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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 1) 2001 
Second Reading – Cognate Debate 

Resumed from 19 September. 

MR BARRON-SULLIVAN (Mitchell - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [10.12 am]:  I wonder what would 
happen if an Opposition went to an election and said to the people that if it was elected it would raise taxes - 
whack taxes right up; raise the number of government fees, increase unemployment and do away with a whole 
load of jobs, especially in regional areas.  What would happen if, when it talked about regional areas, it said it 
would slash major works programs needed in country WA?  What would happen if it made a song and dance 
about the fact it would keep all its promises, but in government it broke a heap of them, fudged the figures and 
made it look as though it was keeping the promises when it was not?   

If the former Opposition had said and done that, that lot opposite would not have had a snowball’s chance in hell 
of getting into government.  Imagine if members opposite had also said they would put the budget in deficit.  I 
would have said it had Buckley’s chance of getting anywhere near the government benches.  However, that is 
precisely what happened prior to and after the election.  That is what has occurred, because the Government 
made a number of promises and commitments in the election that it is either unable to keep or will attempt to 
keep using devious means.   

We have already heard about the so-called black hole smokescreen that the Premier and the Treasurer have 
hidden behind, which turned out to be $251 million surplus.  That pales into insignificance compared with 
Labor’s latest broken budget commitment.  In opposition Dr Gallop, the then opposition leader, and his deputy 
hounded the coalition Government over the State’s net cash surplus or deficit situation.  I am referring to the 
cash accounting and cash balance account.  I am not talking about accrual accounting.  This was a measure that 
the then Opposition used mercilessly to criticise the Government inside and outside the Parliament.  They used 
not only the operating statements but also the total cash balance statements, and that included keeping account of 
capital works.  They used the statements that related to the general government sector - what we would 
commonly refer to as the budget areas in state finances - but did not include the public non-financial 
corporations or the financial corporations.  The Labor Party relied on this measure a number of times to hound 
the coalition Government.  On 12 May 2000 The Australian Financial Review reported - 

On a cash accounting basis however, the Budget produced a $345 million deficit - the figure seized 
upon by the Opposition leader, Dr Geoff Gallop.   

The Opposition raised this in Parliament on a number of occasions.  I have one example in which the then 
Leader of the Opposition asked the Minister assisting the Treasurer about a deficit situation in the general 
government account.  The cash balance is an important measure; it has been said a number of times that cash 
cannot lie.  The cash balances clearly have to add up.   

[Quorum formed.] 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Any deficit can readily be identified as fuelling the State’s overall net debt.  It is 
important to determine whether, on a cash balance basis, the State is in deficit.  The Labor Party has openly 
accepted that the cash balance is a key measure of responsible financial management.  The then Labor 
Opposition slated the Government when the State recorded a general government cash balance measured in 
government financial statistic terms, and that balance was in deficit.  A document put out by the Labor Party 
before the election reads -  

. . . the Court Government has delivered . . . a deficit . . . in 1999-00 . . . This is a product of sloppy 
financial management and misplaced spending priorities.   

That was the Labor Party’s criticism of a cash balance deficit.  Labor’s policy document titled “financial 
management” set out the then opposition leader’s financial management principles for the government of this 
State.  Under the heading “Manage the State Budget responsibly” Dr Gallop’s policy document reads -  

Labor is also committed to returning the general government sector into surplus, as measured in the 
current cash Government Finance Statistics terms. 

The Labor Party said that today’s Government would return the general government sector into surplus as 
measured by cash GFS terms.  

Mr Carpenter:  Do you agree that your Government ran four operating deficits in a row? 
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Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I am talking about the integrity and direction of the Labor Government.  If the 
member for Willagee listened, he would learn something - if he does not already know it, which I doubt.   

This year’s budget papers reveal that Labor has failed its own test of responsible financial management.  I go no 
further than page 188 of the Economic and Fiscal Outlook in this year’s budget papers.  On the Government’s 
own measure of responsible financial management - that is, the GFS surplus deficit situation - the budget is in 
deficit by $380.3 million.  That is based on the Government’s own measure of whether a budget stacks up.  
According to the Government’s own measure the budget is $380 million in deficit.  The GFS figures - for those 
members on the other side of the House who are not aware, or who do not want to accept it - take into account 
matters such as remaining proceeds from privatisations, or anything like that.  There is even the argument that 
one should look at the straight cash balance surplus/deficit situation.  However, that is the Government’s own 
measure of financial responsibility.   

The situation is even worse when the net financing requirement - or in simple terms, the cash flow deficit - is 
examined.  Page 188 of the fiscal summary reveals that this year’s state budget is in deficit to the tune of 
$428.2 million.  All we need to do is subtract the net cash flow resulting from the operating activities from the 
negative amount under net cash flow resulting from investing activities, and we are left with $428.2 million.  
That is the cash balance deficit.  That then requires a range of financing activities to meet it, and if we have a 
look further down the page we find that one of the ways that is met is through borrowings, and the other is 
through running down cash reserves.   

Mr Birney:  It is actually in deficit?   

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  This budget is $428.2 million in deficit.  If we use the Labor Party’s own measure 
of good or responsible financial management using the GFS terms for measuring cash balances, the budget is 
$380 million in deficit.  Despite saying that it would return the cash balance to a surplus, using a straight cash 
balance analysis, this Government is $428 million in deficit.  I reiterate that this figure includes the capital 
expenditure.  We are talking about the total budget sector.  It is a direct measure of the State’s financing 
requirements by borrowing or running down reserves.  It feeds into the State’s debt situation.  Therefore, it pays 
to have a look at the net debt, and sure enough, over the year we see in the budget papers a net debt increase of 
$451.6 million to $925.9 million.  That debt is fed by a large deficit on the cash balance.  The bottom line is that 
this budget is not balanced.   

These are not just my words, but the words from the Labor Party’s own policy document, guidelines, and 
measures for determining whether a budget meets responsible financial management criteria.  And, guess what?  
The Treasurer himself has confirmed the $428.2 million deficit figure.  That confirmation was not heard in this 
Chamber; in fact, I do not think anyone has heard it.  I bet that when the Treasurer wined and dined the 
journalists the night before the budget was brought down, he kept quiet about the $428.2 million deficit.  
However, we managed to get it out of him, even though it was indirectly.  In the upper House on Tuesday, 18 
September, a question without notice was put to the minister who represents the Treasurer.  That question was 
very simple.  It asked - 

Will the Minister confirm that the net cash result, taking into account the operating and capital 
estimates, is a net cash deficit or net cash financing requirement of $428.2 million?   

There is that figure again.  Hon Nick Griffiths replied that - 

The net cash flows from both operating activities and investing activities is minus $428.2 million.   

The interesting thing about this is that at the bottom of the answer that the minister read out is the signature of 
the person who had approved the answer.  The answer is signed “E. Ripper”.  I suspect that is the same “E. 
Ripper” who is our Treasurer.  Our Treasurer has confirmed that the State is in deficit by $428.2 million.  He has 
never raised that issue in this Chamber.  We have not heard about the $428 million budget deficit by way of a 
statement, nor has that fact ever been released to the media.  Labor has failed its own test.  It has produced a 
large deficit contrary to its own guidelines, but it has offered no explanation.  The figure is in the budget papers, 
but no attention has been given to it.  In fact, if anything, we are being diverted around that figure.  Labor’s 
financial management policy document helps to explain why the Premier and the Treasurer have kept so quiet 
about this situation.  During the election they were talking about keeping tabs on expenditure, priority savings, 
and the like, and that debate has continued ever since.  Did the Labor Party achieve those tight overall 
expenditure controls?  The Labor Party certainly preached restraint; there is no doubt about that.  For example, in 
a Labor Party statement that was released on 6 February, during the election campaign, we find that great 
emphasis was placed on the need for expenditure savings, and a range of savings commitments to ensure the 
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appropriate budget result.  However, the fine detail of the budget papers reveals that Labor either lied to the 
public during the election, or has been incapable of meeting its own financial management benchmarks.   

There is no need to take my word for it, because I can refer members to the budget papers themselves.  I draw 
members’ attention to page 74 of the document 2001-02 Economic and Fiscal Outlook in which a table headed 
“General Government” details the “Implementation of the Election Commitments and Savings Initiatives”.  
Under the line “Election expenditure initiatives” it states that under Labor’s election strategy, there was an 
amount of $756 million, but that the outcome was $785 million.  It is well explained why there was an increase, 
and there is a detailed assessment of all expenditure items.  In fact, it goes on page, after page, after page.  There 
is a lot of explanation.  The third line reads “Capital election initiatives (additional cost)” and the outcome figure 
is $19.5 million.  The explanation above this table details how the Government intended to meet its capital works 
commitments, and the fact that there was a bit of an overrun, and that it had to cut something out here and there.   

There is an explanation; whether that explanation is adequate is another matter.  Another line reads “Priority, 
assurance and other savings” and the election strategy figure for this was minus $1.1763 billion.  In other words, 
the Government was going to make priority savings of over $1.1 billion to pay for its election promises.  It is that 
simple.  However, the outcome was minus $851.5 million.  We have heard about the $851 million figure, but I 
do not ever recall hearing about the $1.1 billion figure.  I tried to find an explanation in the same budget paper 
and, lo and behold, I could not find it.  There is an election strategy to save $1.1 billion, the outcome is 
$851 million, and there is absolutely no explanation!  Members would have to be more than slightly cynical to 
suggest that this was something to which the Government did not want to draw attention.  In essence, it boils 
down to a $373.3 million “blow out” – let us call it a blow out, because that is the phrase that has been used in 
recent times - of promised election savings that was not achieved, but that has not been explained.  It goes a long 
way to explaining why a number of election commitments have been jettisoned, and why the Premier broke his 
promise not to increase taxes.  Again, we can all remember the infamous comment that the Premier made on 31 
January when he said that the Labor Party would not increase taxes and charges.  Members know what he said 
by heart now.   

When we look at the fine print of the budget, we start to get an idea of the dire straits that the Government is in.  
It is important to note that there is absolutely no explanation of why the Government failed to meet it election 
commitment.  There also is no explanation about the consequences; that is, how the Government would make up 
that money, and so on.  However, that is obvious, because the missing $373 million goes a long way to explain 
some of the other aspects in the budget.   

Essentially, we are left with a couple of questions.  What if the Government cannot reach the new figure of 
$851 million in priority savings?  Is the Government expecting major revenue growth?  It will be interesting to 
have a look at this, particularly during the estimates period.  When we look at the figures for total receipts in the 
budget sector from 2000-01 through to this budget, we see an increase, on paper, of over $1.2 billion.  That will 
need some adjusting because of budget process changes, and so on.  It will be very interesting so see whether the 
Government has factored in some substantial increases in revenue over the next couple of years, which again, it 
has not mentioned so far. 

Incredibly, the Premier said publicly - 

For the first time in years, the Government is living within its means. 

Yet, net debt has increased from $451.6 million to $925.9 million - that is hardly living within one’s means!  The 
Premier is also running a $428.2 million deficit measured against his own financial management requirements.  
Did the Treasurer, as I said earlier on, explain all this to the journalists whom he wined and dined the night 
before the budget?  I doubt it very much.  I stress that that analysis was based on the Labor Party’s published 
financial management document and it has been assessed in accordance with the way that the Labor Party has 
said we should look at the cash balances of the State’s budget, which shows we are $428 million in deficit! 

As a result of the financial situation in which the Government is placing the State, there will be a number of 
outcomes.  Without a doubt, one of the most serious is that there will be horrific pressure on the jobs market and 
the impact on jobs will be felt most severely in regional areas of this State.  The first reason for that is that a 
number of programs in the capital works budget that are highly labour intensive, that stimulate small business in 
particular, and that generate jobs in our local economies have been slashed.  The most obvious one that will be 
cut to shreds over the next two or three years is our roads program.  In 2000-01, funding for the essential road 
program totalled about $817 million.  Over the next three years that will be reduced by around $200 million.  
That will impact on regional areas in particular.  The family businesses in areas like Geraldton and Bunbury and 
other country centres will suffer as this money is sucked out of the local communities. 
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The highly successful sewerage infill program, a major $800 million initiative of the previous Government, has 
had enormous benefits for the State. 

Mr Omodei interjected. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  It was set up by a very good minister and the Government of the day was firmly 
committed to this program and to carrying the program out over a 10-year period.  The program has had 
enormous environmental benefits, with not only what it achieves today, but also with preventing future pollution 
to ground water, waterways and so forth.  The program has also had major economic implications by enabling a 
great deal of urban redevelopment around the State to go ahead, in both the metropolitan area and in country 
towns, and it has been a major stimulus for small business.  The civil contracting industry, in particular, has 
developed a number of state-of-the-art techniques directly in response to this program.  The people who carry 
out these operations will tell members that the techniques used for trenchless tunnelling have been developed as 
a direct result of this very successful infill program.  The important economic implication is that the infill 
program has been a massive multimillion dollar boost for small business around the State and the direct benefits 
have been felt nowhere more so than in regional Western Australia.  This year, some $81 million was budgeted 
for the provision of infill services around the State.  The small business sector was looking forward to a major 
shot in the arm and a continuation of this program.  The Government has cut this program by $30 million in just 
one year!  Three-eighths of the program has gone in one fell swoop.  What that means for regional areas, 
particularly, is that many millions of dollars will be taken from local economies virtually overnight.  The civil 
contracting industry is facing dire consequences because some companies have obtained three-year contracts to 
carry out work, but those contracts have been granted on the basis that the options are stacked in favour of the 
Government.  In other words, at the end of the first year when the contract comes up to the option period, it is 
not what one might call a true option whereby the contractor has the choice of either going ahead with the work 
or turning it down.   

The contractual power is actually in the hands of the Water Corporation and despite getting a one-year contract 
with two options or whatever it might be, the contracting industry is finding that at the end of that one year 
period, the Water Corporation can cancel its contract.  This is very serious because a lot of these companies 
employ many people; it is a highly intensive industry.  Unfortunately, there is nowhere else that they can use 
their staff.  Generally, the contracting industry is at a low ebb at the moment and as I mentioned earlier on, much 
of the plant is very specialised for infill purposes.  Therefore, a lot of plant and equipment will be lying idle and 
many staff will be made redundant; it is as simple at that.  The infill program is estimated to directly employ 
some 2 000 people throughout the State.  Many of them are the battlers about whom members opposite say that 
we do not give a damn.  Those jobs have been generated because over recent years about $560 million has been 
injected into the economy.  As I said earlier, the industry was geared up for an expenditure program of about 
$81 million this year.  Unfortunately, because of a downturn in the industry and so on this year, there has already 
been a downward trend in employment in the contracting industry.  The Civil Contractors Federation recently 
surveyed its members and found that there has been a reduction of about 500 jobs in the industry for a variety of 
reasons.  The industry is at a low ebb and is desperately trying to hold onto its staff and work around the State, 
and the Government comes along and rips $30 million out of the industry overnight!  I have been told that this 
could impact on employment to the extent that as many as 1 000 to 1 500 jobs could go over the next 12 months 
in this State.  That sort of a cut will decimate the industry.  Those are examples of only two labour intensive 
programs that have been cut in this budget.  Those cuts will have a major impact on the local economies of 
regional areas and most importantly will result in the number of employees in those industries being reduced. 

Of course, another major impact by this budget on the jobs market, aside from cuts to a range of capital works 
programs like roads and infill, will be the Government’s decision to burden the business community with an 
additional very heavy tax burden.  Essentially, the Government will place a further payroll tax burden of some 
$222 million on the business community over the next couple of years.  When one considers that, over the next 
two years, business taxes will be increased by more than $300 million, the impact on jobs throughout the State 
will be huge.  The sad irony in all this is that the Labor Party went to the election promising to do good things for 
the business community and to help it generate new jobs throughout the State.  Again, I quote from the financial 
management policy document the Labor Party put out before the election which states -  

Labor will ensure that State taxes and charges are competitive with the other States, to assist in 
attracting business to Western Australia and enable existing business to flourish. 

I do not see what is competitive about adding $300 million to the bottom line of the business community, 
especially when the bulk of that relates directly to the cost of taking on staff.  The bottom line is that if the 
staffing costs of a business are taxed, it cannot pass those costs on.  There is no option but to tighten the belt, 
which is difficult if things are already tight.  Therefore, workers will be laid off.  The new charges must also be 
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factored into any investment plan.  Either the investment will not be made, or it will be done in a way in which 
the engagement of staff can be reduced.  The bottom line is fewer jobs in either case; that is what this budget 
means.  No wonder the massive $300 million increase in business tax over the next two years has been slated by 
all and sundry.  The West Australian of 17 September published an editorial headed “Payroll Tax Rise is 
Retrograde”.  It stated - 

Payroll tax is a tax on jobs.  Increasing it makes no sense in a State in which unemployment is predicted 
to hit 7 per cent this year. 
Although the tax affects only big businesses, it acts as a disincentive to employment . . .  
The payroll tax rate is one of the issues businesses take into account when they make decisions on 
creating or shedding jobs - and it is the battlers who are affected by a lack of new job opportunities or 
the closure of old ones.  

The Labor Party has not said anything about looking after the battlers when it comes to taxing businesses and 
putting people its sees as its constituency out of work.   

I turn now to the situation in my home town of Bunbury, and what the local business community there thinks 
about this budget and whether it will be good for small business, and generate employment in the regions.  I will 
quote from the Bunbury Mail - 

Mr Logan:  The member for Bunbury is showing a copy of a newspaper heading from the Bunbury Mail which 
reads “Promises Honoured”.  

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The next paragraph of that article shows that the article is effectively quoting the 
member for Bunbury.  Subsequent pages refer to promises shattered.  Did he show that to the member for 
Cockburn as well?  The article shown by the member for Bunbury includes the words “according to the member 
for Bunbury”.  People are not fooled.  These are not my words.  Does the member for Bunbury have respect for 
the Bunbury Chamber of Commerce?  I am sure he does.  This is what that organisation had to say about the 
budget - 

Bunbury businesses are disappointed with the State Budget. 
Bunbury Chamber of Commerce executive director Ric Harrison said the budget offered nothing for 
local businesses. 
“I can’t remember the last time so many incidences had an impact on business,” Mr Harrison said.  
“There is nothing in the budget to increase the confidence of local businesses . . .  

Mr Harrison said increased payroll tax will impact on the local industries.   

This is the budget that members opposite support, although the organisation that represents business in a major 
regional centre says it is lousy, and will impact on business and employment.  I challenge the member for 
Bunbury to attend a meeting of the chamber of commerce with me and debate the impact of this budget on 
regional business.  He may accept right now, by interjection.  

Mr Dean:  I am happy with the budget outcomes for Bunbury, as shown in the article from the Bunbury Mail.  

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Will the member for Bunbury accept my challenge?  

Mr Dean:  Of course not.  

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The member for Bunbury is wimping out, because he knows it is a lousy budget for 
business, and that regional businesses, whether in Albany, Geraldton or Collie, will suffer, and people will be 
thrown out on the street as unemployment goes through the roof.  That is not the only unfortunate aspect of this 
budget because a number of services in regional Western Australia that relate directly to employment growth 
have also been cut.  The Bunbury Regional Trade Office will be closed, and the Bunbury Chamber of Commerce 
and Industry is not happy about that.  The Regional Trade Office has played a very important role - not just for 
Bunbury, but for regions generally, particularly the south west - in extracting every possible job and investment 
opportunity out of government and private sector investment programs.  The Chamber of Commerce and 
Industry has written to the Minister for Small Business in very strong terms, criticising the decision to close the 
Bunbury Regional Trade Office and to centralise the positions in Perth.  The letter states - 

. . . this closure removes a significant source of government assistance to business in our region . . .  

We are very concerned that within a very short period the loss of focus and reduced government 
“investment” in business and industry assistance functions, in the South West and other regions, will 
result in lost investment and projects.   
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That is how much this Government really cares about business in regional areas.  

The statistics reveal the problems underlying the Government’s budget strategy, particularly for regional areas.  
The situation is not good.  We all know that things are a bit shaky at the moment, and employment in regional 
areas has declined in recent months.  Between August 2000 and August 2001, the number of people on the dole 
in Albany has increased by nearly 15 per cent; 211 people are now unemployed who were not unemployed last 
year.  That is 211 people in Albany who desperately need a budget that will stimulate that region, not reduce 
capital works and government emphasis on regional development.  In Bunbury, the number of people on the dole 
has increased by nearly 13 per cent, or 345.  That is 345 families who will not have a breadwinner.  Not only 
does this budget do nothing for those people, it actually reduces job opportunities, and it has been slammed by 
the organisation that represents the businesses that generate those job opportunities.  Members should not go by 
my measure, they should go by the measure of small business in the major regional centre of Bunbury, and also 
the fact that the member for Bunbury is not prepared to debate the matter with me in the Chamber of Commerce 
and Industry.  It says a lot when a government member will not stand up for his Government’s budget, and its 
policy document on jobs.   

Collie has had a 12 per cent increase in unemployment, Geraldton a nine per cent increase, and Mandurah 10.4 
per cent.   The situation in Northam has been horrific - a 29.8 per cent increase in unemployment.  Closer to the 
metropolitan area, Rockingham has had an increase of nearly 11 per cent.  Even in the metropolitan area there 
are some horrific figures - Joondalup, a 17 per cent increase; Morley, 14 per cent; Warwick, 14 per cent; 
Spearwood, four per cent; and Cannington, five per cent.  The list goes on and on.  At the very time when the 
Government should be providing a stimulus for the private sector, particularly for small business, it is ripping it 
apart, and taxing jobs.  The figures will increase, and in months to come the Opposition will constantly remind 
the Government of the impact its budget has had on employment in the seat of each government member, 
particularly in regional areas.  The Government cannot cut road funding by $200 million and sewerage infill by 
$30 million, and increase business taxes by $300 million, without causing a blow-out in the unemployment 
figures.  If anyone on the street were asked what the Government should do for the people, one of the main 
answers would be that the Government should give the people confidence.  People would say that government 
policy should ensure that new jobs can be generated; it should not rip the guts out of the small business sector so 
that it has to throw people on the street.  These people being thrown on the streets are the very battlers the Labor 
Party claims to represent.   

The Labor Party does not represent the battlers any more, and the figures I have quoted prove that.  The member 
for Albany sniggers, when an additional 211 families in his electorate now include someone who is unemployed, 
and his Government’s budget does nothing for them.  He prefers to toe the party line, as he has with the push 
towards a one vote, one value electoral system, and put on the shackles rather than go in to bat for his 
community.  He had that opportunity on the issue of a police station, and on one vote, one value, and now he 
could support his community on employment, but he does not.  

Mr Watson:  What is the answer, then? 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The member for Albany should provide the question.  

Mr Watson:  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is saying that I do not do anything for Albany in the area of 
job creation.  What does he suggest the Government do?  Should the money be taken out of health and 
education?  Is he telling me that the people of Albany must have fewer hospital beds and fewer services?   

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  That will be a valid question in three years.   

At the moment, the Government is sitting on that side of the House.  The Opposition does not have the purse 
strings.  The Opposition does not have access to Treasury information as does the Government.  The Opposition 
has to work on the end result, and its job is to analyse what the Government does.  The Opposition is the official 
watchdog and will be for the next three years.  It will become the alternative Government and then, the 
Government.  That is how it works and that it is how it will work, especially if the Government keeps doing 
these sorts of things to people in its electorates.  I did not want to look back into history, but everybody knows 
which side of the politics is better at creating jobs for the battlers.  Over comparable periods, the rate of 
unemployment in Bunbury was 12.1 per cent under Labor, and it went down to 4.9 per cent under the coalition 
Government.  Already a Labor Government is taking the figure back up.  The number of unemployed people in 
Bunbury has just gone up by 345.  That means 345 families will be directly affected by unemployment. 

Having spoken about the Government’s $428.2 million deficit and that the budget will ramp up unemployment 
throughout the State, especially in regional areas, I highlight the fact that the Government has broken a number 
of key commitments, particularly in regional areas.  As time goes by, the Liberal Party will be able to reveal 
commitment after commitment that has been broken.  The Liberal Party will reveal the number of ways in which 
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the Government is attempting to convince the community that it is meeting its commitments, when it is not.  
Without a doubt, the flagship commitment was the one made by the then Leader of the Opposition during the 
television debate on 31 January, when he said that taxes and charges would not be increased.  That fundamental 
commitment has already been broken.  It is now on for young and old.  What other commitments will be broken?  
Let us look at a few that affect regional Western Australia.   

The member for Dawesville has been an ardent champion for the construction of the Peel deviation road, but he 
is not the only one.  The member for Bunbury and my Labor Party opponent both said that the Peel deviation is 
needed urgently.  My opponent said that a Labor Government would bring forward the construction of the Peel 
deviation.  He stated that in some of the Labor Party propaganda distributed.  The member for Bunbury is well 
aware that the Bunbury Chamber of Commerce, which we both support strongly - although he does not appear to 
want to support it in this budget - has made a strong statement that the construction of the Peel deviation must be 
brought forward.  The member for Bunbury is on the record as supporting an earlier construction of the Peel 
deviation and including it in Main Roads’ construction program.  Unfortunately, the detail of the budget shows 
that the Labor Party is not meeting that commitment.  A lot is said about the Peel deviation in the fiscal outlook 
document, but I can find no budget allocation.  The budget allocation is only $200 000, and $5.2 million is 
provided for the purchase of land.  We all know that the difference between purchasing land and building the 
road is like the difference between a brick and Mount Everest.  The member for Mandurah knows that the cost of 
the first stage of the project is about $140 million.  That is only for the bypass around Lake Preston to just north 
east of Mandurah.  It does not include the link-up to the Kwinana Freeway.  As I read the budget papers, I 
thought back to when the Government said that it would bring forward the project and that it considered it a 
priority.  I remember the members for Bunbury and Mandurah and my previous opponent saying it was 
important.  I cannot find one cent allocated to the construction of the road.  In the fine print it states that funding 
is being sought for the project from the Commonwealth’s roads of national importance program on a 50-50 basis 
with the State.  That is clever, is it not?  It is saying that the deviation will be constructed, but the State must rely 
on getting the money from somewhere else.  The State will pay half the cost, but it has not budgeted for it. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I will take an interjection from the member for Mandurah if he will tell me the page 
number in the budget papers that shows that at least $70 million is provided to construct the road.  I will tell him: 
it is not there.  He is conning the Mandurah community and the Bunbury community.  That is not the only 
example.  Let us look at the Burrup electorate; let us look at Tom Price.  Labor said that in its first term of 
government it would spend $100 million to construct a road from Tom Price to Karratha.  Lo and behold, it is 
not budgeted for.  There are reams of broken promises in the budget.  Eaton was promised a senior high school, 
but it will get only a junior high school.  There was a promise of $7.5 million for the Back Beach program, 
which included beach erosion prevention measures.  Only a few weeks ago, the member for Bunbury assured 
everybody it would be funded in the budget.  It is not there.  I am dying to hear what he will say about that in his 
speech.   

We were told that country fuel prices would go down.  I have news for the Government: they have not come 
down.  The Government has not capped country fuel prices, despite saying it would do it immediately and that 
there was no reason for delay.  The word “immediately” was used consistently.  The Government was going to 
cap country fuel prices; it has not happened.  What is really criminal is that it said it would reduce fuel prices for 
people in the country by providing a $20 million subsidy for people to convert their cars to liquefied petroleum 
gas.  The budget papers state that there was a commitment for $20 million, but the Government will not spend it; 
it provides for only a review and makes no budget allocation.  Members on the government side have gone very 
quiet.  It is a blatant broken promise.  The Government said it would provide a subsidy on bottled gas for seniors.  
I cannot find that commitment in the budget papers.  Can any member point to it?  The Government is making a 
song and dance about meeting promises, but there are reams of broken promises.  I will not go through them all; 
I will save it for another day.  There will be plenty of debate on this in the future, and I think I have stirred the 
pot enough for the member for Bunbury to comment on these things for the record.  I want to know how 
government members can justify saying that they will subsidise the conversion of cars to LPG by providing 
$20 million but, when the budget comes out, the figure of $20 million is listed as a promise and not as an action. 

The budget reveals a ream of broken promises across the State that will continue to be highlighted over the 
coming weeks.  The budget will continue to ramp up unemployment throughout the State at a time when small 
business and the battlers in Western Australia cannot afford it.  The budget is built on a $428.2 million deficit 
measured by the Labor Party’s own guidelines for determining the extent of responsible financial management in 
state budgeting.  The state budget is in deficit to the extent of $428.2 million, and the Government is proud of it.  
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The budget will create unemployment for the battlers of Western Australia, and the Government is proud of it.  
The budget contains reams of broken promises and the Government is proud of it.  I find that shameful. 

MR DEAN (Bunbury) [10.58 am]:  I will add the opinions on the budget of the other half of the people of 
Bunbury.  I must rebut a few of the things said by “Mr Doom and Gloom”.  The member endorsed the budget as 
recently as Monday in an interview with Genine Unsworth on local ABC radio, when he said - 

Look there were some good things in the Budget . . .  

He did not say what those good things were.  I will lead the House through the good things.  The member for 
Mitchell talked about payroll tax and how Mr Rick Harrison from the Bunbury Chamber of Commerce portrayed 
it in the Bunbury Mail.  I suppose it is his job to do that.  I imagine that 95 per cent of his 600-odd members, 
including the member for Mitchell and me, will not be affected by it.  I would be surprised if half a dozen people 
in the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia employ more than 100 people or have a payroll 
of $400 million.  The payroll tax takes effect at $4.2 million or 100 employees.  On average, it will cost an extra 
$4 a week per employee.  I would have to check whether Alcoa and similar companies are members of the CCI.  
I guess that the Bunbury Port Authority is a member, although I do not know how big its payroll is. 

Mr Barron-Sullivan:  You and I will not be affected.  

Mr DEAN:  I do not think that Alcoa will lay off any workers because it has to pay a payroll tax of $4 per 
employee per week.  The tax changes will not result in job losses.  Mr Shawn Boyle of the Australian Council of 
Social Services gave a very good analogy last week.  I heard him talk on the radio when I travelled back from 
Bunbury last Thursday night.  He said that a massive decrease in taxes occurred when company tax fell from 36 
per cent to 30 per cent.  However, he said that there was not a commensurate increase in employment and that 
unemployment increased; there is no direct link between a payroll tax increase and unemployment.   

The member for Mitchell forgot to tell members how good the budget is for his electorate.  He referred to Eaton 
High School, which received $7 million in this year’s budget.  The member for Warren-Blackwood would love 
to have some of that money for the Manjimup Primary School, and I fully sympathise with him; that primary 
school is a disgrace. 

Mr Omodei:  Isn’t it true that the $17 million will not give you a high school?  

Mr DEAN:  That is the sting in the tail.  The $7 million in the forward estimates increases to $17 million.  
Incidentally, tacked on to that $7 million is an additional $1 million for a community gym, which will be a 
shared facility between the people of Eaton in the Shire of Dardanup.  Not 10 minutes ago I talked on the phone 
to Mark Chester, the chief executive officer of Dardanup.  That $1 million will be used to build a shared 
community recreation centre.   

The member for Mitchell said that he was promised a senior high school but has been given only a junior high 
school.  That is not true.  The member for Mitchell forgot to tell the House that the Government consulted the 
community.  He should be aware of this, and I am surprised that he did not mention it because he is the local 
member.  Out of that community consultation, the community decided that it wanted a high school built for the 
year 7-10 students.  I hope the member for Mitchell goes against that decision because it will cost him votes in 
his electorate.  He raved and ranted about not having the right amount of money for a senior high school, which 
is there if it is needed.  The senior high school could be a stage three or a stage four addition. 

Mr Barron-Sullivan:  Where is the money for that in the budget?  

Mr DEAN:  The member did not hear what I said.  Can the member tell me what the community wants? 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I represent the people of Eaton, and they want a year 11 and 12 - 

Mr DEAN:  What do they want now? 

Mr Barron-Sullivan:  Does the member want a high school built for years 8-10, 7-10 or 7-9?   

Mr DEAN:  What was the result of the consultation process? 

Mr Barron-Sullivan:  The result was that a school for years 7-9 would be built.  I have the parents and citizens 
association newsletter in front of me.  The member does not know what he is talking about. 

Mr DEAN:  They do not want a senior high school.  The $17 million allocated in this budget will get a fair swag 
of any senior high school.  A senior high school would need the addition of two or three extra teaching areas.  
The laboratories, the library and the gym are in place.  
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Mr Barron-Sullivan:  You have conned everyone.  You said they would get a senior high school and they got 
only a junior high school.  At least be honest.  

Mr DEAN:  I have not conned anyone.  This morning, the member has made a direct admission that he forgot to 
tell the people that they want a middle high school, not a senior high school.   

I will now refer to the impact of the budget on Bunbury.  The member for Cockburn outlined his remarkable 
vision for an industrial complex at Jervoise Bay.  The member for Mitchell has not outlined his vision this 
morning.  In 1996, the Liberal Party had a vision for Bunbury it called the social dividend.  The Liberal Party 
asked the community to vote for it and, in return, it would provide a social dividend.  The then Government said 
that it had done the hard yards and that the community would get its social dividend.  However, the Government 
sat back for four years and did nothing.  As a result of that, I am standing in this Chamber today.   

The member for Mitchell may not know about this, but I concur with the vision of the City for Bunbury, which is 
encapsulated in its logo: living the vision.  Its vision is for Bunbury to become the commercial and lifestyle 
capital of the south west.  Bunbury is still involved with industry, and there are rumours of heavy industry setting 
up operations there also.  However, to all intents and purposes, it is the commercial and lifestyle capital of the 
south west.  That is our vision that is built on last week’s budget.   

The member for Merredin talked about the Back Beach.  It is a pity that he is not here because the methodology 
he employed in shifting money out of the Back Beach bottom line and out of the South West Development 
Authority was nothing short of scandalous.  When we formed government this year, the Minister for Peel and the 
South West found a $400 000 cheque for the Busselton jetty that had not been presented because of the clash 
between the National Party’s Beryl Morgan, the shire president, and Mr Masters.  Where did the cheque come 
from?  It did not come from consolidated revenue - although I guess it did originally - it came out of the money 
for the Back Beach.  The member for Warren-Blackwood has also pointed out that some of that Back Beach 
money was diverted to people in Northcliffe.  I have no doubt that it was for a very good cause. 

Mr Omodei:  Is it true that there was some confusion and disagreement in your own shire, of which you were a 
member?  

Mr DEAN:  There was no confusion; we knew where we were going.  The previous minister shuffled the money, 
but the people of Bunbury were not fooled.  I spoke to Tom Offer, who is a concerned citizen.  The people of 
Bunbury are well aware of the shenanigans of the previous Government and what it did with the money for the 
Back Beach.  

Mr Omodei interjected. 

Mr DEAN:  No, we disagreed on groynes.  The former Government shuffled money around and that is why the 
$400 000 cheque had not been given to the people of Busselton.  This budget has allocated funds of $4.2 million 
for further work on the Back Beach south from the Ex-tension Café Restaurant.  We know that the Rocky Point 
proposal will start.  Earthworks will start on the day after Australia Day next year.  In that Rocky Point proposal 
in this budget - 

Mr Barron-Sullivan:  There is no money in the budget to fix the beach erosion problem.  

Mr DEAN:  There is no beach erosion problem.  The member for Merredin, who stood in the Ex-tension Café 
Restaurant and looked down at the beach said - I will not add the expletives - “What the “f…” is wrong with this 
beach?”  There is nothing wrong with the beach; it is fantastic.  As the old timers say, the beach comes and goes 
naturally. 

Mr Graham:  The only thing the member for Merredin knows about the beach is that for drinks on Friday nights 
he is a foundation member of the Merredin port authority!  

Mr DEAN:  Some of the money for the Back Beach has probably been used in the Merredin docks.  The budget 
has provided $4.2 million for the Back Beach, and work will start after Australia Day next year.  The budget 
allocated $200 000 to what I called when I was on the council, my “A-class desert”.  Between the Bunbury 
Senior High School and the Back Beach, which is the area of contention, there is a reserve for recreation and 
drainage.  That reserve is not even dune country; it has been driven on and wrecked so many times that it is a 
desert.  We will spend $200 000 to make that reserve into a community recreation centre not only for the people 
in Bunbury, but also for the senior high school students.   

I call the Bunbury Senior High School “upstairs”.  Upstairs, we will spend $1.5 million to build a new design 
technology centre on the hard surface of the basketball and netball courts.   

The school needs more playing surfaces because those additions will take up space.  The Government will build 
those playing surfaces on reserve 9997.  There is a budget allocation of $200 000 for that work.  With a bit of 
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luck, that $200 000 tender and the tender for the Back Beach can be put together and be done as a job lot.  Those 
works should begin by Australia Day next year, so that those facilities are ready for the students and the 
community by the end of term 1.   

Another major achievement in this budget concerns the south west on-line project, which I will explain in a 
minute.  The theme throughout this speech is the expenditure of money in the south west.  The member for 
Mitchell did not point out that this expenditure will help small businesses in the south west, because small 
business will pick up all this work.  Those small businesses are members of the Bunbury Chamber of Commerce 
and Industry.  The members of the chamber will benefit from this budget because there will be a direct injection 
of money into Bunbury.  The south west on-line project has been allocated $3.3 million in this budget.  I believe 
that between $6 million and $7 million is provided in the forward estimates.  That project will provide a new 
electronic library in Bunbury.  The current Bunbury library was built in 1974, so it is about 27 years old.  Even 
though the building appears to be structurally sound, it has reached the end of its life as a useful resource, simply 
because the population of the Bunbury area has at least doubled since 1974.  The new electronic library will be 
built in conjunction with the City of Bunbury, because it is the custodian of the current library and employs the 
librarians and so forth.  The electronic library may contain an e-commerce centre.  The Government call centre is 
another aspect of the south west on-line project.  The Government is currently negotiating with a large national 
institution that is keen to take up this project, simply because it can run it with one of its current projects.  Direct 
expenditure of $3.3 million will help small business people in the Bunbury area.  However, the member for 
Mitchell has said that it is of no consequence.   

It may surprise people to know that a large regional area such as Bunbury does not yet have a social history 
museum.  That will be provided through this budget.  I thank the Minister for Community Development for 
allocating $1 million for this project in her budget.  It is a large project.  One million dollars will obviously not 
be the total expenditure on this project, but once again, it represents bricks and mortar.  Who will build this 
museum?  The small business people of Bunbury will build it.  Small business people - bricklayers, those who 
provide cement, the glaziers and the telecommunication people - will all benefit from this project.  They will 
provide the infrastructure for the social history museum.  Bunbury has King Cottage Museum, but it does not 
have a museum of consequence at the moment.  Kalgoorlie, Geraldton and Albany all have high quality 
museums.  The Geraldton museum is one of the latest and best examples.  South west social history, which 
stretches back to the early 1830s and 1840s, will soon disappear if it is not preserved.  This social history 
museum is a major achievement for Bunbury and the south west because it will encompass not only the history 
of Bunbury, but also the history of the south west.  This is an example of bricks and mortar expenditure in the 
local community. 

The port upgrade is also provided in the budget, with about $8 million to be spent.  The vision for this project, 
which came out of the Bunbury 2020 program, is for Bunbury to become the second container port in Western 
Australia.  That is good news for not only the small business people of Bunbury who will once again provide the 
infrastructure for this harbour facility, but also for the hinterland, because a lot of hinterland produce will be able 
to be shipped in containers from the Bunbury port.  The member for Mitchell sneezed at that $8 million 
allocation and treated it with contempt.  However, many of his associates will benefit from that project, because 
money will be spent in Bunbury.   

Another major achievement is the revamp of the transport system.  The member for Mitchell should be ecstatic 
about that, because it will help his electorate. 

Mr Templeman:  Isn’t he supporting it? 

Mr DEAN:  He does not appear to be.  I have not yet heard him congratulate the Government.  Will the member 
for Mitchell congratulate the Government? 

Mr Barron-Sullivan:  I have said that there are some good things in the budget. 

Mr DEAN:  Is this one of them? 

Mr Barron-Sullivan:  As you know, the media often does not report the good comments. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr DEAN:  Here is the member’s chance to put his comments on record.  Members may not realise that I was 
deputy principal of Australind Senior High School for 11 years.  Australind is about 12-minutes commuting 
distance from the beating heart - the commercial centre - of Bunbury or from the Back Beach, but it is sometimes 
light years away for kids who are under the age of 17 and who do not have a drivers licence.  It is often out of 
reach to them.  The Government’s concept, as ratified in this budget with a $1 million allocation, is to make sure 
that an after-hours bus service is provided to those areas, so that the young people in the region can come and go 
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without the aid of their parents.  That will be a great achievement.  The outer reaches of Australind, Eaton, 
Leschenault and the areas in the electorate of Mitchell will benefit directly from the Bunbury 2020 vision.  That 
vision will come to fruition and will benefit the constituents of the member for Mitchell.  He will no doubt claim 
some credit for that, but I can live with that.  I can live with a joint effort.   

Mr Barron-Sullivan:  My party’s policies were not all that different. 

Mr DEAN:  Right.  The next point refers to discussions I had with councillor Lyn Kearsley about five or six 
years ago.  Lyn and I were approached by the same group of people and we came to the same conclusion: the 
City of Bunbury, as a centralised business district on a peninsula, was not particularly well-served by buses.  The 
central area transit service that we believe is needed obviously requires a lot of work.  The vision is to provide a 
central area transit system to service the beaches, the new recreation centre, the hospitals and places like that on 
a regular basis, so that people can make round trips.  The need exists; it is just a matter of finetuning.  
Expenditure on a CAT system will lead to the employment of more local people. 

Koombana Beach is one of Western Australia’s great, untapped icons.  As members know, up to 70 dolphins 
regularly visit Koombana Beach.  One hundred and seventy thousand people visited that beach last year.  Most 
of those visitors came from the Perth region, but some also came from interstate and overseas.  

Mr Templeman:  Are the dolphins fed there? 

Mr DEAN:  No, they are not fed. 

Mr Templeman:  Is it carefully monitored? 

Mr DEAN:  No feeding or touching of the dolphins is allowed.  However, people can swim with the dolphins in 
organised, dare I say it, drag parties.   

Ms Radisich:  What on earth is a drag party? 

Mr DEAN:  A person puts on a wetsuit, holds onto a line and is taken out into the bay and dragged through the 
water near the dolphins. 

Mr Logan:  Do you know whether the member for Mitchell has ever swum with the dolphins? 

Mr DEAN:  No, I do not think he has been dragged with the dolphins.  Should he be? 

Mr Logan:  I would like to see that. 

Mr Templeman:  He ought to be thrown to the sharks. 

Mr DEAN:  One hundred and seventy thousand people visited that beach last year.  Members should forget 
about Monkey Mia.  I have visited Monkey Mia and, quite frankly, it does not hold a candle to Koombana 
Beach.  It does not offer the same level of interaction or explanation that is provided at the resource centre at 
Koombana Beach. 

Mr Templeman:  Do they have statistics about how many people visit that beach? 

Mr DEAN:  As I said, 170 000 people visited that beach last year.  I make particular mention of Andrew Horan, 
who is the director of the Dolphin Discovery Centre in Bunbury.  He is doing a marvellous job.   

I will get back to the budget.  The Government promised $200 000 in the Bunbury 2020 vision to landscape the 
area between the port and the yacht club.  Guess what members - $200 000 has been provided in the budget.  We 
have honoured our promises.  The budget contains a $200 000 allocation for the landscaping of that area.  

The promises about the trotting track and the racing industry, contained in the Bunbury 2020 plan, were also 
honoured.  My good friend Dr Manea tells me that the horse industry in Bunbury is in the second biggest 
industry in Bunbury.  Although I am yet to confirm that with statistics, I do not doubt his words, as he is the 
president of the Bunbury Trotting Club.  

Mr Bradshaw:  It has a big flow-on effect.  

Mr DEAN:  Eleven hundred trotters are in training in Western Australia, 400 of which are in Bunbury.  We 
promised to cut the Totalisator Agency Board turnover tax by 10 per cent, and we did.  This means several 
things for the people of Bunbury.  The Bunbury Turf Club now has an extra $136 000 that it can devote to prize 
money.  An article in yesterday’s The West Australian listed in detail the new stakes.  The prize money for the 
AHA Cup has been increased by $5 000 to $30 000, and winners of the Cronshaw Cup will receive an extra 
$5 000.  The prize money for the Bunbury Stakes, the jewel in the sprinting crown, has been increased by 
$10 000 to $60 000.  The stakes of many of the big events in Bunbury have been increased by 20 per cent.  The 
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final paragraph of the article, written by Robert Edwards, quotes Phil Wright, the manager of the Bunbury Turf 
Club as saying -  

Financial help from the State Government in tax relief has enabled us to make the progress we have.   

That is another promise we have honoured, and as a result, more dollars are on the ground and local employment 
will increase. 

Further, $1.3 million has been allocated to the Bunbury Trotting Club for a racecourse development trust.  Its 
new trotting track will be world class.  The track will be entirely redesigned, and will be far more advanced than 
Gloucester Park racecourse.  The Western Australian Trotting Association is considering moving from 
Gloucester Park, and it is talking to Mr Edgeloe, the engineer who designed this Bunbury track, with a view to 
hiring him.  That is another jewel in the crown.   

What else can I talk about? 

Mr Watson:  I am sure there is more.   

Mr DEAN:  There is more; however, I should finish because I have spoken for longer than I expected.  This 
Government has a vision for Bunbury - the Bunbury 2020 project, which builds on the Bunbury 2000 project.  
The major jewel in the crown for Bunbury 2000 was the master plan redevelopment and the Building Better 
Cities program, outlined by the Labor Government.  That $100 million project has finally come to an end.  I 
believe the Premier will officially open it when he goes to Bunbury for the cabinet meeting on 8 and 9 October.  
The Bunbury 2000 vision was a Labor Government initiative that has been delivered.   

This is an excellent budget from an excellent Treasurer, which will benefit the people of the south west.  
Members should check with me about what they hear from “Mr Gloom” about Bunbury over the next six 
months, because, invariably, it will be only half true.   

MR TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [11.24 am]:  I am pleased to rise to not only talk about the budget, but also 
highlight some important points about my electorate of Mandurah.  I first reflect on the interesting debate of the 
past few days.  I pay tribute to the many experienced members in this Chamber.  They have much expertise and 
knowledge.  I am proud and privileged to have been in this Chamber to hear those words.  I pay tribute to people 
such as the member for Dawesville, with his passion for the Peel Thunder football team.  It is very important that 
Peel Thunder continue to be a force in the Western Australian Football League.  He has advocated that, as have 
the Minister for Sport and Recreation and I.  There is much passion about the issue.  I hope members recognise 
that the survival of the Peel Thunder team is very important to football in the Peel region.  As has been 
explained, the collapse of Peel Thunder would have ramifications for football throughout the region.  It would 
allow other codes to put down anchors, and cement themselves as viable and alternative codes.   

I have been very impressed by some of the presentations and comments about the budget and its effects on 
members’ electorates.  I have been able to learn more about other regions.  I think it is important that, as well as 
having a great parochial view of our own electorates, we know and learn about the other regions and electorates 
in this wide and wonderful State in which we live.  It is a privilege to learn more about the places and, of course, 
the people members represent.  For instance, there would not be a more salt-of-the-earth member in this 
Chamber than my good friend the member for Collie.  He is not only the Labor Party epitome of fairness, equity 
and equality, but also a great representative for his community.  I know he works very hard.  I spoke to him 
earlier about how he gets around, and we shared some anecdotes of our experiences as new members.  He is 
doing a great job.   

I congratulate the Government on the gains for Mandurah from this budget.  I will finish my little interlude with 
some information to which I hope members in this Chamber will listen.  Some signs need to be acknowledged.  
However, the people of Mandurah are very pleased that the Government has honoured a major commitment to 
health in the city of Mandurah; that is, the renal dialysis unit at the Peel Health Campus.  I am pleased that the 
Minister for Health was able to go to Mandurah a few weeks ago.  He spent a whole day there and was able to 
get a good understanding of the area’s needs - although he already had a good understanding of the Mandurah 
and the Peel region through his former position as the regional commander for the Peel police district.  I was 
pleased that, as Minister for Health, he was able to talk to a wide range of community organisations.  He spoke 
to many of the people involved in the allied health services; the voluntary organisations and government 
agencies that support the health system in the Peel and Mandurah area.  The minister is well known for the way 
in which he is able to talk with the grassroots people who are doing a wonderful job in our health system.  
During his visit, he heard first-hand the issues that are important to the people of Mandurah.  One of the 
important issues at the Peel Health Campus is that the renal dialysis section is full every day with people who 
have kidney disease or kidney problems and require that service.  The minister and I were able to talk to a 
number of the people who undergo dialysis weekly, and they were pleased to hear that the renal dialysis section 
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of that hospital will be expanded.  I am very pleased for the people of the Mandurah and Peel region, who 
unfortunately require that service, that it will now be expanded.  That is a key promise that has been delivered, 
and it will be very important, because it will mean that a greater number of the people who require that service 
will be able to access it in the place where they live - the wonderful city of Mandurah.  That commitment will be 
met over a period of time.  This Government is also making sure that day surgery at the Peel Health Campus -  

Mr Marshall:  Will you take an interjection? 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  I am pleased the member for Dawesville is here.  The member for Dawesville came into the 
Chamber when I mentioned his name earlier, because I know he listens carefully for his name; and I respect him 
very much. 

Mr Marshall:  I have been watching you on television, actually.   

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  Did I look all right?  I hope so.   

The issue of health is crucial to the people of the Peel region and the electorate of Mandurah; so I am pleased 
that key commitment has been acknowledged in this budget.   

Mr Marshall:  Before you get off the budget allocation for the Peel Health Campus, the pre-election promise was 
that $2.5 million, or perhaps $5 million, would be provided for additional dialysis machines, and also for a day 
surgery centre.  The $1 million for the dialysis machines has come through, but I have noticed in the budget that 
the rest of the money will not be provided for another three to four years.  I am concerned, because we need a 
day surgery centre to give the overflowing hospital more beds.  Will that funding be brought forward? 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  I thank the member for Dawesville for his interjection.  I know he shares my concern.  I am 
sure we will both ensure that the Minister for Health and the Government bring that on stream as soon as 
possible, because I agree it is very important.   

I now turn to education.  It is important that members recognise that Mandurah’s education infrastructure is very 
good; and I acknowledge the former coalition Government, and also the former Labor Government, for their 
contribution.   

Mr Omodei:  And the former member, Hon Roger Nicholls.  

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  I acknowledged the former member in my maiden speech.  Education in the Peel region, 
and in Mandurah in particular, is crucial for a number of reasons, particularly if we are to ensure that young 
people are skilled to take on job opportunities, be they in the Mandurah district or in the wider region, or to 
travel.   

Last week, I asked the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection a question about petrol prices, and 
some members opposite sniggered and asked why people in Mandurah would be worried about petrol prices.  
The people of Mandurah are very concerned about petrol prices, as are people in all the other regions and the 
metropolitan area-  

Mr Omodei:  The price is over $1 a litre. 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  The member for Warren-Blackwood may like to listen to this statistic: 40 per cent of the 
people who live in Mandurah travel outside the Mandurah region to access employment.  Therefore, the price of 
petrol is very important to their weekly budget.  Many of those people travel 50 to 100 kilometres a day, five, six 
and sometimes seven times a week.  If petrol prices are high, that has a huge impact on their income and budget.  
I was disturbed when some members opposite sniggered and scoffed when I asked that question, because let 
there be no doubt that the price of petrol is an important issue for the people of Mandurah. 

One of the great things about the education system in Mandurah is the creation of the Peel education campus, 
which is a collocation of the senior college of TAFE and Murdoch University.  A few weeks ago in this House, I 
outlined in a 90-second statement that one of the initiatives of the three key sectors of that campus is a 
partnership called Peel pathways.  The main objective of Peel pathways is that those three key sectors will begin 
to work together with the community to ensure that training and education opportunities for our young people 
are not only acknowledged but also expanded.  That initiative is crucial, because people in this House need to 
understand that the Peel education campus is the only place that is available for years 11 and 12 students in that 
area.  That concept is unique in this State.  It is also well supported and endorsed by the Minister for Education.  
I am pleased that the minister will come to Mandurah later this year to officially open that facility, along with the 
new Halls Head campus, which is a middle school that has been created.  In many respects Mandurah has the 
infrastructure in place, with a number of very good schools that are doing very good work.  We now need to lift 
education in Mandurah and in the Peel region to a higher level.  One of my key passions is for all the people in 
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that area, whether they are aged one or 100, to value education.  One of the key elements of recognising and 
achieving our potential in the Peel region, and in Mandurah, Dawesville, Murray, Serpentine-Jarrahdale, 
Waroona and Boddington, which takes in the Peel region, is to ensure that the whole community shares in lifting 
the value of education, because that will make the Peel region even greater than it is now.  I know that the 
members for Dawesville and Murray-Wellington share my vision, because we represent a great region.   

Some people in this Chamber do not know this region very well.  We need to ensure that every member of this 
Chamber is well aware of what the Peel region encompasses.  It is a dynamic region, with wonderful 
opportunities.  We need to ensure that local, state and federal Governments work together to allow the region to 
achieve its full potential.  People in this Chamber may not know that in 2000, the Peel region had accelerated 
growth of 5.2 per cent, which was the highest in Western Australia and one of the highest in Australia.  We are 
talking about a compact region that is the most densely populated region in the State.  People sometimes think 
that Mandurah is doing fine; and the member for Dawesville, in his speech earlier this week, said some right-to-
the-point things about Mandurah.  Mandurah is great.  The waterways are brilliant; they and all they encompass 
are one of the great attractions of Mandurah.   

I will mention more statistics that members may not know, because I want to ensure that members are aware of 
them so that they do not have an unbalanced view of the Peel region and some of its challenges.  One of the 
challenges is that 56.88 per cent of the people living in the Peel region have an average weekly income of less 
than $300.  People who go to Mandurah see the palatial canal homes.  They are lovely; good luck to the people 
who live there, and to their builders.  I congratulate the great builders and contractors in Mandurah.  However, I 
do not want members to have the perception that everybody in Mandurah is wealthy.  That is clear from the 
statistics.  The income of nearly 60 per cent of the population is less than $300 a week.  That does not compare 
favourably with the state average.  This region has key elements that need to be considered when it asks for 
government infrastructure and spending.   

Mr Marshall:  The member for Mandurah makes a valid point about the cross-section of people in that economy.  
In my speech I asked: what kind of millionaires are they?  Are you a millionaire with wealth who can afford the 
tax on a millionaire’s house or are you a poor person who is a millionaire through property values?  Is the 
member aware of the effect of Mandurah’s increasing popularity on land values in the area?  For instance, in the 
member’s electorate, properties in Tuckey Street that were valued at around $90 000 prior to Christmas, are now 
valued at well over $120 000.  The people the member represents are in the same position as the millionaires 
who have been affected by inflation through no fault of their own.  That is another reason we have to look after 
the battler in the member for Mandurah’s electorate.   

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  I see a big difference between $120 000 and $1 million.  The point I make, and that I hope 
the member for Dawesville supports, is that the people living in the city of Mandurah and the Peel region are 
faced with specific challenges.  It is our job to make sure that other members are aware of those challenges.  
When we get up and speak we must make members aware that this region has had an unemployment problem for 
the past 10 to 15 years.  People should not think that Mandurah is only a lovely place with wonderful homes and 
everyone has a good time; they should be aware that it has some problems.  I want that message to get through to 
the Government.  That message did not get through when the member for Dawesville’s side was in government.  
It was not acknowledged.  We have to get that message through.   

Mr Marshall interjected. 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  I want to move on.  I have lots to talk about and I do not want to run out of time, because I 
love telling members about the place that I represent.   

I was very pleased that the Attorney General, the Minister for Peel and the South West, visited my electorate on 
Thursday, 6 September.  The Minister for Health has also visited the Peel region.  The Attorney General spent 
the whole day in my region.  I was pleased that he was able to meet a number of key agencies, people and 
organisations on his visit.  He talked to people at Lotteries House who represent a range of welfare and support 
service organisations.  He talked to the people at the Peel Thunder Football Club and heard first-hand how 
important that football club is to the region.  He talked to the superintendent of police and members of the 
Mandurah Chamber of Commerce, which is an important group in the city and wider Peel region.  He was able 
to hear first-hand about issues that are of specific concern to the people who live in the region, to the 
businessmen and women of the community.  He met with local government authorities that represent the Peel 
region.  He met representatives of Alcoa World Alumina Australia in order to understand how important its 
operations are to the Peel region, particularly to Mandurah.  Many Peel residents who work at the Alcoa 
refineries live in Mandurah, and Alcoa is an important employer in the region.   
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I was glad that the Attorney General was able to listen to the concerns of my region, including a community push 
to start a Peel legal centre in Mandurah.  The reason behind that push is that statistically the need is blatant.  
Only nine lawyers operate in the whole of the Peel region.  Bunbury has 30 lawyers operating in the city.  I know 
some people do not like lawyers, but whether we like them or not, we need them.  Mandurah needs more 
lawyers.  I was pleased that the Attorney General listened carefully to the concept that we are attempting to 
develop. 

I referred to education.  I also mention the national youth commitment, and I will present a 90-second statement 
on that today.  The national youth commitment is an initiative in which every sector, from local government 
through to the education sector and the local agencies that provide job training and schemes that improve the 
employment prospects of the people in Mandurah, got together because they see the need to improve the school 
retention rates.  The school retention rate in Mandurah is below the national average; it should not be.  We must 
value education.  Most of the young people in year 10 in Mandurah are choosing not to continue their education 
into years 11 and 12 or an equivalent training scheme.  We must get back to the school retention levels achieved 
by the former federal Labor Government, which were almost 90 per cent.  Kim Beazley’s knowledge nation is 
all about valuing education so that we have a better educated, better skilled and well-prepared group of people 
who will move into jobs and take up opportunities in the future.  I was pleased to see Kim Beazley, the federal 
Leader of the Opposition, in Mandurah recently to listen to the people on some of these issues.  He identified 
that Mandurah and the Peel region would be an ideal place for the proposed education enterprise zones.  
Mandurah put up its hand for that, because it is important that it has such programs.   

This Government made an announcement that has been well received by the people in Mandurah.  The 
Government’s commitment to rail is a courageous and fantastic decision.  The other side has never had any 
credibility with regard to rail.  It is the Labor Party and Labor in government that have continued to ensure that 
rail is a viable alternative to road, and that we have a viable transport mechanism infrastructure.  It is a 
commitment to the environment and to the people of Mandurah.  I listened to the member for Dawesville, who 
said people were walking around saying that the Gallop Government was to blame for their problems.  They are 
not saying that at all.  The member for Dawesville must be talking to people in a telephone box, because when I 
talk to people in the streets they say that the decision by the Gallop Government to put the rail line down the 
centre of the freeway into the city is the best decision they have heard for years.  Everyone stops me when I walk 
down the street; people flock to tell me it is a fantastic decision.   

Mr Marshall:  It will not be finished by 2006. 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  The member for Dawesville has been in the telephone box again! 

Members must understand that people are saying it is the best decision, because it makes sense.  People had been 
asking, “Why would I get on a train if it takes longer to get to my destination than it does by car?”  When the 
Government told them that it would put the line straight down the freeway, and that integrated services would 
tap in as they will in Rockingham, they were excited.  The Opposition tried to put forward the view that the 
people of Rockingham do not like the Government.  However, the people of Rockingham understand that they 
will have an integrated system that will ensure they are serviced by the rail network.  The Government will 
ensure that when I get on the train in Mandurah with my friends and family, and when the people of Mandurah 
get on the train, we will be able to get to our destination, and have a great time, because we will get to our 
destination 12 minutes earlier than we would have under the previous Government’s plan.  I admire the Minister 
for Planning and Infrastructure.  She is brilliant, and she is very well liked in the Mandurah and Peel regions.  
She has been labelled the lady who made the right decision, or should I say the minister who made the sensible 
and courageous decision.  That is how she is described down there, because she made a decision that the people 
of Mandurah, and the wider Peel region, know is sensible.  It is a pity that members opposite do not understand 
that.  

I was pleased that there was a commitment to the bus station in the budget.  The bus station is crucial to 
Mandurah because at the moment - this is a serious point - people living in the outer suburbs of Mandurah, 
including those who live in Dawesville, do not have access to the integrated system that is required, and they 
need that access.  The bus station will ensure an integrated system that will service the areas of Dawesville, 
Falcon, Madora, Greenfields and Coodanup.  During the previous Government’s eight years in office, people in 
those areas were doing it hard.  The previous Government deserted them, and that is why there is not another 
opposition member representing them in this Chamber.  The people almost deserted the member for Dawesville; 
they did not quite get there.  However, his margin was knocked down from 10.4 per cent to 2.5 per cent.  I do not 
know about members opposite, but to me that is a message.  I would be concerned about that.  I will keep going 
because I am really enjoying this! 
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I turn now to policing and safety.  The rapid population growth in Mandurah and Peel has been huge, and has 
given rise to an increase in the level of crime.  Only recently, I was pleased to hear the superintendent of police 
indicate that police numbers in Mandurah will be increased.  The people of Mandurah want, and deserve, to feel 
safe.  Over the years our senior citizens have made a great contribution to the community, and they deserve to 
feel safe in their homes.  We have applied the pressure, and now it is recognised that we need more police.   

The other night my good friend, the member for Cockburn, mentioned Mt Brown, a famous place in his 
electorate.  The member for Kingsley also indicated that she had been there and had an exciting time when she 
was Minister for the Environment.  One of the important matters we must recognise is that in the Peel region, 
and particularly in Mandurah, there are a number of key places that we want to preserve.  One of the most 
important aspects of the Peel region, and one of the reasons that it is so attractive and important to the State of 
Western Australia, is its environment.  We have a wonderful river system, but it is a system that is under crisis.  
The Serpentine and Murray Rivers have been placed under a lot of pressure, and we must ensure that we are 
vigilant in monitoring and keeping those waterways and rivers clean, because they feed the Peel-Harvey estuary, 
and that feeds into the Indian Ocean.  If we have a crisis in our rivers, that will affect not just the estuary, but 
also the people who live around it and who enjoy the lifestyle that Mandurah and the surrounding region has to 
offer.   

This is a great budget.  I am pleased to see that something the former Government took away, the people of 
Mandurah will now get back; namely, concessional fares will be available to those who wish to get on a bus at 
8.30 am.  The previous Government stopped that and people who used concessional fares could not catch a bus 
until after 9 am.  If people had to travel to Perth for an appointment, or to visit friends, and they did not have 
their own transport, that earlier starting time was important.  One of the first things this Government did was to 
bring back that 8.30 am departure time.  The people in the member for Dawesville’s electorate who have written 
to me will be pleased about that, because they can now catch the bus at 8.30 am, and get the day concession.  
That day concession is very important to people who are on a pension or a low income.  I remind members that 
nearly 60 per cent of the people who live in the Mandurah and Peel region have an income of less than $300 per 
week.  The Government is looking after the battlers down there.   

The member for Dawesville spoke about the Mandurah Ocean Marina.  That is an important project for the city 
of Mandurah, and the wider region, because it means we will be able to continue to create good employment 
opportunities, particularly for young people who make up a huge part of our population.   

The budget allocation to the works program of the Water Corporation has been increased, and I am also pleased 
that a number of other projects have been extended.  I am proud to represent the city of Mandurah.  I am proud to 
represent those electors, because they are wonderful, hardworking people.  Those who have retired have made a 
great contribution to the State, and they now live in a place that is very much like paradise.  However, it is an 
area with many challenges, and the Government must listen to the people there because it is an area that requires 
assistance from this Government, and it will require assistance from future Governments.  Such assistance will 
alleviate the high rate of unemployment that exists currently, particularly among our young people, and will 
reduce the high levels of crime that we do not wish to have in our community.  It will also ensure the provision 
of health and ancillary services that are important to a vibrant community.  I commend the Government on this 
budget; however, I look forward in future budgets to even greater effort being made to provide what is badly 
needed in the Mandurah and Peel region.   

MS SUE WALKER (Nedlands) [11.56 am]:  This is the first time I have had the opportunity to express my 
sincere condolences, and those of the Nedlands electorate and the nation, to those affected by the tragedy in the 
United States.  Words cannot express this tragedy; it was shocking, disturbing and unreal.  We saw some of the 
most incredibly sad sights.  On behalf of the people of the Nedlands electorate, I express my sincere 
condolences.  I want to let the people of America know that they are not alone; we are with them.   

The Government has broken its promise to the people of Western Australia in this budget.  Prior to the election, 
the Government promised that it would not increase taxes.  However, what do we see when the first budget 
comes down?  We see a direct hit on many people in my electorate in the form of a tax on land, which can be 
deferred until death or until the sale of that land.  Many people in my electorate have large quarter-acre blocks of 
land.  They have lived on their blocks for many years, often in unimproved homes.  People tend to buy a house 
for a certain period, and then they move on and buy a better home.  They then get to an age at which they stay 
put.  Ten years go by, they get very comfortable, and they stay put.  We have all done it.  Time moves on and 
they retire, and they have very little income.  I noticed that when the Leader of the Opposition spoke about the 
budget and the hardship it would impose on people on low incomes, the Treasurer and members opposite were 
sniggering most of the time.  I want that recorded in Hansard, because I think it shows something about the 
attitude of this Government to the people of Western Australia.  While Government members were sniggering 
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and we were trying to convey to them the hardship that this land tax would impose on people, it was revealed 
that the night before the budget was brought down, the Treasurer took 20 journalists to dinner at The Globe 
Wine Bar and Restaurant in the Parmelia Hilton - a five-star restaurant.  It also came out, by chance, that the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure was spending taxpayers’ money on a barbecue for 700 of her staff.  That 
was her intention until she was caught.   

The Premier, in a television debate before the election, said there would be no increases in taxes and charges, but 
now the Government has introduced what I would call a jealousy tax.  It is dressed up as a premium property tax 
and directed against people who own property valued above a particular figure.  Why draw the line at $1 million 
worth of land?  I will read from one of two letters I have here about this tax.  I have had many telephone calls to 
my office as well.  This letter is from a constituent in Nedlands - 

Dear Sue, 

I am writing to express my outrage over recent changes that the Gallop government has sought to 
introduce.   

The first of these relates to the introduction of a new land tax that will affect properties where the 
unimproved value is over one million dollars.  While I am not directly affected by this tax, I feel very 
strongly that this tax is absolutely disgraceful for several reasons.  

In the first instance this tax will put an unbearable financial strain on those elderly people who, with 
very limited cash resources/incomes, may have inhabited their properties for decades or those who have 
inherited them from their family members.  The result of this financial strain will be that many are 
forced to sell their houses to pay this tax and it thereby threatens their security, both financially and 
emotionally, at a time in their lives when those issues are of paramount importance.  

Mr McRae:  Will you tell them that that is not necessary?  

Ms SUE WALKER:  This is a disgraceful tax, because a person who owns property worth $10 million could 
own a number of properties, each of which has land value of less that $1 million.  Does the member for Riverton 
understand that?  

Mr McRae:  Yes.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  Another person might own just one property on land worth more than $1 million.  The first 
person mentioned will not pay this tax, but the second person will pay it.  The first person may have a large 
income, while the second may not.  Does the member for Riverton understand that concept?  Can he see where it 
is unfair?  

Mr McRae:  Yes, I do.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  That is good, and I am pleased that it is recorded in Hansard, because it is unfair.  

Mr McRae:  Are you going to tell those people that they will not have to pay the tax if they cannot afford it?  

Ms SUE WALKER:  Will they be excused from paying it?  

Mr McRae:  It will be deferred.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  It will be deferred.  Suppose an elderly pensioner on a limited income lives on a property 
with a land value in excess of $1 million.  That person is suddenly expected to come up with $20 000 or perhaps 
even $25 000 a year.  The tax is deferred.  After five years, that person will owe $125 000 plus interest.  After 10 
years, the amount owed will be $250 000 plus interest.  Is that fair?  I do not think so.  That example shows how 
unfair that tax is.   

Mr Barnett:  What about the state of mind of people in their 70s and 80s, faced with a burden like this?  

Ms SUE WALKER:  That is exactly right.   

Mr McRae:  Are you going to tell these people the tax can be deferred?  

Ms SUE WALKER:  Has the member for Riverton listened to what I have said?  Obviously not; he obviously 
cannot comprehend what I am saying.  

I will continue reading the letter of my constituent - 

For a government to displace people from their homes by financial means is indefensible and sets a 
dangerous precedent in our society.  
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The government seeks to justify this abomination by allowing payment to be deferred until after the 
death of the owner.  This merely transfers the liability to the rest of the family and may in turn place the 
whole family unit under a great deal of financial and emotional pressure.  Geoff Gallop has proven 
himself to be untrustworthy and a two-faced traitor.  Prior to the last election he pronounced himself to 
be the saviour of the family unit and now he is leading his incompetent government right into the 
houses of those he claims to protect.  He has attacked the very core unit of our society with this 
thoughtless proposal.  

It is ill-thought out - 

This new tax wreaks of socialism where those who have inherited property or worked hard for their 
homes and families are financially punished for having done so.  

The government back benches are sniggering, once again, over the jealousy tax.   

Mr McRae:  We are not sniggering; we are laughing at the inability of the member for Nedlands to tell the truth.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  Is the member for Riverton as thick as he looks?  Can he not see that I am reading from a 
letter from a constituent?  

Mr Logan interjected.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  The member for Cockburn lives in Swanbourne, and he will pay the tax.  He will not go 
and live in Cockburn.  Like the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, who will not go and live in Armadale, 
the member for Cockburn wants to live in the leafy western suburbs.  He is jealous.  I continue reading from the 
letter - 

Thank you, Mr Gallop, for conspiring to reduce our society to the lowest common denominator and for 
crushing any incentive that I may have to work hard to improve my life or that of my family.   

This country complains about the lack of opportunity for workers, and yet the state government seems to be 
doing everything it can to crush those who create opportunities for employees, namely the business community.  

The writer goes on to discuss the changes to the payroll tax - 

. . . another outstanding demonstration of this government’s ineptitude and very loose grip on reality.  
One would think that those who had risen to leadership roles in our community would have the 
intelligence to comprehend the effect of such basic financial decisions, but that is obviously not the 
case.  

That is obviously not the case, because not many of the members opposite have ever had their own businesses, or 
have any idea of business principles.  The letter continues - 

My sincere hope is that you will raise these issues in parliament and let the government know, in no 
uncertain terms, that there is no place in our society for the socialist mentality that has given rise to 
these disgraceful policies.  

The families of our society are depending on you to attack this issue with vigor and confidence, Sue, as 
I’m sure I am not alone with my sentiments.  Please do everything you can to help stop these 
disgraceful tax changes from coming into effect.  

The other letter was sent to the Treasurer, and a copy was sent to me.  It reads - 

Dear Sir, 

Re:  Proposed State Land Tax 

We wish to express our disgust and condemnation at your Government’s above tax proposal.  

We are self-funded retirees, both having worked for the Government in Education for many years.  Our 
combined taxable income on our most recent returns was less than $36 000.00.  

We live at the above address - 

It is in Mosman Park - 

because my astute grandfather purchased this land in 1915, not because we are millionaires.   

Mr Whitely:  You would have to be a millionaire to pay the tax.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  Does the member for Roleystone live in his electorate?  How much is his property worth?   



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 20 September 2001] 

 p4102b-4125a 
Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan; Mr Tony Dean; Mr David Templeman; Ms Sue Walker; Deputy Speaker; Mr John 

Hyde 

 [19] 

Several members interjected.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  I am not interested.  Members opposite are talking nonsense as usual.  I will continue 
reading from the letter - 

We have no other significant assets (e.g. investment properties, holiday home, boat etc.)  In fact we live 
a very happy but simple life devoid of computers and most of the electronic devices, enjoyment coming 
from the diversity of wildlife and gardens surrounding us.  

My forebears have gone through some difficult financial times to retain this property in the family, 
especially my 94 year old aunt in more recent decades.  She cared for her ageing mother for over 30 
years, never marrying, never well off financially.  She was very determined that family in the future 
could live on a piece of land her father cherished.  

Should a tax as you are currently proposing be really necessary, it should surely be levied over a much 
wider section of the community with house and land being assessed.   

It can be seen from this letter that this is an unfair tax.  Someone with boats, holiday homes, and properties in 
other names around the metropolitan area may have an income much greater - 

Mr Barnett:  Superannuation is not touched.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  Yes, superannuation is not touched.  A small group is being targeted, and this concept 
cannot be understood by the Government.  This is a tax, after a person has purchased a property and paid stamp 
duty, and after tax has been paid on the money earned to buy the property.  It is a jealousy tax.  These are just 
ordinary people.  

Several members interjected.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The member for Albany!  Order, please! 

Ms SUE WALKER:  The letter continues - 

Another more equable tax would be to assess people’s total assets, not just a piece of land - the value of 
which they have no control over.  A further, and fairer, alternative would be to make the tax 
proportionate to the income of the landowner - an amount that could be realistically paid. 

We have no desire to evade a realistic tax, but it surely must be borne by more people to lessen the 
individual burden. 

One of those letters is from one of my constituents and the other is from a constituent of the Leader of the 
Opposition.  My office has received numerous calls about this tax.  Among those sniggering was the Minister for 
Police, who said that she had received many calls offering congratulations.  The member for Armadale lives in 
Mt Lawley.  I wonder how much her property is worth.  Other members live in the western suburbs.  The 
member for Cockburn lives in Swanbourne.  Why can the tax not be imposed on house and land with a combined 
worth of $5 million?  Why not make it apply to houses and land worth $500 000 or $350 000? 

Mr Carpenter:  We might when you stop employing your sisters in your electorate office. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  My sisters do not work in my electorate office.  As usual, the minister is using out-of-date 
information. 

People will be forced to sell their properties at a reduced rate. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members!  Hansard is clearly having some difficulty listening to the debate.  
The member for Nedlands has the call.  If members wish to interject, there is an appropriate way - they can seek 
to interject.  I ask members to consider that in future. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  The tax will force people to sell their houses.  Elderly couples cannot afford to pay $20 000 
a year - they would have to earn $40 000.  They do not have the money.  I am very aware of real estate in my 
area.  I enjoy real estate.  Sharks will wait for properties to come onto the market.  Elderly couples will not be 
able to sell their properties at realistic prices.  They will be forced to sell at a lower rate. 

Mr Barnett:  They are frightened. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  Yes, they are frightened. 
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Mr Hyde:  They are greedy kids. 

Mr Barnett:  What an attitude from the member for Perth - the debate is about “greedy kids”. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  Yes, and it is about jealousy from the other side of the House.  The member for Roleystone 
interjected several times during the speech of the Leader of the Opposition with the comment, “They will inherit 
millions and millions.”  My answer is, so what?  I do not care if a person inherits millions of dollars.  I am happy 
with what I have, but they are obviously not happy with what they have.  Many people inherit millions of dollars, 
but many people also lose millions of dollars.  Many people make millions of dollars; I do not envy those people.  
I will never inherit millions of dollars.  I am self-made, as is my family, who have worked hard over the years to 
establish themselves and contribute to the community, as have many of the people affected by the tax.  After 
many years, they find themselves on blocks of land worth far more than they could have imagined when they 
purchased them.  The tax will put an unbearable burden on several groups of people, including elderly people 
with very limited cash resources and incomes who may have inherited properties or lived in a house for years 
after working hard.  It will also affect divorced or widowed men and women who are left to raise children with 
little income and whose properties have appreciated over the years.  They simply cannot afford to pay the base 
$20 000 or more land tax that is about to be imposed on them. 

I do not know how many members on the other side of the House have ever had jobs in the real world, but the 
average person - 

Several members interjected. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  I saw two hands go up - only two!  To earn $20 000 after tax takes a lot of hard work in 
this community.  There are not many jobs that people can get in this society for which someone can get $20 000 
a year after tax.  The tax will also affect small business people who have no superannuation.  As the Leader of 
the Opposition said, most people usually buy small properties, pay them off and work towards buying bigger and 
better homes.  My family has gone through that.  They went into a small home and have subsequently built up 
and acquired assets over a long period.  For all these reasons, the legislation is ill thought; it is nasty, spiteful and 
vicious. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members!  Member for Collie, it is disorderly to speak while another member 
has the call.  I call the House to order.  The member for Nedlands has the call. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  Many people from many areas of Perth will be caught by this tax.  I urge the Treasurer to 
publish the list he says he has - by street number and name - so we can all see the 900 names and see which areas 
will be affected.  It is supposed to be a matter of public record.  I ask the Treasurer to bring the list into the 
House.  My electorate office has been inundated with calls over this issue.  I have been staggered by the level of 
resentment, jealousy and envy shown by members on the other side of the House towards people who have land 
and assets worth more than $1 million or who stand to inherit such assets.  They are jealous that people inherit 
money.  The tax will snare a large group of people whose properties may not be worth $1 million today.  The tax 
is the thin end of the wedge.  Constituents have told me that this is the start and a land tax will soon be imposed 
on all properties across the State.  Will members of the Government still be sniggering when land tax is imposed 
on their properties?  I ask members who think there should be a land tax on all properties to put up their hand.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr Barnett:  They are all gutless socialists.  They do not stand up for true socialism. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Ms SUE WALKER:  I am sure that the member for Cockburn will think about it when he sits on his veranda in 
Swanbourne.   

I will talk about the issue of drugs in respect of the budget.  It is a disappointment to me and many people in my 
electorate and elsewhere that no new money has been put towards the drug problem after having an enormously 
expensive Drug Summit, which I supported.  The Government has failed to deliver on policy and the areas 
recommended by the Drug Summit.  I have spoken to people in the health sector who tell me they are very 
disappointed with the response to the recommendations of the Drug Summit.  One recommendation was for 
more counselling for drug addicts who had co-morbidity problems.  Such people have a drug problem and a 
psychiatric problem.  There is no new money for them.  There is no new money for parent services.  It is 
important for parents to be educated. 

[Quorum formed.]   
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Ms SUE WALKER:  Over the years, I have worked for or contributed voluntarily to the Palmerston Association.  
It is important that parents have access to counsellors so that they can be educated to identify when their children 
are on drugs and the type of drugs they are taking by observing their children’s behaviour.  Parents would then 
know how to assist their children to overcome their dependency on drugs.  Education of that type could save the 
lives of our children, and I am astonished that no new money has been allocated in the budget for drug issues.   

Not long ago, many people in the western suburbs attended a fundraising event for George O’Neil’s naltrexone 
clinic.  In the western suburbs and in my electorate, the issue of drugs has generated enormous sympathy.  Those 
people who take an interest in the issue will be disappointed by the lack of sincerity shown by the Government 
and its lack of leadership.  The process of treatment and rehabilitation takes years.  The lack of new money will 
cause damage to our young people, and members opposite should hang their heads in shame.   

I arrived in Parliament on 13 June, and I find the atmosphere is generally vibrant and exciting.  I am largely 
among free-thinking and bold-thinking people, at least on this side of the Chamber, although I am sure that there 
are some on the other side.  I have found wisdom reposed in those members I have spoken to in some depth; 
however, there are not many on the government side.  I pay tribute to the National Party members; the Liberal 
Independents, Liz Constable and Phil Pendal; my own members; my colleagues in my office; and the members 
for Dawesville and Kingsley who have assisted me and imparted much wisdom to me since I have been a 
member.  All the parliamentary staff have been more than kind and generous with their time.   

During debates, there is give and take and a lot of humour that is not apparent to the readers of Hansard.  A lot 
of wit, passion and energy are present in those debates.  Since I have been a member of Parliament, the Leader of 
the Opposition has given me the shadow portfolio of tourism, which suits me very much.  I enjoy meeting people 
and I have travelled extensively overseas, interstate and intrastate.  I have also lived in remote regions in 
Western Australia.  I understand the difficulties the regions experience to overcome long distances to establish 
their markets in tourism.  I am naturally a marketeer and sales person, whether delivering an address, as I used to 
in front of a jury to persuade them on the evidence of a crown case, or selling membership of an association to 
which I belong.   

In the eight weeks since I took over this shadow portfolio, I have met many of the leaders in the tourism 
industry.  I met the Qantas state manager who gave me an overview of the airline system in the State, and the 
contributions that Qantas and Ansett made in their provision of services to remote and regional areas in this 
State.  I met with Richard Muirhead, the new Acting Chief Executive Officer of the Western Australian Tourism 
Commission. When I met him, he had been in the job for only 10 weeks, but he impressed me with the impartial 
way that he provided me with an overview of how the commission works.  He informed me how strategies, 
including the UK brand campaign and the Partnership 21 program, had been developed by the commission, the 
Government and previous Governments.  The Minister for Tourism was helpful to me in organising briefings, 
and I thank him for that.   

There is a point to this that I will come to soon.  Recently, I travelled to Broome for the Shinju Matsuri Festival.  
Most importantly, I spent much of my time visiting key people in the region.  I met with Peter Treleaven from 
The Kimberley Club, which is a fantastic state-of-the-art backpacker hostel.  He gave me a good insight into the 
accommodation or lack of accommodation for backpackers.  I spent about three hours with him and learnt a lot 
about young people.  That is why I felt touched when I received a letter from a constituent, which I read to the 
House yesterday, about the tourism industry crisis, in which he stated -  

You should have taken a drive down Wellington Street on Friday and seen all the backpackers stranded.  
Many of them were in tears. 

It is sad that the Government has been so indecisive about this matter.  From its attitude, it appears that the 
Government has been unable to relate to the demise of Ansett.  Backpackers are an important part of the tourism 
industry.  They stay in the country longer and spend more money than other travellers.  Many international 
travellers visit our country, but backpackers stay in the communities for longer.  It was wonderful to see such a 
pleasant, practical five-star Kimberley backpackers’ club.   

While I was in Broome, I spoke with the general manager of the Cable Beach Club Resort, Chris Duffy.  The 
owners of that Cable Beach resort have employed a new manager and new staff, who are working hard to rebuild 
the beautiful resort after the damage caused by the cyclone.  I am pleased to report that the resort is still in good 
shape, and the family that runs it is financially supportive of the community.  I met with the shire president, 
Kevin Fong, the Western Australian Tourism Commission representative, Ross MacCulloch and the Kimberley 
Tourism Association manager, Brian Tolhurst.  I also met with the president of the tourism bureau who runs the 
Willie Creek Pearl Farm.  In a short time I learnt a lot about Broome and about the issues faced by the tourism 
industry there.   
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Never did I imagine when I took on that shadow portfolio eight weeks ago that I would be heavily involved in 
debate on a double tragedy.  The first tragedy was the drying-up of international tourism that followed the 
terrible tragedies in the United States.  I have followed the share prices of the airline companies, and they are 
still falling, including those of Boeing, British Airways, and particularly Swissair.  The second tragedy was the 
grounding of Ansett Australia and the loss of the 16 000 jobs of those who worked for Ansett before it went into 
receivership - although some employees have been retained.  These two events have produced great uncertainty 
for the tourism industry and are having a serious impact on international, interstate and intrastate travel.  They 
have also had a serious impact on regional Western Australia, on which much of yesterday’s debate centred.   

I found myself involved in a debate with the Premier, who has been in Parliament for 12 years, and I have been a 
prosecuting counsel for many years. 

Mr Carpenter:  He has been a member of Parliament for longer than 12 years. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  Someone told me that he had been a member for 12 years; however, I take the Minister for 
Education’s point.  The tourism portfolio means a great deal to Western Australia.  Tourism is widely recognised 
as the world’s largest growth industry, and it is vital to Western Australia’s future.  It generates jobs, particularly 
for young people in the hospitality industry.  Young people enjoy the hospitality industry because they can work 
short term and then move on.  It also enables them to travel and work in many different places.  The tourism 
industry creates wealth, provides an economic and social stimulus and improves our quality of life.   

Western Australia is seen as a clean and unspoilt destination that has natural beauty and unique attractions.  The 
tourism industry is labour intensive and its rate of employment is estimated to grow three per cent annually, 
which is more than the average employment growth.  It earns more than $4 billion a year in income and employs 
more than 80 000 people.  One in 12 people in Western Australia works in the hospitality industry.  These jobs 
are usually the first jobs young people get.  In addition, many other industries feed off the tourism industry.  We 
do not always acknowledge the other areas associated with the tourism industry, including taxi drivers, cafes, 
restaurants, souvenir shops and retail outlets.  The impact of the collapse of Ansett can be compared to the effect 
of dropping a pebble into a pond; the circumference of the ripples caused by the pebble extends and they are 
never ending.  This will go on and on.  Examples of that include comments made in an e-mail sent to my 
electorate office by Gary and Leanne Thayer of the Blue Seas Resort, and from the Traveland Pty Ltd franchise 
in Broome.  It was heart-rending to hear about the economic loss and hardship that they are facing because of 
this double tragedy.  I note that the Premier in his brief ministerial statement today said that although capacity 
continues to build, services have been restored to all centres in Western Australia that previously had regular air 
services.  That is not what I have been told today by people in Broome.  The services have not been completely 
restored.  Those towns are still hurting.  As I said yesterday, the person who runs the Traveland franchise in 
Broome said that he was having great difficulty in putting people on planes from Broome.  I understand that 
Cable Beach Resort has put off 80 employees, including cleaners, gardeners, waiters and bar attendants.  Only a 
skeleton staff remains.   

There has been a significant decrease in funding for the tourism industry in this budget, whereas other States 
have increased their funding in that area.  The Premier said this morning that $5 million would be injected into 
the tourism industry to alleviate this crisis.  He does not say how that will be done.  However, the $5 million 
injection of funds does not make up for the 10.6 per cent reduction in funding for the tourism industry in the 
budget.  The Opposition suggested yesterday that the Government could underwrite Skywest Airlines Pty Ltd for 
a short period.  An e-mail was sent to the member for Dawesville suggesting that the Opposition float a radical 
idea that could help get Skywest up and running again.  The idea was to hold a lottery through the Western 
Australian Lotteries Commission.  Just about everyone in Western Australia would buy a lottery ticket and that 
would quickly raise the required money.  I mention that because another constituent wrote to me and conveyed 
his concern about this issue.   

The budget has failed my electorate.  One example of that is in health.  I toured Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital 
about 10 days ago and visited the emergency ward.  Four people were in beds outside the emergency ward in full 
view of the public.  They had been attended to and had been there all night.  As there was limited funding for 
beds, the hospital had nowhere else to put these people, other than to park them in the waiting area as they 
waited for beds to become available.  It is clear to me that morale is low in the health industry and that it will 
plummet even lower with the eight per cent increase in health spending, which is barely above the inflation rate.  
This is not in tune with growth in Western Australia.  The budget will not fix the shambles.  Funding for the 
Police Service has decreased and the 2.4 per cent increase in funding for education is below the inflation rate.  
The Government has been in office for only six months; one can only imagine what Western Australia might be 
like in two and a half years.  In the eyes of economists, the budget is not good in the areas of health, police or 
education.   
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Removing the subsidy from the fitting of immobilisers to vehicles will affect many students who attend the 
university in my electorate.  These people have only one asset - their car.  The Liberal Government introduced 
the subsidy several years ago because of the high number of car thefts.  Young people will be among those most 
affected by this move in this State as they try to maintain their mobility through their cars.  Removal of this 
subsidy will probably lead to an increase in car theft and it will affect people in my electorate.   

I have represented my electorate for only 12 weeks, but the number of people who come to my office seeking 
help astounds me.  I have an open door policy and I enjoy meeting and assisting my constituents.  I am often told 
that they have absolutely no faith in this Government.  My electorate phone has rung hot over recent issues.  As 
the House knows, I was a prosecuting counsel.  I have listened to people who have been through some simply 
appalling events and tragedies.  It was always a joy to me to listen to those people and to put them at ease, and at 
the same time, to give them confidence that I could take them through the hard-nosed criminal law system.  They 
often found the experience of recounting intimate details in public harrowing.  I can assist people in society who 
have serious problems.  This is a real privilege, joy and pleasure to me.  Not only is it possible for me to listen 
and assist, but also I can act as a consultant.  I do not have all the answers, but I know how to obtain them.  That 
is rewarding and satisfying. 

Time has flown during the three months that I have been a member of this place.  Every day is exciting and full 
of expectancy.  At this rate, this term of government will go quickly.  My desire is to establish myself as a 
worthy member of Parliament for the people of Nedlands.  I am looking forward to sharpening my cross-
examination skills during the estimates committee, because this is simply the worst budget that has been handed 
down in nine years.  It is important that I work hard to retain the seat of Nedlands, so that I can be part of a 
change of government in three and a half years. 

MR HYDE (Perth) [12.35 pm]:  I will comment on the real budget - the one that has been brought down by the 
Treasurer.  I congratulate the Treasurer on the budget.  I will begin my comments by asking members to look at 
the new Government of Western Australia logo.  The logo was developed in-house by a public servant employed 
by the Western Australian Government.  What has been the cost of contracting out that design?  It has been zip; 
absolutely nothing!  The Government is rewarding the great people who work for this State; they get personal 
satisfaction from their work.  They can do the job as well as any high-price contractor.  That is important and it 
sets the tone for the whole budget; things can be done in-house by Western Australians.  This will create 
employment opportunities.  That is what this budget is all about.  I am delighted to be here as the member for 
Perth and to comment on some of the significant events and programs that this budget will fund.   

Funding for new works includes the upgrade of the Claisebrook railway station, for which $3 million has been 
provided, and the stage 2 upgrade of the Horseshoe Bridge at the Perth railway station.  Funding for culture and 
the arts includes an incredible lift for the state library, the Art Gallery of Western Australia and other arts centres 
located within the central business district.  The book purchase and art acquisition programs have had a funding 
increase of $9 million for 2000-01.  I pay credit to the previous Government.  Some of its excellent ministers 
started some great programs, which this Government has had the foresight to continue.  A number of general 
works programs have been included in the budget for culture and the arts.  Up to $3.3 million has been provided 
this year for important works.  This will hopefully include the upgrade of the cultural centre, which is important 
to the City of Perth.  The money is set aside for that.  The Government hopes to reach consensus, through 
consultation, on the best and safest outlook for that important cultural centre.  An important arts conference that 
will be held in Oregon is called, “Money talks (and sings and dances): the power of a creative economy.”  It 
recognises that the arts are a driver of the economy, particularly for tourism.  I will touch on that a little later.   

In the seat of Perth, $234 million will be spent on the East Perth Redevelopment Authority, including 
$36 million this financial year.  The East Perth Redevelopment Authority is a tremendous economic driver 
within the central business district and the inner city.  It is doing what a government agency should do; that is, 
providing a leg-up for the private sector.  It is creating a business and investment atmosphere, and a respect for 
heritage atmosphere, which the private sector can build on to return Northbridge to its position as one of the 
prime areas of this State. 

Another example to consider is that of the Gold Corporation.  This Government is putting $5 million towards the 
upgrade of the Gold Corporation.  Western Australia takes up one-third of the Australian continent and its top 
tourist destination is Perth.  Metropolitan Perth is the great tourist destination.  Places such as the Gold 
Corporation and the Perth Mint are important for tourism.  There must be product differentiation.  It is no good 
wasting money on tourism advertising, which some members opposite said is needed.  Advertising is no good if 
we do not have a product that is different.  Why should tourists come to Perth if they can get the same thing in 
Brisbane, Seattle or San Francisco?   

We should beef up what we have locally.   
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As well as the $3 million rail upgrade, to which I alluded, my area has been allocated $382 000 for a new 
footbridge at Claisebrook train station.  This is important because it will tie in with our increased spending on 
central area transit buses.  A CAT service will go through East Perth and end at Claisebrook station.  That will 
benefit the seniors and people with disabilities who are moving into the new East Perth development, those 
people from the outer areas who will enjoy seamless public transport to Royal Perth Hospital and our other fine 
hospitals, and those people who engage in sport at the Western Australian Cricket Association ground.  Instead 
of having to park in local streets, people will be able to catch first a train to Claisebrook and then a CAT bus to 
the WACA to watch whatever sporting activity is taking place.  

Mr Omodei interjected. 

Mr HYDE:  I praised the minister for the work he did - he must have missed that bit.   

There has been much talk about cuts to road funding.  That is not true.  My area will get $17.9 million for more 
roadworks, on top of the current regime of $500 million.  The roads within the inner city are obviously the hub 
of road transport and public transport.  They are important.  This Government recognises the importance of 
infrastructure, and this budget properly puts money into that area.  

During my time as mayor of the Town of Vincent, I had dealings with the Water Corporation.  Some drains in 
our metropolitan area are 100 years old.  Successive Governments have closed their eyes to that problem.  We 
are spending more and more recurrent expenditure on patching drains.  Capital expenditure is needed for new 
drainage.  I am delighted that in my area $4 million will be spent this financial year, and $18 million overall, on 
those drains, particularly in Claisebrook.  That is important for not only draining water but also protecting the 
surrounding streetscape and environment and places such as Hyde Park.   

I turn to some of the other items that will benefit the residents of the electorate of Perth.  The Government has 
put aside $17 million to rebuild Mount Lawley Senior High School, which is tremendous.  The previous 
Government also wanted to do that.  The Labor Party in opposition said that it was a priority.  We put our money 
where our mouth is; the money is there.  More importantly, we are consulting with parents, students and others 
involved in education to make sure that that new senior high school will be state of the art and serve us for 
another 50 years.   

Health is important to this Government, and I am delighted that an extra $5 million has been put aside for the 
important trauma work at Royal Perth Hospital.  Other hospital initiatives in the budget impact on the hospitals 
and the health services within my electorate.   

I touch on the $100 million for the convention centre, which harks back to my earlier comment.  The previous 
Government put forward the proposal for a convention centre.  This Government is sticking with that proposal, 
and it is funding it.  The City of Perth has put forward that money.  I am delighted to see Councillor Jennifer 
MacGill in the gallery.  The Perth City Council has done the right thing for tourism and the development of the 
State.  The State will now match that.  We want to make sure this convention centre is run properly, and if we 
put in $100 million of state capital investment, we expect to get a real return.  I am delighted that that money is 
going into my electorate, as it will provide jobs in the construction industry.  It will provide work for 
subcontractors, who are very dear to my heart, and others concerned with the vibrancy of the city.  That 
investment will have a tremendous economic trickle-up, splash-down effect.  We hope the private sector will do 
its bit.  

I spoke earlier today during a grievance about the Tudor Lodge hostel.  This budget provides funding for 
fashioning an appropriate community development budget.  I am proud to be part of a Labor Government that 
has its priorities right and has found extra money for community development.  All of us involved in community 
development know that such investment will have tremendous benefits for community safety, wellbeing, health 
and in a gamut of government services.   

I touch on the southern railway link, which will mean the construction of three new train stations in the 
electorate of Perth - a William Street underground station, a convention centre station and a beautiful new train 
station in Northbridge.  These are some of the benefits about which people must be made aware.  The link is a 
total package.  I praise the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure for going out to consultation on the matter.  I 
am part of a working party that includes the Chief Executive Officer of the City of Perth, which has been set up 
to make sure that the master plan is considered and tweaked and that the real concerns of the City of Perth and 
traders in the central business district are addressed to ensure that not only will we enjoy the benefits of 
infrastructure in five to seven years, but also the infrastructure development phase will not impact on businesses 
and others in the CBD.  The Government has also set aside $8 million for a rugby/soccer stadium.  Everybody on 
this side wants the stadium to be built in his or her electorate; however, if I were a betting person, I would say it 
will end up somewhere in the electorate of Perth.   
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The budget contains a tremendous amount of money for local roads and black spot funding.  I praise both the 
previous and current Governments for recognising the need for investment in black spots.  This funding follows 
recommendations from local governments.  People in local government are closest to the action.  They know the 
local roads, intersections and trouble points and where crossing and intersection work is needed.  It is important 
that the State Government, with funding from the federal Government, is able to address those concerns.   

Community sporting and recreation facilities funding is very dear to my heart.  The previous Government did the 
right thing by providing $7.5 million for that.   

Mr Omodei:  In one year.  

Mr HYDE:  Yes; it did that in one year.  I praise our Minister for Sport and Recreation for being able to increase 
that funding from $7.5 million to $9 million in a tight budget.  I do not begrudge regional Western Australia 
being the major beneficiary of that.  However, I hope that groups within my electorate, such the Perth Soccer 
Club, Floreat Athena Soccer Club and Loton Park Tennis Club, that have previously benefited from the fund, 
will benefit again.  The juniors should be able to benefit from that.  Importantly, the community sporting and 
recreation facilities fund will contain enough money for veterans tennis at Robertson Park, which is something 
close to the heart of the member for Dawesville.  It is a tremendous activity of government, and I commend the 
previous Government for financing the fund, and our Government for continuing and increasing that finance.   

The Minister for Indigenous Affairs has announced that $100 000 will be spent throughout the State on 
reconciliation grants of $5 000 each.  Local communities will be able to engage in reconciliation, and they will 
benefit from that.  The electorate of Perth has already benefited from an increase in the number of police officers 
of around 150 to 220.  This Government wants to make sure that the inner city, which is a gathering place for 
many in the Nyoongah and Wongi communities and for other Aboriginal people from around the State, has an 
appropriate share of Aboriginal police liaison officers so that important cultural policing issues can be addressed.   

The member for Wagin spoke about the standard of regional roads in this State.  I have travelled all over the 
State and, as anybody towing a caravan or truck would know, the road from Kununurra to the Northern Territory 
border is a brilliant Western Australian road.  I commend the previous Government on its investment in roads.  
The roads across the border are terrible.  Road infrastructure spending has been beneficial.  We must make sure 
that public transport and other transport infrastructure is brought up to that standard.  

I was very lucky to spend a lot of time in Ashland, Oregon, which is a small community of 15 000 people that is 
an example of the benefits of the arts in regional development.  I will touch on that issue when I continue with 
the debate. 

[Leave granted for speech to be continued.] 

Debate thus adjourned. 

[Continued on page 4144.] 
 


