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UNEMPLOYMENT RATE 
Motion 

Resumed from 18 March on the following motion moved by Ms J.M. Freeman — 

That this house calls on the Barnett government to immediately tackle the rising unemployment rate in 
Western Australia, with particular focus on those suburbs and towns of significantly high 
unemployment, which the Barnett government has failed to address. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [7.17 pm]: I rise to support this motion about unemployment in the 
communities across our state. There is no more clear illustration of this problem than in the electorate that 
I represent. When I was first elected in 2008, I found it interesting that the electorate of Cannington had a below 
average unemployment rate. Members may be surprised to know that the unemployment rate in my electorate 
was below the state average. People see it as a working class suburb and make assumptions about it. With a large 
number of Department of Housing houses, people would assume that the electorate of Cannington had a higher 
than state average unemployment rate. Sadly, today it does. After six and a half years of the Liberal government 
in Western Australia, Cannington now has a higher than average unemployment rate. I think that is a clear 
reflection of the poor performance of this government on employment. 

I thank the member for Mirrabooka, who has just given me some statistics that I will quote from. First, I will turn 
to an answer that I received from the Treasurer the other day. I was asking him about comments he made in this 
chamber on 18 March 2015 about the 28 000 construction jobs created by the public sector in Western Australia. 
I asked him a simple question — 

(a) please list the individual projects that the public sector is building or commissioning that will 
create these jobs; and 

(b) please list the specific number of constructions jobs that are to be created by these public 
sector projects? 

The Treasurer provided me with a table. For example, under the heading “Total direct workforce for duration of 
project funded by State Government”, it shows that 8 000 construction workers were building the new 
Perth Children’s Hospital. That is 8 000 employees. I would love to see the minister justify that figure. 
Interestingly, the minister said also that Elizabeth Quay, which is costing $500 million, is creating 
400 construction jobs, and the Riverside East project is creating 2 000 construction jobs. I must say, and 
I commented yesterday, that I drive past the Riverside East project each day when I am coming into the city or 
coming here to West Perth, and there ain’t’ 2 000 people working on that project. 

I further make the point that had the government run large surpluses and not run up the debt of this state, we 
would currently be in a position to launch new construction projects. We currently have a terrible situation with 
private construction projects in Western Australia. Again, I draw the attention of the chamber to the 
March 2015–May 2015 edition of Prospect magazine, which is put out by the Department of State Development 
and the Department of Mines and Petroleum. At the back of that magazine, there is a list of significant resource 
projects in Western Australia. Those projects add up to $123 734 million worth of private sector investment, 
creating 27 800 jobs in construction. But if we eliminate the four largest projects from that list of $123 billion 
worth of projects, we end up with less than $18 billion worth of projects. If we then eliminate the highly 
speculative Perdaman Industries chemicals and fertiliser plant, which is estimated to cost another $3.9 billion, 
we have a little over $10 billion of private sector projects. Those four big projects are CITIC Pacific; 
Cape Preston; Roy Hill; and Chevron Wheatstone and Gorgon. Those projects are all nearing the end of their 
construction phase, and all those workers will be demobilised. I agree that some of those workers are fly in, fly 
out from other states, and they will go back to the state in which they live and will not join our workforce in 
Western Australia. Some of them are 457 visa holders. Many of the people who migrated to Western Australia 
on 457 visas are going to stay here. Why would a 457 visa holder want to return? I know that you, 
Mr Acting Speaker (Mr P. Abetz), have spoken in this chamber a number of times about the great efforts to 
which the people on 457 visas go to try to remain in Australia. All those workers will be demobilised. 

I turn now to a document that the member for Mirrabooka was kind enough to provide to me—the “Small Area 
Labour Markets” publication for the December quarter 2014. In Beckenham, Langford and Kenwick, in 
December 2014, the unemployment rate was 10.2 per cent—way above the state average. I note that in 
December 2013, one year before, the unemployment rate in those suburbs was only 7.9 per cent. Kenwick is in 
fact in the member for Forrestfield’s electorate. In Bentley, Wilson and St James—Bentley and St James being in 
the member for Victoria Park’s electorate, and Wilson being in my electorate—in December 2013, the 
unemployment rate was 5.2 per cent, and now it is 6.9 per cent. In Cannington and Queens Park, in December 
2013 the unemployment rate was 4.9 per cent, and now it is 6.4 per cent. In Ferndale, Lynwood and Parkwood—
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Ferndale and Lynwood being in my electorate, and Parkwood being in the electorate of Riverton—in December 
2013, the unemployment rate was four percent, and now it is 4.7 per cent. 

We can see that all around the state, the level of unemployment is rising. That is having an impact on our 
community. It is having an impact in a range of ways. It is having an impact on families and on small business. 
People are becoming risk-averse. I wonder whether you, Mr Acting Speaker (Peter Abetz), are like me and meet 
many people in your constituency who are paying down debt rather than spending money because they are 
nervous about their future. They are not even spending their own wages; they are reducing debt. We can see 
from the macro figures produced on these issues that Australia now has a high savings rate. I have commented in 
this place before that back in the 1980s we used to complain that Australia did not have a high enough savings 
rate. Now we have this high savings rate. However, it is money being withdrawn from the community and put 
away, paying down debt and being saved for the future. That is not a bad thing. I am not criticising. I imagine 
that I am probably in that category. I am probably paying down debt in my own personal circumstance more than 
I am adding extra borrowings. I think my electorate account shows it differently, but my personal accounts, 
I think, show that. It is natural in this current climate that people will do that, particularly with low interest rates. 
Like a lot of people I meet, my wife and I have not reduced our mortgage payments as interest rates have fallen; 
we have in fact left them at the same level so that we reduce the term of our loan. 

This is all sensible behaviour by ordinary folk all across our state. However, although interest rates have 
collapsed to the lowest level in history, it is not having the effect of pumping up the economy. People are making 
those decisions because they are nervous about the future. They do not know what the future will hold. They are 
afraid that they might lose their job. They are afraid that if they lose their job, they could lose their house. Many 
people who have been on a high income for the past five or 10 years during the period of the boom might have 
leveraged up and bought a second house or boats, cars and other things. In my electorate many people have an 
interest in cars. When I visit people, I often see them with a second car that they pay extra attention to because it 
is something special to them. Now people are nervous about what the future holds and they are starting to hold 
back. I imagine that my electorate is like many others in that when I go around and look at the strip shopping 
centres around the place, I see many shops that are shut and businesses that are no longer present. When I walk 
through Westfield Carousel shopping centre, as I try to do every day I am in my electorate, I see businesses 
disappearing. In the food hall near the entrance on Cecil Avenue, I used to see a business selling dairy desserts. 
Now that has gone; there is absolutely nothing there anymore. The site for the shop is just vacant. There was 
a guy in the food hall, a pizza operator, who suffered in the downturn and now drives buses for Transperth. That 
is the sort of thing happening right across our community, and we can see that reflected in the steeply rising 
unemployment rate. 

As I said, the unemployment rate in Beckenham–Kenwick–Langford has gone up by one-quarter in just 
12 months; in Bentley–Wilson–St James it is up by more than a quarter; in Cannington–Queens Park the increase 
is well over 25 per cent; and in Parkwood–Ferndale–Lynwood the increase is just under 20 per cent. Those 
unemployment rates are reflected right across Western Australia. What is the government doing about it? I really 
do not know what it is doing about it. It has squandered the benefits of the boom. It had the opportunity to 
futureproof our state. It had the opportunity to prepare our state so that it could be protected for the future. It has 
failed to do that. Recently, the member for Cockburn pointed out that a range of apprenticeships are simply no 
longer available in Western Australia. 

Mr F.M. Logan: They sent them to Queensland. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: They sent them to Queensland. The Minister for Training and Workforce Development 
said that she was considering flying apprentices to Queensland to fulfil their training. 

Mr F.M. Logan: They are doing it. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: They are doing it. Thank you, member for Cockburn. I cannot believe it. I used to be on 
the State Employment and Skills Development Authority, which is now called the State Training Board. 
Anybody who has been involved, like I have, in the training system in Western Australia would be disgusted to 
know that that is the government’s plan—to outsource training of Western Australian workers to Queensland. 
It is unbelievable. One of the trades, I think, was motor vehicle upholstery. That is a very narrow field of 
expertise. We would not run into a lot of motor vehicle upholsterers. Go back 500 years to the creation of the 
guilds in England. What they were about was making sure that their trades were carried into the future. Unless 
people are being trained as motor vehicle upholsterers, and if we lose our small number of motor vehicle 
upholsterers, we cannot carry on that occupation in this state at all. The minister says that we are trying to save 
money, but we are not saving money; we are simply setting the state up to have no skills. 

In 1981 the then Fraser federal government commissioned the building of Parliament House in Canberra. It is 
a magnificent building, and Australia’s most expensive. Back in the 1980s, we had to import workers from 
Portugal because there were no longer skilled tradesmen to do the fine stonework in the foyer of the building. 
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That is wonderful; I am not against immigration, but the point I make is that nobody in Australia was capable of 
doing that work, because nobody had been trained to do it. When the Galleria shopping centre was being 
completed, by the then Coles property division, workers had to be imported to do the tiling in the foyer. I forget 
the name of the construction company, but it faced massive delay damages—something like $1 million a week—
if it did not complete the work on time. It was flying in virtually anybody it could find who could do the tiling 
work. The tiles today are probably still exactly the same as they were 15 or 20 years ago when the place opened, 
because that sort of high-quality work lasts for a long time. There were not enough skilled tradespeople. That is 
when I was on SESDA, and that is one of the things that we wanted to say. 

There was a debate within SESDA at the time, in the late 1980s and early 1990s, about whether the market 
would look after things or whether a guiding hand was necessary. Clearly, we can see that we need a guiding 
hand. We need governments to make investments in these things. I can go through a range of examples from my 
own experience when I was on industry training councils for the plastics and rubber industry, the automotive 
industry, and the retail, wholesale and personal services industry. I have been on a range of these organisations, 
looking at skill development needs. I was pleased to be involved in the old Carmichael pilot projects. I was on 
the board of two of the Australian vocational training system pilot projects in the 1990s that examined the way 
we were going to do the skills formation that was needed. These are all things that are just in my own 
experience. I know from my own experience how important that training is. We look around and we see the 
incredible increase in fees in the training sector that is holding back Western Australia. 

We have not even started to talk about the negative impacts of $100 000 undergraduate degrees. Under the 
current system in Australia, the cost of going to university is the same as going to a state university in the 
United States. Members should think about that. We are already at the same cost, yet the federal government is 
proposing to increase the cost, and I might point out that the federal government is doing two things at the same 
time. It is proposing to deregulate fees, but also to increase the amount paid by the student. It is lifting the cost 
from 40 per cent to 50 per cent of the cost of the course, which is a 25 per cent increase for the student because 
100 per cent of their course fee is 40 per cent. If we go to 50 per cent, that means it is going from 100 per cent to 
125 per cent, and then the government is going to increase the cost of the courses as well. We can see that, at 
every level, the Liberal Party is impacting upon Western Australians, whether it is the federal government or the 
state government, and we can also see that it is not delivering because we now have a crisis in rising 
unemployment. 

We have had a decade of effectively full unemployment, marginally above the frictional unemployment rate — 

Dr K.D. Hames: Employment. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The frictional unemployment rate. They call it — 

Dr K.D. Hames: You said full unemployment. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Full employment. Our unemployment rate was 2.4 per cent when we lost office, and 
that 2.4 per cent is effectively frictional unemployment—the idea that there is always going to be a certain 
number of people moving between jobs at any one time. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Richard Court used to say it was five per cent. 

Mr F.M. Logan: Yes, that’s what economists say—full employment is five per cent. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The Minister for Tourism is interjecting on me! I am having a conversation with my 
colleague the member for Cockburn! He has been helping me! 

We got it down to that low level and we got the budget in surplus. We had a massive surplus in 
Western Australia and we paid off all the debt in the general government sector and had cash assets. Now, under 
this Liberal government, unemployment is rising to more than 10 per cent in some of the suburbs in my 
electorate. That is back to where it was in the 1990s. The budget has been completely ruined for a generation and 
there are effectively no new projects on the horizon in Western Australia. The only project that might happen, 
and we do not know whether it will, is the Browse project, but the proponents are talking about doing it as 
a floater, not as an on-shore stick build or even a modular construction project. 

Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Again, I make the point. The reason the government is sacking workers is that it ran the 
budget to a position where it has no choice. It cannot make rational decisions about managing the size of the 
public service. Remember, the public service is now bigger than it was when the government came to power. 
It cannot manage that because it is in crisis, so it has to find rapid savings. If it does not find rapid savings, the 
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deficit is going to blow out even further, and that is impacting upon ordinary people in the community. It is 
contributing to people’s nervousness about their future, and the high savings rate that means that money is not 
available for small business. It is also contributing to the malaise in employment, and that is why the government 
needs to take action. 

I also point out that the government has failed to plan beyond the Chinese boom. I was pleased to see the 
Premier go to India; that is to be welcomed. I was also pleased to hear the Premier promise to go to Indonesia 
and I look forward to him visiting. However, I am disappointed that the government closed the trade office in 
Kuala Lumpur. I was disappointed when the government announced it was going to close the trade office in 
Indonesia. I note that it reversed that decision after lobbying by the Indonesia Institute and the 
Australia Indonesia Business Council. Western Australia is not ready to engage with Asia. The other day I went 
to the In the Zone conference, where there was a presentation on a series of parameters about statistics from the 
region. Western Australia has the smallest service economy of all the countries included in In the Zone; 
26 per cent of Western Australia’s economy is in the service sector. That is less than any of the emerging 
economies in our region; none of them were less than 40 per cent. Of course, Australia as a whole was over 
70 per cent for services, and that is reflected in countries such as Singapore and Japan and other highly technical 
countries, but all the countries in the zone, as described the University of Western Australia, have a larger 
services sector than Western Australia. Every commentary about where the jobs are going to be for the future 
says that it is the services sector that will be the area that will drive long-term, secure employment. We are down 
there at 26 per cent. We are underperforming in the jobs of the future. They are just the facts. It does not matter 
what the minister gets up and says as part of this debate; they are the actual figures for this state and that is what 
we are confronting. We are underperforming in the areas that are the security of the future. 

A number of years ago I went to a breakfast address put on by John Curtin Institute of Public Policy, where 
Martin Parkinson, in his then role as the secretary of the federal Treasury, made the point that the Asian century 
was about three areas of opportunity: minerals and energy, food, and then high-value branded goods, which is 
another way of saying services but I will get to that in a second. The point he made was that Australia is always 
going to be successful in the provision of raw materials, resources and energy. Of course, it is hard and we have 
a lot of things to do, but we have such an immense natural endowment that so long as we do not stuff up we are 
going to be successful. In terms of food, again we have a massive natural endowment; we are one of the world’s 
largest food exporters. Of course we are going to expect Australia to do well, so long as, again, there are proper 
management processes and the industry is properly supported. But when it comes to that third area of activity, 
which is about brands and about the thinking part of the economy, sadly, Australia has nothing special to offer. 
Everything that we can do in the services sector, other people can do. That is the tough bit and that is the bit that 
the Premier only now, after all these years, talks about. He launched a science strategy the other day — 

Mr F.M. Logan: Six years after. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: — six years after he came to government and two years after he became the 
Minister for Science. Every time we ask him about science, he says, “Oh, you’re talking about innovation.” 
Quite frankly, science is nothing without innovation. One of the interesting issues again, for members who read 
anything about this area of public policy, is that groundbreaking, leading-edge inventions are always done in the 
public sector because it is the only part of the economy that can take that long-term risk; innovation, on the other 
hand, is the purview of the private sector. The fact that the Premier does not understand that science and 
innovation are actually the same process shows that we are not going to go anywhere on this thing. Sure, he can 
put out some nice brochures. Members should hear what the people in the science sector tell me about the 
Premier’s absence from the actual hard work in science and innovation. The innovation secretary to the 
Department of Commerce has basically disappeared; there is basically nobody left there now. 

These are the things that are driving unemployment in this state. It is affecting my electorate, it is affecting my 
constituents in a personal way, and when they come to see me about the services they need, I try to help them in 
the way that I can but the government has made it so much harder because it has undermined the TAFE system. 
It has failed to save in the good times for when it is raining. I wrote to some constituents recently and this is the 
language I used, “You’d normally save for a rainy day and now we are in the middle of a thunderstorm and the 
government has a bare cupboard.” The government has to use that blunt instrument of cutting out of the budgets 
of Western Australian government departments 40 per cent of the salary of everybody who resigns and 
10 per cent of the salary of any teacher who resigns. That is a blunt instrument; it is not a scalpel designed to cut 
through. I again remind people that the Labor Party went to the 2013 election with a scalpel approach to savings, 
and we laid it out in advance of the election. Nobody on the government side can complain about us and savings. 
We were prepared to do the scalpel work. The fact that the other side is using a mallet to try to find savings is 
a reflection of the crisis it knows it is in. That crisis is leading to higher unemployment in this state, and that is 
not good enough. The government needs to immediately tackle the rising unemployment rate in 
Western Australia. 
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MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn) [7.45 pm]: Carrying on from where the member for Cannington left off, the 
March unemployment statistics provided by the Australian government spell it out very clearly. The worst 
performing area in the adult unemployment statistics is Mandurah, with an unemployment rate of 9.1 per cent. 
The unemployment rate in the Western Australian outback—I presume, member for Kimberley, that that 
includes the area of the Kimberley—was 7.4 per cent; in the Perth south east corridor, it was 7.1 per cent, which 
is what the member for Cannington was referring to; in the north east corridor, it was 6.9 per cent; in the 
south west corridor, it was 6.3 per cent; in inner-city Perth, it was 5.1 per cent; in the Perth north west area, it 
was five per cent; in Bunbury, it was four per cent; and in the wheatbelt, which has the lowest rate, it was 
3.7 per cent, but I put that down to the fact that there are so few jobs in that area. 

If members cast their minds back to the heyday of the Gallop–Carpenter administration in 2006–07, as the 
member for Cannington referred to, they will recall that unemployment as a whole in Western Australia was 
down to 2.6 per cent. When I was elected as the member for Cockburn, unemployment in the Cockburn region 
was just over nine per cent and youth unemployment in the Cockburn region was 15 per cent. I stood in this 
chamber when I made my inaugural speech and talked about my objective and what I wanted to achieve as an 
MP in this house, and that was to do my level best to create jobs in Western Australia that would benefit my 
constituents and to get my constituents into full-time employment. I was very happy to be able to achieve that 
during the eight years that Labor was in government; the unemployment rate for full-time employees in 
Cockburn was below four per cent and the unemployment rate for youth in Cockburn was about six per cent. 
It was a massive change over that period. What do we face now? I have just read the unemployment statistics for 
the regions. If we look more closely at what is happening in Cockburn, we can see that six years after a change 
of government, it is back to exactly where it was in 2001. The unemployment rate for full-time employees in 
Cockburn has nearly reached nine per cent and the youth unemployment rate is over 13 per cent. It is absolutely 
back to where it was in 2001 when I first came to this chamber.  

I am bitterly disappointed over what has happened, given the work and effort that was put in over the eight years 
of the Labor administration to do our level best to stimulate the Western Australian economy and take advantage 
of the resources boom that occurred over the period from 2005 to 2008. Instead of blowing the income that came 
from that boom, we managed the resources properly and channelled the extra income from those resources into 
job-generating projects like the southern rail corridor, Fiona Stanley Hospital, which began at that period of time, 
and the various other construction projects underway. Alongside that was a strategy for diversifying the 
economy. I stood in this house as both the Minister for Science and Innovation and the Minister for Industry and 
Enterprise going on at length for the need to diversify the economy during that period between 2005 and 
2008 and arguing that Western Australia cannot be a one-trick pony; we cannot rely purely on resources. 
I brought a whole series of initiatives to this house that the Labor administration under the Gallop and 
Carpenter governments had highlighted. The Australian Marine Complex in my electorate is an example. Under 
Labor the Australian Marine Complex was built. Treasury and certain politicians labelled the whole proposal 
a white elephant and said it would simply be a great big concrete car park with nothing happening. From the day 
the doors opened at the Australian Marine Complex, it started to make money. Over the period of time it has 
been open, from 2003–04 to today, it has generated 26 000 jobs and billions of dollars’ worth of turnover of 
work. The Australian Marine Complex has been an outstanding success. It has been such a great and novel 
success that visitors from the eastern states come over to spy to take ideas away from what they see. The 
South Australians were the worst because they virtually straight-out copied the Australian Marine Complex in 
Adelaide. The Victorian government has sent delegations, the Queensland government has sent delegations and 
the New South Wales government has sent a delegation. But it is not just Australian governments; governments 
from overseas have sent delegations to Western Australia to the Australian Marine Complex because it was 
novel—that is, it was government-owned infrastructure leased out to the private sector, which normally would 
not be able to put the capital up for that size of infrastructure. It is leased out on an hourly, per-square-foot basis 
on an as-needs basis. That had not been done at all before in the world; no-one had ever done that before. It has 
proven remarkably successful. It has been an unbelievable job-generating project that was created under Labor. 
It was a project able to leverage off the boom in the resources sector—both the 2005–08 boom and the  
2010–13 boom we have just experienced. In the resources, oil and gas, and defence sectors, we have managed to 
create a significant number of jobs and a highly skilled population through that investment alone. Compared to 
that, what has happened under Barnett government? There are lots of projects we can point to. I was on my feet 
the other night during debate on the Loan Bill with people interjecting on me when I was criticising bad 
investments—that is, investments that do not turn over cash for the government such as Elizabeth Quay, the 
Perth City Link project or the Perth Stadium project. The Liberal–National government sees all those projects as 
extremely worthwhile and believes that they should be the subject of taxpayer investment. I might add that is 
probably not what Treasury officials would say if they had the ability to speak openly. They would say they are 
black holes for money and are simply vanity projects that are socially beneficial. That is about as much as 
anyone can say about them. 
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Mr T.K. Waldron: That’s important. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: It is, and there is a place for that; I am not saying there is not. How many projects that are 
massively job generating and ongoing job generating, such as the Australian Marine Complex, has the  
Liberal–National government invested in over six years? It is none! The point I am making is that it is okay to 
have vanity projects, but what about the other important areas of government? What about those projects that 
generate jobs and turn over cash and income for the government? What about those projects? They have not 
been forthcoming. What about the projects that help diversify the economy so that we are not a one-trick pony, 
so that when the price for iron ore and other minerals turns down, we have other industries we can fall back on 
that we can assist and help grow that will then create the jobs that we lost in the mining sector? 
Dr K.D. Hames: What about Ord River? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: What about Ord River, minister? If I count federal and state money that has been spent on 
the Ord River, $650 million worth of taxpayers’ money has poured into that, and we have effectively given the 
land away to a Chinese company to grow what? Sorghum! Somebody should be hung for that. If someone did 
that in the private sector and took $650 million of the company’s money and blew it on a project and it could not 
sell the land afterwards, what in the hell does the minister think would happen? That person would be out the 
door so fast their feet would not touch the ground! That is one of the worst projects that the minister could point 
to. I am talking about real projects that create jobs and generate new skills. 
I will refer to some of the other projects that the former Labor government invested in, including the one this 
government has just cut—a project to keep the lights on. The Harry Perkins Institute of Medical Research was 
one of the Labor government’s projects. Why was that? The Labor government recognised that biomedical 
research is one of the pathways for economic development in the future. We recognised that in the Carpenter–
Gallop government period. What gave us the drive to go down that path was the fact that we had gold in the 
Busselton health study, which provided raw data and one of the world’s most important studies to leverage off 
for biomedical research and genetic breakthroughs. The Labor government saw the Busselton health study as the 
gold in this state that it could use to grow an industry. From that, the Labor government invested in not only the 
Perkins centre but also the clinical trials facility next door to Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, which has been 
extremely successful, as the Minister for Health knows. I can point out to the minister the hurdles that the 
Labor government had to jump over from Treasury to get that tiny bit of money to get that research facility up 
and running, with the Perkins centre having to show forward projections of income for that clinical trials facility 
as though Treasury did not believe it and did not think it would make any money. That facility has now won 
three export awards in a row. 
Dr K.D. Hames: Treasury hasn’t changed. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN: I know it has not. It is as bad for this government as it was for us. The clinical trials 
facilities, the bioinformatics facility we put into Murdoch University, the transfer of the Department of 
Agriculture to Murdoch University, the growth of the genetic centre over there and the clean room at 
Murdoch University for the manipulation of genetic material were all built around the capacity-building in 
Western Australia for biomedical research. It culminated in the Perkins centre and the two facilities—one at 
Fiona Stanley Hospital and one at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. We now have in Western Australia the raw data 
from the Busselton health study. 
Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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