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Division 19: Housing and Works, $13 526 000; Division 21: Western Australian Building Management 
Authority, $21 146 000 - 
Ms Guise, Chairman. 

Hon John Kobelke, Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection; Training; Leader of the House. 

Mr R. Thomas, Acting Director General, Department of Housing and Works. 

Mr J. Coles, Executive Director, Finance.  

The CHAIRMAN:  Members, we will commence.  The question of course is that, in respect to divisions 19 and 
21, appropriation be recommended.   

Dr WOOLLARD:  Minister, I refer to page 250 and also to the major initiatives on page 324.  My question is, 
does the Government intend to support the wishes of the community and retain Duncraig House as a community 
asset, or what does the Government intend to do with Duncraig House? 

Mr KOBELKE:  I thank the member for the question, knowing that she has a very keen interest in Duncraig 
House.  She has presented one or two petitions on that.    

Dr WOOLLARD:  14 000 people have now signed petitions to keep Duncraig House and the lower lands at 
Heathcote.   

Mr BIRNEY:  That would be half the electorate, would it not? 

Dr WOOLLARD:  The petitions come from the whole of the metropolitan area.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Members, order please.   

Mr KOBELKE:  It is an issue very dear to the heart of the member for Alfred Cove.  The situation is that there is 
a very important asset there which the Government wishes to preserve but it also has to stack up financially.  It is 
a matter that is being worked through.  I will get advice as to whether I can give any more specific details.   

Mr THOMAS:  It is in the negotiation stages at the moment and we cannot comment much further, other than to 
say that there will be consultation in any decisions made with respect to that project. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  A supplementary: I am unsure what you mean by the negotiation stage.  Does that mean that 
there have been any steps taken to further the sale of Duncraig House?  What has been done and what is 
happening at the moment - negotiating with who? 

Mr KOBELKE:  The issue is always a bit difficult within the Estimates Committee where the minister is a 
member of the upper House.  Where a matter has been totally finalised, then clearly I can present that to you but 
this is an issue where the Government is still dealing with the matter.  The minister has a key role to play in that.  
Therefore, I am not in a position to actually give you the up to date arrangements as to how the matter has been 
progressed which is a budget issue but there is not actually a specific matter in terms of the conclusion of that in 
the current budget papers.   

Mr EDWARDS:  I have a supplementary question.  Minister, I hear what you have said; I heard it very well but I 
still want to ask a question.  We are in budget estimates.  What financial implications are we talking about on 
that land rationalisation?  Could I also ask, what land are we actually talking about in terms of land 
rationalisation at Heathcote? 

Mr KOBELKE:  It is a matter which the minister is still working on.  There is no Cabinet decision with respect 
to the sale of land which may relate to Duncraig House.  It is a matter which is still being considered by the 
minister. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  A supplementary so that we can deal with this issue and then move on.  Has the Government 
made a decision whether they will abide by the agreement made by the former Government and have the lower 
lands at Heathcote zoned as parks and recreation for community use?  Is the Government aware that the lower 
lands have been registered as an Aboriginal site? 

Mr HYDE:  A point of order.  These are not estimates questions relating to a budget line item.  I think they are 
really important political issues but I don't know if this is the forum for them.   

Mr BIRNEY:  Madam Chair, just on that point of order, if I may, quite specifically the issue of the Heathcote 
land is mentioned in the budget papers on page 342.  In fact it is dot point 7.  I think it is an entirely appropriate 
line of questioning, Madam Chair.   



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 26 September 2001] 

 p286b-289a 
Chairman; Dr Janet Woollard; Mr John Kobelke; Mr Matt Birney; Mr Jeremy Edwards; Mr John Hyde; Mrs 

Carol Martin 

 [2] 

Mr HYDE:  On the point of order, I think the minister on two occasions has explained that this is an issue for the 
minister and the minister is in the other House. It is an issue that is being developed.  

The CHAIRMAN:  There is no point of order.  I was under the impression that the member had indicated a 
reference to the budget and that has certainly been confirmed in terms of reference to page 342.  How the 
minister answers of course is entirely up to the minister.    

Mr KOBELKE:  I am very happy to answer.  I think the dot point that we are alluding to actually does give part 
of the explanation, if not most of it.  That is, "Land rationalisation under the Heathcote Coordination Agreement 
to be further progressed" and it will be progressed.  While the member may wish me to give an undertaking as to 
what the end result of progressing the matter may be, I am not the minister responsible.  Even if the minister 
responsible was able to answer it, because you were a member in the other place, then still he may not at this 
stage be able to answer it.  Clearly the matter will be progressed, but coming back to the point of the question 
which relates to this - that is, does the Government intend to fulfil the commitments of the last Government - 
with this particular commitment made with respect to Heathcote Hospital, it is a matter which again the minister 
is working on but it falls into a basket of many, many instances where the last Government made commitments 
and really had not put together a program to be able to deliver on it.   

We are trying to clean up the mess in a whole range of areas where public commitments were made but those 
commitments were made without actually doing the work that was needed either financially or in terms of a 
whole range of other planning issues which the final decision was resting on, so now we are going through that 
process and cleaning up those matters.  We would be keen to ensure that where the community did have clear 
expectation, we can try to meet those.  That is going to have to be dealt with on an issue by issue basis.  Here is a 
particular issue where commitments were made which really were at variance with other commitments the last 
Government made.  Therefore, we have to try to resolve those difficult issues.   

The assurance I can give to the member is that this Government will resolve the matter.  It will resolve the matter 
very cognisant of the desires of local residents and lobby groups and I think will be willing to talk to people and 
work through those issues but at this stage, as indicated in the dot point, the issue relating to Heathcote is one 
which is being progressed and will be progressed during this financial year. 

[10.20 am]   

Dr WOOLLARD:  A supplementary: Minister, I would like to point out that this morning when we discussed the 
Kimberley, division 23 on page 400, dot point 4 was, "Capitalising upon increasing commercial options for the 
region's indigenous population".  Then in section 24 when we were discussing the Pilbara, "The visitors centre 
also provides valuable opportunities for local Aboriginal people."  Then in section 25 of the Gascoyne on 
page 426 the statement says, "Commencement of the building phase of the Aboriginal Heritage and Cultural 
Centre". 

I would now like to turn to sections 19 and 21 and remind the minister that an application has been lodged with 
the Department of Indigenous Affairs and I notice that there is no mention at all of supporting the local 
Aboriginal community within the Perth metropolitan area.  I am meeting with members of the Aboriginal 
community in the Perth metropolitan area who would like to see the lower lands preserved as parks and 
recreation and be able to use that area as a community focus for local Aboriginal groups. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Member, I will need to hear a specific question in all of that. 

Mr KOBELKE:  I think we accept it as a statement. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Accepted as a statement. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  The question again was, has the minister been informed that that site has been registered with 
the Department of Indigenous Affairs and will the minister give consideration to that application? 

Mr KOBELKE:  Following your statement, I am sure he has been informed. 

Mrs MARTIN:  I refer to page 354, "New Works, Aboriginal Housing 2001-02 Program".  The amount 
mentioned is $13 120 000.  Does this indicate an increase from the 2000-01 estimate? 

Mr HYDE:  What was the amount? 

Mrs MARTIN:  $13 120 000. 

Mr KOBELKE:  The figure of $13 120 000 refers to the urban remote construction program expenditure as an 
estimate for 2001-02.  Actual expenditure in 2000-01 for this program totalled $9 264 000.  The estimates for 
2001-02 represent an increase of $3.856 million. 
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Mrs MARTIN:  I have one other point.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I was seeking some clarification here so I have missed a little bit of what has been 
happening.   

Mrs MARTIN:  I have another question relating to that same page, 354. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Supplementary question: Minister, I am aware that there is no capital contribution for this 
item even though it was listed in the budget.  Are you happy to proceed with the question? 

Mr KOBELKE:  I will answer questions where I can. 

The CHAIRMAN:  On that basis I will allow the supplementary question and ask the minister to respond. 

Mrs MARTIN:  Straight underneath that particular reference, "Aboriginal Housing Other 2001-02 Program", it 
states $17 774 000.  What does this particular allocation or estimate cover? 

Mr KOBELKE:  This amount refers to other Aboriginal capital expenditure, excluding new construction.  I do 
have some figures that give a breakdown.  The figures comprise remote and community maintenance is 
$200 000, management support program is $4 444 000, town reserves normalisation is $1.1 million, ACSIP 
expenditure is $5 775 000 and RAESP expenditure is $6.355 million, coming to the total of the $17.774 million. 

Mrs MARTIN:  How many Aboriginal dwellings will be constructed in 2001-02? 

Mr KOBELKE:  Again I have been provided with advice that enables me to indicate the urban dwellings 
designated for Indigenous people.  It is anticipated that 20 will be built.  For construction in remote areas the 
budget is anticipated to lead to the construction of 63 dwellings in remote areas. 

Mrs MARTIN:  How many of those will be in the Kimberley or north west? 

Mr KOBELKE:  There are ones planned for the north west.   

Mrs MARTIN:  The north west will do. 

Mr KOBELKE:  Just for the north west there are five urban units to be located; one in Denham, two in Onslow, 
one in Port Hedland and one in Kununurra.  The 63 remote units of accommodation are to be located - two at 
Ninga Mia, nine at Jigalong, six at Mugarinya, 12 at Pumajina at Newman, 12 at Wirramanu 10 at Bardi and 12 
at Mardiwarlu. 

Mrs MARTIN:  I will be getting 22 then.  Supplementary? 

The CHAIRMAN:  No, member for Kimberley, I am about to rule.  I have actually allowed a fair bit of latitude 
here but in actual fact, reading my brief, it is actually not allowable.  Unless members are able to tie it in some 
way to a line of expenditure in this budget, then I am going to rule any further questions out of order and I will 
refer your attention that the same thing applies to page 351, Country Housing Authority, and also to the 
Government Employees Housing Authority.  There is no actual capital contribution, so if any members desire to 
ask questions about any of those items, you will have to lead me somewhere to a line item in this budget that 
connects the dots, otherwise under the brief they will be ruled out. 

Mr HYDE:  I have a query.  Was it under "New Works" that there are two line items? 

The CHAIRMAN:  If the member can refer me to the page items somewhere else other than where we were, 
then it will be allowable. 

Mr HYDE:  Other than page 353. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Other than page 535, State Housing Commission, you need to find me another line in the 
budget somewhere. 

Mr HYDE:  Yes, it was page 354 under "New Works" 

Mrs MARTIN:  Under "New Works", the first two line items.   

The CHAIRMAN:  If you follow it through, when you go over, the fact that it is funded out of borrowings, asset 
sales, Commonwealth grants, specific contributions and other, then look at the bottom line, the capital 
contribution from the State is zero, therefore there is not an appropriation aligned with that particular item.  You 
need to find me somewhere in the budget where it is. 

Mr D'ORAZIO:  I put to you, Madam Chairperson, that although the expenditure may not require capital 
contribution, those funds are discretionary funds being done by an agency of this State in the expenditure of 
funds and those funds could actually be diverted to other resources so therefore it does have a budget implication 
and we should have the ability to be able to query the department on the expenditure of those lines because even 
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though there is no capital contribution, those funds are discretionary expenditures of the department and 
therefore should be subject to scrutiny by us as the representatives of that area, albeit that there is no net capital 
allocation for the State in this budget.  If you do not, these expenditures are not subject to the scrutiny of 
members of Parliament and it is totally inappropriate for this to be occurring. 

[10.30 am] 

Mr BIRNEY:  I think the member for Ballajura is perhaps bringing a point of order up and I would like to concur 
with the member for Ballajura, Madam Chair.  It would appear that the total capital contribution for all of those 
items is in fact zero from the Government's coffers.  However, there is indeed a capital contribution of some 
$13 million for the Aboriginal Housing and there is indeed a capital contribution of some $17 million for the 
Aboriginal Housing Other.  In my view at least, Madam Chair, that certainly lends itself to being a situation 
whereby we would be permitted to question the minister with regard to those two issues at the very least.  The 
fact that the net capital contribution for all of those programs is actually zero I do not think is relevant, Madam 
Chair, with due respect. 

Mrs MARTIN:  Can I have a supplementary now? 

The CHAIRMAN:  No, you can all just talk amongst yourselves for a minute because I am going to take some 
advice and consider a point of order.  Actually in doing so, would you like to have a break while I consider some 
advice? 

Mrs MARTIN:  Do I get recalled then? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes, when we come back and I decide to rule differently or pass on my advice to the next 
chair, then you will get the call. 

Sitting suspended from 10.30 to 10.40 am 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr Dean):  We will recommence with the question that in respect to divisions 19 and 21, 
appropriation be recommended and advise on the point of order.  Members, under Standing Order 222.2, the role 
of the Estimates Committee is quite clear as is its scope, so if there is any doubt, I will read it to you.  The 
Estimates Committees will examine the bills and proposed expenditure contained in the estimates and report on 
proposed expenditure by the Parliament and government departments and agencies funded from the consolidated 
fund, so the ruling is in reference to any item where there is a zero contribution from consolidate fund, then there 
is no conversation because there is no expenditure.  Apparently it turns out that this has been the practice of 
Parliaments for some time and until a government is willing to put even a dollar contribution there, then it will 
remain the same under rule 222 of the standing orders.  Therefore there is no supplementary, member for 
Kimberley, and I will move on to the member for Ballajura. 

Mr D'ORAZIO:  It makes it very difficult, Speaker.  Therefore I have to try and resurrect my question in a 
different form.  I am glad there is a new acting speaker. 
 


