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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 25 October on the following motion moved by Hon N.D. Griffiths (Minister for Racing and 
Gaming) -  

That pursuant to Standing Order 49(c), the Council take note of tabled paper No 657 (Consolidated 
Fund Estimates 2001-02), laid upon the Table of the House on 13 September 2001.  

HON M.J. CRIDDLE (Agricultural) [4.43 pm]:  I welcome the opportunity to make a few comments on the 
budget papers.  An amount of disquiet exists in the community about the State Government’s funding 
arrangements and where we are going in the future.  I have had a lot of feedback on the budget from across the 
board.  There seems to be a move away from what I would call the capital opportunity that the previous 
Government used to put in place for all the infrastructure that enables the State to produce the wealth that we 
require for this nation.  The move away from infrastructure development will put back construction projects over 
the next couple of years.  In general, we will see the commencement of only a few projects in the next couple of 
years, and the next Government will have to pay for any infrastructure that is put in place for the future.  That is 
in marked contrast to what happened in Western Australia under the coalition Government.  Construction 
companies right across the State are showing a great deal of alarm because they will not have the work to do.  
They have been underpinned by the work that has been made available through state government funding.  One 
does not have to go far to see the amount of infrastructure that has been put in right across the State and across 
all portfolios.   

I want to touch on some of those issues and the impact they are having on Western Australia, some of which I 
have raised previously.  I know that the minister will read my speech in Hansard thoroughly.  

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  According to my records and Hansard the member has spoken on this matter and is 
therefore not entitled to speak again on the notation of the budget papers.   

Hon M.J. CRIDDLE:  I would like to know when I spoke.  I do not want to disagree with the President, but I do 
not believe I have spoken.   

The PRESIDENT:  Hansard indicates that the member spoke at 8.06 pm on Wednesday, 26 September on the 
notation of the budget papers.   

Hon M.J. CRIDDLE:  Was that not in response to the Address-in-Reply?   

The PRESIDENT:  I must rule that the member spoke in debate on the notation of the budget papers.  It is noted 
on the sheet of those who have spoken, and is confirmed by Hansard.  Therefore, I ask if there are other 
speakers.   

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural Region) [4.47 pm]:  The Treasurer, Hon Eric Ripper, explained in his 
budget speech on 13 September 2001 that Labor went into the election in February promising a better approach 
to the business of government.  Page 1 of budget paper No 1 reads - 

When Labor went to the election in February, we promised a new and more strategic approach to the 
business of government.   

This includes the setting of clear priorities and reallocating resources accordingly.   

We did set very clear priorities.  They were health, education and community safety.   

Members must excuse the pun, but that is a ripper, because even blind Freddy could have worked out what the 
problems were, particularly in health.  Health has been a problem for many years.  The budget speech referred to 
health, education and community safety.  Let us now look at those three areas, to see what these government 
priorities mean to country Western Australia.  It is clear that in an attempt to boost funds for these priorities other 
areas will be severely disadvantaged and, as usual, country Western Australia will not be left unpunished.  After 
all, rural folk are in the minority, and if it were not for the fact that we do not have one vote, one value 
legislation in place the Government would ignore rural folk with total impunity.   

According to page 17 of budget paper No 1, education spending will be increased by $100.5 million over the 
next four years to improve literacy and numeracy standards.  It reads - 

Our decisions will increase education spending by a further $100.5 million over the next four years.  By 
2004-05, our spending on public education will be increased by 12.75 per cent. 

The Government is particularly proud of its well resourced plan to improve literacy and numeracy 
standards in our schools. 
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I wonder how much of the $100.5 million will serve to improve the education of students living in rural and 
isolated areas of Western Australia.  Page 18 reads - 

$8.6 million will be made available in the next four years to enhance the professional development of 
teachers and increase the number of senior teachers by 200 . . .  

A further $2.1 million will provide scholarships to prospective teachers. 

How much of this money will go to training rural teachers?  Once again, rural teachers and rural students will 
miss out.  I could point out other instances in which rural constituents and their families are discriminated against 
in the budget.  Although it is all very well to equip children in metropolitan regions with information technology 
skills at a young age, what about their rural counterparts?  In some towns people are praying for reliable 
telephone connections, let alone IT, water or health services.  Those are many of the problems related to the 
budget. 

Another government priority that discriminates against rural voters is health care.  Page 4 of budget paper No 1 
reads - 

health spending will rise to $2,316 million in 2001-02.  We promised an additional $240 million over 
four years to improve basic health services - but we have gone much further, injecting an extra 
$385 million over four years in recognition that it is the top priority of the community . . .  

I wonder what the Government will do to fix the existing problems in the health system in country Western 
Australia.  The Jurien Bay Medical Centre, for example, is not currently operating to its full potential due to 
inadequate funding from the Department of Health.  In October I received a letter from a person at the health 
centre, who was more than a little concerned at the centre’s failings.  It reads - 

Dear Sir, 

I am writing on behalf of our community Association regarding the provision of health services in this 
area.   

We have a new medical centre which is not currently operating to its full potential due to inadequate 
funding from the Health Department.   

The centre has the provision for accident and emergency facilities and also beds for overnight patients.  
As we understand the beds have not been “commissioned” therefore are unavailable for patient use. 

That is incredible.  It continues - 

These are impressive at first sight, however have significant shortcomings in both equipment and 
supplies.  In reality the Jurien Health Centre is little more than a nursing post rather than the mini 
hospital that it was designed to become. 

The inability to use the centre to its potential is putting a strain on doctors, patients and their families, 
and local volunteer ambulance drivers when they require transferring to a larger hospital. 

Possibly when the ambulances get to larger hospitals, they must bypass and must continue on their track.  The 
letter continues - 

The lack of facilities and staff levels places doctors in a position of not meeting their patients needs. 

A well equipped centre would solve the problem of after-hours access to ALL services and take 
pressure off volunteer ambulance drivers and the Royal Flying Doctor Service who currently transfer 
patients to the larger centres of Perth, Geraldton and Moora. 

We are aware that the health budget is under considerable strain, however, the increase in population 
and visitors to this area are placing greater expectation on the standard of care supplied.   

We look forward to your comments regarding this matter and hope to receive a positive response on 
these issues. 

Hon Kim Chance:  As I understand it, the Western Health Service has had one of the largest increases of all 
health budgets in the latest budget. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The centre is not yet fully commissioned, although the facilities are there. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I don’t doubt that. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I thank the Leader of the House. 

Another concern about the budget is the allocated funding that has been removed from the Lancelin to Jurien 
Bay highway project.  My recollection is that the sum was $31 million.  Some $500 000 was spent last year and 
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$1.5 million will be spent this year.  In Jurien Bay, Cervantes and other centres to the north, the folks of country 
WA are expecting the highway to go through.  They were expecting it to go through during the next two years. 

Hon M.J. Criddle:  It would have done had the National Party remained in power.  Look at the infrastructure 
around the State. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I am encouraged to think that the new Government will probably rethink the Jurien Bay 
to Lancelin road, and assist people who have put “for sale” signs at the front of their cafes and their houses.  
With a new highway from Jurien Bay to Lancelin, prices will increase.  I was one of the suckers who got caught 
by buying a block at Ledge Point. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  That was a good choice. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  However, I am confident that this Government will rethink the Jurien Bay to Lancelin 
highway. 

Hon M.J. Criddle:  Where do you get the confidence from? 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  One must be confident.  There is positive and negative.  I must be positive; I cannot be 
negative.  I am confident that the Government will arrive, like the cavalry, perhaps after all the Indians have 
been shot.  I can give further instances of rural families and constituents being discriminated against in the 
budget. 

Of the $2 316 million allocated to health care, how much will go to rural and regional Western Australia?  The 
budget does not seem to isolate the funding for rural Western Australia.  One would suspect that rural Western 
Australia will be punished badly.  In the next quest for one vote, one value, the punishment will continue. 

Community safety is also being given priority.  Page 16 of budget paper No 1 reads - 

$14.3 million will be utilised to introduce a team of 50 Transit Police to patrol our metropolitan rail 
system . . .  

I assume that these transit police will be used primarily to seek out free riders on the rail system.  We are all 
aware that fee-paying passengers are often terrified by the presence of those who wantonly board trains without 
paying.  I have travelled by train on occasions, and I too have felt intimidated.  Travelling on a local train late at 
night can be frightening, particularly when groups of youths get into a carriage and intimidate other passengers.  
It is even more alarming if they alight at the same station.   

[Continued on page 4991.] 
 


