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LOAN BILL 2012 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [3.55 pm]: In addition to these exciting projects within my own electorate, we have to 
acknowledge the real importance of the private sector and private developers who have taken confidence from 
the stimulation to the inner city environment that government investment in building and projects has achieved. 
We look at what has happened this year with Print Hall in the old Newspaper House building and the Trustee 
building, and I also refer to the new Margaret River Chocolate Company store in Murray Street, which was again 
the reuse of a heritage building for a modern retail use. I was very honoured to officially open that building. I 
worked in Print Hall as a journalist in The West Australian during the 1980s. At the opening of the Print Hall 
building, I was reunited with some colleagues, and we reflected that when we worked Sunday shifts on The West 
back in the 1980s there was nowhere, except for Fast Eddies, we could go to get food on Sunday in the CBD. If 
we look now at what has happened in Perth, there has been a tremendous transformation, and it is a good 
transformation. 

I also want to pay credit to a lot of the community-based advocacy groups who have the future of Perth and the 
development of Perth as one of their core reasons for being. I praise groups like Future Perth, City Vision, 
Heritage Perth, and also the City Gatekeepers. There may be a wide variety of views on how the city should 
develop among these groups and others who are in my electorate, but all the people in these groups are 
passionately committed to a great future for Perth, and a future that involves development and change. I have 
been very supportive of what the City Gatekeepers have been trying to achieve.  

Again, I remind members that I am very much in favour of a waterfront project. I just believe we can have a 
better project than what this government has, I think, timidly led us to with the Elizabeth Quay development. I 
think that was exposed even more this week when we had the great opportunity of the Duyfken. If we actually 
had a real quay, like any other city, we would have been able to have the Duyfken sail in and moor right in the 
quay. Again, what I think is one of a number of flaws in the current waterfront development of Elizabeth Quay is 
that we will not be able to get a boat of any decent size in there; it is limited. That is one of the fatal design 
flaws, whereas perhaps a waterfront project that was located in front of the Convention Centre or that had real 
access to the waterfront would have been much better to engage with such great tourist attracters as the Duyfken 
and others that we could have in the CBD. I urge the government to consider this. We are trying to find out 
exactly what contracts the government has signed and how much of the Esplanade public space has been sold 
over for development, because if there is a change of government, we will have to improve on what members 
opposite have currently left us on the waterfront. I honestly believe, even if the Liberal Party is re-elected, that it 
will end up amending the waterfront project of the Elizabeth Quay development to make it a much better project. 
It is not an inspiring project at the moment.  

All of these capital intensive projects that are happening in our wonderful city have transformed our city. It is an 
important reminder of the central role that state government plays in Western Australia.  

I would also like to refer to the Museum. As I have reminded members before, we left $500 million in the budget 
for a new museum at the East Perth power station site that we wanted and the community wanted. The 
government has not committed real money in the current budget but in the forward estimates, just $60 million or 
$70 million of planning money. It is incorrect for this Liberal government to be saying that it has provided for a 
new museum. All it has provided is a future promise in the forward estimates, which the Premier says are just an 
indication—they are not a rock-solid commitment in the budget; all that matters is the current budget. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
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