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BROADBAND INTERNET — USE OF FUTURE FUND 
Motion 

Resumed from 20 February on the following motion moved by Hon Vince Catania — 

That this house urges the federal government to support the use of the Future Fund in order to provide 
the necessary public investment in broadband internet access throughout Australia.  

In particular, this house urges the federal government to acknowledge that —  

(a) the urban broadband network is inadequate to meet current or future demands; 

(b) Western Australia’s mining companies, pastoralists, farmers and communities function in 
regions that are as remote from administrative centres as any in the world; 

(c) telehealth capacity would enable quality health services to be delivered via a broadband 
network to areas where such services are currently impossible; and 

(d) the use of the Future Fund to enable public investment in the national broadband network is a 
valid and essential means of achieving the aims of the fund by investing in Australia’s future 
in commerce, education and health. 

HON RAY HALLIGAN (North Metropolitan) [11.06 am]: We are discussing the motion moved by Hon 
Vince Catania on broadband Internet and the use of the Future Fund. A number of speakers have expressed 
concern, not about the fact that we want to make broadband Internet access better than it currently is, but about 
the use of the Future Fund to go down that path. People on this side of the chamber have, over time, expressed 
very grave concerns about Labor governments—state or federal—when making election promises and using 
funds that, as in this case, I believe are quite inappropriate. Once the election promise is made, it seems to reside 
within the mind of the Premier or Prime Minister, who will go ahead whether the project envisaged is viable or 
not. That is my concern in this case. If it does become a bottomless pit, the moneys expended for this purpose 
will not become an investment but a liability; not necessarily in the short term but certainly in the long term. I 
ask the federal government to reconsider the use of these funds.  

Yesterday, I talked about speed and reliability. Speed is obviously relative, depending on what is talked about. I 
recall that when we talked about the Perth-Mandurah railway, speed was of the essence: we can save an 
additional 16 minutes, so let us make it faster. The trip was to be faster: that was not necessarily about the speed 
of the train, admittedly, but based on the distance travelled and, no doubt, the number of stations as well—the 
more stations we have, the slower the journey will be. However, again, speed is relative. We talk about the speed 
of planes and, as I say, of trains. In fact, I understand that the government is looking into trying to make the 
trains faster. 

Hon Kim Chance: I think it is a fair comment, but saying speed is relative is an accurate statement, if we are 
talking about marginal terms. However, there are threshold terms in Internet speed, whereby below a certain 
speed one cannot do certain things. That is more the issue in this motion: that the capacity for broadband enables 
the threshold to be reached at which upload speeds and data speed enable certain practices to occur that 
otherwise could not occur. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: The Leader of the House makes a good point, but I believe other issues are associated 
with that and I could spend another half an hour going down that path. Often it is not about providing for what 
people are demanding, but trying to create a market for what it is that people have to offer, which they believe is 
better than their competitors and will encourage people to buy from them, in which case that greater speed may 
very well be required.  

Coming back to the basics, yet again, reliability, to my mind, is particularly important, quite often more so than 
speed. Look at emails. Milliseconds—a blink of an eye—will not make any difference. Certainly, when 
downloading very large pictures, DVDs and things of that nature, then yes, because of the volume, speed is of 
the essence if one is not going to have to pack up, go away, make dinner, eat dinner, wash up, and then come 
back expecting the item to be on the screen. That I accept. We agree that speed is certainly relative. It is relative 
to what one wants to do, and to those who want to provide certain services. It is relative inasmuch as, when it 
comes to the speed on our roads, we are not talking about going faster; in fact, the minister is talking about going 
slower. Speed is relative to exactly what it is that is wanted from the service that is being provided. 

Hon Kim Chance: I think they would argue that it is relative at the margin, but that at the threshold it is 
absolute. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: That will differ from one case to another. 

Hon Kim Chance: The threshold will change. 
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Hon RAY HALLIGAN: I would like to see it segmented.  Of course, this probably comes back to the 80-20 
rule that says 80 per cent of people just want the basics and are prepared to wait a little longer; admittedly we are 
talking only about milliseconds, and not having all the bells and whistles, so to speak, that cost a great deal of 
money and that often, in the first instance, are totally unreliable.  I would like it segmented so that people are not 
denied access to the basics whilst waiting on the 20 per cent of services that they may not require. However, 
there are certainly many arguments to be had in this area; I do not think there is any doubt about that. 

Hon Kim Chance: I think the argument that Hon Vince Catania had in mind was that there are some elements of 
regional development which will be denied to the regions unless you have that minimum threshold speed. If it is 
not available in the regions, then that office function has to occur in the city or wherever those thresholds are 
reached. They are quite high levels of upload speeds; otherwise people have to be in Perth or Geraldton, or 
wherever they can get it. 

Hon Vincent Catania: A good example of that is Carnarvon, where a quarter of industry still has the old dial-up 
connection. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN: I do not think there is any doubt that there are many areas where we are behind what 
we would consider a reasonable threshold. I made mention yesterday of the fact that, in Parliament House, after 
three days I still cannot get my emails! To me, that is basic. There is something wrong just with the basics alone! 
As I say, we could argue this particular case for some considerable time. 

I do not think anyone disagrees with the fact that we need a better—not the biggest, not the best—system. It does 
not have to be the Rolls-Royce or the Ferrari as far as I am concerned. The system needs to be something that 
has a reasonable speed and, more importantly, it needs to be reliable. I am not sure this is a core business of 
government. It becomes a core business, I believe, if the government is going to utilise these future funds in this 
manner, and I do not believe that that is necessarily appropriate. 

HON VINCENT CATANIA (Mining and Pastoral) [11.14 am] — in reply: I thank members for their 
contributions, particularly country members, who fully appreciate the importance of telecommunications in the 
bush. This policy will address somewhat the issues that we face on a day-to-day basis in country areas. 

Technology has come a long way. Many members in this chamber started their careers with very little 
technology; the fax machine may just have been developed when some members started their careers in this 
Parliament! It is interesting to hear how some members opposite describe themselves, but the debate on the 
Internet is not about age, because people use the Internet no matter how old they are. We have many things in 
common whether we are old or young. For example, Hon Norman Moore is a member for the Mining and 
Pastoral Region and so am I. The honourable member was elected in 1977, some 31 years ago, when I was born, 
so we do have things in common! Technology has changed over those 31 years. I am sure that, in his electorate, 
the honourable member makes use of email facilities and mobile phones. Members often travel, staying at hotels, 
motels and wherever else they can get accommodation, working late into the night and downloading emails from 
their laptops. It is important to have a very good broadband policy to enable people to access the Internet 
wherever they are in the country, particularly in regional Western Australia.  

Some members have questioned the use of the Future Fund, but I believe that to provide a strong, reliable 
broadband network is a very good use of that money. It is important that we have a strong broadband network to 
enable us to have improved communications with the outside world and, more importantly, to improve our 
competitiveness with the rest of the world. The new federal Labor government will not only be using the Future 
Fund, but also be looking at private investment to enhance the broadband network and to ensure a hundred per 
cent coverage of the country. It could be argued that, in comparison, the former Howard government policy 
would have meant that broadband access would have been available to only 50 per cent of the community. We 
now have a policy that will enable one hundred per cent coverage of the country. 

The number of subscribers to the Internet in Western Australia increased from 357 000 in March 2001 to 
702 000 in March 2007, which represents an annual growth rate of 11.9 per cent. However, the speed of 
Australia’s broadband service as a whole still lags behind that of many parts of the world. Australia is twenty-
first in the world when it comes to the speed of accessing the Internet. We therefore have a long way to go. I 
believe that the policy I have outlined will ensure that we have in future a proper broadband network that will 
cover Australia, particularly regional Australia. In this day and age we should have a broadband service that 
covers everywhere and we should not discriminate against people who live in regional Western Australia. People 
who live in regional Western Australia often feel as though they are treated as second-rate citizens, but this 
policy will ensure that they are treated on a par with people who live in metropolitan areas. I believe this policy 
of the new Rudd federal government will address Australia’s inadequate current broadband service.  

The PRESIDENT: Members, before I put the motion I should advise how I propose to put it before the house. I 
have listened to the debate and it is clear that some members support all of the motion and that some members do 
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not support all of the motion. I propose to put the motion in three parts. The first part will be the preamble, which 
by introduction deals with the issue of the Future Fund. If that part is carried, I then propose to put the rest of the 
motion down to paragraph (d). If it is not carried, I propose to use my discretion to delete the words “In 
particular”, and then put the rest of the motion down to paragraph (d). I then propose to put paragraph (d). I trust 
members are clear about what they are voting on. I invite the house to vote on the following words moved by 
Hon Vince Catania — 

That this house urges the federal government to support the use of the Future Fund in order to provide 
the necessary public investment in broadband internet access throughout Australia. 

Question (lines 1 and 2 of the motion) put and a division taken with the following result — 
Ayes (14) 

Hon Shelley Archer Hon Adele Farina Hon Sheila Mills Hon Giz Watson 
Hon Vincent Catania Hon Jon Ford Hon Batong Pham Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 
Hon Kim Chance Hon Graham Giffard Hon Sally Talbot  
Hon Sue Ellery Hon Paul Llewellyn Hon Ken Travers  

Noes (13) 

Hon Ken Baston Hon Brian Ellis Hon Barry House Hon Bruce Donaldson (Teller) 
Hon George Cash Hon Anthony Fels Hon Robyn McSweeney  
Hon Peter Collier Hon Nigel Hallett Hon Norman Moore  
Hon Wendy Duncan Hon Ray Halligan Hon Simon O’Brien  

            
Pairs 

 Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Barbara Scott 
 Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm Hon Donna Faragher 
 Hon Kate Doust Hon Helen Morton 

Question thus passed. 

The PRESIDENT: The next question before the house is that the part of the motion that commences with the 
words “In particular” and ceases at the conclusion of paragraph (c) be agreed to. 

Question put and passed. 

The PRESIDENT: The next question before the house is that paragraph (d) be agreed to. 

Question put and passed. 
 


