem 
in Quinns Rocks. It is also causing difficulties in Yanchep, because that was also an old village. It has a junior 
high school that was built in prehistoric times. It was built to cater only up to year 10 and now, with the booming 
population out there, it is being absolutely swamped. We are looking forward to news that there will be 
significant money spent on the Yanchep District High School to allow it to go through to year 12. 

These are the main budget issues affecting the electorate of Mindarie. To recap, we are very happy that Butler 
High School is back on; we thank the Premier. We are very encouraged at the news that there is to be 
$25 million spent on deep sewerage over the next 12 months; we are hopeful that we get the news during 
estimates that the Premier has reconsidered and that Quinns Rocks will fit into that process. We are also hopeful 
that, over the next 12 months, the government will give serious consideration to announcing the northern 
extension of the freeway, because I know that the member for Ocean Reef and the member for Wanneroo are 
both sweating on that issue. This matter is not party political; I would like to think that it crosses the chamber. 
The northern suburbs are under stress, and were under stress in the time of the previous government. I can 
understand that any government has capital expenditure program problems in that area because it is growing so 
fast and infrastructure has to be spread over such a broad area, but I join with the member for Ocean Reef and 
the member for Wanneroo in beseeching the Premier to ask the government to give consideration over the next 
12 months to planning the freeway extension through to Hester Avenue. 

I could not resume my seat without mentioning another matter; I hope I am not regarded as being unkind by 
doing so. I am not having a crack at the Premier, but he said earlier that he hoped that matters concerning 
payouts for the member for West Swan would be raised again, because she was paid out $170 000 under some 
formula. Of course, the precedent for those payout formulas—I was not going to mention it—started with the 
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member for Nedlands, who I thought had been paid out about $95 000. It was the new Minister for Housing’s 
payout that really started this whole thing. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: He lost his job. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The member for West Swan was unemployed until she was elected. The member for 
Nedlands is here as the member for Nedlands; $95 000 richer. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Can the house please give the member for Mindarie a chance to make his speech. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I am not making a pitch; I am just asking for a hosing down of this sort of criticism. We 
could start the politics of envy in this chamber, as we have three different superannuation schemes running. 
There are three levels of superannuants in the chamber. We could all start the politics of envy about the different 
rates of payouts when members leave politics. We could all start talking about parliamentary secretaries and 
chairs of committees getting more than other members. No-one came to this chamber to make a quid. If one 
wanted to make a quid in this environment, the sensible thing to do would be to leave the chamber, retire into 
private enterprise and chase the dollar. But I accept that, on both sides of the chamber, that is not what motivates 
people to go out doorknocking or to go through the stressful business of fundraising. They do it because they 
want to make a difference, firstly to their local community and, as they engage with the body politic, to the wider 
community. To try to pick each other off on payouts and superannuation does not really do us justice. These 
matters are reported, and the public could read about this and think that these are the sorts of things that motivate 
us and prey heavily on our minds; they do not. It is the big social and economic issues of the day that prey on our 
minds, not what we get at the end of the day.  

I am disturbed by some aspects of the government’s law and order agenda. I am disturbed at the rate of 
incarceration and the fact that the government has spent $652 million on new prisons, but little on social 
advancement and community housing. An insufficient number of programs are being funded in those suburbs 
that are producing criminals. In my electorate there are some socially challenged suburbs, and we all have them. 
I am sure that some of the poorer socioeconomic areas are represented in the crime statistics. I believe the money 
would be better spent in those areas to try to stem social problems before they get underway. What frustrates me 
is the politicking, like the talk today about graffiti. The honourable Minister for Police went on about the graffiti 
problem. In my electorate, locals started a program called People Against Vandalism, which received money 
under the proceeds of crime legislation. They bought a van and equipment and got elderly people organised to go 
around on a daily basis to clean up the suburbs; they were taking ownership of the problem and taking personal 
pride in the problem. Unfortunately with the assumption to office of the new Attorney General that funding was 
just cut off and the graffiti program that was running between Clarkson and Yanchep has just stopped. I am sure 
the member for Wanneroo knows about People Against Vandalism, because the City of Wanneroo was very 
appreciative of all the work those people were doing. It was not funded by taxpayers but under the proceeds of 
crime legislation. That frustrates me more than who is getting what and who is getting the biggest payout yadda 
yadda yadda. It is just flotsam and jetsam.  

Dr M.D. Nahan: Especially when it is on your side.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: No, either side. It just does not rate.  

Mr F.A. Alban: It is taxpayers’ money, member.   

Mr P. Papalia: Tell that to the member for Nedlands.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The member for Swan Hills should yell at the member for Nedlands.  

Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: That is what I am saying. That is not what motivates us to enter this chamber. We come 
here to try to make a difference. I am trying to make a positive difference in the electorate of Mindarie by trying 
to bring the issues out there to the government’s attention.  

I raise those matters in reply to the budget speech. I hope that the infill sewerage program for Quinns will be 
detailed during the estimates hearings. I also hope that over the coming 12 months the government will put its 
nose to the grindstone and work out how to build the freeway out there. I know it will be expensive, but we 
cannot expect people to live in the suburbs out there without providing them with transport routes to get to 
medical services and employment. I note that the member for Wanneroo agrees with me. I thank the chamber for 
listening.  
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MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [3.12 pm]: I will make some comments particularly about some key matters 
in my electorate. It seems that with the return of a Liberal government in this state, Midland has again been put 
on hold. A lot happened in Midland in the past few years. Indeed, in our first years in office we rebuilt three 
primary schools in the electorate—Woodbridge Primary School, formerly known as West Midland; Midvale 
Primary School; and Clayton View Primary School on the Koongamia Primary School site, which included an 
amalgamation with Bellevue Primary School. We also funded the police forensic centre and traffic operations 
centre, which I note was actually opened a couple of months after we lost office. They were huge commitments, 
as was the over $20 million in funding to re-roof the Midland workshops as well as the other money we put into 
those workshops.  

We also put $63 million on the budget for the rebuilding of Governor Stirling Senior High School. That was 
three budgets back now, yet progress on the rebuilding of Governor Stirling Senior High School has been very, 
very slow. Interestingly enough, when I look across the forward estimates, that project will not be completed this 
year, but things that were put on the budget by this government, such as the $10 million music facility at 
Churchlands Senior High School, which I note is in the Minister for Education’s electorate and which was only 
first talked about a year ago, will be completed in this financial year. I do not think that that is fair or objective. I 
do not see how that need could have been any greater than the need for a new Governor Stirling Senior High 
School. That had been an acknowledged need for some years. There were clearly issues that we had to resolve in 
government about the site for any rebuilding of the school because, quite frankly, the school was not a sprawling 
school like Mt Lawley Senior High School, with which you would be familiar, Mr Deputy Speaker, where a 
staged rebuild could be undertaken. Governor Stirling is a three-storey building that is in shocking condition and 
needs to be totally rebuilt. We have seen the timetable for the completion of that school blow out again and 
again. Unlike some other older high schools that have had rebuilds, the rebuild of Governor Stirling Senior High 
School requires its students to be moved offsite during that process. The current plan is to place the younger 
years of the high school at the old Midland primary school and the more senior years at Cyril Jackson Senior 
Campus. The initial proposal was to send them to Swan View Senior High School, but I understand that Cyril 
Jackson became this government’s choice, for whatever reason. The amount of time the children are offsite must 
be minimised. I put questions on notice to the minister about this.  

There has been a significant reduction in the number of students attending Governor Stirling. Quite simply, that 
is because of the disruption that has occurred over a long time. The end of the building process has dragged on 
and on under this government. It is not that it could not have been done earlier, it is just that the government 
decided to insert other priorities. I have been rather interested in the Premier’s comments about the validity of 
the forward estimates, because when it comes to figures on increases in electricity and water prices next year, 
such as the 22 per cent, the Premier says that they do not count because they are just forward estimates, but when 
it comes to some specific projects that we have been told cabinet has approved, they then do count. Last year the 
Premier signalled that what Labor had in its budget when it was in government does not count and that it is what 
his government puts in the budget that counts. The Liberal Party was dishonest during the election campaign in 
the way in which it approached people on issues such as Governor Stirling Senior High School, because it said it 
would maintain our commitment. What it did not say was that it would delay our commitment and would deliver 
on the school some two years later than we had planned to be able to open it. As a consequence, enrolments at 
that school have dropped significantly. The current year’s enrolment is less than 700. It is a school that only 
seven or eight years ago had an enrolment of some 1 300 students. The number of students at that school has 
nearly halved for no reason other than the state of the school and uncertainty about its future in terms of the 
rebuild and the likely dislocation of students. Essentially, parents have voted with their feet.  

Sadly, too, country parents have voted with their feet. As members know, over the best part of the past 50 years 
country students have boarded at Swanleigh Residential College and attended Governor Stirling Senior High 
School. This government has declined to continue funding Swanleigh. It announced that last year, but gave a 
one-year reprieve so that those in year 11 last year could complete year 12 this year. Unfortunately, and despite 
my protestations and the petitioning of hundreds of parents, Swanleigh will close at the end of this year. This is a 
wrong decision by this government. It again removes what had been a fabulous resource that has been based for 
decades in Middle Swan. The justification for the removal of funding is that the majority of students who board 
at Swanleigh now go to private schools. They go to low-fee private schools, such as Helena College, La Salle 
College and Swan Christian College. 

I believe that country people should have the same options as people in the metropolitan area. It is a shame that 
the National Party does not believe that too; it does not want that kind of facility to be available. I think the 
choice of whether people send their children to a government high school or a low-fee private school, or indeed a 
high-fee private school such as Guildford Grammar, which is also in my electorate, should be a choice for the 
parents, as it is for the people in my electorate. Unfortunately, it is just a reality of life that the populations in 
many country centres—even the bigger ones—often do not provide those opportunities and options for the 
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education of young people. In the past, the only way that people have been able to access that option has been by 
boarding their children at Swanleigh Residential College. There have been a number of outstanding graduates of 
Swanleigh—namely, for the record, the current Minister for Agriculture and Food, who boarded at Swanleigh; 
Sharryn Jackson, MP, federal member for Hasluck, who was, I think, head girl at Swanleigh; and the late Bev 
Gallop, who also boarded at Swanleigh. Many more eminent people in the community than I have time to 
mention today boarded there. These people’s families lived in the country and they wanted their children to have 
the opportunity that Swanleigh afforded.  

The National Party has been pouring money into regional hostels in their own electorates and in other country 
electorates, but the key difference is that the opportunities and options available at some of those hostels do not 
equate to those available at Swanleigh. I have not yet done a close cost analysis, but I have most of the 
information and I think we will find that it is actually cheaper for the taxpayer for these parents to pay the lower 
fees at Swanleigh and for the state to subsidise Swanleigh to a much lesser extent than it does those government 
boarding colleges, and that it is a more economical way of providing an education for those children. The closure 
of Swanleigh, an Anglican Church facility, is an opportunity lost. I find it bizarre that the Liberal Party will be 
responsible for its closure because the Liberal Party often talks long and hard about options being available to 
parents to make a choice for their children about whether they have a private or public education and the level of 
fees and the kinds of schools that they attend, yet in this circumstance, it has cut off a choice because it will no 
longer exist.  

I commend very highly Mr Ian Ludlow from Swanleigh, and the people who have gone before him in managing 
Swanleigh, because the programs they have offered to children have been second to none. They provide buses to 
take them to and from school, they provide genuine outings on the weekends, and they take them to and from 
sporting events and other activities. Some of the kids there told me that their friends who go to other government 
boarding colleges do not get that same kind of pastoral support and support to attend a variety of activities in the 
metropolitan area. If parents from some of those smaller towns are not able to have their child live with them at 
home, it makes little difference whether their child is an hour or two away, or four or five or more hours away. 
They would rather, if their child is not living with them during the week or for the term, that their child live 
somewhere where their opportunities are maximised so that, essentially, their boarding opportunity is enhanced 
to the greatest degree possible.  

The alternative for these parents is, potentially, to move from the country towns where they live, which, again, 
would seem to be against the philosophy espoused by the Liberal and National Parties; alternatively, they have to 
consider other boarding colleges. There is bit of an attitude opposite of, “Well, they can just pay to go to 
somewhere because these are people who are going to private schools rather than the local public school”, and 
perhaps they could do that. But some of lowest fee-paying colleges—places such as Mazenod College or St 
Brigid’s College, which are in a neighbouring electorate to mine—have general and boarding fees that are 
beyond the reach of most of the parents who currently send their children to Swanleigh, so that is not an option 
for those parents. 

I feel confident that when Governor Stirling Senior High School is rebuilt, there will be a massive increase in its 
number of students. Midland is an important regional centre, and it is the natural place to which people from all 
around the region gravitate. It is where the Great Eastern Highway and the Great Northern Highway meet, it has 
good access by train and bus, and it has good access to the northern and Agricultural regions. It is, generally, a 
hub for all kinds of activity. In the past an enormous number of students have been attracted to Governor 
Stirling, and I understand that in its heyday, Governor Stirling had over 1 500 students. The school being built by 
this government will cater for a maximum of only 1 000 students. I think that is very short-sighted. We need to 
provide the best possible opportunities in a major regional centre. I fail to see how it can be fair that there are 
schools as big and grand as Shenton College, in the Premier’s electorate, or Churchlands Senior High School, in 
the Minister for Education’s electorate, yet the eastern suburbs has nothing that matches either of those schools 
in either the number of students or facilities. Governor Stirling was our opportunity to provide that. Sevenoaks 
Senior College is also in the eastern metropolitan region, but it is not over on the Midland side of things; 
Midland is to the north east, and that college is very much to the south east, if I have my directions right.  

When Sevenoaks opened, there was a massive number of enrolments, and because it was close to a railway 
station and so forth, many more students attended than were anticipated. I believe that there will be a similar 
demand when Governor Stirling is rebuilt; sadly, it is a demand that will not be able to be met because there will 
be room for only 1 000 students on the campus being built by this government. There needs to be some 
accountability from the minister as to why a $10 million music facility at Churchlands will be completed at the 
end of this financial year when Governor Stirling has to wait a couple more years, given that Governor Stirling 
was put in the forward estimates by us and committed to by our cabinet three years ago.  
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Applecross Senior High School was first raised in last year’s budget, and, at this stage, it is due to be finalised on 
the same timetable as Governor Stirling Senior High School. Basically, it entered the budget papers two years 
later and it will be completed at the same time. With the plain bias against the eastern metropolitan region—
particularly Midland—that this government has shown, I will not be surprised to learn, next year, that 
Applecross will be finished a year before Governor Stirling Senior High School. I certainly urge all people in the 
eastern metropolitan region to take note of those kinds of issues and realise that there is simply no point in 
people voting Liberal if they live in or around the Midland region.  

I also want to mention the Midland health campus. Page 198 of the Budget Statements has an item “Midland 
Health Campus Planning”, for which there is an allocation of $6 million. The estimated expenditure before the 
end of June this year is $700 000, and there is an estimated expenditure on planning of $5.3 million for 2010–11. 
Our cabinet committed to the Midland health campus some three years ago now. Indeed, the site on which it is to 
be built is one of the sites that we were considering for the rebuild of Governor Stirling Senior High School, but 
cabinet decided that that site would be used for the health campus. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The next line item is “Midland Health Campus — Development Stage 1” and there is a 
figure of $354 200 000. I note that the federal government’s commitment, which I assume is incorporated in that 
amount, is $181 million. The federal government gave that commitment not in this year’s federal budget but in 
last year’s federal budget. It has put $181 million towards the development of the Midland health campus. That 
should have been the impetus to fast-track and complete the Midland health campus, as we had proposed to do 
by the end of 2012. I have not checked the sign near the workshops in Midland since the week before last when I 
drove by the site, but it said then that the Midland health campus was due to be completed at the end of 2012. I 
have been told that that date will be crossed out and changed to 2015. That is a three-year delay, at least. We 
cannot believe the forward estimates, as the Premier has told us. There will be at least a three-year delay before 
the health campus is built. That is a much-needed facility. 

The state of the Swan District Hospital and its facilities is not good. Although some of the new sections that were 
built in recent years are very good, such as the mental health area and some other areas, the majority of the 
hospital is in an appalling state. That is why our government committed to building the new health campus, 
which we planned to have finished by the end of 2012. Swan District Hospital is in an appalling state. When I 
visited it with the former Minister for Health, the member for Fremantle, we saw massive cracks in the walls, 
dilapidated facilities, peeling paint and all kinds of structural issues. That meant that it was not sensible to 
renovate the hospital. Our government gave very strong consideration to doing that. The view of the then 
Minister for Health and the government was that the best thing to do was to renovate the hospital. However, 
when we looked at the costs of the renovation and the result that it would deliver, it was considered to be a 
second-best option. When we looked to rebuild the hospital, it was thought that we would take the opportunity to 
bring it into the centre of Midland because its proximity to the train line and bus service would make it vastly 
more accessible by public transport. Swan District Hospital was originally a country hospital that has grown like 
Topsy over the decades. It has gradually sprawled out and been added to. There was no coherent plan for a final 
hospital when that hospital was first constructed. This was, therefore, a phenomenal opportunity to build the new 
campus. 

I am very disappointed with this government because the former government had committed to the full amount 
of money—some $350 million—to build a completely new Midland health campus to replace Swan District 
Hospital and to build it by 2012, in the absence of any federal funding I might add. Last year, the federal 
government announced that it would make a $181 million contribution to the development of that hospital 
because it saw the urgent need for the hospital to be completed for the eastern region. This government can put 
whatever spin on this that it likes, but I believe this project is very much on hold. The latest information is that 
the government has called for some expressions of interest or limited tender to see what interest there is from the 
private sector for being involved in the hospital. I sound a word of caution on two counts. The first is that the 
process the government is undertaking may just delay things. If the government was really committed to building 
the Midland health campus, it would just let the tender and build it; it would not be testing the water with private 
industry to see whether a private hospital can be built there. Quite apart from putting the Midland health campus 
on the never–never list of deliveries as, potentially, a delaying tactic, my second concern is the impact of having 
a private hospital versus a public hospital in Midland. Members are well aware that many people in Midland are 
not privately insured. They do not use private hospitals and are reliant on good public hospital care. That has to 
be the first obligation and concern of any state government when building a new health campus at Midland. The 
hospital must be accessible to everyone in the community. I do not believe that I am alone when I say that across 
the board, good health care for all people in the community should be a priority for any member of this place 
who purports to represent the people. Basic access to good quality public health care and a good quality public 
education should be the two principal premises of any state government. Sadly, that is lacking here. 
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I sound a warning also about the potential impact a private health campus in Midland will have on Mercy 
Hospital, which might interest the Deputy Speaker. I have spoken to people from Mercy Hospital. Essentially, it 
is the private hospital that caters for Midland. Perhaps the Premier, the Deputy Speaker and others do not realise 
that Mercy Hospital, like all private hospitals, has a certain catchment area. Mercy Hospital is the major private 
hospital of choice for most of my constituents who are privately insured in Midland and the neighbouring areas 
such as the hills, Kalamunda, Darlington, Mundaring and the Swan Valley. Mercy Hospital has concerns about 
how a private hospital in Midland would impact on its viability. The government should be seriously considering 
this matter. As members are aware, the Reid report, which set out a plan for health care and the future of 
hospitals in our state and which the former Labor government adopted, was fully thought through. We are now 
seeing a piecemeal plan. It is like a thought bubble from the government. The government is testing the water to 
see whether it can get some private interest in building a privately run hospital at Midland. However, because it 
is not part of an overall plan, the government has not thought of all the contingencies and about who might be 
affected. The end result might be that the Deputy Speaker could lose a very important private hospital from his 
electorate if the hospital does not remain strong and viable. It is like any other business. Whether it is a shopping 
centre or a hospital, businesses are reliant on having a certain catchment area of people who patronise the 
business. If Mercy Hospital lost 20 per cent or 30 per cent of its business to a private hospital in Midland, that 
would have an impact on Mercy Hospital’s bottom line and it would have to address that in its own budgeting 
and planning. I am not saying that it would necessarily force Mercy Hospital to close, but it certainly would 
cause it to review its operation. As members are aware, MercyCare has other hospitals and it might have to 
reconsider where they are strategically best positioned. That is certainly a significant issue. 

As the member for Midland, I want to see Swan District Hospital replaced by a top-quality public hospital on the 
site near the workshops in Midland as soon as possible. It should have been delivered by the end of 2012. It 
would have been delivered by the end of 2012 had we been in government, especially with the federal 
government offering to put in half the money.  

I will finish on the issue of the Fire and Emergency Services Authority levy. In question time I was absolutely 
gobsmacked by the hypocrisy of the Minister for Emergency Services, the member for Hillarys. I recall only too 
well the comments he made in this house on 22 October 2002 when we were debating the FESA legislation. He 
referred in part to the old system that used to take place when referring to who made what contribution towards 
providing fire services. Previously there was a small contribution from state government and an equal, but also 
small, contribution from local government and the rest was collected via insurance premiums. The now Minister 
for Emergency Services and indeed many members of the National Party said at that time that they saw this as 
the state government pulling out of committing to its share of the funding. Our government undertook not to do 
that. It undertook to continue to contribute the same amount out of the consolidated revenue fund. It undertook 
that it would not reduce the amount of money coming out of the CRF each year and push that onto taxpayers. 
Indeed, the member for Hillarys, the now Minister for Emergency Services, said on 22 October 2002 — 

The State Government will no longer subsidise fire services to the extent it did in the past. This 
legislation will transfer that cost of subsidy to the ratepayers of Western Australia. They will 
undoubtedly have to pay more than they are paying now for their fire levy.  

I responded to the member by saying that we would not and that the state would continue to make the same 
contribution out of the CRF. This is where the hypocrisy comes in. The member for Hillarys also said — 

What upsets me is the fact that the Government cannot help slugging the poor old taxpayers in Western 
Australia all the way along the line.   

Today we heard the member for Hillarys say that he had to put up the fee for taxpayers by some $24 million; 
about $27 per household. At the same time, $28 million is not being put into the fund by Treasury. On that basis 
the fund will be $4 million short. If I have misread those figures or if somebody has got them wrong, I would be 
pleased to know. I note today the minister had no answer to that. It seems to me that, rather than increase the 
overall amount of money, this government has reduced it.  

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Treasurer) [3.43 pm] — in reply: I thank members on both sides of the 
house for their contribution to the second reading debate on the two budget bills—the Appropriation 
(Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2010–11 Bill 2010 and the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 
2010–11 Bill 2010.  

Obviously members use this opportunity to talk about matters relating to their electorates. All of us, to a greater 
or lesser extent, have our electorates impacted by announcements in the budget. There was widespread 
discussion and debate about the overall economics and policy side of the budget. I do not intend to respond in 
any great detail. There will be, throughout estimates committees next week, a lot more opportunity for detailed 
questions and answers and, no doubt, further debate.  
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I remind members where we are at in an economic cycle. Over the past six months there has been a false sense of 
optimism around Australia that somehow the difficult economic times are behind us. I have been amazed, if not 
dismayed, by the level of optimism coming out of Canberra. It was clear that the world financial situation was 
brittle. Over the past two weeks we have seen severe economic problems in what is now being called the siesta 
economies of Europe. It continues and it has implications here. The fragility of our economy was always there. 
We have seen the Australian dollar drop very quickly from 92c to 82c. It shows, and should remind all of us, that 
we are in a trade-oriented economy and a trade-exposed economy. To have impacted on top of that the 
considerable uncertainty sovereign risk issues related to the proposed resource super profits tax has added to our 
difficulties. Of course, the negative side of that proposal is very much concentrated in Western Australia.  

Despite what some commentators and members might say, I remind members opposite that this budget actually 
sees our goods and services tax fall—not in percentage terms and not in relative terms. It actually drops 
$211 million from the current year to the next year. The increase in the 2009–10 financial year over 2008–09 
was in the order of only $65 million out of $3.5 billion. It is not even keeping up with population, let alone 
population growth and retail spending growth. Western Australia is under continual financial pressure. However, 
this state is the one state that has the capacity to see strong economic growth for not only Western Australia but 
also all Australians. It is still a fragile and difficult environment.  

The government produced a budget that is strong in policy content. Again, that might not be widely recognised. I 
am not complaining about that; it is the reality. This government delivered on its commitment to have a budget 
surplus and it intends to maintain budget surpluses and use that money wisely. This state has controlled 
government expenditure and there has been a lot of good debate about that issue. The explanation given today in 
question time by the Minister for Health puts it in context. Health expenditure is still growing strongly, but it is 
not growing at the runaway rate that it has over the past two or three years. 

Similarly there has been a lot of debate about education expenditure. I remind members that there are some 
unique factors in education, not the least of which is the movement of the half-cohort from primary school into 
secondary education. It has had a profound effect. The other major fact is that figures for the current financial 
year have been very much exaggerated by the flowthrough of federal stimulus spending. That gives what 
members erroneously interpreted as little or no growth in education spending. Underlying growth in education 
spending is there.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member for Midland had her chance.  

There is plenty of opportunity to explore those trends in education and health.  

I will refer to the reform agenda, but I will not go through all the portfolios. This government is reforming 
education. It is going to build these hospitals that have been talked about for so long. They will be built under a 
Liberal–National government. That is the difference. It is all right to talk about what there is or is not in the 
forward estimates, but the only real test of a government is a government that actually builds things. Fiona 
Stanley Hospital is currently being built, and the children’s hospital, the eastern suburbs Midland campus and the 
Albany hospital will be built. Already improvements are being made to Joondalup and Kalgoorlie and — 

Mr M.J. Cowper: Harvey. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes, of course, Harvey hospital—the flagship project!  

A lot has been spoken about the so-called education revolution. There is only one education revolution in 
Australia. Only one part of the Australian education system is going through real change, and that is here and it 
is with independent public schools. It is something that probably members opposite actually agree with, but the 
teachers’ union and the union movement is opposed to. I can assure members that every other state Premier and 
state government would like to see reform in education similar to what is happening in Western Australia. None 
of them feels they can achieve it because of the position of the teachers’ unions in their states. The only 
education revolution is in this state. I remind members opposite to look at what their federal education minister 
and Deputy Prime Minister is saying. She is continually drawing attention to the reform in schools in Western 
Australia, not by a Labor government but by a Liberal–National government. As recently as last weekend, the 
federal education minister was talking about the reform in schools and independent public schools. I do not 
know where members opposite stand on that. Maybe they need to get on board and think about the quality of 
education—the teaching and learning process.  

We also have a very strong reform agenda in the delivery of more human-related services through non-
government organisations, along the lines of what has long been in place in the disability services area, but 
extending that into areas such as mental health, youth services, housing, homelessness and the like. We intend to 
move with that at a strong pace, and a steady pace, but a responsible pace. It has been warmly received within 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 27 May 2010] 

 p3640d-3650a 
Mr John Quigley; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr Colin Barnett 

 [9] 

the not-for-profit sector. There are issues—some members raised these issues—of a disparity in wage levels. I 
recognise that. One of the first tasks of the partnership forum will be to look at the reasons why we have a 
disparity in wages—it is not altogether obvious why—and how that can be addressed in some way. I want to see 
workers in the human services area, both in non-government employment and government employment, be 
better paid. I want to see workers in the government sector be better paid. We hope that can be achieved.  

The capital works program is large and aggressive and will take some management. As I said in the budget 
speech, and afterwards, I do have a concern about the rise in state debt. Members opposite have referred to that. 
That is the potential sting in the tail. We do have to, as a state, manage that rise in debt level. It is under control. 
It is well below 4.5 per cent of the revenue of the state. So long as the state continues to grow strongly, it is 
manageable. But that is something we will be watching very, very carefully.   

While these are not strictly revenue measures as such, there was, quite rightly, considerable debate about the 
impact of this budget on families and on the cost of living. I recognise that this budget will put a genuine 
hardship on many Western Australian families. The rise in electricity prices and the rise in water prices are large 
rises. But, again, as I explained to anyone who was listening yesterday in question time, the rise in water prices 
might be 17.7 per cent. For those houses connected to deep sewerage and drainage, the total rise in their water, 
drainage and sewerage bill will be about 12 per cent. That is a big rise, but manageable. Both electricity and 
water prices are now not at full cost recovery but probably 80 per cent of the way there. We have dealt with—not 
resolved, but dealt with—these issues. I restate that although there will, no doubt, be some further increases in 
prices in future years, they will not be anywhere near the scale of what has been necessary this year and last year. 
We have not concealed the truth from the public of Western Australia. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member may snigger. But this is an honest government. We have not concealed the 
truth.   

Mr P. Papalia interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: We have told the people of Western Australia the situation relating to water supply and 
electricity supply, and we have asked them to share the burden. I have to tell members opposite that they 
underestimate the good sense and the sense of community responsibility of the public of Western Australia. They 
underestimate that by their comments and their attempts to portray a misunderstanding and a mistruth about the 
budget.   

In that regard, many of the comments made by members opposite related to so-called privatisation. For goodness 
sake, move on! Is contracting out government services to the Salvation Army or the Anglican Church, or any 
other not-for-profit organisation, dreadful privatisation, or is it actually providing better services, delivered by 
groups that are close to the community, and making more effective use of taxpayers’ money? If that is 
privatisation to members opposite, so be it. We on this side are serious about policy. We are not hung up on 
words and slogans. Members opposite will need to do better in public debate than simply rely on slogans.  

Members opposite talked about the privatisation of schools. Can anyone name a school in Western Australia that 
has been privatised or will be privatised? No. In 100 years, or more, of public education in this state, no school to 
my knowledge has ever been privatised. Schools have closed and school sites have been sold. But we have not 
privatised schools, and we have not privatised children; and we will not. That is a nonsense term. What of course 
members opposite are talking about is who does the cleaning and gardening on school sites. That is important to 
school communities, but it is not about education. It is not about children. 

Similarly, members opposite talked about the privatisation of hospitals. Okay. There is a debate there. I 
recognise that. Under the previous Liberal–National government of the 1990s, yes, we did have some different 
models in health. We have the co-location of private health and public health in Bunbury. That is a terrific 
success. We have a private hospital in Peel, providing public health services. That is a different model. We have 
private operators in Joondalup, in a publicly-owned building. That is a very successful model. Those models 
work well. They are good services. Do people go into Joondalup hospital and think this is horrible; this is 
privately provided? No, they do not. They understand that it is a public health service, it is free and available to 
them, and it is quality health care. So members opposite should not run around Western Australia trying to 
frighten people into thinking that the health system is going to be privatised. In fact, the health system has 
always been a mix of private and public expenditure. General practitioners are private; hospitals are both private 
and public. What the public wants is quality health care, when it is needed, and at an affordable price; and that is 
what we will continue to try to achieve. 

Probably the one genuine revenue measure in the budget was the increase in the dividends payable by 
government trading enterprises. That was done for revenue purposes. I make no apology about that. The state 
government was under difficult financial times—we still are—and we increased the dividends paid by state-
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owned utilities from 50 per cent to 65 per cent, with the exception of the Water Corporation, which is already at 
that level. Again, why not? A government should be able to make decisions about capital works projects, and 
that is what we intend to do. This is a government that is respectful of proper process and is respectful of the 
public sector. But this is a government that makes decisions. We are not a government like the one we had 
during the years of the Gallop Labor government, which was so process-driven that it was incapable of making 
decisions.  

There is no doubt that in country and regional areas of Western Australia, through a whole range of expenditures 
in education, health and the like, and with the addition of the royalties for regions program, more is being done 
than has probably ever been done in the history of this state. The only comparable period would be the 
development of the Pilbara in the early 1960s. There has been nothing in the history of Western Australia or 
Australia to compare with this. But all we get from members opposite is inane and puerile discussion about 
talking toilets. That is the level they get to. I challenge members opposite to go out to country Western Australia 
and make fun of royalties for regions, and make fun of the investments that are taking place in the Pilbara and in 
Kalgoorlie and elsewhere in the state, and see how they get on. Have the courage to do that. Members opposite 
throw rocks in here. Go out to country and regional Western Australia and see what people out there think. I do 
not think they go out there enough. 

Finally, I want to say something about the public sector. There will always be issues about the public sector; and 
we saw an issue in question time. This government is doing a lot—maybe beneath the surface—to improve the 
quality and professionalism of the Western Australian public service; and it needs that. It does. Many good 
people, many young people, have left the public service for a variety of reasons over recent years. We are 
actively improving the structure of the public service and giving an independence to the public service through 
the Public Sector Commissioner. In this year’s budget, we have allocated $10 million—a large amount of 
money—for the professional training and development of public servants. We are actively trying to identify and 
recruit outstanding young people into the public service. They may not benefit this government in this term, but 
they will be the future leaders of the public sector in Western Australia. That has not happened before, but it is 
being done now. That will be of lasting benefit to this state. Hopefully, governments of whatever persuasion will 
enjoy the benefits of that.  

I will conclude on that. We had the estimates committees last week, and I know that a lot of the detail — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Next week!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: What did I say? Did I say last week? It has been a long week! 

Mr B.J. Grylls: It went very well, Premier! 

Mr M. McGowan: You’re living in the past, Premier! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes, I am living in the past. I really wish it had been last week! Next week, we will go 
through the estimates committees. I would urge members to ask good questions—questions of fact—and I would 
urge ministers to answer those questions fully and accurately, and we will see how we go. I thank members, and 
I look forward to next week.  

Questions put and passed. 

Bills read a second time. 

Pursuant to standing order 222, bills and estimates referred to Estimates Committees A and B. 
 


